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of and therefore I ask by unanimous eonsent the bill be referred 
to the Committee of Claims instead of to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 4 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


THOMAS MONTGOMERY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, relative to the claim of Thomas Mont- 
gomery to certain lands in Fort Thomas military reservation, Arizona; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ANALOSTAN ISLAND CAUSEWAY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the commissioner of the District of Columbia, relative to 
the causeway connecting Analostan Island with the Virginia shore 
of the Potomac; which was referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


BALAAM A. BRIDGES, OF GEORGIA. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the claim of Balaam 
A. Bridges, of Georgia; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. . 

PRINTING FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to printing necessary to 
be done for his Department during the current l] year, and trans- 
mitting estimate of appropriation for the same; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CHIPPEWAS OF LAKE SUPERIOR AND MISSISSIPPI. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 

a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to House res- 

olntion of the 11th instant, requesting that the Committee on Indian 

Affairs be furnished an itemized statement of account with the Chip- 

was of Lake Superior and Mississippi; which was referred to the 
committee on Indian Affairs. 


INDIAN AND SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement showin 
the difference in the prices paid for flour and beef by the Indian an 
Subsistence Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


FORT PECK AGENCY, MONTANA TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous cunsent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, relative to reappropriation 
of unexpended balance for the benefit of Indians at the Fort Peck 
agency, Montana Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Sympgon, one of its clerks, 
announced the passage of the following House bills, with amendments 
in which concurrence was requested: i 

An act (H R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled “ An act for the 
support of the government for the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes;” and 

An act (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for a deficiency in the miscella- 
neous fund of the House of Representatives. 


HOWARD UNIVERSITY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing copy of a com- 
munication from Rev. William W. Patton, of the Howard University, 
relative to the claim for arrears of rent due the trustees of that insti- 
tution for buildings used as the Freedman’s Hospital; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
IMPROVEMENT OF MOBILE BAY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of a board upon 
the improvement of the harbor and bay of Mobile; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

SAMUEL M’CULLOUGH. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting testimony 
taken in the investigation of Samuel McCullough; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Expenditures in the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was ted as follows: 

To Mr, DWIGHT, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BRAGG, indefinitely, on account of a death in his family. 

To Mr. ERRETT, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


JOHN A. OVERMAN. 


Mr. YEATES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4094) for the relief of John A. Overman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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QUINTON MITCHELL. 

Mr. YEATES also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4095) for the relief of Quinton Mitchell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


EDWARD WOOD. 

Mr. YEATES also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4096) for the relief of Edward Wood; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ECONOMIC SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. GAUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4097) to provide for the more economie and accurate survey of the 
public lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WOOD. 


Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4098) for the relief of William Wood; which was read a first and sec- 
ond bro referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. EDEN, (at three o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


; PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York: The petition of the Board of Trade 
of Oswego, New York, against transferring the life-saving service to 
the Navy Department. to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of boiler-makers, deen, and others, against 
any increase of the duty on wrought-iron lap-welded boiler fines and 
tubes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Bi Mr. BREWER: The petition of Frederick Carlisle, for relief— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Moody Currier and 27 other citi- 
zens of Manchester, New Hampshire, ant 5 the revival of the in- 
come tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The petition of A. T. Peck and 5 others, of Dan- 
bury, Connecticut, for the establishment of a national bank, with 
8 throughout the Union to the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

Also, the petition of Charles Metzmarker and 48 others, inhabit- 
ants of the United States, for a loan of $750 each—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of L. W. Faulkner & Son and others, against re- 
viving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of William W. Hawkins, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Mitchell, to be allowed to preach in the 
3 Baltimore, Maryland to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of Simson Reinhard, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of citizens of Hot Springs, Arkan- 
sas, for relief—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The petition of George A. Dailey, postmas- 
ter at Honey Grove, Texas, and others, that he be credited in the set- 
tlement of his accounts with the Government with a certain amount 
of money stolen from him—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. FIELD: The petition of William Rawson and 54 others, 
against reviving the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Resolutions of the Ohio State Grange, opposing 
any reduction of the tariff on wool—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Cleveland (Ohio) Board of Trade, opposing 
the transfer of the life-saving service and revenue marine service 
to the Navy Department—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of J. S. Maddox and others, of 
Easonville, Alabama, for the creation of a fund from the proceeds of 
the sales of public lands and other sources for distribution among 
the several States in aid of popular education—to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of the heirs of Langley B. Culley, 
late a naval constructor, for compensation for services rendered by 
said Culley—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John C. Tho: for compensation for seven 
barrels of brandy improperly seized and sold by United States offi- 
cials—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Gorela; Resolutions of the city council of 
Augusta, Georgia, favoring the p e of the Texas Pacific Railroad 
bill—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Commodore 
Parker and 35 other naval officers, for the passage of the bill (H. R. 
No. 3344) authorizing the appointment of apothecaries as warrant 
officers in the United States Navy—to the Committec on Nayal Affuirs. 
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By Mr. HART: The petition of citizens of Penfield, New York, for 
the establishment of postal savings-banks—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of John Thompson—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. HENDEE: The petition of J. S. Brown and Daniel Breed, 
relative to the bill providing for a form of government for the Dis- 
trict of Colambia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of J.O. Whitehouse, 
Magovern & Co., Alexander Studwell & Co., Lee & Co., and others, 
against the repeal of the bankrupt law as to involuntary bank- 
raptcy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ai. HOUSE: The petition of J. W. Yeatman, professor of phys- 
ics and chemistry in the University of Nashville, Tennessee, and 
oth that microscopical slides and lenses be allowed to be trans- 
mitted through the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of the administrator of Lawrence 
Foster, for compensation for property taken by the United States 
Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, (by request,) the petitions of R. E. Adams, Armstead M. Buf- 
fington, Henry E. Butts, y Chamlin, William Clendening, John 
W. Demory, Sophia E. Demory, Thomas W. Dorrell, Philip Fry, Albert 
Green, John Grubb, jr., William Grubb, Edward Harding, Samuel 
Hongh, Mary A. Jones, Benjamin Leslie, A. M. Miller, Emma R. Moore, 
agent, &o. E. Potts, E. H. Potts, F. M. Potts, Henr Reed, James W. 
Ridgway, Joseph L. Russell, Richard Tavenner, John H. Thompson, 
Tabitha Waters, and John F. W. Waters, all of Virginia, for compen- 
sation for stock driven off by order of General Sheridan to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of citizens of Vermont, against reviv- 
ing the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. LANDERS: The petition of G. H. Hoyt and 47 others, of 

Stamford, Connecticut, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LORING: The petition of L. B. Harrington and others, of 
Salem, Massachusetts, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of Bernard Brady, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of John R. Reynolds, for compen- 
sation for property purchased and taken by the United States Army— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, 
against any tax upon incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Edwin D. Judd, relating toa 

nding resolution regarding the pay of officers in the Army—to the 
Bommittes on Mili Affairs. A 

Also, the petition of William S. Benjamin, of Salem, Connecticut, 
for a duplicate certificate of discharge from the First New York Marine 
Artillery—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of Georgine Thomas, widow of Gen- 
eral Charles Thomas, for a perision—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REILLY: The petition of James B. F. Randall, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSS: Resolutions of the Legislature of New Jersey, oppos- 
ing the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy Department 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER: The petition of 8. P. Gambia, to be reim- 
bursed for expenditures while postmaster at San Antonio, Texas—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of citizens of Lowndes County, 
Alabama, for the creation of a fund from the proceeds of the sales of 
public lands and other sources for distribution among the several 
States in aid of popular education—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. ` 

By Mr. SINNICKSON: The petition of Edward S. Bettle and other 
citizens of Camden, New Jersey, against reviving the income tax—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Cape May (New Jersey) 
Wave, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same committee, 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of the publisher of the Piedmont 
Press, Hickory, North Carolina, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of Peter A. Allen- 
dorf, for compensation for the loss of potatoes through acts of officers 
of the United States Army, in 1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: A paper relating to the pension 

. claim of George W. Long—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNEY: The petition of citizens of Greene Connty, Penn- 
sylvania, for the immediate repeal of the resumption act; the remone- 
tization and free coinage of the standard silver dollar of 412} grains; 
the gradual but speedy withdrawal of all national-bank currency and 
the substitution of Government notes or greenbacks instead thereof 
to be made receivable for all debts, public and private; and that the 
bonds now held >y the Government as security for national-bank 
notes shall be pi for in Government notes and destroyed—to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Greene County, Pennsylvania, against 
any reduction of the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans, 


B Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claims of Levi Jones and 
the heirs of John C. Garland—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the claim of A. J. 
Reed—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of H. S. Wetmore, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petitions of A. Osborne and 86 others, citizens of Iowa; of 
Manooh Metz and 78 others, citizens of Maryland; of W. J. Andrews 
and 35 other citizens ef Tennessee; and of Will. M. Kellogg and 81 
other citizens of Illinois, for the amendment of the postal laws so as 
to allow the transmission of living bees through the mails—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Bost. Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Seale, 
Russell County, Alabama, for the creation of a fund from the proceeds 
of the sales of the pnois lands and other sources for distribution 
among the several States in aid of popular education—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware: The petition of citizens of Kent 
County, Delaware, for an appropriation for a preliminary survey of 
Misspillion River, in Kent County, Delaware—ta the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Also, the petition of 52 citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, against 
a tax on incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of John T. Moore and 
other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, of similar import—to the same 
committee. 

Also, resolutions of a mass-meeting of citizens of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, asking further financial legislation—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. YEATES: Papers relating to the war claim of Z. Rough- 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 26, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COST OF SIOUX WAR. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message of the 
President of the United States, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate of December 7, 1877, additional reports from the mili- 
tary division of the Missouri on the subject of the costof the Sioux 
war; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


INTERMENT OF HON. J. E. LEONARD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following reso- 
lution received yesterday from the House of Representatives; which 
was read: 

Resolved by the House df Representatives, (the Senate toncurring,) That a special 
joint 8 of six ee re three Senators be a 3 to meet 
the body of Hon. JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD, late a Re resentative of Loui 
apon its arrival at New York, and escort it to tho p! of interment at West 
Chester, Pennsylvania. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to communicate this resolu - 
tion to the Senate. 

Ordered, That Mr. ELLIS of Louisiana, Mr. MULLER of New York, Mr. TURNER 
of Kentucky, Mr. STEWART of Minnesota, Mr. CALKINS of Indiana, and Mr. WARD 
of Pennsylvania, be the said committee on the part of the House. 


Mr. EUSTIS. Imove that the Senate concur in this resolution, and 
that the President of the Senate be authorized to appoint the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate for the purpose stated. 

The motion was agreed to, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of John R. Porter and others, 
members of the New York Bar Association, praying for an increase 
in the number of circuit judges in the second circuit, comprising the 
States of Vermont, Connecticut, and New York; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. r. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of Ives, Beecher & Co., and 
others, merchants and wholesale liquor dealers in the city of New 
York, praying for the passage of the House bill extending the time 
2705 whisky may remain in bond; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present the memorial of Edward Betts, Edward 
T. Bellah, and 50 others, citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, and in- 
cluding both political parties, remonstrating against the passage of 
an act imposing a tax on incomes. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of Peter W. Hornbach and 
146 others, citizens of Point Saint I „Michigan, and vicinity, 
fishermen, remonstrating against the passage of House bill No. 3689, 
to establish a board of fish commissioners to regulate and protect the 
fisheries of the great lakes; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of Mary 
and Albert F. Lavalette, executors of the estate of Rear-Admiral Elie 
A. F. Lavalette, deceased, praying compensation for the use of and 
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damage to their pro sy Tao occupied by United States military 
authorities at Memphis, Tennessee, during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAINE presented the petition of Messrs. itera CE & Sons, of 
New York City, and Abner Stetson, of Damariscotta, Maine, owners 
of the ship auras (emg caprata and sunk in the Chesapeake Ba; 
in 1862 by armed boats under the command of John Taylor Wood, 
an officer of the confederate navy, praying to be remunerated for 
the loss of their ship from the 5 moneys of the Geneva 
award; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a resolution of the board of free-hold- 
ers of Hudson County, New Jersey, in favor of making Jersey City, 
in that State, a port of entry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. ‘ 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Edward Lowery and 
others, citizens of Iowa, praying for the recognition by Congress of 
the claims of many pensioners who are sufferers by an unwise lim- 
itation law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. OGLESBY presented a petition of J. W. Hall and 210 others, 
citizens of Fairmount, Illinois, praying for the repeal of the resump- 
tion act; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of Saint Paul, Minnesota, in favor of the passage of the bill 
introduced in the Senate by Mr. COCKRELL for the improvement of the 
uavigation of the Mississippi River, and suggesting an amendment 
to the same so that the contemplated improvement will include the 
entire river from Saint Paul to the Gulf; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. THURMAN presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed transfer of the 
life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Ohio State grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, protesting against any reduction of duties on 
wool or woolen goods; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask leave of the Senate to present with a little 
care an important petition from certain of my constituents. I will not 
occupy its time long, but I should like to have the Senate understand 
the grounds of the relief for which the petitioners pray. Like many 
of the memorials from California it is addressed to the delegations 
in both Houses, and it commences: 

The und ed, your immediate constituents, would respectfully represent 
that we areresidents of the town of Truckee and of other places near the summit 
of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, or are engaged in business at such places; that 
we are citizens of the United States; that we were formerly residents of Maine, 
New Hampshire, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and other timber States of this Union; 
= most oe us were educated to the business of logging and of cutting up timber 

EKW-m 

We would further represent that when the grant was made to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company many of us were induced to take contracts for the supplying of 
ties, bridge-timber, and other timber and wood necessary in the construction of 
that road that we were informed that the act making the grant to the railroad 
company gave the privilege to said company and employés to take timber, wood, 
stone, or other material for said construction from any of the public lands of the 
United States, 

That was a provision of that legislation. 

Under contracts with this company some of us erected saw-mills and supplied 
the timber necessary for the construction of said road; that there was required 
and used in such construction, and in the erection of about forty miles of snow- 
sheds, an amount of timber estimated at about three hundred millions of feet; that 
there has been required to keep said road in repair and to rebuild the snow-sheds 
an amount of timber annually of about 8 of feet; that all this timber 
has been supplied from the slopes of the said Sierra Nevada Mountains. Before 
the road was completed, the silver mines of Nevada were so far developed as to 

uire for timbe ogra millions of feet of square timber annually. 

The construction of the road h Nevada and Utah devel: other mines, 
which required, in addition, six ions of feet annually. Besides this, Nevada 
not being a timber State, all the supplies of lumber for the construction of towns 
in that State also came from the Sierra Nevadas. When, by the completion of the 
railroad, the right to cut timber on public lands for the purpose of construction 
ceased, the undersigned, and others interested in the lumber trade, ag lied to our 
Representatives in Congress for the yens of some act under which we might 
obtain title and pay the Government for these timber lands, so as to obtain suffi- 
cient quantity to continue our business and supply the necessitous demands of 
this section of the country. We found that there was no way under the law to 
obtain title to timber lands except under the pre-emption and homestead laws, and 
these were understood as designed especially for settlers whose object is to culti- 
vate the land. But the soil at this great elevation in the Sierra Nevadas is unfitted 
for agricultural purposes, an each year for more than six months by 
snow. An benny Sy therefore, to take such lands under the pre-emption or home- 
stead law would be a delusion and a fraud, and a possible premium on perjury. 
We therefore petitioned our Representatives in Congress for the passage of some 
law by which title could be obtained legitimately to these lands, so that, as law- 
abiding and loyal ci we might pursue our occupations, build up our homes, 
estab! churches and schools, and train our children in habits of industry, loy- 
alty, and virtue, 

U our efforts were in vain. No such law was passed. 


I should like to say upon that matter that a bill answering the de- 
sire of these petitioners the House in the Forty-first Congress 
and again in the Forty-third Congress, and the identical bill passed 
the Senate in the Forty-fourth Congress; so that each House has once 

assed u bill for the relief of these parties and one House has passed 
it twice. A bill similar in its provisions, almost identical with it, I 
have introduced at the present session and sent to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 


Still, being desirous of following our occupations, (the ter portion of the 
eee unfitted for any other,) some of us eee — of the odd · 


numbered sections of timber land granted to the railroad company, and supplied 
the annual demand from this resource. When the act known as the “ soldiers’ ad- 
ditional homestead act was passed many of us, in good ieni tevas in the pur- 
chase of these claims 1 portion of our means, and caused same to be located 
on the lands contained in even-numbered sections, which, in many cases, were lands 
adjoining those we had purchased from the railroad company. 

After some months, when the papers relating to these additional homesteads 
reached the General Land Office at Washington, the parties serma the locations of 
these claims learned to their dismay that most of them were fraudulent, and that 
they had been swindled out of the money invested in them. Those of us who are 
lumbermen have also found that there has been ct cigar misapprehension as to the 
rights of pre-emptors and homestead settlers in the matter of cutting and removing 
timber from the lands on which they have settled. It is charged that in some in- 
stances these settlers have cut and removed timber from these claims and sold the 
same to the proprietors of the saw-mills, and that these purchasers are responsible 
for the alleged violation of law on the Hal of the settler. The settler may have 
acted in good faith, supposing he had the right to the timber. We do not charge 
the fact to be otherwise; but we do any es those of us who bought the timber 
understood that the settler owned the land and timber, and had the t to sell 
the game. We certainly acted in good faith, and without any intention of violating 
any law of the United States. © find, however, that under a strict construction 
of the law, and without a full knowledge of all the facts, the grand j of the 
United States, sitting at San Francisco, has indicted some of us for cutting, and 
causing to be cut, and removing, and causing to be removed, timber from these 
lands of the United States. 

The indictments in these cases appear to be founded on section 2461 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and under section 4751 of the same statates 
the severe pecuniary penalties denounced by the former section are to be distrib- 
uted, one-half to the informer and the other half to the Navy pension fand. This 
great inducement to the informer is believed to be at the bottom of this prosecu- 
tion, and, if permitted to further direct the action of the Government in and 
other cases, must n ly ruin thousands of industrious, law-abiding people, 
for the on of a system of espionage foreign to the principles of our form 
government. 

Now, although we had no knowledge of any violation of law, and certainly no 
intention to deal with parties that had committed trespass or violated the law, we are 
nevertheless, under these indictments, liable to imprisonment and to Ar fines 
aggregating a half million of dollars, and, in addition to this, subject to civil suits 
for the value of the timber cut. These indictments have paralyzed all business in 
the mountains. If pressed it will stop the businessof egy Nevada, stop the 
construction of dwellings, mills, and other structures in the State of Nevada and 

tah, and involve all e s ina general ruin. If title to timber lands on the 
Sierras cannot be obtained except by preemption, and the seeming perjury neces- 
sary to take these as cultural lands, this section of the Union must revert to 
its original state of barbarism. 

If we are to be fined and imprisoned, our mills and logging teams confiscated, 
leaving our wives and children to starve in their cabins in the snow in the Sierras, 
because our Government will not provide the means by which a necessary, hones: 
and legitimate business may be pursued and the improvement and developmen 
of the country continued, we can only regret our fate, and h that the next 
generation may be bl with more enlightened legislation. ith honest inten- 
tions, as law-abiding citizens, with wives and children looking to us for support 
and maintenance, cheerfully g all taxes and assessments for the support of 
the Government of the United States, the State, and county, and readily contribut- 
mgt the support of churches and schools for the advancement of morals and the 
upholding of civilization, in good faith believing wo were complying with the law 
and acting legitimately, we have engaged in our various pursuits. 

Some of us have invested our means in good faith and with a desire to acquire 
title to some of these timber lands, and what is the result? We have been defrauded 
out of most of the money so invested ; we have been indicted for an alleged viola- 
tion of law ; ruin stares us in the face; the stigma of offenders against the laws of 
the United States threatens to attach to our names and to the names of our chil- 
dren. We do not know where to turn for relief from this great wrong but to you. 

We therefore ask that you will cause a special act to be immediately for 
relief, not merely for us individually, but for this community and its important in- 
terests, providing, in substance, that the open timber lands on the Sierra Nevada 
Mountains be duly segregated, and that those of us who may desire be allowed to 


the United States, have so far intervened as to vest title in others than those who 
have committed trespass, that the parties committing such trespass shall be allowed 
to settle all liabilities by the E715 to tho Government of a reasonable stumpage, 
not exceeding the acreage price of the land. 


Mr. President, this is really a very hard case. It appeals to the 
justice and sympathies of Con These men have tried for years 
to buy this land. Under a mistaken policy, Congress supposing it 
could be taken up under the pre-emption and homestead laws, both 
Houses have e at the same time to pass a bill for their relief. 
We passed a bill authorizing an additional soldiers’ homestead. They 
invested their money in those claims only to find they had been 
swindled ont of it and that the claims were fraudulent. They tried 
to take them under the pre-emption and homestead laws and were 
refused in that. Their industry has supplied the timber necessary 
to carry on the great mines. The Bonanza mines would shut down 
to-morrow if it were not for this industry. The Bonanza mines, with 
their shafts and drifts two thousand feet deep, hold up with their 
solid timbering Mount Davidson as Atlas was fabled to hold up the 
earth. The timbers, as large and square as these desks, are put close 
together in the worked-ont drifts, layer on layer, but so great is the 

ressure of the overhanging mountain that these solid layers of tim- 

r are ground to powder, and shafts are closed up unless constantly 
retimbered. The working of these t mines would have to be 
entirely abandoned if they could not obtain the timber from the 
Sierra Nevada Mountains. The only way they can obtain it is through 
this milling industry. 

Furthermore, all the farming industry, all the residences through- 
out the mountains, and I might say those in San Francisco and 
throughout the State, are supplied by this industry. It is an actual 
necessity for the existence of the State and for the existence of the 
State of Nevada, at any rate as a mining community. 

Now, they have exhausted every possible means in their power by 


appealing to Con for their relief. A bill answering their pur- 
poen paying the ernment the highest 1 5 5 it had ever charged 

‘or land, is now before the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, 
and I do hope, I do plead, that the prayer of these men may be granted, 
and that they may be relieved upon the payment of the ac price 
of the land from this prosecution which they could not avoid for pur- 
suing an industry which they supposed they had aright to carry on. 
They are indicted under peculiar circumstances, relieving them cer- 
tainly from the charge of being timber thieves or plunderers, because 
they supposed that where a man took up the land under pre-emption 
he had a right to clear it for the purpose of tillage, as the man also 
believed who took up the Jand under the pre-emption act. These men 
indicted are the ones who bought of the men who cut the timber under 
the pre-emption, and by a decision of the Department they had no 
right to cut the timber, so that thus without any intention on their 
part they tind themselves by a construction of law, probably correct, 
entrapped and indicted. A large number of citizens of the State have 
united with them in these prayers. ideal trons presented in the other 
House was signed by the governor of the State and a large number 
of the State officers, the registers and receivers of the land office, &c. 

reeing with this petition, and by many of our best and most caref 

citizens of the State. The petition which I hold in my hand contains 
this private indorsement in writing from a large number of citizens, 
some of whom are personally known to me as men of high character, 
as follows: 

The undersigned, citizens of California, doing business in said State, and deep! 
interested in matters relating to its prosperity and the welfare of its le, an 
being intimately acquainted with the ns who have already been and 
whom we know to be loyal and fore tizens, respectfully urge that such measures 
should be immediately adopted in accordance with the prayer of this petition as 
will secure the Government and at the same time protect the accused and our citi- 
zens from present and farther prosecutions and litigations, criminal or civil. 


I would even venture longer upon the patience of the Senate, which 
has been so kind in this instance to give me so much time, provided 
I could add anything to the eloquence of the petitioners and the 
facts which they present. I move that this petition be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I really hope that the com- 
mittee will give us an early report. 

The motion was d to. F 

Mr. SARGENT. I present the petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to take steps to amend the 
Federal Constitution by adding the following article: 

SECTION 1. The nar of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 

r = The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate leg- 

I move the reference of this petition to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, recommending the repeal of section 1233 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 281) for the relief of Captain Gaines 
Lawson, of the United States Army, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 644) for the relief of Dwight W. Hakes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 713) for the relief of Martin Clark, reported it with an amend- 
eee and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

5 He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 859) for the relief of Charles L. Davenport, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 801) to amend section 2403 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, in relation to deposits for surveys, reported if with an 
sah arene and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 

printed. i! 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 741) for the relief of Christopher H. 
MeNally, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 260) for the relief of H. A. Myers, repo it with an amend- 
0 and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to he 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 334) for the relief of William Bowlin, late of Company L, Sec- 
ond Arkansas Cavalry, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
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the bill (S. No. 454) granting a pension to Stephen C. Herndon, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
were referred a memorial of merchants and others in the Chamber of 
Commerce in the city of New York; a memorial of the Boylston In- 
surance Company and others, merchants of Boston; and a memorial 
of Philip & Thomas Collins, merchants of Pennsylvania and others, 
and memorials of various other parties; and also a communication 
from the Secretary of State, recommending the re-establishment of 
our diplomatic relations with the State of Colombia, have directed 
me to re the same, and ask to be dischar from their consider- 
ation. The committee, however, are favorable to the restoration of 
diplomatic relations with that government, and had prepared an 
amendment to be offered to the diplomatic bill, but the Committee on 
3 wisely, as the Committee on Foreign Relations be- 
lieve, have anticipated our action and have pre such an amend- 
ment to the bill. On behalf of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
therefore, I move that they be from the er consider- 
ation of these memorials. 

The motion was agreed to. z 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 923) supplementary to the act en- 
titled An act to carry into effect the convention between the United 
States and China, concluded on the 8th day of November, 1858, at 
Shanghai,” approved March 3, 1859, and to give the Court of Claims 
juried fotion in certain cases, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No, 55) for the relief of John W. Douglass, reported it with. 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. Y, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 604) for the relief of John Bowles, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 161) for the relief of Charles W. Biese, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed 18 777 9.2 0 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CN. I am instructed by the majority of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back the bill (S. No. 35) to repeal. 
the bankrupt law, and I wish to say in behalf of some members ot 
the committee who have united in the report that an honest effort 
has been made for some time past to see if some amendments could 
not be adopted which would render the act satisfactory to the pub- 
lic; but in that effort it has been found that the opinions are so 
opposed to each other that it has been impracticable to agree npor 
any system of amendments; and yet some members who unite in the 
report do not wish to have the report made with any recommenda. 
tion. For one member of the committee, I will say that I have all 
along been in favor of the entire repeal, saving all rights in actions 
pending; but as other members of the committee do not now wish to 
commit themselves by a recommendation, I move that the bill be 
placed on the Calendar. í 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. OGLESBY. By the request of a citizen of the District of Co- 
lumbia, I ask leave to, introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
991) to legalize a suit now pending in the supreme court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia between the eastern and western Cherokee Indi- 
ans, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 992) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and 
Elizabeth H. Gilmer, of Chambers County, Alabama; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 993) for the relief of Murphy Jones, Lizzie Massie, 
and Fanny Thames; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 994) for the relief of Albert 
Ordway ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 995) for the relief of T. A. Kendig; which was. 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 996) granting a pension to Edmund Woog; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ACCOUNTS OF INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, submitted the following resolution ; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Whereas the 18th day of February, 1871, the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
pate of of Representatives, adopted December 13, 


obedience to a resolution of the House 
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1870, made a statement (Executive Document 140, third session, Forty-first Con- 


gress) showing balances due from collectors of internal reyenue who were out of 
office on the Bta day of June, 1870, from which it sete there was due on that 
dax from collectors not in office the sum of $20,700,9¢3.33: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate what amount or portion of this sum has been since collected 
and paid into the Treasury; what amount, if any, has been settled by com 
and the faets touching each compromise made, by whom recommended, and the 
amount realized; what amount or portion of said sum of 820, 700, 983.30 remains un- 
paid, and, if any balance is still due, what steps have been taken to enforce pay- 
ment of the same. Also to report the amounts duc by internal revenue collectors 
on the 1st day of July, 1875, and how much, if any, of such amounts remain unpaid. 


THE M’GARRAHAN CLAIM. 
On motion of Mr. OGLESBY, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate the testimony taken 
before the Committee on Public Lands, having under consideration the memorial 
of William McGarrahan for relief. 


SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Some time ago I presented the pe- 
tition of Mr. D. T. Corbin, of South Carolina, touching the matter of 
his claim to a seat in thisbody. The petition at my request was laid 
on the table. I now move that the petition be taken from the table 
and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE FISHERIES COMMISSION. 


Mr. BLAINE. I move, Mr. President, that the correspondence be- 
tween the American and British Governments in regard to the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Delfosse on the Halifax commission be taken from 
the table and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I beg at 
the same time to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that the 
correspondence more than justifies all I said in regard to the very 
extraordinary efforts of Lord Granville to force Mr. Delfosse upon 
our Government. I would cularly direct attention to the letter 
of Sir Edward Thornton, of August 19, 1873, and to Mr. Fish’s reply 
on the 21st of the same month. 

When the resolution calling for this correspondence was before the 
Senate, I agreed with my honorable colleague, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, that the award would be paid, not be- 
cause it was just or was founded upon any fact or evidence submitted 
to the Halifax commission, but simply because it was an award which 
for honor’s sake we might pay though we got nothing for the large 
sum required. And if the payment of five and a half millions were 
the iad of the matter I should be willing to vote it in silence and 
bury the whole matter out of sight. But the truth is that this award 
is only the beginning of trouble. The period for which it pays will 
be ended in five years and then our privilege for inshore fishing must 
be negotiated afresh. It was well known at Halifax during the session 
of the commission that the Canadian authorities were striving not 
simply for the large sum in hand but for the fixing of a rate by which 
to assess the price of the inshore fisheries in future. It is our duty 
to show that the rate fixed by the Halifax commission has no foun- 
dation whatever in truth or in fact and that no evidence was before 
the commission to justify the award. I hold in my hand some sta- 
tistics of very great interest bearing on the question, from which it 
appears that the total value of the catch in the inshore fisheries by 
American fisherman during the four years the treaty has been in on 
ation was only $435,170, on which the profit was probably $100,000. 
This covers the entire catch for which we obtained the right under the 
treaty. During the same four years the duties on Canadian fish and 
oil remitted by our Government amounted to a million and a half of 
dollars ingol , and now under this treaty we are compelled to pay 
balf a million per annum in addition or two millions of dollars in 
gold coin for the four years. In other words, by remission of duties 
and the payment of cash from the Treasury our Government is called 
upon to pay three and a half millions of dollars in goa coin for the 
privilege o es our fishermen to make a profit of $100,000 on 
the inshore fisheries of Nova Scotia. 

Considerable comment has been made in the country on the point 
signees by me that the Washington treaty required the unanimous 
verdict of the Halifax commissioners before a legally valid award 
could be made. I quoted some eminent English authorities in sup- 
port of this position. Since then a friend has shown me a copy of 
the London Times of July 6, 1877, containing an elaborate editorial 
article in regard to the fishery commission then about to assemble in 
et In discussing the powers of the commission, the Times 
said: 

On every point that comes before the fishery commission for decision the unani- 
mous consent of all its members is, by the terms of the treaty, necessary before 
an authoritative verdict can be given. 

And the Times then points out the difference between the Geneva 
tribunal and the Halifax commission, showing that a majority could 
decide at Geneva but affirming that the United States would have a 
perfect right to demand unanimity in the verdict at Halifax. 

It is also well known that the Halifax commission was discussed by 
the Canadian ministry in 1875, after the negotiations for a reciprocity 
treaty had failed. On that occasion Mr. Blake, the minister of justice, 
remarked that the “amount of compensation we shall receive must 
be an amount unanimously agreed upon by the commissioners.” I 
mention these facts to show that I spoke with full authority when I 
suggested that the verdict rendered at Halifax was not legally bind- 
ing under the terms of the treaty. Its payment must be justified on 


other grounds, and I have already intimated more than once that con- 
siderations entirely outside of the legality or the justice of the award 
might constrain us to assent to its payment. But it should never be 
paid without such protest as will forever prevent its being quoted as 
5 or accepted as a standard to measure the value of the 
inshore fisheries in future negotiations. : 

The motion was to. 


ARMS TO THE MILITIA, 


Mr. COKE. I ask that the bill (S. No. 104) amending section 1661, 
title 16, (The Militia,) of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
be made the special order for Monday next after the morning hour. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs by my 
colleague, [Mr. MAXEY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Texas! 

Mr. MORRILL. The reading of the title of the bill does not indi- 
cate what the subject is at all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be reported at length, or so 
much of it as may be necessary to give the information desired. 

The bill was read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none, and the order will be 
entered. 

i rmission to offer an amendment to the bill as 
it has been reported by the committees; and I move that the amend- 
ment be printed. 

The amendment was received and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) to prescribe 
the time for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other 
purposes, to report it back without amendment. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

Mr. HARRIS. I inquire if the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of 
Warren Mitchell, which was under consideration at the expiration 
5 the . hour yesterday, does not come up as the unfinished 

usiness 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no unfinished business in the 
moning hour. The only unfinished business is that which was pend- 
ing at the adjournment of the Senate. The Secretary will report at 
agek the joint resolution reported by the Senator from Delaware. 

e joint resolution was 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection tothe present consid- 
eration of this resolution? The Chair hearsnone and it is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution provides that the tax on all distilled spirits 
hereafter entered for deposit in distillery warehouses shall be due and 
payable before and at the time the same are withdrawn therefrom, 
and within three years from the date of the entry for deposit therein; 
and warehousing bonds hereafter taken under the provisions of sec- 
tion 3293 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall be con- 
ditioned for the payment of the tax on the spirits as specified in the 
entry, and the interest on the tax, if any has accrued under the provis- 
ions of this resolution, before removal from the distillery warehouse, 
and within three years from the date of the bonds. 

The time within which distilled spirits heretofore entered for deposit 
in distillery warehouses are required to be withdrawn therefrom pur- 
suant to the conditions of any warehousing bond, taken within one 
year prior to the passage of this resolution, upon the entry of such 
spins into warehouse under the provisions of section 3293 of the 

vised Statutes, shall, on written request being made, be extended 
for a period not exceeding three years from the date of the entry of 
such spirits into the warehouse; but such extension shall not be made 
in any case unless there shall be indorsed upon, or appended to, the 
warehousing bond a written request therefor, and an acknowledgment 
of their liability, under the terms of the bond, for the period for which 
the extension is granted, together with interest on the tax, if any has 
accrued under the provisions of the resolution, as if the same were 
inserted in the body of the bond, to be duly executed by the principal 
and sureties in the bond, and acknowledged by each of them before 
a collector or deputy collector of internal revenue, or some other officer 
authorized by law to take the acknowledgment of deeds; and the 
sureties on the bond are to be, at the time of such request, satisfac- 
tory to the collector, and, if not satisfactory, or if the sureties shall 
refuse to make the request and acknowledgment required an addi- 
tional or new warehousing bond, with sureties satisfactory to the col- 
lector, shall be given. 

In case of the non-payment of the tax on any distilled spirits within 
one year from the date of the original warehousing bond for such 
spirits, interest shall accrue upon the tax at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum from and after the expiration of the year until the tax 
shall be paid. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

11 . Is this resolution reported by the Committee on 
inance 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. It has been 
so stated by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir. 


2022 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 26, 


The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and read the 
third time. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this resolution received the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Finance and it is reported favorably. 
At the same time I feel it my duty to say that I am somewhat doubt- 
ful whether the resolution will do more good than harm. It will 
delay the receipt of taxes to a considerable amount in the Treasury 
Department. At the same time there seems to be a very pressing de- 
mand for its immediate passage. There are, as it was stated by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, some five or six million gallons of 
spirits that are now in bond that are likely to be seized for non-pay- 
ment of duties by the United States and sold at an immense sacrifice. 
Under the circumstances I do not desire to interpose against the pas- 
sage of the measure, while I am extremely doubtful whether it will 
prove beneficial or not. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


FORT FETTERMAN MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 901. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 901) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to relinquish certain portions of the United 
States military reservation of Fort Fetterman, Wyoming Territory, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of War to relinquish and transfer to the custody and control of 
the Secre of the Interior, for disposition under the existing laws 
of the United States relating to the public lands, such portions of the 
reservation at Fort Fetterman, in the Territory of Wyoming, as may 
no longer be required for military purposes, together with the whole 
of the old “wood and timber” reservation near that post, declared 
by executive order dated August 29, 1872. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move to take up for present consideration 
Senate bill No. 659. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 659) for the relief 
of Josiah H. Pillsbury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to Josiah H. Pillsbury, postmaster at 
Manhattan, Kansas, of $476.96, of which he was robbed on the night 
of the 28th of June, 1877, and which he has accounted for to the 
Government, the robbery having occurred without neglect or other 
fault on his part. 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported the bill 
with an amendment in line 5, after the words “sam of,” to strike out 
“ $476.96 being the amount of post- office funds,” and insert $323.95.” 

Mr. KERNAN. Is there a written report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. KERNAN. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. KIRK- 
woop on the 4th instant: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill 
(S. No. 659) for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury, have considered the same, and 


rt: 

That said Pillsbury, on the 28th py Ge June, 1877, was, and 1 18, at 
Manhattan, Riley County, Kansas; t on the night of that day the post-office at 
Manhattan was entered bz onrar, thesafe therein, in which were kept the moneys 
and stamps of the Post-Office Department, and registered letters, was broken open 
and robbed of money-order funds, postal funds, and registered letters, con’ 
moncy to the amount of about $476.96, which amount the postmaster has since niade 
good to the Department. 

The special agent sent by the Post-Office Department to investigate the matter 

among other things. as follows: 

The post-office is kept in a frame building in the principal business street, and 
was entered by the robbers through a side window near the back part of the room 
in which the office is kept. The safe used by the tmaster is one of Hall's pat- 
ent combination four-tumbler locks, and ves about seven hundred pounds, and 
was entered by means of a sledge-hammer weighing ten and three-quarter pounds. 
* * * Mr. Pillsbury, the postmaster, is considered by the citizens of Manhattan 
as a very worthy and postmaster, and I am satisfied that he took the same 
care of the Government property that he did of his own.” 

It also a) that the safe broken open and robbed was furnished by the post- 
master at his own expense, and was such a one as the Government furnishes to 
second-class officers. 

Mr. Pillsbury, immediately after the robbery, gave notice thereof to the proper 
officer of the Department, and promptly paid over the amount of money stolen: 

The post-office at Mathattan is of the third class; the population of the town is 
about twelve hundred; and it contains two private banks, but no national bank. 

In his hy Pedy the special agent says: 

“While Mr. Pillab took every precaution, under the circumstances, to secure 
the door and window of said post-office, yet I am of the opinion it was very unsafe 
to risk $500 in money and valuable letters, not knowing the value of contents, in a 
safe which was not_burglar-proof, in a frame building which was not occupied by 
any one at night. Mr. Pillsbury being the custodian of public money and Govern- 
ment property, and being paid for the care of said money and property, did not 
show an Sh re to shirk the responsibility resting upon him, but paid the losses 
report erein.” 

he same report shows that of the amonnt stolen $288.40 was money-order funds, 
$155 postal funds in money, and $35.55 contents of registered letters. 

Your committee are of the opinion that, upon these facts, the postmaster should 
be reimbursed the amount of money-order funds and the amount contained in teg- 
istered letters, and that he should not be reimbursed the amount of postal funds. 
They therefore propose to amend the bill by striking out, in lines 5, 6, and 7, the 
words four hundred and rey -six dollars and ninety-six cents, being theamount 
of ce funds.“ and g in lieu thereof the words “three hundred 
an 3 dollars and ninety-five cents; and recommend that the bill, so 
amended, be passed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his Secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 25th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
21) filling an existing vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution. 

The message also announced that the President had this day a 
pora and signed the act (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the 

ranklin Insurance Company of the City of Washington. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 3 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and th 
Senate now proceeds to the consideration of its unfinished business, 
being the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missourl River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act 
on which the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Merron] is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I am without motive and I am not 
conscious of any desire to deprive the railroad companies mentioned 
in the pending bill of any measure of justice to which they may be 
fairly entitled, or to impose upon them any unreasonable burdens. 
Jam willing that they shall have all which of right belongs to them. 
In my efforts to learn what their rights are in their relations to 
the Government, I wish to pay due regard to the rights and inter- 
ests of the latter, and I will not allow my judgment and my ac- 
tion to be controlled by empty declamation, false notions of public 
generosity, and a misapprehension of facts and law. Nor will I con- 
sent to be driven into the support of one measure and from the sup- 
port of another, by oft-repeated threats, whether made in or out of 
this Chamber, of long-protracted and expensive litigation. My fixed 
purpose is, to seek and find the pathway of trath, justice, and sound 
policy and to walk steadily in it, trusting confidently that fruitful 
and wholesome results will follow. 

The corporations named, now as in the past, assert with defiant 
confidence and insolent self-sufficiency what they and their friends 
are pleased to call their rights and advantages as against the Govern- 
ment. It is pertinent and worth while to inquire with some particu- 
larity into the merits of the claims and pretensions of these corpora- 
tions and the conduct and practices of those who control them and 
see whether or not these are really meritorious and well founded ; or 
whether, on the contrary, the controlling corporators have been and 
are for the most part utterly without merit ; have grossly and per- 
sistently perverted and prostituted their corporate powem and perpe- 
trated stupendous frauds upon the Government, and thereby unjustly 
and greatly enriched themselves and others at the expense of the 

ple of the Union. In my judgment, it is not only pertinent, but 
ikewise very important to make these inquiries and learn the spirit 
and practices of these corporations from the beginning of their exist- 
ence down to the present time, in order that we may learn and appre- 
ciate the absolute necessity for the adoption of the measure proposed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary, or one more stringent, if upon 
due inquiry the Constitution and the state of the law will allow of it. 
In view of the vast interests of the Government and the people, pecu- 
niarily and otherwise, involved in the subject before the Senate, I 
must be pardoned for expressing my surprise that the committee in 
their report have failed to call attention specially to the practices of 
these corporations. I undertake to say and shall briefly endeavor to 
show, that these have been monstrous, without a parallel in this or 
any conntry, and shocking to the moral sense of the American people. 
. President, I do not question the usefulness, the public benefits 
derived from and the general importance of corporations. They serve 
geet purposes in the economy of society, and have contributed 
angely, within the last century, to the advancement of civilization 
and the promotion of the prosperity and 3 of mankind. They 
are the chief means for o izing and making efficient co-operative 
effort in the employment of capital and labor. Through them capi- 
tal is aggregated, organized, consolidated, and brought within the 
control of small numbersof intelligent and powerful, unhappily, some- 
times, very corrupt men, and thus it is e effective for great good, 
too often for evil. But if they have vast capabilities for the advance- 
ment of the prosperity of great communities, they likewise afford op- 
portunity to do, and often do them, great harm. Their history shows 
that, uniformly, when they are unregulated, unrestrained, and uncon- 
trolled by the Prong Ah of Government they corrupt public men, 
foster and establish burdensome monopolies, and often become tre- 
mendous engines of illicit power and wide-spread oppression. Through 
such instrumentalities, the cupidity and avarice of designing men 
achieve their most signal triumphs. 

In this country Corporationa ave multiplied wonderfully within 
the last fifty years. They may be numbered by the thousand, and 
they embrace nearly every branch of industry and business, and em- 


| body the great mass of capital. Well authenticated statistics show 
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that there are now in, the United States more than two thousand 
national banks, all corporations embodying and controlling nearly 
$2,000,000,000, more than forty-five hundred banks, most of them cor- 
porations other than national banks, aggregating $225,000,000 of cap- 
ital stock, and deposits amounting to more than $1,350,000,000; that 
there are more than fifteen hundred railroad corporations embodying 
and controlling 85.000, 000, 000. There are several thousand ofher man- 
ufacturing and business corporations that contro] several hundreds of 
millions of dollars. That a large percentage of this vast number of cor- 
rations, embracing some of the largest and most influential, have not 
n wisely and sufticiently guarded and restrained by law; that they 
have in many instances prostituted their corporate powers for their 
own illicit gain, and to the grievous detriment of the Government, State 
and Federal, and the people generally; that they have unduly and arbi- 
trarily combined and confederated to direct and control industries, 
trade, travel, and commerce; that they have virtually destroyed the 
trade of one town or locality in order to build up another to serve 
selfish purposes of gain; that they have in some instances combined 
to exact oppressive freights and fares from the producing classes of 
the country, and in others, in the absence of competition, have exacted 
them; that they have debauched and unlawfully controlled legisla- 
tive bodies and hundreds of public men in and out of official stations ; 
that these evils have been flagrant and prevailed to an alarmin 
extent, that they now prevail to a greater or less degree, no intelli- 
gent observer can deny: their existence has been made manifest by 
egislative and judicial investigations, and the newspapers of the 
country daily teem with accounts of them. 

The facts are patent. These vicious practices have not only affected 
injuriously the substantial interests of the Government and the peo- 

le, they have likewise given rise to disgraceful public scandals that 

ave brought open repran upon the good name of this country 
at home and abroad. These things have not been done in a corner : 
they have prevailed in all sections and have afflicted the people in 
every quarter of the Union. It seems to be taken for granted that 
corporations are uot only soulless but, as well, that they have no moral 
responsibility, and that nò person is or can be morally responsible 
for the character of their acts. This latter view is certainly false and 
ee but it shows the greater necessity for careful and stringent 

islative control of such artificial bodies. 

r. President, I do not hesitate to declare my conviction, that one 
of the great rising public dangers in this country now is the undue, 
ever-increasin, pawar and influence of corporations over the material, 
moral, and A interests of the people. 

This subject ought to attract a large share of public attention and 
engage the serious consideration of every legislative body. I do not 
underrate the advantages and benefits, public and private, of rail- 
road corporations. I recognize them. J am not hostile to them. I 
would not, I will not hesitate to protect them in all their just rights, 
but I see and know and appreciate the high importance of keeping 
them well guarded by proper legislation and in subordination to gov- 
ernment. They have great capacities for evil as well as good. They 
are close to the people and affect them materially in ost all the 
relations of life. Much the greater part of the evils to which I have 
made reference have been the fruits of the vicious practices of rail- 
road corporations and theiragents. Every intelligent observer knows 
that they have in large measure dominated the industries, the trade, 
the travel, the commerce, the legislation, the public men, and the 
pa of this country. Not infrequently they have debauched mem- 

rs of Con and members of State Legislatures, they have re- 
peatedly subsidized numbers of powerful newspapers, they have set 
up and pulled down public men, they have walked boldly and inso- 
lently into the Halls of Congress and undertaken to dictate meas- 
ures of legislation. Nay, sir, if one may trust what he reads almost 
daily in the newspapers and hears on every hand, their agents and 
lobbyists throng the corridors and lobbies, and have for months, of 
pr Capitol, in reference to the very measures now under considera- 

on. 

Sir, are these things true? Are they substantidlly true? Alas, 
they are too true! The mind sickens with disgust at the thought 
of 3 em! The recital of them must fill every honest man with indig- 
nation. 

Mr. President, there could scarcely be a more striking illustration 
of the truth and force of all I have said than the history and prac- 
tices of the two corporations involved in this discussion. I propose 
to make some reference to them in the course of my further remarks, 
for the purpose, specially, of showing the necessity for passing the 
measure before the Senate, and, generally, the importance of guarding 
here and elsewhere against the evils to which I have in a very gen- 
eral way directed attention. 

Mr. President, the corporations whose nature, rights, and obliga- 
tions are under discussion are not ordinary ones, nor do they in the 
eye of the law stand exactly on the same footing as do ordinary ones. 
They have been created by virtue and in pursuance of acts of Con- 
gress. . has no power to create corporations for ordinary 
purposes. It has, indeed, been questioned whether it has power to 
create them at all; but the courts have decided otherwise, and I think 
correctly. But it can only create them in aid of the execution of 
some power in or purpose incident to and necessarily connected with 
the Government. They can be created only for national pu 
purposes of the Government. The Government of the United States 


was instituted for certain general purposes common to all the States 
composing the Union, and these purposes and the powers in aid of 
them are plainly expressed in a written Constitution. We look in vain 
for any provision or power express or implied, authorizing Congress 
or any other authority in the Government to create a corporation in 
the ordinary sense or for ordinary p The existence of such 
a power is unnecessary. In reason, it contravenes the genius, the 
spirit, the nature of our Federal system. All corporations 

by Congress are therefore, without any express statutory provision, 
very like public corporations. 

I will not now say—it is cot necessary fer my present purpose that 
I do so—that such corporations are absolutely public corporations 
and subject at all times to be abolished, changed, and modified by 
Congress, but in many respects they are so subject to the will of 
Congress. This much, however, is true beyond question, that Con- 
gress cannot divest itself of the power at all times to control and direct 
such corporations in all reasonable ways in aid of the purposes for 
which they were created; this power exists, and that too without 
any reservation of power in the act of incorporation; the power is 
absolutely and forever in Congress; it eannot part with it; Congress 
cannot abdicate a power of government. And whoever becomes a 
corporator in such a corporation does so agreeing by necessary ! 
implication that Congress may always exercise such power; that is, 
the power to change, modify, or abolish the corporation, having due, 
reasonable regard for the personal rights of the corporator. And so in 
the cases now before us, without any reservation of power in the acts 
creating and authorizing the corporations, Congress eee change, 
add to, amend, modify, abolish the corporations in aid of the execu- 
tion of the powers, the essential powers of government, which Con- 

cannot impair or barter or bargain away. If this were not so, 
ongress might impair, render nugatory, practically destroy an essen- 
tial power of government by in—contract. This cannot be, in 
the very nature of things. The powers of this Government are essen- 
tial powers to be employed in the execution of government, as contra- 
distinguished from 2 powers of government employed in regulat- 
a e ordinary business transactions, rights, and relations of society. 
he acts of Congress creating the corporations named in the bill 
rest upon and recognize the principles of the Constitution to which I 
have adverted. 

Mr. SARGENT. Which corporation does the Senator refer to, those 
named in the bill? 

Mr. MERRIMON. The Union Pacific Railroad Company and the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is not the Senator aware that the latter was not 
created by uona 7 

Mr. MERRIMON. Lam aware that originally the company was a 
corporation created under the laws of California. 

r. SARGENT. It is, and operates under the laws of the State of 
California. 

Mr. MERRIMON. ButI take it the State of California has assented 
to the legislation of Congress, and at all events the acts of Congress, 
so far as they affect that corporation, are under the control of Con- 

And besides, that corporation, I apprehend, derives much of 
its powers in the State of California and in the State of Nevada from 
the force and life-giving power of the two acts of Congress under 
discussion. i 

Mr. SARGENT. I only wanted to draw the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that he apparently was confounding a corporation 
under the laws of a State, having all its fanctions from that State, 
with another created under the laws of the United States. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I was perfectly advertent to the fact, and I 
have considered it. If the State of California authorized the creation 
of a corporation and Co co-operated with the State of Califor- 
nia to create that corporation for the purposes of the Federal Govern- 
ment, and the State of California and the corporation accepted the 
legislation of Congress and agreed to act under it, then they are under 
the control of Congress, certainly to the extent of the legislation in 
that behalf. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not wish to disturb the Senator, but I hope 
he will allow me to make a remark. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. The corporation was born in the State of Cali- 
fornia, derives all its powers as a corporation, all its franchises from 
the State of California. It contracted with the Government of the 
United States under certain legislation paneon by the Congress of the 
United States, and to that contract the State of California by subse- 

uent legislation assented; but it is not true that the Central Pacific 
ilroad Company derives any of its rate functions from the 
Congress of the United States; and if it does, I ask the Senator to 
refer to the clause of any statute of the United States which gives 
any additional corporate function to the Central Pacific. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The road was authorized by Congress to go 
through the Territory of Nevada. 

Mr. SARGENT. It unquestionably owns a railroad which runs 
from San Francisco through to Ogden, and a large portion of it was 
built under this contract, projecting it into the Territories. Of course 
it was built under this contract, which was according to the laws of 


ongress. 
Mr. BAILEY. Lask if the Central Pacific Railroad Company exer- 
cised any of its faculties or could have made any progress whatever 
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in respect to that portion of its road which lay without the State of 
California without the consent of the Congress of the United States; 
or in other words, whether in respect to that portion of its road lying 
east of the eastern boundary of the State of California it does not 
2 all its authority and all its franchises from the act of Con- 


Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; it does not derive any authority or any 
franchise from Congress, except the mere authority to build a rail- 
road in the Territories, which was done, as I say, under a contract, 
they agreeing to do it within a certain time and in a certain manner 
that it should be open to Government uses for certain purposes and 
the Government contracted therefor to issue so many bonds. That 
was all. It was a matter of contract; but it was not a part of the 
functions of the corporation in any sense; it then was a complete 
corporation in every sense. It might as well be said that a pad aa 
owning a line of steamers and receiving a subsidy to rnn from New 
York or somewhere else to Brazil derives its corporate powers from 
the fact of asubsidy being given by Congress. It is simply a contract. 

Mr. BAILEY. The capacity to exist as a corporation unquestion- 
ably was derived from the State of California. The capacity to con- 
struct this road through the Territory or the present State of Nevada 
and into Utah certainly could not have been derived from the State 
of California. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam not denying that there was a contract. 

Mr. BAILEY. That franchise, that right, that power to extend its 
road and tocollect tolls and transact business, could not be conferred 
there by the State of California; and this being a foreign corpora- 
tion to the United States as to the Territories, I ask the Senator from 
California if the corporation did not derive its powers there from the 
United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator simply uses the word “franchise” in 
a different sense from myself. I admit that a contract was made 
between this corporation and the Government of the United States, 
by which a railroad was built in the Territories under certain condi- 
tions. But the Senator from North Carolina in his argument spoke 
of these two corporations as creatures of Congress, and said that Con- 
gress could not divest itself of the right to strangle these, its chil- 
dren, at their birth or any su nent time. I called his attention 
to the fact that one of them derived its powers from the State of 
California and that there was no right on the part of the General 
Government to strangle it. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I was perfectly advertent to the 
fact that the Central Pacific Railroad Company was originally a cor- 
poration created by and under the laws of California; it was a State 
8 and by its corporate powers as a State corporation it 
had no authority to build a road across Nevada, then a Territory, or 
any part of the territory of the United States anywhere. The legis- 
lation of Congress supplemented the legislation of the State of Cali- 
fornia, and by virtue of the act of 1862 and the act of 1864 that cor- 
poration constructed its road in the State of California, as well as by 
virtue of the legislation of California, through the State of Nevada 
and other portions of the territory of the United States. It received 
large r ve powers—I know what that word means—it received 
large additions to its corporate powers from these two acts of Con- 
gress; it exercised them; it received large grants of public land; it 
received a large subsidy, as I shall have occasion to show, from the 
United States; and although Congress may not have power to abolish 
that corporation, yet there can be no question in law that Congress 
has control of its own legislation so far as it affects this corporation 
created by the State of California. 

Mr. SARGENT. It has a right to take back all its gifts or executed 
contracts! That is the Senator’s logic. Congress has power to break 
a contract! 

Mr. MERRIMON. The grants conferred upon the Central Pacific 
Railroad were contained in the same acts which granted corporate 


powers to the Union Pacific road and a half dozen other railroad | ' 


sonei oe; exactly alike. The two acts authorized the existence of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company: they likewise authorized the 
3 existence of the Central Pacific Railroad Company and a 
half dozen other corporations, and by the same law which conferred 
powers and benefits upon the Union Pacific Railroad Company and 
other railroad companies, benefits were conferred upon the Central 
Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. SARGENT. ow me to say a word. The legislation that 
the Senator refers to being put together would not change the rela- 
tions of the various corporations. That legislation decided this—I 
think I remember it for I wrote it myself—that the Central Pacifice 
Railroad Company of California, a corporation existing under the 
laws of said State, is hereby authori to build a road—that was 
all—and then it went on and stated that which the Government 
would give it if it would build the road and that which it would 
require if the corporation did build the road. Now, says the Senator, 
because another corporation or several others were created in the 
same act, therefore the Government of the United States has a right 
to come in years after it is executed, years after the corporation has 
done everything that was required by the legislation except one 
point which is now in dispute in the courts, and say “why, here we 
subsidized you and we will take back our subsidy; we provided that 
you should pay in a certain way; we require you to pay three times 
as fast; we made certain conditions with you; we take them all 


back, and vary them, because we are powerful, because we are a 
sovereign and you are a subject.” That is the doctrine of the Sena- 
tor, and I say as between any ruler and any subject, that is the 
expression of tyranny. 

ow the Senator will excuse me for saying further that my interest 
in this matter arises from the danger of an overtax of the Western 
States and the Pacific States by the burdens which you are endeay- 
oring to put upon them, and furthermore the danger that by over- 
charging them you may have a dilapidated railroad instead of one to 
carry out the original objects. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, the Senator assigns me a posi- 
tion which I do not occupy, and he makes an argument and attrib- 
utes it to me that I have not made in substance or spirit. Taking 
it that the Central Pacific Railroad Company is a corporation under 
the laws of California and that it accepted certain benefits and 
rights and obligations under the legislation of Congress, if the doc- 
trine which I am now contending for exists, there can be no ques- 
tion that Congress has power to control whatever right, or obliga- 
tion, or benefit it did confer, and to so control it wohl be no impair- 
ment of a contract, would be no exercise of a power of tyranny; 
and why? For the very reason that by force of the Constitution 
of the United States, if the doctrine I am contending for is correct, 
it was incorporated into the contract at the time it was made, 
in the same measure as if the words had been written in the grant, 
that e Shiny shall have the power at all times to change, mod- 
ify, repeal, or abolish the legislation whereby these rights, obliga- 
tions, and benefits were conferred. But, sir, in this case—and I will 
refer to that view of it now—not only by force of the Constitution 
is it so, but by the very terms of the grant it was provided, as I shall 
ha ve occasion to show in the course of my argument, that Congress 
should have the right to change, modify, add to, or abolish the con- 
tract afterward, if, in its judgment, it should see fit. How, then, 
nona tuer be any impairment of a contract orthe obligation of a con- 
tract 

Mr. SARGENT. Now, if I am not troubling the Senator too much. 
if the Senators argument had gone to the extent he now states and 
no further, as did that of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRIS- 
TIANCY,] I should not have interrupted him by asking a question. 
Of course I have my own judgment as to the force of that argument. 
But when he went outside and claimed jurisdiction over a corpora- 
tion created by the State of California, upon the ground that it was 
created by our legislation, I desired to call his attention to the facts. 

Mr MERRIMON. I do not care to go into the question as to how 
far Con has control of the corporation absolutely. It is not 
material to my purpose. It is only material to me to show here that 
Congress has control of that corporation so far as powers, rights, ob- 
ligations, and duties were conferred and imposed upon it by the legis- 
lation of Congress, and I understand that the Senator does not deny 
that as to that extent, pro tanto, that Congress has the power. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is in violation of the contract, 

Mr. MERRIMON. It is no violation of the contract. I cannot 
make myself understood by the Senator, it seems. I say it is not so, 
because it was a part of the agreement at the time it was made—an 
agreement made as much as if the corporator had written it down in 
writing, that Congress should have this power. It entered into the 
contract, made a part of it, it was the very life of it, that Congress 
should control the exercise of the powers granted, and the corpora- 
tions took them subject to this right of Congress. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the Senator refer to the provision in the acts 
of 1862 and 1864 as to the power to repeal, or does he refer to some 
unwritten law ? à 

Mr. MERRIMON. Iam now on the first branch of the subject. I 
am making an argument to show that this power is inherent in Con- 
gress and that Con cannot divest itself of it. Iam coming to 
the other view of the case afterwhile. 

Mr. SARGENT. I simply say I do not agree with the Senator at 


all. 

Mr. MERRIMON. The Senator has only anticipated me a little. I 
say that, if there was no reservation in these acts at all, corpora- 
tions created by Congress, if they are not absolutely so, are very 
like public corporations, always subject to the control and power of 
Congress. If it were not so, Congress might in creating a corporation 
abdicate the powers of government and destroy the Government. It 
is one of those essential powers which; whenever the contract is made 
operates, and if Congress were to stipulate expressly in the act that a 
subsequent Congress should not exercise this power the stipulation 
would be absolutely void. It is one of the absolute powers, absolute 
rights of the Government, that cannot be destroyed; it exists while 
the Government exists, and it is always ready to be exercised; and 
the citizen, when he becomes a corporator under a corporation created 
by Congress, becomes a corporator with the stipulation as expressly 
made as if it were written in words, “Con shall from time to time 
see to the exercise of the power, modify, change, control it, as may suit 
the interests and convenience of the Government.” I have no doubt 
that power does exist and in the way I have indicated. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment that I may 
ask a question ? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I will. 

Mr. HILL. If the power is claimed for the Government over the 
corporate franchise I can understand it. But do you hold that a con- 


ee 
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tract of loan by the Government to the companies is either a fran- 
chise in rig companies or a corporate privilege granted by the Gov- 
ernment 
Mr. MERRIMON. I say that the Government can grant a fran- 
-chise for the e of corporations. It can grant a subsidy. 
Mr. HILL. at is not the question. 
Mr. MERRIMON. I see the point the Senator is WARDA anA I think 
I shall come to it in a moment. I do not mean to say that by virtue 
of the rights conferred on a corporation by the Government the Gov- 
ernment can arbitrarily take property from the corporation. I do not 
mean to say that, because that would violate the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion; it would violate the express letter of the Constitution in one 
respect. But what I mean to say is, that Congress has the power to 
direct the corporation in the exercise of all its rights and all its prop- 
erty, and it may abolish the franchise and may abolish all the powers 
conferred in the interest of the Government, and therefore I put in the 
words a moment ago “ with due, reasonable regard to the rights of the 
corporators.” It was a part of the agreement that Congress should 
have the power to contro!, direct, and regulate the exercise of the 
rights an wers and property of the corporation. The corporator 
sore to that when he e a corporator. And if that is not true, 
then Congress can abdicate a sacred power of government by creating 
a corporation, which is plainly impossible consistently with reason. 
Congress cannot by any act, I do not care what device may be adopted, 
divest itself of the power to raise an army or to construct a post-road 
or a mili road; it cannot divest itsélf of a power of government. 
It may employ these powers and may employ agents to execute these 
powers, but whoever engages as an agent or a corporation to execute 
these powers, engages that Con may control his property in that 
be in order to accomplish the great purpose of the Government. 
But, sir, this will be made more manifest in the course of my argu- 
ment. The question of the Senator from California has anticipated 
much of what I was going to say. 
Before we go further let us get a correct notion of the motive and 
purposes of the acts under discussion. 
Congress passed an act approved July 1, 1862, entitled as follows, 
to wit: “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
ph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean”—and what ? 
fhe words I am about to read now are very material“ and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
* 


p 8 

This title plainly indicates the purpose of Congress—a p of 
Government and in aid of the execution of a power, an essential power 
of the Government. It was to create a military and postal road. 
And not merely to authorize and construct such a road for the use 
of the Government, but to secure—that is the important word—the use 
of the same to the Government. The word secure is a material, sig- 
nificant, and important one; it means to give the Government the 
use of it; not at the will of the corporation, but at the will and 
pomire of the Government, not for an occasion, for a day or a year, 

ut perpetually; not affected by the whim or fortune of the corpora- 
tion, but absolutely, and to secure, to establish, indefinitely, perpetu- 
ally, such use of the road to the Government. How secure such use? 
Plainly by all such reasonable, apt, sufficient means as Con may 
from time to time, according to circumstances, direct and provide. 
And this right and power and use is not in any way affected by the 
pecuniary rights of the Government, or the indebtedness of the cor- 
porations ; when they shall pay all the debts due and to come due to 
the Government, the latter will still have the right, undiminished, 
to secure to itself the use of the road for all lawful Government pur- 


poses, 

The wording, the phraseology, the reason, the spirit of the act 
and all acts amendatory of it, all alike indicate, establish the right 
of the Government to such use of the roads and the right to secure 
such use of them. It is provided that the Government shall have 
directors, who shall own no stock in the companies. The right of 
way and alternate sections of land are donated to the companies 
for the construction of said railroad and telegraph line, 
to secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troo 
munitions of war, and public stores thereon.” When forty miles 
the road shall be completed, “the President shall 1 com- 
missioners to examine the same and report to him in relation 
thereto,” &c. Again, it is provided “ that, for the purposes herein 
mentioned, the Secretary of the Treasury shall, upon the certificate 
in writing of said commissioners,” &c., the commissioners appointed 
by the President, issué bonds of the Government to the companies. 
It is further provided that, “on refusal or failure of the said company 
to pay said bonds, or any part of them,” &c., the road, property, and 
unsold lands, &c., may be taken possession of by the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the use and benefit of the United States ;” not to be 
sold and the Government to be reimbursed, but “ for the use and 
benefit of the United States,” the purpose being to secure the use of 
the road for the established and only for eee of the Goy- 
ernment, 

The grants of land, the “bond-subsidy,” were all made on condi- 
tion that the companies “shall keep said railroad and telegraph line 
in repair and use, and shall at all times transmit dispatches over said 
telegraph line, and transport mails, troops, and munitions of war, 
supplies, and public stores upon said railroad for the Government 
whenever required to do so by any department thereof,” &c. The 


companies are required to make reports to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. For the purposes of the Government, the lines of railroad are 
to be continuous. If the companies should fail to complete these 
roads respectively, or to keep the same in repair, 8 may legis- 
ani 


late to this end, “and may direct the income of said railroad and 
telegraph line to be thereafter devoted to the use of the United 
States,” &c. 

Con passed an act amendatory of the act just commented upon, 
approved July 2, 1864, the title of which reads as follows: 

An act to amend an act entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific and to secure to 
the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1862. 

The same purpose is indicated in this title as in the first one, and 
all the provisions of the act 1 to the exercise of all such 
power by the Government as may be deemed by Congress necessary 
and wise to secure the perpetual use of the roads for Government pur- 


These are some of the reasons that lead me to conclude that Con- 
gress has the power, without any express reservation providing for the 
same, to change, modify, amend, and abolish the rights, duties, and 
powers of the corpoyations named, having due, reasonable regard for 
the rights of the corporators. 

It is said this would impair the obligation of a contract; that it 
would change, make anew a contract without the consent of one of 
the contracting parties. I do not stoptodiscuss the question whether 
Congress has the power to expressly impair the obligation of a con- 
tract. If it has such a power, I would not invoke it, and I trust Con- 
gress will never do so. But the objection is not well founded. The 
exercise of the power I have been discussing does not impair the ob- 
ligation of a contract or force the corporator to accept a new contract, 
because at the time he became a corporator, he , by necessary 
legal ag ee in law, that Congress should have the power to 
change the rights, duties, and obligations of the corporations to the 
Government in t to the papos of the corporations, at will, hav- 
ing reasonable regard to the rights of the corporator, be so agreed, 
just in the same measure as if he had so expressly stipulated in the 
charter of incorporation. The spirit, the principle of the Constitu- 
tion permeated the charter just as much as if the same had been ex- 
pressed in terms in it and the corporator must be bound by it. 

I cannot doubt the substantial correctness of the views I have ex- 
pressed. But it is not necessary in the case before us to invoke the 
power of the ame RE a to e ee help these 
corporations upon the footing of o ones, Congress power 
to impose 3 obligations on them A sce e by the bill 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. tion 18 of the act 
of 1862 among other things provides as follows: 


pos 
, and other purposes, Con; may at any time—having due re; for the 
Habte of said companies Wee eee rd alter, amend, or 1 act. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask the Senator from North Carolina, supposing 
that Congress has the power to impair the obligation of a contract, 
now, is that the pivotal point of this case? Is it necessary to rest the 
J 7 Committee’s bill upon that ground? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I have said expressly it is not. It is not mate- 
rial to the discussion of this question at all. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish to understand that. 

Mr. MERRIMON. As I have just said, if Congress has power to 
impair the obligation of a contract, I, for one, would never invoke 
it and I trust Congress never will in any case. 

Mr. MAXEY. I mention that for the reason that I propose to sup- 
oe bill; but if it turned on that point I would not support it, 

use I do not believe that doctrine. 

Mr. SARGENT. It would surprise me if it was not ne to 
sustain the Judiciary bill by the declaration of a power to violate 
contracts and impair their obligations, so much time has been taken 
up by the friends of that bill in asserting that power. There cer- 
tainly has been a deal of time spent in that endeavor. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Iam not responsible in any sense for what other 
gentlemen have done; but I do not remember—and I have been pay- 
ing pretty close attention to this discussion—that any one has wasted 
much time in discussing that view of the case. It is not material here 
atall. The bill 2 by the Committee on the Judiciary goes 
upon an entirely different ground, and rests upon an entirely different 
1 But to get back, I was discussing the reservation clause 

the act of 1802. Now the power reserved, treating the act as a 
contract between the United States and the corporators, is a material 
part of the contract—the corporators agree that the Congress may 
‘add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act.“ These words—this provis- 
ion—cannot be treated as nugatory and mere lusage; they must 
be given some effect according to their intent and meaning. 

What is that? It is that “Congress may add to, alter, amend, or 
repeal this act * * the better to accomplish the object of 
this act.” What is the object of this act? The great purpose, the 
2 ongen of it is to 5 and establish on son 175 e 
ing foundations in every respect, a great government military an 
postal road, and the power reserved may be exercised in any reason- 
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able way looking to that end. The clause reserving power, after 
stating the purpose in general terms, “the object of this act,” then 
specifies some, not all, of the things that make up the object of this 
act. One of these things is, “ to promote the public interest and wel- 
fare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph line and keep- 
ing the same in working order.” It is said the companies haye done 
this. But this implies more than keeping it in “ working order” for 
this month or this year; it means keeping it so indefinitely, perpet- 
WUT Are the companies in condition to do this? Can they do it? 
Will they doit? Are their circumstances such as they will be able 
to do it? Can any one say so in view of their vast indebtedness? 
Even some of their officers have expressed great doubt as to their 
ability to pay their debts, as I will show presently. Then is it not 
plain that Congress may, ought to, exercise the power-to “add to, 
alter, amend, or repeal this act,” to compel these companies to pro- 
vide prudently for the payment of these vast debts which constitute 
liens on their roads and all the property connected with them, to the 
end they may in all the future, be reasonably in condition to keep 
the roads in “ working order?” Especially, when the companies have 
taken no steps to prepare to pay their debts! 

Another of the things specified in the reservation of power to Con- 

and which goes to make up “the object of this act” is, “to se- 
cure to the Government at all times, (but particularly in time of 
war,) the use and benefits of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes.” The 8 say they have done this. But do they say 
so truly? Granted that they have not made default. This is not all 
that is plainly implied and required, The companies must keep them- 
selves in reasonable condition to seeure to the Government for the fu- 
ture, indefinitely, the use of the roads and telegraph lines. The Goy- 
ernment cannot reasonably allow these companies to let a burden of 
debt accumulate upon them which they cannot easily manage, so that 
after awhile the mortgages must be foreclosed and the roads embar- 
rassed and allowed to go to ruin and decay in the hands of them- 
selyes by reason of their insolvency, or in the hands of irresponsible 
purchasers. We know itis not denied that the companies owe vast, 
embarrassing debts which they cannot pay at maturity unless they 
begin now to make reasonable preparations to do so. Then, it is 
plainly the duty of Congress to this end, for this manifest purpose, 
to exercise the power reserved to “add to, alter, amend, or repeal 
this act.” 

But there is another thing that goes to make up “the object of this 
act,” that is, to provide for the payment to the Government of a sum 
of money equal to the principal and interest of the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment issued to the companies, when they shall mature and be paid 
by the Government. It is expressly porose that such sum of money 
shall be paid to the Government and it has a second mortgage to se- 
cure such payment. The general terms, “the object of this act,” em- 
braces this by all rules of construction; and to secure the payment 
of that debt Congress may in a reasonable way “add to, alter, amend, 
or repeal this act.” 

The words in the clause reserving power to Congress, “ having due 
regard for the rights of said companies named herein,” imply that 
Congress shall not take the property of the companies for nothing or 
deprive them of their rights, but Congress may direct and control 
them in the use and exercise of the same, because the corporators 
agreed that Congress might do so. The words “ add to, alter, amend, 
or repeal this act” must mean something; they must have some effect. 
What other can they have than that I have assigned them? I can- 
not see. 

The act of 1864 is by its terms amendatory of the act of 1862, and 
the two must be construed together as one act. This is the plain legal 
effect, and the Supreme Court so decided in Kansas Pacific Company vs. 
Prescott, 16 Wall., 603. It is provided by the twenty-second section of 
the act of 1864 “that Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal 
this act.“ This reservation of power is as broad as language can 
make it. The two acts being in effect one and construed together, 
this reservation of power must apply to both acts—this is the legal 
effect and the manifest intention of Congress. Can any one suppose 
that it was intended to reserve | alec hei ope the act of 1864 alone? 
To repeal the act of 1864 would leave the act of 1862in many respects 
inoperative. Then this clause applies to both acts, reserves to Con- 

the fullest power to “at any time alter, amend, or repeal this 
i both] act.” It is not peepee to take from the companies any prop- 
erty or money ; it is only opone to direct and control them in the 
exercise of their rights. This they have agreed that Congress may 
11 and there cannot therefore be any impairment of right. 

t seems to me that these views are reasonable and just, that I have 
stated the law as it arises upon the two acts under discussion. I be 
now to cite some duthorities in support of the views I have submitted, 
and especially to show to what extent the power reserved to the Legis- 
lature in the charters of corporations may be exercised. 

I cite first, Pierce on the Law of Railways. At page 36 he says: 


The power to amend, alter, or repeal the charter may be reserved by the Legis- 
lature by a provision to that effect inserted therein, or in a general law declared 
applicable to all acts of incorporation afterward passed; and the right of the cane. 
lature to alter or the charter is thus made a part of the contract. The > 
ter of the 5 s, 8 a reservation, subject to any reasonable amendment 
or alteration which the Legislature may make, and any reasonable additional obli- 
gations may be imposed on the company. Thus, it may be required by virtue of 
such reservation to abandon the use of steam-power in propelling its cars through 
cities, or to raise or lower highways where its track crosses them when directed 
by the municipal authorities. The Legislature under this power may increase the 


liability of the stockholders, who will not thereby be exonerated from liability op 
their subscriptions for stock. The subscriber has been held not to be released, 
where the Legislature, in pursuance of such a reservation, granted to the company 
the power to change its route. There being a general statute of Missouri reserv- 
ing the power to alter or amend acts of incorporation, an act of ita Legislature 
making com es previously incorporated liable to laborers employed by con- 
tractors for the work done by them on their roads has been held constitutional. 


That is the general law as laid down by an elementary writer in 
this country on this subject. In the case of The Northern Railroad 
Company vs, Miller, 10 Barbour, 282, the court say: 

It was competent for the State, having the power to frant or to withhold the 
charter, to annex such condition to the grant, or to make such reservation as it 
pleased. The directors, trustees, or other managing agents, by whatever name 
they are called, by accepting the charter became bound by this condition or res- 
ae and every individual who subscribes to the stock of the company thereby 
makes himself a Wie to the contract, subject to to the conditions and reserva- 
tions of the charter. In effect he stipulates, at the time he subscribes, that the 
Lapeer may alter or repeal the law, and thus change the obligation of his 
subscription or defeat it altogether. It cannot therefore with truth be said that 
the amendatory act, which is complained of in this case, was an alteration of the 
defendant's contract without his assent. It was merely such alteration as he him- 
self, by becoming a party to the contract, had agreed that the Legislature might 
make, He is as much bound by it as if he had signed a petition to the Legislature 
requesting the passage of the act in question. Whatever modification is thus 
effected in the obligation created by his subscription is made by his own a 
ment, entered into at the moment he became a party to the contract, and is as bind- 
ing upon him as if it had been accomplished by his own solicitation and procare- 
ment. It surely cannot be necessary to cite authorities to prove that what a man 
authorizes another to do is as obligatory upon him, when done, as if it had been 
performed by himself. $ 


In Tomlinson vs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, 454, the court say: 


The object of the reservation, and of similar réservations in other charters, is 
to prevent a kinns of corporate rights and privileges in a form which will preclude 
legislative interference with their exercise, if the public interest should at any 
time require such interference, It is a provision intended to preserve to the State 
control over its contract with the corporators, which without that provision would 
be irrepealable and protected from any measures affecting its obligations. 


In Miller vs. The State, 15 Wallace, 498, the court state in broad 
and strong terms the extent of the power. They say: 
The reserved power may be exercised, and to almost any extent, to carry into 
effect the original purposes of the t or to secure the due administration of its 
so as to protect the rights of its stockholders and of creditors, and for the 
proper disposition of the assets. 


That is the language of our own Supreme Court, and it is as broad 
and comprehensive and efficient as a ee can make it. But cases 
might be cited indefinitely, all going the length of the proposed 
exercise of power as now propesed. 

It has been said that the Supreme Court, in the case of the United 
States rs. Union Pacific Railroad Company, (1 Otto, 72,) have held 
that Congress could not exercise the power reserved as now proposed. 
This is a grave misapprehension of the ruling of the court. The court 
said plainly that Congress in the respect then under consideration 
had not undertaken to exercise the power, but suggest strongly by 
implication that it might do it. I read a material extract from the 
opinion of the court. I shall now read what the court say bearin 
upon this subject, and I read it because it has been cited over an 
over again, as conclusive to the point that Congress cannot exercise 
this power. The court decided to the contrary, as I think ; they sug- 
gest by implication very strongly that Congress can do it; and this. 
paragraph is material to show that I am correct. The court say: 

Another act was prey rye { by virtue of which this snit was institated 
by the appellee. [Act of 3, 1873, 17 Statutes, 508, section 2.] It is con- 
tended that this act repeals that portion of the cha of the company which con- 
tains the 8 we have discussed. But manifestly its purpose was very dif- 

though it directs the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold all payments. 
to the companies on account of freights and transportation, it at the same time 
authorizes any Sonne. thus affected to bring suit in the Court of Claims for such 
freight and transportation; and in such suit“ the right of such company to re- 
cover the same upon the law and the facts shall be determined, and also the rights 
of the United States upon the merits of all the points presented by it in answer 
thereto by them.“ This means nothing more or less than the remission to the judi- 
cial tribunals of the question whether this company and others similarly situated 
have the right to recover from the Government one-half of what they earned by 
transportation; and this question is to be determined upon its merits. 

The merits of such a question are determined when the effect of the charter is. 
ascertained and declared. It is hardly necessary to say that it would have been 
idle to authorize a suit, had Congress intended to repeal the provision on which 
alone it could be maintained. 


Is it not plain to the simplest mind that what the court said was, 
that Congress had not in that case undertaken to exercise the power, 
and that they suggest strongly by implication that Congress may 
exercise it? So it appears conclusively that Congress has lawful 
power to pass the bill proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and one more stringent if deemed necessary. 

Then ought Congress to exercise this power and in the way pro- 
posed? If we consider the relations of these corporations to the Gov- 
ernment, their history, their vast debts, their circumstances, their 
earnings, and the disposition of them, their practices and manifest, 
studied purpose not to make any reasonable provision for paying the 
debt due the Government, it seems to me that there can be only an 
affirmative answer to the question just propounded. 

I propose now to bring to the attention of the Senate some consid- 
erations that, in my judgment, point strongly to the necessity for 
prompt and vigorous action on the part of Congress toward these 
corporations. By virtue of the acts of Congress just referred to thé 
Union Pacific Railroad Company was authorized to construct and 
maintain a railroad and telegraph line from a point on the one hun- 
dredth meridian of longitude west from Greenwich in the Territory 


— 
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(now State) of Nebraska to the western boundary of the Territory 
(now State) of Nevada. This line of road is 1,085.88 miles in length. 

By virtue of the same acts the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
a corporation created and existing under the laws of the State of 
California—was authorized to construct a road and telegraph line 
from San Francisco to the eastern boundary of California, there to 
connect with the railroad and telegraph line of the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, the two to make one continuous line of road, which 
continnous line is 1,776.18 miles in length. 

In aid of the purposes provided for in said acts other companies of 
less magnitude and importance were authorized by them, to wit: 
the Kansas Pacific, the Central Branch Union Pacific, the Western 
Pacific, and the Sioux tes and Pacific. 

The Government granted the right of way through the public lands 
„to said company [naming the Union Pacific Railroad Company and 
the others as well] for the construction of said railroad and telegraph 
line;” “the right, power, and authority” was given “said company 
to take from the public lands adjacent to the line of said road earth, 
stone, timber, ah other materials for the construction thereof; said 
right of way is granted to said railroad to the extent of two hun- 
dred feet in width on each side of said railroad where it may pass 


over the public lands, including all necessary gronnds for stations, 
buildings, workshops and depots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks 
turn-tables, and water-stations.” 

The Government likewise granted, gave, donated “for the purpose 


of aiding in the construction of said railroad and telegraph line, and to 
secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, muni- 
tions of war and public stores thereon, every alternate section of pub- 
lic lands, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of five [increased 
to ten] alternate sections per mile on each side of said railroad, on the 
line thereof and within the limits of ten miles on each side of said 
road,” &. All mineral lands were excepted, except that timber on 
the same and coal and iron in them wére granted and not excepted. 
This grant of lands to the several companies mentioned embraced 
about thirty millions of acres. In a letter dated March 8, 1876, the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office says: 


1. The amount of land to which each company is supposed to be entitled under 
acts of July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864, is as follows: 


Acres. 
000,000 
9,100,000 
ific... 6,000,000 
Denver Pacific... . 1,100,000 
Central Branch Union Pacific............ -> 245,166 
Burlington and Missouri River, in Nebraska — 2,441,600 

Sioux City and Paolo. . . sssacecccuees 45, 


These figures are from approximate estimates merely, the adjustment of the 
grants not having been so nearly completed as to justify an attempt to state accu- 
rately the amount of lands eevee to each. 

By virtue of the acts mentioned “ for the purposes” in them men- 
tioned and specified, bonds of the United State were issued to tiie rail- 
road companies named respectively as follows, to wit: 


Principal out- 


Name of railway. Authorizing acts. When payable. Interest payable. standing 
einen PANG soos cae cece sees ease dowde sav ecuusvscenseres July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864. | 6 per cent. . | $25, 885, 120, 00 
Pacifio...... July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864. | 6 per cent. 6, 303, (00 00 
Union Pacific............. July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864. | 6 per cent, 27, 236, 512 00 
Cen Branch, Union Pacifi July 1, 1892, and July 2, 1264. | 6 per cent. January and July. 1, 600, 000 00 
Western Pacific. .... Rn --| July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864. | 6 per cent. January and July. 1, 970, 560 00 
Sioux City and Packfie.. 2.525 eee euere July 1, 1862, and July 2, 1864. | 6 per cent. January and July. 1, 628, 320 00 
. ↄͤ , , . ð ͤ d ̃ ̃ y , traesadpensebonitarener-aradanaana 


j 

The aggregate of the bonds so issued as appears, is $64,623,512. 
These bonds were not a gift to the companies; it is expressly pro- 
vided in the act that, “to secure the repayment to the United States, 
as hereinafter provided, of the amount of said bonds so issued and 
delivered to said company, together with all interest thereon which 
shall have been paid by the United States,” that the United States 
should have a first mortgage on all the property of all kinds of the 
companies. This mortgage was afterward by the act of 1864 changed 
to a second pari ga 

It was provided 

All compensation for services rendered for the Government shall be applied to 
the payment of said bonds and interest until the whole amount is fully . Said 
com may also pay the United States, wholly or in part, in the same or other 
bose! . —— notes, or other evidences of debt against the United States, to be 
allowed at par; and after said road is completed, until said bonds and interest are 
one eee sory 3 of the net earnings of said road shall also be annually ap- 
plied to the payment 

This provision was modified by the act of 1864, as follows: 

And that only one-half of the compensation for services rendered for the Govern- 
ment by said companies shall be required to be applied to the payment of the 
bonds issued by the Government in aid of the construction of said roads, 

By the act of 1864 the companies named are authorized respectively 
to“ issue their first-mortgage bonds on their respective railroad and 
tel h lines to an amount not exceeding the amount of the bonds 
of the United States, and of even tenor and date, time of maturity, 
rate and character of interest with the bonds authorized to be issued 
to said railroad companies tively.” 

The first-mortgage-bond debt created by the companies in pursu- 
ance of the last-mentioned provision of the act of 1864, is about the 
sanie in amount as the amount of the Government bonds issued, and 
my are a first lien on all the property of the companies. 

nder a decision of the Supreme Court United States vs, Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, 1 Otto, 72, these several companies are not 
bound to pay the interest which the Government has paid and may 
pay, until the bonds issued by the Government to the companies shall 
mature. These bonds will mature about the year 1900. 

At the expense of being a little tedious, I deem it important now 
to read some interesting extracts from a report made to the House of 
Representatives April 25, 1876, by the Judiciary Committee on the 
subject of a sinking fund for the railroad companies, to which I have 
made reference, e committee say: 

The railroad companies now claim that they are not bound or liable to pay any 
of the interest advanced or to be advanced by the Government until the maturity 
of the “subsidy bonds,” thirty years from their date, except as the application of 
(1) one-half of the charges for tion and qther services may be so applied, 

th also (2) the application of 5 per cent. annual net earnings of the roads. But 

‘all far short of the interest. 


of the subsidy bonds, about-twenty pears 
of advances, the Government be without compensation for the use of the 
money advanced and not so reimbursed. This loss to the 


value and amount reach many The Government pays currency interest 


at 6 per cent. per annum, 


payable half yearly, Assuming this rate which the Gov- 
ernment actually pays as 


6 value, the actual cost to the ry of the advances. 
eand to be e, compounding the interest thereon to the maturity of the 
“subsidy bonds, would be $316,112,571.79, as follows: 

Here is an manae table. This report seems to have been got- 
ten up with great consideration, and I take it it is very accurate. It 
is a report on the subject of a sinking fund for the several Pacific 
Railroad Companies made to the House of Representatives during 
the Forty-fourth Congress by Mr. Lawrence, of Ohio, and it is report 
No. 440, Forty-fourth Congress, first session. I present the following 
table which I find in it: 
Statement of the amount of bonds issued to the Pacific Railroad Companies, with in- 

terest com thereon half-yearly at 6 per cent. per annum. 
The interest in this statement is compounded. 


Union Pacific Railroad Company: 
Amount of bonds issued $27, 236, 512 00 
Interest due at maturity, September 3, 1897 133, 230, 206 60 
$160, 466,718 60 
Central Pacific Railroad Company : 
Amount of bonds issued enone eenenme 25, 885, 120 00 
terest due at maturity. November 18, 18977 126, 619, 733 30 
152, 504, 853 30 
Kansas Pacific Railroad Company: 
Amount of bonds issued 6, 303, 000 00 
Interest due at maturity, November 17, 1896 30, 831, 774 36 1 1 
37,1 4 36 
Western Pacific Railroad Company : 
Amount of bonds issued...............-..-.-------- 1. 970, 560 00 
Interest due at maturity, September 5, 1898 9, 639, 197 41 
11, 609, 757 41 
Sioux City and Pacitic Railroad Company : 
Amount of bonds issued. . 1, 628,320 00 
Interest due at maturity, January 1, 1899 7, 965, 095 16 
9, 593, 415 16 
Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad Company : 
Amount of bonds issued 1, 600, 000 00 
Interest due at maturity, October 20, 18906 7. 564 96 
— — — 9, 426, 564 96 
lier ⁵ ů WmVĩU: 88 
Total — 


The principal of the“ subsidy bonds is, as already stated, $64,623,512, with an 
annual interest of $3,877,410.72, which, for the thirty years the bonds are to run 
from their date, will aggregate $116,322,321.16. 

If no part of the interest should be reimbursed by the companies to the Govern- 
ment until the maturity of the subsidy bonds, the actual loss to the public Treas- 
ury would be $199,790,250.63, being the difference between the face of the advances, 
$116,322,321.16, and their amount, with interest thereon compounded, §316,112,571.79. 

Let it be remembered that the Government is not only not to be 
reimbursed until its bonds issued to the companies mature, but not 
then, until the first-mortgage bonds of the companies are disc 
because they are a first lien. There is no provision made by the com- 
panies to pay the vast debt of the Government against them when it 
shall mature. They have not created any sinking fund or set apart 
any fund or means whatever with which to do so. They manifest no 
purpose to do so; and, judging the future by the past, they never will 
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voluntarily make any such provision. In 1865, the president of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company broadly intimated that the Govern- 
ment might lose its debt. It now looks as if their purpose was to con- 
tinue to make large dividends until the Government debt shall ma- 
ture, and then let their royce ig creditors take the roads, or 
leave the Government to pay the first-mortg; debt and take the 
roads, the stockholders in the mean time having realized enormous 
profits in the shape of dividénds on stock that cost most of them 
almost a nominal sum, as will appear presently. 

The following extract from the report read from a moment ago 
will give some notion of what may be expected from the companies if 
Congress shall not take action. I read from page 19 of the report: 

It has already been shown that the Government has been reimbursed from earn- 
ings only $5,455,169.53 in a period of nine years, and that the same source will prob- 

not average over half a million of dollars a year. 
what has been said it will be seen that, according to the claim of the com- 
panies, the Government cannot expect to realize more than about $800,000 per 
annum from the 5 per cent. of net earnings. 
The total of these two sources, then, on this basis, would be about $1,300,000 per 
year. But it is not probable the services will continue so large as heretofore. 
The total sum realized by the Government to the maturity of the “ subsidy 


bonds,” including the amount heretofore received, would reach probably about 

$36,000,000. 

The pnpa of the neasa A e 5 $64, 623, 512 
teres maturity without compounding or counting any interest on 
eee een CCC 116, 322, 321 

Total claim of Government Cc 180, 943, 833 

The amount provided to meet this, as above stated. e.. 36, 000, 000 

REMC /ô — dT AN S 144, 945, 833 


And as the law now stands, the Government, unable to collect interest on its 
dues, and the companies steadily refusing to pay what they concede to be legally 
and justly payable, with a probability that they will continue to pursue the same 
course, the real deficiency to meet the acknowledged indebtedness, with interest 
thereon, would be many millions more, but the exact amount of course cannot be 


accurately 7 
es are permitted to go on refusing, as they do, to pay their 
acknowledged indebtedness, all this will increase the loss to the Government. 

There is an im tive necessity for prompt and decisive action to secure the 
just demands of the Government and to save it from loss. 

The president of the Union Pacific Company, in a letter to the Secretary of the 
Treasury dated February 9, 1875, says: 

The mortgage held by the Government, in its terms and by 3 decision of 
the United States circuit court, cannot be enforced until the ty of the bonds, 
which is near the close of the present century. 

The bonds are accumulating an interest account, also uncollectible until the 

rincipal is due. The principal and interest when due will amount to the very 
te of over seventy-seven millions of dollars, though the actual amount 
advanced by the Government was only $27,236,512. 

“ For this very large amount the Government has only a second mortgage, and 
if it be allowed to accumulate, without any provision being made to meet it, the 
company will probably be utterly unable to pay it. 

att the same time, it is equally m t that the Government will be unable 
to collect it, except upon the assumption that it will advance the money to dis- 
charge prior mortgages, and run the road on Government account—a policy which 
wise statesmanship could not advise. 

By standin, stl, therefore, the company has a load of debt accumulating for 
ion is made, and the Government is drifting further and further 
from the opportunity to secure a just return for its advances. Todo nothing is to 
injure both the Government and company, perhaps irretrievably to both.” 


The committee in their report say further: 


This statement is fully justified by the existing indebtedness of the company. 
The bonded indebtedness of the Union Pacific Company is $79,457,912, of whic 
there is owing to the United States for ‘subsidy bonds $27,236,512. Of the resi- 
Aue, $52,221,400, about $27,236,512 are 3 bonds, and the residue are 
income, sinking-fund, and land-grant bonds, the r secured by N 
land t of the company. It is quite rent that the road is in a condition in 
which it never can and never will pay its liabilities to the United States if they are 

mitted to accumulate until the maturity of the “subsidy bonds.” This is the 

‘act, whatever may be its cause. 


I read again from page 21: 


The lands will doubtless be sold out under the land- t . If the 
stockholders should lose their stock and all bonds be paid but the mortgage 
bonds, this company would, at the maturity of the subsidy bonds, owe as follows: 


which no prov! 


First-mo I e ene $27, 236, 512 
Subsidy bonds due the Government - 236, 5 
Interest on subsidy bonds 

l ² ůͥ 8 87, 156, 838 


This is equal to $80,254 per mile. To pay this, the Government may find “osu a 
worn-out road, which, put up at auction, would not pay the first-mortgage bonds. 
And if these should happen to be in the hands of those who now control the road, 
they would doubtless become the p rs and sole owners, for the objection to 
a Government purchase would be so great it would never be made, and there could 
be no other competitor who would be formidable as a purchaser. If there could 
be danger of this, the managers of the road could permit the interest to accumulate 
on the first-mortgage bonds to any amount 
become owners of the road without paying any o its debt to the Governmen 

necessity for prompt measures to secure the Government cannot be doubted. 


I read again from page 29 of the report: 


That it is the duty of the companies to provide a sinking fund to meet the pay- 
ment of the subsidy bonds at maturity, aud that there is an urgent necessity forit 
must be manifest. 
The president of the Union Pacific Company, in a letter to the Secretary of the 
dated February 9, 1875, says: 
“The m held by the Government, in its terms and by re decision of 
the United States circuit court, cannot be enforced until the ty of the bonds, 
which is near the close of the present century. 
“The bonds are accumulating an interest-account, also uncollectible until the 
pal is due. The princi and interest when due will amount to the very 
te of over $77,000,000, though the actual amount advanced by the 
Government was only $27,236,512. 


uisite to secure their p to 


For this very large amount the Government has only a second mort „and it 
it be allowed to accumulate without any provision being made to meet it, the com- 
pany will probably be utterly unable to pay it. 

At the same time it is equally est that the Government will be unable ta 
collect it, except upon the assumption that it will advance the money to discha 
the prior mortgages and run the road on Government account; a policy which 
statesmanship could not advise. 

“By standing still, therefore, the company has a load of debt accumulating for 
which no provision is made, and the Government is further and further 
from the opportunity to secure a just return for its advances. To do nothing is to 
injure both the Government and the company, perhaps irretrievably to both.” 


The committee proceed and say: 


The duty to provide the means of paying these bonds is an obligation prior te 
any claim of stockholders for dividends, yet the two principal companies are mak 
ing large dividends and providing no g fund. 


I now wish to direct attention to what was done with the vast 
sums of money which these companies got possession of under the 
mee to which reference has been made. 

he law required that the capital stock of the several companies 
should be paid for in money at par. In fact, it was paid for at not 
exceeding thirty cents in the dollar in work on the road. It is said 
that no cash was paid for the stock of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company capital stock, except about $400,000, and it seems it is not 
certain that sum was paid. 

I read from the report of the House Judiciary Committee, at page 18: 


Union Pacific Railroad Com —Stock subscribed, $36,783,000: d in, $36, 
762.300. The bonded indebtedness: $79,457,912, of which $27,236,512 eine to the 


United States. 

Central Pacific Railroad Company.—Stock subscribed, $62,608,600 ; paid in, $54,- 
275,500. Indebtedness, $86,168,688.11, of which $27,855,680 is due to the United 
States. This company now a by consolidation, the Western Pacific, the 
California and Oregon, the San Francisco, Oakland and Alameda, and the San Joa- 
quin Valley Companies, in addition to the ori Central Pacitic Company. 

Central Branch, Union Pacific Company.—Stock subscribed, $1,000,000; pog in, 
$920,600. Indebtedness, besides $1,600,000 to the United States, is $303,902.63. 

Kansas Pacific Company.—Stock subscribed, $9,992,500; paid ea ys eeu Total 
indebtedness, $30,965,975.41, of which $6,303,000 is due the United States. 

Sioux City and Pacific Company.—Stock subscribed, $4,478,500; paid in, $1,791,400. 
Bonded indebtedness, $3,256,520, of which $1,623 320 is due the United States. The 
floating debt is $60,571.67. 


The stock was not in fact paid for as reported. Lread from the same 
report, at page 20, a striking statement, which must strike with great 
force the mind of every one who wants to do his duty upon this measure: 


In a report made to the House on the 20th Yeras, 1873, (House Report No. 78,) 
by a committee thereof, it was said of the Union ic Company: 

That the moneys borrowed by the corporation, under a power given them only 
to meet the n ties of the construction and endowment of the road, have been 
distributed in dividends among the corporators; that the stock was issued not to 
men who 22 for it at par in money, but who for it at not more than thirty 
cents on the dollar in road-making: that of the Government directors, some of them 
have n. their duties, and others have been interested in the transactions by 
which the provisions of the organic law have been evaded; that at least one of the 
commissioners appointed by the President has been directly bribed to betray his 
trust by the gift of $25,000; that the chief engineer of the road was largely inter- 
ested in the contracts for its construction ; and that there has been an attempt to 
prevent the exercise of the reserved power in Congress by inducing influential 
members of Congress to become interested in the profits of the transaction. So 
that of the barf son above enumerated none seems to be left but the sense of 
public duty of the tors. 

The shows that in fact the men en in this enterprise never risked a 
dollar of their own capital by the possibili iy of loss, and that they not only con- 
structed the road from the resources which’ came from the Government, but that 
they made enormous profits from these, thereby leaving the United States with 
no adequate security for the reimbursement of the subsidy bonds. 


I read further from the same report, beginning at page 14: 


From this it will be seen these companies, on their own showing, are making 
large profits, and are abundantly able to pay and indemnify the Government against 
future loss, and pay liberal dividends besides on the par value of stock which, 
as has been shown by a committee of the House as to the Union Pacific Company, 
cost its ori, holders ‘not more than thirty cents on the dollar in road-making, 
which -making itself enormous ts—profits realized through the noto- 
rious Credit Mobilier of America. These net earnings, as reported by the com- 


Peale Bre oye 16 per omi on the nominal capital stock of the Union Pacific 
` pany, or, in fact, about 50 ga cent. for the year 1875 on the real cost of the 
stock; w. as to the Central Pacific Company, net earnings are nearly 15 per 


cent. on the nominal capital stock, and how much on the real cost of the stock is 
not disclosed. 


I wish now to read a striking extract or two from a report made to 
the House of e by a select committee on the 20th of 
February, 1873. This is a report made by Mr. Wilson. It is report 
No. 78, Forty-second Congress, third session. The committee say: 


The Government never consented to trust its pro: to men who had not put 
their own money into the enterprise. It never consented to take security for its 
reimbursement at the end of thirty years, solely on the property it had advanced. 
It never 5 to rely for the performance of these great public duties upon a 
company whose debts equaled its whole property. The law-making power, if its 
mandates are to be obeyed or respected hereafter, cannot accept as an excuse for 
disobedience to its express directions, by the corporation it has created, that the 
members of that corporation have decided that those directions were unreasonable 
and unnecessary. 


And this is the important point in the extract I am now reading: 


In this case the provision of the charter requiring the stock to be paid for in 
money has been grossly violated; becanse, as is apparan nearly the whole of the 
stock that has been issued represents no value to the railroad company; or, to state 
it differently, was issued wi tany consideration whatsoever. 


I read further from page 21 of the same report: 


The result of these proceedings was this: 

1. While the charter of the Credit Mobilier required its affairs to be Wee 
a board of directors and its principal business office to be in Philadelphia, the act 
conduct of its affairs was wholly by the men acting us a board of trustees and in 
the city of New York, so that this unlawful arrangement attempted to r 
and did in effect disguise, these persons by means of a fictitious and preten 
not a real use of the corporate powers of Credit Mobilier. 
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While the charter of the Union Pacific Railroad Com nired its corpo- 
3 to be Bee E board of fifteen directors, ten of whos abould 
Nd, holders of stock and should be elected by stockholders rivanee e 

y 


Ting to disguise an unlawfol ecisure 
. stock, bonds, and scrip, 


amount for the a moneys have been in fact bor. 
ake? under 8 so conferred and distributed as dividends. 

g the ca tl stock to bs paid fora money at 7 
fast been ape t Apes eons Seed — on the dollar in road 


in dealing with all 3 weak and poor, kept from bankrup 
ait Eo voluntary sid of & few capitalists who are intereste eee 
fall into the control of shrewd and e e eee 


eee eee the railroad lines of 


To give some notion of the cost of obe, T the Union Pacific Rail- 
road and how the Government was robbed, I read the following fur- 
ther extract from the same report on page 17 

In this connection the committee calls attention to the following facts : 
First- bonds issued. — 000 00 


Sold ata unt of 3, 494,991 23 
Net proceeds... ...-..-20000 <2 ecerencrenenneccc senses cececscreceres 23, 718, 008 77 
VVT 
i, 145, 163 38 Con 

eee EE bre tht Shee as 
„ 12 203 11 an 


And attention is also called to the time of the receipt of Government bonds, as 
ae ba by 8 thoreof set forth in the evidence. 
g in round numbers, that the cost of the road was 
950.008) tig which G cost was shally 8 from the proceeds of the Govern- 
ac bonds and first-mortgage d that from the stock, the income bonds, 
and land-grant bonds, jah builders 3 in cash value at least $23,000,000 as 
profit, being a percentage of about 48 per cent. on the entire cost, 


I read further from pages 4, 7, and 8, showing the spirit of what 
was called the Hoxie contract : 


Sata New York, August 8, 1864, signed II. M. . by H. C. Crane, attorney. 
It was b; ae ee hme age J tem 1864, 0 the 30th of September, 
1864, Hoxie gn this con t, who was then 


— 5 bad i confiden: 45 Durant him. 


eco 8 and its extension, Hoxie agreed to build two hundred and forty- 
six and forty-five hundredths miles of road, to furnish money on the securities of 
the company, to — Saget $1,000,000 to the capital stock, and he was to receive 


$50,000 per mile for 
Gu the 1th da Of October, 1864, an agreement was entered into by Durant, Bush- 
— 1 Lambard. 1l directors of the Union Pacific Rai Company, and 
ony, a 3 to * from 5 the ere of his contract, (which 
pane pee! he had previously bound himself to make to such paon as t 
3 dosignate,) and to — $1,600,000 for the purpose of carrying the con- 
tract ou 


This Hoxie contract — its ment were a device by which the persons =~ 
were the active managers and ers of the Union Pacific Railroad Co: 
caused mon to make @ a contract with themselves for the construc . 

a portion of by which also they got of all the resources which 
it would be — to by the 3 of said portion, and by which ey ald in 
or sought to evade, the sey magne that the capital stock ee be fi 
—— 5 by substituting for suc yment a ae or nom ve in 

ding and equipment, == ph being o— as el much less 

then ies Se 1 eden 5 

appear When we come to speak of a subsequent arrangemen same nature, 
but * a larger scale. 

* * * 

Po f an act of the ee the State of Penn- 

The Credit Mobilier of America. 

y 4 an agency was to be established in the 

city of New York, and when the subscription was made it was u 


the condition 
that the full ers of the board of directors should be deleg: to the New York 
agency, and a railway bureau should be established poten: said agonoy, of five 
three to be directors of the company, (afterward to seven man- 
aa who should have the management of taliway contracts, 8 to the ap- 
poni of the eee By these means this Pennsylvania corporation, so far as 
a ee of its affairs was e substantially expatriated itself, and, 


th the the ice upon set Sh zaas ired from the’! State of Pennsylvania, 
it proceeded to take upon f the con of the Union Pacitic Railroad Company 
in oe manner followin, 


were made — B 


was to take the con. 


3 — of the corporation for which the road 
things accomplished, they took charge of construction under the Hoxie 


contract, and the portion of the road l between Omaha and the one hundredth 
meridian was constructed under it. ving = 


‘This contract cost the Union Pacific Railroad Company $12, 974, 416 24 
It cost the Credit Mobillierrrrrrrr.. ene eees 7, 806, 183 33 
TTT. ͤ ß A R T 5, 168, 233 91 


„ in stock and bonds estimated at par. Their actual value 
appear 
The next event in this history is . here to show the 
r 
The Hoxie contract had been com finishing the road to the one hundredth 
ee a distance of two hu = forty-six and forty-five hundredths 
president of the Us then made, Ortena 10, any, with a Mr omas ©. Durant, vice- 
of the Union {and fifty-three and H 


athe bast 
west of the North Platte 
e, the bri over the North 


$19, 
bank 


committee e cost not been to exceed 487,300 per a 
struction = equipmen the excess over the con aired tha the the tai 
houses, equi as the — 9 aia that the station- houses, 


inasmuch as the records of 1 e th ag he 5 
ted, your committee warranted in fin 
been done and that 


notwithstanding this, on the 5th da —— 
resolution extended asete con 0 
pay to the Credit 


pleted road, thereb: ane the sum of $22,500 
per mile for this es, amounting to the sum of $1,345,000, without any 
consi ion peiri Ate 
The following is the resolution of date January 5, 1867 
2 — T 3 Pacific Scie mes and do hereby, consider 
the Hoxie contract extended to the 8 , three hundred 
and five miles west from that the “bar of are here! 


apa Avo niee waet with eee Mobilier at $50,000 per mile for ad 


art 5 the Credit Mobilier this 
eee, de ante 


word to be „is verified by the nen lig. the 
sum of $1,104,000 was d to the Credit Mo . 
for the construction of which it never had even of a con 


this $1,104,000 further mention will be made hereafter 


I read further from page 13, of same report, to show the like spirit 
of the “Oakes Ames contract :” von 


This contract extended over one hundred and thirty. — miles of road com- 
pleted and accepted. No work was done under it until etter its 8 8 7 8 That 
Pee SIA See eted had cost not to exceed $27,500 per mile, and by embrac- 

g this one hun and thirty-eight miles in it these trustees derived ai profit,” 
if such a term is admissibie in such a which enabled them to make a 
dividend among the — —— in less than iy days after the ent, 
namely, on the 12th of December, * as follows: to cent. in first-mortgage 
bonds of the Union Pacifie Zailrcad Com 8 $2,244,000 ; 60 per cent. in stock of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Com ompany, #3, 

This was mainly, if not entirel dee 00 cee of the contract pre 
over what the one hundred and lirty-eight miles had cost. 


The trustees proceeded to construct the road under this 328 and from a 
balance-sheet taken from the books it appears that the cost to the 
Railroad company wass „„ sewers $57, 140, 102 74 
And the cost to the contractors wa. 27, 235, 141 99 
r 2 yin sd ob ² “'' 29, 854, 141 99 


The nature of this profit, as in case of that on the Hoxie contract, will appear 
hereafter. 


Again I read a further extract from pages 13 and 14 in further illus- 

tration of the spirit of the corporators: 
Davis CONTRACT. 

This was a contract made with J. W. Davis, a man of but little, if any, pecuniary 
abilisy, (and not 8 orm the contract,) for the construction of that 
part of the road western 1 the Ames contract,” and 
extending to the western perda of the road, a distance of one hundred and 
twenty-five and twenty-three hundredths miles. It was upon the same terms as. 
the Ames contract, and was assigned to the same of trustees. Under it the 
residue of the road was constructed, and, from a balance-sheet taken from the 


books of the railroad company, it appears that it— 
Cost the railroad company neresi en eeee es tenees $23, 431, 768 10 
And, Doai a Dolanan TTV 
it cost the contractors.........-s-ceeescnessceccceeacevececceees 15, 629, 933 62 
ccc 7, 802, 084 48 


Your committee present the following summary of cost of this road to the rail- 
road company and fo the contencttre, aa appears by ths books: 


57, 140, 102 94 


To this should be added amount paid Credit Mobilier on account of 
/ cue sonso asto sross oi 1, 104, 000 00 


Total profit on construction................... 3 . 43, 925, 328 34 


2030 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 26, 


I might spend the day in reading extracts from these reports, all 
going to show the enormity of the frauds practiced upon the Govern- 
ment. Surely what I have read will serve to show that Congress 
ought to hasten to do now what ought to have been done long since— 
to protect the Government against a corporation that has thus 
rob it. 

The testimony . the Central Pacific Railroad Company is not 
so complete, but the eee of that company have been far from 
what was just and fair toward the Government. I read an extract 
from a speech made by Hon. William A. Piper, of California, in the 
House of Representatives, April 8, 1876. Among other things he 
says: 

The Central Pacific Railroad of California in 1870 became consolidated with 
the Western Pacific, the San Joaquin Valley, and the San Francisco, Oakland and 
Alameda Railroad Companies, under the name of the Central Pacific Railroad. 

With a desire to own every pass and natural avenue to the Pacific, the direct- 
ors, by well-known means, also secured control of the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company, & co! tion formed October 11, 1870, by the consolidation of the San 
Francisco and San José, the Southern Pacific of California, the Santa Clara and 
Pajaré Valley, and the California Railroad Companies. The Southern Pacific Rail- 
aa of California should not be confounded with, the Southern Pacific Railroad of 

exis. 


The schemes of these men to secure immense profits in the construc- 
tion of roads to the Pacific were similar to those of the Credit Mo- 
bilier of America. s 

He then refers to a suit in California relating to the Central Pa- 
cific, and says: 

Under these circumstances, the ae eve by Samuel Brannan, the plaintiff 
in this — may be considered as substantially trug. He asserts that C. P. Hunting- 
ton, Leland Stanford, Mark Hopkins, Charles Crocker, E. B. Crocker, and others, bo- 
ing a majority of the directors of the Central Pacific, formed themselves into a com- 

styled the Contract and Finance Company, for the purpose of taking contracts 

Tor the construction of the road at rates largely in excess of the sum at which the 
work could have been let out to responsible parties. The said directors then en- 
into a contract with themselves, as member of this fictitions corporation, for 

the construction of the Central Pacific, and transferred to the Contract and Finance 
Company the entire subsidies of land, money, and bonds granted by the United 
States, the States of California and Nevada, and various municipal corporations of 
California in aid of the enterprise. They also 1 to Wells, Fargo & Co. the 
exclusive right of running express trains for the transportation of freight, pack - 
„ and bullion over the Central Pacific, and received as pay for the concession 
stock in that company. They also bought up the stock of competing railroads, 
and, receiving the 3 bonds from the United States, appropriated to them - 
selves the profits of said roads. They so managed their operations, principally 
through the Contract and Finance Company, as to earn immense profits, recklessly 
increasing the cost of building the Central Pacific to double or treble the amount 


In order to obtain these = of land and money, and to procure the 


8 roads ased by them, and to secure their 
re-election as officers thereof, they 


vast sums of moncy in lobbying; and 
in carrying out their schemes gen ly they rode ronghb-shod over the people of 


the Pacific coast, using every conceivable mode of oppression. These grave charges 
are substantially confirmed by the reluctant testimony of Richard chot and 
C. P. Huntington, given in the early of 1873 before the special committee of 


this House appointed to investigate the operations of the Central Pacific. 


These companies now have the ability to make reasonable provision 
to pay the debt of ti e Government. Theirearnings are immense. They 
make larger dividends than any railroad companies in this country. 
If the bill before the Senate should become a law, they can, as ap- 
pears by the report of the committee, pay to the stockholders from 
4} to 6 per cent. dividends on the nominal value of the capital stock. 
And when we consider the market value of the stock, and then further 
what it really cost most of the stockholders, such dividends would 
be enormous. 

The bill of the Committee on the Judiciary is compulsory in its 
provisions. This we have seen is absolutely essential. It makes ad- 
equate—not more—provision for paying the debt of the Government, 
principal and interest, when it 1 mature, leaving the stockhold- 
ers reasonable, under the circumstances extravagant dividends, And 
in case the earnings of the company shall not in any year be adequate 
for the purposes of the bill, ample provision is made for giving relief. 
‘The bill requires no duty, im no obligation impossible of per- 
formance; it is reasonable and practicable in all its provisions. 

With all due respect to the Committee on Rail I must say 
that the bill reported by them, by its terms and according to their 
own showing, is inadequate to the due protection of the rights of the 
Government. It does not provide forthe payment of the debt of the 
Government at maturity, it is not compulsory, and in view of what 
we haye seen of the practices and spirit of these corporations, it is 
practically an indefinite postponement of the rights of the Govern- 
ment and the people. It is wholly unacceptable, if it is seriously the 
purpose of Congress to afford substantial protection for the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. President, the great importance of the subject under consider- 
ation must be my apology for detaining the Senate so long. Con- 

has certainly been remiss in reference to it in the past; I trast 
it will be so no longer. Justice, right, prudence, the country, alike 
demand our prompt and efficient action. 

Mr. THU The Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WIN Dbox, ] the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, desires that this bill 
be laid aside informally, not to lose its order, that the Senate may 
take up the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr HILL. I should like to get the floor for to-morrow on the 


pending bill. 
Mr. THURMAN. Take it now. 
Mr. HILL. Very well. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) The 


Senator from Georgia will be ized as entitled to the floor to- 
morrow when the consideration of this bill shall be resumed. 

Mr, THURMAN. I consent that the bill be laid aside informally 
in order that the appropriation bill may be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that will be the understanding. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say, however, that I hope it will be the 
pleasure of the Senate to proceed with the funding bill with some- 
what more of industry than it has heretofore. I have no cemplaints 
to make; but I hope that we may be able to get to a vote on the bill 
by the last of this week or very early next week, and therefore that 
those who desire to speak upon it will be content that there may be 
two or even three speeches made ina day hereafter. Lonly express this 
as my wish; of course, it will be for the Senate to say. My friend from 
Connecticut [Mr. EATON] says it ought not to be hurried, as it is an im- 
portant measure; but if itis to pass at this session of Congress we 
onght not to spend too much time on it. I shall not make any unrea- 
sonable pressure, and every Senator will have an opportunity to speak 
on it who desires. I do not e to take the time now, but will 
only say that I will request the Senate to come to a vote on this bill, 
if not at the end of this week, then by the middle of next week at 
the farthest. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. When I addressed the Senate on the subject of 
the funding bill I announced my intention on taking my seat to move 
that the bill reported by the Railroad Committee should be substi- 
tuted for the bill reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. THURMAN. I thought my colleague had made that motion. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. But the motion was not formally entered, and 
I desire to have it so entered in order that that may be the pending 
question. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let that be moved now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Railroads will be considered 


as the pending question. ‘ 
The amendment of Mr. MATTHEWS is to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert: > 


the claims 


‘That in order toestablish a sinking fund for the purpose of liguidatin - 
uly 1, 1862, 


of the Government on account of the bonds advanced under said act of 


and the acts amending the same or supplemental thereto, to the Central Pacific 
Railroad conn. of California, and the Western Pacific Railroad Company, and 
tothe Union © Railroad Company, the 


1 of the United 
fund 


made up by the respective com: each. 

Sec. 2. That the said Cen Pacific Railroad Company and the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company shall each ga into the Treasury of the United States, to the 
credit of said sinking fund, either in lawful money or in any bonds or securities of 
the United States Government, at par, annually, the sum of $1,000,000, in equal 
semi-annual installments, on the Ist day of April and October in each year, com- 
mencing on tho Ist day of October, 1878, and continuing such porponta until the 
Ist day of October, in the year 1900. Interest on all sums pla to the credit of 
the sinking fund shall be credited and added thereto semi-annual] y, at the rate of 
spo cent. per annum. Any balance remaining due from either of said companies 

the date last aforesaid, after deducting the amount standing to the credit of said 
sinking fund from the amount of said bonds, together with all interest thereon 
which shall have been paid by the United States, and interest on the principal of 
said bonds from the maturity thereof, respectively, to the ist day of October, A. 
D. 1900, shall be then divided into equal semi-annual installments, to be paid 
by said companies respectively, one of which shall be paid on the Ist day of April, 
© Ist day of October in each year, with accrued interest from Oc- 
tober 1, A. D. 1900, on said balance remaining unpaid at the date of maturity of 
each installment at the same rate annum paid by the United States on the 
larger part of its public debt, on the Ist day of Jan ing the date of pay- 
— the several installments: Provi however, t on tho failure or refusal 


in re- 
rick to the liquidation of sa 

of the United States, become company ; 
ts and powers of the United States in on thereto, er the acts to which 
s is amendatory, shall be in full force and effect as if this act had not been passed, 
except as hereinafter provided. Or the United States may, in case of default 
af „ Tel as payment on account thereof to the credit of said sinking fund 
any sum or sums that may accrue to said company so in default on acconnt of the 
carriage and 8 of the mails, troops, munitions of war, supplies, and 

public stores until said default is removed. 
Sec. 3. That the 1 — so to be made by said companies shall be in lich of all 
a required said companies under said act and the amendments thereto 
rporaticens Provided, OAAR ²˙ m aall NORAN way manor be 

3 Y t companies s not in any manner 

. t abilities to keep the said and telegraph lines 
constructed under the acts of Congress aforesaid in and use, and to transmit 
dispatches over said telegraph lines, and transport m: troops, munitions of war, 
supplies, and public stores upon said railroads for the Government, whenever re- 
q to do 80 brey Department thereof, at fair and reasonable rates of com- 
pensation, (said rates not to exceed the amounts paid by private parties for the 
same kind of service,) the whole amount of which N be paid by the Government 
to said companies on the adjustment of the accounts therefor, and that the Gov- 
ernment shall at all times have the preference in the use of the same for all the 


. 4. of the Government created by the fifth section of the 

act of July 1, 1862, amended by the act of July 2, 1864, not be in any way im- 

or released by the operations of this act until the whole amount ot the prin- 

c of said bonds, with the interest thereon paid 8 A wen States as 
shall rem 


upon them by this act, said mortgage 


6 — company for any such default; Government, however, duly credit- 
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ing and allowing to the company u 
bana masa in S e 


said mortgage all payments which may have 
act, and interest thereon to be credited and 
added thereto semi-annually as hereinbefore provided. 287 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect upon its acceptance by said railroad com- 
panies, or, if accepted by only one of said companies, then as to the compan 


y 80 
accepting the same, which acceptance shall be filed with the Secretary of the 
Treasury within four months from the of this act, and shall show that said 
company or said companies have to the same at a meeting of stockholders ; 
and if said companies shall make punctual payment of the sums herein provided 
for and perform all the conditions hereof, this act shall be deemed and construed 
to be a final settlement between the Government and the company or companies 80 
rforming the same, in reference toall matters relating to a reimbursement tothe 
yovernment by said companies; but in case of failure so to do, Congress may at 
any time alter, amend, or repeal this act as to such company so making default. 

Sec. 6. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 

repealed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam prepared to take up the consular and diplo- 
matic bill so far as the Committee on.Appropriations is concerned, 
but the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HaMLin, I the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, requested this morning that the bill 
should go over until to-morrow. He wishes to make some suggestions 
with reference to it, and as the request came from the chairman of 
that committee whose duties are peculiarly related to the consular 
and diplomatic bill, I consented that it might go over until to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then the Senator from Minnesota will not call up 
the consular and diplomatic bill until after the Senator from Georgia 
[ Mr. HILL] has been heard on the funding bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. We will pursue the usual conrse in reference to it. 
I ask that it may be taken up by consent after the Senator from 
Georgia shall have concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be the nnderstanding. 

Mr. THURMAN. That will be the understanding, and then the 
funding bill will be passed over informally. : 


l ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ApAMS, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. No. 528) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the Territory of Dakota, 
to the village of Sioux Falls; and 

A joint resolution Vin R. No. 133) to prescribe the time for the pay- 
ment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. BAYARD. Understanding that the Senator from Minnesota 
will call up his bill to-morrow, I move now that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and fifty-six minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o’clock 
and ten minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 26, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISO. 


aP; N. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. FINLEY. I rise to a personal explanation. On yesterday when 
the votes were taken on the motions of the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Goopr] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] to 
suspend the rules I announced a pair of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CaLkr1ns] with the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Ross.] I 
did so at the request of the gentleman from Indiana. He said to me 
he was going away, and that he and Mr. Ross were paired and that 
he desired I should make the announcement. I notice by this morn- 
ing’s Recorp that Mr. Ross voted on each of those occasions. He 
desires me to say the pair he had with the gentleman from Indiana, 
as he understood it, was on political questions, and that the questions 
on which the votes were taken yesterday were not political questions, 
and were not questions on which he was paired. I desire tostate this 
in justice to the gentleman from New Jersey. I simply did what I 
was requested to do by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire that the name of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Ross] shall continue in the record 


of yeas and 7 8 7 

r. CALKINS. Ido. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I did ask 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY ] to announce the pair between 
myself and the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Ross.] I did 
understand that the pair extended to these questions. Mr. Ross did 
not so understand; and I now relieve him from any embarrassment 
he po Ooo on that question, and ask that his name may stand as 
reeo 


“the establishment of a new post for protec 


W. F. AND G. E. WILLARD, 


Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4099) for the relief of William F. Willard and George E. Willard, of 
Ferrysburg, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


L. L. RICE, 


Mr. MONROE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4100) authorizing L. L. Rice to locate land warrant No. 79099, issued 
under act of March 3, 1855, in his own name, or to sell and assign the 
same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF TIMBER LANDS. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4101) 
for the sale of timber lands in the States of California and Oregon 
and in Washington Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
8 to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES BARGE OFFICE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. MULLER, by unanimous consent, submitted resolutions and 
accompanying documents relative to the construction of a United 
States barge office on the battery extension in the city of New York; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

PROTECTION AGAINST UTE INDIANS. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, Lask unanimous consent to submit 
fer present consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is hereby requested to communicate to this 
House what steps, if any, have been taken to protect residents of the western part 
of Colorado from any threatened outbreak on the part of the Ute Indians; and 
also whether or not the present military po known as Fort Garland is located so 
as to afford the best protection frem such Indians; and if not, at what point such 
a post should be established to afford such protection; also, whether or not with 

on against the Utes the maintenance 
of Fort Garland would be longer necessary, with such other information possessed 
by the Department as is pertinent to the subject. A 

Mr. HALE. I object if this is to occupy any time. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. It will not take any time. 

Mr. HALE. If the gentleman can put it right through without 
taking up time, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH E. WILSON. 


Mr. GIDDINGS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
War Claims, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 670) for the relief of 


Joseph E. Wilson, and moved that the committee be parcel 
to 


from the further consideration of the same, and that it be refe 
the Committee of Claims. 
The motion was agreed to, 


SUFFERERS BY GRASSHOPPERS. 


Mr. FINLEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on - 
culture, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1468, to provide 
for the relief of persons suffering from the ravages of hoppers, 
and Honse bill No. 1739, for distribution of seeds for sufferers by 
grasshoppers, a bill (H. R. No. 4102) for the relief of persons in the 
county of Taos, New Mexico; which was read a first and second tim 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, an 
ordered to be printed. 


HENRY W. MARTIN, 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4103) to correct the military reeord of Henry W. 
Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 133) to prescribe the time for the payment of 
the tax on distilled spirits, and for other em 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the ee titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : f 

A bill (S. No. 659) for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury ; and 

A bill (S. No. 901) to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish 
certain por ions of the United States military reseryation of Fort 
Fetterman, Wyoming Territory. 

INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. On Friday last the House gave unanimous con- 
sent that on the next day, Saturday, after the mori na ape the Com- 
mittee on Commerce should be authorized to report back the bill to 


prevent the introduction of infectious diseases into the United States, 
and that one hour should be devoted to the debate and consideration 
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of the bill. The House adjourned over Saturday, so that that order 
could not be executed. I now ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce be allowed one hour for the same purpose and 
under the same restrictions to-morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman had better say after the reading of the 
Journal, for there may be no morning hour. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Very well; I will do so. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. 8 i 

Mr. JONES, of I haye no objection, if there can be some 
understanding as to the time. Å 

The SPE. R. The time pro is one hour, and the Chair 
presumes that that hour will be divided equally between the friends 
and the opponents of the bill. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ATKINS, from the Committee on . reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4104) making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year enag 
June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; which was read a first an 
second time. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. They will be reserved. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not think the gentleman will find anything in 
the bill subject to points of order. move that the bill be printed, 
and refe to the Committee of the Whole ; and I give notice that 
on Tuesday next I will ask for its consideration, and from day to day 
until disposed of, if the House will so consent. 

The motion of Mr. ATKINS was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDEN. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour will in at 

Mr. RIDD. 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which I think there will 
be no objection. If there is, I will ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDEN. I will not object to that. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. RIDDLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
as a substitute for House bills No. 1990 and No. 2043 a bill (H. R. No. 
4105) to amend an act entitled “An act to increase pensions in certain 
cases,” approved June 18, 1874; which was read a first and second 
ti 


ime. 

The substitute provides for amending the act of June 18, 1874, so 
as to extend its provisions to all persons who are now or were at the 
time of the passage of said act entitled to pensions under existing 
laws, and who have lost an arm below the elbow or so near the elbow, 
or a leg below the knee or so near the knee, as to destroy the use of 
the elbow or knee joint, and such persons shall be rated in the second 
class and shall receive a pomon of $24 per month. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I ask that that bill be now considered. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not object to the report being made at this time; 
but I understood that it was for reference to the Committee of the 
Whole 


ole. 
Mr. RIDDLE. Then I will ask that the substitute be printed and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the public Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDEN. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The order being called for, the morning 
hour will begin at twenty-three minutes before one o'clock. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I have a report from the Committee on Print- 
ing, which I think is privileged at any time. 

Sie, BANKS. That is privileged, and therefore should not come in 
during the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It will be received as a privileged report prior to 
the beginning of the morning hour. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1877. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, 
with an amendment, the following resolution : 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate ing,) That there be 
rinted 300 5 copies of yAn report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1877; 
400 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 56,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate, and 20,000 copies for the use of the Department of 5 


The amendment was to add to the resolution the following: 
Provided, however, That the number of pages of said report shall not exceed five 


Mr. SINGLETON. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the amendment was agreed to, and 
the resolution, as amended, was ado 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I ask the gentleman to allow me to make a report 


REPORT ON FORESTRY. 


Mr. SINGLETON. I am further directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report baek the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, with an amendment. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


3,000 copies thereof for the use of the House of 
of the Senate, and 500 copies for the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


The amendment was to add to the resolution the following: 
„ That the total number of pages of said report shall not ex- 


Mr. AIKEN. Is not the resolution open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. AIKEN. I move, then, to amend it by striking out “ five thou- 
sand” and inserting in lieu thereof “twenty-five thousand,” and 
upon that amendment I propose to say a few words. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I would ask whether debate is in order 
upon this question during the morning hour? If this resolution is 
likely to lead to debate I must insist upon the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is not entitled to 
the floor; the gentleman from South Carolina is on the floor. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the reading of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is to strike out “ five thousand” 
and insert in lieu thereof ee siy thousand.“ 

yet N I unders that the regular order had been 
c or. 

Mr. AIKEN. A resolution of this kind cannot pass without a word 
of explanation and protest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman all his rights 
under the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly, the Speaker had already announced 
that the morning hour had begun, 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Mississippi [ Mr. SINGLE- 
TON] antagonized that announcement. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Speaker, some explanation is to acquaint 
the House with the subject before them that they may vote under- 
standingly upon the report of the Committee on Prin ting. 

In the spring of 1874, a memorial was presented to Congress from 
the “American Association for the Advancement of Science,” asking 
for such legislation as would tend to encourage the cultivation of tim- 
ber and the preservation of forests. That memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, who, after maturely considering its 
merits, reported favorably and . a bill authorizing the ap- 
pointment by the President of the United States of a Commissioner 
of Forestry, who should make investigations upon this and all kin- 
dred subjects, This commissioner was subsequently appointed, and 
he is the agent of the Government who now presents to this body the 
result of his investigations in the shape of a Report upon Forestry, 
and of which report I ask the publication of 25,000 copies, instead of 
5,000 as proposed by the Committee on Printing. 

I am not here, sir, to defend this nt, for I never knew him until 
I met him before the Committee on Agriculture; but he is a man of 
national reputation and I presume has his reputation somewhat at 
stake in submitting this report. He has labored assiduously for two 
years to fulfill the order of Congress in making these investigations 
upon the subject of forestry, forest culture, and all other questions 
incidental thereto. 

The printing of this report was maturely considered by the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, consisting of eleven members. The manuscript 
is sufficient to fill two volumes, one a volume of closely printed mat- 
ter of perhaps six hundred and fifty pages, the other a volume of 
statistical matter, 5 about three hundred and fifty or four 
hundred pages. Your Committee on Agriculture believe it would be 
penent wiss and proper to publish the entire report, making per- 

aps a thousand or eleven hundred pages. But by a peculiar rule of 
this House, to which I am not now offering an objection, after the 
consideration of the subject by the committee of eleven members, 
we have the matter again submitted for the consideration of the 
Printing Committee, which is com of but three members, who 
in their wisdom decide that the Committee on Agriculture were 95 
per cent. wrong. To my mind, sir, this is a most remarkable conelu- 
sion. 

Now, Mr. S er, I ask the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing if he has delved into this mass of manuscript matter? Has he a 
conception of the magnitude of this work, and of its importance to 
the people of this country? If he has I would ask why is it that 
his committee have suggested the printing of only 5,000 copies? Is. 
it because printing a large number would not be “in the line of econ- 
omy?!” If this is the purport of his report, and it should be approved 
by this House, I shall on a proper occasion introduce a resolution, to 
be referred to an appropriate committee, asking for a definition of 
that oft-repeated cry, harped upon this floor so constantly, „it is not 
in the line of economy.” 

It will require but $5,000 to print 5,000 copies of this report, and 
instead of spending a larger amount for the benefit of the great agri- 
cultural interests of our country the Committee on Printing favor 
that 5 would almost smother the report and prevent a 
single copy from falling into the hands of the farmers. Sir, compare 
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this species of economy with that which appropriates for a defunct 
Navy or for an inefficient Army more millions of the public money 
than we are asking for thousands. Yes, sir, we give more as an an- 
nual salary to a single commodore or general than is asked for to 
spread information among the aig 

This is the first time during this session that the agricultural 
interests have asked that some benefit shall accrue to them from the 
a a noes made to develop the resources of the country. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman from South Carolina allow me 
to make a suggestion in the way of an inquiry? 

Mr. AIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman stated that it would cost $5,000 to 
print 5,000 copies of this report. Now, is it not true that it would 
only cost $15, to print 25,000 copies? 

Mr. AIKEN. I can print 25,000 copies for $11,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I undertook to rummage through this mass of manu- 
script to satisfy myself about its contents; and having learned its 
supposed contents by an examination of the captions to the various 
chapters, I ask the privilege of stating them to the House. 

The first chapter contains an account of the distribution of forests 
throughout the United States, and their extent in the respective 
States and Territories, 

The second chapter is captioned “ The methods of preserving and 
increasing these forests ;” the third aporis of the method of planting 
out forests, and describes the trees best adapted to different locali- 
ties. Fourth,“ Wood as a material for paper-making.” Fifth, The 
manufacture of charcoal and its uses, with wood-gas for illumination 
and other purposes.” Sixth,“ The consumption of wood by railroads, 
the respective consumption for fuel and for cross-ties.” Seventh, 
“The "soa testy value of different kinds of wood for heating pur- 
poses.“ Bighth, “The resinous products of our forest, and the Eu- 
10 method of preserving resinous trees.“ 

ow, Mr. Speaker, it is a well-known fact that the resinous indus- 
tries of the Southern States, in which so much money is 1 
invested, are being seriously injured by the suicidal policy adopte 
in this conntry of extracting as much turpentine from the trees as 

ible in the shortest practicable time. is gradual but certain 
8 of this immense industry should be averted, and it can 
only be done by furnishing our citizens with the information con- 
tained in this chapter. If investigation has proven to the people of 
Europe how this ind can be continued for generations, and yet 
not exhaust the means of supply, it will be worth more than the cost 
of publishing this report to our citizens, if we by this means inform 
them of this method. And, sir, unless something be done to check 
the present system, this great industry, which at present seems ex- 
haustless, must in a few years be confined to a very contracted area. 

The next chapter treats of the tanning materials to be found in this 
8 Can anything be more important, Mr. Speaker? I imagine 
not. is industry, by the importation of raw hides without duty, 
has enabled the United States to export annually eight million dol- 
lars’ worth of leather, and if it were known whence we could obtain 
the material to enable us to tan leather at a still less cost, our exports 
might be increased twofold to the advantage of that portion of our 
laboring population. 

“The results of forest fires and their occurrence and prevention” is 
the caption of another chapter, and I would only ask, if there are not 
towns and villages in our Northwestern States that would have paid 
the cost of printing this report could they have been allowed within 
the past four years to circulate this chapter among their neighbors ? 

The next chapter speaks of the “ insect ravages of forests, diseases, 
and other destroying agencies.” What can be of more immediate in- 
terest to the agricultural communities of our country? Entire forest 
belts are sometimes swept out of existence by insects, and if in this 
chapter we are to be advised of a remedy, that alone will be worth 
the cost of publication. 

Next comes the question of the“ importance of forests to agricult- 
ure.“ A vital question; none more so. To-day the thoughtless 
farmer fells his forests with the hope and prospect of immediate gain, 
never for one moment believing that the great cause of agriculture 
is injured just to the extent that he assists in denuding the earth of 
the covering nature gave it. If, by reading this chapter, he can be 
restrained and induced to preserve and indeed increase his forest 
area, will we not be amply repaid for the appropriation? From al- 
most every section of our country comes the wail that the climate 
has changed or some other cause exists that prevents our lands pro- 
ducing as they did years ago. Who can say that the destruction of 
our forests is not the cause of this mysterious change? Perhaps 
there are data enough in this chapter to satisfy the thoughtfal agri- 
culturist. E 

This is followed by a chapter or dissertation upon the manner in 
which the forests of Europe are managed. Are we too old to learn 
from these experienced scientists? Years ago the farmers of Europe 
were as reckless and thoughtless as are the farmers of America, and 
to-day they realize the folly of their recklessness. The annual fresh- 
ets of the Po and other European rivers are national calamities. 
Their cause is directly described to the destruction of the forests 
upon the adjacent hillsides. No one can tell how many millions of 
acres of fertile low lands have in this country been rendered hopelessly 
barren from the same cause. Torrents of rain-fall are annually wash- 
ing from our denuded hillsides gulches of barren sand upon our irre- 
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vocably ruined bottom lands, while the soluble fertility is swept by 
the river’s current into the ocean. Let us learn from those more ex- 
perienced a lesson as to how to arrest this accelerated progress to 
destruction. If Europe has discovered that a preservation of her 
forests is a preservation of her soil let us become adepts in this school 
of learning. If the Juxuriant leaves of our forest trees check the 
fall, and the myriad rootlets retard the flow of rain-water that fre- 
quently pours from our summers’ clouds at the rate of an inch in 
depth to a minute of time, then let us cherish the trunks that bear 
those leaves and encourage the growth of those miniature rootlets. 

Europe has her schools of forestry, and the next chapter in this 
report treats of that subject. Are we too learned to receive instruc- 
tion from this source also? If this report tells us what Europe is 
doing, let us know the fact, and let our farmers learn what older na- 
tions are doing upon a subject of such vital importance to their voca- 
tion. 

But the last chapter is perhaps the most important, and that treats 
of the influence of forests on climate. Mr. Speaker, who can tell us 
to-day what effect this denudation of our country has upon our cli- 
mate? Why the sudden and unprecedented changes in our climate 
in almost every section of this broad land? Whence the cause of 
the periodic droughts annually experienced nowadays throughout 
our cotton belt? No one can say that denudation and consequent 
7 5 evaporation is not the cause. 

Speaker, these are the various topics treated of in the first vol- 
ume of this report. The second volume is one of statistics, which we 
donot ask to have published, but which, I believe, should appear 
with the other as information for the people. 

I have made a calculation of the cost of publishing 25,000 copies of 
this sed $l rovided it covers no more than 650 pages. It will not 
exc 5 

Mr. SINGLETON. Did you get that from the Public Printer? 

Mr. AIKEN. Yes; and I can state another fact for the benefit of 
this House, and I beg the members to hear and remember it. While 
25,000 copies of this report, if published by the Government printing 
establishment here in Washington, where house rent, fuel, and 
are supplied at the expense of the Government, will cost $11,200, 1 
can take the very same job to Philadelphia and have it done by pri- 
vate pornos for $9,000. Fifty thousand copies of this work will goat 
but $21,000, and 100,000 copies would not cost as much as you pay to 
three or four officials of this Government in the shape of annual sal- 
aries, and it was for the printing of this last number that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture asked in their report. I submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that the report of the Committee on Printing, proposing to publish 
only 5,000 copies of this volume, which contains so much invaluable 
information upon the agricultural and manufacturing industries of 
our country is unreasonably economical, and I trust the House will 
1 5 my amendment proposing to publish 25,000 copies. 

T. SINGLETON. The Committee on Printing have no feeling 
about this matter. I desire to lay before the House what the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture did. The gentleman has told but a part; I 
wish to tell the balance.” The committee recommended to the House 
the publication of 100,000 copies of this report, embracing eleven 
hundred and fifty pages, three hundred and fifty pages of which the 
Committee on Printing propose to strike out because the gentleman 
who prepared the work states that it is not necessary they should ba 
published, as they contain mostly matters which are embraced in other 
reports accessible to everybody. Now, it seems to me that to publish 
100,000 copies of this work at the enormous expense of $100,000 would 
be in the present state of our finances an extra t expenditure 
of money, and unless the House shall take the responsibility of pub- 
lishing that number, or even 25,000, as pro y the amendment 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. AlxxN, ] it will hot be 


one. 

What did your Committee on Printing do? When the matter came 
before us we considered it in all kindness toward the gentleman who 
made the report from the Committee on Agriculture. We had Pro- 
fessor Hough, who prepared the work, before us, and, after a thor- 
ough examination, came to the conclusion that we 1 to publish 
about 5,000 volumes and have the work 5 f, after exami- 
nation, the House should find it really so valuable, it will be a very 
easy matter to strike off or number that we may think the value of 
the work will justify. That is exactly what the Committee on 
Printing have done. We did not follow the recommendation of the 
Committee on Agriculture for the publication of 100,000 volumes, 
eleven hundred and fifty pages each, of which three hun- 
dred and fifty pages contain nothing but statistics as to the amount 
of lumber shipped from one country to another, &c. If the House 
thinks proper to print 25,000 copies of this work, it will be the act 
of the House, and not of the committee. We have just agreed to 
pein 300,000 of the Agricultural Report, showing our interest in agri- 
culture. 

I now eall the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
which was upon the amendment of Mr. AIKEN to strike ont “5” an 
insert “ 25,” so as to provide for printing 25,000 copies. 

aes amendment was agreed to, there being ayes 130, noes not 
counted. 

Mr AIKEN. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the resolution be 
further amended so as to harmonize with the amendment just adopted, 


containin 
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and in accordance with the proportion of the resolution reported by 
the Committee on Printing I move to amend so it will provide 15,000 
for the use of the House, 7,500 for the use of the Senate, and 2,500 
for the use of the Agricultural Department. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was to. 

The concurrent resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was aa Noma andalso moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, announced that the President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 305) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca C. Max- 
well, widow of the late Colonel O. C. Maxwell, One hundred and 
ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2584) ting a pension to M t R. Coloney, 
widow of the late Major Josiah B. Coloney, First Maryland Infantry 
Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2686) making appropriations for fortifications and 
for other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. ane to authorize the granting of an American 
register to a foreign-built ship for the purposes of the Woodruff scien- 

ific expedition around the world; 

A bill CH. R. No. 3104) granting a pension to Kate Lonise Roy, widow 
of J. P. Roy, late lieutenant-colonel United States Army; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3721) to remove the political disabilities of Robert 
H. Chilton. 


MORNING HOUR. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at one o’clock, and the 
call of committees for reports rests with the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 

pte LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, from the Committee on the Lib reported 
back a bill (S. No. 648) to constitute a commission to consider and re- 
port a plan for providing enlarged accommodations for the Library 
of Con , with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was read. 

The first section provides that the two chairmen of the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library of Congress on the part of the Senate and 
House, the chairman of the Senate Committee on Public Buildin, 
and Grounds, the chairman of the House Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and the Librarian of Con shall constitute a 
commission to consider the whole subject of providing enlarged accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress, and to report a plan for such 
accommodations, together with an estimate of the cost. 

The second section appropriates $2,500, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, out of any money in the T. not otherwise appro- 
priated, for procuring such plans as the commission may prescribe in 
furtherance of the 8 of the act. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, does not that bill under the rule go to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union! 

Mr. COX, of New York. I trust the gentleman from New York will 
let me make a short statement in reference to this matter before he 
insists on his point of order. 

Mr. FORT. I withdraw the point of order temporarily so the gen- 
tleman from New York may be heard, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I simply desire to state to this House, Mr. 
Speaker, that six times the Librarian of Congress has recommended 
some provision for the protection and preservation of our books. We 
ought either to abolish the Library or provide greater accommoda- 
tion. The Library is growing, both as to books and readers. It has 
already 331,118 books, or had January 1, 1878; 110,000 pamphlets ; 
making 441,118. Of these over 39,000 are law-books, not to mention 


maps, &. There is shelf-room in the Library for only 260,000 vol- 

umes. Seventy thousand volumes have no place; they are choking 

up the aly th renderin 

tion. The Library is su 

order to save the books alread 
There has been an increase 

maps, &c., 2,622: 


it a place of destructio: 
ocated, Something ou 
there. 

e past year of 20,021 volumes and of 


not of preserva- 
t to be done in 


Besides room is desired for the p 88 referred to the Library by 
Con as to indexing of debates, documents, &. 
I hope the gentleman from Illinois, since our committees cannot 


agree on any plan or appropriate place for the building, will at least 


allow this simple appropriation to go throu gh for the purpose of ascer- 
taining what can be done to relieve the Li A 

I could show to the House if I had the time just exactly what this 
Library has to do. We have given them a t deal to do. We add 
eight thousand volumes yearly by reason of our copyright law. We 
ought to provide for the annual increase of twenty thousand volumes 
or repeal the copyright law and stop buying books. We would have 
a large increase even if we should fail to appropriate money to bu 
new volumes. The Librarian has often asked for some enlarg 
accommodation for these books which are being ruined. 

The Committee on the Library on June 8, 1876, through Mr. Senator 
Howe, reported to the Senate a bill and a report, (No. 387, Forty- 
fourth Congress, first session.) From that report reasons may be 
Kaera against any grudging upon so interesting a subject as this 

ongressional Library. I quote: 

But in a strictly economic sense the necessity of accommodations for our 
Library is urged upon us. The Library already holds fifty thousand volumes (1876) 
N ee stacked up upon its floors simply because they cannot be placed upon its 


They do not serve the purpose for which they were designed, peor rs Say bem 


are inaccessible. They are scarcely mere ayailable stacked up within the Library 


room than if they were still in the book-stalls from which they were gathered. The 
evil is not limited merely to closing the books which are excluded from the shelves. 
They block the way to books which are pon the shelves. The whole work of the 
Li rrassed. The Lib: is being suffocated. The evil is constantly 


brary is emba: 
n with every year's accumulations. That growth cannot be prevented even 
ks. The copyright laws 


we refuse further appropriations for the purchase of boo: 
of themselves bring to the Lib: annually about eight thousand ks, seven 
thousand periodi: together with musical and atic compositions, photo- 
hs, engravings, chromos, maps, charts, drawings, and prints, which number 
about twenty-seven thousand. accessions from the Smith- 
sonian itution add largely to this number every year. It is incredible that 
Congress should exclude from its use these rich accessions by refusing to provide 
space for their accommodation. 

But these accumulations must be excluded or additional room must be supplied. 

The Senate has never passed on the measure then reported. Here 
tofore they have asked for an appropriation of $150,000. We propose 
no such an amount, and just now no amount at all; all we ask is that 
a commission shall be raised and plans sent in, in addition to other 
plans which have accumulated in the room of the Library Commit- 
tee, for the p of seeing how this plethora of books can be 
accommodated. I trust the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw 
re gy of order so the measure may be considered. 

. HALE. I understand the bill in no way commits the House to 
either of the plans or either of the places proposed, but leaves it all 
open, so that on the final report of this commission the two Houses 
may decide. Let me ask the gentleman whether it does commit the 
two Houses either to any plan or any place. 

Mr, COX, of New York, It does not. The Joint Committee on the 
Library are committed to no particular plan and no particular place. 
All they ask is examination may be made by this commission com- 
posed of gentlemen who are responsible to their respective commit- 
tees. 


I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that I do not believe his 
point of order is well taken in reference to this bill. This is a Sen- 
ate bill, and although the decision does not meet with my concur- 
rence, nevertheless it has been held in this House that a point of 
order like that made by the gentleman from Illinois does not lie to a 
Senate 3 bill. 

Mr. T. Ihave no objection to the bill proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York. I merely called attention to the point of order, 
because I believe all bills making appropriations of money should be 
sent to have their first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 
Out of consideration, however, for the gentleman from New York I 
will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I thank the gentleman. Before calling 


the previous question I will, with the permission of the House, insert 


the recommendation of the Librarian of Congress, so that when mem- 
bers read the RECORD in the morior thoy may be satisfied they have 
done exactly right in passing this b From the Librarian’s report 
for 1867 I extract the following: 


it the t collection 


years ago was too 

nearly one hundred thousand additional volumes, 4 — 
store the books, pam wings, and oth r works of art, but 
it is at times un 


a 
W ver of room for the books, nearly sovany thousand volumes of which are now 
thin the knowledge of the Librarian 


once 
not elsewhere to be found, can no longer enjoy the possibility of such improvement. 
It is, moreover, well known to all who come to the Library that its own rules, 
adopted by the committee for the f po peeve of students, are suljject to compulsory 

folation, and that the measure of silence which should be enforce J for the protec- 


tion of readers is rendered impossible for want of space in which members of Con- 


gress or other investigators can be iso! m the crowd of sight-seers which 
sometimes throng every public within the Capitol. “The still air of quiet 
and delightful studies which d mark the halls of every lib mes fur- 


ther and further removed from those of the Library of Congress with each advan- 
cing year. While it may be said in extenuation that it is no function of the Library 
of Canas to suppl ublic, whether residents of Washington or the scholars 
of the country, Taciti es for information, it cannot be forgotten that Congress 
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has itself invited such frequentation by the liberal policy of accumulating a great 
library at the seat of Government and throwing open its doors to all. It has also 
taken in charge the rich scientific library of the Smithsonian Institution as a prob- 
ably permanent oponis with the contingent responsibility of making its stores 
contribute to the diffusion of knowledge among men. And it would little comport 
with the theory or the practice of our popa institutions and form of government 
that any new bars should be placed in the path of the widest diffasion of intelli- 
gence. When itis considered that, from the nature of the case, the embarrass- 
ment of producing books and information from these accumulated heaps is con- 
stuntly growing; that Congress, by the act of 1570 8 two copies of every 
. by copyright to be deposited in the Library of the Govern- 
ment, settled the question of its possible permanent shelter in the Capitol in the 
negative; that this building, overcrowded in all its departments, so that several 
committees have to occupy the same room, is crowded worst of all in the Library 
ps ob to which no possible outlet or addition of room can be procured ; that 
the mere arithmetical computation of the growth of the country's literature proves 
that space must be provided for a building at least two-thirds the size of the Capi- 
tol within the century; that there is no large capital in Europe in which the library 
of the government can be or is provided for under the same roof with its legisla- 
ture; that in our case, and in ours alone, there is added to the great Government 
Library the extensive and growing bureau of cop rights and copyri ht business 
for the whole country; that the attempt to get along with this double diticulty has 
already produced great injury to the books, with partial exclusion from their 
fits, and must ultimately curtail the usefalness of the Library to an incalculable 
degree; that even if the remedy authorizing new space to be provided were imme- 
diately ba 1 ginny some years must elapse before the requisite building accommoda- 
tions could be completed: the case es one of such pressing emergency, not 
to say distress, that argument upon it should be unnecessary. Suffice it to say 
that it scarcely becomes a Government a pepe aco 3 a nation of such wealth, in- 
telligence, an wer to treat the assembled stores of literature and art of the 
country, which its own laws have caused to be gathered at the capital and thrown 
open to the people, with such indignity as to subject them to injury and destruc- 
on or to eq reprehensible exclusion from their benefits. Of the mode and 
manner of providing for the care and t preservation of this treasury of 
knowledge Con is properly the sole judge; but should another session of that 
body be suff without propa rovision g in some way maide for its 
porene Con: will hardly be held to have ee the trust sed in 
t as the custodian of what President Jefferson called with prophetic om the 
Library of the United States. 


From all which, Mr. Speaker, it will appear that either our books 
have to go to waste or we must repeal the copyright and other laws 
devolving duties on the Library; or else that the very object of the 
Library must fail. It is with no pleasure that soy one having pride 
in thought, or love for books, can see this splendid library go to ruin. 
It is not economy thus to allow our books to perish. A book has been 
called a reasonable creature. It bears ‘‘a life—a life beyond life— 
an 3 rather than a life.” Let these precious lives be pre- 
ser v 

I now call the previos question. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to say a word, if the gentleman from New 
York will yield to me. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. YOUNG. I agree entirely with the gentleman from New York 
about the importance of this building and I am prepare to give my 
cordial sanction and indorsement to the bill, with this exception: 
we have a Supervising Architect of the Treasury and a whole corps 
of architects already in the Government service at a very considera- 
ble expense, and I 1 to the gentleman if it is necessary for au 
appropriation of $2,500 to be made simply to pay for plans that might 

prepared by architects alread, 
that that item of expenditure mig t very properly be saved. 

Mr. COX, of New York. In reply to the gentleman I will say that 
if it is found not necessary to expend that sum the gentlemen of the 
commission will not doit. I think they may well enough be trusted 
with the expenditure of $2,500. 

Mr. YOUNG. I do not dispute that; but I do not see the necessity 
of this expenditure on public buildings when we have already a corps 
8 n in the public service drawing stated salaries who can do 
the work. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The committee is already crowded with 
plans, and it has been thought that the best method of determining 
as to the plan is that proposed in the bill. I ask for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be read a thi 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4106) to impose duties upon 9 e im ports, to promote 
trade and commerce, to reduce taxation, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WOOD. I presume that under the rules this bill will neces- 
sarily go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The rules so require. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Iam directed by the committee to report the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk and on it I demand the previous ques- 
tion. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 


Resolved, That the bill reported from the Committee of Ways and Means entitled 
“An act to impose duties upon foreign imports, to promote trade and commerce, to 


in the service; it occurs to me 
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reduce taxation, and for other be made the al order for Thursday, 
April 4, after the morning host n from Praga day until disposed of, 

Mr. O'NEILL. I move that the bill be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. It is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the resolution which 
has just been read is not in order as a report from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Why not? 

Mr. CONGER. Because it is not a report of the committee on any 
business to be acted on by this House. It is not a report which can 
be made in the morning hour. 

ae SPEAKER. Reports from committees are undoubtedly in 
order, 
Te CONGER. But this relates to the order of business in the 
ouse, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a report nevertheless. It 
is for the House to determine. 

Mr. CONGER. Is that report subject to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is if the demand for the previous question is 
not sustained. 

Mr. WOOD. I will state to the gentleman from Michigan there 
were no differences of opinion in committee on this question. I assume 
that it is the desire of this House to dispose of this bill by passing it 
as speedily as possible. Therefore we have desired to fix as early a 
day as practicable for its consideration, so as to give ample epportu- 
niy ar discussion and that we may come to a vote on the bill 
i “ 

Mr.CONGER. I venture to say to that gentleman that I believe it 
is the opinion of the majority of the House that that bill should not 
even be considered. 

Mr. WOOD. I am quite willin 
that question. Therefore I have 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. And I hope it will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in corroboration of his position, di- 
rects the reading of Rule 151. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It shall be the duty of the Committee of Ways and Means to take into considera - 
tion all reports of the Treasury De t and such other propositions relative to 
2 revenue and providing ways and means for the support of the Government 
as shall be presented or come in question and be referred to them by the 
House, and to report their opinion thereon by bill or otherwise—— 


The SPEAKER. Thatisenough. The language of the rule is,“ by 


bill or otherwise.” 

Mr. CONGER. Then I hope the previous question will be voted 
down. Istill submit this changes the rules of the House, and there- 
fore this is not a report which the committee is authorized to make. 
If the Chair considers it is, I will not pa the point further, 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of Ways and Means, under the 
rule just read, have a right to report by bill or otherwise. The Chair 
has never known it to be successfully questioned as to bills of this 
character. In fact in 1872 the then occupant of this chair [Mr. 
BLAINE] decided that the committee had that right even though the 
bill came in for committal only under another rule, 

Mr. CONGER, Suppose the committee reported a motion to sus- 
~~ 85 aa Does the Chair hold that they would have the right 
to do that 

The SPEAKER. This is not a proposition to suspend any rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Bat it changes the order of business. 

The SPEAKER. It is the constant practice of the House to limit 
debate and to instract the Committee of the Whole as to what shall 
be done with a bill in Committee of the Whole. 

a BUTLER. Will the Chair allow me to make a single sugges- 
tion 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Committee of Ways and Means have a right to 
re their opinions on matters of revenue by bill or otherwise; but 
they have not a right to report their opinions, I submit, on questions 
of order or on questions of how the business of the House shall be 
conducted, by bill or otherwise. The rule provides that they may 
report their opinions upon financial and revenue measures. 

TheSP There is nothing in the rules that prohibits it, and 
the practice has been to allow it as to this class of legislation. In 
1872, when Mr. Dawes was chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, a tariff bill was reported from that committee, not as now 
under the regular call of the committees in the morning hour, but 
outside of the morning hour, under the provisions of the rule that 
allowed them to report at any time for committal, and was made a 
special order in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Does this resolution propose to make the billa 
special order? 


Mr. WOOD. It pro 


to test the sense of the House upon 
manded the previous question upon 


to make it a special order. 


The SPEAKER, The resolution will again be read. 
The resolution was again 
Mr. CONGER. That is a motion. 
The SPEAKER. Well, if it be a motion it is in order; but it is a 
rt from a committee, which gives it more force. 
A r. CONGER. Then I hope 
own. 


re 
e previous question will be voted 
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Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Would an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute be now in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the previous question be voted down. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This resolution sour fixes a time for the con- 


sideration of the bill, and if it is not the bill will stand upon 
the Calendar, and when the House goes into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union it cannot be reached until all the bills pre- 
ceding it upon the Calendar have been disposed of or laid aside. 

Mr. CONGER. We all understand that. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This is a resolution fixing a time for the special 
consideration of the bill, so that we may have an early opportunity 
to consider it in committee, and then any member may move to strike 
out the enacting clause and bring the House to a vote upon it. 

Mr. O’NEILL. But sup members do not want to waste the time 
of the House by considering it at all? 

Mr. BURC The bill will stand upon the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole, even though this resolution be not adopted. 

[Lond cries of “Vote 1” “Vote! 1 

The question was put upon seconding the call for the previous ques- 
tion; and on a division there were—ayes 126, noes 99. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for tellers. 

(aig were ordered; and Mr. CONGER and Mr. Woop were ap- 
pointed. 

aoe House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 123, noes 


So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered, being upon the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays upon the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Will the 
effect of this order be to exclude all other business, including the 
appropriation bills? 

Mr. WOOD. I will state to the gentleman from Massachusetts that 
there is no an nism between the two committees as to this measure. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asked a ques- 
tion, and the Chair permitted the gentleman from New York to an- 
swer it. 

Mr. CONGER. I believe the previous question is prevailing ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to any debate. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 114, not 
voting 40; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Crittenden, House, Roberts, 
Aik Robertson, 
‘Atkins, Davi Tones Prank Sayler, 
Bacon, Davis, Joseph J. Jones, James T. Scales, 
Bagley, Dil Kenna, Shelley, 
Bel, p eed tiene Slemons, 
Benedict, Dur: Knott, Smalls, 
Tonos — — Landers, Smith, William E. 
Bliss, Ellis, Lockwood, Springer, 
Blount, Felton, Luttrell, Starin, 
as ainan Tynde, Steele, 
uck. orney, Stephens, 
Bright, Fort, > Martin, - Swann, 
. Gause, McCook, Townshend, R. W. 
Burchard, Gibson, McMahon, Tacker, 
Cabell, Giddings, Mills, Turner, 
Cain, y Money, Vance, 
arte” o . 
Zaldw. f en 
Harris, H R. Morse, Warner, 
Carlisle. Harris, John T. — 5 8 
Chittenden, Hart, Phelps, Willams, A.S, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hartri P Williams, James 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Hartzelf Potter, 5 N. 
Clark of Missouri, Henkle, inn, Willis, 8. 
Cobb, enry, x Willis, Benjamin A. 
Cook, ‘bert, Rea, Wood, 
Cov Hewitt, Abram §. Young. 
Cox, Jacob D Howie G. W. ads G é 
Cravens, ker, Robbins, 
NAYS—II4. 
Al Col Hale, Lath: 
Baker, William H. Collins, Hanna, — 
Ballon, Conger, Harmer, Loring, 
Bian’ am H PEN: Marsh.’ 
T, 
Brentano, Cutler, Hayes, McGowan, 
Brewer, Danford. Hazelton, McKinley, 
Bridges, Davis, Horace Hendee, Metcalfe, 
Briggs, Deering, Henderson, Mitchell, 
Browns, Denison, Hunter. N 
Burdick, Eames, Ittner, r Norcross, 
Butler, Ellsw James, Oliver, 
Calkins, Evans, I. Newton Jones, John S. O'Neill, 
Cam Evans, James L. Jorgensen, „ 
Cam Field, Joyce, Patterson, G. W. 
Clark, Rush 2 3 hi Pollard, 
A Gardner, Keightley, Pound, 


Pree See 5 
Price, berger, Tipton, White, Michael D 
Pugh, mera eg Townsend, A: Williams, Andrew 
Randolph, Smith, A. Herr Townsend, M. I. Williams, C. G. 
Reed, Stenger, ‘Turney, Williams, Richard 
Reilly, Stewart, Wai Willits, 
Rice, William W. Stone, Joseph C. Walsh, Wren, 
= Milton 8. 8 John W. Worse, Wright. 
Sampson, Thom; Welch, 
NOT VOTING—4 
ma * Erreti, Hubbell Robinson, i George D 
a 
Beebe, Evins, John H. Hun ‘ord, y 
Hand Ewin Kelley, Schleicher, 
Bore. Full Tapan 9 rhes, 
er, an 
Sauter, Gar McKenzie, Walker, 
Dwight, aa 88 T. M. Testes 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. H. Iam with Mr. MCKENZIE, of Kentucky, who 


has been called home by sickness in his family. If he were present, 
he would vote “ay” and I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. SOUT: . My colleague, Mr. VAN VORHES, is paired with 
Mr. WILSON, of West V 

Mr. BEEBE. I am paired generally with my colleague, Judge LAP- 
HAM. I do not know how he would vote if he were here; but I do not 
feel at liberty to vote in his absence. 

Mr. FULLER. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. SEXTON. If 
present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. AIKEN. My colleague, Mr. EvIxNs, is absent. If present, he 
would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On political questions Iam paired with 
Mr. SPARKS, of Illinois. As this seems to be treated as a political ques- 
tion I desire to withdraw my vote. I will state that if Mr. SPARKS 
were present I presume he would vote “ ay ;” I would vote “no.” 

Mr. O'NEILL. My coll Mr. FREEMAN, is paired with Mr. 
YEATES, of North Carolina. they were preseut, Mr. FREEMAN 
would vote “no” and Mr. Yeates would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BOYD. On all political questions I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. Knapp, This seems to be viewed as a political question, 
and I desire therefore to withdraw my vote. If Mr. KNAPP were pres- 
ent, he would vote “ ay” and I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I am paired on this question with 
Mr. ERRETT, of Pennsylvania. If present, he would vote “no” and I 


would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. FRANKLIN. On this question I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. Dwicur. If present, Mr. DwiGHT would vote 
“no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CONGER. Before the Chair announces the result of the vote, 
I desire to raise a point of order upon it. : : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair should announce the result before any 
point of order can well be taken upon it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated, and 


resolution just voted upon proposes to make a special order of the 
eee it requires a two-thirds vote for 


of the rales.—Journal, 1, 31, p. 1176. 
be made, except in the case of appropria . 
pi t PP 


ou, 


ve 

orderis made by a suspensi: requiring a two-third vote. J 

House may at a vote of a Rees cid of the members present, 
y of the appropriation bill a sj order—Rale 119, 29; but 
er cases it requires a two-third vote to make a special 

the established order of business. 

. WOOD. That point of order was made before the resolution 

voted upon, and the Chair decided it. 


The SP. R. The Chair desires to hear the point of order. 


EF 
85 


order, it being a 


ipf 
48 


Mr. WOOD. If the gentleman—— 

Mr. CONGER. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
will insist upon interrupting, I will call for the regular order, as the 
morning hour has oppure. 

The SPEAKER. e previous question is still operating. 

Mr. CONGER. So I supposed. Rule 119 says: 

General rb gat Toma bills shall be in order in preference to any other bills of a 
public nature unless otherwise ordered by a rity of the House. 


And the House may, at any time, by a vote of a majority of the members pres- 
ext, mako any of the general appropriation billa a special order, i 


1878. 
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Now, I suppose that it is not claimed that this bill r ported from 
the Committee of Ways and Means is a “ general” <7 Sy aaa bill. 
I will now read what I proposed to read from the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman appears to be coupling a decision 
with the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. I have read the rule, which I suppose does not 


apply to the case of a report from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
but only to appropriation bills and those “ general appropriation bills.” 
The decision which I have read, and which I suppose is at least good 


by way of argument, is: 

The House may at any time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, 
make any of the appropriation bills a order; but in all other cases it 
2 peach vote to make a special order, it being a change of the established order 

I made that point of order, the Chair will remember, when the reso- 
lution was repo I now make the point of order, the resolution 
having been voted upon, that it requires a two-third vote to adopt it. 
I read further from the Manual: 

The usual form of resolution for marng s special order is, ‘‘that the (here des- 
cribe the bill or whatever else it may be) be made the special order for the — day 
of ——, and from day to day until the same is disposed of.” 

I cannot find in the decisions of the Chair (I presume the Chair has 
the journal to which reference is made) anything which indicates that 
a report from the Committee of Ways and Means of a bill which is 
not in any sense of the term an appropriation bill, and especially is 
not a ‘ general appropriation bill,“ may be made a special order by a 
majority vote. I therefore make the point of order which I have in- 

icated. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. ConGER, I as the Chair understands it, is that it re- 
quires a two-third vote to pass the resolution which has just been 
reported from committee and adopted. That is the common-sense 
mode of op proaching the question. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The very rule to which the gentleman refers does 
not contain any directory words in the direction he desires, and the 
gentleman relies upon a decision which was made by Speaker Steven- 
son, in the first session of the Twenty-third Congress, upon the mo- 
tion to make the bill (H. R. No. 443) regulating the deposit of the 
money of the United States in certain local b. a special order in 
the House at a certain hour, and which, as will be seen, applied to a 
direction in the House as to whatshould be done by the House. This 
resolution, in addition to being a report from a committee and subject 
to the action of a majority of the House in this Ns is in the nat- 
ure of an instruction to the Committee of the Whole how to proceed; 
and clearly a majority of the House has that matter within its con- 
trol. The Chair will cause to be read his own decision on this point 
when heretofore raised. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Banks made the point of order that the last clause of the resolution, namely, 
ee pirano and papers,“ changed the rules of the House, and was not 

The Speaker overruled the point of order on the ground that on the motion to 
commit or refer it was in the power of the House to commit or refer with instruc- 
tions, and that conferring that power upon a committee was merely directing its 
a of procedure.—House Journal, second session Forty. fourth Congress, page 

The SPEAKER. This decision was appealed from; and the House 
sustained the lr en, tn 146, nays 78. The Chair desires further 
to read from the Manual: 

A motion t commit may be amended by the addition of instructions. (Page 186.) 


But the Chair would refer to a case precisely in point, when a sim- 
ilar bill to pain tariff bill, was submitted under report for commit- 
tal in 1872. The Chair will cause to be read the proceedings which 
then occurred and the decision of the then Speaker thereon. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

Mr. Dawes, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and internal taxes, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time. 


Mr. Dawes. I move, Mr. Speaker, that this bill be ted, and that it be com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole, and made a special order for Tuesday next 
after the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until disposed of, to the 


exclusion of all other business. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no conflict with the Committee on Appropriations. 
A special order in Committee of the Whole does of itself take precedence of all 
subsequent orders. The Chair is under the impression, although he has not con- 
sulted the Calendar, that only two special orders in Committee of the Whole are 
now pending, the West Point appropriation bill and the fortification “is, ced 
tion bill, which will probably take a very short time. These will necessar e 
precedence, and then tbe bill reported by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means will be considered, to the exclusion of other business. 

* * 


This 13 an assignment which the rules entitle the Committee of Ways and 
Means to have. It is merel 3 bill rted from that committee referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on t state of t the Union ; and itmay by a majority 
vote be made a special order. 

Mr. WOOD. There was a minority report in that case from the 
same committee. 

The SPEAKER. This ruling of the Chair was not appealed from ; 
it was accepted as a correct construction of the rule. The present 
ruling of the Chair is in accord with the decision in that case, and 
it seems to be also in accord with the plain, practical, common-sense 
principle that the House, having referred a bill to the Committee of 


8 Whole, has the right to instruct that committee as to its pro- 
re. 


u 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word on this question 
of order. I did not vote upon the question before the House because 
elsewhere I did not dissent from the resolution, although I am not 
altogether in favor of it. But inasmuch as the ruling npon this ques- 
tion is likely to be a precedent in this House hereafter, | desire to say 
that the resolution re from the Committee of Ways and Means 
changes the order of business to such an important extent that if 
closely adhered to it would exclude every appropriation bill from con- 
sideration until this bill shall be disposed of. The order of business 
in this House cannot be changed except by a suspension of the rules, 
which requires a two-third vote in every case except one; that is, 
any of the general appropriation bills may at any time be made a 
special order by a majority vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman will, of course, remember one 
other exception—that we can, by a majority vote, suspend the rules 
to go to business on the Speakers table. 

he SPEAKER. In answer to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Banks] the Chair will say 

Mr. B S. I had not finished. 

a SAYLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
tion 

Mr. BANKS. In one moment. The proceedings read (from the 
GLOBE; I presume) do not meet this case at all. There is no decision 
of the Speaker there; he makes an argument that the pending propo- 
sition would not interfere seriously with the business of the House. 
But my point is that the order of business in this House can only be 
changed by a two-third vote, except in those cases where the power 
to suspend the rules is expressly given to a majority; and there is no 
ee power given as to reports from the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

The SPEAKER. If the language of the Speaker in 1872 is not a 
ruling, the Chair is at a loss to understand the meaning of language. 
The 3 said then: 

This is an assignment which the rules entitle the Committee of Ways and Means 
tohave. Itis Kong) iaag a bill reported from that committee referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and it may by a majority vote 
be made a special order. But of course the special order does not supervene unless 
the Honse goes into committee. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts LMr. BANKS] himself took part 
in that discussion; and no point of order was raised by any one in 
the House upon that affirmation of the Speaker. It is clearly correct 
that the House has the right by a majority to refuse to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, or, having gone into committee, may refuse to 
proceed to the consideration of a particular bill and take up matters 
as the committee may see fit, by passing over the bills in regular order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
reported from the Committee of Ways and Means was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 1 877 to. 

Mr. WOOD moved that 5,000 extra copies of the bill just reported 
be printed; which motion was referred, under the law, to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to call up a question of privilege—the 
report of the Committee of Elections in the case of vs. Field, 
from the third l et district of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CONGER. . Speaker, I understand that the friends of the 
contestee in this case are not prepared to go on to-day, or at least 
would prefer to have the case postponed until to-morrow. I ask the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to let the District of Colum- 
bia bill, which is a special order, be considered to-day, this case going 
over till another day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. CoNnGER,] 
the Chair presumes, raises the question of consideration. The Chair 
is bound to recognize the gentleman from Illinois to call up this case, 
as it is the highest question of privilege known to the rules after the 
election of a § ker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I dislike to discommode any gentleman, but this 
case has been postponed some two weeks or ten days for the papon 
of accommodating members on both sides of the House, and I cannot 
yield to further requests. 

Mr. HENDEE. I raise the question of consideration on the ground 
that the House having pact e an early day for the consideration 
of the tariff bill, the probability is the District of Columbia bill may 
not be unless it is pressed at every ible moment, and I 
raise the question of consideration so the House may determine as 
between the election case and the consideration of the District of 
Columbia bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as the question of consideration is con- 
cerned, as I understand the rules, the question of consideration can- 
not be raised on a matter of this kind, this being of the highest priv- 
eee: It is in order unless the House postpones it or lays it aside for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration can be raised. The 
Chair is bound to recognize the gentleman from Illinois, because he 
rises to move to proceed to the consideration of business of the high- 


2038 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Maron 26, 


est privilege, but the majority of the House may lay it aside, pre- 
fe that the unfinished business proceed first. i 
Mr. SPRINGER. Of course the House may vote not to take it up. 
The SPEAKER. The vote may as well be taken on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois as in any other way. Those who do not 
desire to proceed with the consideration of the contested-election case 


can vote inst the motion to take it up for present consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. It has been so often agreed to on the one and the 
other side of the House to postpone a case of this sort in order tosuit 
the convenience of the opposite side that it seems to me a suggestion 
merely on the part of the sitting member's friends that they were not 
prepared to go on with the case to-day would be sufficient to postpone 
its consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have yielded so often to the postponement of 
this case that I am obliged to insist on my motion to proceed with 
its consideration at the present time. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 105. 

Mr. CALKINS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the House determined to proceed with the further consideration 
of the contested-election case. 


MASSACHUSETTS CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


The SPEAKER. The House now resumes the consideration of the 
following resolutions reported from the Committee of Elections. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Walbridge A. Field is not entitled to a seat in this House as the 
Representative from the district of the State of Massachusetts. 
wed, That Dean is entitled to a seat in this House as the Repre- 


sentative from the congressional district of the State of Massachusetts. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will state at 
what time he pro to call for a vote on this question. 

Mr. SPRINGE: I cannot answer at this time, but at the earliest 
practical moment I shall demand the previous question, and hope it 
will be this afternoon some time. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Does the gentleman propose to take a vote to- 


day? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do, if it is possible; but the previous question 
will be called to-day at least. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would state 
what is the prospect of a vote being had to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will not be earlier than five o’clock the pre- 
vious question will be called. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suppose the Chair has a list of those who desire 
to k on the question, and from that it can be judged whether we 
will reach a vote to-day or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not been furnished with the list, 
or it is mislaid. 4 

Mr. SPRINGER. The previous question will not be moved earlier 


than five o’clock. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope it will be agreed the previous question 
will be considered as pending at the end of the day’s session and that 
the vote shall not be taken to-day, but some time to-morrow. If we 
are going to wait until five o’clock before calling the previous ques- 
tion, we cannot get a vote to-day. 

Mr. SPRING I accept the proposition of oa Saket from 
Ohio, that the mores question will be called immediately after the 
reading of the Journal to-morrow, 

Mr. FRYE. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will say, then, after the morning hour. 

Mr. KILLINGER. That time has already been set for the consid- 
eration of another bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let it be understood that immediately after 
the morning hour to-morrow the previous question will be moved. 

The SPEAKER. The House has given unanimous consent for the 
consideration to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, of the bill 
to be reported from the Committee on Commerce in reference to con- 
tagious diseases. If the previous question is demanded and sustained 
to-night this will go over and come up immediately after the reading 
of the Journal to-morrow as the unfinished business, under operation 
of the 3 question. 

Mr. FRYE. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the previous 
question being demanded to-day. There is a gentleman relied on to 
make a speech who is now absent on account of sickness and will be 
absent throughout the day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to accommodate any gentleman in that 
condition, and therefore give notice I will not call © previous ques- 
tion until to-morrow. 

Mr. CONGER. After the morning hour? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; but we begin to-morrow after the read- 
ing of the Journal with this as the unfinished business. 

ae That time has already been fixed for another 
uestion. 

5 Mr. SPRINGER. In order that there may be no misunderstanding, 

I will state it is not the intention to call for a vote on this question 


to-day, but that to-morrow it will be called up immediately after the 
reading of the Journal as the unfinished business. 

Mr. CONGER. After the morning hour? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No,sir; after the reading of the Journal. There 
will be at least an hour's discussion to-morrow owing to the fact there 


will be an hour after the main question is ordered, and members will 
have ample time to reach the House before the vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER. There has been, by unanimous consent of the 
House, authority given to the Committee on Commerce to report to- 
morrow morning a bill relating to the introduction of contagious 

ases. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Immediately after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not so understand. Iwill ask the Clerk to 
refer to the Journal to see if the order is not immediately after the 
morning hour. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects it quite distinctly that the 
order was e after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That will only take one hour. I will then call 
up the election case immediately afterward. 

Mr. CONGER. I 15 that the gentleman call it up after the 
morning hour. Let us have a morning hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There will be a morning hour after the election 
case is dis of. 

Mr. MILLS. There are two claimants for the seat of Representa- 
tive from the third con; ional district of Massachusetts. Each of 
them claims the seat by virtue of the judgment of a tribunal created 
by law. This is all the testimony we have to determine our judg- 
ment. There is no question about fraud. There is no question about 
ineligibility of electors; and the right to the seat must be deter- 
mined alone by the consideration that we may give to the judgment 
of one or the other of these two tribunals. One of them is created 
by State authority alone. The other one is created by the joint ac- 
tion of the Federal and State governments. These two tribunals 
cannot both be supreme. One must speak by authority and the other 
without authority. Their judgments must carry weight or not in 
a nay as they speak by the authority of law. 

ow, it is a familiar principle with all lawyers that a court having 
jurisdiction of a subject and the jurisdiction having attached, its 
ey imports absolute verity, it speaks by inspiration, it can- 
not be called in question. It is another principle that where a court 
is without j ction or its jurisdiction has not attached, its record 
imports absolute nullity. Now, if one of the courts speaks by au- 
thority of law and the other without, we must look to that tribunal 
that speaks with authority of law and whose judgment carries with 
it unquestioned verity. 

As this is a Federal office we must look to that law that proclaims it- 
self to be the supreme law of the land, “anything in the constitution or 
law of any State to the contrary notwithstanding.” The Constitution 
of the United States is the highest law. What has it tosay upon the sub- 
ject of this election? Let us see. It says that the States may prescribe 
the times, manner, sae piace of holding elections for Representatives; 
but that Con shall have the right by law to make or alter such 
regulations. The State has a primary right to regulate the elections 
of these Federal officers; but the Con of the United States have 
the supreme supervising power over that. What for? For the pres- 
ervation of the Federal House of Representatives. The States may 
be allowed, if their conduct be not inimical to the Federal Govern- 
ment, to go on with these regulations ; but the Federal Government 
may at any time it pleases encroach upon the State regulations and 
make its own prescriptions either by abolishing the whole State regu- 
lations or by altering so much of it as it pleases. 

Accordingly we see from the commencement of our Government 
that the Federal authority has encroached upon the State authority 
in various ways. Formerly some of the States elected by general 
ticket, others elected by districts; and that was a State regulation 
prescribed by the State authority. But how isitnow? The Con- 
gress of the United States have prescribed that all the States shall 
elect by district. There is an interference with the “manner.” Just 
in proportion as the Congress have advanced upon the State authority 
the State authority is superseded. Formerly it was the case that 
some of the States voted vira voce, others by ballot. But how is it 
now? The Congress of the United States, in obedience to that pro- 
vision of the Constitution, requires that every State shall vote by 
printed or written ballot. What is theresult? The State authority 
to that extentissuperseded. And I might go on and enumerate other 

rovisions of the State regulations that have been superseded by the 

ederal Government. In these cases will any one say that an elec- 
tion held by general ticket was legal? Will any one say that an 
election held viva voce is legal when the law of Con the para- 
mount law, has “altered” the State regulation? Formerly the States 
prescribed different times, but now Congress prescribes a uniform time 
of holding elections. Will any one say that an election held under 
State law at a time different from that fixed by Congress is legal? 

And now the Federal Government has prescribed, as a superviso 

wer over the State government, that a Federal representative sh: 
be present at each polling-precinct to take care of the election, to 
guard the ballot-box, to hy Saag ancay and supervise the count. For 
what? A Federal law of Congress says “to the end that each can- 
didate for Congress shall receive every vote that has been cast for 
him.” And the Federal Government says that he shall remain until 
the votes are deposited, watch the ballot-box, remain with it, demand 
the right to be present with it, by the authority of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, until every vote is counted and the canvass is “ wholly 
completed.” Congress requires the circuit court of the United States 
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against being tried twice for the same offense. That is a privil 
Suppose he is indicted the second time for an offense for which he 
has already been tried and he does not come into court and plead his 
former acquittal and protect himself 17 eee record of that 
acquittal: will any one say that the judgment of the court condemn- 
ing him a second time is illegal? Unquestionably not. But if he does 
come and present the record of his former trial and acquittal and pre- 
sents the record of the court that tried him, and the court still pro- 
ceeds to try him and convicts him, will any one say that the jadgment 
of that court is not without authority? 

Take another case. A citizen of New York is sued by a citizen of 
Pennsylvania in a State court. Suppose he comes into court and does 
not plead to the jurisdiction, will anybody say that the judgment of 
the court is void? Unquestionably not. But suppose he does come 
into court and plead to the jurisdiction and demand that the case be 
carried toa Federal court, and is overruled and judgment pronounced, 
who will say that the judgment of the court is according to law? 
These are privileges, and privileges conferred on the citizen when 
asserted in the manner provided by law; but if not recognized and 
judgment is rendered against them, to that extent the privileges are 
. and the 1 is absolutely null and void. 

Such are the facts in the case now before us. The Federal law pro- 
vides by statute, in the language of Judge Story, for the appointment 
of Federal supervisors. Judge Story says there is a supervising an- 
thority in Con and the Congress of the United States in passing 
this law called them supervisors. Both seem to bave understood the 
authority of Congress alike. Then tothe extent the Federal authority 
advances u the State authority it obliterates the State authority 
and the Federal Government may, as Judge Story says, take jurisdic- 
tion of the whole matter and regulate the election in every district 
as to time, place, and manner of holding elections. 

It may take from the States the whole control of the elections of 
Representatives in Congress. So far Congress has gone as far as to 
appoint supervisors to assert the peaaos and supremacy of the Fed- 
eral Government at the polls in the election of Federal Representa- 
tives. 

Now itis the determination of that tribunal, partly State and partly 
Federal, which determines the question with authority of law and 
whose record imports absolute verity, that the judgment of the State 
tribunal which attempts to nullify the Federal authority and take 
from it the power to regulate the time, place, and manner of holdin 
elections for Representatives is without authority of law and n 
and void, and its ee imports absolute nullity. By the deter- 
mination of the State trib Mr. Field is elected by 5 votes, but 
its judgment being without authority of law and in violation of the 
88 law, its judgment is meaningless and constitutes no evi- 

ence of claim whatever. 

By the determination of the joint tribunal, Mr. Dean is elected by 
7 votes. This being the tribunal created by paramount law, and 
having 8 in obedience to law, its judgment is the highest evi- 
dence of title. To seat Mr. Dean is to declare that Congress has the 
right to prescribe such 5 as its wisdom may suggest to pro- 
tect the election of its Representatives, and that sach regulations 
must be respected and obeyed, “anything in the constitution or laws 
of any State to the contrary notwithstanding.” To seat Mr. Field is 
to declare that the regulations of the elections of Representatives by 
Congress is inferior and subordinate to the regulations of the State, 
and the States have the rightful power to nullify the Federal regula- 
tions and wholly disre; them. Iam a State-rights democrat, but 
not of the nullification school. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. Dean, the contestant in this case, 
claims the seat by virtue of the returns of the ward officers holding 
the election in the several wards composing the congressional district 
the correctness of which returns is also shown by the certificates o 
the United States supervisors of election. These returns give Mr. 
Dean a majority over all of 4 votes. Mr. Field, the sitting member, 
claims the seat by virtue of a recount of the ballots made by three 
aldermen, acting as a committee for the board of aldermen for the 
city of Boston. The recount gives Field a plurality of 5 over Dean, 
but, counting the scattering votes, he has 4 votes less than a majority 
of the whole vote cast. 

These ward officers are, for each ward, three inspectors of election, 
appointed by the mayor with the approval of the board of aldermen, 
and one warden, one clerk, and three inspectors of election, chosen 
by the qualified voters of the several WAEA and whose duty it is to 
hold the elections, canvass the votes, and certify the returns to the 
oo It is made the duty of the mayor and aldermen and city 
clerk— 


To examine the returns made by the returning officers of each ward in the city 

and Brees! feror appas 22 = forthwith noi Aer 5 3 and 
require of them new an tional returns, w. ST e original 
returns, shall be included in their return of the result of the election. 


It will be observed that the mayor and aldermen have nothing to 
do with counting the ballots. In fact the ballots are not before them. 
If upon examination they find an error in the ret they are not 
to correct it, but must summon the ward officers to make the correc- 
tion. Their sole duty is to examine the returns, if any error is dis- 
covered to cause it to be corrected, and to certify to the secretary of 
state a copy of the record of the returns attested by the clerk of the 
city. The returns of the ward officers, so corrected and certified to 


to open before the election and remain open till after the election, 
that its jurisdiction may be exerted to guard the election of a Federal 
Representative. It requires the ieee to appoint two supervisors for 
each voting-precinct, to be of different parties, if applied for. It 
authorizes and uires the supervisors to attend at all times and 
places fixed for registration, to challenge persons offering to register, 
to make return to the chief supervisor of the list of registered voters, 
to “inspect and scrutinize” the registry, to “ detect and expose” the 
improper removal or addition of a name; to attend at all “ times and 
places” fixed for holding elections and for counting the votes; to 
remain where the ballot-boxes are kept at all times. At the clos- 
ing of the po they are required to place themselves in such position 
as to enable them to en in the work of canvassing the ballots, 
and remain “till every duty in respect to the canvass, certificates, 
returns, and statements have been wholly completed ;’” they are to 
remain in the presence of the officers holding the election and “to 
witness all their | plete gay = including the counting of the votes and the mak- 
ing of a return t For what purpose are these regulations pre: 
scribed, altering as they do the former “ manner” of conducting elec- 
tions? Congress answers the question, “to the end that each candidate 
for Congress shall have every vote cast for him.“ Are these regula- 
tions necessary to secure that result ? 

Con thought so. Congress prescribed them to guard the elec- 
tion of Representatives, because it was thought the State authority 
was either not able or not willing to protect the elective franchise 
and see a full and fair election. 

What do all these carefully prescribed regulations mean? They 
mean something or nothing. the State authority of Massachusetts 
can nullify them they mean nothing. But if they have any meaning 
at all it is that this power is exerted for the purpose of protecting 
the ballot and determining a fair and free election, It says so in 
terms. It commences back with the registration. It requires the 
supervisor to be present at the registration to challenge illegal names, 
to see that no legal names are stricken from the list. It authorizes 
and requires them to be present at the election. 

For what purpose? What does the law say? To detect and expose, 
to guard and supervise. That is the lang of the law. And it 
keeps them in the presence of the ballot-box till the election is closed, 
the result decl , and the whole canvass “ wholly completed.” It 
is the judgment, therefore, of a court created partly by State law and 
partly by Federal law. The State law appoints certain officers in the 
several wards: clerks, judges, and others. If afterward the State 
authority of Massachusetts can intervene, can nullify the whole Fed- 
eral authority, can trample it under foot, it can render nugatory all 
these regulations made by Congress to secure a free and fair election. 
If the State can do this Congress is manifestly, without the power to 
make these regulations and without the power to preserve itself. If 
the State can disregard its supervisors it can disregard the day of 
election fixed by Congress, it can disregard the manner of voting by 
ballot as fixed by Congress, and the power so carefully retained in 
the Federal Constitntion to su ise the State regulations for the 
protection and preservation of the House of Representatives is utterly 
nugatory and idle. 

This is no new doctrine; this is the doctrine of Judge Story in his 
Commentaries on the Constitution. In commenting upon this article 
of the Constitution he says: 


A discreti power over elections must be vested somewhere. There seemed 
bnt three ways in which it would be reasonably organized. It might be lodged 
either wholly in the National srr desc or wholly in the State Legislatures, or 
primarily in the latter and ult ly in the former. The last was the mode 
adopted by the convention. 


Not only to invest the State eee primarily with the guard- 
ing of elections of members of Congress, but ultimately to place the 
power in Congress whenever it sees proper to take charge of elections 
of Federal Representatives; just to that extent the Federal Govern- 
ment intervenes and encroaches upon the State authority, inhibits 
the State authorities, and for the manifest reason, as Judge Story 
says, for the protection and preseryation of itself. 
ntlemen have asked during this debate this question: sup 

the supervisors do not attend; suppose they are appointed, and an 
election is held without their aid, as is the case in many districts 
throughout the country, does that necessarily nullify the election and 
render it void? Most unquestionably not. Certainly not. It is a 
oe and a privilege may be waived by the parties for whose 

nefit it is created; but when the privilege is asserted, and you 
deny to these parties who assert it their rights, every act is null and 
void. Take the elective franchise; every man is a unit in the sov- 
ereignty of the country and has a right to express his views at the 
ballot-box. But suppose two-thirds of the electors of a district re- 
main away from the polls of their own volition, is the election void? 
. not, because they did not see proper to exercise that 
privilege. 

But suppose that all the electors come to the polls and two-thirds 
of them are forbidden to cast their ballots. Will you say that the 
election was legal? Unquestionably not? The privilege is con- 
ferred upon the citizen to vote, and it rests with him to assert that 
privilege or not to assert it. But when he claims it and is not allowed 
to exercise it, then the election is illegal. This principle of guarding 
great privileges runs all through the Constitution and our system 
of government. A man has a privilege accorded him to protect him 
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the secretary of state, are the only evidence oe which the governor 
and council can act in giving the certificate of election. 

Now, sir, I will state a remarkable fact in this case. The election 
was held by the proper officers and every requirement of the law was 
observed ; the ballots were not only counted by the proper ward offi- 
cers, but by the supervisors of election appointed by nited States 
circuit court, and the returns were certified in accordance with all the 
forms of law. Mr. Dean had a clear majority of 4 votes over all. 
No one has ever alleged that the officers of the election were guilty 
of any fraud. No one has ever pointed out an error in their returns. 
There has been no attempt to show that a single ballot was put in 
any box with the name of Mr. Field on it that was not counted and 
credited to him. It has not been charged that the officers of election 
counted a vote for Mr. Dean that was not given him by a legal voter. 

It is a conceded fact that the returns made by the ward officers to 
the city clerk give truly the result of their count of the votes. 

In order to retain his seat, Mr. Field must set aside the result of the 
election, legally held and legally declared by the r ward officers, 
without even a charge of fraud or misconduct on their part and with- 
ont specifying any error committed by them. He an 7 to do this 
by substituting for the lawful returns a recount made by a commit- 
tee of the board of aldermen of the city of Boston and a return made 
by the board on that recount of the ots. Upon the theory of the 
sitting member, to entitle him to his seat, he must show that the re- 
count and the return thereon were made in compliance with the law. 
He does not go outside of the record and attempt to prove his case. 
He relies upon a purely technical title. He sets up no equity in his 
own behalf and e es no wrong on the part of his adversary. 

Judged by the record, whose title is best? The law says that— 


tne fata eee and district officers shall be re- 
ceived, sorted, and counted by the selectmen an‘ by the ward officers, and pablic 
declaration made thereof in open town and ward meetings. The names of persons 
voted for, the number of votes received by each and the title of the office 


for which he is proposed shall be entered in words at length by the town and ward 
clerks in their z s 


records, 
The ward clerks shall forthwith deliver to the city clerk certified copies of such 
records, who shall forthwith enter the same in the records. 


The third congressional district of Massachusetts is wholly within 
the city of Boston. There is no question that the returns made by 
the ward officers, certified copies of which were forwarded by the ward 
clerks to the city clerk, give to Mr. Dean a majority of the votes of the 
district. The mayor and aldermen and the city clerk are required 
to examine the returns; if any errors appear the ward officers are to 
be notified and required to make new and additional returns in con- 
formity to truth. The original and additional returns, if any, are to 
be examined by the mayor and aldermen and made of the re- 
turns. The ward officers were never notified of any error in their 
returns, nor were they called on to make any corrections. Unless 
superseded or set aside by subsequent proceedings these returns must 
stand. Contestant claims that Mort Bolly been invalidated by a re- 
count made by a committee of the board of aldermen. The statute 
under which the recount and new returns was made is as follows: 

within three days next following the day of election ten or more fled 
. with the cit; 3 p nirna bagina 


have reason to believe that the returns of the ward officers are erroneous, 8 
ing wherein —— deem ee in error, said city clerk shall forthwith trans mit su 


{x + 
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In each one of the ten wards included in the congressional district 
a statement was filed with the city clerk reciting by ten or more 
voters of the ward that they have reason to believe that the returns 
of the ward officers of said ward for member of Con in said 
congressional district at the election of November 7, 1576, are erro- 
neous, in that all the ballots cast for Walbridge A. Field as member 
of Congress were not counted and credited to him, and that more 
ballots were credited to Benjamin Dean as member of Congress than 
were cast for him. Thereupon a recount of the ballots in all the 
wards of said district was made by a committee of aldermen, and the 
result re to the board. Upon that report the board an 
order directing “that in the certificate to sent to the secre 
of the Commonwealth the number of ballots for Mr. Field be re 
as follows,” &c., giving te number, The return made by the board 
of aldermen increased ’s vote 7, and Field’s 14. That return is 
the only evidence of title upon which the sitting member occupies a 
seat on this floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I take the position that neither the board of alder- 
men nor their committee have the right to make the returns of the 
election upon which the certificate of election is to be issued. The 
ward clerks are required forthwith to deliver to the city clerk certified 

copies of the returns of the ward officers, and the city clerk is re- 
quired forthwith to enter the same in the city records. 

When upon examination by the board of aldermen, or their com- 
mittee, npon charges by ten or more voters that errors in the returns 
were made by the ward officers, any such errors are discovered, the 
city clerk, upon the certificate of the aldermen, is required “ to alter 
and amend such ward returns as have been proven to be erroneous, 


and such amended returns shall stand as the true returns of the 


The aldermen have no right to manufacture returns. They may 
direct the city clerk to “alter and amend such ward returns as have 
been proven to be erroneous.” Under the authority to “alter and 
amend,” the board of aldermen took the report of their committee in 
lieu of the returns of the ward officers, and amended that report by 
directing the city clerk to certify to the number of ballots received 
by Mr. Field, not in accordance with the report of their own 
committee, and entirel ignoring the returns of the ward officers. 
The clerk complied with the illegal order of the board of aldermen 
and forwarded to the secretary of state the illegal returns made by 
the aldermen. Upon that return the certificate of election was issued 
to the sitting member, and this is the purely technical title set up 
here in bar of the right of Mr. Dean, who brings before us the returns 
of the officers holding the election and making the returns, against 
ae conduct there is not a suspicion of fraud nor a speci.ic charge 
of error. 

It is claimed that the aldermanie count and return are valid under 
the fourth and fifth sections of chapter 183 of the laws of Massa- 
chusetts, passed in 1876, heretofore referred to. The statement made 
by the voters of the several wards under which the recount was 
made charges but two errors: First, that all the ballots cast for Field 
were not counted and credited to him; second, that more ballots were 
credited to Dean than were cast for him. These two questions could 
alone be determined by the aldermanic committee upon an examina- 
tion of the ballots, for no other questions were “ raised” by the voters 
making the statement on which the action was founded. The juris- 
diction of the aldermen is limited by law to the questions “raised.” 
As the “statement in ving” of the voters does not specify in what 
manner the error in counting by the ward officers occurred, nor specify 
the number of ballots or the particular ballots they failed to count 
and credit to Field, or how they happened to credit Dean with bal- 
lots he never received, it is difficult to perceive how the aldermen by 
examining the ballots could determine the questions raised. The 
committee of aldermen seem to have fully appreciated this difficulty, 
for they made no attempt to point out any errors by the ward officers. 
They reported none to the board of aldermen, and neither the com- 
mittee nor the board made any attempt to correct any error in the 
returns of the ward officers. 

The aldermanic committee, seeing that no error in the returns of the 
ward officers had been specified which upon examination of the bal- 
lots they could determine one way or the other, concluded that they 


would the functions of the ward officers and count, the ballots. 
This they did without any authority of law. But they found no ballots 
that been legally cast for Mr. Field and not counted and credited 


to him, neither did they find that Dean had been credited with any bal- 
lots not cast for him. They did not point out in their report to the 
board of aldermen wherein the ward officers had commi any error. 
They simply counted over the ballots in the boxes, came to a different 
mes s from that found by the ward officers, reported to the board of 
aldermen the result of their count, The board substituted that un- 
lawful count for the legal returns of the ward officers; changed the 
report so as to suit their own views and insure the certificate to Mr. 
Field. And this is claimed as a purely technical title, bare of every 
element of equity, to be used to ov w the election of Mr. Dean 
as shown by the lawful and unimpeached returns of the officers whose 
sworn duty it was under the law to hold the election and count the 


ballots. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. S r, there are several questions of law 
as well as of fact involved in the correct decision of this case. Ido 
not propose to look at all into the questions of fact; I leave them for 
others. I pro merely to examine into the authority under the 
law of usetts by which this case, in my judgment, must be 
decided. We are here, as my friend from Georgia Mr. CANDLER] 
said—and unfortunately he is absent to-day—we are here not as voters 
but as judges to decide the rights of these parties according to the 
law of Massachusetts. 

Now, if the tleman can show any decision of the judicial tribu- 
nals of Massachusetts construing the law which is here relied upon 
by either party, I would bow in humble acquiescence in that judg- 
ment. But as long as it is a question for the judgment of members 
of this House, as lawyers and as judges, I must be permitted to have 
my opinion as to what ure the legal rights of these parties growing 
out of the laws of the State of Massachusetts. 

I shall not go into a discussion of the question as to what are the 
powers of the 9 appointed under United States law; I pass 
that by. According to my view those supervisors are not judicial 
officers empowered to determine the rights of these parties; nor do 
they get their power under the fourth section of the first article of 
the Constitution in reference to elections of members of this House. 
They derive their powers purely and simply from that provision of 
the Constitution which gives Con the power to enforce by appro- 
5 legislation the provisions of the fifteenth amendment of the 

onstitution. 

Passing that by, leaving that for others, with merely this expres- 
sion of og ease I say that there are in this case two counts, one 
of which is right and the other is wrong. It is claimed for Mr. Dean 
that he is entitled to the seat upon this floor on the ground that the 
ward officers, the proper officers, by their count gave him a majority 
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of the votes. On the other hand it is claimed that Mr. Field is enti- 
tled to the seat here because of the action of the supervisory or revi- 
zi or = daca tribunal. 

ow, there is no doubt but what if there had been no revision by 
the aldermanic board Mr. Dean would be entitled to aseat here. No 
one questions but what the ward officers were authorized by law and 
under the law to specially decide the question as to who received the 
majority of the votes cast, or rather who were elected at that election. 
The burden is therefore upon Mr. Field to show that the tribunal by 
which that election, or rather the count of the ward officers, was set 
aside was authorized by law; that the authority of the aldermanic 
board was beyond all question, and that the facts upon which they 
claim to act were supported by proper testimony. 

T hold that under no fair construction of the act of Massachusetts, 
in pursuance of which the aldermanic board assumed control of this 
matter, had they any authority to act upon it at all; therefore their 
entire action is null and void. 

Gentlemen have referred to what has been the practice in Massa- 
chusetts. I know nothing about that practice. A practice may have 
grown up there, in cases where there is a close vote, of allowing a 
recount as a n incident to the rights which belong to every 
candidate. I say that is no fair construction of this law. I call atten- 
tion to the wording of the law. 

After the officers appointed by Jaw—the officers whom the law des- 
ignatesas the proper paruo to determine this question—have decided 
what is the vote at the election, what then? As I said before, their 
decision is final, unless it is impeached How? By anybody who 
may choose to come forward and ask the privilege of having a re- 
count? Is that the . the law? Has any candidate who 
imagines that the count has been false or is not correct, has he aright 
to come forward and ask the aldermanic board to make a recount to 
determine the question? Is thatthe meaning of this law? There is 
not a gentleman on this floor who will hold that doctrine. 

Will any one contend that under the law of Massachusetts it is the 
right of any individual, without the specification of any facts charg- 
ing fraud, or the statement of any circumstances showing that the 
election was unfair or improper, to ask for a recount upon the simple 
allegation that there is doubt in regard to the correctness of the an- 
nouncement of the result? Nobody will aflirm that proposition. Yet 
in point of fact that is the very goora upon which this case is to be 
determined in behalf of Mr. Field. Itis in fact claiming that any 
man whom the returns show has been defeated can demand a recount 
upon a mere affirmation that there has been an error, without the 
specification of what that error is. 

Hence it was that I asked my distinguished friend from New York, 
a member of the Committee of Elections, [Mr. Hiscock, ] if he must 
not necessarily strike out of the law the words “ specifying wherein 
they deem them in error.” I asked him if according to his construction 
those words were not necessarily eliminated, and that if they did not 
go upon the idea that no specification of error was to be made. Isay 
that it is attempted here to give a construction to the law which the 
law-makers of usetts, if 250 Cust what lan they were 
using, must have known could not be given to the language of the 
law which they passed. What is that law? 

If within three days next following the * fo any election ten or more qualified 
voters of any shall file with city k a statement in writing that the: 
have reasons to believe that the returns of the ward officers are erroneous, n 
fying wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith transmit 
such statement to the board of aldermen or the committee thereof appointed to 
examine the returns of said election. 


Now suppose you strike out the words “specifying wherein the 
deem them in error;” do you not then state the 8 of the Beis 
ment upon the other side? You must necessarily eliminate those 
words from the law, in order to give the aldermanic board authority 
to make the recount which was made in this case. 

By giving this statute a construction which amounts to nothing 
more than that where the vote is close either party may try a recount 
and take the chances, you open a door to fraud; you open a door to 
frivolous contests in order to determine whether the return of the 
officers appointed under the law, whose duty it is to see that the par- 
ties are properly dealt with, shall be set aside and another tribunal 
acting without authority in this matter shall determine the election. 
I say that such a construction is in fraud of the law. 

e report of the minority in favor of Mr. Field says: 
It is the opinion of committee that these statements were sufficient in law 


to au the examination and count of the ballots cast in the several wards, b; 
the board of aldermen. z 


What are the specifications? Merely that there had been an over- 
count on one side and an under-count on the other. Why, sir, if 
these 25 votes cast for Mr. Field as a member of Congress from 
the fourth district had been specified as the ground for a recount, 
there would have been reason for an examination as to that particu- 
lar fact. But unless facts be asserted which give jurisdiction to the 
aldermanic board, I hold that their action in undertaking a recount 
is absolutely void. When the question is whether we shall give a 
seat here to a man who has received the majority of votes as returned 
by officers properly authorized, whose duty it was to examine and 
make such report, as against a man who is returned by persons as- 
suming jurisdiction without authority, I cannot hesitate in my judg- 
ment, unless there can be shown some controlling decision of the 


courts of Massachusetts or some other tribunal authorized to decide 
this question. For my life I cannot see 19 what legal ground the 
election is claimed for Mr. Field; for, as I have said, the aldermanic 
board in my opinion had no authority, under a proper construction of 
the law, to make the recount. 

The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr, CANDLER] remarks that this was 
the same sort of proceeding which took place in the case of Abbott 
vs. Frost iu the last Congress. That may beso; I know nothing about 
it. But I say that if such is the practice in Massachusetts it is an 
improper practice, a practice not justified by the statute; and no court 
in Christendom will hold it to be a proper construction of the law, 
that upon a general allegation of an over-count on one side and an 
under-count on the other, where the election is close, a recount can be 
had in order to take advan’ of any possible mistake that may have 
been made. If upon such an allegation a recount can be had, then 
you can have a recount in any case; and you might as well strike out 
the words of the statute requiring the party to specify the grounds 
upon which he asks a recount. 

Why, sir, there is a principle of common sense applicable here; a 
principle upon which the Committee of Elections in this very Con- 

acted in determining an spplioation made in the case of Frost 
vs. Metcalfe. The application there was to open and recount tho 
ballots where there was some dispute of about 10 or 15 votes; and the 
committee, as I understand, refused to order the recount until specific 
facts were shown to justify that action. This is in accordance with 
the law as laid down by McC It is a principle applicable to all 
questions of this sort. Where the law imposes certain duties upon 
public officers, the legal presumption is that they have acted accord- 
as, Bd law; andin order to overturn that presumption you must make 
substantive allegations, and not mere vague suggestions; yon must 
make statements of fact, which can be controverted or sustained be- 
fore the tribunal which is to try them. 

If the construction relied upon by the sitting member is correct, 
then in such case as this there is no necessity to do anything else than 
simply to ask the aldermanic board to make a recount, becanse the 
election is close and there may have been some mistake on one side or the 
other. Iunderstand Mr. Field’s title to depend exclusively upon that 
position ; and I hold that such a position has nota particle of law to 
sustain it. I might on this question cite the decisions of the courts 
of Massachusetts in which Sey. have affirmed the same general prin- 
ciple that,in order to reverse the action of an officer having jurisdic- 
tion by law to do a particular thing you must show affirmatively some 
grounds which will invalidate that action. I say no such grounds are 
shown here; and the parties might just as well have said: “Here is 
a close vote; we are in doubt who is elected, and therefore we ask 
for a recount.” Is that the mea of the statute? Will any gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts say that such is the practice in his State ? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. S er, in this election there have been two 
counts, the warden count and the aldermanic count. The aldermanic 
count is the last count, and if authorized by law is the final count, 
upon which the prima facie case is made out. Was this count, then, a 
legal count? And to determine this we must look at the statute 
which authorizes it, as well as the objects and purposes of those who 
framed it. 

For more than one hundred years, by the law of Massachusetts, there 
had been but one count, and that was the first count in thiscase—the 
count at the polls known as the ward count. This had been deemed 
amply sufficient in the elegtion of her governors, her Representatives, 
her State senators, and all other State officers, from the time she be- 
came a State down to 1863, and there had been no complaint. Why 
was the change made, and what was its purpose? Not to provide 
for another count in the absence of complaint, and most certainly not 
to provide for another count with proper complaint uole-s there could 
be added 2 85 facilities for testing and verifying the original count. 

If the first count, that had so long governed and controlle:l all 
elections in the State, was to be set aside, surely it would not be done 
simply because another and later count had reached a different result. 
All things else being equal, the last count could no more prove the 
first count erroneous than the first count would prove that the last 
count was erroneous. A counts $100 and hands it over to B to count, 
and B makes it ninety-five; who is right and who is wrong? A and 
B being equally honest and equally qualified in all respects, the connt 
of one proves no more than the other, and leaves the mind in doubt, 
which must be settled in some other way. Butif C should stand by 
while A counted, and say, “I have reason to believe that A made a 
mistake, and my reason is that I saw A count ten bills. Nine were 
ten-dollar bills, and the last was a five-dollar bill; and that A counted 
this last as he did all the others as a ten-dollar bill, and thus made 
up the $100.” This was a good reason; and should be considered, and 
might well and sensibly form the basis of an appeal to B. Calling 
his attention to a specified error, B would count with special refer- 
ence to this, and if he found that there was one five-dollar bill in 
the roll of notes every one would say at once she last count was the 
true one, the error was specified, pointed out and found to exist just 
m p had witnessed it, and therefore all the presumptions are in favor 
of it. 

Soin our case. The Legislature did not intend to do anything so 
absurd and unreasonable as to appeal from one count to another 
without investing the last count with something, either in the quali- 
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fication of those who counted or in the circumstances under which 
the count took place, which would bring conviction that the last was 


the better and true count. Any other construction of the law would 
be a slander upon the legislative body, and I stand ready to vindi- 
cate it, if such vindication were necessary; but it is not needed; the 
language of the act vindicates it to every unprejudiced mind. In her 
great jealousy over the ballot-box, and in her great desire that every 
vote should not only be counted but that all should be satisfied it 
was counted fairly, the State 3 in 1863, more than one hun- 
dred years after the first and only count was established, that if 
within three days next following the day of any election ten or more quali- 
fied voters of any ward shall file with the city clerk a statement in writing, 
that they have reason to believe that the returns of the ward officers are 
erroneous, specifying wherein they deem them in error, said city elerk shall 
Sorthwith transmit such statement to the board of aldermen or the commit- 
tee thereof appointed to examine the returns of said election. 

Now, if ten voters shall say in writing that they have reason to believe 
that the returns are erroneous and shall specify the error, then the first 
count, so long the true and unaltered count in the history of Massa- 
chusetts, shall be subjected toa revisory count. They must have rea- 
sons, and not only must they have them but they must state they have 
them, and not only must they state they have them but they must 
specify the reasons themselves, and thus N out the special error 
as uired by the statute, that the appellate board of count should 
have their attention called to the specific complaint, and try that and 
that alone, and when that is done there would be reason, good and sat- 
isfactory reason, to believe the last count would be correct. 

Now, let us see whether this law has been complied with; if not. 
then the last count is void; for the statute must be strictly complied 
with, and without this compliance it would be nothing more nor less 
than an appeal from the count of A to the count of B, which must 
leave, if they differ, the whole in doubt, and will deprive the people of 
all confidence in the “result of any election“ thus obtained. 

The notice says in so many words that the count was erroneous in 
that all the ballots cast for W. A. Field were not counted and credited to 
him, and that more ballots were counted for Benjamin Dean than were 
cast for him. Does this specify the error? Could the complaint be 
in more general terms? One received too many and the other did 
not receive enough. Or, in other words, the count was wrong. But 
they were required to state that they had reasons to believe that the 
count was wrong. What were the reasons for the su wrong? 
The law demands them and will not be satisfied without them, and 
without them there can be no ground for an appeal and no sense in 
a recount. With them the error will be sufficiently specified. 

The assertion is that there was error, and that they have reason to 
believe there was error. Can it satisfy the law to say there was error, 
for the reason that there was error? Surely the bare statement will 
refute any such idea. But the reason for the belief that there is a 
wrong is what we want, what the law demands, and no proceedin 
is valid without it. Give us that. Let the aldermen know them, an 
then let them test these reasons, and all will bow to the recount and 
abide by it. It is contended by the advocates for the last count that 
the notice was in 9 with the law. Let us test it again by 
the language itself of the law. The count was erroneous, for the reason 
that one got too many votes and the other too few; but what we want is 
the reason for believing, which you said you had, that one got too 
many and the other got too few. Will it, can it be insi upon 
that such an absurdity was intended by the law? Surely not. In 
support of our view we have the cases cited by the gentleman from 
IIlinois, [Mr. dee which are in point, Carpenter's case aud 
Kneas’s case, decided in Pennsylvania. these cases the court says 
in substance: 

We were forced as soon as the law passed givin 
tion to the necessity of assimilating all such to o 


this court appellate jurisdic- 
proceedi 
manded of the 


er l in Wo de- 
— ol —— and ex- 


[Here the hammer fell, and, upon motion of Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. 
Scares was allowed by unanimous consent of the House to proceed. ] 

If these decisions apply to our case, then it is settled. Why do 
they not apply? I have listened in vain for anything that approaches 
to an answer. Indeed the statute uses almost the same language 
as the court, and surely there is no errorin giving it the same con- 
struction. Next we are supported beyond successful refutation by 
the legislative cases also cited with so much point by the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois. These cases declare that unless the petitioner 
shows a reasonable ground for s ing an error in the count other than 
the mere closeness of the vote the committee will not recount the ballots. 
The force of these decisions is felt by the learned gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. POTTER, ] and he attempts to parry it by saying that these 
precedents requiring such specification relate to legislative recounts 
and not to the statutory onein question. But the gentleman does not 
condescend to tell us why the Legislature should insist so much upon 
the specification when they recount, and yet require no specification 
when it makes a law providing for another count. The same reason- 
ing applies to both, and there certainly is as much reason for specifi- 
cation in the aldermanic count which has only a restrictive jurisdiction 
as in the legislative account that had full and complete jurisdiction 
of the whole matter. Consider it for a moment. In 1863 the Legis- 
lature pass a law, according to the gentleman from New York, and 
re-enacts it in 1876, which changes a law of count that is now one 


hundred years old, upon a general statement of any ten voters that they 
believe the count is wrong, and yet in 1872 and before and afterward the 
same Legislature says of itself,“ We will not recount unless the error 
is precisely and specifically pointed ont.” In other words, “ We will 
allow to the board a greater license than we claim ourselves.” They 
meant no such thing, they said no such thing; their language shows 
it; to insist upon it is to charge the Legislature with folly. 

Again, we are supported by the only construction given so far as I 
know in the State, and that is the construction of the city solicitor in 
Lynn. In this case the grounds for the recount as given were much 
more specific, to wit, that “they believed the returns to be errone- 
ous, as we learn that three or four counts were made and no two 
agreed ;” and yet in this case the solicitor says: 


have wholly failed to specify wherein they deem them in error, and in want 
of such specifications there is no question for the aldermen or committee to deter- 
6. 


This is unmistakable, and, if right, should settle the case. This 
view is also fully sustained by 9 on Elections. Indeed, it does 
seem to us not only that there is an entire absence of respectable au- 
thority to sustain the view contended for by the friends of Mr. Field, 
but it is directly in the face of sound reason and common sense. If 
the law has not been complied with in iving the notice, then the 
board of aldermen had no jurisdiction and their count or that of the 
committee is simply void, and that is the end of this case. 

Mr. HARRIS, of eee Mr. Speaker, I propose to discuss 
this case entirely upon its merits and as if it were about to be decided 
by a wholly just and impartial tribunal; and I trust I do not rely too 
confidently upon the hope that there is to be found in this House a 
spirit of exact justice. the House were evenly divided between the 
two great political ies, I might expect little success from such a 
mode of argument, but this House is so decidedly in the control of 
one party that there would seem to be little temptation for that party 
to do wrong for the sake of a single additional vote. 

The other party is in such an infirm minority that it can hardly 
be tempted, for the purpose of securing an additional vote, to forget 
the obligations of justice. 

Mr. Speaker, the contestants here I assume to be gentlemen seek- 
ing not their own personal success, but that the cause of their con- 
stituents shall be decided justly and according to the law and the 
fact. To assume that either of them would be willing to accept and 
occupy a seat upon this floor to which the people of his district had 
not legally and constitutionally called him, would be to presume him 
utterly unworthy of so great an honor. This is the people’s contest 
and not theirs, and we are to endeavor to settle it with reference to 
the rights of the people alone. 

Now, sir, by the laws of Massachusetts, and by the laws of most of 
the States, if not all, a plurality of ballots elects a member of Con- 

a law recognized by the States, by the United States, and by 
on ; and a plurality of 5 votes is as sacred under the law as 
a plurality of 100 votes. This House is the judge, under the Con- 
stitution, of the election and qualification of its own members. In 
coming to this judgment it may properly and wisely follow prece- 
dent, but no precedent can control the conscience and judgment of 
this House. It has a right to exercise the utmost freedom. It is at 
perfect liberty to make the investigation as broad and as wide as it 
pleases, and if it follows precedent and makes investigation solely 
with s pupae to do exact justice, it is safe in that liberty. 

The Constitution, article 1, section 4, provides: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Representa- 
VTV 
may a o 
— Senators. sit á 7 


This provision of the Constitution is mandatory upon the States. 
The power reserved to Congress is merely permissive, and I sup 
no gentleman on this floor will claim that when a Commonwealth of 
this Republic has, under the mandatory clause of the Constitution 
provided a system of laws calculated to secure a fair and free and 
pure election, and that an election held in accordance with such sys- 
tem has been conducted honestly and fairly, and a result has been 
determined according to the law, that such result ought to be disre- 
garded here. Such a result so reached will certainly be respected 
unless Congress has exercised its reserved power and changed the 
law. I assume so much. Now, Massachusetts, loyal to the Constitu- 
tion in this as in other respects, has provided a system of laws for 
the election of Representatives to Congress. That system was evi- 
dently established for the pur of securing the freedom of the 
elector, and of gathering up at the end the result of the election with 
unfailing certainty and truth. 

The laws of Massachusetts provide, first, as to who shall be voters. 
Every native-born citizen of twenty-one years of age and every 
naturalized citizen who can read and write, and who has within two 
years of the day of the election paid a tax, municipal, county, or State, 
shall have the — to vote for all officers, State, county, town, city, 
and national. e registration of the voters shall take place before 
the day of election, and under our law in all cities the aldermen, 
who take charge of the election, are not allowed to put on the voting- 
list the name of a single individual whose right to vote has not been 
determined at a meeting held prior to the day of election. We then 
come to the election itself. The law provides that in cities there 
shall be at each ward a warden who presides at the election, three 
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inspectors elected by the people, and for greater security three inspect- 
ors appointed by the mayor of the city, andaclerk. _ 

On the day of voting ordinarily, I believe, in the city of Boston 
there are three ballot-boxes in each ward-room, and at each ballot- 
box there are stationed two inspectors, one with a section of the check- 
list in his hand, whose duty it is to find and check the name of the 
voter before he is allowed to deposit his ballot, and the other in 
charge of the ballot-box, the warden presiding over all, and the clerk 
is present to make a record, and assist as his services may be required 
in sorting and counting the votes. 

Now, sir, under a system guarded like this we may naturally con- 
clude and expect that the result of the election will be the expression. 
and the exact expression, of the will of the people. But what next? 
When the ballots are all in they shall be sorted, counted, sealed up, 
record of them made in open ward meeting, and the declaration of 
the vote made before the election can be declared concluded and 
finished. 

The statute is in the following words: 

Sec. 15. The votes in elections for national, State, county, and district officers 
shall be received, sorted, and counted by the selectmen and by the ward officers, and 
public declaration made thereof in open town and ward meetings. The names of 

rsons voted for, the number of votes received for each person and the title of 
The office for which he ia proposed shall be entered in words at length by the town 
and clerks in their records. The ward clerks shall forthwith deliver to the 
ay rena certified copies of sach records, who shall forthwith enter the same in 

e 

Sec. 11. City and town clerks shall, within ten dars from the day of an election 
for governor, lieutenant-governor, councilors, senators, secretary, treasurer, and 
receiver-general, auditor, attorney-general, Representatives in Congress, commis- 
sioners of insolvency, sheriffs, registers of probate and insolvency, district attor- 
neys, or clerks of courts, transmit copies of the records of the votes, attested by 
them, certified by atone and aldermen or selectmen and sealed up, to the sec- 
retary of the Common th. 


The clerk must make a transcript of his record and that transcript 
must be sealed and sent to the city clerk. What more? After all 
this has been done the warden reads the record thus made in the 
ee of the voters there assembled, which makes the public dec- 

aration that the law requires. The ballots themselves must be sealed 
up in order that there may be no chance that any fraud shall be com- 
mitted upon the voters of any ward in the city, and the ballots thus 
sealed up must be transmitted on the night of the election to the 
city clerk to be placed by him under lock and | in the city hall. 
For what, Mr. Speaker? Why transmit the record and the ballots 
also, and require them to be kept under lock and key? Why, if that 
election can never be inquired into for any reason ? 

Mr. Speaker, there is no question that every act required by the 
laws of Massachusetts in these respects was honestly, intelligently, 
and faithfully executed, so that at the close of the election on the 7th 
day of November, 1876, there had been no act committed by any man 
connected with that election which can hereafter be referred to as a 
dishonest or fraudulent act. The ballots were all in the city hall. 
The record was in the oF hall; and nobody denies it to-day. 

Mr. Speaker, my friend who makes the majority report from the 
committee makes wonderful confusion in regard to the language“ re- 
corded in words at length.” He tells us in his report that the result 
of the election must be “recorded in words at length in the ward rec- 
ord.” I to that. He says next it must be recorded in words 
at length in the city record.” I deny that. He next states that it 
must be “copied in words at length” in the return to the governor 
of the Commonwealth; which I also deny. 

Mr. Speaker, the Commonwealth of 8 recognizes in 
making returns 3 towns and cities; not wards or parts 
of towns. The ward clerk must make his record in the ward record- 
book before the election is closed, and he must doitin “wordsatlength,” 
and there it is to remain forever and cannot be changed. There is no 
power in the Commonwealth to change a ward record. But the law 
requires that the ward records shall be transcribed and the copy sent 
to the city clerk. The city clerk makes the final record of the elec- 
tion. He makes the record of a unit, of a city, not of a ward, and no 
law requires him to record in wards at len the voluminous trans- 
cripts of the records of the ward clerk. He will gather under their 
appropriate heads the ballots for governor and record them, taking 
item by item from the ward records; he gathers under one head the 
votes for Representative of Con from the third congressional 
district, taking them from the ward records as they come in and tabu- 
lating them upon his record necessarily. 

The city clerk of Boston well understands his duty and how to 
truthfully record upon the city records the returns which come up to 
him from the several wards. Extracting from these returns every 
item of fact which they are intended to furnish him with, he places 
these items each in its proper place and under its proper heading, so 
that when his record is completed it shows at a glance, and with as 
great simplicity as would a town record in which there was but one 
polling-place, the result of the election in the whole city. Such a 
system tabulates as well as records. If it is a correct record it is in 
accordance with law, for while the law has specified how a ward clerk 
shall make his record it has not descended to the absurd details of 
directing the mode of keeping a city record. The city clerk must 
“ forthwith enter” the w. returns in the city record, but to enter is 
not equivalent to “recording in words at length.” The ward returns 
are of course entered by him as a part of the city record and ma 
awaye be referred to, but to copy them entire into the city reco. 


would serve no good purpose. 


Mr. McCleary, the city clerk of Boston, has had twenty-five years’ 
experience, has been elected almost unanimously by both parties, is 
respected by everybody, and this is perhaps the first time that his judg- 
ment as to the modes of keeping the records of his great city has ever 
been questioned. The expression “ words at length” occurs but once 
in the law, and when the gentleman undertakes to spread those words 
further he certainly makes a t errror. But I pass over what I 
believe to be a or yh pe the committee or a misinterpretation 
of the meaning of the law. 

Now, Mr. § er, the ward officers finished their duty and trans- 
mitted their ballots and their record to the city hall. But is that the 
end of an election in Massachusetts? Is that the complete execution 
of the law in Massachusetts? The proposition contended for here 
to-day is that the law of Massachusetts shall not go on toits final and 
complete execution ; that we shall be obliged to take this ward count 
with all its errors upon its head; that we are estopped from ever 
3 the voters said. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand the city record, the record of the 
aldermen of the city of Boston, and I turn to page 745 for the year 
1877. It is a recount for representative to the house of representa- 
tives of Massachusetts, and i find a recount under this law which we 
are now trying to execute. 

I find in one ward, ward 8, the following to have been the result of 
the recount: Francis Granger in ward 8 is returned by the ward 
officers as having 788 votes; the official count returns 667. I will 
read the ward and then the official counts: Thomas L. Locke, 605 ; 
625. Dennis O’Connor, 621; 526. I turn to ward 12: Edward J. 
Jenkins, 702; 712. Patrick Hamlin, 585; 592. And if gentlemen 
would take pains to investigate the various recounts which have 
been had under this law in Massachusetts they would find there are 
numerous errors detected every year in the ward counts which are 
corrected precisely as the errors in this count were corrected. It is 
the system. Everybody knows, no gentleman here need be told, that 
at the close of a hotly contested election in a great city with from 
one hundred to five hundred people hustling around the ballot-box, 
often excited and turbulent, errors innumerable are committed. The 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts ized the fact and the danger, 
and provided a system of law by which these inevitable errors could 
be corrected. And yet this House says or may say that that effort of 
Massachusetts to secure purity of election shall be disregarded. 

Mr. Speaker, the oficjal count took place at the city hall. It is 
said against it by the committee, and I think it has been said upon 
this floor by some gentlemen, that this count was had in secret. In 
secret at the city hall! Sir, it was held in the city hall of Boston, in 
a spacious apartment near to the vault in which the ballots were 
kept, the only proper place for the discharge of so important aduty, 
under a blaze of gas-light so bright as to make the “midnight out- 
shine the noon-day sun.” In secret! that is bea Scere The 
recount was made by the three aldermen authori by law to make 
it, and the presence of any unauthorized person would have rendered 
it, if not unlawful, yet of uestionable authority. 

The city clerk was called upon for the ballot-boxes. He brought 
them with their seals unbroken. Of the aldermen two were demo- 
crats and one republican, and there is no gentleman upon this floor 
who would question the integrity or honesty of either of them. Each 
one was counting for himself, and they never ceased until they all 


But, Mr. Speaker, it is said that the count took place partly in the 
ree hrs It took place. in the night-time only because the sun set 
before their arduous labors could be completed; and there never was 
a more honest, straightforward act performed than that which was 
performed by those three aldermen in that city hall. 

But, Mr. Speaker, what did they count? Gentlemen on the other 
side claim, and I presume they rely upon it, that the ward counts 
were perfectly correct and that therefore the aldermanic count can- 
not be correct. Let us look at the ward count as made, made as I 
have said, under circumstances such as I have recounted. The record 
was made, the ballots sealed up. 

Gentlemen say that the men who counted the votes in the wards 
assert that their count is right. Grant that they thought so, but they 
say something more: all the ward clerks and two inspectors swear 
that they ed up all the ballots cast at that election. If that is 
true, their testimony proves too much. It is no use to say that the 
counted correctly and rest there, for they also say they “ sealed up all 
the ballots cast and none other ;” therefore, unless you believe that 
the aldermen who made the recount did not count correctly in the 
city hall, you must concede that the ward officers commi errors 
in their count. The committee of aldermen counted the ballots which 
had been furnished to them by the ward officers “ and none others,“ 
and they counted them exactly as the law of Massachusetts required, 
according to its letter, and then they made a declaration of the result 
and caused it to be recorded by the clerk, and a copy as prescribed 
by law was sent to the governor. The law of Massachusetts was 
executed in every feature and in every particular. 

Now, if that is true, and namig. has been done by the authorities 
of Massachusetts but to execute the law which the Constitution of 


the United States by its mandate required the State to enact, then I 
ask T not accept the voice of Massachusetts, thus constitutionally 
utter 

But this House, as I have said, has a right, independent of all otber 
questions, to inquire which of thi 


e contestants had the most ballots, 
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and in determining that question may disregard all counts and all 
forms. If it be true, as is claimed, Mr. Dean had the Toek si is en- 
titled to this seat, and Mr. Field ought to surrender it to him. This 
count of the aldermen was made with great care and deliberation, 
under circumstances favorable to accuracy. They were making it 
with full knowledge of its importance, and that upon its accuracy 
depended the question of who should hold a seat in this House. They 
ett adinouition wanting to the ward officers when they made their 
count. They found errors in the count in every one of the ten wards 
composing the third district. The total number of errors was 84. 

By the official count Mr. Dean gained 2 in ward 13, 25 in ward 14, 
and 1 in ward 17, a total of 28. He lost 7 in ward 16, 6 in ward 18, 
1 in ward 19, 3 in ward 20, 2 in ward 21, and 2 in ward 24, a total of 
21. So that by the official recount he made a net gain of 7 votes over 
the ward count. : í 

Mr. Field gained 6in ward 13, 11 in ward 14, 4 in ward 16, 3 in 
ward 18, 2 in ward 21, and 1 in ward 24, or a total gain of 27. But 
he lost 2 in ward 15, and 6 in ward 20, a total of 8, leaving him a net 

in of 19. 

1 the ward count Mr. Dean bad been found to be elected by a 
plurality of 7. In the re-count Mr. Field made a net gain of 12 more 
than Mr. Dean, which wiped out Dean’s plurality of 7 and left him 
with a plurality of 5, If this was a true and honest count it settles 
the question of who had the most votes, and therefore who is entitled 
to a seat on this floor. I have heard no one deny that the aldermen 
counted correctly the ballots which were found sealed in the boxes 
which the city clerk brought tothem. I think that is an undisputed 
fact, if not indeed an admitted one. f } 

But it has been said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCK- 
NER] that there was no Feten for the official count, that it was 
not justified by law, and that however correct it may have been it 
ought not to have been made, and that therefore it cannot bind us. 
He urges with great persistence and with great apparent confidence 
that the notice which was given by Mr. Field’s friends was not ade- 
quate to give 83 to the aldermen to make the recount. 

Here is the law of Massachusetts on the subject : 


t- 
thereupon, and within five days, Sunday excepted, next following the da 
of election, open the envelope and examine the Pallota thrown in said — 15 — 
determine the questions raised ; they shall then again seal the envelope, either with 
the seal of the city or a seal 8 for the purpose, and shall indorse upon said 
envelope a certificate that the same has been opened and en sealed by them in 
eenformity to law; and the 3 sealed as aforesaid, be returned to the 
city clerk. Said city clerk, upon the certificate of the board of aldermen or their 
committee, shall alier and amend such ward returns as have been proved to be 
erroneous, and such amended returns shall stand as the true returns of the ward. 


Sec. 5. The board of aldermen shall not declare the result of an election until 
the time ified in the preceding section for filing a request for a recount of bal- 
lots shall wing been made, until the said 


ve expired, or, in case of such request 
ballots have been examined and the returns amended, if found erroneous, any 
rovision in the charter of any city or in any act in amendment thereof to the con- 
Say notwithstanding. 
It must be borne in mind that this was a recount provided for by 
law as a part of the process provided for determining the result of 


an election, one of the steps to be taken when demanded for that pur- 


A recount by a legislative body is quite another thing, and he cites 
in defense of his position the action of the Legi of Massachu- 
setts upon certain cases in which a legislative recount was asked for. 
And yet legislative counts are quite proper in cases where it can be 
made certain that all the ballots cast are at hand and have been had 
after an election has been concluded. 
hat precise allegation of fact might be proper in a petition for 
a recount by a Legislature I cannot say; but the statute of 
chusetts declares exactly what shall be sufficient under her election 
laws, as we have seen. 

In this case it appears Mr. Field offered to allow the ballots which 
had been brought here for the use of the committee to be recounted 
at this late day, and to abide by the result. His offer was not ac- 


cepted. 

The friends of Mr. Field complied strictly with the law, and made 
use of this form of notice: 
To the Crry CLERK of the City of Boston: 


lon 


The undersigned, qualified voters of ward 13, in the third con, onal district, 
hereby state that they have reason to believe that the returns of the ward officers 
of said ward for mem 


of Congress in said A Aar district at the election 
of November 7, 1876, are erroneous, in that all the ballots cast for Walbridge A. 
Field as member of Con; were not counted and credited to him, and that more 
ballots were credited to jamin Dean as a member of Congress thau were cast 
for him; and they ask for a recount of the vote of said ward for member of Con- 
gress, in accordance with the provisions of section 4 of chapter 188 of the acts of 
the year 1876. 


My friend says that is eo Gensel: Judge Abbott, who has done 
us the honor to lay his prin argument upon our tables, has taken 
that position at last. t me say here, however, that before-the re- 
turn was finished and decided upon in the city hall after the recount, 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Abbott, was 
himself before the board of aldermen, and there he did not question 
the right of that board to make the recount. There was then no 
question about the jurisdiction of those officers. There were 25 votes 
which had been cast in ward 18 for Walbridge A. Field forthe fourth 


district. By striking those votes out the recount by the aldermen 
would have had no effect; Mr. Dean would still have been declared 
elected. By counting them for Mr, Field, he would have been elected. 

The struggle then was to strike out those 25 votes entirely from 
Mr. Field's credit, although no man anywhere, who knows anythin 
about elections, doubts that they were honest votes cast for Mr. Field 
by legal voters. The honorable Committee of Elections of this House 
has reported here that those 25 votes should be counted for Mr. Field. 
The struggle in Boston was to wipe those honest votes out of exist- 
ence. 

Now, I claim that no words could more clearly state the proposi- 
tion than those used in this petition. How pees | you say that more 
votes had been cast for Mr. Field than had been counted for him ex- 
cept by the use of the language here employed? What language 
would you use to say that Mr. Dean had too many votes counted for 
him than had been cast for him except the precise language used in 
this notice? Would it have helped the matter to have stated precise 
numbers? If the facts stated were true, a recount was demanded by 
every principle of justice. The law of Massachusetts has declared 
that if ten voters had reason to believe it true, they had a right to a 
recount apon making the allegation in writing as of their belief, 

But per this Honse desires democratie authority. I believe I 
might ap to my friend Mr. Morse to admit that in his district at 
the last election there was a recount of the ballots cast for the differ- 
ent candidates upon precisely this notice. During the last Con 
Mr. Abbott, who places his argument in this case upon our tables here, 
was a member of this House. He had a recount under the statute of 
1874. His friends made application to the city government of Chel- 
rie of the cities of Massachusetts. What was the language used ? 

following is a copy of the petition, omitting the names: 
To SAMUEL BASSETT, Esq., 
City Clerk of the Oity of Chelsea: 

We, the und ned, bein. vi i elsea, noti 
that we have an to — 4 on C ATN as 
are erroneous, in that they give too many votes for Rufus S. Frost for Re! ta- 
tive to Congress for the fourth district and too few votes for Josiah G. Abbott as 

resentative to Congross for the fourth district, and they demand a recount of 
said votes and an examination of said returns. 

It will be noticed that the difference is slight and more in form than 
in substance. That Mr. Field’s case rds the courtesies of official 
station and requests a recount, while the other demands it as if suro 
he was right and entitled as of right to a recount. The difference, 
in manner and substance, is in favor of Mr. Field,“ in that they gave 
too many votes for Rufus S. Frost for Representative of Congress for 
the fourth district and too few votes for Josiah G. Abbott.” 

That was their understanding of the law. I do not believe that 
any gentleman upon this floor will have the audacity to tell me that 
Judge Abbott did not understand those words, and did not see the 
language before it was made use of in his case. It was good enough 
for Ju Abbott and for Chelsea, but it is not enough for my 
distinguished friend, Mr. Field, and the city of Boston. Sir, what 
was good enough for Judge Abbott and Chelsea ought to be good 
enough elsewhere in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

0 5 SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I have but a few minutes left. 
You have already had your hour, and you have discussed this propo- 


sition; I onl, re 
Mr. SPRING I yielded to you frequently. 
Mr, HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Yes, you did, and I will yield to 


on. 
y Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has stated that Judge Abbott 


was ible for the petition in the Chelsea case. 
Mr. IS, of Massachusetts, 1 beg your pardon; I made no 
such statement. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That was the inference that I drew. That was 
a petition of ten electors in that ward. And if the petition of ten 
electors is to be brought before the House as of equal authority with 
the decision of a court binding upon this House as to the construc- 
tion of a statute, then I yield the point. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I do not see that any question 
has been put tome. I made the statement that I believed no one 
would say that Judge Abbott was not consulted upon the language 
used in that petition; that is all I mean to say. Judge Abbott came 
into Congress, not by a recount, he had other resources; he was ad- 
mitted here for other reasons. Yet so far as I know he never mani- 
fested any hostility to the proposition. that it was wise for Congress 
4 “ go behind the returns” in order to get at the honest result of an 
election. 

Now if we are honestly seeking to ascertain what was the voice of 
this con onal district of Massachusetts, it seems to me that we 
are at liberty to go behind any returns or any count made by any- 
body, and to seek for the real yote by whatever means in our power. 

e majority of the committee asks this House to adhere to the 
ward returns, which, upon the most conclusive proof, are shown to 
have been erroneous; and to shut our ears to the testimony given 
according to law, having the same authority as tbat authorizing the 
ward count, and cached to be final and conclusive. 

Now here we have a tribunal acting under the law of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, selected beforehand by the aldermen of the 
city of Boston, who are charged with all matters relating to the elec- 
tion. The aldermen selected two very respectable democrats and 
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one republican. That is the tribunal which declares that the count 
made in the city hall is the honest, true, and just count, and that Mr. 
Walbridge A. Field was elected. That count takes no votes from 
Mr. Dean, but gives him seven more than the ward count; and it 
takes none from Mr. Field, but gives him nineteen more than the 
ward count. 

Mr. McCrary, in his book upon elections, says: 
tuena it shoeld appear affirmatively that they have boon safely Kept by the proper 

a ve e * 
9 of the 8 that they have nor been exposed tothe — or handled 
by unauthorized persons, and that no opportunity been given for tampering 
with them. 

That is the law, as quoted by the committee, and by it we are 
willing to be tried. en this House remembers the care with 
which these ballots were preserved, that a few days only elapsed be- 
fore they were recounted, that they were counted by three men, two 
of whom desired a different result, counted by gentlemen against 
whom no man makes the charge of having counted wrongly, it would 
seem that the question of who had the most ballots can no longer be 
an open one. 

I claim that the election as provided by the law of Massachusetts 
was lawfully and honestly conducted; that every requirement of the 
law was obeyed; that every vote of everybody entitled to vote was 
counted, Pei that the result showed that Walbridge A. Field was 
elected the constitutional representative of the thi 
district of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

I leave this branch of the subject believing that according to the 
law of Massachusetts there is no taint upon the title of the sitting 
member. I now turn toa consideration of that provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States which authorizes Congress to make or 
alter the regulations of the respective States with reference to the 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Representatives in 
Congress. I admit that Congress has the power reserved to it in the 
Constitution. Icare not where we find the power to make any regu- 
lation governing the manner of holding elections for Representatives 
in Congress, and it does not seem to me important that I should stop 
and decide the question as to the precise place in the Constitution 
where that power may be found. I grant that it exists. 

But, sir, to say that a power exists in the Constitution is not equiv- 
alent to . the power has been exercised. I deny that there 
has been any legislation of Congress changing the “manner” of hold- 
ing elections in the State of Massachusetts. The manner of holding 
those elections has been fixed by that State, and it exists to-day as 
it did on the 7th of November, 1876, as the State had fixed it, unless 
Congress has made some law changing it. Let us examine and see 
whether there has been any such change. I presume it will not be 
claimed that Congress has 8 by law a system under which an 
election could have been held in Massachusetts. What has the law 
of the United States provided about the registry of voters, about the 
place of voting, the manner of voting, the check-lists of the officers 
who preside at elections? Not one word anywhere. I hold that 
under the provision of the United States Revised Statutes no election 
could have been held in the State of Massachusetts. Congress has 
not provided the “manner” of holding elections, &c. 

But it may be asserted that the Revised Statutes have in some way 
altered the law of the State, taking something from it or adding some- 
thing to it. This position also I think is incorrect. To alter a law 
is to change in some respects its substance; and a law of the United 
States which undertakes to change in every State the law ting 
elections ought to be specific. It certainly ought to have the same 
application in one county of the State that it has in anotherand the 
same nearer at one hour in the afternoon as at another hour. 
But I shall show hereafter, I think, that the law of Congress, if it 
varies or repeals the State law at all, does so according as the inspect- 
or happens to be attending to his business. But it may be claimed 
that if the United States law has not repealed the State law absolutely 
it has provided for its temporary s sion at times and in certain 
places at the will of ten voters, and seems to me to be the extent 
. can be claimed for it; and this is no more tenable than the 
other. 

If this is the position, the United States has not exercised a power 
under the Constitution to make a regulation by law altering a State 
law, but, leaving the State law intact, it has provided that ten voters 
in any locality may obstruct its execution if their caprice so dictates. 
This is a mode of altering a State law unheard of before, and I think 
never contemplated by the Constitution. 

The sections of the Revised Statutes which are relied upon to estab- 
lish the re or suspension of the State law are the following. I 
put in italics the expressions which seem to me to declare the pur- 
pose of the law: 

Sec. 2011. Whenever, in any ayo town having upward of twenty thousand in- 


habitants, there are two citizens 
any con, there are ten citizens thereof, of, 


congressional 


or Delegate in Con is to be voted for, may make known, in writing, to the 
judge of the circuit court of the United States for the circuit wherein suc city or 
town, county or parish, is si their ts 


tuated, desire to have such registration, or elec- 

tion, or both, guarded and scrutinized, 33 not less than ten days prior 
or, 

„shall open the circuit court at the most con- 


Sud. 2012. The court, when so opened by the judge, shall proceed to appoint and 
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commission, from day to day and from time to time, and under the hand of the 
judge, and under the seal of the court, for each election district or voting precinet 
n such city or town, or for such election district or Mabe. pronos in the congres- 
sional district as may have opio in the manner herein prescribed, and to 
revoke, change, or renew such appointment from time to time, two citizens, resi- 
dents of the city or town, or of the election district or yoting-precinct in the county 
or parish, who shall be of different tical parties and able to read and write the 
English language, and who shall be known and designated as supervisors of elec- 

tion. (See sections 5521, 5522.) 
uired in the two 


have the same powers and 8 including the power orderand of 
punishing any contempt of his authority, as when sitting in court. 

Sec. 2014. enever, from any cause, the Judge of the circuit court in any judi- 
cial circuit is unable to orm and discharge the duties herein im he is re- 


the district deo al so designated si per- 
t 


ud, 

SEC. 2015. The preceding section shall be cons 
judges of the circuit courts of the United States to designate one or more of the 
nages sot the district courts within his circuit to discharge the duties arising under 


Sec. 2016. The supervisors of election, so appointed, are authorized and required 
pol ODE aE OS TIN ORE ary AA T OUD i ion of voters, who, being regi 


tered, to vote for a Representative or Delegate in Congress, a: to 
challenge any person offering to register; to attend at all times and places when 
the names of registered voters may be marked for 


and to cause such 
e e acy deem to be so marked ; to make, when aired, 
the lists, or either of t 5 tor in section 2026, and verify the poh and 
upon 3 e e any Sor when in 3 upon — hd herein pre. 
scribed, to personally inspect and scrutinize such registry, and for pu 0 

identi, ion to affix their signature to each of the original let un of euch 
copy of pry gear list of registered voters, at such times, upon each day when any 
name may be received, entered, or registered, and in such manner as will, in their 
. improper or wrongful removal therefrom or addition 

ereto of any name. 


any person whose l ualifications the supervisors, or either 
to be and remain ek * are 


e canvass of all 


United States, or any State, territorial, or municipal law, and to personally inspect 


and scrutinize, time to time, and at all times, on the day of election, the man- 
ner in which the voting is done, and the way and method in which the eerie 
any law 


— and tallies or check-books, whether the same are required 
of the Uni States, or any State, territorial, or municipal law, are kept. 
Sxc. 2018. To the end that each candidate for the office of Representative or Dele- 


accordance with the pro- 
oe as the chief supervisor of the judicial 

or town W in they may sava acts, such certificates 
ts as such 2 may direct and require, and to attach 

to the registry-list, and any and all copies thereof, and to any certificate, statement, 
or return, whether the same, or any part or portion thereof, be required by any law 
of the United States, or of any State, territorial, or municipal law, any statement 
sane eaters Pie psa dos Ms or the truth or fairness of the election 


and canvass, the ion, or either of them, may desire to 
make or attach, or which should properly and honestly be made or attached, in 
order that the facts may become known, 


to such canvass provided herein, and shall there remain until inr 
turns, and jerat coe 

I maintain that these provisions of law were intended to secure the 
perfect and complete execution of the State law—nothing else. Sec- 
tion 2011 provides that a certain number of voters may have inspect- 
ors appointed, if they make application within a certain time, where 
they desire to have the election “guarded and scrutinized.” This is 
the language of the law: “guarded and scrutinized.” These super- 
visors are to “ guard” the election, how? Under the laws of Massa- 
chusetts “scrutinize” what? Scrutinize the acts of the officers of 
Massachusetts and see that no erime is committed, no fraud perpe- 
trated. Is notthis the meaning of the section? and does it attempt 
anything more or authorize the supervisors to do anything else than 
guard and serutinize an election provided for and 8 under 
a State re tion? 

Then it is provided in section 2016 that the supervisors shall attend 
at all times and places fixed for the registration of voters, when the 
names of registered voters may be marked for challenge. They may 
also on election day challenge voters. Challenge them under what 
law? Under the law of Massachusetts, of course. And when the reg- 
istration is going on they have aright to be present to mark for shake 
lenge on the ballot-list; and they have a right to put their names 
upon the list so that it may be identified afterward. The nature of 
their duties is summed up in these words: 


In sach manner as will in their judgment detect and expose the improper or 
wrongful removal therefrom or addition thereto of any name, 9 
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In other words these 1 were to see that the State law was 


executed honestly, fai lly, fairly. This was to be the scope of 
their power at the election. 

Section 2017 requires the supervisors to attend at all times and 
places for holding elections; and it has been maintained here that 
they are bound to stay by until the last legal act of the State is com- 
pleted. But this clause certainly must refer to the proceedings at 
the polls and on election day. It says that they shall— 

Personally inspect and scrutinize from time to time and at all times on the day 
of election. + 

My friends on the other side have undertaken to make this pro- 
vision go further, and to say that the supervisors are bound to attend 
all the way through until everything provided for by the State law 
has been done. 

Again, they are required to observe— 

Cees er in wit ned talk on chee raae bes aaa EEEN ne 

P be an or ©) whether the same are 
z ay. law of the United States or of any State, territorial, jaima ay, are 
ep 

Now section 2019, the last to which I shall refer, goes on to state 
what shall be done. It declares that these officers shall— 

Place themselves in such tion in relation to the ballot-boxes for the papate 
of engaging in the work of canvassing the ballots as will enable them to y 
Femain until every daty in respect to sioh canvass, cortifioates, returne, and state. 

un 
ments has been holly — — N 

The law puts them at the ballot-box and then says they shall there 
remain until all the work has been completed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, may I not well claim that this law intends 
nothing more than that on the day of the election the officers ap- 
pointed under the United States law shall be present to witness every 
act, to watch and scrutinize, to protect the rights of yoters, and that 
when the sun goes down and the result of the election is declared b 
the proper officers the duty of the supervisors is 8 7 May 
not assume that the Congress of the United States, in passing that 
law and ing the ballot-box until the close of the election, felt 
itself safe in allowing the legally constituted authorities of the Com- 
monwealth, the dangers of violence, ballot-stuffing, and frauds bein 
passed, to complete the remaining duties, and figure out the gene 
result, and e the final declaration? 

Mr. Speaker, the recount was as carefully provided for by the State 
law as was the count at the polls. In Massachusetts the same sys- 
tem has existed and been practiced for several years, and before the 
United States law was Congress has neither provided a sub- 
stitute for it nor forbidden it and it ought therefore to be assumed 
that, the statute having only provided for an enforcement of the State 
law at the polls on the day of the election and to secure the means 
of punishing all violations of that law committed up to the close of 
election day, Con intended to leave to the State to complete the 
work and find ont the result. It will not do to assume that Congress 
intended more than it said; and it has not said, even by implication, 
that any act done in accordance with the State law should be void. 
It made no provision for any act to be done by the su isors after 
the election was closed except to make a report to the chief super- 
visor of the district; and if any defect exists the defect is in the law 
of the United States appointing supervisors. Because the United 
States law stops in its execution, is it to be assumed the State law 
shall stop also? When an inspector is at the polls to watch the elec- 
tion and fails to do his duty, shall it be said the election shall stop? 
The election under the State law i Ho without waiting for a super- 
visor, and it does not stop when he leaves. Is the law of M - 
setts re ed? Is that the way to repeal provisions of the statute 
established under the mandate of the Constitution, designed to pro- 
tect the ballot ? 

Is the State law repealed when the supervisor is faithfully watch- 
ing and scrutinizing and not repealed when he neglects his duty or 
goes away? The State law is enforced and not repealed everywhere 
except where supervisors have been appointed, and where they have 
been appointed and do not do exactly what the law points out for 
them as their duty, they are as if they were not; and therefore it 
comes down to this: that the repeal of the State law is or is not, now 
is and now is not, as they are attentive or listless, watchful or neglect- 
ful. To appeal to the Constitution to shield such a repeal seems mon- 
strous, not to say ridiculous and a n 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have conclusively shown the whole 
object of the law of the United States was to enforce and carry into 
complete execution every provision of the act of Massachusetts, To 
enforce the law is not the same as to repeal it, and the assumption of 
the committee is a mere assumption, if the committee hold that Mas- 
sachusetts cannot complete her elections because the United States 
law does not provide for it. 

The law of the State neither having been repealed nor modifed by 
Congress and having in a lawful and orderly manner declared Mr. 
Field elected, we as candid and just men, deciding this case on the 
law and the evidence, can have no legal or just excuse for revers- 
ing the decree of the people, thus lawfully uttered. We have the 
power, Mr. Speaker, to set aside the decree of a State, thus lawfully 
made. We have the power to do wrong. This House is invested 
with the power to judge of the election and qualification of its own 
members. By rversion of that power and by disregarding the 
voice of the people as legally ascertained we may elect members 


of this House; but, sir, when that day comes that Union and that 
leeds of which we as a people are so apt to boast will have perished 
together. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I have not been able to concur with 
the report of the majority of the committee in this case. I do not 
like, when I can avoid it, to differ with a committee of this House 
in the conclusions at which it arrives; and if this were upon a ques- 
tion of policy or a ee of expediency, I might surrender my own 
judgment to that of the committee. But it is not upon a question of 
that kind; it is a question of law I am to pass upon as a sworn judge, 
and I am bound by every obligation that can tie the conscience of 
man to the Almighty who created him to render that sworn judg- 
ment according to my own convictions of the law, and not according 
to those of anybody else. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not particularly desire to control the judgment 
of any other man, but I do desire to occupy the attention of this 
House for a short time, while I state, as briefly as I can, some of the 
reasons which compel me to vote against the conclusions of the 
majority of the committee. 

By the Constitution of the United States in article 1, section 4, it 
is provided that— 

The times, places and manner of holding elections for Senators and Representa- 
tives, shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 

The times, places, and manner shall be prescribed in each State by 
the Legislature thereof. 

Ar. WALSH. he rest of the paragraph states that Congress 

r. 5 e rest of the p. ph states that Con ma 
alter such regulations, and I want to see whether it has done so = 
not. It says: 


But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except 
into the places of ehovuing Benatora.” 1 i 


Now, sir, the Congress of the United States has made two laws upon 
this subject, and those are all: a law requiring the election for Rep- 
resentatives in Con to be by districts and not at large, and a law 
requiring the elections of Representatives to be all held on the same 
day throughout the United States. To prescribe the ti the places, 
and the manner of holding the elections is, then, a sovereign right of 
the State of Massachusetts, and of every other State in this Union, 
except in regard to those two matters where Congress has come in 
with its paramount power and fixed and regulated them. 

The great question in this case, and the only question in it, is 
whether the State of Massachusetts has the right to prescribe the 
mode and the manner of conducting her elections and of ascertaining 
the result by the processes which she has enacted into law upon her 
statute-book. That is the only question. The effort has been made 
here to get rid of this recount provided for under the laws of Massa- 
chusetts; in the first instance, upon a mere technicality that is not 
a plicable to these proceedings, had amg the people in regard to 
the result of elections, and that would not hold good in this case even 
in a court of record and of law; and, in the next pare by exagger- 
ating and magnifying the authority of the United States su isors 
appointed by a law passed, not under that provision of the Constitu- 
tion, but under the provisions of the fifteenth amendment, to protect 
certain classes of voters at the polls.. Well, sir, I cannot concur in 
either of those reasons for getting rid of the recount. The law of 
Massachusetts says—and I will quote the law in my printed remarks— 
that the voters have a right to petition within a certain number of 
days for à recount. The State of Massachusetts had a right to say 
that. It is a right that she had the absolute power to give to her 
voters if she chose, and she did give it to them. And the law of 
Massachusetts says that the first count, which is made upon the 
election day at the polls, shall go for nothing, shall determine nothing, 
and that no result shall be announced or declared from it until the 
number of days have elapsed within which the right is secured to the 
citizens to have a recount of the vote. The first count amounts to 
nothing until this time elapses; the whole process is incomplete. 
The whole election process is yet unfinished until that time elapses, 
and if within that time any ten citizens choose, or any greater num- 
ber of citizens, as prescri in the law, choose to petition for a 
recount, the aldermen are bound to examine the ballots. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire at this point 

Mr. WALSH. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to correct my friend. I am sure 
he does not mean to misstate the law or to misrepresent the law of 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALSH. I have declined to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I want to correct the gentleman in re- 
gard to the law. If the gentleman declines to be corrected 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman can correct me to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I want to correct you while it is yet 
time, that you may be converted before you go too far into error. 
To-morrow will be too late. 

Mr. WALSH. I read the gentleman’s report, and if he could have 
corrected me on the law I would have found the correction there. 
And I cannot make any error in the law, because, as I have said, I 
will quote the law at length in my remarks in the RECORD, where 
the House can see it. 

S, of Virginia. But the House will not hear the gen- 
tleman’s remarks, as he says he will set them out in the RECORD, 
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Mr. WALSH. What I say now will be set out, as I say it, in the 
RECORD, but the law will be set out as it is in the statute-book. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I want you to give the law as it is in 
the statute-books to the House in your remarks now, and not leave 
it to be done in the RECORD afterward. 

Mr. WALSH. I am giving it as it is in the statute-book. The law 
rohibits the declaration of the result until the time for the recount 
as passed. I repeat it again, and there is no mistaking of it. It 

says that these aldermen shall examine the ballots. Some gentleman 
said that did not mean a recount. Well, what does it mean? What 
do you mean by examining ballots? Do you mean by that looking at 
the color of the paper, whether they are printed in black ink or in 
red ink? What do you mean by ascertaining the result of an elec- 
tion, by examining the ballots, if it is not to find for whom the bal- 
lots are cast, whose names are on them, and how many they amount 
to when all are added together? But the fifth section of the law ex- 
pressly says that there shall be a recount. 


Extract from Election Laws of Massachusetts, act of 1874, chapter 376. 


have been sorted, counted, declared, and recorded, to be secured in an envelope, in 
open ward meeting, and sealed with a seal provided for the purpose; and the war- 
den, clerk and a majority of the inspectors of the ward indorse upon the 
envelope for what office and in what ward the ballots have becn received, the date 
of the election, and their certificate that all the ballots given in by the voters of 
the ward, and none other, are contained in said envelo 

Sec. 41. The warden, or the presiding officer, shall forthwith transmit the bal- 
lots, sealed as aforesaid, to the city clerk, by the constable in attendance at said 
elec or by one of the ward oflicers other than the clerk; and the clerk shall 
retain the custody of the seal, ther with records of the 


and deliver the same, toge 
ward and other documents, to his successor in office. 


Act of 1876, chapter 188. 
Sec. 4. If within three days next following the day of any election, ten or more 
ualified voters of any shall file with the 8 a statement in writing 
they have reason to believe that the returns of 
wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith trans- 


said envelope a certificate that the same has been opened and sealed by them 
in confi ty to the law; and the envelope, sealed as aforesaid, shall be returned 
to the city clerk. Said ci clerk, u © certificate of the board of aldermen, 


or of their committee, 


proved to be erroneous, and such ed returns shall stand as the true returns 
of tho ward. 


1 The sop eee egy the eared an a 
6 time preceding section for filing a request for a recount o — 
lots shall have expired. 1777 until the said 
ballots have been examined and the returns amended if found erroneous, any pro- 
vision in the charter of any city or in any act in ent to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


Well, now, my friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Scalxs, I whom I 
esteem high! „Says, as other gentlemen say, that the law was not 
complied with in applying for the recount and that therefore the 
recount for no ing, because it is n to get the recount 
out of the way by an alleged defect in the petition or else by relyin 
upon the absence of the United States supervisors. It is claim 
that the ed giver gr for a recount did not state sufficient to justify it. 

My friend said that it did not state the reasons for a recount. Why, 
sir, pleadings do not state reasons, the courts do not reasons. 
The pleadings state facts, not reasons; and it is facts upon which 
the courts determine rights. Now, what did the petition of these 
ne of Mr. Field for a recountsay? I have here the petition, and 
they say: $ 


To the CLERK City of Boston: 

The und ed, qualified voters of ward e cease epee 
hereby state that ... sateen the ward officers 
of said ward for member of Congress in said congressional district, at the election 
of November 7, 1876, are erroneous. 


Now, it does not stop there in specifying in what the returns were 
erroneous, but proceeds and points out the error in that all the bal- 
lots cast for Walbridge A. Field as member of Congress were not 
counted and credited to him, and that more ballots were credited to 
Benjamin Dean as member of Con, than were cast for him; and 
they ask for a recount of the vote of said ward for member of Con- 

88, in accordance with the provisions of section 4 of chapter 188 
of the acts of the year 1876.” (Signed by 15 voters of the ward.) 

It states the reasons, the grounds, the facts on which the recount 
was asked, namely, that more ballots were cast for one candidate 
than were counted in his favor; and that a fewer number were cast 
for the other than were counted in his favor. Could anything be more 
definite than that? If that statement does 5 a recount un- 
der the law, then a recount never could be e, eg As indeed you 
could get some one to watch the ballots as cast and specify the num- 
ber of ballots supposed to be 1 17 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a * 

Mr. WALSH. I have declined to yield for the reason that I have 
not the physical constitution that will enable me to stand here much 
longer at this late hour in the afternoon. 

Mr. 8, of Virginia. The gentleman says that nobody can 
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know how many erroneous ballots were cast. If that be so, how can 
any one know that any erroneous ballots were cast ? 

Mr. WALSH. Suppose these gentlemen who petitioned for a re- 
count had said that 9,000 votes had been illegally counted for one of 
the candidates; it would Lave been a mere guess upon their part. It 
would not have made any better case either before a court of law or 
before sensible men anywhere. They stated everything that could be 
stated according to the nature of the transaction, and that was all 
that they could be required to state in any place, namely, that there 
had been errors in the count by crediting one man with votes which 
he did not receive, and by not crediting another man with votes that 
he had received at the election of that day. That settles, I think, the 
point as to the jurisdiction for the recount. 

The next thing is in regard to the su isors. Now, no one in the 
United States, until it got into the heads of the committee, or of the 
gentleman who drew up this report of the majority, ever supposed 
that these supervisors of elections, who may be called into operation 
or may not be 1 a few men in particular districts desire, 
can overrule all the regulations of the State law, and take charge of 
the ballots, or that they may make the returns and ascertain the re- 
sults, and that the governor, or the State officers who issue the cer- 
tificate of election, oui to act not apon the authority of the election 
officers appointed by the law of the State but upon what these super- 
visors said. 

Now, the reading of the law shows that it does not mean mtn, 
of that kind. These supervisors are there to inspect the voting anı 
to stay until the count is completed, and they have nothing to do 
with the return excepting to make it to some head supervisor. 

Their count is not returned to the governor who issues the certifi- 
cate, it is not returned to any State officers connected with the elec- 
tions; and I say it is an absurdity to talk here before the lawyers of 
this House about its superseding anything which the State in her 
sovereign capacity under the Constitution of the United States has 
prescribed as to the mode of counting the ballots and ascertaining 
the result of an election. 

Sir, that law covers 8 If you take it up you will find 
that it is a law to enforce the rig ts of citizens of the United States 
in elections. It relates to all elections, State elections, town elec- 
tions, every little election held; it is not confined to any one class of 
elections under the terms of the law; but the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of Cruikshanks vs. The United States pret 
well knocked the bottom out of thatlaw. Whatever is left of it 
do not know, but I know that it never was intended to interfere with 
the power of the States over elections for Representatives to Con 
contained in the fourth section of article 1 of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Now, then, sir, there stands the law of Massachusetts regulating 
her elections, and the most careful law, the most particular, the most 
minute law; and that law was honestly and fairly executed in this 
case according to the concession of all parties; and when the law of 
Massachusetts has been executed what right have we in this House 
to 8 down that law and say that this legal and constitutional 
mode which she has adopted for ascertaining the result of an election 
in her jurisdiction shall not prevail, but that the count by the little 
petty officers of wards, counts made in the hurry and excitement of 
an election, shall prevail, and that we will w over the laws of 
that State providing for the ascertainment of the result of an election 
in a manner clearly within her constitutional power? Or else that 
these United States supervisors, who may be called in or may not be 
called in, shall be elevated to the grand importance of overriding all 
the laws and regulations of a State in connection with elections. I 
say that there is no authority in the law, no authority in the Consti- 
tution for any such proposition as that. I say that we, acting in 
this House, are not bound by any of their counts if there is anying 
to impeach or disturb them; we are bound by none of them. e 
have a right to get at the real truth of the matter. 

But it is conceded in this case that there is nothing before us but 
the counts, and that we must take the one or the other of those counts, 
Whether we shall override the law of Massachusetts and give all sig- 
nificance to that count which was made in the piney stages of the 
election because it will yield a result that would be pleasant to us, and 
cast aside the final and revisory count that was in pursuance of the 
law of Massachusetts, that is the question for us to consider. 

Ido not think that any party ever gained in the long run by doing 
violence to law or to strict right. I believe that the masses of the 
American people are honest and intelligent. They hold parties to 
strict accountability when they come to understand that anything 
wrong has been done by them? I have never understood that the 
republican party in the long run reaped any particular advantage 
from any of the abuses that it committed upon the rights of the peo- 
ple and the rights of the States in the days when it had unlimited and 
absolute power in every part of the Union. I never knew that any 
party in the long run ever reaped any benefit from acts wrongfully 
committed, from violence done toright. And I thank God, Mr. Speaker, 
that the people of the United States are so intelligent, so honest, that 
they are able to sit in judgment upon parties and to bring them to 
the bar of accountability, and to cast them aside when they fail to 
discharge the high trust with which the people have commissioned 


I have collected all the testimony in regard to these different counts, 
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every important ee that is in the record relating to them. I 
call attention to tha Nee order that those who may take an 
interest in how I may vote will understand why it was that I could 
not sustain the report of the majority of the committee in this case. 
COUNT OF WARD OFFICERS. 
Fury, deputy United States marshal, ward 16, says, page 63: 


Interrogatory 11. Were the ballots in ward 16 all carefully counted and the full 
number ascertained ! 
Answer. I think they were. 


Cross-examination by William G. Russell, esq., of counsel for the incumbent: 


8 1. whom ? 
Answer. By 6 
on int. 2. By any one else f 


A. not. 
Cross-int. 3. Did not the clerk count them! 
I did not see the clerk count them. 
TERAS Did you see the warden count them 


Cross-int. 5. All of them? 
A. Not all of them. 
Cross-int. 6. Did you not see the clerk count any of them? 


A. No. 
Cross-int. 7. Nor any of the inspectors? 

A. None of the inspectors. 

Leavitt, inspector, ward 15, democrat, says, page 44, he and one 
Smith counted the scratched tickets. 

Patrick M. Denon, ward 16, inspector, democrat, says, page 58, 
fifteenth cross-in tory, did not assist in counting the votes. 
Had charge of the ballot-box all day. 

William H. Thomas, ward 18, inspector, democrat, says, page 76, 
his position was at one of the check-lists; “I had nothing to do with 
the counting.” 

Nicholas W. McGee, clerk of election, ward 13, says, page 163, he 
helped Mr. Hanseom count the pea majority of the ots. 

C. B. Hunting, clerk, ward 16, says, page 166, counted the ballots 
as carefully as he could. 

HOW THE UNITED STATES SUPERVISORS COUNTED. 

William Swinson, United States supervisor, ward 18, republican, 
says, page 60: 

5 What ward officers counted the ballots for members of Con- 


of the clerk—they kept a v correct m 
count, so that there was no chance for mistakes. One also counted, 


whole counting was done by two persons at a time; the others were attending at 
the boxes. 


Page 61, Swinson says he was absent some time, but not at dinner. 
Daniel P. Sullivan, United States supervisor, ward 18, democrat, 
says, page 45: 
. 3. Will you describe as fully as can the manner in which the 


Ini 
votes castin ward for member of — 3 1876, were counted 
by you and the other officers in that ward 


out, and the inspector was absent when one lot was being 
counted all the ballots for all the candidates 


Sullivan says Swinson was at dinner. Swinson was absent half 
hour to forty minutes: pages 46, 49. 

Abraham J. Lamb, United States supervisor, ward 16, says, page 68, 
he was a democrat and Dalya een were United States super- 
visors ; counted all the ballots. They put all they counted in the box, 
and no other. 

John H. Daly, United States supervisor, ward 16, says, pages 69 and 
70, he and Lamb counted all the ballots and put them in the box and 
saw them sealed. The warden and clerk counted them first. Their 
count always corresponded. 


William H. Thomes, democratic inspector, ward 18, says, page 76: 


Cross-interrogatory 3. Did the United States supervisors in your ward personal], 
examine and count the votes for mambas of Congrens? i 

Answer. I think not. 

Cross-int:4. Did neither of them count and scrutinize those ballots? 

A. I didn't see either count a vote; seemed to do the heavy standing round. 

Cross-int. 5. Was not the last count of the ballots at the election of November 7, 
eee Sees ee boxes to be sent to the city hall? 

A. The clerk and the warden keep a tally on the sheet of paper, and warden 
and one of the inspectors, whom the warden details to assist in counting, keep the 
F minutes after the polls — the vole 
can be declared. x 

Cross- int. 6. And were they never again counted in the ward meeting after the 
count you have thus described! 

A. They were not; 5 it; they were all carefully counted 
and laid aside; tied up in bundles of a h 


Albert Thayer, clerk of ward 19, says, page 168: 


In 8. State whether said su personally scrutinized, canvassed, 
and counted all the ballots for 1 Congress cast in said wurd at 
said election. 


Answer. I should say not 3 scrutinized. Mr. Pickering personally 
counted every ballot, but I should say he didn't scrutinize it to find out just what 
names were on ballots. Mr, Riley, I think, made no attempt in that 


Cross-int. 3. Mr. Pickering examined the ballots carefully enough to see what 
names were on them for member of Congress, did he not! 
A. Ishould think not. After I had counted the piles be merely took the piles 
and counted them to see how many there were in pile, without scrutinizing 
As to Mr. Riley, if his intentions had been ever so good, I don't think he 
could have done anything; the space was so small there where the tables were that 
there wasn't room for anyone else to get in. 


McGee, clerk, ward 13, says, page 163: 
Eer 7. State who acted as United States supervisors in said ward at 


Answer. J. J. McNamara and Frank Hanscom. 
Int. 8. State whether said supervisors ey scrutinized, canvassed, and 
counted all the ballots for Representative to Congress, cast in said ward at said 


election. 

Fees I couldn't say they — 1 they hel; . Poea them ; 
ey supervised gs gene an t an eye on the es. . Hanscom 

counted a great majority of them with — T overlooked all that he counted. 
Goodwin, clerk, ward 14, says, page 163: 


Interrogatory 8. State whether said supervisors mally scrutinized, can- 
vassed, and counted all the ballots for Representative to 7 — cast in said 


ward at said el 

Answer. They were very particular to do so. I think Mr. Reddy counted every 
ballot cast. Iremember it very distinctly, because he was of different politiesfrom 
me, and was very particular to have them carefully counted, especially for Repre- 
sentative to Congress. 


Reddy was democratic United States inspector, and William S. 
Crosby the republican, at ward 14. In this ward they left out 25 
votes for Mr. Dean and 11 for Field. 

Alban S. Green, clerk, ward 15, says, page 164: 

8 7. State Who acted as United States supervisors in said ward at 


Answer. I couldn't give their names ; there were two; one was a Mr. Os- 
F I work in the same room with him; have 
rgotten his first name. 


Int. 8. State whether said supervisors personally scrutinized, canvassed, and 
counted all the ballots for Representative to Congress cast in said ward at said 


election. 
A. They did ly scrutinize the coun but did not count all the bal- 
lots ; 3 scrutinize every ballot. ting, 


Kemp Kimball, clerk, ward 17, says, page 167: 
In 


8. State whether said supervisors personally scrutinized, can- 
and counted all the ballota for Representative to Congress cast in said 


vassed, 

ward at said election. 

Answer, The sat by the table where ag fet being counted, within 
the rail, watching the counting as it ed, and, I think, in a few cases count- 
ing certain piles of ballots. e en counting for all officers was done in their 
presence, and they had free access to all the proceedings, I do not think they 
counted all the ballots for Representative to Congress. 


WHO M'CLEARY, CITY CLERK, IB. 
Hugh O’Brien, democratic alderman, says, page 55: 
Inte 7. Did mmittee tak evidence with regard to the chal- 
longed votes above referred 101 sieg 


er. We took no evidence. 
Int. S. To what political party does Mr. Samuel F. McCleary, the city clerk, 


belong! 
‘A. That's a question I couldn't answer. I think he is very indifferent about 
such matters. I never heard him express an opinion about those matters. 


oe H. Thomes, democratic inspector, ward 18, says, pages 75 
and 76: 


Interrogatory 14. Acco: to common reputation in ward 18, to what political 
party in national politics — McCleary, the city clerk, belong? Ai 
Answer. Ho never makes much demonstration asa politician, but he has always 
been classed as a republican. 
Cross-examination by William G. Russell, esq., of counsel for incumbent: 


Cross-int. 1. Do you know for whom Mr. Mi has voted at any presidential 
or what has been his vote for or at any election ? 
A. No; I can’t positively swear. I the last time he voted he put his vote 
in a sealed envelope, in the city election. 
Cross-int. 2. Has he not for twenty years and upward been elected to the present 
asic Teoma both parties f 
e 
THE SAFE WHERE M'CLEARY KEPT THE BALLOTS. 


O’Brien says, page 153: 


fame gee? 6 10. Please describe what sort of a safe it is, and where it is. 

Answer. It is on the lower floor of city-hall, the basement, ae the office 
of the board of heath; you enter it after opening two iron doors, but when you get 
inside it is a well-lighted apartment; there is a window which lights it up. 
I asked if it was entirely fire- 1 to deposit records, The city 
clerk answered the question by saying it was diately under the vault of the 
treasurer's office. 


p No one suspected they were tampered with. O’Brien says, page 
57: 


Interrogatory 36. Have you any suspicion, or reason for suspicion, that in the case 
of the election of November 7. 1226. the envelopes or balou ares in any way tam- 
with before they were recounted by your committee! 
Ans#er, None whatever. 
Int. 37. Did you ever hear a suggestion of any such suspicion ? 
A. Never. 


It is agreed the boxes with the blots were delivered to McCleary 
on election day, page 171: 

It is agreed that these envelopes were duly transmitted from the several wards 
to the city clerk of said city, on the day of the election, November 7, 1876, sealed 
with the seals of the several wards, and bearing the certificates now appended 
thereto, copics whereof are hereto annexed, and that the several parties signing the 

certificates were the ward officers, acting in the several capacities in which 
they appear by such certificates to have i 


on the day of such election. 
G. RUSSELL, 
Of Counsel for Walbridge A. Field. 


of Counsel for Benjamin Dean. 


1878. 
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HOW M'CLEARY RECEIVED AND KEPT THE BALLOTS. 
Mr. McCleary says: 
Interrogatory 2. cnt 2 held the office, and did hold this office 
on the 7th of last Novem =a ie a 
3 I have held the office for twenty-five years, and held it on 7th of No- 
vem 
Int. 4 Please state whether or not on that day the envelopes containing the bal- 
lots for member of Con for the third congressional dlekrlet were received by 
Sonat Tent epee ame whom, and whether sealed or not, and what was done 
A. The said FFC envelopes, as re- 
quired by law, from the several co: les baa eye for the different wards, at my 
office. I then placed them in my safe and loc them up. 
Int. 4. Whats were the seals upon the envelopes, and in what condition were they 


vie 8 by you. 
with the seals of the several wards, and they 


The seals were of wax, stam: 
ses unbroken at the time of their reception in ay ae 
trict were they so received by 


iat 5. From what wards in this 
ert Wards Nos. Post ae 15, — 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 24. 

Int. 7. Please sta hat certificates tes there were, if any, upon each of the boxes 
when they were —.— oa by you, as testified. 

A. There were certificates o — of the boxes in the same form as the blank 
here produced ed and marked K.“ and each certificate was sisie by by the 
warden, clerk, and a majority Be) the 3 for the ward from which it came; 
differin only’ in the numbers of wards and districts, as indicated by the blanks 
in the form here produced. The ériginal oe certificate is pasted upon each box here 


juced. 
Int. 8, State whether or not the said envelopes, containing the ballots, were 
1 in your care; and, if so, where and in What condition and to what time. 
They were; they continued locked up in my safe, under m 
Pi unbroken, until ex:mined by the committee of the board 


to the 5 


were ha: 
oo T the recount, so far as you know. 

A W the request of the committee, I delivered the 88 containing the 
votes for Representative to Congress for the third congressional district to them 
for the purpose of a recount, and they opened the env and counted the 5 
an frog agony room, within five days vE the election, and returned the boxes to me 
with FFF and signed by the 
eee setting forth that the boxes were opened for ree I annex a 
copy of the certificate referred to. The certificates — Basen respect, that 
some were dated November 10 and some November 11, oF as the day on 
which the count was made varied. The certificates for wards 13 to 17 inclusive 

were dated November 10, and wards 18 to 24 inclusive November 11. (The copy 
referred to is marked W. W.—L.” 


HOW RECOUNT WAS MADE. 


S. B. Stebbins, alderman, page 124: 


Interrogatory 4. State what then took place; from whom the committee received 
the envelopes containing the ballots; in what condition these be 9 4 era were when 
received 2 the committee, and what was then done bythe committee in respect to 


meeting of the committee was on Friday afternoon, November 
10, in one of the 5 rooms in the city ball. The committee received the 
envelopes containin 1 — from the city clerk; they were in proper form and 
order and sealed wi ward seals, and the seals were unbroken. The 
committee were all t code commenced their labor with ward 13 first. The 
envelope was 0 by the chairman of the committee, myself, in presence of the 
other members of the committee. The were carefully taken from = envel- 
opes and carefully upon the table, and were then first counted by th 
5 for candidates for member of Congress from the third con- 
trict. 3 committee made a count and 
the same result. 8 made a record 
There was an appii 


McCleary, eR 132: 
Redirect 15. Which count of ballots was made first, the count for member of 
plate head eee, ROE eres for Stato e ee 
made about the same time 


cross-examination as being 
Answer. The count for member of Congress was made first by the committee, 


and at the conclusion of their count the count was made to verify the election for 


State officers; it was the same in each 

Int. 23. In the cases which you have referred to, where a count was made by 
Messrs. Priest, Lee, and Clapp of the votes for members of the State ure, 
while the boxes were for the p of counting the ballots for member of 
Con; from the third district, w m pene count was made first, that by the committee 
of ots for member of „or that which was made by the assistants for 
members of the Legislature! State the whole course 

A. I think I have already stated the envelopes 3 the ballots cast for 
member of Congress for the third congressional district was, in every . — 
opened and counted by the committee before the count was made for members 
the Legislature. 


e ene Viles, page 135: 


n What seals, if any, were u the envelopes when they were so 
brouuht’ in, and in what condition wie the N x 
Answer. The city seal was upon them and always y whole. 7 
Int. 1³ Was this recount for State officers in wards 13 and 14 made before or 
after the recount made by the Legere of the board of aldermen Me member of 
Coe peed =e third district 


eran, 8 alderman, page 151: 


Interrogato ee ee re- 
ceived ee a in what condition wars the seals? 1555 

Answer. The seals of the ward officers and the condition of them were perfect. 
One seal was a little out of pat broken little by r boxes round, not 
— ae as to indicate opening. I don't know whether that was at this count 
or the others. 

Int. 13. How did the committee proceed to count? State fully and particularly 


ms 8 th ae together of 
ter brea. 0 as = s one 
y . at, 8 * of twenty-five 


kind as we could 3 
each. Alderman Stebbins commenced the count, followed by ron apts then wy 
h member 
vote separately, not 8 each other. If 


m self, and each member of the committee made tbeir count 
the committee counted ev 
tho democratic votes came up first in the box we took those eraa eounted them, 
and then took the others out. 
Int. 14. Whether you counted the ballots contained in each envelope severally 
before beginning on any other? 


A. We counted the ballots in each box separately, and before commencing on 
any other that box was sealed up and put away. eine we sealed up the box we 
W the coant af all three agreed before we 


3 


* * * . 
Int. 1 18. Whether or not this recount of ballots for State officers was made before 
ballots had 


or after the same been counted by you for member of Congress and the 
one recorded by you? 
A. Made after. 
NO STICKERS FELL OFF. 
Lace says, page 133: 
snips ps oh A hid ESE OT DOE eed Treen Nb tags dete O X wn as 
eee e ers, and whether your committee carefally examined the to 


er were any such detached from the ballots, and the result of such exam- 
m 

Answer. I am familiar with them; they are names of candidates printed upon 
paper prepared ar a Upped 5 to paste overo other names 8 Great 
care was exe! and no 
were found detached from the ballots. W N 


Viles says, page 137: 

Interrogatory 25. Did you look to see whether there were any pasters or stickers 
in the 3 = * or d from the en z 

Answer. TVT and also on the floor where Mr. 
Stebbins Stebbins was and no one ever took any ballots out of the 
n Stebbins. 


id you find any such stickers or pasters remaining in the envelopes or 
upin n 9 5 or the table? 
n 


e says, page 151: 
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I will briefly allude to that testimony. It shows that at this elec- 
tion, when the ballots had been counted at the ward precincts, they 
were put into a package, or envelope, or box, which was sealed up 
with a seal, and that seal was kept in the pocket of the ward clerk. 
A paper indorsed by the inspectors of elections of the ward was then 

upon the box and those boxes were taken to the city hall and 
there placed in a vault. Under the law the constables are directed 
to take the boxes to the city hall. The election was over about four 
o'clock in the day, and the counting was completed about half an 
hour later. Then, in the broad, open day-light, these ten ward con- 
stables of the ten wards of Boston constituting this congressional dis- 
trict carried the boxes through the streets of m to the city hall, 
the boxes thus sealed and indorsed, upon the evening of Tuesday, 
November 7, 1876. 

The constables delivered those boxes into the custody of the city 

clerk, According to the record these boxes were so delivered to the 

roper officer, who put them into the vault upon that Tuesday even- 
ing, and there they remained until Friday morning, when this recount 
began. But two days intervened—Wednesday and Thursday—from 
the time the boxes were put into the vault until the time when this 
recount be One of the witnesses, Mr, McCleary, swears that that 
vault was locked; that the key was kept in his pocket; that the 
vault was not open caring has time; that no one went into it until 
the boxes were taken out by himself on the Friday morning for the 
recount. 

Mr. McCleary, according to the record, is an old gentleman, who 
has been clerk of the city of Boston for over twenty-five years, un- 
changed and undisturbed amid all the convulsions of parties, per- 
sonal animosities, and everything of that kind. According to the 
testimony he is a man who was so pure and free from political bias 
that none of the witnesses knew what were his politics. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. ‘They say that he voted the republican 
ticket. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, he had a right to do that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not deny it. 

Mr. WALSH. And a republican may be honest. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not deny that either. But you 
said nobody knew what were his politics. 

Mr. W. H. Upon this Friday morning these boxes were brought 
out one by one, not all at a time. It is proved that the seals on them 
were unbroken, that the indorsements upon them were unchanged. 
Each ward box was opened and the ballots in that box were counted 
before any other box was opened. The boxes were taken out of the 
vault one at a time, and only the votes for member of Con, were 
counted; not the whole twenty-seven or thirty names which were on 
the ballots. 

That count was made by three aldermen, and of those three alder- 
men two were democrats. They made this recount, they swear that 
they made it carefully, that they made it correctly, that they counted 
all the ballots in the boxes, and thut the result which they have given 
you is what was the result of those ballots in the boxes. 
ae HARRIS, of Virginia. Did not those three men give the plu- 

ity — 

Mi, WALSH. I cannot yield to the gentleman now; he will have 
oF time to-morrow. 

r. 


I have no time to be interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Did they not give it to Dean? 

cp iain No; those three men did not give the majority to 
Dean 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The plurality. 

Mr. WALSH. The contest was whether 25 ballots for Field, with 
the designation of another congressional district, should be counted 
for him or not. That was all the contest upon which commenced 
this whole proceeding now before us here, It is only since the case 
has come here that this new ground has been taken. 

The whole contest there was whether those 25 votes for Mr. Field, 
giving a wrong designation of the district, should be counted for him 
or not. These three aldermen, appointed by the democratic mayor 
of the eity of Boston, two of them democrats, swear that the recount 
was correctly made; that it brings out the result of the ballots which 
were put in the boxes, and all the testimony shows that the boxes 
were not tampered with; that no ballots were changed, none put in 
and none taken out. Where, then, I ask, is there ground for any man 
to stand upon and say that we shall overthrow the law of Massachu- 
setts and unseat a member who has his certificate like all the rest of 
us, upon testimony that does not impugn the final count upon which 
he received that certificate, except by setting up the preliminary 
count to which the law of Massachusetts does not intrust the ascer- 
tainment of the result? Any one who will look at the table of the 
result of the recount (which I publish with my remarks) will see that 
there was no tampering with the ballot-boxes. Mr. Dean gains two 
or three votes in one ward and loses two or three in another, and the 
case is the same with Mr. Field. Mr. Dean actually gains 25 votes 
by the reconnt in ward 16. Now, if any one were tampering with 
tho ballot-boxes he would not do it by making these little changes 
and going all through the different wards. The ballot-box stuffer 
sate not break open all the boxes, but would put in or take out 
enough ballots in one of the boxes to give his friend the election. 
But in this case we have only little fragments of difference, the result 


of the little errors and accidents that would necessarily happen in the 
making of the first count. I believe there are very few elections 
where the first count is absolutely correct, though in general the 
majority for one party or the other is so large that a recount would 
be unimportant. But I never yet knew of arecount anywhere where 
the result was exactly the same as on the first count, because on the 
recount there is more time tomake the computation accurate ; the 
officers are freer from excitement and their attention is not diverted 
by loud and angry conversation and by hurrahing by the different 
parties, and all the other things that disturb them on the day of the 
election. A recount rarely or never corresponds exactly with the 
original count; and the only reason why a recount is not oftener 
made is because the majority is generally so large that a recount 
would not affect the result in any way. Where all possibility of 
tampering with the ballots is excluded by the testimony, as in this 
case, we may very safely determine the result by the recount. 

Somebody has given great importance to the fact that one vote for 
a man named Smith was not found in the box on the recount, although 
it is given in the return of the ward officers. Well, sir, this is avery 
small feather to overturn the official count made under the laws of 
Massachusetts, and sworn to as correct by the men who made it, two 
of them men of my own party. Why, sir, that vote for Smith was 
not visible to the eyes of the United States supervisors; it does not 
appear ma their count ai all. They did not return it because they did 
not see it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They returned no scattering votes. 

Mr. WALSH. I know that they returned no scattering votes; but 
their papers or returns do not state that they found such votes and 
did not return them. They are sworn according to law to see that 
every man gets the votes that are cast for him. Why did they not 
see that this man Smith received that one vote cast for him for mem- 
ber of Congress? If there was a vote castfor Smith, and if the ward 
officers saw it, it did not get into the box; for the United States 
supervisors did not see it, and the three aldermen did not see it. 
How can the grand sum total of the result of this election be affected 
by a little question like that, whether one vote for a third party was 
in the ballot-box or not? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There was only a difference of 4 votes 

either way. 
Mr. WALSH. Well, this vote for Smith could not go to either of 
these parties. Smith is not here complaining. The question as to 
his vote is brought in only because “ drowning men catch at straws.” 
When in the trial of a great cause you find men hanging around the 
outskirts of the great central question for scraps of irrelevant matter 
it shows, in my view, that they lack weightier matters reaching to the 
merits to dwell upon. 

Now, it has been said that there were “stickers” or “pasters” upon 
some tickets with Mr. Dean’s name on, and that on the recount these 
may have fallen off. Well, of course, anything may have happened 

rovided it is not a natural impossibility. But the merits of causes 

ke this are not determined by guesses and conjectures. Unfortu- 

nately, however, for this wild conjecture, the witnesses all swear— 

the three aldermen, the city clerk, and everybody who was present— 

that at the recount “ pasters” or “stickers” were carefully looked for, 

that none were found in the boxes and none fell upon the floor. That 
of the question as to “stickers,” 

I have looked at this case carefully and conscientiously, with no 
desire, of course, to reach a conclusion against my own party friend. 
J do not profess to be free from party bias. Iam a democrat, have 
always belonged to the democratic party, and always hope to belong 
to it. I believe it to be the grandest political party that was ever 
known in the history of the world. 

I cannot read the history of the United States without seeing that 
the democratic party sat at its cradle, and that it was to its states- 
manship, its watchfulness, its fidelity to the trust of human liberties 
committed to it, that the Republic is indebted for the grand and glo- 
rious position it now occupies. Sir, I would not do anything to injure 
the democratic party, but, on the contrary, I would do all I could in 
honor and in truth to sustain it, to elevate it, and restore it again to 
the control of the Government. But gentlemen who do not see very 
far sometimes make great mistakes. They think in their day and 
persion they are accomplishing a great deal, but itis the man who 

ooks to the outcome of the more distant future who, in my judgment, 
is to be considered the wisest. However that may be, I shall vote to 
retain the sitting member in his seat, not certainly from any party 
predilection for him, but because I honestly believe, under the law 
and facts which govern me in this case, he is entitled to the seat. 


ARMY COOKING. 


Phe SPEAKER pro tempore, 1 7 5 Porrzn in the chair,) by unani- 

mous consent, laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 

War, recommending the repeal of section 1233 of the Revised Stat- 

utes; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
WASHINGTON ARSENAL, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the disposi- 
tion of the Washington Arsenal; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

PROTECTION OF FUR SEALS, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
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the House a letter from the of the 


Secretary Treasury, relative to 
aending a vessel to Alaska for the protection of seal, and asking an 
appropriation forthe same; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

FEES FOR COPIES OF OFFICIAL PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER pro tem also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the Honse a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in reference to 
the expenses of furnishing certified copies of official papers for pur- 
poses in which the Government has no interest, and suggesting the 
propriety of some provision authorizing a charge to cover said ex- 
penses; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. FREEMAN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for the remainder of the week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

SWAYNE, HOWARD & CO, 


On motion of Mr. CRAVENS, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Swayne, Howard & Co., no adverse report having been 
made on it. 

JAMES SUTLISE. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
papers accompanying House bill No. 240, for the relief of James Sut- 

ise, no adverse report haying been made on it. 


J. D. BINFORD. 


Mr. PRICE moved, by unanimons consent, to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers 8 House bill No. 704, grant- 
ing a pension to J. D. Binford, repo versely from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. Under the rule the application will 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) to prescribe the time for the pay- 
ment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other p ; and 

An act i No. 528) to authorize the Worthington and Sioux Falls 
Railroad Company to extend its road into the Territory of Dakota, to 
the village of Sioux Falls. 


LUCINDA ROBINSON. 


Mr. TIPTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4107) granting a pension to Lucinda Robinson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
und ordered to be printed. 


NAVY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. KIMMEL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2240) to amend sections 1416, 
1417, 1418, 1419, 1420, and 1624 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the Navy; which, with the accompanying report, 
was ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to be brought back 
by a motion to reconsider. 


NORMAN WIARD. 


Mr. BANKS, by ananimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4108) for the relief of Norman Wiard ; which was read a first and sec- 
ona 2 5 referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT TAXES. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I move, by unanimous consent, to 
take from the Speaker’s table an act (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an 
act entitled “An act for the support of the government for the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for other 

urposes,” returned from the Senate with amendments. This bill re- 

ates to the new assessment for the District of Columbia, which was 
passed by the Honse some time ago, but has been delayed to the pres- 
ent time in the Senate. The amendments of the Senate merely strike 
out “ July” where it occurs and inserts August.“ It is important 
the bill should pass at once, and I hope there will be no objection to 
concurring in the Senate amendments. 

There was no objection, and the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were concurred in; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE CLENDENIN, JR. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4109) for the relief of George Clendenin, jr.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HISCOCK, (at five o’clock and three 
minutes p. m.,) the Honse adjourned, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of praten, e vers, booksellers, 
electrotypers, and others, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, for the impo- 
sition of a duty on electrotype printing plates—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Mary N. De Haven, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: Resolutions of the Avensis (Georgia) Cotton Ex- 
change, favoring the 8 of the Bep ens Pacific Railroad bill— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railro: 

Also, the petition of 393 citizens of Hall County, Georgia, of simi- 
lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN : The petition of citizens of Frankfort, Ken- 
2 for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr BLAIR : The petition of O. C. Hatch and 37 other citizens 
of Littleton, New Hampshire, of similar import—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. BLISS: The petition of J. J. Vail, Thomas D. Hudson, J. P. 
Crawford, Alexander Underhill, J. N. Christmas, George H. Eageman, 
Robinson Gill, and other citizens of Brooklyn, New York, against a 
revival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee: The petition of Ferdinand M. 
Tuck, for compensation for a horse lost in the United States service— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: The petition of James M. Sweareagin, exec- 
utor, &c., for compensation for property taken by the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petition of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, California, against an increase of duty on boiler-tubes—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FELTON : The petition of citizens of Cobb County, Geo 
for Government aid to the Texas Pacific Rai rovided it is con- 
structed on the thirty-second pdrallel—to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of citizens of Ohio, against the pas- 
sage of the Williams bill for the protection of fish—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. GAUSE: The petition of citizens of Lee County, Arkansas, 
in relation to the improvement of L’Anguille River—to the same 
committee. 

Ry Mr. HARTZELL: Memorial and resolutions of the city council 
of Cairo, Illinois, favoring the passage of the Texas Pacific Railroad 
bill—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, memorial and resolutions of the city council of Cairo, Ilinois, 
for the adoption of such measures for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River and the protection of the country bordering on it as 
will speedily afford relief from the dangers of its navigation and its 
excessive floods—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of the publisher of the Republican 
Daily Journal, Lawrence, Ransis: for the abolition of the duty on 
t to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. HERBERT: The petition of Hon. A. N. Worthy and other 
citizens of Troy, Alabama, for aid to the Texas Pacific Railroad—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HISCOCK : The petition of citizens of New York, = 
the revival of the income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petitions of the publishers of the Manis- 
tee (Michigan) Times and Standard, of the Wexford County (Michi- 

) Pioneer, of the Evart (Michigan) Review, of the Reed City 
(Michigan) Weekly Clarion, and of the Otsego County (Michigan) 
Herald, for the abolition of the duty on typet the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Peter W. Hornback, Stephen R. Rhodes, and 
150 other citizens of Point Saint Ignace, Michigan, against the pas- 
sage of the bill to regulate and protect fisheries—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Choctaw 
County, Alabama, for the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of 
panio lands among the States in aid of popular education—to the 

ommittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. LORING: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Niles, of 
Massachusetts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The ponu of Sarah L. Knox, of San José, 
California, for the removal of her political disabilities—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAISH: Papers 1 to the pension claim of Mary 
Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 130 citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio, against any changa in the tariff on wool and woolens—to the 
Committee-of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of 35 citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, against 
any change of the tariff on wool and woolen goods and against any 
change of the tariff laws—to the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the Ohio State grange, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Castalia, Ohio, opposing any reduction of the tariff on wools and 
woolens—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRISON : The petitions of the publishers of the Daily 
and Weekly Gazette, East Saint Louis, Illinois, and of the Highland 
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(Illinois) Courier, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, 
against any tax upon incomes—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEAL: The petition of T. M. Cherry and 50 other citizens 
of Hocking County, Ohio, against any change in the tariff—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the bankrupt law, mak- 
mri uniform, decreasing expenses, &c—to the Committee on the 

ndiciary. 

By Mr. PUGH: Resolutions of the Board of Freeholders of Hudson 
County, New Jersey, in favor of making Jersey City a port of entry— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of Allison, Smith & Johnson and 
other printers, stereotypers, and others of Cincinnati, Ohio, in re; 
to the duty on type and stereotype or electrotype plates—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of John A. Park, for a pension 
and land warrant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Purifay Tingle, for compensation for stores 
taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STARIN: The petition of John W. Thompson and others 
of Ballston Spa, New York, and of N. M. Estebrook and others of the 
same place, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange 
of Augusta, Georgia, in favor of the Texas and Pacific Railroad bill 
introduced in the House by Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, memorial of Professor L. H. Charbonnier, of the Georgia State 
University, in the behalf of Athens, Georgia, as a proper place for the 
location of a branch mint of the Uni States—to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of J. C. Johnson and others, of Mem- 
phis, Tennessee, and of James N. Falls, administrator, &c., for the 
refunding of taxes collected from them on rope and bagging—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petitions of F, M. Mendenhall and of James R. Wray, for 
compensation for property taken by the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 27, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INTERMENT OF HON. J. E. LEONARD. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the provisions of the concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives relating to the subject, 
the Chair appoints Messrs. Eustis, SAUNDERS, and CONOVER as the 
committee on the part of the Senate to meet the body of Hon. JOHN 
EDWARDS LEONARD, late a Representative from the State of Lonisi- 
ana, upon its arrival at New York, and escort it to the place of inter- 
ment at West Chester, Pennsylvania. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FERRY presented a memorial of M. M. Locke and others, citi- 

zens of Michigan, merchants, fishermen, &c., remonstrating against 
the proposed transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to 
the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. HOAR presented the memorial of James William and others, 
of Massachusetts, and the memorial of Edward Lawrence and others, 
of Boston, remonstrating against the passage of any act imposing a 
tax on incomes; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the memorial of Alexander H. Rice, gov- 
ernor, the Jieutenant-governor, all the members of the executive 
council, and the secretary of State of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, expressing their opinion that the efficiency of the life-saving 
service will be greater if left with the Revenne-Marine Bureau than 
if the same be transferred to the Navy Department, and they most 
respectfully recommend that such transfer should not be made. I 
move that the memorial lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I present the memorial of Wilcox Brothers and 
others, vessel-owners, masters, and agents, of the city of Toledo, Ohio, 
respectfully and earnestly remonstrating against the p e of the 
bill to transfer the life-saving and coast-guard service from the Treas- 
ury to the Navy Department, and stating that in their opinion the 
life-saving service under its present administration has given satis- 
factory proof of efficient management, and any interference, as con- 
templated, they regard as dangerous, wild, and speculative. I move 
that the memorial lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 


Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of James C. Horton and others, 
citizens of Kansas, praying that Congress may pass an act for the re- 


lief of Alexander McDonald who purchased eight hundred and seven- 
-two acres of land from the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston 
ilway Company, and from the Missouri, Kansas, and Texas Rail- 
way Company, being a part of the ceded tract, so that the same 
may be granted to him; which was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr. WITHERS. I present a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Virginia, requesting certain Congressional action upon the 
award of commissioners for settling the boundary line between 
Virginia and Maryland. As the Legislature of Maryland has not yet 
acted upon that matter, I move that for the present the resolution lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a petition of the Board 
of Trade of the city of Philadelphia, praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments therein mentioned to the bankrupt laws; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 8. J. Abbott and others, 
citizens of Waterville, Maine, remonstrating against the passage of 
any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK presented the memorial of John W. Story and othe: 
citizens ef Louisville, Kentucky, remonstrating against the passage o 
any act imposing a tax on incomes ; which was referred to the Coat. 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. THURMAN presented the petition of George R. Herrick, of 
the District of Columbia, praying to be reimbursed a certain amount 
of money paid by him under an erder of the bodrd of police com- 
missioners on account of the robbery of his office safe while he was 
property clerk of the Metropolitan police of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the memorial of Archibald Turner & 
Co., Jacob Lorillard, Isaac Bell, and a large number of other promi- 
nent merchants, bankers, and ship-owners in the city of New York, 
remonstrating against the proposed change of the life-saving service 
from the Treasury to the Navy Department. I move that this me- 
morial lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of William F. Rogers and 
others, citizens of the city of New York, engaged in the business of 
printing, remonstrating against the removal by Congress of duties 
on foreign imports; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CON G. I present also a memorial signed by a large num- 
berof active business men of New York, remonstrating, for very abun- 
dant reasons, as I think, against the reimposition of the income tax. 
I move the reference of this memorial to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 342) for the relief of Henrietta Groesbeck, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 471) for the relief of M. S. Dranghn, reported it without 
3 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 378) for the relief of William L. Hickam, of Missouri, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of William L. Adams, late collector of customs at 
Astoria, Oregon, praying to be relieved from all liability on account 
of money stolen from him while being transported to San Francisco, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 997) for the 
relief of William L. Adams. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the petition of George R. Dennis, of Maryland, praying com- 
13338 for damages to his schooner, William J. Dennis, alleged to 

ve been caused by her being run into and sunk by the Government 
steamer General Meigs, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by 
a bill (S. No. 998) for the relief of George R. Dennis, of Maryland. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mrs, Eliza E. Hebert, of Louisiana, praying compensation for 
commissary and quartermaster stores alle; to have been taken by 
order of Brigadier-General Halbert E. Paine in 1863, submitted a re- 
port thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 999) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eliza E. Hebert. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to state that the chairman 
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of the Committee on Claims, the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Mo- 
MILLAN, I and I dissent from the report of the majority just submitted 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is correct. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of George M. Hazen, of Tennessee, praying com- 
pensation for the use and occupancy of his property by United States 
military forces during the late war, submitted a report thereon accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 1000) for the relief of George M. Hazen. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 3063) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, 
reported it with amendments, 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appropria- 
tion for filling up, draining, and placing in good sani condition 
the grounds south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and 
for other 8 reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 246) to correct commencement of renewal of pension 
of Anna Brasel, widow of Dayid Brasel, eant in Captain Gor- 
don’s company, Colonel Neal’s regiment, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1001) extending the jurisdiction of the cir- 
cuit court of the United States, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that that bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. It relates exclusively to patent business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1002) nting pensions to Indians who 
were in the service of the United States in the war of 1812 as scouts, 
guides, or warriors; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

. MAXEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1003) to establish an educational fund and 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to public educa- 
tion, and to provide for the more complete endowment and support 
of national colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial 
education; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1004) appropriating moneys for improve- 
ment of Harlem River between Randall's Island and Hudson River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

ATLANTIC AND NORTH CAROLINA RAILROAD. 


Mr. MERRIMON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the 5 War communicate to the Senate all such infor- 
mation as may be in the War Office in relation to when the Government took pos- 
session of the Atlantic and North Carolina Railroad; how Jong the Government 
had possession of the same; what rates of fares and freights it established, and 
what were the gross receipts of money received on account of freights and 
from the ist day of May, A. D. 1865, to the 26th of October, A. D. 1865. 


COLONIAL CHARTERS AND CONSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the copies of the charters and constitutions heretofore ordered to 
be printed by the Senate be bound. 
REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, 3 rt 
for year 1876-77; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That there be 

inted 5,000 extra copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 

‘or the year 1876-'77, of which 1,500 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,500 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 5 an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to 

rovide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 

overnment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior 
years, and for other p ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RAY AND WILLIAM L. M’MILLEN. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to take up the resolution of the Senate for the 
payment of John Ray and William L. MeMillen. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. KELLOGG, January 15: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate full compensation and mileage as Sena- 


tors to John Ray and William L. McMillen for the unexpired term of WILLIAM P. 
KELLOGG in the Forty-second Congress. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections with an amendment to strike out all after the words “con- 
tingent fund of the Senate” and insert “the sum of $1,000 each to 
John Ray and William L. McMillen, as full compensation for their 
expenses as contestants for a seat in the Senate for the unexpired 
term of WILLIAM P. KELLOGG in 1873 ;” so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 
out of the Sterne fund of the Senate the sum of $1,000 each to John Ray 
William L. Me „as full compensation for their expenses as contestants for a 
seat in the Senate for the unexpired term of WILLIAM P. KELLOGG in 1873. 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senate will listen to a statement which will 
take about a minute, I think there will be no opposition to the reso- 
lution, and that it will save the necessity of reading the report; but 
if any Senator calls for the reading of the report, it can be read. The 
facts of the case are these: upon the resignation of Governor KELLOGG 
as Senator from Louisiana on the 13th of January, 1873, there were 
two rival bodies then claiming to be the State Legislature of Louis- 
iana; one of them elected Mr. Ray and the other elected Mr. McMil- 
len; and these gentlemen appeared and applied for the seat severally. 
The committee before whom they appeared, after a long investiga- 
tion, occupying more than a month, reported that there was no State 
government in Louisiana. That resolve was rejected by the Senate, 
and the Senate adjourned witheut taking any action upon the claim 
of these two rival claimants to the seat. 

The rival claimants appeared as counsel before the committee and 
conducted, with other pee, an examination into the entire his- 
tory of the election in Louisiana, the entire question between the two 
rival State governments, and all the great public questions with which 
the Senate are familiar, which grew out of that matter. But their 
claim to the seat was never determined by the Senate. The Com- 
mittee on Privil and Elections are that the contest was a 
fit contest for each party to make, and that it was proper that their 
claim should be presented to the Senate. The unbroken u insuch 
cases of the Senate has been to allow contestants under such circum- 
stances the full salary and mileage, which in this case would amount 
to about 82,700. On making their application the then committee 
in 1873 reported that that was a vicious practice, and submitted a 
resolution that these gentlemen be allowed their actual expenses and 
no more. That resolution was not acted upon at all by the Senate. 
It was reported some eighteen months after the contest. Afterward 
the Senate went back in other cases to the old practice, and in the 
Alabama case of Mr. Sykes allowed the full salary and mil 
amounting to a very large sum. The Committee on Privileges an 
Elections in the present case are unanimously agreed not to follow 
that precedent, but to limit these gentlemen in the present case to 
their actual expenses and disbursements. But the committee thought, 
as the rule of the Senate had been otherwise and these gentlemen 
had no notice whatever of a rule which would have required them to 
preserve vouchers and minute specific accounts of all their expenses, 
that it was not reasonable to require of them at this distance of time 
such vouchers, which they say they did not preserve and are unable 
to furnish; and we repor that the sum of a thousand dollars 
apiece was a reasonable and moderate estimate of their actual charges 
and expenses under the circumstances. 

They traveled here from Louisiana; they performed a service which 
they would have been warranted in employing distinguished counsel 
to perform and charging it to the contingent fund of the Senate if 
their expenses and disbursements were to be allowed. One of them 
was an eminent lawyer, Mr. Ray, the republican claimant, who laid 
aside his professional business and was attendant here for a month, 
and the other gentleman, Mr. McMillen, though I believe not a law- 
yer, is an eminent and able man who rendered important service in 
the investigation not only of his claim to a seat, but in the general 
investigation in which the Senate and the committee were en 

Under these circumstances the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions are unanimous in the belief that a reasonable disposition of the 
question is to allow them a thousand dollars apiece. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not propose to make opposition to the action 
of the committee who have no doubt intelligently and carefully con- 
sidered this case, or to oppose my discretion of the allowance to these 
parties to theirs. I very well remember the tangled skein of politics 
that came to us from Louisiana. It seems to me that after the cre- 
dentials of Mr. McMillen were before the Senate and the presence of 
those credentials was as a cause of rejection of the credentials 
of Pinchback who came here claiming his place, Mr. McMillen had 

laced himself so in the hands of a Senator then upon the floor from 
uisiana, Mr. West, that he felt authorized to rise and withdraw 
Mr. MeMillen's credentials in order to make way for Mr. Pinchback. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me tosay that 
that related to another and a different term. This contest was in 
relation to the unexpired term of the then Senator KELLOGG, who 
afterward became governor of the State. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not wish to oppose myself to any fact found 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections in this case, but to 
state that which arises to my mind, that at the time Mr. McMillen’s 
credentials were withdrawn the idea prevailed, I cannot say precisely 
upon what proof, that there had been an accommodation of these 
rival claims which had resulted in such compensation to Mr. McMil- 
len for his withdrawal of his papers as would have made the present 


2054 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 27, 


reimbursement for his expenses superfluous. I do not know the fact. 
I remember this was stated at the time; and I remember that Mr. 
MeMillen’s claims were in the hands of a gentleman entirely op 

to himself here in EPET so that he apparently could withdraw 
them at his will, and he did do sò, and the idea here, as in another 


two bodies claiming to be the a apo raang Y a Dedan Y 
and the other as the Kellogg ure, John Ray and William L. McMillen 
claimed the seat made vacant in the 


Senate b n 


branch of Congress, was that the contestants had settled the matter | had in the prosecution 

among themselves and that the one 5 pay had paid a due | pott Fee eee ee hi gulicty of = tomatoe Ce ree 

8 of it over to the other. Mr. Pinchback’s claim I think was | of their election until claims respectively by the Senate; 
e 


modest sum of sixteen or eighteen thousand dollars, which was 
paid to him when he never had sat in this body one hour or rendered 
one farthing of service, but on the contrary a good deal on the other 
side to the people of this country. 

I do not wish to oppose the discretion of a committee who are com- 
posed of intelligent members of this body, but I must confess that I 
regret that their discretion has tended to believe that there should 
be compensation in this case. 

Mr. HOAR. I repeat that the information as to facts, which the 
Senator from Delaware has, relates to a wholly different term. Of 
course, the committee have not investigated, and could not investi- 

te, any such matter; but in regard to this term, the then Commit- 
a on Privileges and Elections, I believe without any dissent, reported 
eighteen months after the occurrence that these contestants were en- 
titled to be paid their charges and expenses. There was no dissent 
then, as far as I am aware, from that report, except by those who 
thought they ought to be paid, under the usage of the Senate, the 
full salary and mileage. e only difference between the present 

rt and that is, that while we limit them to the smaller sum, we 
think, under the peculiar circumstances, it is not just to require of 
them vouchers as to every detail, but have made an estimate. 

Mr. GARLAND. I call for the reading of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas calls for the 
reading of the report of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I sbould like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether Mr. McMillen was not elected twice, for two different 


terms? 

Mr. HOAR. The legislatures, as I understand, the rival bodies, 
undertook to elect Ray and McMillen for the unexpired term of Mr. 
KELLOGG. Then they undertook to elect severally McMillen and 
Pinchback for the following full term, which began on March 4, 1873. 
This report relates wholly to the contest for the unexpired term. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are the claims for the other terms before the 
committee? 

Mr. HOAR. They were disposed of by the Senate ; and, if I am not 
mistaken, the Senate a on the old and more liberal theory of 
giving the claimant, though they denied him the seat, full salary and 
2 which amounted, as the Senator from Delaware says, to the 
sum of $16,000 or $17,000. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Over $18,000. 

Mr. GARLAND. The report is not long. Let us have the report 


read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hoar 
on the 22d instant: 


‘The Committee on Privil and Elections, to whom was referred Senate resolu- 
* pay John Ray and William L. McMillen compensation and mileage, report 
as OWS: 


The full term of WILHAM P. KELLOGG, Senator from Louisiana, expired March 3, 
1873. He resigned Jan’ 13, 1873. 
At the last-named date there were two bodies in Louisiana claiming to be the 
lega) Legislature of that State. One of these bodies elected John Ray to fill the 
red term ; the other elected William L. McMillen. Their creden- 
tials in due form were presented to the Senate on the 22d Qay ot January, 1013. 
Those of John Ray were certified to by WILLIAM P. KELLOGG, governor ; of 
William L. Mo were certified to by John 2 er sets of credentials 


were, on the day of their presentation to the Senate, the Committee on 
Privil and Elections. 
On 20th of February, 1873, the Committee on Privileges and Elections re- 


1. That there is no State government at present existing in the State of Loui- 


2. That neither pcp ey L. McMillen is entitled to a seat in the Senate, 
neither having been el: by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana, 
mitted by the committee to the Senate by virtue of 


natn mre 8 — 10. 1873, in the followi 
a resolution passed Jan o following terms: 
“ Resolved, That the Committee on Privil and Silections be instructed to in- 


quire and report to the Senate whether there is a legal State government in Louisi- 
ana, and how and by whom it was constituted.” = 

As part of the committee's report of February 20, 1873, a bill was submitted 
ordering an election in Louisiana. This measure was considered at great length 
by the Senate, and was ted February 27, 1873. A motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table March 1, 1873. 

No decision was ever made by the Senate of the question whether there was or 
was not, at the time specified, a legal State government in Louisiana, but the Sen- 
ate rejected the bill ordering a new election to be held in Louisiana, 

‘The second proposition submitted by the committee, that neither Ray nor MeMil- 
len was entitled to a seat in the Senate, was never acted upon by the Senate, as 
the term for which they claimed to be elected expired without the question having 
been considered. 

Thronghont the investigation made by the Committee on Privil and Elec- 

by order of the Senate, of the affairs of the State of Louisiana, both — fry 
McMillen were in constant attendance, aiding the committee DAt, knowledge 
of the case and by their testimony in the discharge of tho dut posed upon it. 

In the Forty-third Congress a resolution that Ray and McMillen be paid as Sen- 
ators for the unexpired term to which they were —— heed referred to the Com- 


mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Mr. C 
y uisiana case from the Committe 


ter, of Wi , who made the rt on the 
on Privil and Elections, was of the Committee on Contingent 
Ho 8 


ubmitted the following report upon the resolution giving compensa- 
“ Owing to the fact that in the State of Lonisiania, in 1872 and 1873, there were 


resolu’ : 
“ Resolved, tthe actual necessarily incurred by John Ray and Will- 
FFF 
resen ive c toa seat 0 
Senate, be paid out o; tha con oat toed oF the Senate; which uses shall be 
8 itemized and verified by the oath of the said Ray and McMillen respect- 
Mery be the amounts shall be andited by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the tingent Expenses of the Senate.” 
No action was ever had by the Senate upon this recommendation: it was not 
teen months after the res; 


com attending Sena- 
and so contrary to the uniform practice of the Senate. 
of the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the hing: Bean Con- 
o made the 
t committee that they were entitled to compensation, but he pro- 
pon 


The tion to change the 
— es upon the cases of Mr. Pinchback, of Louisiana, and of 
— — passed upon subsequently, the Senate con- 
usage. acting upon the two last · cited cases the Senate 
, That in no case shall any pay be allowed to a Senator to begin earlier 
than the date of his election or appointment.” 
U the facts we are of opinion that each of the contestants was 
justified in making e contest for the seat. If the of the Senate in such 
cases be followed. each should be allo 
com, 


however, that cach of these gentlemen traveled from New Orleans to Wash- 
ee remained here more than a month, laying aside all other business, and 
wholly devoting himself to this contest. The 1 required an elaborate and 
= election and the claims of the 


S the 
properly pay a w 

On the whole, we recommend the payment to each of Tho sum of $1,000, which is 
er- than the and mileage, an a moderate estimate of the 


expense by each. 
We therefore recommend that the resolution be amended by substituting there- 


for the fi „and that, so amended, the same be adopted: Strike out all after 
the words “ con 8 “and insert the sum of $1,000 each to 
John Ray and William L. McMillen, as compensation for their e: as con- 
testants a seat in the Senate for the term of WILLIAM P. KELLOGG in 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Privileges and ee I had not felt bound by the 833 
in other cases I should not have voted for this resolution; but under 
all the circumstances I thought the compensation of $1,000 proposed to 
each contestant was proper, controlled as our action was necessarily 
controlled to some extent by the precedents which had taken place 
in this body with reference to other contestants. I gave my assent 
to it on that ground. We all know that when that contest was made 
these gentlemen were here, that they were taking part in that exam- 
ination for some six weeks perhaps or longer, each one of them claim- 
ing that he was entitled to a seat in the Senate of the United States. 
I do not say now that either of them ought to have been here, but 
they were here making a contest and necessarily incurred expenses 
in thatinvestigation ; and the unbroken precedent of the Senate here- 
tofore has been to allow contestants some compensation. This is the 
smallest that has ever been allowed to any. If we had no precedents 
to control our action I would vote against this resolution, but I can- 
not do it in justice to these men without at once saying that I will 
pursue that course in reference to all contestants hereafter. 

When that contest was made some of us said that Mr. McMillen 
was entitled to a seat on the floor of the Senate and others said that 
Mr. Ray was entitled to it. There was a division of opinion in the 
body. I know that at that time a number of gentlemen with whom 
I acted believed that Mr. McMillen was entitled to a seat on this 
floor; other gentlemen on the other side of the Senate as conscien- 
tiously believed that Mr. Ray was entitled, but neither of them took the 
seat, and by the lapse of time the question was disposed of. Thecon- 
test was, however, made, and on that ground I give my vote, because 
there are precedents that control our action in cases of this kind. 

Mr. G AND. I ask the Senator from Delaware if this was a 
unanimous report? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There was no objection made to the compen- 
sation of $1,000. 

Mr. GARLAND. Was there no minority report! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the report to be 
a unanimous report of the committee. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think in tbis time of civil-service reform it 
would be exceedingly opportune to stop these bad precedents in the 
Senate by which so many Senators say they are bound. Now, I am 
opposed to this resolution. I am opposed to paying any contestant 
for a seat upon this floor either a salary or expenses; and I hope 
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there will be enongh of the Senators join me in this opposition at 
least to call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


A amendment was to, ayes 37, noes not counted. 
ix» VICE-PRESIDENT. Willthe Senate agree to the resolution 
as amended ? 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I hope the yeas and nays will be given us 
on the passage of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I wish, Mr. President, before the vote is taken, 
to say a single word upon the question before the Senate. At the 
time these two contesants came here claiming a seat there was a long 
struggle between them and much division in the minds of the Senate 
as to whether either of them was entitled to a seat here. Many Sen- 
ators believed that the one was entitled to the seat and many that the 
other wasehtitled. It was never decided by the Senate that neither of 
these gentlemen was entitled to the seat. The lapse of time deprived 
the question of 3 The period for which they had been 
elected had elapsed, and consequently there never was any decision 
o the Senate that either of the gentlemen was entitled to the seat, 
They rendered to the Senate important service in the investigation 
of the question before the Senate. They came here and performed 
that service; they assisted the Senate in coming to a judgment upon 
the question, to which, however, it never actually came; and in view 
of all the precedents and as a matter of justice, considering the 
doubt there was as to which was entitled or whether either was en- 
titled, the Committee on Privileges and Elections believed it just 
and right that this allowance should be made and they unanimously 
reported in favor of it. 

I trust, Mr. President, that the resolution reported by the commit- 
tee will be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. May I ask tho Senator a question? 
Was McMillen paid for any previous contest to the one now being 
paid for? In other words, has McMillen received any money at any 
time from the Senate or from Congress in any form or manner from 
either House other than this? 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I do not understand that he has. I have never 
heard that he has and I have no information that would lead me to 
believe that he has. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts who hus ch of the resolution whether he knows. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand not. I am not sure, but I think I can- 
not be mistaken when I say that neither of them has ever received 
any compensation whatever for any previous contest and that neither 
of them has received any for any subsequest contest; that is, for the 
contest to which the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] alluded, 
for the full term where McMillen’s claims are said by him to have 
been withdrawn, there was no compensation paid. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My question related to any term. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand it; I meant to cover that question fully. 
I have heard of no such thing, and I do not believe that any such 
thing has ever happened. 

Mr. CONKLING. The order of the yeas and nays upon this reso- 
lution induces me very briefly to give the reason for my vote. It has 
long seemed to me that the usage in each House was an abuse. 
That usage has been, regardless of the merit of the particular party, 
whether the contestant or the person seated, to give to both equally 
the entire compensation and mileage intended Dy the law to be at- 
tached to the office and not to unentitled claimants of the office. I 
have endeavored heretofore to vote so as to indicate my dissent from 
that usage. Now I hear the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] say that he will vote against this resolution for a reason 
which it seems to me goes much too far. I understand the honorable 
Senator to say that he would vote no compensation and no expenses 
to any one who unsuccessfully claims a seat in the Senate. Isubmit 
to my honorable friend that that will hardly do. If I as a private 
litigant come into court claiming money or rights of him, and I am 
defeated, it is not unnatural, and it is usual, that I shonld pay the 
costs of that attempt; but if he, or I, appear before the Senate to 
uphold the claim of a State, to insist that by the voice and behest of 
a State a seat belonging to that State in the Senate shonld be awarded 
to one of us, it can hardly be said that we are mere private claimants 
conducting a personal and individual venture of our own the results 
of which should fall wholly on us. 

If I be right in this, I doubt if a case has occurred which more 
clearly falls within the principle I seek to indicate, Here was not a 

rsonal question, The Constitution says that the Senate “shall be 
the jndge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own mem- 
bers.” There was no question of qualification here; there was no 
personal question of election; but the question concerned the exist- 
ence of a State, the statehood of a State, or to borrow Mr. Lincoln’s 
phrase, the question was largely whether this State was in proper 
ractical relations with the Union so that its voice might be uttered 
ere. Surely that is not a question which can be likened to a mere 
personal claim moved by personal and individual interests of the 
party who makes it or in whose name it is made. 

Now the committee, as it seems to me with much discernment and 
circumspection, state in the first place that these parties were well 
warranted in pursuing this contest. That isa mode of stating that 


it was the duty of each of them to pursue it; it is a statement of good 
faith. Further the committee say that they relied on the 
which I believe uey do not call immemorial but they might have so 


called it—under which mileage and compensation was the measure of 
rendition m any event, and relying upon that wer did not keep an 
exact account and preserve vouchers so as to be able to state exactly 
their disbursements ; and the committee arriving at that as nearly as 
they have been able to do say, “ No, we will not pay mileage and com- 

ensation,” which I see according to the report would amount to 
$1,334.67, “but we will pay $1,000, which amount we find on the facts 
before us to be as nearly as we can state it the actual disbursements 
and erpen of the parties.” 

Mr. ident, I do not see how any Senator, even if he feels as I 
have felt, for one, heretofore about this practice—and I sup that 
my judgment has been as adverse to it as that of almost any Senator— 
I do not see how any Senator looking at this case can say, unless he 
disputes the accuracy of the finding on the question of amount, that 
the actual expenses of those concerned in a contest so important, so 
unusual in its character as this, should not be paid. I need not re- 
mind the Senate that so close was the 1 that the very smallest 
of majorities determined it, and that the different sides of this con- 
troversy were espoused by equal numbers and perhaps by equal weight 
of judgment and character in the Senate, as near as equality could 
exist with any ultimate preponderence. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam like the Senator from New York in saying 
that the call for the yeas and nays compels me to say a word in ex- 
planation of the vote I shall give. 

Long ago the Senate inaugurated a practice which I am free to 
confess ought to be abolished unless under ver culiar circum- 
stances, and which I am glad to see the report of the committee in 
this case in effect disregards, of paying compensation and mileage to 
unsuccessful contestants for seats on this floor. The number of cases 
in which that has been done is much more numerous than any Sen- 
ator would suppose who has not looked into the question. They were 
brought before the attention of the Senate, very notably in the case 
of Pinchback, by the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, the late Senator from Indiana; and that rule obtained to 
such an extent that it was very seldom, if ever, that such a claim was 
rejected. In Pinchback’s case the Senate went further. The princi- 
ple on which the Senate had gone before was that if aman was 
elected or apparently elected to the Senate by the Legislature of a 
State, it was his duty to present his claim to the Senate, and & it 
were found defective for any reason, such as his own ineligibility, or 
irregularity in his election, or the like, yet respect for the State and 
for aclaim which had its origin in the action of a State Legislature 
ought to entitle him to compensation. In Pinchback’s case the 
Senate went further, for the Senate, by the rejection of Pinchback, 
decided that the body which professed to elect him was not the 
Legislature of the State of Lonisiana; and that same Legislature 
which elected him for the full term elected Mr. Ray for the short 
term, 

The Senate has committed itself by paying Pinchback to the prin- 
ciple that there was such uncertainty in the State of Louisiana at 
that time as to which was the lawful Legislature that it presented a 
fair question which might be decided one way or the other, and that 
Pinchback, who was elected by what was culled the Pinchback Legis- 
lature, had such color of title as to entitle him to compensation and 
mileage, or at least to some compensation. If that decision were 
correct, it is manifestly impossible that the like measure of justice 
shall be refused, if we are to act consistently, to Mr. Ray who was 
elected by the same legislature. 

Now, in respect to McMillen he was elected by what was called the 
McEnery legislature, and certainly I believed and certainly a large 
majority of those who voted against Pinchback believed. that the 
McEnery legislature was the true Legislature of Louisiana, 

Under these circumstances and without pe. net perpetuate a 
usage which I think ought to be abolished, and holding myself per- 
fectly free hereafter to vote against any compensation, in this partic- 
ular case Ido feel that it is my duty to vote for this compensation, and 
I do so the more readily for the reason suggested by my friend from 
Delaware, [Mr. SAuLSBURY.] There never was a more important 
question before the Committee on Privileges and Elections, and sel- 
dom before the Senate, than the question what was the legal govern- 
ment of Louisiana in that year upon which the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections by the hands of Mr. Carpenter made a most elabor- 
ate and valuable and useful report. It is known to those who were on 
the committee at that time and to other members of the Senate, 
that those two gentlemen, Mr. Ray and Mr. McMillen, represented be- 
fore that committee the opposite sides of that question, and rendered 
to the committee immense service in their investigation of it. They 
presented evidence pro and con; they made the arguments pro and 
con; and Ido think under these circumstances they rendered vast aid 
to a committee of this body upon a great question which of itself 
commends this claim to the consideration of the Senate. 

Being ready as anybody can be to put an end to a usage that has 
heretofore existed and which I think ought to be either abolished or 
greatly limited, I feel bound in this particular case under the pecul- 
iar circumstances to vote for the resolution, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of the 
resolution. 


* uestion being taken by yeas and nays, resulted -yeas 51, nays 
7; as fo : 


YEAS—51. 
Allison, Conever, Ingalls, Mo: 
Anthony, Davis of West Va., Johnston, Oglesby, 
Armstrong, Dennis, Jones of Florida, Paddock, 
Bailey, Dorsey, Kernan, Randolph, 
Eustis, Kirkwood, Rollins, 
Booth, Ferry, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Bru Garland, E on 8 
Burnsi on, Treery, Spencer, 
B n Sarin, EO NUUED, Tel er, 
Cameron , Ham axey, urman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hereford, Merrion, Windom, 
Chaffee, Hill, Mitchell Withers. 
Conkling, Hoar, Morgan, 
NAYS—7. 
Cockrell, Eaten, Sargent, Whyte. 
Coke, McDonald, Wallace, 
ABSENT—18, 
Barn Dawes, Kello Sharon, 
Bayard,” Edmunds, McPherson, Voorhees, 
Beck, Harris, Patterson, Wadleigh. 
Christiancy, Plumb, 


Howe, 
Davis of Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
So the resolution was adopted. 
THOMAS BAYNE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired and the 
Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business of yes- 
terday, on which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] is entitled to 
the floor, / 

Mr. ROLLINS. Will the Senator yield for a moment to enable me 
to take from the table a Senate bill with House amendments and con- 
cur in them. It will comno but a moment. It is a very trifling 
affair. If it leads to debate I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HILL. If it will only take a moment, I yield. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (8. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to refund a certain tax erroneously col- 
lected. : 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were as follows: 

Insert after the words Thomas Bayne," in second line, the following: “And 

tho heirs or legal representatives of Joseph W. Beck, deceased.” 

Strike out in the third line the word “he” and insert the words they are.“ 

In lino 4, strike out the word him“ and insert“ them.” 

Insert after the word “ Bayne" in the last line the words or said Beck.“ 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the effect of the amendments, I should 
like to know! 

Mr. ROLLINS. There was an error in passing the bill in the Sen- 
ate. There were two small lots of land improperly taxed on the north- 
east corner of the Capitol grounds. These amendments merely cor- 
rect the error which was made in the passage of the bill in the Senate. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution 
for the printing of 300,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for 1877 ; in which the concurrence of the Senate was 


uested. 
“The message also announced that the House had passed a resolution 
for the printing of 25,000 copies of the report upon forestry, trans- 
mitted by the President to Congress from the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture on the 13th day of December last; in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested. 

Tho message further announced that the House had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2371) to amend 
an act entitled “An act forthe support of the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 648) to constitute a commission to consider and report a plan 
for providing enlarged accommodations for the Library of Congress. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other pu 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 
the pending question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
MATTHEWS. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, we have before us two bills, each propos- 
ing to establish a sinking fund the better to secure the repayment of a 
loan made by the United States to the Union Pacific and the Central 
Pacific Railroad Companies. The comparative merits of the two bills 
as sinking-fund measures I have not yet considered and shall not 
now discuss. L especially wish it distinctly understood that nothing 
I may say in the way of dissenting from the bill reported by the Ju- 
diciary Committee is to be taken as implying that I will support the 
bill reported from the Committee on Railroads, I repeat I have not 
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considered and much less formed an opinion upon either of these 
bills as measures of wisdom, etonomy, or expediency. I have thus 
far confined my investigations, and shall now confine my remarks, to 
a constitutional question, a question of congressional or legislative 
power which is raised by these two bills. 

The bill reported from the Railroad Committee proposes to . 
lish a sinking fund with the assent of the companies as mi ‘ti»-of 
agreement between the creditor and the debtor. The bill reported 
from the Judiciary Committee proposes to establish a sinking fund 
by legislative act only, by the sovereign will of the creditor, not only 
without the assent of the debtors, but by a command a failure or 
refusal to obey which by the debtors shall work a forfeiture of estate 
and subject them or their agents to a criminal prosecution. Such an 
exercise of power is, in my 1 not only unauthorized and 
unconstitutional, but is actually subversive to the great purposes to 
secure which the Government itself was instituted. l 

In order to understand clearly the issue presented, I will state the 
material facts bearing upon the case, and I shall state the contracts 
as they were finally agreed to: 

First, by the act of 1802, Congress created a corporate being, a body- 
politic, and named it the Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

Second, this corporate being, thus created, Congress endowed with 
all the powers, privileges, and franchises usually granted to corpora- 
tions, and especially authorized and empowered it“ to lay out, locate. 
construct, furnish, maintain, and enjoy a continuous railroad and 
tele, h, with the appurtenances,” between designated points. 

Third, to this being, thus created and endowed, the Con also 

nted certain privileges, such as the right of way through the pub- 

ic lands without compensation and through other lands with com- 

pensation, and also certain property, and especially alternate sections 

of the public lands amounting to several millions of acres, All these 

rights, powers, privileges, and grants were granted without money 

and without price by the sovereign grace and favor to the child thus 
born of the sovereign’s loins. 

Fourth—and I ask the Senate to mark the difference—after thus 
creating this corporate being, and after thus clothing it with powers 
and with authority to contract and be contracted with, the Con 
itself proposed to anthorize at once a contract with it in behalf of 
the United States. The Congress deemed that the construction of a 
railroad to the Pacific Ocean would be a great benefit to the Govern- 
ment in the way of saving in transportation, would greatly increase 
the wealth and power of the poopie and perhaps maintain the integ- 
rity of the Union. To enable the Union Pacific Railroad Company 
to construct, sgn , and maintain its portion of this railroad and tele- 
gra h line to t acific Ocean, Congress pro to make it a loan 

nds, and to secure the completion of the entire line Congress 
made a like offer of loan to the Central Pacific Railroad n a 
corporation created by the State of California, and also anthorized 
the latter company to extend its line east until it should meet the 
Union Pacific line going west, 

It is important now to understand with accuracy the terms and 
conditions of this loan, for these terms and conditions formed the 
inducement to accept the offer and thus enter into the substance of 
the contract. The material terms and conditions are these: The bonds 
were to be issued directly by the Government and delivered to tho 
companies. The Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to deliver 
the bonds as the roads were completed in sections. The bonds were 
to mature after thirty years to bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent. 
per annum payable semi-annually. The loans were to be repaid to 
the Government as follows: Previous to the maturity of the bonds 
the companies were to pay to the Government 5 per cent. of their net 
earnings and one-half the sums due by the Government for transpor- 
tation over the road; and it is especially stipulated that the Govern- 
ment shall at all times have the preference in the use of the road and 
telegraph “ for all the purposes aforesaid,” that is, “ to transmit mes- 
sago and transport mails, troops, munitions of war, supplies, and 
public stores,” and “at fair and reasonable rates of compensation not 
to exceed the amount paid by private parties for the same kind of 
service.” Whatever balance should remain unpaid by this 5 per cent. 
and the half of the Government transportation, the companies were 
to repay at the maturity of the bonds. It is so expressly nominated. 
To secure its repayment it is stipulated that: 

The issue of said bonds and delivery to the company shall ipso facto constitute a 
first mortgage on the whole line of the railroad and telegraph, together with the 
rolling-stock, fixtures, and property of every kind and di ption, and in consid- 
eration of which said bonds may be issued. 

And in case of default by the Somn e the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is directed to take possession of the property so covered by mort- 
gage “for the use and benefit of the United States.” 

am stating the contract of loan as finally made. In the first offer 
in 1862 the United States were to have a first lien. In 1864 the offer 
was changed by Congress, so that other bonds might be issued by the 
companies of like amount with those of the Government, and the 
lien of the Government was to be subordinated to those bonds of the 
companies, and in this form the offer was accepted. 

The entire railroad and telegraph from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean were completed in all respects as required, and all the 
conditions precedent to the issue and delivery of the bonds under the 
contract of loan were complied with, and the bonds were actually 
issued and delivered in execution of the authority; and all the rights 
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of the creditor and all the liabilities of the debtor thus became com- 
plete, definite, and fixed, and so, as I shall prove, became unchange- 
able, except by consent of the parties, by every rule of law known, 
administered, and respected in every just government under the sun. 
That no power, executive, legislative, or judicial, can, under any pre- 
text whatever, by reservation or otherwise, change, add to, alter, or 
rescind this contract, except upon allegation and proof of mistake or 
fraud in its procurement, and that no power or department of Gov- 
ernment can grant any remedy or relief touching this contract, its 
payment, or further security, or can listen to apy complaint touching 
it by either party, except upon allegation and proof of default in 
some respect by the other party, is the proposition I propose now to 
establish. 

“As the tree falleth, so it must lie,” and equally certain is it that 
as competent parties le ly and knowingly contract, so must they 
abide their contract, and Government has no power to interfere ex- 
cept to protect and enforce on default such contracts according to 
their terms. In my opinion the bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee does propose to interfere with this contract, does propose 
to affect and even to change the rights and liabilities of the parties 
to this contract, and without any allegation of default, without any 

retense of default, either real or intended, and it proposes that this 
interference shall come from the most unauthorized of all Depart- 
ments of the Government, the Legislative Department. ` 

I have examined this bill carefully, and in all its long string of 
whergases it alleges no default of any kind or character as the reason 
for its passage. It meets the question boldly and fearlessly and is a 
broad assertion that Congress, by virtue of its power alone, has au- 
thority to change the contract in the manner proposed by the bill. 
I have listened with anxious attention to the various Senators who 
have so ably advocated the of this bill. I have listened to 
them all the more anxiously because I desire to co-operate with 
them in all efforts to secure the Government in the premises, and I 
am ready to vote for any plan looking to that security which Congress 
has the constitutional power to adopt. 8 

The advocates of the bill do not agree among themselves in the 
reasons which they assign for the power claimed. After carefully 
considering them I am satisfied that all the advocates of this bill are 
embraced in the three following classes: 

1, One class contends that the bill does not change or alter the 
contract of loan nor the rights or liabilities of the parties to it. 

2. A second class insist that the mortgageors are in on of 
the property under a trust, first for the benefit of creditors and after- 
ward for the benefit of the owners, and that if the corpus of the 
property covered by the mortgage is insufficient to secure the debt 
and the mortgageors have become or are likely to become insolvent, 
the mort, have aright to have a sufficiency of the income or 
earnings cated to pay the debt before dividends shall be retained 
and to accumulate the income or earnings by a sinking fund until 
the debt shall be disc 

3. A third class claim that in this case Congress has the power to 
alter, amend, add to, or rescind this contract in order to secure the 
debt. Some claim this power as inherent in the Government, and 
others claim it under the provisions of the acts of 1862 and 1864 which 
expressly reserve to Congress the right to “alter, add to, amend, or 
re ” each of said acts. On this last ground the bill itself is based. 
But as there are Senators who do not concur with that reason for the 

wer claimed but insist upon one or the other of the two reasons I 
have previously specified, it is proper that I should notice all these 
grounds, and I will consider them in their order. 

First, does the bill reported from the Judiciary Committee in fact 
alter, or propose to alter, or will it have the effect to alter this con- 
tract of loan or the rights and liabilities of the parties to it? It is 
certain that the bill does not p to alter orin any manner affect 
either of the acts of 1862 and 1864, except those provisions which 
relate to this debt and which authorize and prescribe the terms of the 
loan by which the debt was created. The whole bill relates to the 
establishment of a sinking fund to secure the ultimate payment of 
the debt, the manner of accumulating that sinking fund, the custody 
and final distribution of the fund so accumulated, and prescribes the 
penalties that shall be visited on the company or companies failing 
or refusing to pay the amount required into t sinking fund. So 
that, if the bill alters or amends anything in these acts or either of 
them, it can only be those provisions to which this bill alone refers; 
that is, those provisions which authorized this loan and the terms and 
stipulations of it, You nowhere propose to change a single franchise; 
you nowhere propose to withdraw a single power or privilege granted 
to these companies; you nowhere propose to interfere with the regu- 
lation and administration of the franchise. It isa naked proposition 
to secure the debt and prescribe such terms asin your judgment will 
secure the debt without the assent of the companies, and without 
alleging any default or maladministration by the companies or either 
of them. 

Now, let us look, first, to the title of the act. What does that pro- 

se? Iam now discussing the question, mark you, whether the bill 

oes propose to alter and change the contract, for there are Senators 
around me who have said that they did not look upon it as a bill to 
alter and change the contract. Let us look, first, to the title of the 
act itself. In terms it is “a bill to alter and amend” the act of 1862, 
and also “to alter and amend” the act of 1864, “Alter and amend” 


what? Thereis nota provision of this Judiciary Committee bill that 
refers to anything but the contract and the debt, and you have made 
your bill an act to “alter and amend.” So, again, the preamble says 
that “the rights of said several companies, respectively, as mentioned 
in said act of 1862, as well as just security to the United States in the 
premises, and in respect of the matters set forth in said act, re- 
quire that the said act of 1862 be altered and amended as hereinafter 
enacted.” And that by reason of the premises also, as well as for 
other causes of public good and justice, the powers provided and re- 
served in said act of 1564 for the amendment and alteration thereof 
ought also to be exercised as hereinafter enacted.” “Hereinafter 
enacted” how? You do not hereinafter enact a single alteration or 
change in a franchise, a power, or privilege of the companies. You 
hereinafter enact nothing on earth but an alteration of the debt and 
the terms of its payment. All the alterations and amendments thus 
proposed relate exclusively to contract of loan and none to the fran- 
cpises granted in the acts. 
hen again the thirteenth section of the bill is in these words: 

each and every of the provisions in this act contained shall severally and 
reapectively be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amendment of said act 
of 1462 and of said act of 1864, respectively, and of both said acts. 

Thus in the most emphatic manner the Judiciary Committee bill 
declares its purpose to be “to alter and amend,” and every alteration 
and amendment e is of the contract of loan and of the rights 
and liabilities of the parties to that contract. Not only are the lia- 
bilities of the debtors changed, but their burdens are added to by 
this bill. Thus, under the original contract it is distinctly stipulated 
that until the bonds mature the debtors shall only pay the creditor 5 
per cent. of the net earnings and one-half of the Government trans- 
portation, and in the fifth section of the act of 1864 the word “ only” 
is used; “shall only pay.” Under this bill you require all the Gov- 
ernment transportation to be paid and large sums in addition, so that 
the whole payment shall amount to 25 per eent. of the net earnings. 
It is no answer to say the additional sums paid are not to be actually 
or formally applied to the debt until the bonds mature. The burden 
upon the debtors is to pay. The fact that the creditor does not 
formally credit the debt does not lessen the burden of the payment. 
Besides, the payment is to be made into the treasury of the creditor 
by the act and order of the creditor; and how can you pay the cred- 
itor except by payment into his treasury ? and the payment therefore 
is as legally and actually complete as if the money paid were formally 
appli and credited on the bonds or the debt. 

so the eighteenth section of the act of 1862 can have no meaning 
except that the stockholders shall have 95 cent. of the net earn- 
ings after deducting all expenditures, and that the Government shall 
not interfere to regulate the rates of fare and freight until such 95 
per cent. of the net earnings shall exeeed 10 per cent of the cost of 
the road. This bill reduces that 95 per cent. to 75 percent. 

Again, this bill not only creates new obligations upon the compa- 
nies, but pel fee penalties for their violation. You not only create 
additional obligations on the companies but you decree by virtue of 
your own legislative will penalties for the disregard by the companies 
of these obligations. The bill creates new and additional defaults to 
authorize the seizure of the road by the Government, and acts which 
are perfectly legal under existing laws are made illegal under this 
bill and subject the parties committing them to criminal prosecu- 
tions. 

Will any man tell me that this is not a bill changing all the terms 
of this contract? It changes the stipulations; it changes its obliga- 
tious ; it prescribes additional penalties; and it makes acts which are 
now legal and proper and according to the stipulations of the con- 
tract actual crimes for which the parties or their agents can be pros- 
ecuted in a court of justice. You not only decree by your soverei 
willa change of the contract, but you decree that the agents of the 
defendants who shall be faithful to the contract already made shall 
be criminals. 

It is needless to add further statements to show that the Judiciary 
Committee bill does really p to change and does in effect change 
the terms of the contract of loan—terms, too, which were offered as 
inducements to the companies to accept the loan and undertake the 
construction of the road. To offer terms as an inducement to a party 
to do a work or take a risk, and then withdraw or change those terms 
after the work has been done or the risk taken, would be declared 
fraud if done by an individual, and surely it cannot be denominated 
less than tyranny and oppression when done by a government. 

The second class that sup this bill of the Judiciary Committee 
upon a theory of a trust—and I invite the lawyers in this body to hear 
this ment—are, I must say, in my ju ent easily answered. In 
the first place, if the power claimed exists at all, it is clearly a judicial 
and not alegislative power. But the position to justify this bill could 
not be sustained under the facts of this case, as far as they have been 
presented to the Senate, even in a court of equity. The rule upon 
this subject is familiar to lawyers and has been decided in a great 
number of cases. To authorize courts to interfere in the manner pro- 
posed by this bill, three facts must clearly appear: first, that the 

us of the property mort is insufficient to pay the debt; sec- 
ond, that the mortgageor is insolvent ; and, third, that the mortgageor 
is in default. Now, mark me, I do not say that the only default is 


non-payment at the maturity. Any act of the debtor which is wrong 
and which threatens to destroy the corpus covered by the lien of the 
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mortgage isa default. Without the last fact the first two will not 
be considered. It matters not that the sce eae is insolvent; it 
matters not that the property which the tor selected to secure 
his debt is insufficient to pay it; those were circumstances he onght 
to have looked to before he made the contract. Superadded to these 
two conditions there must be default, some wrongful act or failure to 
act by the debtor. There can be no remedy where there is no wrong, 
and there can be no ee where there is no default, and courts have 
no right to anticipate and much less to redress a default which has 
notoccurred. This rule is strongly stated by Mr. Thomas in his work 
on mortgages, in the following language: 


been abolished, the mo 
yyment of the 


ris, 


the 

is insolvent, the mortgages 

mo 5 h ne not yet been collected, and this relief will 
gran unless — — 

rents in case there shall be a deficiency. z 5 fy 


The right to this relief does not result from the relations of the es from 
equitable considerations alone. It is not a matter of strict right, and each applica- 
ae ee of the court.—Thomas on Mortgages, pages 

In support of this authority and this rule Mr. Thomas refers to a 
large number of cases, every one of which I have examined, and 
every one of them was a case of foreclosure after default in payment; 
and I challenge any gentleman to produce a book where a case has 
ever been decided in which the court took jurisdiction to require 
additional security or to take the rents, issues, and profits from the 
mortgageor before default, however insufficient the property might 
become in the natural course of events, or however insolvent the 
mort; r might become. Insolvency in law may be a misfortune; 
it is not a fanlt that furnishes a remedy unless it be accompanied by 
actual waste and wrong to the creditor. The rule is thus stated in 
the case of the Syracuse City Bank-rs. Tallman and others, in 31 Bar- 
bour, and it is well stated in this decision: 

Unless there be a special clause to that effect, in a mort; , the mortgagee has 
no lien upon the rents and profits ; and as a general rule mortgageor, until the 
default in an action 


salo, is entitled to remain in 
d sale, anticipate the final judgment by the scp yet ofa 


n. 
oe courts of equity, under certain circumstances, will, after 
receiver, and in effect put the mortgagee in ion and allow him to divert the 
rents and profits of the mo premises the hands of the mortgageor, and 
for the payment of the mortgage. 


hold them as additional securi: i 
To entitle him to this relief it must a that the mortga premises are an 
mortgageor, or other person liable for 


inadequate security for the debt, and t 
the mortgage debt, is insolvent. 

This relief does not grow directly out of the relations of the parties or the stip- 
ulations contained in the mo but out of equitable considerations alone. It 
is not a matter of strict right, but is addressed to the sound of the court. 

It seems that when the mortgageor is insolvent, and fails to pay at the day a 
pointed, and the mortgaged premises are an inadequate security, as between the 
mortgageor and mortgagee itis within the equitable discretion of the court to allow 
the latter to intercept the rents and profits, for his better protection from loss. And 
can bo granted, within any Admitted principle of equity. the Syracuse Oily Bank 

„. — 
a man and others, 21 Barbour Aprons Court Reporte, 201. 

This judge says the farthest the rule has ever gone is, that after a 
default and before ju ent of foreclosure, a court of equity will 
appoint a receiver and divert the rents and profits to the payment of 
the debt until that judgment of foreclosure and sale under it, if the 
premises are insufficient to pay the debt, if the mortgageor is insolv- 
ent, and if the mortgageor is in default; and I challenge any lawyer 
on this floor to present a case on record to the contrary where any 
proceeding was taken in law or equity to divert rents, issues, and 
profits or earnings, which are not expressly included in the lien, from 
the mortgageor to the pon tm until after default by the mort- 
gageor. ether I am justified in quoting legal rules to a body of 
men bee claim to be bound by no law is a question I will consider 

rectly. 

The Government as a creditor can have no more rights than other 
creditors. That is the next proposition I propose to establish. When 
the Government loans money and enters into trade with individuals 
or corporations, it does so, not as a sovereign, but as a civil corpora- 
tion, and is subject to all the laws of contract like other persons; 
and I ask the attention of Senators to this point who tell me that 
this Government is sovereign; that it has a right in contracts that 
individuals have not; that you are not bound by the rules of law 
like individuals. 

In Smoot’s case, 15 Wallace, 36, the court held “that in the con- 
struction and enforcement of contracts made by private parties with 
the Government, the court is bound to apply the ordinary principles 
which govern such contracts between individuals.” So in the case 
of Elliot vs. Van Voorst and others, reported in 3 Wallace, jr., and 
decided by Mr. Justice Grier, that eminent justice said: 


The Government of the United States, though limited in its powers, is supreme 
in its sphere of action. But its rights as a sovereign, and its prerogatives as such, 
are coextensive with the functions of government committed to them, and extend 
no 5 Its position as to prerogative is anomalous, owing to our peculiar insti- 
5 8 . * * * * * 

When the Government, in the exercise of the rights and functions of a civil cor- 
poration, purchases lands to secure a debt, the accident of its sovereignty in other 


he legislative power over them ends, I care not whether m 


functions cannot be set up to destroy or affect the rights of claiming a title- 
or lien on the same lan Thus, when the Government of the Uni States- 
becomes a partner in a trading co; tion, such as the United States Bank, it 
divested itself, so far as concerned the transactions of that company, of its sover- 
eign „and took that of a citizen; C 
. decrees and judgments of courts equally with that of its co- 


It may be broadly asserted that no case can be found in all the books- 
where a court of equity has entertained an application to do what this. 
bill proposes to do, unless the debtor was in default; and when the- 
Government, abandoning its own courts, seeks to use its sovereign 
legislative power to enforce, to alter, or even to protect its rights asa 
civil corporation or contract creditor, it is a the grossest 
sible usurpation, tyranny, and oppression. The Government is a 
contractor in the loan of money as a civil corporation. It cannot 
resort to its sovereign power as a legislative y to claim rights in 
the construction or remedies in the enforcement of that contract 
which are not common to the humblest individual in the land. Leg- 
islation may authorize contracts to be made, but after they are made 
e by Gov- 
ernment or citizen. Courts alone can construe them; posi dl 
can reform them; courts alone can enforce them; and courts alone 
can administer them; and even courts can construe them, or reform 
them, or enforce them, or administer them only as made and agreed 
to by both the parties. 2 

Let us next proceed to examine the position taken by the third. 
class who support this bill reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
These are they who take the bold position that Con has the 
power i i nara to “add to, alter, amend, or repeal” this contract 
of loan between the Government and the railroad companies. And, 
first, I will notice those of this class who hold that this power is 
inherent in the Government. One Congress cannot bind another 
Congress,” weare told. What one Congress can do, another Congress. 
can undo,” is repeated. That I believe is the position of my friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Merrmon.] It is true as to general 
laws; but a contract is not a law. The law is the authority to make 
the contract, mark the distinction, and nothing more. Congress may 
repeal the authority to make the contract; it may change or modify 
the authority to make the contract ; and, if the authority be repealed 
before the contract is made, the authority ceases, and the contract 
cannot afterward be made. But if the contract be made and rights. 
under it vest or obligations by it are incurred, the subsequent repeal 
of the authority cannot annul or impair the contract or its rights 
and obligations. I think much of the confusion in this case has 
grown ont of 5 law which authorizes the contract 
with the contract itself. d I will say at this point that Congress 
is not the Government and Congress is not the party to the contract 
in question. Con, did authorize the contract to be made and 
did prescribe the terms on which it should be made; but one Congress 
did not make the contract, and another Congress cannot undo it. It 
was not the acts of Congress, but the loan of the bonds and their 
acceptance by the company that constituted the consideration of the 
contract. It was the completion of the work in the manner prescribed. 
that entitled the companies to the issue and delivery of the bonds. 
The act for that pu would have been a dead-letter, would have 
formed no contract, if the work had not been done; and it was not 
Congress, as seems to be so commonly supposed, but the “issue and 
delivery of the bonds that po facto” constituted the mortgage to- 
secure the repayment of the ds. 

Con can repeal the authority, and Con can do it without 
reserving the power; but can Congress annul the acts done and the 
rights vested under the authority before its repeal? Can Congress. 
repeal or annul the issue and delivery of the bonds? Can Congress. 
repeal or annul the work done, which entitled the companies to the 
issue and delivery of the bonds? But the contract cannot subsist in- 
dependently of its terms. The terms of the contract authorize, con- 
stitute the contract itself,as the blocks of marble in this buildin 
make the building. Take away those blocks, and the building wi 
not exist. As Congress cannot repeal, annul, impair, or change the 
contract, so Congress cannot repeal, annul, impair, or change the 
terms of the contract; and the time of payment, the manner of pay- 
ment, the terms of payment, the quantities of payment, the security 
for payment, and the penalty for default in payment are included 
among the essential, material terms of the contract. 

Tt is su ted as a query in the report made by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in support of their bill whether Con may not impair the 
obligations of a contractother than by a uniform law of bankruptcy. 
It is su ted that the inhibition in the Constitution to impair the 
obligation of contracts is upon the States, aud not upon Congress. Is. 
an inhibition upon the States a delegation to Con ? Can Con- 
gress do anything because it is not prohibited from doing it? Con- 

may do many things from which the destruction or impairment 
of contracts may result. Congress may lay embargoes and declare 
war, and this may impair or destroy the value of contracts; but does 
it follow that Congress may therefore enact laws to impair and annul 
contracts? Congress may declare war, and war does destroy life and 
liberty as well as property. Can Congress therefore pass laws enact- 
ing that the homes of the people shall be burned, or that the citizens 
shall all be imprisoned or enslaved, or that their heads shall be taken 
off? Yet all these things may result from a war which Congress has. 
power to declare. If Congress has power directly to declare the re- 
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sult which may come from another power then erer. may declare 
that our homes shall be burned, that ourselves shall be imprisoned 
and our heads taken off at the block. The mission of government, 
it can never be too often repeated, is to preserve and protect life, 
liberty, and property, and not to destroy or impair either, except it be 
necessary to expose some to loss or hazard that all may be protected 
and defended. 

I affirm to-day without qualification that no legislative power in 
this country, State or Federal, can pass any act with intent to annul 
or impair the obligations of contract; and even the power to pass a 
bankrupt law forms no exception to this rule, as that power stands 
on a different principle. I affirm that this power would not exist 
even if the prohibition in the Federal Constitution upon the States 
in this regard did not exist. 

A few days ago the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] in a collo- 
quy with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHELL] made the remark- 
able statement in this Senate that “not one lawyer who argued the 
Dartmouth College case pretended for one single moment that, if it 
were not for the provision in the Federal Constitution that no State 
should make any law impairing the io pat of a contract, the act 
of the New Hampshire slature would not have been perfectly 
valid.” That is the exact language of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. Coming from such a distinguished source, this startling state- 
ment ought to wake up this Senate to the dangerous mistake we are 
asked to make in the p eof this Judiciary bill, when the great 
Ajax in favor of its passage intimates by such a statement so roundly 
made that Congress has the power to impair the obligation of con- 
tracts, and that the States would have held that power but for the 
provisions in the Federal Constitution. He says that no lawyer.pre- 
tended to assert the contrary in the Dartmonth College case. Now, 
sir, Mr. Webster was one of the great lawyers who argaed that Dart- 
mouth College case. Hear what he said. Mr. Webster said: 

It will be contended by the plaintiffs that these acts— 

Of the New Hampshire Legislature— 
are not valid and binding on them without their assent: 1. Because they are 

t common right and the constitution of New Hampshire. 2. Because they 
are repugnant to the Constitution of the United States. 

Then after stating that it was only that clause in the Constitution 
which enabled the Federal courts to get jurisdiction of the question 
he adds these d words, which I commend to the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio and to the country, in this time, it seems to me, of 
demoralization on this question. 

Mr. Webster said : 

It is not too much to assert that the Legislature of New Hampshire would not 
have been competent to pass the acts in question, and to make them binding on the 

laintiffs without their assent, even if had been in tho Constitution of New 
pshire or of the United States no special restriction on their power. 

Why? 

Because these acts are not the exercise of a power properly legislative. Their 
object and effect is to take away from one xighte, property, and franchises, and to 

t them to another. This is not the ex of tive power, To netty 
© taking away of vested rights, there must be a forfeiture ; to adjudge upon an: 
declare which, is the proper province of the judiciary, 

Even Chief-Justice Marshall, in pronouncing the decision of the 
court, said almost as much, for he uses this strong language : 

A repeal of this charter— 

The Dartmouth College charter, granted by the King in 1769— 

A of charter at any time prior to the adoption of the present Consti- 

sett „ 


tution of the United States woul an ¢ and unprecedented 
act of power. 

So the distinguished Senator from Ohio was clearly mistaken. 

In the forty-fourth number of the Federalist Mr. ison declared 


that “laws 3 the obligation of contracts are contrary to 
what? Contrary to the first principles of the social compact and to 
every principle of sound legislation.“ The prohibition was not in- 
serted in the Federal Constitution to take from the States a power 
they would possess without the prohibition. They might arbitrarily 
exercise a power they did not and oppress a citizen. Mr. Madi- 
son N of it as only an “additional fence” against the danger of 
invasion of the “ first principles of the social compact” and the proper 
fundamental charters of natural rights. This prohibition, this“ addi- 
tional fence” was placed in the Federal Constitution to bring the 
citizen within the protection of the Federal jurisdiction against such 
dangerous and unnatural legislation in the States. What a commen- 
tary upon this purpose of protection it will be if the Federal Govern- 
ment shall itself turn upon the citizen it takes into its protection and 
itself make him the helpless victim of this ea Benin legislation 
3 the first principles of the social compact and the fundamental 
charters of natural rights! This would be saving the dear lambs from 
er by fencing them for slaughter. 

will proceed now, sir, to the last Saono of the supporters of 
this Judiciary bill, and I do so with a confident conviction that it is 
the weakest of all the positions assumed to justify the bill. It is 


that Con derives the power claimed from these provisions of the 
acts of 1862 and 1864 which expressly reserve to Congress the right 
at any time “to add to, alter, amend, or repeal ” said acts. I invite 


the attention of the Senate to several considerations, either one of 
which is and in its nature must be a complete and conclusive nega- 
tive to the proposition that Congress retains or can have at this time 
any power whatever to interfere with these contracts as against the 


companies by virtue of these reservations in the acts named. In the 


first place, the power reserved must be legislative power. Congress 
possesses no other power in the matter. But the making of a con- 
tract is not a legislative act. So the enforcing of a contract is nota 


legislative function, i 
. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Georgia, then, where 
we got the power to make the contract which is in this law which 


Wo propos to amend? 

4 L. If the Senator will listen, I will answer that question. 
You get the power to authorize the contract and you do by law au- 
thorize the contract to be made; but it is expressly deci that not 
the Congress but the Government is the party to the contract and 
nota pany in its sovereign character but as a civil corporation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, if the Senator will pardon me, he has stated 
that it is no part of the function of the legislative power to make a 
contract. Now, then, the only power that has been exerted in respect 
of these railroads by the acts of 1862 and 1864 was a power exerted 
by 8 and the Senator says that that made a contract. 

Mr. HILL. I do not so understand that the acts are all. I say 
here now that if nothing had been done but to pass the acts there 
would have been no contract. Would there? Answer that. The 
Senator says there was nothing done but to pass the acts. If there 
had been nothing done but to pass the acts there would have been 
corporations created ; those corporations would have been vested with 
corporate powers and 3 because that is done by the direct 
act of Con but if the acts had been passed and if nothing else 
had been done would there have been any contract? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, if the Senator will again pardon me, no more 
than if I write to my friend and ask him to lend me a hundred dol- 
lars and he does not reply, there is no contract; but if he sends me 
the money there is a contract that I am to repay him. 

Mr. HILL. Ah! precisely so, sir. It was the act of the party under 
the judgment and adjudication of the executive department and the 
issue and the delivery of the bonds in compliance with the authority 
of Con to make the contract that created the obligations and 
the rights. That is the point. Congress gives the authority to make 
the contracts. I grant that without the authority the contracts can- 
not be made, but 7 the authority without the other acts makes 
no contract. Legislation only authorized the contracts to be made. 
Legislation did not complete the roads nor determine when the roads 
were completed; nor did legislation issue or deliver the bonds. The 
acts of Con constituted the power of attorney which authorized 
all these things to be done, which prescribed the manner of doing 
them, and the terms and conditions upon which they should be done, 
I admit that power of attorney was in its nature and by its terms 
revocable at will. Note that. Congress can revoke the authority as 
a mere act of power, but Congress cannot annul the acts done under 
that authority before that revocation. 

Suppose I give the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY] a 
power of attorney to sell a piece of land and in that power preseribe, 
as I have a right to do, the terms upon which he shall make the sale, 
and I also say in the power what it is not necessary to say, that it is 
revocable at will. Is that power of attorney a contract? Without 
the power the Senator would have no authority to make a cont 
but is that power of attorney a contract? ill any man say 80 
The Senator 3 under that power, and on the terms therein 

rescribed, sells the land to the Senator from Vermont, places the 
Senator in possession and takes his promissory note due at a distant 
time. After this sale and before the purchase-money is paid, suppose 
I undertake to revoke the power to sell or change the terms of the 
sale. Does that revocation annul or impair the sale? Can I even 
complain that the terms of the contract as required by my own power 
of attorney do not sufficiently secure me, and demand a change in 
the terms, or additional security before there is any default in pay- 
ment by the purchaser? Congress reserved the power “to add to, 
alter, amend, or repeal the acts ” of 1862 and 1864. We reserved no 
right or power “to add to, alter, amend, or repeal ” the contracts made 
in pursuance and under the authority of these acts. I am dwelling 
upon this because I consider it important. When so good a lawyer 
as the Senator from Vermont, the chairman of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, intimates that an act of Congress is the contract when it is the 
authority for the contract, it is time, I think, for us to watch the dis- 
tinction. The contract was made, the work was done, the obligations 
were all incurred, the promises were all made and the bonds were all 
issued and delivered according to the authority and by virtue of the 
authority, and while the authority remained unrevoked. The oe 
sition that, under a reserved power to change or revoke the authority, 
to make the contracts, Congress can change or interfere with the 
contracts made, or can do anything that will affect to the weight of 
a hair the rights or liabilities of the other parties to the contracts 
without their consent and before their default, is most monstrous in 
its character, and can find nothing to excuse or palliate it in good 
faith, just precedent, or sound law. 

Sir, Con can do nothing, absolutely nothing, touching these 
contracts against the other parties thereto without their consent and 
before their default. 

The view I am presenting is, if possible, rendered still more con- 
clusive when we apply to it another well-settled principle which [have 
before stated upon authorities cited, and which could be strength- 
ened by a great number of decisions. It is that the Government is 
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not a party to contracts like these contracts of loan in its character 
asa sovereign but only as a civil corporation. As a sovereign the 
Government does not lend money. As a civil corporation it does not 
legislate. As a civil corporation it is subject to the law of contracts 
precisely as are individuals. When, therefore, the Government as a 
civil corporation enters into such contracts it cannot reserve the right 
to use its legislative power as a 0 to alter, change, or annul 
that contract to which it isa pee a civil corporation it can 
reserve no power which in its character as a civil corporation it does 
not possess. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to understand my friend, but will not put 
a question if it interrupts him at all. He has spoken repeatedly of 
the Government lending this money as a civil corporation and of 
what rights the Government has as a mere corporator. Ican under- 
stand very well how that may be applied were the Government a 
shareholder in a bank, as in the old United States Bank, or a share- 
holder in a railroad, or the like; but I am totally at a loss to under- 
stand what my friend means by speaking of the Government in 
granting a loan of its credit acting as a private or mere civil corpora- 
tion apart and distinct from its character as a government. ; 

Mr. HILL, I will answer the Senator by referring to the decision 
made that I have just read, by Justice Grier, in which he announced 
that when the Government purchased Jand and took a deed to it, it 
was a party to that contract ouly as a civil corporation and it so 
acted, and that its sovereignty had nothing to do with it. 

Mr, THURMAN. This was a Government loan. 

Mr. HILL. It is the same thing whether the Government loans 
money or takesa deed, The judge added that whenever the Govern- 
ment becomes a trader it trades only as a civil corporation. Its au- 
thority is derived from Congress, it is true. The civil corporation has 
no authority to make a contract unless Congress grants it, but it isa 
pay to the contract ony in its character as a civil corporation. 

at is what I mean, and I tell the Senator I am using the language 
of the court; and if the Senator takes issue with it he makes as great 
a mistake as he did in the colloquy with the Senator from Oregon, 
when he said that no lawyer in the argument of the Dartmouth Col- 
lege case pretended that but for the provision in the Federal Consti- 
tution the laws of New Hampshire would not have been valid. 

The power reserved in the acts of 1862 and 1864 is a legislative 
power to alter, amend, or repeal legislative acts, and not to alter or 
rescind contracts, 8 made by the authority of legislative acts. 
It was a power reserved by and for the benefit of the sovereign, and 
was not and could not be reserved by or for the benefit of the civil 
corporation as such. To say that the Government reserves the right 
to alter or rescind a contract made, because it reserves the right to 
alter or repeal the legislative act which authorized the contract to be 
made, is to utterly ignore the distinction between the sovereign and 
the civil corporation and absolves the Government from all the law 
and all the obligations of contracts. 

Mr. THURMAN. If it does not interrupt the Senator, will he let 
me ask him a question! 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator tell us what there is in these 
ain of 1862 and 1864 that Congress can amend, add to, alter, or re- 


Mr. HILL. Oh, I will do that. Iam going to show that, 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. HILL. I assure the Senator I will do that with a great deal 
of pleasure, and I shall leave that question I trust as clear as the 
other, although I am afraid that like that it will not be clear to the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio. 

The Congress is vested by the Constitution with express authority 
“ to borrow money on the credit of the United States.” It borrows 
in its character as a sovereign, and for that reason cannot be sued 
without its consent, because that express power is given in the Con- 
stitution. The difference is between the authority which created the 
Government. There is no sovereign power conferred to lend money, 
and when the Government does lend money it does so as a civil cor- 
poration upon the authority of sovereign power, and, incase of default, 
must come to the courts like other individuals or corporations, and 
can there be impleaded like the humblest citizen in the land. This 
may seem anomalous, but nevertheless it is true. Judge Grier, in the 
8 referred to, spoke of the anomalous character of our insti- 

ions. 

The allusion by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY ] to 
mail contractors and the powers of the Government over their con- 
tracts has no relevancy whatever to the question before us. Surely 
that Senator is too good a constitutional lawyer not to see the differ- 
ence between the relations of the Government with its servants. 
i ois officers, and agents, and with those who do not sustain that 

on. 

And now, Mr. President, what is the true meaning of the reserva- 
tion to “add to, alter, amend, or repeal,” found in slightly wre 
N in both the act of 1802 and the amendatory act of 1864 

shall come directly to answer the question of the Senator from Ohio, 
and I will show him to what these words do apply, to what they can 
only apply; and I affirm it with very great confidence. This point 
in the case I deemimportant and I have studied it thoroughly to the 
best of my humble ability. I say I will prove to the Senate, I trust, 
{I have certainly satisfied my own mind beyond the shadow of a 


shade of doubt) that these words do not only not apply to these con- 
tracts of loan but in their nature cannot be made to apply to the 
contracts of loan or to the portions of the charter relating to the con- 
tracts as such. These words have a meaning and a history which 
identifies that meaning beyond the possibility of mistake. First, 
these words are never used in ordinary legislation because such use 
is wholly unnecessary. The right to “add to, alter, amend, or repeal” 
legislative acts is an inherent part of ordinary legislative power. 
The legislation, then, in which it is necessary to retain such a reserva- 
tion, must stand upon some peculiar footing by reason of some pecu- 
liar character difierent from ordin legislation. When we find 
this peculiarity of legislation we s be able to comprehend the 
true purpose, application and meaning of this reservation. The habit 
of making this reservation is of modern origin, and has grown into 
its great importance and general use by a great and enlightening 
experience, 

This peculiarity of legislation applies only to the creation of cor- 
porations and to the granting and regulating the exercise of the priv- 
ileges, powers, and franchises of corporations. In every constitu- 
tional provision, and—I invite the Senator’s attention to this—in 
every act of legislation, general or ial, in which this reservation 
is found, it relates to corporations. Every case which has been read 
or referred to in this debate, and it case reported in which these 
words of reservation haye been brought before the courts for adjudi- 
cation, is a case of a corporation, a case involving questions relating 
to the franchises of a corporation, the franchises proper, ted by 
direct fiat of the legislative will, not by the intervention of executive 
authority. By the law of inductive reasoning, then, we are brought 
to the conclusion that there is some iar reason in the character 
of the legislation creatin rations and fixing and regulatin 
their franchises which makes this reservation wise or necessary, an 
which reason does not apply to ordinary legislation. Now, let us find 
this reason. What is it that is deemed necessary to reserve the power 
to alter, amend, or repeal and add words which are never found nec- 
essary to be used in any other legislation? Evidently it is because 
of some 1 in the nature of the legislation creating corpora- 
tions and granting corporate powers and franchises. The creation of 
artificial persons and the granting of powers, privileges, and func- 
tions to such persons is a prerogative, a sovereign prerogative power. 
In England it formerly rested in the Crown; in this country it rests 
in the States, to be exercised by the Legislature, or by such other 
power or body as the people in the constitution may direct. 

I will not stop now to inquire whether or to what extent it may be 
exercised by Congress. The exercise of this prerogative power is an 
act of sovereign grace and favor. It is not bought. There is no con- 
sideration for it passing from the favored tee to the sovereign 
grantor; but there is generally an inducement for the exercise of this 

wer by the sovereign. That inducement is the public good—a pub- 
c good which is to be secured and promoted by the manner in which 
the grantee, the corporation, shall exercise the franchises graciously 
bestowed upon it. It was held even in England that the soverei 
having once granted a charter of incorporation could not revoke it. 
Having called the child into life it could not destroy it without a 
judgment of its peers, the courts. Parliament, under a claim of om- 
nipotent power, did sometimes revoke charters, but even this power 
was not cordially conceded. Thus a corporation once created (ex- 
cept corporations exclusively political) could not afterward be dis- 
solved, except by a judgment of a competent court, after trial, that 
the franchises had been forfeited, either by a nonuser or misuser of 
the charter. That was the case in England when the colonies were 
part of that country. 

Early in our history, after the formation of our constitutional sys- 
tem, if was decided both by State courts and the Federal courts that 
a charter, not political, once nted and accepted, could not. be 
changed or revoked by the legislative power without the consent of 
the iam I quote several cases for that. See University vs. 
Fox, 2 Haywood’s Reports; Terrill vs. Taylor, 9 Cranch; Pawlett vs. 
Clarke, 9 Cranch. But the great 3 was made in the case of 
the Trustees of Dartmouth College vs. Woodward, 4 Wheaton, 518. 
That case was elaborately argued, and has since been accepted as 
settling this question. Settling what question? That the charter 
once granted could not be changed or altered by the granting power, 
although freely ted, as an act of favor simply, for the public 
good, and not altogether or chiefly for the personal good of the 

utee. : 

But the creation of corporations and the grant to them of franchise 
powers and privileges is a voluntary grant by the legislative power, 
and the only consideration for such exereise of this prerogative power 
is the public The grant being thus voluntary, it followed from 
a well-established principle that the grantor when making it could 
qualify the grant according to his will, and, among other qualifica- 
tions, could reserve the right to alter, amend, or withdraw the fran- 
chise, and this reservation would become a condition of the grant. 
Just like an individual person, if he makes a conveyance for value 
he must follow the terms of the contract. If he makes a volunta 
conveyance, ifit is a mere grant without consideration, even Loman 
it may be for natural love and affection, the grantor can prescribe 
such terms as he pleases; and in the case of a mere volantary grant at 
any time before execution and delivery it can bereyoked. The object 
of the grant being the public good, it was wise and proper that the 
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grantor should retain this control over its exercise, so as to secure 
more certainly and effectively this object. In this way the habit of 
making the reservation we are considering originated, and I repeat 
these words of reservation are only found in charters granted to cor- 


porations and they apply to nothing but franchises granted to corpo- 
rations. The fact that there is something else included in the act 
which creates a charter besides the franchise does not apply the words 
of the reservation to those other matters. The words of reservation 
are put in under this law of necessity to reserve the right to revoke, 
alter, or change the charter if the grantee, who is the recipient of 
sovereign power, does not execute the grant to accomplish the object 
for which it was made, The wonderful increase in the number, kind, 
and power of corporations in late years has made this reservation all 
the more important in character and the more frequent in its exer- 
cise. This reservation is now to be found in nearly all the States of 
the Union, sometimes in the constitutions, sometimes as provisions of 
general laws, and often in special charters; but in all cases the res- 
ervations are made to apply to corporations and special legislative 
nts, and to them only. To apply them to any other kind of legis- 
tion is utterly unwarranted and cannot be justified by principle, 
precedent, reason, or authority. 

Now, let us apply these principles to the acts of 1862 and 1864 
creating these corporations, and I will tell the Senator from Ohio 
what, in all those acts, is subject to the power of Congress to alter, 
repeal, modify, add to, or change. The corporations are created by 
direct fiat of the legislative will. All the usual and special corporate 
powers, privileges, and franchises are granted, in like manner, to the 
corporations so created, and they are granted directly. None of these 
grants are to be executed by the Secretary of the Treasury or by the 
executive department. I call the Senator's attention to that. None 
of these grants in the creation of the corporation, the granting of the 
vorporate privileges, powers, and franchises, are to be executed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury or by the executive department. They 

are perfect and complete the moment that they are passed. They are 
made so by the very act. They are complete and perfect, and exe- 
cuted by the legislative act, and are not made so by another power 
under authority of the legislative act. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me understand the Senator, if I do not inter- 
rupt him too much? If I understand my friend, he makes this dis- 
tinction, that because these bonds issued by the Government were 
required to be signed by the Secretary of the Treasury and handed 
over by the Secretary of the Treasury, that was a different thing 
from a contract made by Congress on behalf of the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will hear me. My point is that those pro- 
visions of the act of 1862 and 1864 which anthorized a loan of money 
do not perfect any right in anybody. They simply authorized the 
executive department to do certain things to be done by the depart- 
ment. But I say the creation of the corporation itself, the granting 
of the franchises to that corporation, is complete by a umie act of 
legislation without the intervention of executive agencies. 

. THURMAN. Now let me gr a question to my friend, for he 

does not seem to have considered it, at least I have not heard it. 

ask him when Congress passed this act and promised this loan of 
bonds, whether the moment the company accepted the charter that 
was not, according to his view of the case, a contract between the Gov- 
ernment and the company, and that in good faith the Gevernment 
was bound then to issue the bonds, the company doing what would 
entitle it to the bonds? I ask him, further, whetber any executive 
offcer of this Government had the slightest discretion in the world 
in the business to refuse to issue the bonds or not; whether the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was not bound to issue them according to the 
mandate of Con if the company complied ! 

Now, may I ask the Senator one further question, whether or not 
in that respect there is the slightest difference between the franchises 
pranie by the charter and this loan promised by the Government? 

‘he franchises granted by the charter were not nted upon the 
mere approval by the President of the act. They did not take effect 
until the company accepted them, for you cannot force a grant on 
anybody. Therefore, it required two to make those franchises come 
into being, just as much as it required two to make this loan come 
into existence. 

Mr. HILL. And the point is that it requires more than two to give 
effect to this legislation for the loan. My point is that the corpora- 
tion is created and the franchises conferred by the act of Congress, 
of course by consent of the other party, and that no executive agency 
intervened for any Miah org that it becomes complete in the parties 
by the passage of the act. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now let me ask 

Mr. HILL. But I will answer the Senator. Just wait and see if I 
do not. I answer the Senator that the passage of those provisions of 
these laws authorizing the loan do not make the Joan. It created a 
right to have a loan, but I say to the Senator before the right to those 
loans could accrue not only must the company accept the proposition, 
but they must go to work and earn the consideration which entitled 
them toit; and the executive Ceparimens and not the legislative is to 
determine by its jadgment whether they bave complied with the con- 
tract. The corporations might act until doomsday and they might 
have had a thousand acts by Congress, but if the executive depart- 
ment had not pronounced and adjudged that they had complied with 


their contract their right would have been only inchoate and not 
perfect to the loan. So there is a difference and I want the Senate to 
note it. It is the difference in the books; it is the difference upon 
reason. It is the very secret of these reservations in these charters. 
In a charter granted directly by the sovereign power nothing is 
required to perfect the grant except the acceptance from the grantee, 
whereas authority to lend money, an act of Con to lend money, 
is only a power conferred to one of the Executive Departments. It is 
true they must obey authority as they do in erry other case, but it 
is true, as the courts have often decided, that they are the judges 
whether the acts are complied with, and they must adjudge and 
determine that the work has been completed in the manner required 
before any right to the loan can yest in these corporations. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iask the Senator if the corporation does the 
work, fully and fairly entitling itself to the loan, and a Secretary of 
the Interior or of the Treasury should refuse willfully and without 
cause to issue the bonds, whether a mandamus would not lie? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly, if the Secretary of the Treasury adjudged 
that the work was complete; but 5 e the executive nationi 
denied that the work was complete. How then? Suppose they will 
not issue the bonds, will a mandamus lie? Certainly a man us 
will lie where the right is perfect and complete and it is conceded, 
but what is needed is for the bonds to be issued, signed, and delivered. 

But sippra the judges of the contract will not execute it. Sup- 
pose the Secretary of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Interior 
in the respective parts they have got to perform in this agency ad- 
judge that the work is not completed according to the contract,would 
a thousand acts entitle them to the bonds, would a thousand man- 
damuses secure them? Sir, it is expressly decided by the Supreme 
Court in the celebrated case of Decatur vs. Spaulding and others, that 
the Department is the judge of the evidence in such cases; that while 
we have to command the Department they have a right to judge in 
certain matters; that when it is referred by Con to them to 
judge when a contract had been executed, when a right has become 
vested which Con has strictly authorized, the courts cannot inter- 
fere with that question; but if the Executive Department says,“ You 
have complied but I am not bound to obey the act of Congress,” then 
the courts will come in by mandamus and compel obedience, but the 
courts cannot interfere with the judgment of the Secretary or of the 
Executive Department. I do say to the Senator that before these 
parties are entitled to this loan they not only had to do the work but 
the Executive Department had to adjudge the work as rightfully 
done under the act. Therefore in the matter of this loan another de- 
partment of the Government was introduced to perfect it and it does 
not take place upon the mere grant of incorporation and the grant- 
ing of the franchises to the companies. The Legislature grants those, 
and the grant is not dependent on the executive authority or any 
judgment or adjudication by the executive authority for the absolute 
and unconditional vesting of their rights. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the President does not approve the bili, I do 
not think they will have it. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, well, of course that is a part of the legislation. I 
say the legislation is completed, and when I say that of course I mean 
the eppuri of the President or the passage of the bill by two-thirds 
over 5 veto. My friend from Ohio is getting decidedly hyper- 
critical. 

How different are the contracts of loan authorized by these acts. 
Here the legislation becomes mere authority to the Executive Depart- 
ment. The loans are for a valuable consideration. The inducements 
which make the Congress willing to authorize the loans are all set 
out. The terms and conditions of the loans are prescribed. What 
shall be done to entitle the corporations to the loans; how the loans 
shall be secured and how repaid; what shall be the liabilities of the 
corporations accepting the loans; and when, in what manner, and on 
what terms the loans shall be repaid are all declared. But all these 
provisions are nothing but directions to the Executive Department, 
who are authorized by these legislative provisions—these powers of 
attorney—to complete the work and deliver the bonds, or adjudge 
that they shall not be delivered as the case may be, and Congress 
actually has nothing todo. Theexecutive power is to ascertain and 
determine when the corporations have completed the roads in sec- 
tions; the executive authority is todetermine and make known when 
the entire roads are completed. The Secretary of the Treasury is to 
issue and deliver the bonds, and here is a point to which I challenge 
the attention of Senators. It is in that very act of 1862 declared to 
be the “issue and delivery of the bonds” that constitute the mort- 
gage. You may have a thousand acts, and without all this executive 
agency intervening, and the actual execution, issue, and delivery of 
the bonds there would be no mortgage. 

Without these executive acts there were no contracts, no loans, and 
no obligations created, and none could have existed, although by the 
legislative acts they were all authorized to be made and created. The 
legislative acts created the corporations and invested them with cor- 
porate powers, privileges, and franchises without any intervening 
executive agency; but the legislative acts did not make but only 
authorized the contracts of loan to be made by the intervention of 
executive agency, and without the actual execution of that agency 
the contracts would have had no existence. 

Without the reservations“ toadd to, alter, amend, orrepeal the acts,” 
the charters granted and the franchises conferred could never have 
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been changed or revoked. The reservations were only necessary to 
retain legislative control over the corporations and their franchises, 
and for that purpose only were they made. It was not ni to 
reserve the right to alter or repeal the authority to make the loans. 

There is another distinction to which I call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio: under the Dartmouth College decision and under 
all the decisions of all the courts, State and Federal, it was necessary to 
reserve the right to alter, repeal, or change the franchises granted to 
a corporation, but it was never held by any court that it was neces- 
sary to reserve the right to alter or change the authority to make a 
loan. The Congress had inherent power to change or repeal the leg- 
islative authority, to make the loans, but Congress has and can have 
no authority inherent or reserved to alter or rescind the contracts 
of loan after the authority to make them had been executed. From 
the moment of that execution the authority became exhausted, dead, 
and the contract became instinct with life which life it will be crime 
to destroy by force. From that moment the loans became plain con- 
tract debts which no power can destroy or impair save the power 
that made them, the consent of both parties. As the Supreme Court 
justly say in a recent case (3 Otto, 255:) Two minds are required 
to make a contract or to change its terms and conditions after it is 
executed.” 

It can make no difference that the authority to make the loans was 
created in the acts granting the corporate charters, and that is where 
all this trouble has come from. These gentlemen have never got the 
true view, because the offer to loan was included in the acts granting 
the charter. That fact cannot change either the nature or the law 
of the contracts as made. They stand precisely as if the authority 
had been given by separate and independent acts of Congress. 

Thus, sir, I have shown: 

First. That the bill reported from the Judiciary Committee, under 
the form of altering the acts under authority of which these con- 
tracts were made, does in fact seek to alter and change the contracts 
themselves, and without the consent of the parties to those contracts. 

Second. That such legislative power cannot be found in the theory 
of trusts. That the power to interfere under that theory exists only 
in the courts, and that even the courts can exercise such a power 
only after default. 0 

Third. That the reservations “ to alter, amend, or repeal,” contained 
in the acts of 1862, and 1864, apply, and were intended to apply, and 
can only apply to the corporate existence, powers and franchises of 
the rai companies created and confirmed by those acts. That 
the reservations were not needed or intended to give to Congress the 
power to alter or repeal the authority to make the loans provided for 
in those acts, and that no authority can exist in Congress, inherently 
or by reservation, to alter or rescind the contracts actually made 
under that authority after that authority had been executed, after 
the contract had been made, and after the rights and liabilities of 
the parties to those contracts had become vested and fixed. 

I beg to call the attention of the Senate to some considerations 
upon the assumption, for argument’s sake, that the words “ to alter, 
amend, or repeal” do apply to the contract, to the authority to make 
the contract, and to the terms of the contract, as well as the creation 
of the corporation and the ting of the franchise. First, I want 
to call the attention of the te to this point: If this reservation 
to alter or amend does apply, for instance, to that stipulation in 
the contract which says that one-half of the transportation by the 
Government shall be paid before the maturity of the bonds, suppose 
that power to change that is retained by the act of 1862 or the act of 
1864. Here is the act of 1871, which expressly directs that that half 
transportation shall be paid, and that act reserves no right to alter 
oramend. I wish the Senator from Ohio to hear this. I wish him 
to reply to it if he can. Isay the act of 1571, being the ninth section 
of an act making 8 for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1872, and for other purposes, provides that 

The Secre of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay over in money to the 
Pacific Rail Companies mentioned in said act, and performing services for tho 


United States, one- of the compensation at the rate pro by law for such 
services heretofore or hereafter rendered. . y 


And it distinctly says: 
Provided, That this section shall not be construed to affect the legal = robs 
erein spec y 


the Government or the obligations of the companies, except as hi 
provided. 


Now, here ıs the act of 1871, which enacts and declares that the 
half of this transportation shall be paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the companies, and no power is reserved in the act of 1871 
to alter, amend, or repeal that act. Take the case pro by my 
friend here from the Judiciary Committee, and you see that the bill 
provides in the fourth section— 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, on the Ist day of Feb- 
ruary in each year, the one-half of the compensation for services hereinbefore 
named, rendered for the Government by said Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
not applied in liquidation of interest. 

Mr. THURMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Georgia to say 
that that act of 1871 is irrepealable? 

Mr. HILL, I say it is after the parties have acted under it. 
ee ee That is all I wanted to know, if the Senator so 

Mr. HILL. Ido. Is it not part of the contract? 

Mr. THURMAN. Part of what contract? 


pre rests Part of the contract authorized by the acts of 1862 
an . 

Mr. THURMAN. Now the Senator is comin 
wanted him to come. He has now got beyon 
him to tell me this 

Mr. HILL. Iam now 
the words “ to alter, amend, or repeal” apply. 


eee y to where I 
loan, and I want 


arguing the case upon the assumption that 


Mr. THURMAN. Then I want to know what in the world it is in 
that charter which can come within that power of amendment, alter- 
ation, or al. 

Mr. HILL. e Senator does not see the point. I am arguing the 
case now upon the assumption that the word“ alter” applies to every- 
thing there. Do younot perceive? But by the act of 1864 Congress 
agreed that one-half the transportation should be paid to the com- 

ies. Con reserved the right to alter, as the Senator says, in 
the acts of 1862 and 1864, and for some reason the Government did 
not pay it. Then you come in with the act of 1871 and re-enact that 
they should have that one-half. 

Mr. BAYARD. May Lask the Senator a question? Does he consider 
that the power reserved to the Government to amend the law of 1864 
at will is exhausted by making an amendment in 1871? 

Mr. HILL. I certainly do as to that particular thing, because the 
last act repeals the first. Ithink if you in a subsequent act make a 
direct enactment and do not reserve the power to repeal you cannot 
afterward alter or change that act. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator himself, if he will allow me to in- 
terrupt him, has stated the matter which shows what the act of 1871 
was. Under the act of 1864 the companies were entitled to receive 
pay for half the transportation account. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury refused to pay them that half under an opinion of Mr. Attorney- 
General Akerman. The matter was referred to Congress; that is to 
say, the companies petitioned Congress on the subject. The Judiciary 
Committees of the Senate and the House reported that under the act 
of 1864 the companies were entitled to this money, half the trans- 
portation account, and the act of 1871 was passed to compel the Sec- 
retary to execute the law, not to change the law or to make any new 
law, but sapiy to compel him to execute it. 

Mr. HILL. No; but you did declare in the act of 1864 that one- 
half of the transportation shall be paid with a reservation. 

Mr. THUR: What reservation? 

Mr. HILL. The reservation of the right to alter. That is what 
you say. Lam ing on that assumption now, which the Senator 
from Ohio does not seem to take. I am arguing upon the assumption 
that you are right, and yet I show that your bill is unconstitutional ; 
for I say that afterward you enacted sean that these companies 
should have the half transportation without reservation, and that 
they should not only have it for the past but should have it forever. 
That is the act of 1871. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator read the act of 1871 which 
shows that? 

Mr. HILL. I have just read it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish he would read it again for general infor- 
mation. 

Mr. HILL. It is as follows: 

Secretary Treas ted to over in money to the 
Pace Railroad Com 2 25 s mentioned Jn bald ac and performing services for the 
States, one- 0 compensation rai w suc 
services, heretofore or hereafter rendered. ap 7 


And lest this act might be construed to interfere with the reserva- 
tion in the act of 1864 in some other point besides this, you go on 
and provide— 

That this section shall not be construed to affect the legal rights of the Govern- 
mentor the obligations of the companies, except as herein specifically provided. 


That is as to the half rtation account. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY.* The Senator says the act of 1871 exhausted the 
power to amend or re the act of 1864. 

Mr. HILL. As to this particular provision. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator point ont in what particular the 
act of 1871 alters, amends, or repeals the act of 1864? 

Mr. HILL. It re-enacts. Gentlemen will not understand me. In 
the act of 1864 you enacted a right with a reservation, and you claim 
the right to change it by virtue of that reservation. In the act of 
1871 you enacted the same right without reservation. That is the 
point; and I defy any lawyer to get over it. Is not the right with- 
out a reservation an amendment and improvement upon aright with 
a reservation! Is not an absolute right better than a qualified right? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator whether he thinks the act 
of 1871 became a contract by the mere passage of it? ; 

Mr. HILL. I did not say so. On the contrary, I have previously 
said that I take it for granted that the companies have been acting 
under this act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now the Senator, who is so very careful about 
taking nothing for granted, had better not take that, because the 
companies have not got a cent under that act. 

Mr. HILL. They have accepted the act, and therefore have got 
their rights under it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should be glad to see the proof that they have 
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accepted it. They have not got the money, and that is all the act 


Ba 

Air. HILL. There is no proof that shows that they have accepted 
any act. If the Executive Department has not done its duty, then 
under the position of my friend from Ohio the companies ought to 
apply for a mandamus. I say the right became complete upon the 

of the act and its acceptance by the companies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but the difficulty about the Senator's argu- 
ment is, whatever there is of it, and I will express no opinion about 
that 

Mr. HILL. It makes no difference what the Senator's opinion is 
about it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The difficulty about it is that according to his 
previous proposition these acts do not become contracts or authorized 
contracts in any effective sense until they are accepted by the other 
side; it takes two minds. A corporation can only act, not by the 
general force of nature, but by some corporate performance. Now, 
then, if the Senator will only look at the published reports officially 
made to us, he will see in the reports and the evidence that none of 
the money mentioned in the act of 1871 has been paid to any of the 
companies; it is in the Treasury still. Therefore, the payment of the 
money does not raise any implication that the company has accepted 
this new contract. Where, then, does the Senator get the authority 
to say that this new contract, as he calls it, is binding, and therefore 
‘prevents our amending the act of 18647 

Mr. HILL. I have no evidence that any act passed in relation to 
these companies has been accepted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will look into the reports, he will 
find it. 

Mr. HILL. I have no evidence myself that the acts of 1862 and 
1864 have been accepted. I understand they have been, and as those 
acts are all published and there has been no protest against them I 
assume that they have been accepted, and as it was for the benefit 
of the companies and not their injury, a formal acceptance was not 
necessary. I take it for granted they have accepted them. If the 
act of 1571 passed and they accepted it by acting on it, the right be- 
came perfect, whether the Secretary of the Treasury paid the money 
or not. 

Now, the Senator from Vermont wants to get to the point that the 
Secretary of the Treasury must pay the money. If there had been 
.a condition of this grant which made the Secretary of the Treasury 
the judge as to whether he should pay it, then I grant your 8 
but as there is no condition to the grant, as the act is absolute and 
unconditional and without reservation, all that is necessary to make 
it a contract is for the companies to accept it; and indeed a formal 
acceptance is not necessary as it is for their benefit. Of course I 
admit that if the companies have not accepted it or rejected it, it is 
no contract. An act of Congress is never a contract per se. Some- 
times it is called so, and in common parlance sometimes spoken of as 
such; but no lawyer when he comes down to technically correct lau- 
; wonld call an act of Congress a contract. It is an element of 
ut of course. J 

But I go on to another point. Even if the general reservation to 
alter and repeal applied to the contract and its terms, then I say it 
cannot be used to take away a specific gift or provision, but only to 
aid such specific grant. I call the attention of the lawyers of the 
Senate to this position. The reservation is general; the grant of the 
authority to make the loan is specific. Mr. Sedgwick says: 


But a particular thing given by the preceding part of a statute shall not be taken 
aw or altered by tan ETETE artha ie pasar on Statutes, pages 


I say these words “to alter, amend, or repeal” cannot be nsed to 
destroy any specific stipulation. There is one case.in which the 
repeal may be, and that is where the object of the grant is not carried 
out, where there is a forfeiture of the charter; but while the com- 
panies comply with the contract, while they on their part comply 
with the specific stipulations, Congress cannot under the general 
power of reservation negative or destroy a specific grant. e Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Mo Dora D] laid down the direct reverse of 
that proposition the other day, and he will find on examination of 
the authorities that he is incorrect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator to his 
annoyance at all, but I desire to ask him a question with his per- 
mission. ' 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam interested in the observations of the Sena- 
tor, and wish to get at precisely what he means. Do I understand 
him to mean on this last point he has advanced, that if Congress 
oe a charter for a ticular national bank, to be called the 

ational Bank of North America in the District of Columbia, for 
twenty years, and that bank accepts the charter and complies with 
every provision in it, there being at the end a section which says 
Congress may repeal this act at any time, Congress cannot repeal it 
within the twenty years unless the company have violated some of 
the provisions of the charter? 

. HILL. That is just exactly my position. g 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. And I state it precisely in the language, almost, of 
Chief-Justice Shaw, of usetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not applied to any such subject as that. 


Mr. HILL. But he says that these reservations to alter, amend, 
and „though unlimited in are not unlimited in effect, 
‘and one of the limitations is that they must be used to effectuate the 
original purpose. That is What it is done for. The history of this 
reservation shows that that is exactly why it was made. The courts 
had decided that where a charter was once granted it could not be 
revoked, even though they did not comply with the terms ; you had 
to go to the courts to get aj 1 of forfeiture. These reserva- 
tions are made to meet that difficulty ; and I need not stop here to 
discuss it; but I do say to the Senator from Vermont, although that 
is not material to this discussion, whenever this question comes to 
be firmly and finally settled—and the courts are now struggling with 
it—wherever a corporate charter or privilege has been speci omiy 
granted and accepted and the company is complying with it in 
faith, the power to repeal does not authorize its destruction, and you 
can use that power to repeal only to carry out the original purposes 
of the grant, If the companies, for instance, did not build this road, 
if they did not keep it up, if they did not accomplish the object the 
United States had in granting them the franchise, then the United 
States reserved the right to take back the franchise and give it to 
porom who would carry out the object. That is the purpose of it 
exactly. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Or refuse to give it to anybody? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly; or refuse to give it to anybody. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. 1 can see how amendments might be made 
to the charter for the purpose of carrying out the original purposes 
of the charter; but when you come to repealing it, it seems to me 
that is a very different thing. 

Mr. HILL. I have just stated it. I can give the case to the Sen- 
ator again. Suppose the company does not build the road; suppose 
the company does not keep up the road. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. e original purpose of the grant. 

Mr. HILL. That is it. What is the original purpose of the t? 
The original purpose of the grant was to construct the road and keep 
it up. 

r. CHRISTIANCY. How will repeal do that? 

Mr. HILL. The repeal and giving the right to somebody else would 
do it. This is not original with me; it is stated in the books. The 
very purpose of this reservation is to enable Congress to kep it with- 
in its power to complete the pu of the grant; and if it had se- 
lected an unfortunate grantee in the first place, one who does not 
carry out the power, then Congress may revoke the grant and Kaps 
it to another, or not grant it at all if it abandons the purpose. But I 
do say, and I am not going to shrink from it, because the courts have 
said so, that, though this reservation be unlimited in terms, you can- 
not construe it to destroy the rights of the company as long as they 
are faithful to the purposes of the grant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator any case in mind in which any 
supreme court of any State or country has decided that in such a 
case as he has been supposing and as I have supposed, an out-and- 
out repeal of the charter would be unconstitutional ? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should think not. 

Mr. HILL. Simply because I never knew a Legislature that would 
do it where other parties were complying with the terms. Therefore 
that case has never been made. But I will tell the Senator what I 
have seen. I have not the case here before me, but one of the best 
decisions ever made upon the meaning of these words to alter, amend, 
or repeal, and the extent to which the power goes, was made by Chief- 
Justice Shaw under this very kind of language, the unlimited lan- 

age used in Massachusetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was the fish-way case. 

Mr. HILL. And he says that the object is to secure the original 
purpose of the grant. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was the fish-way case. 

Mr. HILL. I do not remember the name of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator seen the latest decision of Chief- 
Justice Shaw in the insurance case where the Legislature provided 
that an insurance company should accumulate a sinking fund to pay 
its debts, and which he held was lawful legislation! 

Mr. HILL. Certainly; I can understand that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. It stands upon a different principle altogether. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Senator ought to understand this. 

Mr. HILL. To be sure; and I do. Perhaps the Senator from Ver- 
mont is not as wise as he imagines. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I presume not. 

Mr. HILL. If he is all-wise, some of the courts are not and some 
of the highest judges in this country. I am not at all intimidated 
when I stand before these lawyers of the committee, when I heard one 
of them here the other day say that no lawyer in the Dartmouth Col- 
lege case ever made such and such a declaration. And I say that when 
learned members of the Judiciary Committee come in here, learned 
and able as they are, and tell me that in this country, under a Gov- 
ernment of limitations upon its powers, there is a right to impair the 
obligation of a contract, I am not prepared to concede that they are 
infinitely wise, though they be wiser than I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will give me leave tosuggest to him 
that I was not expressing any opinion of my own; I wasonly asking 
him, as he had referred to a decision of Chief-Justice Shaw in respect 
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of the fish-way case, what view he took of the later decision of the 
same court respecting the insurance case, where the Legislature had 
uired the accumulation of a sinking fund to pay its debts. 

H Certainly, and I can perfectly understand that, but I 
do not wish to stop now to argue it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. well. 

Mr. HILL. But there is a broad difference between an insurance 
case and a contract of loan to a railroad corporation; a very broad 
difference. The very object and terms and conditions of the creation 
of an insurance company are that it shall be safe for the people to take 
risks in. That is the very object of a t to an insurance company, 
that it shall be safe to the people, and the Government is but effect- 
uating its object and carrying out the purpose of the grant to an insur- 
ance company when it sees to it that it makes it perfectly secure for 
the people to insure in. The business of an insurance company is to 
take risks; the business of a railroad corporation is not to take risks 
upon life or fire either. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But is it not its business to pay its debts that the 
law authorized it to contract ? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly, according to the terns of the contract; cer- 
tainly, when the debt is due. : 

Mr. EATON. Just what the insurance company did not do. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely, for the insurance company stands on a 
wholly different principle. The very purpose of incorporating it is 
to enable it to take risks, and it is the duty of the Government to see 
that it is safe for the people to insure in it. This is a different thing. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the Senator is it not also the duty of the 
railroad company so to manage its affairs that it may be able to per- 
form the functions for which it was organized? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. And remain in a state of solvency and preserve its 
railroad to the corporation? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly; and does anybody allege here that this cor- 
poration is not doing this? Does anybody here allege that this cor- 
poration is not keeping up the road? 

Mr. BAILEY. Does not the direction of the road in its communi- 
cation to the Judiciary Committee state that unless there shall be a 
sinking fund this corporation will become insolvent aml the road 
will pass into other hands? 

Mr. HILL. Supposing it does; is that insolvency to result from the 
administration of the road or from the natural course of events and 
the natural shrinkage of property? The debtor is not responsible 
for natural shrinkage in the value of his property. He is not respon- 
sible for misfortunes; he is only responsible for default. If this com- 
pany will say that by reason of their management they are destroy- 

ng the corporation, that its insolvency is resulting from their mal- 
administration, I can concede the case, because then there is default. 

Mr. BAILEY. Permit me to ask another question. Does not the 
company avow that it is distributing from year to year its assets, its 
income or net earnings, and that that course of procedure will bring 
about the very condition which it predicts in the future ? r 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know what the companies have said nor do I 
care ; but I do say that, if the companies are paying their debts as they 
fall due, and paying the interest as it falls due, and keeping up the 
road and operating the road justly, they have aright to the dividends, 
because the eighteenth section of the charter says so; but, because 
the mortgageor is insolvent and because the property mortgaged is 
insufficient to pay the debt, that does not give the creditor a right to 
the earnings before his debt is due. I admit and contend that the 
earnings uncollected when this debt falls due the court may seize 
and apply to the debt; but I defy the Senator to find a case where 
there is no default or maladministration where a debtor is compelled 
to apply the income of the property to the payment of his debt 
before the debt falls due. 

But this view can be made still stronger. If under the general 
reservation to alter or amend Con retained the power to change 
or annul the specific terms of the contract, then Congress has reserved 
the power to commit a fraud on the companies, and this cannot be 
true. Now, I put itto the Senate, I put it to my friend the able Sen- 
ator from Michigan, a man whose mind is so able and whose heart is 
so just, why did the Government agree to these liberal terms with 
the companies? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY . Iwill answer, if the Senator will allow me, 
exactly why they agreed to them: because they reserved all the power 
they ever had and parted with none of it. 

. HILL. Then I understand the Senator to say that the Govern- 
ment agreed with the companies, “ If you will take the risk, undergo 
the labor, and build a road which the Government desires built, which 
is im t to the integrity of the Union, which is important for 
the uses of the Government, and the Government therefore needs 
that road; if you gentlemen will go forward and build this road, 
we will advance you so much money and we will not require you to 

ay that momy back for thirty years, see h half transportation and 

per cent. of the net earnings;” and I understand the Senator to say 
that, when the Government said that to the companies as an induce- 
ment for them to take the contract and build the road, the moment 
the road is built the Government can take back the inducement. 
Do I understand any man to say that? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I understand that the Government under- 
stood and that the corporators understood that their rights under 


such a reservation of power would rest upon the sound discretion of 
Congress, and I see no absurdity in any man trusting to that sound 
discretion of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the subject had been bound to trust 
to the discretion of a legislative body, eur fathers acted unwisely 
when they declared independence of Great Britain, who asserted the 
right to levy a tax but would not do it. Sir, the Revolution was 
fought upon the assertion of a power, and not solely upon the manner 
of its exercise ; and I put it to the Senator, and I put it to the Senate, 
when this contract was made and the Government a d to take 
only one-half the transportation to apply to the interest before the 
maturity of the bonds, was it not an inducement to the companies to 
build the road? When they actually built the road, have yon a right 
to take the whole compensation away from them? That is the point. 
Yon say ‘ trust to the discretion of Con i 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me? I do not desire to inter- 
rupt the Senator but I wish to have information. In the case of 
Miller ts. The State, 15 Wallace’s Reports, the court say: 

Power to legislate, founded upon such a reservation in a charter to a private 
corporation, is certainly not without limit, and it may well be admitted that it can- 
not be exercised to take away or destroy rights acquired by virtue of such a char- 
ter, and which, by a legitimate use of the powers granted have become vested in 
the corporation, but it may be safely affirmed that the reserved power may be ex- 
— and to almost any extent, to carry into effect the original purposes of the 
gran’ 

Mr. HILL. Exactly. 


Mr. BECK. “Or to secure the due administration of its affairs.” 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
Mr. BECK. “So as to protect the rights of the stockholders and 


of creditors, and for the proper disposition of the assets.” 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Now the question I desire to ask is what is there in 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee that goes beyond the authority 
asserted in this opinion that may be exercised for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the rights of the creditors of the-companies? 

Mr. HILL. Iwill tell the Senator. Those words are used in that 
book according to their legal signification. Now, then, the Govern- 
ment has no right to.interfere to protect creditors except where there 
is a default of the debtor; then there must be “a proper disposition 
of the assets.” 

Mr. BECK. Under the n reserved to alter, amend, or change, 
which was a part of the grant of course, if the power is as compre- 
hensive as this opinion says, and if it is admitted that the companies 
are not only looking to insolvency but so far dividing the earnings 
as to become certainly insolvent when this debt matures, under the 

-decision of the Supreme Court which I have just read, is it not cer- 
tain that Congress not only has the power but ought to protect the 
creditors against that probability ? 

Mr. HILL. Whenever the creditors need protection and whenever 
protection is extended according to the contraet. That is what it 
means, It says “proper,” that is according to the rights of both 
parties. You cannot protect the creditor by destroying the rights of 
the debtor. It does not mean that the creditor shall have protection 
against a bad contract by making it a good one. He is entitled to 
protection according to his contract, against default or breaches by 
the debtor. 

Mr. BECK. The great object. in making the loan by the Govern- 
ment was to have this road perpetnally held by the corporation for 
their use. Now if that be true, and if the companies show themselves 
that in the near future they will be certainly insolvent, that the road 
will be sold ont and bought in by other people who will be under no 
such obligation and thereby the Government will not have the per- 
petual use of it and the Government will not get its money, either 
its principal or interest, unless there is some means taken to so regu- 
late the administration of the road as to protect the creditors of the 
companies, have we not a right to resort to such means ? 

Mr. HILL. I will say to the Senator that may be all true, but you 
cannot poio the creditors by denying the stockholders or the own- 
ers of the road as the debtors the rights they are entitled to. You 
must protect the creditor by proper means; you must protect the 
creditor by such means as the existing law authorizes, as existing reme- 
dies permit. You cannot resort to extraordi remedies ; you can- 
not violate the charter; you cannot protect the creditor by destroying 
the rights of the debtor. You must do it in a way that is consistent 
with the original purposes of the charter. This bill does not alle; 
the acts the Senator states. It does not allege the companies are do- 
ing anything to lessen the value of the security the Government agreed 
to take. Show me that the companies are doing such wrongs and I 
will show ey remedies. Even other purchasers would get nonew 
rights other than the charter. 

Mr. BECK. The original purpose of the charter was to secure a per- 
petual road; another was to pay the debt of the companies; another 
puros was of course to protect the stockholders; but those stock- 
holders have no rights until the debts are paid; and if the adminis- 

tration are dividing out the assets of the road to stockholders, to the 
absolute, certain destruction of the debts of the companies and the 
rights of the Government, ought we not to interfere by legislation 
before they go further ? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will see the mistake he has made. He: 
says the stockholders have no rights until the creditors are paid. 

Mr. BECK. No ultimate rights. 
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Mr. HILL. They have immediate rights. They have aright by 


the very terms of the charter to 10 per cent. dividends, 

Mr. BECK. I mean that to the ultimate profits they have no right, 
and therefore they can destroy the security by the course I have 
indicated. PRA 

Mr. HILL. If they are doing anything to destroy the security, if 
the destruction of the security is the result of their act, all right ; 
then they are in default and then you can take the road out of their 
hands and put it in the hands of a receiver for the protection of the 
creditors, if you want to. That is all that case is; it is all any case 
is. If there is default, then the thing can be done; but I tell the 
Senator there is no case on earth where the proper protection of the 
creditor means anything but always the proper discharge of the 
duties of the debtor; and this contract, which says they are entitled 
to the 10 per cent., was made with the distinct knowledge of the fact 
that the road might be insolvent before the debt became due. The 
power to alter was reserved; but it must be resorted to so as not to 
impair or destroy vested rights. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator what part of the bill of the Judiciary 
Committee destroys any vested right ? 

Mr. HILL. Itdestroys a vested right in this: it distinctly provides 
that they shall pay 25 per cent. of the net earnings instead of 5; it 
distinctly provides that they shall pay the Government the whole ot 
the Government transportation instead of half, and the charter dis- 
tinctly said they should not pay but 5 per cent. net earnings, and the 
charter distinctly stipulated that they should not be required to pay 
but half the Government transportation. Now, take the law as you 
find it, make any act you please to carry out the original ag of 
the charter, to protect the creditors from the wrong of the debtor, 
but do not protect the creditor because the creditor made a bad con- 
tract. There is no such law as that. You are proposing to protect 
the creditor because he made a bad contract at first; you are not 
proposing to pecos the creditor against any maladministration of 
the debtor. Nobody alleges that it is the bad management of the 
road that is bringing about this result; it is the mere opinion of the 
natural course of events. I take this occasion to say that for myself 
I think the road is worth the money or will be in thirty years or by 
the time these bonds are due; but that is a mere matter of opinion. 
You would have no right to take Charge of a corporation and admin- 
ister its assets because twenty years hereafter it may be in default. 
It is an absurdity. 

Again, the rule is distinctly laid down that the conditions or reser- 
vations in a contract “which are repugnant to the grant or gift by 
which they are created or to which they are annexed are void.” (2d 
Story’s Equity Jurisprudence, section 1304.) If the reservation 
would be void if literally repugnant, much less can you put a con- 
struction on the reservation which would make it repugnant. Now, 
you put a construction on this right reserved which negatives a spe- 
cific right granted in the charter. The law is that if the reservation 
literally meant that, it would be void; and now you seek to put a 
construetion on it to make it mean that. That you cannot do. 

Still again, you cannot use or construe this reservation to“ alter, 
amend, and repeal” so as to defeat or annul the known meaning or 
understanding of the parties at the time the contract was made; 
and upon this subject I have authorities here from Judge Kent that 
are very explicit and clear. 

Judge Kent, after citing Bacon’s rule, says: 

The modern and more reasonable practice is to give to the lan, e its just 
sense and to search for the precise meaning and one rps Spam to give due and fair 
effect to the contract without adopting either the rule of a rigid or of even indul- 

t construction. * The true principle of sound ethics is to give the con- 


ct the sense ia which the paon making the promise believed the other 
be — — accepted it, if he in fact did so understand and accept it.—2 Kent's Com., 


That is also the rule of construction of treaties, says Vattel. 


The mutual intention of the parties to the instrument is the great and sometimes 
the difficult. object of inquiry when the terms of it are not free from ambiguity. 
To reach and carry that intention into effect the law when it becomes necessary 
will control even the literal terms of the contract, if they manifestly contravene 
the purpose; and many cases are given in the books in which the intent has 
prevailed over the strict letter of the contract.—2 Kent, 555. 


Now I put to every Senator here, when these debtors accepted this 
charter with a distinct stipulation that the Government, until the 
maturity of the bonds, would not exact from them anything in pay- 
ment but half the Government transportation and 5 per cent net 
earnings, was it understood by either party that the Government 
should change that and exact all or exact more? For if you have 
power to exact more you have power to exact all. How did the com- 
panies understand it? How did the Government say they under- 
stood it? How have the Supreme Court decided they understood it? 
They understood it according to its very language. That is the way 
they took it. Now for you to exert a general power of reservation to 
destroy the sense of a specific grant, to destroy the sense in which 
both parties understood it, in which especially the debtor understood 
it—to exert that general power to destroy that specific grant on that 
specific stipulation, is a fraud in law, say the books, and you have 
no power to doit. I admit the full force of the decision read by the 
Senator from Kentucky, and I wish the Senator from Vermont had 
heard it. It shows that the reservation of the ee to alter, amend, 
or repeal is to be used to effectuate the original purpose of the grant. 


Vil——130 


Chaneellor Kent continues: 


So the mutual intention of the parties to the instrument is the great and some- 
times the difficult object of inquiry when the terms of it are not free from ambigu- 
ity, and to reach and carry that intention into effect, the law, when it becomes 
necessary, will control the literal terms of the contract, and if manifestly the con- 
trary is the purpose, and many cases are given in the books in which the plain 
intent has prevailed over the strict letter of the contract. 

Why? Because if you induce a man to undertake a risk, to perform 
a labor under a promise which was specifically given that he shall 
reap certain rewards, and after he has performed the labor and taken 
the risk, for you, under your reservation of a general power which 
means to carry out the original purpose, destroy that specific grant, 
you commit a fraud. See what an absurdity. Here the Supreme 
Court has decided that under this contract no interest is to be paid 
except the 5 per cent. of the net earnings until the maturity of the 
debt. Now, you come in here by legislative power, contrary to the 
adjudicated intention of the parties, (for the reme Court of the 
United States in their decision adjudicated the original intention and 
understanding,) and attempt to unsettle the adjudication by deelar- 
ing that in some form an amount shall be paid more than was stipu- 
lated. The Supreme Court say the original intention of the parties 
was that nothing but half transportation and 5 per cent. should be 
paid. Here Kent says, you cannot by a general reservation alter the 
original intention, you must carry out that original intention and 
un SETIER of the parties, and you by this very bill seek to defeat 
and destroy that original intention. 

In his able argument the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CRISTIANCY ] 
said in substance that it was no argument against the existence of 
this power to show it might beinjudicionsly used. So I tell that Sen- 
ator it is no argument in favor of the existence of the er to show 
it might be wisely or even usefully used. If the power does not exist 
it rana be used either bears or unwisely. ois 

f Congress can change this contract in any respect it can nge 
it in all respects. If this general reservation to alter or amend pores 
Congress power to compel the payment of one dollar more than the 
stipulations require before the maturity of the bonds, then Congress 
can require every dollar to be paid before maturity. 

Can Con by legislation declare that the interest shall be more 
than 6 percent? [ask the Senator from Kentucky that question. The 
originalact declares that the interest shall be 6 per cent. Can Congress 
now by virtue of its reserved power alter that interest and say it shall 
be 8 per centon 10 percent? Can it declare that the bonds shall be 
due now? The original contract said the bonds should be due in thirty 
years and the debt should be paid at the maturity of the bonds. Can 
you under this power to alter or amend declare that the bonds shall 
be due to-morrow? If you have the power to declare that the whole 
transportation shall be paid when the contract requires that only one- 
half l be paid, then you have power to declare that the interest 
shall be 10 per cent.though the contract says 6; then you have the 
power to declare that the bonds shall be due to-morrow thongh the 
contract says they shall be due in thirty years from their date. 

But I appeal to gentlemen on another point, and I wish they would 
answer the question: Can Congress repeal the act of 1864 and rein- 
state the first lien of the Government bonds? If so, that is what you 
ought to do. If the position occupied by the gentlemen of the Jadi- 
ciary Committee, an able committee I concede, is true, as one of them 
intimates, that the act of 1864 was a frand—one of them has intimated 
even that it was the result of bribery—if that be true, why not repeal 
the act of 1804? $ 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Therights of third persons would be affected. 

Mr. HILL. The bondholders are not third persons, The bond- 
holders took under that act; the bondholders took with notice of 
that act. That act was part of their rights. Now, when the bond- 
holder took his bond, he took it with notice in the law that Congress 
had a right to change the lien that was given in his bond. That is 
what you say you cannot get rid of. Everybody who takes that 
bond takes it with notice of that law; he takes it with notice that 
there is power to alter, amend, or repeal; and if you have power to 
alter, amend, or repeal anything in that act, you Sate a right to re- 
peal it all, and I put it to the Senator, can you now repeal the act of 
1864 and reinstate the first lien of the Government debt? You can 
if you can do what you propose here. If you can change the con- 
tract in one respect you can change it in all. If you can say that the 
whole transportation shall be paid when the contract said only half, 
you can say that the first lien, which was given by the act of 1862 
and subordinated to other bonds by the act of 1864, can be reinstated, 
because every man that bought these bonds purchased them with 
notice of the law, with the law before him; and if the construction 
the gentlemen put on the law be correct, he buys it with distinct 
notice that his bond may be destroyed to-morrow. It is perfectly 
legitimate to say that you have not the power when the power is ab- 
surd. You cannot escape the argument that if you have power to 
change in one t you have power to change in all. You reserved 
the power in the act of 1864 to repeal that act; now let any lawyer 
ona me, will the repeal reinstate the first lien of the Government 

n 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. No man says that it would. 

Mr. HILL. Isay it is so if the other position is correct, and yon 
cannot show the difference. The bonds may be in the hands of the 
stockholders; the bonds may be in the hands of the corporation; I 
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cannot tell. I do not care where they are; whoever took them took 
them with notice of the law; and on the terms of the law if you can 


hange the contract in one respect by reason of that reservation, you 
can c g itin all. If you can change it in all, you can change it 
in any. You must abide the contract or not. 


Mr. BECK. The act of 1864 gives the right to alter, amend, and 
In your mind that is an absolute nullity on that position. 

HILL. Isay those words apply to the exercise of the corpo- 
rate franchise; but they are an absolute nullity as applied to the 
contract. The Senate does not understand me. I have already 
made a long argument to show that the words “alter, amend, or re- 
peal,” retain the power to the Government to see that the original 
pu: of the charter is carried out. 

BECK. And one purpose is, of course, to protect the creditors ; 
and now you say we have no power to protect them, although the 
management of the corporation may come and admit that they intend 
to e it impossible to pay its debts. The Senator’s position is that 
under the power te alter, amend, or repeal we have no right to require 
any security of the corporation. 

Mr. HILL. I am not aware that this body acts on assertion. The 
Judiciary Committee has not informed us that the company said they 
intend to make the property insolvent. Show me that, and put your 
bill on that ground. 

Mr. BECK. They have proved by the treasurer of the company 
himself that that would be the effect. 

Mr. HILL. Then I ask the Senate to amend the bill and put this 
legislation on that ground. But I tell the Senator, if that is true, his 
remedy is not here. That decision says “by proper means the cred- 
itor shall be protected.” If it be true that these corporations are 
using the property for the purpose of destroying its value, for the 
purpose of preventing the collection of its debts, I tell you you have 

t an ample remedy. Go into the courts and the courts will restrain 

em, and the courts will require them to give an additional security. 
What I am ing against is this monstrous claim of legislative 
power to exercise judicial functions. There is no trouble about pro- 
tecting creditors. I admit the creditors are entitled to protection. 
The Senator is wrong when he says I deny that. I admit it, but it 
is protection known to the law; it is protection given according to 
the forms and rules of law under the remedies provided by law, and 
not by the exertion of an extraordinary legislative power. 

If Congress can do what is proposed, it can do all these things; if 
it cannot do all these things, it can do none of them. Mr. President, 
take it as you please, this is the most remarkable bill that has ever 
been introduced into a legislative body, and I say it with profound 
respect for the distinguished members of the Judiciary Committee. 
I believe the doctrine I am laying down here to-day will be sustained 
thoroughly by the Supreme Court if you pass this bill. I have come 
to the conclusions I have announced contrary to my will. I took it 
for granted that T should vote with the Judiciary Committee ; I took 
it for ted that they were correct in their construction of power 
until the discussion sprang up and I got possession of the question 
and investigated it for myself. I do say with all due deference to 
that committee ern oa asserts a most 8 power, Waa 
do you propose to do y, sir, spea in the lan of a law- 

hor a bill filed in a legislative body to 5 contract. 
How? By declaring the words “net earnings” shall mean what the 
legislative will sl declare them to mean and not what the law says 
they do mean. 

„CHRISTIAN CY, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, if I am wrong. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The committee have not by the bill endeav- 
oS define what “net earnings” mean under the original law 
ata 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. They have simply provided what they shall 
mean hereafter. 

Mr. HILL. That is exactly what I understand. It is claimed by 
the Senator from Ohio that here is an existing contract where the 
words “net earnings” are used, and that yon can by legislation after 
that contract was made give a new meaning to the words. That is 


the proposition. ; 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CY. We can amend the law. 

Mr. HILL. Amend and destroy. 

Mr. SARGENT. A case is now pereng in the Supreme Court, 
brought in obedience to legislation o nate for the Supreme Court 
to define what “net earnings” mean, and this bill simply provides 
that this decision or definition of the Supreme Court shall apply to 
matters heretofore, but hereafter the will of Con shall sub- 
stituted for the rule the Supreme Court shall lay down. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. But under the power of amendment we re- 
quire them te proceed hereafter on the basis fixed by law. 

Mr. HILL. isely; that you can provide by the legislative will 
that hereafter net earnings shall mean earnings. You cannot 
do that. That is the power claimed. There is no escape from it. 
Will y tell me that the legislature can legislate absurdity into 
truth? And yet, if your position is true that you have the right to 
declare what net earnings” shall be in the future and that you shall 

ive to these words a meaning which the law never heretofore gave 
and which was not the meaning when the parties agreed to 


re 


these words, you declare that you havea right to say that “net earn- 
inga agra hereafter mean gross earnings. That is your bill. 

is is not only a bill to construe the words not according to the 
meaning the words have by law and in the lexicons, but what the 
legislative will shall say they ought to have; but it is,in the second 
place, a bill filed to reform the contract by inserting in it not what 
mo parties intended, but what Congress now wills shall be the con- 

t. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Under the power to amend. 

Mr. HILL. Ah! The decision read by the Senator from Kentucky, 
which I am glad he read—a wise decision—says that the power to 
alter and amend must be exercised to carry out the original purpose, 
and not to destroy it. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That is only one of them. 

Mr. HILL. And to do everything in accordance with the laws of 
the land in the protection of the rights of all companies and creditors. 
But you are doing now what is a destruction of the contract. If you 
have a right to say now that you can reform the contract by an act 
of Congress, why can you not repeal the act of 1864 and reinstate the 
first lien of the Government bonds? You say you cannot do that. 
Why? Where is the limitation, and why can you do one and not the 
other? Why can you not say the companies shall 10 per cent. 
interest instead of 6? Why can you not say they ehall pay 50 per 
cent.? You say you have the powerto do it. If you can change the 
meaning of words, if you can change legal definitions, if you can make 
a new contract, not according to the intention of the parties when 
the old contract was made, but you can make a contract according 
to your will now, what is it you cannot do? There is no pretense 
that anything was omitted which the parties intended to insert or 
that anything was inserted which was to be omitted; and 
yet you bring into this legislative body a bill to reform a contract 
and make a new one, and you give no earthly reason for it but that 
you made a bad bargain and now you want to make a good one. The 
one you made by consent and agreement you say is a bad one, and 
you will make another by your own act without consent or agreement. 

Again, it is a bill filed to foreclose a mortgage before the mortgageor 
is in default, and to collect the debts of other mortgagees without 
their request or authority and without their foreclosure in the courts. 
Here is a remarkable provision of this bill of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. These other mortgages of the companies, of course, have to be 
foreclosed in the ordinary way, if the companies shall be in default 
when they are due; but you propose to command these companies 
to pay money into your Treasury, and which money shall be paid to 
these bondholders when they become due without a foreclosure; 
that is, you assert not only your own rights and the rights of others, 
but relieve the other mortgagees of the obligation to foreclose their 
mortgages according to the law and the contract. 

Then, again, it is a common-law action ef debt to collect a debt 
before it is due. It is a bill, I repeat, to make the acts of the debtors 
crimes, which acts the contract stipulated they might do and which 
were offered them as inducements to make the contract. Sir, I affirm 
that the legislature of England in the time of James I never asserted 
a more absolute power. Here certain things that these corporators 
might do were provided for in the charter; you stipulated that they 
might do them ; and now you come in by this bill and propose to make 
it a crime if they do them! Was such a monstrous power ever heard 
of to be exercised by legislators? Surely, if this be true, the legis- 
lative power of this body is indeed omnipotent. 

In plain language, I repeat what I have said: it is a bill to make a 
good contract without agreement solely because the Government ap- 

rehends it made a bad contract by agreement, and after the chief 
inducements to the Government to make the contract have been fully 


It is a bill which can find no 8 in the courts of law, no au- 
thority in the powers of legislation, and—I say it respectfully—in 
W no justification in the forum of conscience. 

. President, fortunately for me I was not here when this contract 
was made. I had no agency in it nor connection with it. Iam not 
going to visit criticism upon those who did make it. I can see one 
marked difference between the temper of the gentlemen here now 
and those who were here then when this contract was made. I see 
the great purpose of the Government then was to get the roads con- 
structed. The great purpose of the Government was to link together 
the Union, to get cheap transportation and keep up those works, and 
it was said over and over that the Government to do that was willing 
to make this loan, even if it lost it. Now the road is built, now the 
road is kept up, now the labor and the risk have been taken, now the 
Government has accomplished its great object, now the Union is saved 
and bound together by bonds of iron from sea to sea, now all this is 
done, suddenly there wakes up a new spirit to say that the whole prin- 
ciple of the loan shall be changed, Precedents are to be di rded, 
courts are to be abandoned, and rights are to be trampled upon, 

owers unknown to the British Parliament in its most omnipotent 
ys are to be exercised, and acts, just in themselves, are denounced 
as crimes, to enable you to collect your debt before it is due. Fortu- 
nately for me, I have no prejudices pro or con; I regard myself in this 
matter as a judge; but, if I should exhibit the passion and temper 
against these corporations that some gentlemen have exhibited on 
this floor, I should think I was not a proper judge. I should be afraid 


/ that I was actin 


| 
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under some influence of bias or prejudice. Sir, if 
the Government made a bad contract so far as the money venture 
is concerned, let it abide that contract. , 

Idonot share the apprehensions which some gentlemen have uttered 
on this floor of danger from these corporations. The learned Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] said if we did not govern these cor- 
porations the corporations would soon govern the country. Ihave 
no apprehension of that kind. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
MERRIMON] also pursued that line of ment. The idea that a fe 
moneyed corporations are to govern this country! Sir, is there no 
power to control these corporations? I concede that under this res- 
ervation you have the power to control these corporations in the exer- 
cise of the franchises; you have the power to preserve the road; you 
have the power to keep up the road; you have the power to regulate 
the freights; you have the power under the act and the decisions of 
the courts to protect the people from unjust oppression. All these 
things you can do; but it does not follow that you can make a new 
contract, that you can break an old contract, and that you can collect 
your money before it is due, or that you can take steps against a 
debtor unknown to the courts of any civilized country. 

Sir, you can control these corporations ; you have power to control 
them; the interest of the country will control them; the natural 
loss of trade will control them; competition will affect them. There 


are a thousand agencies at work that will control these corporations / 


and I tell you this great Government with its forty-five million people 
will not become a sick and fainting Cæsar to cry to these corpora- 
tions“ Give me some drink, Titinius !” 

But while I have no fear that these moneyed corporations are going 
to subjugate this at Government, I have a fear, I do dread the 
principle asserted in this bill, which is to give Congress a perpetual 
right of interference with these companies. If you have a right to 
pass this bill, you have a right to change your notions next session, 
and pass another, and the next session to pass another, and the next 
session to pass another, and so with all “bills in relation to the con- 
tract. If you find at the next session that you think the money you 
ought to have paid into the sinking fund is not enough to secure the 
debt, then you will pass a bill to get more, and what is the result? 
You keep these companies constantly in legislative litigation; you 
keep them constantly uneasy, you keep them constantly paralyzed; you 
keep them constantly interested in coming here to control legislation. 
Sir, I tell you, if you would stop the evils of which you complain, take 
these companies out of Congress, take these companies out of poli- 
tics; do not make it the interest of these companies to have an active 
part in every presidential and congressional election ; do not subject 
the companies to keep agents here at every session of Congress to 
watch and prevent interference by Con with their rights. 

My reflections lead me strongly to the conclusion that the best way 
to secure your debt, the best way to relieve the country of the scan- 
dals connected with these corporations, is to say to them, “Go, keep 
your contract; operate your roads just as you contracted; keep up 
your work, fulfill your contract in all respects, and pay your debts 
when they become due, and Con will not interfere with you. 
Do not be afraid of Congress as long as you keep your contracts.” 
Whenever they do not do it, then you have the power to interfere. 
I concede it; but you cannot administer relief in anticipation of 
default; you must wait till the default comes. That is the power 
you have over them. They will know that if they violate the char- 
ter, if they get extravagant, if they are not just to the people, then 
you will step in and interfere; but you do not put this bill on this 
ground. If the Judiciary Committee would put this bill upon the 
ground of default in the companies in any sense, of malfeasance b 
the companies, of maladministration by the companies, I would yield, 
except to say that as to this loan the proper remedy would be in the 
courts, but I would admit there ought to be some interference either 
by the courts or by the Legislature ; but so far as the franchises are 
concerned, if they do not execute them, you have a right to interfere 
by legislation, and you have that power always. That is the power 
you have; that is the power 155 intended to have. 

Sir, there is another thing I dread in addition to this perpetual in- 
terference of Congress with these corporations—the very source of 
infinite scandal if you do not get rid of it. I am for non-interven- 
tion until the contract is violated; then I am for intervention, and 
upon the ground of the violation of the contract. But this I dread. 
It looks like a will on the part of the Government to repudiate its 
contracts. Sir, if there is any influence in this country that is more 
demoralizing than another, it is the idea that has gone abroad that 
shows a 5 in the sense of obligation of contracts. If the 
Government would have the people be faithful to their contracts, let 
the Government be faithful to its own; but if the Government has 
made a bad contract, so long as the contractor complies with the 
terms of that contract, abide by it. It is better to submit to a wrong 
than to do a wrong; it is better to lose money than to exercise an un- 
granted power, a doubtful power. It is better to lose your interest 
than to keep up a perpetual congressional interference with these rail- 
road companies and compel them to come here, subjected to the ne- 
cessity by your action of pandering to cupidity to avert the oppres- 
‘sion of power. You drive them into the courts and you are yourselves 
weakening the corporations by exhausting the fund in useless litiga- 
tion which ought to be accumulated for the debt. You have already 
sent these companies to the courts before and the courts have decided 


inst you. You are constantly proposing to send these companies 
to the courts with new expenses to incurred, and yet you com- 
plain that the companies are likely to be insolvent. Sir, if this sys- 
tem of perpetual interference by Congress is to continue you will 
work their insolvency. 

But, sir, I have said I do not dread these corporations as instru- 
ments of power to destroy this country, because there are a thousand 
agencies which can regulate, restrain, and control them; but thereis 
a corporation we may all well dread. That corporation is the Fed- 
eral Government. m the 8 of this corporation there 
can be no safety, if it be allowed to go beyond the well-defined limits 
of its power. I dread nothing so much as the exereise of ungranted 
and doubtful powers by this Government. It is in my opinion the 
danger of dangers to the future of this country. Let us be sure we 
keep it always within its limits. If this great, ambitious, ever-grow- 
ing corporation become oppressive, who shall check it? If it become 
wayward, who shall control it? If it become unjust, who shall trust 
it? As sentinels on the country’s watch-tower, Senators, I beseech 
you watch and guard with sleepless dread that corporation which can 
make all property and rights, all States and people, and all liberty 
and hope its playthings in an hour, and its victims forever. 

Mr. THURMAN, Mr. President, before the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. BAILEY ] takes the floor, as I understand he will do, to speak on 
this bill when it comes up to-morrow, I wish to make a few, a very 
few observations. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] has indulged 
in some very sweeping denunciations of this bill, so sweeping that if 
they are true and well founded the first duty of the Senate is to dis- 
band its Judiciary Committee and appoint another. If the criticisms 
of the speech on the bill of that committee are true, the members of 
that committee who reported the bill are either idiots or villains. I 
do not think they are villains, and I do not think they are idiots. 
One of them was a distinguished judge in his own State for many 

years and a more distinguished judge for almost a generation in the 

upreme Court of the United States. Three other members of that 
committee have been chief-justices of their States; and the other 
three were the leading lawyers of their States when they came to this 
body; and all of them have been placed and continued upon the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the Senate for these many long years. They ought 
to know the law, and if they have reported a bill which shocks the 
moral sense, which violates every principle of civilized government, 
which is in plain antagonism to the Constitution of the country, 
which shocks every idea of right and justice, and which imperi 
the safety of the people of the United States in their contracts and 
their business, it is the bounden duty of this Senate to dismiss that 
committee and appoint better men in their stead. 

Mr. President, the time will come for some one of that committee 
to vindicate it against these accusations. The time will come to show 
that in the heat of speaking a Senator can make accusations against 
a committee that sound judgment and calm reason cannot approve. 
I think that time will come before this debate is at an end, and I 
think when it shall come it will be found by the decision of this Sen- 
ate that the committee charged with the investigation of the law by 
this body does know something of law and that the Government of 
the United States is more powerful than any corporation that can 
exist in the Republic. 

Mr. President, so much I feel age penea to say now, for I confess, 
with the kindest feelings toward the Senator who has just spoken 
with so much earnestness and so much ability, that there were things 
which dropped from his mouth that wound a man who has endeavored 
to discharge his duty honestly and does not think himself subject to 
such criticisms. But it was not for the purpose of speaking on that 
that I rose just now. I wish once more to say that in view of the 
adjournment of Congress, which it is hoped is to take place some- 
time, and not too far in the future, and of the other measures that 
must occupy the attention of Congress, and of the necessity that we 
are under of giving way from time to time to the appropriation bills 
which have a claim to precedence over all other business, I must ask 
the Senate, and I hope it will be its pleasure, to come to a vote on 
this measure on Wednesday next. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Iam not aware that I have made the 
slightest accusation against the Judiciary Committee or any member 
of it. The second time after the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] had made a slighting allusion, as I considered it, to some of 
my positions which I was taking from the books, I simply repelled it 
by an imputation that he was not perhaps wiser than the courts. 
That was simply a reply to the remark of the Senator from Vermont, 
as I understood him to intend it, nothing else. If there was anything 
else harsh in my speech, I am not aware of it. I made no accusation - 

inst that committee; but I have stated, and I have endeavored to 
give my reasons upon authority, that in my judgment the Judiciary 
ommittee have made a mistake and have claimed for Congress the 
exercise of a power which it does not possess. If that is to wound, 
if that is to be offensive, I trust that the grand Achilles of this body 
will start his javelins at more worthy game than myself who have 
said thesame thing. It seems that this Judiciary Committee or some 
other Judiciary Committee have made decisions heretofore in relation 
to these very railroad companies and their rights under these charters, 
and the question who was right,the Judiciary Committee or the 
companies, has been referred to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme 
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Court has sustained the companies, I Was not aware that it was at 
all offensive for a member of the Senate to differ with the Judiciary 
Committee on a question of legislative power. Really I did not know 
that it was. If that is a crime, I have committed a crime. I have 
committed nothing more. Homer was said to have nodded, and Iam 
not aware that Homer or any of his disciples ever took it as offensive, 
as an accusation against him, that it was said that he nodded. If 
a great Homer nodded, the Judiciary Committee now and then may 
n 


Ihave respect for the Senator from Ohio, very great respect for 
that Senator; I have respect for the Judiciary Committee, very great 
respect for the Judiciary Committee, but it has made a mistake, in 
my judgment, from my stand-point. That is my honest conviction. 
Am I to follow my convictions, or has this Senate not only the power 
to violate contracts, but has its Judiciary Committee the right to 
command my homage and obedience against my conyictions on a 
mere question of power? Personal respect is unbounded; official 
respect is unlimited; there is no office in the gift of the people that 

rhaps either one of the Judiciary Committee could not fill with 

onor to himself and benefit to the people. Nevertheless I do enjoy, 
and I expect to continue to enjoy, the proud privilege of acting and 
speaking in this body according to my own honest convictions of 
what are the powers of this Government. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Judiciary Committee has ever claimed 
infallibility, that claim never was heard by me. That the Judi- 
ciary Committee may have committed errors in its judgment, I am 
as free to admit as anybody can be to assert it. That every Senator 
has a right to criticise the judgment of that committee, I certainly 
have never denied. I would assert my own right to criticise the 
judgment of that committee; and what I assert for myself I accord 
to every one else. But it did seem to me that when if is said that a 
measure reported by that committee—I do not pretend to use the pre- 
cise words of the Senator from Georgia, but I do convey his ideas— 
shocked the moral sense, was a violation of the principles of all civ- 
ilized government, was a flagrant violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, and similar expressions, it was about time for that com- 
mittee, if such was the opinion of the Senate, to be disbanded or for 
its members.to resign. 

But, Mr. President, I am not very sensitive about such things; I 
am not quick to take offense atall. I have the highest respect for the 
ability and integrity of my friend from Georgia, and also for his urbane 
manners and disposition. I do not think, therefore, that he intended 
the offense, and I make very great allowance for the heat 

Mr. HILL. You need make no allowance. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well then, I will not say anything about 
that. But Iwill say once more that I do not think a measure reported 
by this committee twice, first two years age and again after its per- 
sonnel had been in some measure changed, deserved quite such a char- 
acterization as it has received. But let that pass. I will not take 
offense at all; but I will endeavor, when the proper time comes, to 
answer by argument, and not by assertion, by reason, and not by 
prejudice, the positions taken by the Senator from Georgia. I only 
wish now once more to repeat that I hope the Senate will come to a 
vote next Wednesday. 

Mr. HILL. It is proper for me to say that the language to which 
the Senator refers, but which he does not quote, was quoted by me 
from Mr. Madison. He said that the power claimed to impair the 
obligation of contracts was in violation of the social compact and 
the fundamental principles of sound legislation and the charter of 
natural rights. That was about as strong language as I used, and I 
used similar language from another . and I am sorry that I 
did not state at the time more specifically where the language came 
from. I said that in my judgment this power claimed had no prece- 
dent in law and no justification in authority, and I do not think the 
Senator himself can find that such a bill was ever before brought 
into such a legislative body as this is; but he claims it under a spe- 
cial reservation, and he and I differ upon the legal question. But 
the strongest 1 I used was quoted from others, and was not 
original ; it was the product of some of the greatest minds this coun- 
try has ever produced against the enormous pretensions of a legisla- 
tive body to impair or destroy the validity of a contract after that 
contract has been made upon any pretext. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe, by unanimous consent, the appropriation 
bill was to be taken up at the close of the speech of the ator from 
Georgia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) That 
was the understanding. 

Mr, WINDOM. I have no objection to the Senator from Tennessee 
taking the floor for to-morrow, if he desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee has the 
floor on the unfinished business to come up to-morrow. The Senate 
will now proceed to the consideration of the consular and diplomatic 
ne! Perea bill. 

r. THURMAN. Does the Senator from Minnesota propose to go 
on with the consular bill now? 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand it is before the Senate. I think if the 
Senate will give its attention to it for half an hour or three-quarters 
of an hour we can pass it. 


Wisg THURMAN. Then the funding bill will bo laid aside inform- 


y. 
Mr. WINDOM. Informall 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be laid aside informally, to be 
the unfinished business for to-morrow. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1879, and for other pu s 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I will explain in a very few words 
the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. The 
total additions to the bill amount to $100,400, and they are made up 
almost exclusively of the restoration of salaries now required by law 
and also the restoration of two or three of our missions which haye 
been stricken out and of one or two other foreign representatives, 
chargés d'affaires, consuls-general, &c. The committee have also 
recommended the restoration of ten consuls at $1,000 each, consuls 
that have existed heretofore but were stricken out in 1876. I think 
I shall be able, if any of the Senators desire, to show the reasons for 
this restoration. 

We have also added $10,000 to the appropriation for the relief and 
atone aye of American seamen. This sum will not be used unless it 

ecomes necessary by some emergency when it is deemed advisable 
to have the money ready. The addition in that case cannot be an 
expenditure unless it shall be absolutely needed by the exigencies of 
the service. 

We have reduced the bill $21,200, so that the net additions are 
$79,200, The reductions are one clerk to the legation at Spain $1,200, 
and a general appropriation for diplomatic and consular service under 
the direction of the President of $20,000. The committee recom- 
mend the striking out of those items, so that the total increase is 


200. 

The reason which induced the Committee on Appropriations to- 
recommend the reinstatement of salaries is one which has been very 
frequently given to the Senate and as frequently received its sanc- 
tion, The law fixes the salaries of our foreign representatives. This 
question was discussed very thoroughly two years ago and again in 
1877. The attention of the Committee on Foreign Relations and 
Foreign Affairs of the Senate and the House of Representatives was 
called to the subject, and no movement, no effort has ever been made 
by the proper committees to procure legislation changing the law 
which now fixes these salaries, and the Committee on Appropriations 
deenied it to be their duty under these circumstances to appropriate 
the money required by law. That is about all there is to this bil! 
with the exception of two or three items which I will call attention 
to as the reading progresses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask to have the amendments of the committee 
acted upon as we proceed; and if there be no objection I ask that the. 
five-minute rule be applied to debate on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the five-minute rule is applied, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was in lines 10 and 11, to in- 
crease the appropriation “for salaries of envoys extraordinary and 
ministers plenipotenti to Great Britain, France, Germany, and 
Russia,” from $15,000 to $17,500 each, and to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation from $60,000 to $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines 14 and 15, to increase the appro- 
priation “ for salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipo- 
tentiary to Spain, Austria, Italy, Brazil, Mexico, Japan, and China ’™ 
from $10,000 to $12,000 each, and to increase the total amount of the 
appropriation from $70,000 to $84,000. 

he amendment was to. 

The next amendment was in lines 17 and 18, to increase the appro- 
priation “for salaries of envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipo- 
tentiary to Chili and Peru“ from $8,000 to $10,000 each, and to increase 
the total amount of the appropriation from $16,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. The next paragraph, lines 19, 20, and 21, the com- 
mittee move to strike out. I will make an insertion afterward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The lines proposed to be stricken 
out will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For salary of envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten to the Argentine. 
Republic and 8 and Uruguay, $8,000. sos hora e, 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam instructed by the committee to move to strike 
out that paragraph in order that we may insert afterward the mis- 
sion to the Argentine Republic at 87,500, as it has heretofore existed, 
and also that we may reinstate the Paraguay and Uruguay appropria- 
tion, which the House had stricken out. They consolidated them. 
We desire to reinstate them. I move first to strike out that para- 
graph for the purpose of reaching the amendment that will be pro- 
posed hereafter. 

The ainendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 22, after the words “ resident at,” to insert the words “ Belgium, 
Netherlands; and in line 25, after the word “ each,” to strike out the 
words “thirty-seven” and insert “fifty-two ;” so as to read: 


For ministers resident at Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and Norway, Turkey, 
ao Hawaiian Islands, and the United States of Colombia, at $7,500 pas 


Mr. WINDOM. To carry out the amendment which I proposed a 
moment ago, I move to insert in line 23, after the word “Venezuela,” 
the words “Argentine Republic;” in line 25, to strike out “fifty- 
two,” and insert “ sixty ;” and after the word “thousand” strike out 
the words ‘five hundred ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For ministers resident at Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and Norway, Turkey, 
Venezuela, Argentine Republic, Hawaiian ds, and the United States of Co- 
lombia, at $7,500 each, $60,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continned the reading of the bill. e 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 33, to increase the appropriation “for minister resident and con- 
sul-general to Hayti” from $5,000 to $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 35, to increase the appropriation 
1 minister resident and consul-general to Liberia” from $2,500 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 39, after the word “ Portugal,“ to 
insert the words“ Denmark and Switzerland, at,“ and in line 40, after 
the word “dollars,” to insert the words “ each, fifteen thousand dol- 
lars;” so as to read: 

For an of chargés d'affaires to Portugal, Denmark, and Switzerland, at $5,000 
each, $15,000. 

Mr. WINDOM. As a part of the same amendment made a moment 
ago, I move to insert after the word“ Denmark” the words“ Para- 
guay and Uruguay,” and in line 40 to strike out the word “ fifteen” 
and insert the word “twenty ;” so as to make it read: 

For of ol d'affaires to Portugal, Denmark, P: and Ura 
and repuet Aea h at $5,000 each, $20,000. i ane een 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 49, after the word Austria,“ to insert “ Brazil,” and in line 50, 
after the word “each,” to strike out“ $7,200” and insert “$9,000 ;” 
80 as to read: 

For salaries of the secretaries to the legations at Austria, Brazil, Italy, Mexico 
and Spain, at $1,800 each, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 55 and 56, in the follow- 
ing words: 

For salary of a clerk to the legation at Spain, $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. F 

The next amendment was in schedule B, line 68, to increase the 
ad Ae. pe for the agent and consul-general at Cairo ” from $3,000 
to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in schedule B, line 71, to increase the 
appropriation “forthe consuls-general at London, Paris, Havana, and 
Rio de Janeiro“ from $5,000 to $6,000 each, and to increase the total 
amount of the appropriation from $20,000 to $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in schedule B,line 75, to increase the 
joe “for the consul-general at Melbourne“ from $4,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 79, to increase the appropriation 
“ for the consul-general at Berlin” from $3,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines 82 and 83, to increase the appro- 
priation “for the consuls-general at Vienna, Frankfort, Rome, and 
Constantinople” from $2,500 to $3,000 each, and to increase the total 

amount of the appropriation from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines 88 and 89, to increase the total 
appropriation “for salaries of consuls, vice-consuis, commercial agents, 
and thirteen consular clerks,” from $290,000 to $310,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 90 to insert : 


Crass I.—At $4,000 per annum. 
Great Britain.—Hong-Kong. 
Hawaiian Islands.—Honolulu. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was after line 95 to insert: 


Crass IL—At $3,500 per annum. 
China.—Foochow ; Hankow; Canton; Amoy; Tien-Tsin; Chin-Kiang ; Ningpo. 
Peru.—Callao. 5 i f 


The amendment was agreéd to. 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 103, 104, 105, 106, and 
107, as follows: 

3 Hankow; Canton; Amoy; Tien-Tsin; Chin-Kiang; Ningpo. 

The amendment was a, to. 

The next amendment was in line 109, after“ Demerara” to strike 
out “ Hong-Kong.” ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

Tho next amendment was to strike out lines 111 and 112, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Hawaiian Istands.—Honoluln. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 122 to insert: 


Barbary States. — li; Tunis; Tangier. 
3 Beaka and as 
m.—Bangko 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 144 to 151, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

Barbary States.—Tripoli; Tunis; Tangier. 

Tapan Naab Osaka and Bons 

Siam.—Bangkok. 

Ohħili— Valparaiso. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to the consulate at Chemnitz, Sax- 
ony, Germany. ‘The exports from that port are very much larger 
than they are from very many of the ports where there are consuls 
in Germany, except one, and it is placed in the fifth class. It is the 
second most important consulate in Germany. I should like to in- 
quire upon what theory these amendments are made, whether it is to 
conform to the law as it now stands regulating salaries, or whether 
it would be possible, in accordance with that theory, to make such a 
change in reference to Chemnitz as is due to its importance. 

Mr. WINDOM. The theory upon which we have changed the clas- 
sification of the bill as it came from the House was to conform to 
the existing law, and Chemnitz is, as I believe it is by law, placed 
in the fifth class. We could not, without violating the principle upon 
which all the amendments to the bill are made, change this to any 
other class, although the facts may be as stated by my friend from 
Nebraska. 2 

Mr. PADDOCK. To illustrate: I should like to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to the fact that last year the ex- 
ports from Chemnitz were $14,658,576, and from Dresden, which is in 
the fourth class, a class ahead of Chemnitz, the exports were only 
$2,746,115; and the same disparity exists throughout. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no doubt that such cases frequently exist 
in the bill, but the Committee on Appropriations do not feel it to be 
their duty or their privilege even to revise these consulates and fix 
the compensation all over the country, but simply conform to the law. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There ought certainly at some time, somewhere, 
to be a revision to correct such inequalities and disparities. This 
consulate certainly ought to be in the second class instead of the fifth. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the REETA TA on Appropriations was in 
schedule C, line 223, under the head of “Great Britain,” after“ Gaspe 
Basin” to insert ‘ Southampton; Turk's Islands;” so as to read: 

Great Britain.—Ceylon; Gaspe Basin; Southampton; Turk’s Islands; Wind- 
sor, (Nova Scotia.) 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 224 to insert: 

Germany.—Stettin. 

French Dominions.—Nantes, 

Spanish Dominions.—V alencia. 

anish Dominions.—Santa Cruz. 

Italy.—Milan ; Venice. 

China.—Swatow. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 246, after “ Para,” to insert Mar- 
anham;” so as to read: 

Brazil.—Para; Maranham ; Rio Grande del Sul. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 248, after “ Truxillo,” to strike out 
“to reside at Utila;” so as*to read: 

Honduras.—Ruatan and Truxillo. f] 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of “commercial agen- 
cies,” schedule B, in line 275, after“ Manchester,” to insert “ Beirut” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

oe next amendment was in line 277, after “ Leith,” to insert “ Na- 
es. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 299, to increase the appropriation 
on onion officers not citizens of the United States” fronf $3,000 
to 85,000. $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 302, to increase the appropriation 
“for salaries of the marshals for the consular courts in Japan and 
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ye pee and Turkey, including loss by exchange,” from $7,000 
to 5 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the following words, from 
line 313 to line 328: 

And it shall be the duty of consuls to make to the Secretary of State a quarterly 


statement of exports from, and imports to, the different places to which they are 


accredited, giving, as near as may be, the market price of the various articles of 
exports and 4 the duty port „if any, on articles imported and 
ox together with such Logi information as they may be able to obtain as 

channels a market may be opened for American 


to how, where, and through W 
factures. 


products and manu: In addition to the duties now be see by law, it 
shall be the duty of consuls and commercial ts of the United States, annually, 
to procure and smit to the Department far as practicable, informa- 


as 
tion respecting the rate of wages paid for tilled and unskilled labor within their 
respective jm tions. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to perfect the section before the question 
is taken on striking out by amending the clause so as to read: 

Every consular officer shall furnish to the Secre: of the T: or to such 
officers of the customs as he may direct, as often geen Tiy be required, tbe prices- 
current of all articles of merchandise usually exported to the United States from 
the port or place in which he is stationed; and authority is hereby vested in the 
Secretary of the Treasury to require a compliance with this prov 

The reason why the Committee on Appropriations struck out the 
provision as contained in the House bill is because it is believed that 
section 1712 of the Revised Statutes contains power on the part of 
the Secretary of State to require information upon this and all other 
matters. That section reads: i 

Consuls and commercial nts of the United States in foreign countries shall 

re and transmit to the Department of State authentic commercial informa- 
respecting such countries, of such character, and in such manner and form, 

and at such times as the Department may from time to time p 
It will be observed that in a very condensed and direct form the 
Revised Statutes now give the power and enjoin the obedience of the 
consuls for all such information. Unfortunately, however, there is 
no means by which consular agents can be required to transmit neces- 
sary information to the Treasury Department. Consuls are in one 
sense the mere agents of the Treasury De ment; their chief func- 
tion is to gu the Treasury, and unless they can communicate 
directly to the Treasury Department such information as may be 
required, and do it speedily and at frequent intervals, it is of no value. 
After the information gets old it is of no value at all to the appraisers. 
It would be wellif the consular system were put under the charge of 
the Treasury Department. That, however, would be too radical a 
change to discuss upon this bill, and I would not propose anything 
of the kind. I have here in my hand, and I think I can read in the 
five minutes allotted to me, a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and one upon which that is based coming from his Department. 

He says: 
z TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 12, 1878. 
Sin: I beg leave to call your attention to a letter from the e are, Pos pom 
t of this Department of the date of 11, acopy of which is incl a 

approve the recommendation in this letter, and in compliance therewith have 
written to the Secre: of State such a communication as is suggested, but it 
seems to me that it would be oa to embody this recommendation as a provision 
of the consular and diplomatic bill for the next fiscal year. The importance of 

mpt, accurate, and t information from consuls to the appraisers of the lead- 
Ex rts is sọ manifest that I think it would be better to require it, by express 
provision of law, from our consuls. 

In pursuance of our conversation of to-day, I submit the matter to your judg- 
ment. 

Vi tfully, 
RR AS JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary, 
Hon. A. A, SARGENT, 
United States Senate. 


This is the letter to himself : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. O., March 11, 1878. 
Sin: The appraisers of merchandise at New York and at other ports are at all 
pay em in the discharge of their duties for the want of — . 
and reliable information from the foreign markets in which goods app: y 
them are originally sold for export to the United States. 

Of some classes of staple goods no sales are made in the foreign markets to mer- 
chants in this country, but all such are consigned by the foreign manufact- 
urers to their agents in the United States for sale, and in such cases, where the 
goods pay ad valorem duties, it may be said to be u regular practice to invoice them 
below their true market value abroad. 

This system of consignment instead of actual sale is growing year by year, and 
the revenue is being defranded of millions by foreign manufacturers, who thus 
escape payment of full duties, and, at the same time, cripple competing American 
industries, The appraisers, with their present souyces of information, are unable 
to stem the tids of undervaluation when it has become so general and over- 
whelming. If an invoice of consigned goods is advanced by the appraiser and a 
reappraisement is had, the consignees are always able to produce a dozen wit- 
nesses to swear that the invoice values are correct. These witnesses are usually 

rsons connected with commission houses engaged in the business of receiving 


oreign on consi ent; and as American merchants do not buy the goods 
abroad, having been driven out of the foreign markets by the system referred to, 
testimony to prove the true value can seldom be obtained 


To obviate in some measure these difficulties in appraisements, I ey 
recommend that the subject be brought to the attention of the honorable 

of State, with the suggestion that the consuls of the United States at the princi 
commercial centers of Europe be instructed to forward at least twice a month 
direct. to the appraisers at New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, New Orleans, 


San cisco, Chicago, Cincinnati, and Saint Louis, or to such ports as receive the 
bulk of the com ties emb: in invoices certified by such consuls, respect- 
ively, and also through the De ent of State to this 


partment a statement 
showing the prices at which actual sales are made to other countries of the leading 
articles of export to the United States, without regard to values stated in invoices 
passing through the consulates. If printed prices-current can be obtained they 


should be forwarded to the 0 not, the information desired should be 
axailab 


obtained from the best sources as a - 
silks, bons, velvets, gloves, woolens, Ko., 
information — g the value of raw 


re. 
em, received regularly twice a month 
appraisers would be pers =a an equal foot- 
reign values, and not be compelled as now 
persons interested in main ng underval- 


nations. 

A file of such reports from consuls in this Department would be of great value 
in the investigation of cases of fraudulent undervaluation and the equalization of 
app! ts at the several ports. 

Very respectfully, 
A. K. TINGLE, 


Hon. Joux SHERMAN, een ane 
Secretary 


of the Treasury. 

To send this information through the State Department requires it 
to pass through five hands before it can reach the appraisers. It is 
then too late to do any food. It is like last year’s newspa 80 far 
as news is concerned. This amendment is directly in the line of the 
pe of the House in this matter, and I trust it will be adopted. 

t certainly can do no harm to furnish this information to the Treasury 
Department, especially as the Secretary of the Treasury says the Goy- 
ernment loses millions by undervaluation. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President—— ` 

i SARGENT. I hope the Senator will not oppose this amend- 
men 

Mr. WINDOM. This proposition made by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia was made in the Committee on Appropriations and almost 
unanimously voted down. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is a very unfair statement of the case. 

Mr. WINDOM. In what pactione 

Mr. SARGENT. Iwill allow my friend to get through. 

Mr. WINDOM. And it was voted down for the reasons which I 
will give 

Mr. SARGENT. There was no discussion of this matter in the 
Committee on Appropriations. A moment or two before it adjourned 
I asked leave to read these papers to the committee and time did not 
allow. I did not have the amendment prepared, had not yet received 
it from the Treasury Department, but reserved the right to move it 
in the Senate. Now, if the Senator can state that there was any in- 
telligent discussion of it in the Committee on Appropriations or that 
it is improper legislation, let him say so. I say there was no such 
expression on the part of the Committee on Appropriations. 

r. WINDOM. I have not the slightest feeling about this matter, 
and I hope my friend from California will not have any. I did not 
understand that he was to move it in the Senate. When he says there 
was no intelligent discussion of it, I will say that the very letter which 
he has read here to the Senate this afternoon, and upon which he bases 
his application for his motion, was read in the Committee on Appro- 
eee and considered. The very statute which he read, and which 

will again read to the Senate, was read and discussed, and the rea- 
son that this pro 
tee and is this. 


Consuls and commercial 


ition was voted Gown was stated in the commit- 
tion 1712 provides as follows: 


ents of the United States in foreign countries shall 
procure and transmit to the Department of State authentic commercial information 
respecting such countries, of such character, and in such manner and form, and at 
such times as the Department may from time to time prescribe. 


The Committee on Appropriations struck out the provision in the 
House bill, for the reason that the section of the statutes just read is 
broader than the provision of the bill itself. It gives to the Secre- 
tary of State full power to require any reports that may be necessary 
for the penile service, and all the Secretary of the Treasury need do 
is to call upon the Secretary of State to procure such reports as are 
proposed to be given by the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
nia. Now,if there does not exist that confidence between the Secre- 
ry of the Treasury and the Secretary of State that the one may 
call upon the other for information necessary to save many millions 
of dollars, then it is time there was some change in one or the other 
of those Departments. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator knows very well that the discussion 
to which he refers, if it took place in committee at all, was while F 
was going to another committee-room to obtain these papers, and 
when I returned I had barely time to read these papers and then the 
committee was just about adjourning, and I said I would move it in 
the Senate. Ihave no doubt other Senators can remember it. No 
good reason has been given why the proposition I propose here shall 
not go into this bill. I myself showed in the remarks I made that 
the Revised Statutes give all the power to the Secretary of State that 
is necessary, but the object is to have this information reach the 
Treasury Department directly, instead of passing through five hands 
as it does now. Of course the Secretary of State on the request of 
the Secretary of the Treasury will get any information that is needed, 
but it has to be received by the Secre of State and then sent to 
the Treasury Department, and then passing through different hands 
finally reaches the appraisers when it is too late to save undervalua- 
tion. As I said before, it is like reading last year’s newspapers or 
last year's prices-current. You cannot compete with this fraudulent 
undervaluation under these circumstances. The Treasury Depart- 
ment appeals for legislation which will enable it to get this informa- 
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tion, and I say spoin the Committee on Appropriations never passed 
on the merits of this proposition. The amendment never was before 
them. I received it myself to-day by telegram from the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and I had to inquire of my friend from Iowa the 
section of the statute which was read in my absence while I was out 
from the committee-room, gone in search of the letter he had written 
me; and here is the telegram I have received. If any one says that 
was discussed in the Committee on Appropriations and unanimously 
voted down, I assert that he says so under an error. I say it was not 
discussed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not know that the particular amendment in 
the words the Senator has rts ety here to day was discussed, but 
the proposition was disen the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury was read, but that is not a matter that the Senate cares 
anything about one way or the other. It is a question what it will 
decide. Now I think the Committee on Appropriations fully under- 
stood it. I certainly understood it from the statement made by the 
Senator from California in the committee precisely as I understand 
it to-day. I understood him, and I see other members of the com- 
mittee assenting to the same thing, to e it fully, almost as fully 
as he has done here to-day, and the whole question was as fally 
understood to my mind and to the minds of other members of the 
committee as it is now. 

I do not find any fault with the Senator from California offering 
this provision. I think he is unnecessarily nettled at my opposing 
it. Lam simply representing the committee in this matter. It was 
distinctly voted down in the committee because it was unnecessary 
and because the Secretary of State, as was said in the committee, 
had full power now to get this information and all the Secretary of 
the Treasury had to do was to call on him for it, and it was not 
necessary to legislate on that subject. I have no choice whether the 
Senate passes it or not. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will bear in mind that the 
five-minute rule has been applied to this bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask for the application of that rule. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask leave of the Senate to say a few words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to be heard. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

. SARGENT. The Senator shows that this proposition was not 
discussed in the committee by discussing another proposition, and 
that is as to the powers of the Secretary of State. That was the 
proposition which was discussed and discussed in my absence. There 
is no doubt that the Secretary of State has power in this matter; but 
the point is that his exercise of power does not help the Treasury 
Department; the information gets there too late. That matter was 
not discussed. How much time the other point was discussed while 
I was hunting up these papers and had to leave the committee-room 
for them, I donot know. I objected that the Senator should attempt 
to crush out this amendment by stating that the Committee on Ap- 


propriations had decided against it, that it had discussed it and de- 


cided against it, and therefore it was not to be considered here. I 
deny that this proposition was ever considered in the Committee on 
Appropriations either verbally or otherwise, and it stands on its own 
merits before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ishould be glad to arbitrate the question between 
my two friends. 

. WINDOM. My friend from Iowa is always an arbitrator. 

Mr. ALLISON. When this point was reached, as the Senator from 
California will remember, he left the committee-room to find some 
papers; I believe the very papers read here. In his absence this 
question was discassed in the committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. In that the arbitrator is entirely mistaken, for this 
section was left and another proceeded with, and it was not touched 
during the absence of the Senator from California. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will accept the statement of my friend from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. SARGENT. They were discussing it on my return. 

Mr. ALLISON, However, this is immaterial for what I desire to 
say. I object to the amendment of the Senator from California, but 
I do not put the objection on the ground that this matter was dis- 
posed of in committee. Under section 1712 of the Revised Statutes 
the Secretary of State has ample power to make full and complete 
regulations, and in the exercise of that power he has made more com- 
plete regulatious than are to be found in this section as it stands, 
ae Hy om the House, or as proposed even by the Senator from Cali- 

‘ornia. 

I object to the amendment proposed by the Senator from California 
for another reason, that it makes these consuls subject to the orders 
and directions of two Departments. First, the Secretary of State has 
power under the law to make regulations and require reports; and, 
secondly, under this proposition, the Secretary of the Treasury has 
the right to direct the consuls. These is Merete may conflict ; we 
do not know; and thus the consuls may be required under two De- 
partments of the Government to make reports and make reports sep- 
arately to each. Even under the proposition of the Senator from 
California the 2 of the Treasury may give a list of public 
appraisers at the several ports of the United States, and the consuls 

be required to make reports to these appraisers and they may be 


ged semi-monthly or monthly, as 3 caen may be. It seems to 
y the 


chan 
me that this amendment as pro Department, 
as stated by the Senator from California, would only create confusion 
in reference to this very subject about which we need information. 
My friend from California suggests that it will save millions to the 


Treasury. 
Mr. SARGENT. The Secretary of the Treasury 5 that. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is most remarkable, if we have lost e 
reason of the fact that the Secretary of State has neglected his daty 
in this re that the discovery has not been made before. I donot 
believe it will make a difference of a farthing to the Treasury except 
that it will compel these consuls to pay double postage, first to the 
State Department, second to the Treasury De ent, and be sub- 
jected to two heads, the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the 
Treasury. If we are to change the law in this matter, let us place 
the consuls under the control of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
let him require the reports to be made to his Department, and not to 
the Department of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BECK. I with the committee in striking out what the 
House had put it, believing that the provisions of the Revised Stat- 
utes were ample for the purpose; but I want to say now that I shall 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from California because it is 
an extremely valuable one. Really, the only way I know of to make 
the consular service useful is to require it to keep the Treasury De- 
partment advised of the very things it now seeks to get informed 
about. While the Secretary of State ought to so advise his consuls 
to do whatever the Secretary of the Treasury requires them to do in 
this respect, he may not always do it, and I can see no harm growing 
ont of the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury may call on an 
officer of another Department to give him certain specific informa- 
tion bearing upon the duties of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. But these consuls are not to report to the Treasury 
Department, but to the appraisers of the several ports. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is a mistake; let the amendment be read 


again. 

Mr. BECK. The amendment of the Senator from California I should 
like to hear read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. SARGENT. 

Mr. BECK. “The Secretary of the Treasury, er such officer as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may direct,” but it is all to be done under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. Now we know that 
much valuable information can be given at very important times in 
that way. I cannot see what harm can come from it. Although I 
agree with the committee that the provisions of the Revised Statutes 
were ample, I think this amendment is proper, and therefore I shall 
exercise the privilege of voting against the committee and for the 
amendment of the Senator from California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from California, to insert certain words in lieu of those 
propona to be stricken out by the Committee on Appropriations. 

e question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 21, noes 16; 
no quoram voting. 

Mr. WINDOM. [I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several SENATORS. Let us adjourn, 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope there will be no adjournment. This is the 
last disputed question on the bill, and I would rather permit the 
amendment to go in than have a quorum broken up. I do not regard 
it as of any sort of importance, except that it is unnecessary, and 
therefore ought not to be put in. 

Tue PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for. 

Mr. MORRILL and others. Let us have a second count. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A second count is called for on the 
amendment of the Senator from California. The Chair will put the 
question again. ` 

The question being again put, the amendment was agreed to; there 
being on a division—ayes 27, noes 19. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion of 
the Committee on Appropriations, to strike out the clause as amended. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I should like to know how the provision 
stands. Is the proposition of the Senator from California substituted 
for the language of the House bill ? 

oe PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the effect of the vote just 
taken. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 356, to increase the appropriation “ for relief and protection of 
American seamen in foreign countries” from $50,000 to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 367 to 
line 372: 

And the salaries provided in this act for the officers within named respectively 
shall be in full for the annual salaries thereof from and after the Ist day of July, 


1878 ; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out lines 378 and 379,in the 
following wards: 

For and consular service, to be expended in the discretion of the 
President, $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.SPENCER. I offer the following amendment. After the word 
“seventy-eight,” in line 330, I move to insert : 

Provided, ‘That the appropriation provided for in this act 
shall become ne once apt he iin Sr fe the P ponant PE S and diplomatic service 
shall be so arranged as to be equally distributed between the several States of the 
United States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, according to population. 

Mr, WINDOM. I think that proposition needs no discussion. I 
move to lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lask to except the last amendment striking out 
the appropriation of $20,000 for diplomatic and consular service to be 
expended in the diseretion of the ident. 

. SARGENT. On the suggestion of several Senators, in order to 
be sure that by the amendment already adopted on my motion the 
provisions of section 1712 of the Revised Statutes are not impaired, I 
wish to add this in the Senate to the amendment which I offered. 

But this provision shall not have the effect to impair the provisions of section 
1712 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to the adoption of that amend- 
ment, and I think with it the bill will be about as good as it was be- 
fore the Senator from California moved his amendment. It is about 
the same thing; se I have no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think it is infinitely better. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it is about as good. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no doubt I could satisfy the Committee on 
Appropriations, if I had a hearing. 

The amendment of Mr. SARGENT was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On line 313 I move to strike ont “fifteen” and 
insert “twenty;” so as to increase the appropriation for contingent 
expenses of United States consulates from $115,000 to $120,000. 

Ar. EDMUNDS. We have not yet agreed to the amendments made 


in Committee of the Whole. This is an amendment to the text as it 


stands. 
Mr. ALLISON. I beg oe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 


amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole, except the one 
reserved at the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, LMr. 
ANTHONY. ] 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY. ] 

Mr. ANTHONY. It strikes me that clause should not be stricken 
out. It places a very moderate sum at the disposal of the Executive 
for unforeseen diplomatic and consular exigencies. Cases are con- 
stantly arising in which diplomatic employment is necessary, and the 
sum is so small that I think it should remain as the House has put it. 

Mr. WINDOM. This appropriation has not been usual in appro- 
priation bills. It was inserted two years ago when a large number 
of consulates was stricken out, for the purpose of partially provid- 
ing for the deficiency, as I understood. The Senator from California 
had charge of the bill at the time, and he knows why it was put in. 
We have reinstated ten of the principal consulates, and in the opin- 
ion of the committee it was not necessary that this general fund should 
be appropriated. It is certainly the worst possible way to appropri- 
ate money; and aswe have reinstated the principal consulates, we 
thought the item had better be stricken ont. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think we have restored every consulate that 
would be required to draw upon any such fund. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am rather inclined to agree with the Senator 
from Rhode Island. Although we make specific provision for all the 
consuls named and for the ministers named, yet the amount that is 
appropriated specifically for that service is for salaries. Now, it must 
happen in the course of the diplomatic intercourse of the United 
States and in the consular service that there are exigencies that snd- 
denly arise from time to time where the obtaining of information by 
some special mission or agent or in some way that the statutes would 
not wish to state in specific terms, but which is left to the discretion 
of the Executive always, would be of great use to the United States; 
and I think we can trust the President of the United States with 
this small sum of money as a contingent fund, so to speak, for this 
service. 

Mr. ALLISON. This sum of $20,000 was inserted in the House on 
the motion of Mr, Hewrrt, of New York, if I may allude to it, and 
because the House had strack out the missions to Belgium, the 
Netherlands, Denmark, Switzerland, and Greece, and I think one or 
two other small missions, and it was proposed to give a general fund 
to the Secretary of State, in other words to substitute for those mis- 
sions struck from the bill in the House a general fund for diplomatic 
service. Now the Senate has restored every one of those missions 
specifically, so that the reason originally for this provision has passed 


away. Hereafter if the House adheres to its position this last sum 
will be necessary. If it to what the Senate has done, this 
sum will not be n It was put in for a specific p that 


is, to take the place of the missions struck out by the House bill. 
That is all there is of it. 

Now if this sum is necessary in addition to all that we have appro- 
priated, so be it; but it is sufficient to say that the Secretary of State 
has never asked it, and it hasnever been estimated for. He does not 
ask for any such appropriation, and it is usual here to object to ap- 
propriations that are not estimated for. So it seems to me there is no 
reason why it ought to be inserted, if we retain the bill as reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is usnal here to object to appropriations that 
are not estimated for unless the Senate can see a good reason why the 
appropriation ought to be made, I have no right to know, and I do 
not know, the motives that influenced the Honse of Representatives 
or the discussion which led to the introduction of this particular clause, 
and I do not wish to refer to them at all because I think it is very 
15 5 , not in this particular instance but in general; it leads to 

ifficulties, for if one side refer and an another side refer to such mat- 
ters they finally get to saying things that are disagreeable. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is perfectly palpable on the face of this bill 
that the House did refuse to appropriate for six or seven missions, 
and we have inserted them all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is palpable, and that is a perfectly correct 
and fair argument for what it is worth. My proposition is that hay- 
ing restored or created sundry missions in South America, some that 
the House has not provided for, there is still in the present condition 
of the industry and trade of the United States and of the fields where 
the United States may find markets for its commodities, notwith- 
standing all these additions, a reason why the President of the United 
States should have some money at his discretion to employ agents 
for information and inquiry and everything that an energetic magis- 
trate could do besides what has been done specifically in the way of 
salaries to see what can be done to promote the interests of the United. 
States with foreign countries. I hope no Senator will be afraid to 
trust this small sum with the President of the United States. 

Mr. WINDOM. For one, I have no fear to trust this sum to the 
President of the United States, if he wants it; but I do not wish to 
thrust it upon the President of the United States and the Secretary 
of State when they have not asked for it and, so far as we know, 
do not want it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They will not draw it if it is not wanted. 

Mr. WINDOM. As the Senator from California has said, there is no 
estimate for this sum. The Committee on Appropriations requested 
the State Department to appear and make such recommendatious as 
they desired before the committee. The representative of the State 
Department was sent to us, and nothing of the kind was asked for 
by him. Since this bill has been reported by the committee—— 

Mr. EATON. Let me say that the representative of the State 
Department said it was not necessary. 

Mr. WINDO That is a fact which I had forgotten. 

Mr. EATON. After the amendments which we had made to the 
bill, he said it was entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. WINDOM. I now remember that distinctly. It had escaped 
my memory when I made the remark I did a moment ago. Since the 
bill was reported by the Committee on Appropriations a copy has 
been sent to the State Department showing this item to be stricken 
out. Now, I do not think we are so anxious to appropriate money 
that we will thrust it on them when they say it isnot wanted, say it 
is not necessary, and after it has been stricken out do not protest 
against the striking out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment striking ont the appropriation in lines 378 and 379. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 313 I move to strike out “15” andinsert “20,” 
sö as to increase the appropriation for contingent expenses of all the 
consulates from $115,000 to $120,000. I offer this amendment in view 
of the amendment which has been agreed to in reference to the re- 
ports to be made to the Secretary of the Treasury. I do not know 
that any additional sum will be necessary, but I think in order to 
make proper inquiry we should gather jurisdiction of that particular 
clause, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This last clanse that the Senate has stricken out 
with such great unanimity for fear the President, who did not want 
it, would tuke the money for his private use, or tho Secretary or 
somebody else, would have covered that very thing. That is one of 
the things that the money might have been used for. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to beg the Senators pardon. I do not 
see how it could be so used. This is a specific appropriation for the 
contingent expenses of consuls. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does that amendment come from the Committee 
on Appropriations ? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then it is not in order. 
priation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is so. That is the end of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw it, of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You need not withdraw it; it is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the point of order insisted upon? 


It increases the appro- 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The point is well taken, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think the Senator from Rhode Island 
would object to it if he understood my object. We have added largely 
to the incidental expenses of these consulates, and the proper officer 
of the State Department stated that the amount allowed by the 
House was very small. Now, we have imposed upon all these consuls 
an additional burden, namely to report to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as well as to report to the State Department. It may be that no 
further fund for incidental expenses will be required. If not, of 
course in conference the amendment can be stricken out, but without 
knowing the precise effect of the amendment of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, I think this contingent fund ought to be increased. I only 
made the motion pro forma, in order that the conference committee 
might have jurisdiction of the subject. I do not care about it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if it be in order to move 
an amendment to transfer one consulate to another! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment is in order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish to offer an amendment to transfer a con- 
sulate from one class to another. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be transferred from a higher to a lower 

e; as that would not increase the appropriations in the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. No; I want to make a transfer from a lower to a 
higher class. 

r. SARGENT. That would be liable to a point of order. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is the question I was asking. 

Mr. WINDOM. That would increase the appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be in violation of the rule, 
in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The increase would not be material. It would 
be only $500. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] can ac- 
complish his object by moving to reconsider the vote by which the 
appropriation of $20,000 was rejected, and that appropriation will 
answer the ad pin for which he desires the increase to fhe consular 
contingent fund. 5 

Mr. ALLISON. That will not answer at all. If that appropriation 
were made it could not be used for this purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Because this relates to the contingent expenses of 
officers existing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is a little odd. Here is the way it reads: 

For contin expenses of United States consulates, such as stationery, book- 
‘cases, arms 0 the United States, seal, presses, and flags, rent, freight, postage, 
and other necessary miscellaneous matters, 

Now, at the end, you add a provision : 

For diplomatic and consular service, to be expended in the discretion of the 

dent, $20,000. 


I should like to know on what principle of law or justice it is that 
the President cannot, for other miscellaneous matters, in his discre- 
tion make use of some part of the $20,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not think there is any necessity for increas- 
ing the item for contingent expenses of the consulates because they 
are required to send a newspaper once or twice a month containing 
the prices-current. That would be a very slight expense, and asthe: 
only have to send them from some of the principal cities in whic 
business is done abroad and to some of the principal cities of America 
a half dozen each, I do not believe that is an argument for increasing 
the appropriation for contingent expenses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
move a reconsideration ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I voted in the affirmative and I cannot move a 
reconsideration. I suggested that the Senator from Iowa might move 
a reconsideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it accomplished the purpose, I should be glad 
to do so, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


NAVIGATION OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WINDOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 863) to provide for the organization of the 
Mississippi River improvement commission, and for the correction, 
permanent location, and deepening of the channel and the improve- 
ment of the navigation of said Mississippi River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FUNERAL OF HON, J. E. LEONARD. 


Mr. CONOVER. I desire to offer a resolution, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ished business. 

Mr. CONOVER. 
it is heard. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is Senate bill No. 


I call for the regular order, to get at the unfin- 
I think the resolution will not be objected to if 


I merely want to get the regular order under con- 


15, which will be considered, the unfinished business having been 
laid aside 5 

Mr. CONOVER. I now offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby directed to pay out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate the 3 of the commit of the Sen- 
ate appointed to attend the funeral of the late Hon. John E. Leonard, on vouchers 
to be approved by the chairman of the committee. 

The resolution was considered, by nnanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 27, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. PRICE. I understood from the reading of the Journal that the 
request I made last evening for the withdrawal of certain papers 
from the files of the House was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, 

Mr. PRICE. That was not my understanding at the time. 

The SPEAKER. There being an adverse report on the case, the 
request for the withdrawal of the papers, under the rule, had to go to 
the committee for consideration. The rule will be read. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam satisfied with the statement of the Chair. I do 
not desire to hear the rule read. 

The Journal was then approved. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. JOYCE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4110) for the relief of persons entitled to pensions; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. JOYCE. I ask that the bill may be read at length. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

SALE OF TIMBER ON MENOMONEE RESERVATION. 

Mr. STEWART, (by request,) by unanimons consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4111) to provide for the sale of certain timber on the 
Menomonee Indian reseryation in Wisconsin, and to pay certain 
claims against said tribes out of the proceeds thereof; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

COMPENSATION TO NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4112) to compensate the State of North Carolina for 
the use and occupation of certain grounds and buildings by United 
States troops; which. was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF MAP. 

Mr. EICKHOFF, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the following resolution : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fo: Affairs be authorized to have a map 
printed to accompany their report on the Mexican troubles, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. EICKHOFF moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. ` 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET KEARNS. 

Mr. BLISS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4113) granting a pension to Margaret Kearns; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


< HANNA STREETS. 

On motion of Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 873) granting a pension to Hanna Streets was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, ordered to be prot 
and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider. 

CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. PEDDIE, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of New Jersey, in reference to closing 
up the centennial international exhibition, to ascertain the balance 
due to subscribers, and to prepare and support an act appropriatin 
the sum from the Treasury of the United States; which was refe 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. ‘ 

LIEUTENANT GARDNER P. THORNTON. 

Mr. BROWNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 

4114) for the relief of Lieutenant Gardner P. Thornton, late of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 27, 


Fourteenth Regiment of Colored Troops; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AUGUST MARMER. 

Mr. BROWNE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4115) ting a pension to august Marmer, late a private in 
Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BATTLE OF GETTYSBURGH. 


Mr. BLAIR, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be requested to ascertain and 
report to the House the proper measures to be taken for the preservation and pub- 
lication of the materials for the description and detailed history and maps of the 
battle of Gettysburgh, prepared by Colonel John B. Batchelder and now in his pos- 

and recommend such action to the House as in their judgment may be nec- 


essary in the premises. 
PROPERTY OF SOLDIERS’ HOME AT HARRODSBURGH, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. DURHAM. I ask unanimous consent to introduce at this time 
and have put upon its passage a bill authorizing the sale of the prop- 
erty belonging to the Soldiers’ Home at Harrodsburgb, Kentucky, in 
my district. I present with the bill the recommendations of the 
Secretary of War and of the board of commissioners for the sale of 
the property immediately, so that the proceeds may be invested in 
other property. f 

Mr. SAMPSON. From what committee does the bill come? 

Mr. DURHAM. It does not come from any committee. Lask unan- 
imous consent that it may be put upon its passage at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for information; after which 
the Chair will ask for objections, if any. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask that the letters of the Secretary of War and 
of the board of commissioners recommending this sale be read. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Why not send the bill to a committee? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is desirable that the sale be made immediately, 
and that the delay which would result from sending the bill to a com- 
mittee should be avoided. But of course, if objection is made, the 
bill will have to go over. I present it because of the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary of War and the board of commissioners, the 
property being in my own district. $ 
r. TOWNSEND, of New York. Let us hear what they say about it. 

The Clerk read the letters from the Secretary of War and from the 
beard of commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home recommending the sale. 

Mr. CONGER. Before being asked to consider this bill I think we 
should have some more information. I wish tosay, Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot enter upon a discussion 
of the bill until the consent of the House is given to its present con- 
sideration. : } 

Mr. CONGER. I do not propose to enter upon a discussion of the 
bill, but 1 pro to state in a word why I object. à 

The SPE. R. Ifthe gentleman objects, that is all that is neces- 


* DURHAM. If the gentleman from Michigan objects, I with- 
draw the bill and throw the responsibility on him. iif 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman may throw that responsibility upon 
me as much as he chooses. 

Mr. DURHAM. All right. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the present considera- 
tion of the bill, does the gentleman from Kentucky ask to have it 
referred ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 4116) authorizing the 
board of commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home to sell certain property 
at Harrodsburgh, Kentucky, belonging to the Soldiers’ Home, was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DECORUM IN THE HALL. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that Rule 65 be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

65. While the Speaker is putting any question or addressing the Ho none 
shall walk out of or across the House; nor in such case, or when a member is 
speaking, shall entertain private discourse; nor while a member is speaking, shall 
pass between him and the Chair. Every member shall remain uncovered during 
the session of the House. No member or other person shall visit or remain by the 
Clerk’s table while the ayes and noes are calling, or ballots are counting. Smok- 
ing is prohibited within the bar of the House or gallery. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota has requested the 
Chair to have that rule read, particularly as to smoking. The Chair 
notices with regret that members will constantly come into the Hall 
with lighted cigars in their mouths, emitting smoke all over the Hall. 
Unless this practice on the part of members is stopped the Chair will 
have to take the liberty of sending pages to themand notify them in 
person that they break-the rule. 

* INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE L call for the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the consideration 
of the bill which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] has been 


instructed to report from the Committee on Commerce and which, by 
unanimous consent, has been set for consideration at this time. 

Mr. FELTON. Under the authority heretofore granted, I report 
back, with an amendment from the Committee on Commerce, the bill 
(H. R. No. 3739) to 3 the introduction of contagious or infec- 

t 


tious diseases into the United States. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress That no vessel or vehicle coming from any foreign 
port or country where any contagious or infectious disease may exist, and no ves- 
sel or vehicle conveying any person or persons, merchandise or animals, 
with any infectious or contagious di „shall enter any port of the United States 
or pass the boundary line between the United States and any foreign country, ex- 
cept in the manner and subject to the regulations to be prescribed as hereinafter 

rovided. 
7 Sec. 2. That whenever any infectious or contagions disease shall appear in any 
foreign port or country, and whenever any vessel shall leave any infected forei 
port or, having on board 8 or coming from any place or district 

‘ected with cholera or yellow fever, leave any foreign port, bound for an 
pe in the United States. the consular officer or other representative of the Uni 

tes ator nearest such foreign portshall immediately inform the supervising sur- 
geon-general of the marine-hospital service thereof, and shall report to him the 
name, the date of de re, and the port of destination of such vessel ; and the con- 
sular officers of the United States shall make weekly reports to him of the sanitary 
condition of the at which they are respectively stationed ; and the said sur- 
geon-general of the marine-hospital service shall, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, be with the execution of the provisions of this act, 
and shall frame all needful and ms for that p which rules and 
regulations, with the approval of the President, shall have the force and effect of 
law until modified in the same manner. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the medical officers of the marine-hospital 
service and of customs officers toaid in the enforcement of the national quarantine 
rules and lations established underthe preceding section ; but noadditional com- 
pensation s be allowed said officers by reason of such services as they may be 

uired to perform under this act, excent actual and necessary traveling & 

. 4. That the nerf gre Merits of the marine-hospital service shall, upon re- 
ceipt of information of the departure of any vessel, goods, or 88 from in- 
fected places to any port in the United States, immediately notify the proper officer 
or officers at the threatened port of destination of the vessel, and shall prepare and 
transmit to the medical officers of the marine-hospital service, to collectors of cus- 
toms, and to the State and municipal health authorities in the United States, week]; 
Sunan of the consular sanitary reports and other pertinent information receiv 

y him. 

Sec. 5. That the provisions of this act shall not be so construed as to prevent the 
establishment and maintenance by States or municipalities of port health regula- 
tions and quarantine measures, in addition to or furtherance of the rules and reg- 
ulations established under this act; and such local systems and their appendages 
shall remain under the control of the respective local authorities; but any local 
law or regulation interfering with N the due execution of the national 
auu eo regulations, as approved by the President under this act, shall be null 
and void. 

Src. 6. That wherever, at any port of the United States, any State or municipal 

uarantine system may now exist, the officers or agents of such system hall, upon 

e application of the respective State or municipal authorities, be authorized and 
empowered to act as officers or agis of the national quarantine system, and shall 
be clothed with all the powers of United States officers for quarantine pexposes, 
but shall receive no pay or emolument from the United States. At all other ports 
where, in the opinion of the ery of the Treasury, it shall be deemed neces- 
sary to establish quarantine, the medical officers or other agents of the marine-hos- 
pital service shall perform such duties in the enforcement of the quarantine rules 
and regulations as may be assigned them by the surgeon-general of that service 
under this act. 

SEO. 7. That this act may be quoted as the national quarantine act of 1878. 

Sec. 8. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] 
indicate whether he desires to yield to any one for amendments? 

Mr. FELTON. Ido. I move now, by instructions from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to strike out the fifth section of the bill, and 1 
also yield to my colleague [Mr. HARTRIDGE] to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is desirable that the amend 
ments designed to be offered be presented at this time. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I propose to offer three amendments, which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. HALE. As the time is limited for the consideration of this bill. 
which is an important one, I suggest that it would be better, after such 
time has been conzumed in debate as may be desired, that the bill be 
read by sections for amendment and then any member can offer such 
amendments as he desires. > 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] a very wise one. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. think so too. 

Mr. HALE. Iask, then, that that course be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will pursue that course when whatever 
debate that is desired shall have been concluded, but the amendments 
will now be read. 

The Clerk read the amendments of Mr. HaRTRIDGE, as follows: 


In line 9, after the word “country,” insert the words “contrary to the quaran 
tine laws of any one of the United States, or.” 

In section 4, after the word proper im line 4, insert the words, “State or mu 
nicipal and United States." 

In section 2, in line 20, add after the word manner the words “ but such rulee 
and regulations shall not conflict with or impair any sanitary or quarantine regu 
lation by State or municipal authority.“ 

Mr. O'NEILL. I desire to submit an amendment which I think 
will be accepted by the gentleman who has the bill in charge. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman having the bill in charge has no 
Bees to accept any amendment; but it may be read for information. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I ask that it be read. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word “vessel” in the eleventh line of section 2, insert the words and 

also mako the same report to the health-officer of the port of destination ip 
the United States.“ 
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The SPEAKER. These several amendments are now being read 
for information, and while the discussion and consideration of the 
bill is going on any gentlemen who are interested in this question 
will have an opportunity of examining them. 

Mr. ONE I have another amendment, to come in at the end 
of section 5, and I will send the same to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That there shall be no interference, in any manner, with any quaran- 
tine laws or regulations as they may exist or may hereafter be adopted under 
State laws. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I shall move, at the proper time, to strike 
out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, by authority of the committee I move 
to strike out the fifth section of the bill. I do this that the rights of 
the States may not even apparently suffer encroachment. 3 

Upon all questions relating to the public health within their terri- 
torial limits the States are absolutely soverei We must guard 
most carefully upon all occasions these sacred and very precious rights 
of the States. We could not permit these rights impaired even if 
their infringement should temporarily produce valuable results, be- 
cause these reserved rights of the States are the safeguards of life 
and property, and aboye all they secure the liberty of the citizen 
against the centralizing tendencies of the age. In the outset, then, I 
hope this section will be stricken from the bill that nothing may 
remain therein seemingly in conflict with the right of a State to con- 
trol its own health regulations. The Committee on Commerce has 
considered the bill, seeking to establish a general and uniform system 
of quarantine by the Federal Government, the direct object being 
to prevent the introduction into the United States of contagious or 
infectious diseases, and after a thorough investigation they report 
unanimously in favor of its passage. 

We have had before us the memorial of a convention composed of 
delegates from the municipalities of Norfolk, Charleston, Port Royal, 
Savannah, Darien, Brunswick, Saint Mary’s, Fernandina, Jackson- 
ville, Saint Augustine, Cedar Keys, and Pensacola, the proceedings 
of which convention are indorsed by James A. Stewart, commissioner 
of health for the city of Baltimore. This convention assembled in 
Jacksonville, Florida, on the 14th day of February, 1878, for the spe- 
cial purpose of considering the establishment of a uniform and effect- 
ive system of quarantine on the Atlantic and Gulf coast, as the only 
reliable means of protection against the importation of contagious 
and infectious diseases from foreign countries. 

It is seen from the proceedings that the convention with remark- 
able unanimity united in a petition to Congress for the establish- 
ment of such asystem. 

Other cities are equally interested in this matter with those repre- 
sented in this convention, and we have a letter from Dr. Samuel 
Choppin, president of the board of health, State of Louisiana, in 
which he says: 


I am favorably impressed with the idea of asking Congress to take some action 
to the end of bringing about a uniform system of quarantine along the whole sea- 


board for the protection of our inhabitants st the importation of infectious 
diseases, The experience of our board of heal h since 1855 has convinced most of 
the medical men and other citizens of Louisiana that our comparative immunity 
from yellow fever for the last ten years has been due chiefly to a strict and intelli- 
gent énforcement of our quarantine system, in which latterly thorough disinfection 

so much relied upon that detention of vessels and crews is, in most instances, 
reduced to a few hours. 

We have also a resolution passed by the Board of Trade of Mobile, 
Alabama, October 9, 1873, in these words: 

Resolved, Inasmuch as no quarantine measures of our sea-ports can be effective 
against the importation of without uniformity in time and method, that 

be memorialized to establish a uniform system of quarantine under na- 
tional supervision. 

Indeed, all the southern cities express a desire for more effective 

aarantine laws and regulations and will cordially co-operate with 
the governmental authorities in devising and perfecting some system 
that will shield our e coast cities and inland towns “from the 
pestilence that walketh in darkness and the destruction that wasteth 
at noonday.” 

There are two diseases against which the provisions of this bill are 
designed particularly to guard our people, and the ravages of which 
two diseases in the United States have been appalling. These dis- 
eases are Asiatic or Indian choleraand yellow fever. 

Cholera is caused by the access of a apocino organic poison to the 
alimentary canal, which poison is developed spontaneously only in 
certain parts of India. 

Science has located the very birthplace of this disease, and has 
demonstrated that it never appears spontaneously outside of these 
well-defined boundaries. Itisindigenous only in the territorial region 
mentioned, and we are absolutely certain that whenever it appears 
outside these specified limits it is an exotic. 

We can safely assert that no case of malignant cholera has ever 
occurred in any portion of the globe which was not produced by con- 
tact with a pre-existing cholera virus generated originally in Hindo- 


If we could trace accurately this terrible scourge we would see a 
chain composed of infectious links extending from every case which 
occurred in this country in the years 1832, 1849, 1854, and 1873, to its 
natural and endemic home, India. 

This well-established fact encourages the hope that an efficient and 
uniform system of quarantine may ia time shut out this disease from 


our country. It must cross oceans before it can find a lodgment on 
our shores. It must be conveyed on ships, the particles of a specific 
poison actively at work or concealed in the clothing, bedding, or other 
personal Inggage of migrants must be entered at some of our ports. 

The ocean is the great highway, not only of commerce but of this 


and other destructive diseases. The General Government can and 
does regulate this commerce, and surely with the assistance of science 
itcan in some measure control this terrible concomitant of our foreign. 
commercial intercourse. The leading positions here assumed in regard 
to Asiatic cholera are equally applicable to yellow fever. 

It may be endemic in some places on our coast, but nine-tenths of 
the 3 profession in this country believe that it is always im- 
ported. 

Indeed since 1668, when the disease made its appearance in this 
country, down to 1877, when a few cases developed themselves in 
Florida, embracing seven hundred and forty-one ap ces of the 
disease that has spread to two hundred and twenty-eight cities and 
towns, that has extended to twenty-eight States in the Union, and 
that has caused 65,311 deaths counted—besides the innumerable 
deaths of which no record is made—of all these appearances of this 
disease, about 45 per cent. are 3 traceable to foreign origin. 

Many of the 3 idemics have a very probable connection 
with foreign ports in which the disease was at the time prevalent 
and with which the afflicted cities on our coast were at the time in 
frequent commercial intercourse. 

The other epidemics while they may seem to be endemic, springing 
into existence without any explained cause or attributed, as was 
usual in former days, to local canses, such as decaying vegetable 
and animal matter, general filthiness of the city, long-continued dis- 
ne of hygienic laws, a temperature ranging above eighty degrees, 
a low altitude, a humid atmosphere, and frequent and decided mete- 
orological disturbances, yet we must remember that the germs of 
this contagion are so occult, and have so successfully escaped the 
most delicate detectives of science, that they may in these last-men- 
tioned epidemics have been lying dormant in some well-concealed 
nidus and only awaiting favorable climatic and local surroundings for 
their development. 

They may have thus remained, concealed and dormant, during an 
entire winter—hid away in some uncleansed hospital, some fomites— 
in the hull or bilge of some infected ship and only waiting for a few 
heavy blows from the carpenter’s hammer or the ripping off of some 
defaced boards (as was the case with the ship Ben Franklin at Nor- 
folk) and fayorable exciting causes, to kindle a pestilence that shall 
sweep a city or an entire sea-coast. 

We can safely assert of yellow fever, as we have stated of cholera, 
that it comes from without, and that there is no place in the United 
States where it has yet been naturalized. It is true that no great 
distance separates its home from our shores—the West Indies, the 
Bahamas, the South American coast, and possibly Vera Cruz in Mex- 
ico. These are its birthplaces, and from these neighboring lands it 
almost every summer invades our seaboard cities, and occasionally 
produces a desolation indescribable. Business is suspended; wharves. 
are deserted; harbors never receive a vessel; men, women, and chil- 
dren become refugees; the homes of the rich and poor are alike 
draped in the habiliments of grief,“ because man goeth to his long 
home and the mourners go abont the streets.” 

Sometimes after nearly all the citizens have abandoned the aay il 
visited city the number of deaths and the amount of personal suffer- 
ing are appalling. 

A writer describing the scenes that occurred at Norfolk, Virginia, 
during the ravages of yellow fever in that city in the year 1855, says, 
“that the number of deaths reported were about eighty per day,” but 
to his own knowledge they largely exceeded that ember He often 
saw a | number of coffins lying in different parts of the cemetery 
awaiting interment. It was common to see in the potter's field piles 
of coffins and rough boxes, such as they were compelled to substitute 
for coffins, piled up like cord-wood as high as a man could conven- _ 
iently reach to pile them, while close by men were digging a pit to 
cover them out of sight. Sometimes four were put in a box, and he 
was told that numbers were carried out to the pit wrapped in the 
blankets on which they died, then placed in Jayers in the pit to await 
the resurrection morn. It was stern necessity that compelled the 
people thus to bury their dead; thus only could they keep the tainted 
air from being so deeply infected that none could survive the plague. 
It was the harvest season of the Great Reaper and the living did toil 
and sweat in binding and carrying home the sheaves after his sickle. 

These scenes have been equaled or surpassed in New Orleans, in 
Savannah, in Charleston, and other Atlantic and Gulf cities. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Cox] is nobly engaged in an effort 
to improve the life-saving service, and the Committee on Commerce 
will aid him in these humane pu But what is that service, if 
perfected, compared with this quarantine as a life-saving instrumen- 
tality? Here and there a few may be rescued from such ill-fated 
vessels as the Huron and Metropolis, but this national quarantine in- 
telligently proposes to rescue entire cities and even States from the 
two fell destroyers of our race. 

The commercial losses from these invasions of yellow fever have 
been incalculable. 

The memorial accompanying this bill from the convention at Jack- 
sonville asserts that the losses produced by the epidemic which raged 
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in the city of Savannah in 1876 have been estimated at $5,800,000, or 
nearly one-half the present value of the whole taxable real estate of 
that city. Occurring in this city during the cotton season, and it 
being as a cotton market the third in importance in the United States, 
who can estimate accurately all the money losses to the city, to the 
State, and to the General Government? Now, multiply this partic- 
ular loss by the many similar losses almost annually occurring in our 
cotton ports for the last cen , and we may approximate the start- 
result. All this occasioned by a disease of foreign birth. by an 
importation, brought hither by ships under the control of the Federal 
Government and which cannot be controlled by State or municipal 
authority. Yet the Federal Government has never exercised its con- 
stitutional right, has never made an effort to suppress this destroyer 
of life and property. 8 ? 

Congress has the 3 to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the sey: States. This imported disease is par 
and parcel of our commercial intercourse with foreign nations. Why, 
then, this apathy on the part of the Federal Government? When the 
southern cities most deeply interested in this matter are here memo- 
rializing Con for the establishment of a uniform system of quar- 
antine why should any Representative hesitate? None need appre- 
hend a conflict between the national quarantine system and the State 
or municipal quarantine regulations. The State Jaw of quarantine 
remains supreme within the jurisdiction of the State, and under the 
provisions of this bill the State quarantine officiuls may upon their 

nest be made officials of the national quarantine system, the health 
officers of the city becoming officials under this act. Why delay to 
make the experiment in bringing about co-operation between the 
State and General Government in this matter, an experiment which 
promises such triumphant success ? 

If there was an armed foe annually bee biel coast and some- 
times devastating with fire and sword our most beautiful cities, there 
area million of men who in a day would spring to arms, and Con- 

would vote millions of dollars for their defense. Why, then, 
to defend as far as practicable from this foe, more terrible than 
“an army with banners?” We hear it said: Oh, leave it to the 
States—leave all matters relating to the public health to the cities,” 
We answer, that with three exceptions, namely, New York, Charles- 
ton, and New Orleans, the quarantine regulations of our seaboard 
cities are inefficient and worthless. They have proyen themselves 
in times of danger utterly helpless. They are frequently without 
organization, without information, without that preparation which 
is so essential to an efficient quarantine. But it is not proposed to 
exercise any direction over local health boards. We propose to strike 
out the fifth section of the bill, so that there may be no seeming con- 
flict between the State and national systems of quarantine, for, I 
t, the State law is supreme on all questions of public health. 

The object of the bill is the exclusion from the United States of 
contagious or infectious diseases—any vessel, , Or passengers 
after entering port or already within the Uni States may be, and 
will be, subject to the local health if any exist. The sani- 

measures contemplated by the bill apply to vessels arriving from 
without before the vessel, passengers, or merchandise can in any way 
become subject to State or municipal health rules or regulations. Our 
friends from California are here seeking to arrest the importation into 
this country of Chinese immigrants. But pray, if the treaty with 
China authorizing such immigration were annulled, would the Gen- 
eral Government have power to regulate such an appendage of our 
foreign commerce and at the same time have no power to shut out 
diseases which our commerce brings into this country! 

I notice one of the Senators from Kentucky the other day presented 
to the Senate a petition from the cattle-breeders of that State, ask- 
ing the Government to protect their interests against the importation 
into this country from foreign ports of diseased cattle. It is right; 
for what power has Kentucky to protect its interests in this particu- 
lar at the port of New York? But pray, shall we establish a national 

uarantine against rinderpest, which we have a right to do, and at 
the same time be 8 to interfere in preventing the introduc- 
tion of cholera and yellow fever? 

The memorial of the quarantine convention held at Jacksonville 
calls attention to the great losses to commerce from vexations and 
unnec detentions of vessels in quarantine, detentions which 
could be relieved by appliances for disinfection which attach to prop- 
erly equipped quarantine establishments, and which are now entirely 
wanting in a great majority of the sea-ports and which they are unable 
to procure. Á 

But the loss to commerce is the least of the evils attending delays 
of infected ships, as the poison is surely propagated and its virulence 
in by such detention. One object of a national quarantine 
system is to correct, as far as pronon this pernicious practice. 

It should be bornein mind that the rules and regulations to be 
prepared under tbe provisions of this bill, should it become a law, do 
not apply to nor can they interfere with health rules for municipali- 
ties or States. 

Quarantine, so far as the General Government is concerned, can 
oy. apply to commerece—to ships—and in this sense comes clearly 
within the provision of the Constitution, the adoption of which was 
largely influenced by the motive to regulate commerce, to place un- 
der the protection of uniform laws those vital agencies of commerce, 
“ ship-building,” the carrying trade, and the protection of seamen. 


Speaking of vexatious delays and the loss therefrom, both to life 
and commerce, we are impressed with the value of this national sys- 
tem of quarantine in relieving the country, by its influence and co- 
operation, of the present disjointed, inefficient, and often cruel and 
barbarous systems now in existence. In olden times forty days (qua- 
rantina ) constituted the period of separation. Sometimes the sick and 
ex i were driven from the habitations of men, and attending phy- 
sicians were murdered to prevent them from communicating leprosy, 
plague, and other contagions to communities. Even now in some 
ports merchandise is detained, in some cases destroyed, passengers 
and sailors confined for weeks to certain localities, guarded as rigidly 
as if they were felons. 

What has science, in the management of quarantine, accomplished 
in this direction ? Let us take the quarantine at New York City, as 
described by Dr. Vanderpoel. In summer, when a ship arrives with 
yellow fever on board and from a port in which yellow loves prevails, 
the vessel discharges her c in lighters in the stream before going 
to dock, and is cleansed carefully, and her bilges washed, besides being 
thoroughly disinfected and ventilated, and by their hospitals and ar- 
rangements on Hoffman Island and Dix Island, and by placing those 
who have been ex under circumstances favorable for the sup- 
pression of the disease, and those attacked being treated for it ina 
place suitable for cure, there results the least detention and fatality 
possible under the circumstances. 

All the advances made in the New York quarantine have had for 
their motive the reduction of the detention and annoyance of delay 
in cases of disease, while at the same time commerce should be as 
little embarrassed as ible. The health officer of the port is sus- 
tained in all his official acts by the commercial interests of New York 
which find in his pass a protection from the dangers to trade which 
would follow a commerce in which there was no sanitary restriction. 
Thus the apparently incongruous interests, quarantine and commerce, 
are united at this port upon a system which is satisfactory to and 
adequate for both. 

New Orleans is about equal in this respect to New York, and by 
fumigation, carbolie acid, and other disinfectants, ships, merchandise, 
and passengers are detained but a few days at quarantine. 

The commercial interests of this country demand that the same 
intelligent and efficient system be extended to every port in the United 
States, modified of course according to local necessities and require- 
ments and the wishes of State and municipal authorities. 

The experience of the medical profession and the sound deductions 
of science authorize the following conclusions, and which are so well 
established that they tany Do regarded as professional axioms, namely : 

Asiatic cholera and yellow fever may be excluded from the United 
States— 

First. By a thorough system of sanitation. 

Second. By an efficient and uniform system of quarantine. 

Both are essential, and a neglect of one may defeat the good re- 
sults of the other. The first is entirely under the control and direc- 
tion of State and municipal government, being one of our domestic 
concerns, over which the Federal authorities must not intermeddle. 
But it is believed when the local health boards voluntarily become 
officials of the national system and when the interest and energy and 
intelligent purposes of the local authorities are awakened by a nni- 
form organization, that increased attention and more liberal expendi- 
tures of money and labor will be devoted to local sanitation. 

The second means of exclusion, “quarantine” at the entrance of 
our ports, on the line between States and the high seas, in connec- 
tion with ships, as a part of our commerce, can certainly be greatly 
strengthened and perfected by the co-operation of the General Gov- 
ernment with the local State officials, and this quarantine in my 
judgment can never be effective until the Federal Government does 
co-operate intelligently and decidedly. 

This is true for the reason that the information which is essential 
to a safe and perfectly reliable quarantine can only be obtained 
through the consular and other commercial agents of the United 
States at the foreign ports with which we trade. 

Here I will hy from the report of Dr. Woodworth, supervising 
8 on of the marine hospital service, made on the cholera epidemic 
of 1873. Dr. Woodworth says: 

What is needed is that the National Government, through its consular officers, 
at least at cach port of departure, shall acquire the necessary information, and 
then promptly and intelligently furnish it to the ports and localities exposed. 
This is entirely aside froma national quarantine board, a national bureau of health 
or other specitic organization, concerning the present wisdom and expediency of 
which e is at least not unanimous. It isn simple utilization of already exist- 
ing machinery onthe part of the General Government, for the acquisition of knowl- 
edge indispensable to the general welfare. Such idee, ga cannot through its 
own agents be acquired by a State or by a municipality; and vet upon such knowl- 
edge are the city and the State alone qualified or competent to take action; and 
upon such knowl and action does the future immunity from cholora of tho 
s at large depend. A circular-letter from His Excellency the President, 
through the Department of State, instructing consular officers to place themselves 
in communication with health authorities of their respective localities; to advise 
promptly, by cable if necessary, of the outbreak of cholera (or other epidemio dis- 
ease) at their ports or in any section in communication therewith; and t inspect 
all vessels clearing for United States ports with reference to the original and 
intermediate as well as to the final points of departure of emigrants thereon; 
and to report, always by cable, the sailing and destination of any such vessel 
carrying infected or suspected passengers or goods; this should be the first step. 
And the next would be equally simple: un medical officer, selected for his good 
judgment and attainments in sanitary science, should collate and digest the infor- 


mation thus obtained, and transmit direct to the threatened ports, as well as through 
the public press, the note of warning. Thus advised, the threatened community 
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would have ample time for preparation, and the publicity given to the warning 
would be the most efficient means of insuring proper precautionary measures. In- 
ternational sanitary action is too remote, and the Phy toward it have been too 
yacillating in the past to admit of much hope from it for the near future. But the 
acquisition and diffusion of general sanitary knowledge is a matter in which each 
nation for itself may engage, and when such knowledge becomes sufficiently wide. 
spread all else aay te mately left to local and individual effort. Let the General 
overnment do its share in collecting and publishing the information—a work 
which it alone can do—and the various and varying details of inspection, disinfec- 
tion, isolation, &., will be most efficiently, economically, and satisfactorily per- 
formed by those most directly and vitally interested—the people themselves. 


As it is the custom of emigrants bound for America from the con- 
tinent of Europe to embark at healthy ports when cholera prevails 
on the continent, this country is exposed to the introduction of this 
disease through the personal effects of such emigrants, sailing on 
healthy pe from healthy pora, In 1873 three distinct outbreaks 
of the disease occurred at widely remote points of the United States 
from poison packed and transported in the effects of emigrants from 
Holland, Sweden, and Russia. These people and the vessels in which 
they were carried had been perfectly healthy and the people remained 
so until their goods were unpacked at Carthage, Ohio; at Crow River, 
Minnesota; and at Yankton, Dakota, respectively. Within twenty- 
four hours after the poison particles were liberated the first cases of 
the disease appeared, and the unfortunates were almost literally swept 
from the face of the earth. 

If the health officer at New York, for instance, had been aware of 
the facts which were subsequently ascertained concerning the emi- 
grants from Holland, Sweden, and Russia, there is no reason to donbt 
that such measures would have been resorted to on the arrival of 
these people as would have effectually prevented the transportation 
of the cholera poison in their effects half-way across the continent. 

Section 2 of the bill provides for the acquisition of the necessary 
information and section 4 provides that such information shall be 

romptly communicated to the ports and localities exposed, Such 

nowledge cannot through its own agents be acquired by the State 
or by a municipality, and yet upon such knowledge and action does 
our future immunity from cholera and yellow fever largely depend. 
The utmost dispatch is an absolute essential condition to the success- 
ful and effective execution of the law, and it is accordingly provided 
that the reports shall be sent direct to the officer charged with the 
prompt communication of needful warning. 

This bill simply provides for the oe utilization of the already 
existing machinery of the General Government for the protection of 
the general welfare, The marine hospital service of the Treasury 
Department already deals with sick seamen, who are usually the 
importers or first victims of contagious or infectious disease, and its 
medical officers are necessarily stationed at the ports of entry; and 
the learning, skill, and indomitable energy of the 1 gen- 
tleman who is at the head of this service, Dr. John M. Woodworth, 
gives assurance of success. 

To the many able published reports of this gentleman upon cholera 
and yellow fever and to personal interviews, I am tly indebted. 

I know it is customary with some to depreciate the suggestions of 
medical and sanitary science, denouncing them as empirical and the 
dreams of theorists. 

Let us remember they have always been in the forefront of prog- 
ress, and that all which has been done for the prolongation of human 
life has come from that science: quarantine, vaccination, improved 
drainage, disinfectants, prophylactics, hospitals, character and treat- 
ment of disease ; besides, it makes subsidiary the whole world of scien- 
tific research, and when the nations are lifted from the pit of their 
ignorance and placed upon the pillar of their grand future no branch 
of human learning will have contributed more to its glory and hap- 
piness than medical science. 

Let us make the experiment, and if we fail it will be in one of the 
noblest eftorts that ever science suggested or humanity prayed for. 

During Mr. FELTON’s remarks, his fifteen minutes having expired, 
r. POTTER said: Does the gentleman from Georgia desire an ex- 
tension of time? 

Mr. FELTON. I do, if my colleague [Mr. HARTRIDGE] and those 
who are o to the bill will have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. P ER. Lask, then, that the time of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. FELTON] be extended a half hour. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion to extending the time of the gentleman; but he only askedin the 
first instance for a half hour. 

No objection was made, and Mr. FELTON continued and concluded 
his 3 

Mr. HARTRIDGE, Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary for me to 
enter upon Apy ir remarks in reference to the beneficent purpose 
at which this billisaiming. I take it for granted that there is no gen- 
tleman upon this floor who would not give not only his sympathy, but 
his aid, his material aid to accomplish the objects which this bill pro- 
poses. There is no gentleman upon this floor, and there is no com- 
munity represented by any gentleman upon this floor which would not 
cheerfully give its assistance, as he would give it, to prevent the im- 
portation ot these diseases which have been such a scourge to our coun- 
try. Many of you gentlemen have never been in contact with this 

ilence. Many of you have no knowledge of how prostrating it 
is, of the injury it does, of the suffering it causes, Nor, on the other 
hand, are you aware of the benefits that it brings; I say benefits that 
it brings. For the past experience of those who live in communities 


which have been afflicted with these scourges is that it has shown us 
that a touch of nature makes the whole world kin. It has shown us 
that the people of this country have always been ready to aid with 
their hearts and their efforts the afflicted of their fellow-citizens. 

When this scourge has come upon one of our communities, we have 
seen the hearts of our whole people throb with sympathy. We have 
seen money almost without stint poured out alike from the coffers of 
the rich and the hard-earned hoards of the poor. We have seen men 
retiring, modest, almost timid in the TAT walks and duties of life, 
assume the full proportions and exhibit all the elements of physical 
and moral heroism. We have seen even woman, retiring and shrink- 
ing by nature and by habit, under the demands of pity and charity, 
throw aside those coverings of her nature, take part in the battle 
with E and carry consolation to the sick and to the death- 
bed of many a sufferer, smoothing the pillow of pain and lighting the 
pathway of death. 

With this experience for us to look to, I know I have no occasion 
to call upon members of this House to respond with sympathy and 
with every effort in behalf of the object for which this bill is intro- 
duced. The only question to be presented is, is this bill constitu- 
tional; have we the right to pass such a measure? And if we have 
the right to pass it, is it practical in its details and will it be practi- 
cal in its results? These are the only considerations upon which I 
propose to touch in the few minutes allotted to me, for they are the 
only considerations which it is necessary to dwell upon before an au- 
dience like this. . 

I have proposed various amendments to this bill, and for this 
reason; I did not prepare this bill originally. As gentlemen have 
heard from my colleague, [Mr. FELTON, ] there was a convention held 
a month since at Jacksonville, Florida, consisting of representatives 
from all the southern sea-port towns, to consider this question of what 
they called “national quarantine regulations.” They appointed a 
committee who came to Washington, and after consultation with the 
medical authorities here they prepared this bill. When the bill was 
handed to me to introduce, I expressed some objections to it; but as 
time was essential, and as it was absolutely necessary that the bill 
should be acted upon at once, I introduced it in its then condition. 
I have the permission of the Committee on Commerce to present 
amendments to the bill which will remove from it difficulties and ob- 
jections which suggest themselves to my mind, and doubtless to the 
minds of many members on this floor. 

We have no right, as this original bill would do, to infringe at all 
upon the police regulations of a sovereign State. We have no right, 
as the original details of this bill would do, to interfere with the san- 
itary or quarantine regulations of any State or of any municipality 
under the laws and the power and the leave of that State. This is a 
doctrine which no gentleman on this floor will endeavor to controvert. 
It is almost as old in its exposition and declaration as the Constitu- 
tion itself. As long ago as the case of Gibbons soe Ogden, in 9 
Wheaton’s Reports, we find Chief-Justice Marshall, speaking for a 
unanimous court, a man who always claimed for the Federal Gov- 
ernment the extremest powers that any construction of the Consti- 
tution could give to it—we find him using this language: 

That inspection laws may have a remote and considerable influence on commerce 


will not bedenied; but that a power to late commerce is the source from which 
the right to pass them is derived cannot be admitted. 
* * * 


* * * 

They form a portion of that immense mass of legislation which embraces e - 
thing within the territory of a State not surrendered to the General Government; 
all which can be most 3 exercised by the States themselves. 
spection laws, quarantine laws, health laws of every description, as well as laws 
for regulating the internal commerce of a State and those which respect turnpike 
roads, ferries, &c., are component parts of this mass. 

So that the quarantine regulation is a right which a State has for 
itself. By the amendments which I propose I do not ask Congress 
to impair or to ne ap ar or to interfere in any way with these re- 
served rights of the States. I propose by these amendments that the 
Federal Government shall be an auxiliary to aid the laws of the State 
in keeping out these infectious diseases; that the Federal power shall 
be exercised oniy for the good of the whole people, as an aid to the 
power exercised by the States respectively for themselves. 

If gentlemen will listen to me I will show the purport of these 
amendments. The first amendment is to insert in section 1, after the 
words “any foreign country,” the words “contrary to the quarantine 
laws of any one of said United States or;” so that the section, if 
amended, will read: 


That no vessel or vehicle coming from any foreign port or country where any 
contagious or infectious disease may exist, and no vessel or vehicle conveying any 
person or persons, merchandise or animals, affected with any infectious or conta- 

ious disease, shall enter any port of the United States or pass the boundary line 

tween the United States and any foreign country, contrary to the quarantine 

laws of any one of said United States, or except in the manner and subject to the 
regulations to be prescribed as hereinafter provided. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it will not annoy the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. HartripGe] I would ask his attention to line 6 of section 1 of 
this bill, where it reads“ merchandise or animals, affected with any 
infectious or contagious disease.” According to that, until the dis- 
ease has actually broken out on board the vessel, that vessel could 
not be stopped. 

Now I need not tell the gentleman, with his knowledge and expe- 
rience of this disease, that a vessel coming from an infected port may 
have the disease upon it latent until it reaches the port to which it 


* 
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is destined. Therefore I would suggest to him to insert before the 
word “ affected” the words that “may be.” That will give the quar- 
antine officer a little wider range. 

The reason why I call attention to this matter is that I once had 
something to do with the yellow fever. I found that a vessel would 
come into pért without any apparent infection on board, and yet in 
the course of ten days the disease would develop itself. Now if I 
could not have stopped that vessel, could not have waited to see 
whether the disease would develop itself, I would not have been able 
to protect the city against its introduction. For instance, a vessel 
would come from Havana to New Orleans—that is a short trip—and 
during the trip nobody would be sick, yet ten days afterward doz- 
ens of those et a came on that vessel would be taken sick. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Ithink the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] misinterprets the language of this section. 
It says: 

Whenever any vessel shall leave any infected foreign port 


There the word “infected” applies to the port— 


or having on board goods or passengers coming from any place or district in- 
fected with cholera or fever. i : nsi 

There the word “infected ” refers to the place or district, not to 
the goods or passengers, with all deference to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. If that is the construction, I am content. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. But Iam perfectly willing to accept any amend- 
ment that may be required to make the provision plain. I am will- 
ing to‘accept any suggestion from any gentleman on this floor that 
will carry ont the view upon which I am now dwelling, that this bill 
shall not by any of its provisions infringe upon the rights of any 
State or any community. 

My next proposition of amendment is to insert after the word 
“manner,” in the twentieth line of section 2, the words“ but such 
rules or regulations shall not conflict with or impair any sanitary or 
quarantine regulations of any State or municipal authority.” 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to suggest 
to him to insert after “regulations” the words “now existing or that 
may hereafter be enacted?” 

Mr. HARTRIDGE, Certainly, Now, Mr. Speaker, the ports of 
New York and New Orleans are fully able to take care of themselves. 
They have perfected a system of sanitary and quarantine regula- 
tions, and no friend of this bill has any desire or intention to invade 
the precincts of their power or to impair the regulations which they 
have established. 

My next amendment is to insert in line 4, section 4, after the word 
“í proper,” the words “ State, or municipal, or United States ;” so that 
the section will read thus: 


That the 55 of the marine hospital service shall, upon receipt of 
of the 


information eparture of any vessel, goods, or passengers from infected 

places to any in the United States, immediately notify the begs ev State or 

Sogo vate) nited States officer or officers at the threatened port of destination 
the vi $ 


Now, Mr. Speaker, having shown that we are not seeking at all to 
impair the rights of States or municipalities under the Constitution, 
let me call attention to what good this bill will do by made the 
Federal power and the Federal authorities auxiliary to the State, 
The information provided for in this bill from consular authorities 
is an element worthy of consideration. Intelligence is to be con- 
veyed to every sea-port in this country so soon as a vessel leaves a 
district or place infected with any contagious or infectious disease. 
This information is not left to come as it now 81 755 by the slow 

rocess and often through the false medium of a bill of health com- 
zag with the vessel itself. But it is made the duty of these consular 
agents to communicate, if need be, on the wings of the lightning, 
underneath the sea itself, to all the authorities of all seaports of this 
country, that a certain vessel has left an infected district and is 
bound for a certain port. Then the 3 municipal, 
and Federal, are all upon their guard to adopt such measures as will 
revent the infection from coming within their borders. This, I say, 
s enough to arrest the attention of the House, to call for its sympa- 
thy, to demand its aid, if the bill contained nothing else. 
ut, as I have said, there is more in the bill. While New York and 
New Orleans are able to take care of themselves, many of oursouthern 
cities are not. They demand aid from the Government. They peti- 
tion the representatives of the States to give them assistance through 
the Federal power. Why, sir, let me take for illustration my own 
State. Savannah, Brunswick, Darien, and Saint Mary's are all liable 
to this scourge. In no one of these places have we perfected such a 
system of quarantine as can protect us. Our past experience, melan- 
holy and mortal in its nature, has taught us that the hand of the 
Government is necessary to aid us; and this aid can be given with- 
out infringing upon the rights of any State or municipality, The 
Government can enable us to take sick people out of an infected 
vessel and carry them to Fort Pulaski or some other place near the 
mouth of the harbor, where there are suitable land and buildings. 
The Government can authorize us to use its disinfecting machines, 
to call on its officers in every shape and form in aiding us in doing 
what, unassisted, we cannot do. 
Again, this bill provides that the officers of the State may for this 


purpose be made officers of the United States, so that they may have 


all the power of the Federal Government at their command and still 
be State officers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the simple object and scope of the bill. 
Its design is to relieve us, if possible, from danger of infection and 
contagion; to give usnew life; to keep away from us that over-hang- 
ing cloud of danger which is now threatening us all the time, threat- 
ening not only our material interests, but threatening to destroy by 
thousands the very best of our citizens. This is the sole object of 
the bill. I intend to make no appeal to the hearts of this House, for 
none is necessary. I have sought to show the judgment and mind of 
the House that the measure is constitutional and practicable, and this 
being so, I think there is no man on the floor who will refuse to give 
it his vote. At any rate, Mr. Speaker, until I hear dissent, until I 
hear some argument worthy of refutation against the bill, I shall, so 
far as I am concerned, leave the measure in the hands of the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. S er, the gentleman from Georgia 
who has charge of this bill has advocated its passage on the ground 
that it is necessary to establish a national system of quarantine in 
order to protect the Atlantic and Gulf ports against the importation 
of contagious and infections diseases. He has described the frightful 
ravages of yellow fever, and depicted the t destruction to lite and 
property that has followed in its trail. He has told us that the quar- 
antine laws of the several States are inefficient and inadequate. And 
for these reasons he insists that Congress should establish a uniform 
and effective system of quarantine as the only reliable means of pro- 
tection against this terrible epidemic. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I concede that there is a great deal of truth in 
what the gentleman has said about the fearful nature of this disease ; 
and it may be true that the quarantine laws of the States and of the 
3 liable to invasions from this epidemic are not altogether 
perfect. 

Bat, admitting this to be so, does it follow that on this account 
Congress has the right or power to interpose and pass quarantine 
laws? Do our powers depend on the failure of the States to exer- 
cise powers properly belonging to them? In this country and under 
our system of government sanitary 1 are purely police regu- 
lations. In England they are made by acts of Parliament, and are 
not police regulations. The English Parliament is said to be omnipo- 
tent. It is restrained by no constitutional limitations. It legislates 
upon all local internal affairs. The Government of the United States 
is different. It can exercise only such powers as have been delegated. 
And in one of the amendments to the Constitution it is expressly 
declared that— 

All powers not delegated to the United States aro reserved to the States respect- 
ively or to the people, 

The Supreme Court of the United States in numerous decisions has 
held that questions like that involved in this bill belong to these 


reserved powers of the States and cannot be exercised by Congress. 


In Gibbons vs, Ogden, 9 Wheaton, 203, Marshall, C. J., held that— 

Inspection laws, quarantine laws, &c., are a portion of that immense mass of leg- 
islation which controls everything within the territory of a State not surrendered 
to the General Government, all which can be most advantageously administered 
by the States themselves. No direct general power over these objects is granted 
to Congress, and consequently they remain subject to State legislation. 

The police of the cities and the States of the Union is entirely 
within the power of the States, and the United States are without 
any power over the subject. It isnot given by the Constitution to 
the General Government, and it necessarily remains in the States, and 
the Supreme Court of the United States has held that this pewer 
over internal and municipal affairs is exclusively in the States: 


That all those powers which relate to merely municipal legislation, or what may, 


1 
— more properly be called internal pollen, are not thus surrendered to the 


eral Government; and that consequently in relation to these the authority of 
a State is complete, unqualified, and exclusive.“ 11 Peters, 129. 

If, then, this power to frame quarantine regulations has not been 
surrendered by the States to the General Government, and if more- 
over it is included among those powers reserved by the States, then 
3 is a Nonnii or authority for such legislation as that proposed 

y this bill. 

But the gentleman from Georgia contends that the pover to legis- 
late for this purpose is derived from that provision of the Constitu- 
tion which declares that ‘ Con has power to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations,” &c. But the legislation proposed in this bill is 
not a commercial regulation in the sense contemplated in the Con- 
stitution. It is a mere police regulation. 

“Congress may regulate commerce.” What is the extent of this 
power? It comprehends traffic, buying and selling, the interchange 
of commodities; it Way e navigation; Congress, under this 
provision, may prescribe the rules by which commercial intercourse 
may be governed. But it is a confusion of terms to say that commerce 
includes quarantine. If commerce does not include quarantine, if on 
the contrary quarantine is a matter of internal police, then the Gov- 
ernment of the Union has no direct power over that subject and can- 
not establish a national quarantine system. But if the gentleman 
can show that this power to regulate commerce includes the power 
to establish quarantine regulations he would prove too much, for, if 
this were so, it would follow that the power in the General Govern- 
ment could not be concurrent with the same power in the States but 
is exclusive of the same power in the States. In the case of Gibbon 
vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton 198, 199, 200, Co., it was settled that this power 
is exclusive in the Government of the United States. 
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The power to regulate commerce is exclusive in the United States, 
and if the power to pass quarantine regulations falls under the power 
to regulate commerce, it must likewise be exclusive in the Govern- 
ment of the United States. But we know that the United States 
courts in deciding questions of this kind have repeatedly held that 
quarantine laws, though affecting commerce, are not regulations of 
commerce. These powers are entirely distinct in their nature from 
the power to regulate commerce. 

These powers are entirely distinct in their nature from that to regulate commerce; 
and though the same means are to for the purpose of carrying these pow- 
ers into effect, this by no just reasoning furnishes sy und to assert that the 
are identical. Among these are inspection laws, health laws, Ko., all of whi 
when exercised by a State are legitimate, arising from the general powers belong- 
ing to it, unless so faras they conflict with the powers delegated toCongress. They 
are not so much regulations of commerce as of police; and may be truly said to 
belong, if at all to commerce, to that which is purely internal. (2 Story on Con- 
stitution, sections 1070, 1072.) 


The exclusive authority of State legislation over this subject is 
strikingly illustrated in City of New York vs. Milo; 11 Peters, 102. 
The defendant in that case was prosecuted for failing to comply with 
a statute of New York, requiring every master of a vessel arriving 
to report the names of all his passengers, their ages, &. It was 
argued that this act was an invasion of the exclusive right of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce. And it cannot be denied that this act 
affected commerce. But the court held that it was an exercise of the 
police power properly within the control of the State. 

But to contend that because Congress has the power to regulate 
commerce it can regulate everything thatis connected with commerce, 
such a construction would throw upon Congress a mass of legislation 
which it could not perform, and the legislative power of the States 
would be at anend. They would become mere municipal corpora- 
tions. It would be a stretch of Federal power never dreamed of by 
the most latitudinarian Federalist. Marshall and Story did much by 
construction to enlarge the powers of the General Government, but 
they shrank from making such a claim as this. Like Aaron’s rod it 
would swallow up the reserved powers of the States. 

Therefore it is, Mr. Speaker, that I oppose this bill. I find no au- 
thority for it in the Constitution. It has a tendency to centralize 
power in the General Government. It would add another bureau to 
the Government, and would be an uncalled-for and unwarrantable 
interference with the local self-government and the police affairs of 
the States. The amendments do not cure the defects in this bill. I 
think I see the poison under its wings. 

But gentlemen say the people want this legislation ; that they are 
clamorous for some such protection from the ravages of a disease 
that assails their lives, health, and property. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time people may have asked this 
Government to do something it has no constitutional authority to do. 
It is a matter of regret that the people are so forgetful of the true 
principles of our Government and are so prone to regard it as a pater- 
nal government, whose chief object is to relieve them in times of need 
and in times of distress. Let them be involved in trouble or threat- 
ened with disease or vexed with a labor-strike, and immediately they 
appeal to the General Government for help and protection. This, sir, 
is not the theory of our Government according to my understanding. 
The States are clothed with the powers of self-government and they 
are expected, and it is their duty, to exert these powers to promote 
the public good and to secure the public safety. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish barely to state to the gentle- 
man from Alabama, whose argument I have listened to with great 
pleasure, that I do not understand the bill now before the House, 
with the proposed amendments of my colleagues, [Mr. FELTON and 
Mr. HARTRIDGE, ] to interfere in the slightest degree with the doctrine 
and principles laid down by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the decisions referred to, or with the doctrine or principles set forth 
by Judge Story in his commentaries on the Constitution of the United 
States. That doctrine and those principles are right. This bill does 
not interfere in the slightest degree with the powers reserved to the 
States in reference to quarantine notice or inspection laws. Con- 
gress has the power to regulate commerce. All this bill does, as I 
understand it, when amended as proposed, is that Congress, in the 
regulations of commerce, in reference to which they have the exclus- 
ive power, shall not permit vessels coming from foreign ports to bring 
disease into any ports of any of the States of our Union against the 
laws and quarantine lations of the several States. The object is 
not to violate but to aid the execution of the reserved powers of the 
separate States. That is all of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. In reply to what the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Georgia has said I ace only refer to what I have already 
read from adjudicated cases of the United States Supreme Court, and 
from Judge Story’s Treatise on the Constitution. Jadge Marshall 
and Judge Story never stickled at enlarging the powers of the Gen- 
eral Government by construction, and yet they shrunk from assertin 
such a claim as that Con had power over matters of interna 
police. Now, if State or local quarantine regulations should interfere 

with commerce, Congress may, under its “power to regulate com- 
merce,” control or remove these regulations, but it does not therefore 
follow that it may establish quarantine regulations. 

—.— this bill is very objectionable in another respect. It provides 

a 


The surgeon-general of the marine-hospital service shall, under the direction of 


ea a say ee pla hae A with the execution of the provisions of 
this act, and shall frame all needful rules and ions for that pu which 
rules and regulations, with the approval of the dent, shall have the force and 
effect of law until modified in the same manner. 

This is an abdication by Congress of its power of legislation, and 
a delegation of that power to a single individual. 

If these rules and regulations should be passed b gress we could see tha 
they were poy passed, that they were in 8 the Constitution, that 
they did not interfere with trade, that they did not discriminate unjustly against 
the ports of any State. The Constitution of the United States, article 1, section 9, 
paragraph 6, provides te e 

Now, what guarantee have we that this individual, the s m- 
general of the marine hospital, on whom this bill confers legislative 
powers, will not frame rules and regulations “ which will give a pref- 
erence to the ports of one State over those of another,” or that he 
will not by his rules and regulations “oblige vessels bound to one 
State to enter at another?” 

An act of Congress, to have the force and effect of law, is required 
to be passed in conformity to rules, constitutional and others, is con- 
sidered in committee, &c. But these rules and regulations of the 
surgeon-general of the marine hospital, under this bill, have the force 
and effect of law without these formalities and safeguards; and then 
they cannot be modified, except in the same manner. 

It is well enough that the consular and diplomatic agents of the 
United States should be required by law, as provided in this bill, to 
make weekly reports of the sanitary condition of the various ports 
where they are located and advise the proper authorities of the de- 
partaro of vessels from infected places; and this information should 

communicated to the various State or local boards of health. But 
this is as far as the United States should or can go in the matter. I 
am utterly opposed, for the reasons I have assigned, to the United 
States Government engaging in this police business. I am opposed 
to the United States policing the States with soldiers or with doctors. 

I yield now to the 5 from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 


ME ge Speaker, has not the time allotted to this bill 
expi 
The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, there was an extension of 


the time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much? 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. FELTON. Or longer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that five minutes additional 
were desired. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I objected to more than thirty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has not that time expired ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of bibs grater It was the understanding there should 
be an extension only of thirty minutes. The gentleman from Georgia 
will not deny that. I objected to more than thirty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time remains ? 

The SPEAKER. On that understanding the time will expire 
twenty minutes past two. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I yield now for ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who represents 
the Mobile district of Alabama [Mr. Jones] has made a very hand- 
some presentation of his views on this question. I remember that one 
of his predecessors in the first session of the Forty-third Con „Mr. 
Bromberg, introduced a bill here for a similar purpose. It had a unan- 
imous report from the Committee on Commerce. It was a So-called 
national bill, overriding all Stateregulations of municipal and quaran- 
tine laws. It was not unlike this bill, when it was first introduced. It 
did not reserve any local rights. The authorof that bill, as will appear 
by the debate, (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, first session, Forty-third Con- 
gress, page 4562,) urged it on the grounds of mercy. He represented 
boards of trade. He presented memorials from southern cities, who 
were imperiled by the terrible visitations of imported plagues. He 
invoked the national arm. In that arm alone he contended was the 
remedy. He made sad pictures of the danger and its malignancy. 
He argued the inadequacy of the local authorities. There were no 
imaginary fears in his presentation of the dangers, inland and coast- 
wise. He portrayed the poverty of the Southern States, He held 
that his measure was only an extension of the customs regulations. 
But his bill had one capital defect. What was it? He forgot the 
dangers of central or national power; he was oblivious to the grand 
work of the States and coast cities in protecting our shores. 

That bill was fought by me from the beginning of the session to 
the 4th of June, when it came before the House for action. It was 
defeated again and again because of its one capital defect. All the 
objections which have been made by the gentleman from Alabama 
were made by myself in that debate (page 4564) against that measure. 
That bill was a purely national or Federal measure. I preferred that 
no mere bureau or commission should override all local precautions 
and provisions. That bill went so far as to make it a felony for a quar- 
antine officer to act under a State law. 1 then quoted the very decis- 
ions quoted by gentlemen on both sides, holding that, while commerce 
in a constitutional sense was exclusively a matter of Federal gov- 
ernment, yet our quarantine, inspection, and other laws were pecu- 
liarly local in their nature and scope. I referred to the case in 9 
Wheaton, (Gibson vs. Ogden,) to the opinions of Webster, Wirt, and 
Chief-Justice Marshall, that certain health re; tions should be of 
domestic and municipal regulation. I said t “I did not care to 
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discuss then whether the power was concurrent or not.” It was 
enough for me that an amendment I then offered reserved and secured 
all local rights. No one seemed to deny that the States had ample 
power to protect by all suitable health laws their inhabitants from 
e posed to guard t all troubl 

t was the amendment pro 0 agains ouble on 
this head? The amendment which I proposed is as follows: 


That the provisions of this act shall not be so construed as to apply to the health 

x ion and quarantine measures maintained by States or municipalities; and 

such local systems and their appendages shall remain under the control of the re- 
spective local authorities. 


Mr. Bromberg accepted that amendment. That amendment was 
adopted. It was incorporated in the bill. No objection was made 
after its acceptance. The bill passed the House nemine contradicente. 
It never, however, passed the Senate. Now the new and accom- 
plished member from the Mobile district LMr. Jones] disclaims any 
intention or desire to have the Federal Government interfere with 
their local matters. What has happened since that time? I hope I 
may congratulate my friend from Alabama that by State laws and 
domestic regulations they have at last_obtained a good local system 
of quarantine. It would seem so from his satisfaction with his local 
affairs in this regard and his jealousy of Federal intervention. 

The object of my amendment at that time was that the admirable 
systems of Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, and Louisiana 
(in the latter established with the aid of the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. BuTLER]) should not in any wise be inter- 
fered with by our Federal system. To-day the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. HARTRIDGE] who spoke last, with so much grace and sense 
and to whom must be accorded the honor of the bill, has accepted 
the suggestion and amendment which I made to him. He thus 
saved his measure. He has gone further. He holds and he has 
agreed by his amendment that the Federal system shall be only sub- 
ordinate and auxiliary to the State system; that these Jocal systems 
shall not in any way be interfered with by any Federal power. He 

that neither the laws now in existence with reference to quar- 
antine nor those that may hereafter be enacted shall ever be intrenched 
upon by congressional legislation. What more can the most careful 
and logical adherent of State rights desire? What application can 
be made of decisions looking to State and local supervision as exclu- 
sive? Why may we not all to assist the unassisted and impoy- 
erished cities of the Gulf and South? Groundless are all fears under 
this amendment, and if it passes I can do, as I did with the former 
bill in 1874, give it cheerfal acquiescence. 

I do not care now to consider at length the argument ad misericor- 
diam. Iam satisfied we have the power to assist by our Federal in- 
strumentalities the sanitary regulations connected with commerce. 
When the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. JONES] who last spoke con- 
ceded that we might use our consular and diplomatic systems for the 
purpose of helping and protecting health in this country from foreign 
plagues, he conceded in my judgment the whole question. He thus 
at once concedes this Federal authority, in spite of the case of Gib- 
bons against Ogden, in spite of the decision of Attorney-General Wirt, 
in spite of other decisions jealously guarding State powers, which I 
quoted at the time of the former argument upon the Bromberg bill. 
All concede this, by accepting the construction given before and by 
accepting the amendment I proposed that there can be no collision, 
but rather much helpful aid between the Federal and State systems 
for sanitary purpose. 

I am not prepared, and shall never be, I fear, to say that the Federal 
Government ought to take entire charge of this subject. I could not 
say that to-day, even if there were State failure and neglect. The 
power may not inhere in the power to regulate commerce. But one 
thing is sure: that this bill is not obnoxious to the charges made by the 

mtleman from Alabama, It is not centralization. It decentralizes. 

would not disturb in one jot or tittle the splendid local systems of the 
States, already established or to be established; certainly not that of 
the great metropolis of this country. It has cost us in New York 
many years of scientific and medical study and trouble to avert malig- 
nant visitants like cholera and yellow fever. It has cost us two or 
three millions of dollars’ expense. We have saved, by oar cautious 
vigilance over vessels arriving at our great port, not only our seaboard 
cities but the inland towns. By our espionage and careful hygienic 
system in regard to these quarantine regulations, we have, with un- 
matched skill and care, contributed to the general welfare. 

Quarantine, sir; is nothing new in the history of commerce. It 
is as old as the fifteenth century, as old as the pla es of mankind. 
It came out of the old Italian word“ quarantina,” which, as my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. FELTON] said, signified forty days. The intention 
was tosave from the ravages of pestilence and contagious disease. It 
rendered small-pox, fever, and other epidemics innoxious by detain- 
ing ships, passengers, &c., until the danger of contagion passed. 
hope, therefore, all the objections based upon a refinement of con- 
struction of the Constitution as to the commercial powers of a Fed- 
eral nature and as to the reserved powers of a State nature may be 
all brushed aside. We should do it for 3 of reaching the 
great evil. Since our Constitution was made,steam has developed 
this country. Railroads run from seaboard to seaboard and compass 
and traverse all the inland. The course of disease can be traced along 
the railroad tracks for hundreds of miles into the interior, almost as 


perfectly as you can trace it within the limits of one block or one 


square of acity. Time and space have been annihilated, and a new 
application of government powers seems to be a necessity. Surely 
this can be vindicated in the light of mercy as well as wisdom. 

Let me illustrate: Yellow fever comes from Cuba; it strikes Sa- 
vannah; next day it may be at Atlanta; then it is found at Saint 
Lonis, and then in Dakota, and where not in this country, owing to 
the peculiar nature of certain contagions and owing to our vast sys- 
tem of internal communication. Hence, though we may for some 
purposes have State quarantine regulations—regulations made for 
one section owing to its situation, exposed to peculiar dangers from 
peculiar diseases—yet for great general purposes this bill may be im- 
mensely useful. What would suit New Orleans, or Mobile, or Savan- 
nah would not, perhaps, suit so well the kind of immigration, impor- 
tation, or shipping that comes to New York or Portland, or crosses the 
Canadian frontier. Certain local circumstances may require certain 
local laws and remedies. Therefore, it is wise to unite the Federal 
with the State system, in so beneficent a work, especially when the 
Federal is auxiliary to the State system and when the State system 
is made by this bill paramount to the Federal. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER} 
has the floor for five minutes, 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, no one disputes the importance or the 
necessity of quarantine regulations. Some portions of the country 
are more exposed to malignant infectious diseases like yellow fever 
and cholera than others, and it is said that at the southern Atlantic 
and Gulf ports there are no sufficient State quarantine regulations. 
The movement of which the bill now before the House is the outcome 
was a movement in that section of the United States for the protec- 
tion of the people of those ports. 

As the bill comes here from the committee it provides for a uniform 
national system of quarantine regulations. It has been said repeat- 
edly in this debate that there are several ports which have already 
wise and well-matured systems of quarantine regulations, as New 
York, New Orleans, Mobile, and other ports; and the bill as it is pro- 
posed by the committee would break up all those systems and make 
them subordinate to the system to be established here by this proposed 
national bureau. Now, it isimpracticable to have a nniform system 
of quarantine regulations, because different places, as my colleague 
(Mr. Cox] has just said, require different provisions; because, fur- 
ther, different ports are differently exposed to infection. The length 
of voyage which will leave a vessel coming from Cuba dangerous at 
Charleston may make a voyage at the same time to New York or 
Philadelphia or Portland safe, And therefore it has been regarded 
that quarantine regulations were to be considered as police regula- 
tions and were to be left to the States. I should therefore consider 
a bill which proposed to establish a uniform national quarantine sys- 
tem, to override State quarantine regulations, as objectionable and 
unwise. 

But if I understand correctly the force of the amendments which 
have been proposed here this morning by the committee or by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, with the assent of the Committee on Commerce, 
they are designed to take from this bill this objectionable feature. 
They make it a system of consular information, and, as the gentle- 
man from Georgia called it, a system auxiliary to and not one control- 
ling the existing State systems. The bill, if amended as proposed, will 
pous that such regulations as shall be established by this national 

urean shall only be operative where they do not interfere with the 
regulations made by the States and where operative are to be carried 
out by the State authorities, where the State furnishes authorities to 
that end. Iam inclined, therefore, to think that, if the bill is amended 
as proposed by the committee and by the gentleman from Georgi: 
[Mr. HARTRIDGE,] by the assent of the committee, it will be foun 
useful in that section of the country where this movement originated 
and will not interfere with the regulations established by State au- 
thorities in cases where the States have laws upon this subject. I 
have an instructive letter upon the subject from the health officer of 
New York, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HEALTH OFFICER'S DEPARTMENT, 
Quarantine, Staten Island, March 21, 1878. 


Dear Sm: Tour note inelosing memorial relative to the establishment of quaran- 
tine and a bill based upon the representations of the memorial have been received. 
While there is crying necessity for the establishment of some rational system of 
quarantine so far as southern ports are concerned, ita application to this port 
y seems called for. This State is amp'y organized in that respect, and has 
all necessary appliances. If you will look at the proposed law you will notice the 
great power given the surgeon-general of the hospital marine service. He may 
establish rules and regulations which would so contravene the workings of our law 
as almost to render it nugatory. So far as his department can impart reliable in- 
formation concerning the health of infected localities, such information would be 
very desirable, though we are supposed to acquire the same through the consular 
bill of health which every vessel is compelled to bring. 

Quarantine rules and regulations adapted to one port cannot be blindly applied 
to another. All of them must be indirectly based upon the time occupied in transit 
between the two pointa. One 9 to southern ports, near the indigenous 
home of yellow fever, would be different from our own. All regulations must 
be based upon our knowledge of the natural history of the disease, its period of 
incubation, its modes of transmission, its suceptihility to external impressions. 

If, therefore, the action or interference of the General Government in carrying 
out proper restrictions was based upon tho inefficiency or incapacity of the State 
authorities, and in so far was made subordinate to them, probably a harmony of 
action would ensue and the communities be so much the better protected. 
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It would seem to me better to base action upon some such condition rather than 
make it as sweeping as proposed in the bill. 


deer sien S. O. VANDERPOEL, 


Health- Oficer. 
Hon. CLARKSON N. POTTER. 


Mr. POTTER. I only desire, Mr. Speaker, to add that I always 
feel alarm at any movement to set up a Federal bureau in Washing- 
ton. No matter how small the beginning of such Federal action, if 
it is only then as the little grain of sand, it grows year by year. The 
Federal Government has absorbed already all the printing of the 
Government, and I do not know but that it will presently absorb the 
making of arms and shoes and clothing for the Army and Navy. 
Here is a city of one hundred and fifty thousand inhabitants that exist 
mainly by the centralization here of Federal expenditure and patron- 
age, and I always feel uneasy at any new movement that may add to 
this centralization. 

I am giad to believe that the gentlemen who have ch of the 
bill do not intend to lay the foundation by it for more of that Fed- 
eral expenditure and 8 which has already so aggregated in 
this city, and I trust that the amendments of the committee and the 
gentleman from Georgia will be adopted ; otherwise I shall feel com- 
pelled to oppose this bill. 

— 1 the hammer fell. ] 

. HALE. I wish Icould agree with the Committee on Commerce 
and support the bill. I think that the idea of it is that there isa 
grave and honest apprehension that at certain southern ports some 
regulations are needed to protect the inhabitants from diseases that 
may be brought from foreign countries and so far as the measure goes 
in that direction of course it is meritorious. But, Mr. Speaker, as I 
examined the bill I am afraid of it, because of the t and unquali- 
fied powers that it lodges in the administrative officials of the Goy- 
ernment. It is a delicate question at any time to interfere with State 
legislation where the subject has been taken into consideration by so 
many States. But when we do meddle in State legislation in matters 
that have been admittedly given to the States by Federal legislation, 
we ought to know how far we are going, and this billis a wide charter 
to the Surgeon-General of the United States and the Secretary of the 
Treasury under the approval of the President, to enact what shall 
have the force of law about which we know nothing. 

In the first section it provides that the whole subject-matter shall 
be under the control of the ph ie -general subject to regulations to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury with the approval of 
the President of the United States. 

The whole subject is left in that way. 

Now, after reading section 1, I followed the bill carefully, expect- 
ing to find what regulations we are to agree to, but I find the chart 
in the last six lines of section 2 in these words: 

And the said paling com of the marine-hospital service shall, under the direc- 

ion of the of the bo cl with the execution of the provis- 
ions of this and shall frame all needful rules and regulations for that p „ 
which rules an with the approval of the President, shall have the force 
and effect of law until modified in the same manner. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, throughout the whole bill in its seven sections 
the whole subject of the entry of vessels, of the restrictions that are 
to be laid upon them, the number of days that they shall be in quar- 
antine, and the inspection is no more considered in this bill than if the 
subject had never been brought before the House. It simply provides 
that the consuls shall report and health officers co-operate; but the 
485 matter of the bill is turned over to three officials of the Fed- 
eral Government. 

I would not dare, on a question so delicate as this, to trust the Sur- 
n-General of the United States with these pores, though he may 
an able and competent man. I would not to trust the Secre- 

tary of the Treasury, though he is an able, competent, and high officer 
of the Government. Iam not willing even to delegate this power to 
the President, although he is chief magistrate of the United States, 
but when we embark in a question of interfering with old-time usages 
and old-time regulations, let us have a chart before us; let us know 
how far we go, so that we may be assured of our safety. 

It was said by the gentleman from Georgia that the State authori- 
ties are to co-o with the Federal Government, and that State 
regulations are not to be interfered with. My answer is, that under 
the sweeping authority given to the executive officers of the Govern- 
ment we have no guarantee that the regulations established will be 
such that the State officials can co-operate in. No man can tell but 
what the re; tions of the State may be contravened and controlled 
by the tions of the Federal Government, and there may be a 
conflict of jurisdiction in every State and in every port in the country. 

Mr. FELTON. I call the previous question. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mas crepe I call for the regular order of business. 
The time allowed for this bill has expired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair reserved enough time for the sense of 
the House to be tested upon this bill. The gentleman from Georgia 
has a right to have the sense of the House tested upon this bill; other- 
wise it would have no place in the House whatever in the future. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Was it not intended that these sections 
should be read for amendment and for five-minute debate ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand that there was to 
be debate under the five-minute rule. The understanding was that 
the sections should be read and amendments appropriate to each sec- 


VIL 131 


tion offered and voted upon. The question is upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

5 revious question was seconded and the main question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will now be read by sections for amend- 
ment. 

The first section was read, as follows: 

That no vessel or vehicle coming from any f port or country where any 
contagious or infectious se may exist, and no vessel or vehicle conveying any 
person or persons, merchandise or animals, affected with any infectious or conta- 

ions disease. shall enter any pos of the United States or pass the bo line 
8 the United States and any foreign eee in the manner sub- 
ject to the regulations to be prescribed as herei: r provided. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE moved to amend the section by inserting after 
the words “any foreign conntry” the words “contrary to the quar- 
antine laws of one of said United States.“ 

The amendment was to. 

No further amendment being offered, the second section was read, 
as follows: 

Sec. 2. That whenever any infectious or contagious disease shall a in any for- 
eign port or country, and whenever any vessel shall leave any infested fo 
or, having on board goods or passengers coming from any place or district 
with cholera or yellow fever, shall leave any foreign port, bound for any 
United States, the cc nsular officer or other representative of the Uni 


or nearest such foreign port shall immediately inform the sw 
th shall 


But such rules and regulations shall not conflict with or impair sanitary or 
quarantine regulations T any State or municipal authority. =, 

Mr.COX, of New York. I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting after the word “quarantine” the words “lawsor;” and also 
to add to the amendment the words “now existing or which may 
hereafter be enacted.” 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. Iam willing to accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has no right to accept it; the 
House may adopt it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, and the amend- 
ment, as amended, was a d to. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I move to amend the section by inserting after the 
words “the port of destination of such vessels,” near the middle of 
the section, the words “and shall also make the same report to the 
health officer of the port of destination in the United States.” 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I hope that amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was to. > 

Mr. HALE. I move to further amend the section by striking out 
the words “with the approval of the President, shall have the force 
and effect of law until modified in the same manner,” and to insert 
in lien thereof the words “shall be subject to the approval of the 
President.” 

Mr. POTTER. Let that portion of the section be read as it is pro- 
posed to amend it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And shall frame all needful rules and regulations for that 
and regulations shall be subjéct to the a) val of the t, but such rules 


and regulations shall not conflict with or any . laws 
or regulations of be State or municipal authorities now ex g or which may 
hereafter be enac' 


The amendment was a 

No further amendment 
as follows: 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the medical officers of the marine-hospital 
service and of customs officers to aid in the enforcement of the - 
tine rules and — established under tho 
tional compensa ed y 
they may be required to perform under this act, except actual and necessary trav- 
eling expenses. 9 
À Na amendment being offered to section 3, section 4 was read, as 

ollows: 

Sec. 4. That the surgeon: general of the marine-hospital service shall, u re- 
ceipt of information of 5 of any vessel, goods, or passeng 2 

ected to any port in the United States, immediately notify per 
officer or officers at the threatened of destination of the vessel, and shall pre- 


to. . 
ing offered to section 2, section 3 was read, 


pare and transmit to the medical officers of the marine- tal service, to collectors 
of customs, and to the State and municipal health ties in the United States 
weekly abstracts of the consular sanitary reports and other pertinent information 


received by him. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE moved to amend section 4 by inserting between 
the word “ proper” and the word “ officer“ the words “ State or mu- 
nicipal and United States ;” so that it will read, “notify the proper 
State or municipal and United States officer or officers.” 

The amendment was to. À 

No further amendment being offered to section 4, section 5 was read, 
as follows: 

Sud. 5, That the provisions of this act shall not be so construed as to prevent the 
establishment and maintenance by . th 
tions and quarantine measures, in addition to or erance of the rules and regu- 
lations established under this act; and such local systems and their appendages 
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remain under lof the respective local authorities: but any local law 
emote 2 or — raip the due execution of the — rules 
and as approved by the President under this act, shall be null and void. 
Mr. FELTON moved to strike out the section. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Section 6 was then read, as follows: 


be Flothed with all the powers of United States officera for quarantine expanse, 
all other ports 
be deemed neces- 


pith service shall perform such duties in the enforcement of the quarantine rules 
— xe a as may be assigned them by the surgeon-general of that 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to insert before the word “exist,” 
in line 2of thiswection, the words “or may hereafter ;” so as to make 
it correspond with an amendment already made to section 2 of this 
bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. O’NEILL moved to further amend the section by adding to it 
the following: ; 

Provided, That there shall be no interference in any manner with any quaran- 
bona ig eng E c a EE 

The amendment was agreed to. 

No further amendment being offered te section 6, section 7 was 
read, as follows: 

Seo. 7. That this act may be quoted as the national quarantine act of 1878. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to strike out that section. 

The motion was to. 

The last section of the bill was read, as follows : 

Sec. B. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same 
are hereby, repealed. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. l 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 103, noes 21. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 23 in the affirma- 
tive, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ren pea; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the ta 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled B reported that 
they had examined and found traly enrolled a bill of the House of 
the following title; when the 8 signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
support of the government for the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes.” 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced concurrence in the amendments of the House to the bill 
Ge No. 349) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Colum- 

ia to refund a certain tax erroneously collected. 

It farther announced concurrence in the resolution of the House 
for the appointment of a special joint committee to meet the body of 
Hon. John Edwards Leonard, late a Representative of Louisiana, upon 
its arrival at New York and escort it to the place of interment at West 
Chester, Pennsylvania, and had appointed Senators James B. Eustis, 
A. SAUNDERS, and SIMEON B. CONOVER as such committee on its part. 

It further announced that the President had notified the Senate of 
his a val of the following joint resolution and bill: 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 21) filling the existing vacancy in the 
Board of Regents of the Smithsonian tution; and 

An act (S. No. 611) to extend the charter of the Franklin Insurance 
Company of the City of Washington. 

ELECTION CONTEST—DEAN V8, FIELD. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I now call up the unfinished business of yester- 
day, being the contested-election case of Dean rs. Field, from the third 
congressional district of the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, in the very few moments allotted 
to me I shall not have time to enter into anything like an argument 
upon this case. -I propose, therefore, to state as briefly as I can the 
impressions made on my own mind and the conclusions to which I 
have been brought by an examinatien of the testimony and of the 
reports which have been filed. 

e have had recently before us a case which in some respects is 
analogous to this—the case from Louisiana—in which the question 
chiefly turned upon a recount of the votes which were cast, which 
recount was had, as was claimed, in accordance with law. In that 
case I agreed with the majority, that when the question was fairly 
considered there seemed to be reason why the recount should be held 
to be final; why it seemed to be accurate; why, on the whole, justice 


seemed to be done by it. In trying to compare the two and 
especially in trying to think how gentlemen of candor on the other 
side of the House would view this matter, it seemed to me that the 
same reasoning must of necessity bring them to the same conclusion. 
Here more than there the recount was prompt—much prompter; 
here more than there it was in accordance with the law of the State; 
here more than there it was made under a scrutiny which gave both 
parties full opportunity of knowing whether it was rightfully done 
or not; here certainly as clearly as there the result is honestly reported 
by those who made the recount ; and consequently the recount ought 
to be final in this case, if it was right to treat it so in that. 

The argument which has been presented in support of the contest- 
ant’s 3 purely upon technical law, as I understand it, with 
re to the manner in which the United States statute in reference 
to supervisors of elections would affect the case, is one that I have not 
time to go into; nor would I care to do so if I had time, because my 
purpose is not to address myself particularly to gentlemen on this 
side of the House to whom alone that argument could be addressed, 
but to present to those of the other side of the House whom I believe 
to be candid reasons that should influence their action. For I take 
it that there at least there will be no disposition to strain the con: 
struction of a Federal law so as to take away authority from a State 
or to bring it in any way into collision with the statutes of Massachu- 
setts. What might be the force of that argument under other cir- 
cumstances I will not now undertake to say. It does not, however, 
so far as I have heard it presented, seem at all conclusive to my mind. 
The Federal law does not annul the election laws of the State, either 
in terms or by implication, but only provides witnesses to the honesty 
of the enforcement of State laws for the protection of purity at the 
elections, and guarantors of redress in case force or fraud shall enter 
into the election of a member of this House, or other officer to whose 
case the act of Congress may properly apply. \ 

In this case I may fairly assume, as it seems to me, that the right 
to a recount is clearly established. Not only gentlemen who have 

ed from a theoretical stand-point, like the gentleman from Georgia 

. CANDLER] and other gentlemen on that side of the House, but 
those who have been all their lives familiar with the question, like 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris] who spoke yester- 
day, have sufficiently shown that here was an instance in which, 
according both to law and to established custom in Massachusetts, 
the recount was a proceeding which was common, was well under- 
stood by the people, was regular, and was in respects such a 
revision of the election returns as occurs every year in that State and 
in that same city of Boston. 

Under these circumstances I have felt that we were justified by 
every rule of consistency in saying that those at least who believed 
that the Louisiana case was rightfully determined upon a recount 
are bound in common honesty to say that the same is true here. I 
feel that I should not do justice to my own convictions if I failed to 
say that now, if ever, the question is presented to gentlemen upon the 
other side of the Chamber whether any case can possibly arise in which 
arguments from consistency, fairness, and justice shall make them 
admit that anybody returned as a republican is entitled to a seat 
upon this floor if it is contested. In this I do not at all overstate the 
stren of my own feelings; for knowing as I do that no case can 
arise in which doubt is impossible, I shall be forced to conclude that 
it is only necessary to give notice of contest and thus make a pretext 
for the doubt which is to be fellowed by its determination in favor 
of the party represented by the majority on the floor. 

As proof of the tendency of men’s minds to see everything warped 
by partisan feeling, it is only ne to refer the House to the man- 
ner in which this subject has been treated by the majority of the com- 
mittee ; for I read in the report of the majority that which seems to 
me to indicate a state of mind so far removed from the judicial bal- 
ance which I think ought to exist that the mere quotation of portions 
of their report is 8 against the fairness of their judgment. 
I refer now to that portion of the report on page 22 where reference 
is made to what are called “stickers” or “ pasters” in the ballot-boxes, 
these being, as I presume everybody understands by this time, blank 

ieces of paper or pieces of paner with names on them, which have , 
co onan or stuck over the names of candidates upon the ticket 
in order to change a vote. 


The majority of the committee say: 

In addition to this, the testimony is that stickers or pasters (that is, the names 
of the candidates printed on separate pieces of paper) were used in great quantities 
and over the names of the rival co; candidates. The testimony 
also is that these stickers or pasters came off in some cases. Aud there is a great 
bability that some did come off after they were counted in the ward room and 
ore the counting of the aldermanic committee. 


I desire this statement to be noticed because I intend briefly to call 
attention to the testimony which the majority of the committee them- 
selves refer to. They say further: 


On pages 152 and 153 of the record, Alderman O'Brien testifies that there were a 
few loose stickers in the boxes with only the names of the candidates on them, the 
office not being indicated, but the names did not appear to be the names of the con- 
testantorcontestee. In some of the wards the changes by the coming off of stickers 
between the two counts is so apparent thut to state the facts is to prove the case. 


They then give two cases in which there was a change of one or 
two votes apparently from one side to the other. In other words, the 
difference between the second count and the first count must be that 
which always occurs in such eases, when there were too many votes 
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counted on one side or too few on the other; and haying simply shown 
that the first count gave one or two more votes to Mr. Field in a par- 
ticular ward than the second, or vice versa, they . that this proves 
that “stickers” or “ pasters” must have fallen off the ballots after 
the first count. I think that every gentleman who has read that 
pores of the report has been led to believe that all that is here 
said about “stickers” and “pasters” and changes of names in this 
way, refers to the con ional candidate, with the simple qualifica- 
tion that the names ef the contestant and contestee here were not 
the names that were found upon these loose pieces of paper. 

But so far from that being the case the testimony before them, and 
to which they refer, was perfectly explicit, and in terms declared that 
this had not reference to the congressional contest at all, but to can- 
didates for other offices upon the tickets at that election. Yet it is 
from that statement of the case, from that condition of facts, that 
the argument is made here that we are to conclude those changes 
were made in this manner, instead of assuming, as is every way most 
natural and probable, that the changes were owing to the discovery 
of errors in the first count, as the proper officers reported and have 
testified. 

The Honse will pardon me for asking members to refer to the testi- 
mony on pages 151, 152, and 153. Hugh O’Brien, one of the aldermen, 
is being examined, and interrogatory 16 is as follows: 

6. Did you satis: arself that you counted ak the ballots, and 
PS raids art fos one kis 55 any atickexs or pasters in the 5 

Answer. I am satisfied that I counted every ballot. I don't remember that any 
pasters or stickers were in the boxes for Mr. Field or Mr, Dean. I always look 
to see.» 


Still further along, cross-interrogatory 6 is as follows: 


Cross-interrogatory 6. Were there or not loose stickers in the boxes for persons 
other than these voted for as members of Congress 

Answer. ‘There were a few loose stickers in the boxes for persons other than 
members of Congress. I don’t remember who the persons were. 


Still further along he is asked whether he had previous experience 
in other years in regard to recounting of votes, and he answers that 
he had, and that at such recounts occasionally stickers and pasters 
were found in the boxes. 

Thea cross-interrogatory 12 is as follows: 

By oy danza tory 12. In your previous counts did you or not find many stickers 
© 

eae Well, there were always a few stickers to be found in the boxes—as a 
— thing I should say, not avana These stickers are sometimes put on care- 

essly and I have known sometimes in counting the votes it would remove a sticker 
or 80. 

Mark you, the question is with reference to former years. He has 
testified explicitly and directly as to the examination of this year. 
He testified that in this case he examined the whole of the ballots and 
there were no loose“ stickers or pasters found. What he thus stated 
as part of his experience in former years the majority of the com- 
mittee have incorporated into their report in such a manner as to make 
it descriptive of the election we are now examining, and they use the 
language of the witness in such connection as fairly to iniy, they 
understood the testimony as to careless counting to refer to this year, 
and the loose pieces of paper spoken of to be those which had ceve' 
the name of Mr. Field and had fallen off in the ballot; when in fact 
the testimony is as direct and fall in denying this as it is possible for 


St, ae to make it. 

e whole passage of the report is so plainly colored by the preju- 
dices of the gentlemen who made it as to give strongest evidence that 
theirs was no such fair balance of judgment as ought to have weight 
in the final decision of the case. If there were time it would be easy 
to show that the same failure to keep an equipoise is visible in every 
part of the summing up in the majority report, and that it is not 
unfair to it to judge the whole from the sample whick I have given. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. BANKS. Mr. S er, a few words will answer my purpose in 
this discussion. The city government of Boston in 1876 was chosen 
in the autumn of 1875, It was a government as free from partisan 
passions or prejudices as any government that ever existed. It was 
chosen a few months after the memorable demonstration which took 
place on the 17th of June, 1875, at the celebration of the centennial 
anniversary of the battle of Bunker Hill. The mayor of the city was 
a life-long democrat and the members of the two branches of the city 
government, whether republicans or democrats, were independent 
men. The city clerk, Mr. McCleary, of whom so much has been said 
in this discussion, was a sort of Roman officer who had held that po- 
sition for more than twenty years under republican or democratic 
administrations, against whom not a word of reproach had ever been 
uttered and whose official or personal integrity had never been ques- 
tioned. It was such men as these and the persons appointed by them 
that were called upon under the laws of the city and State to preside 
over the congressional election of 1876 and decide the contest between 
1 sitting member, Mr. Field, and my friend, Mr. Dean, who contests 

is seat. 

There never was a more independent or impartial tribunal created 
for the direction of a national or State election. It would be a singular 
but not unnatural result if the course of a city government like this, 
acting under the clearly defined and well-understood laws of the 
State of Massachusetts for the election of a member of this House, 


, 


should be considered or settled here upon technical, not to say cap- 
tious, al a tf an absolutely partisan majority on one side or t 


other. But I hope it will not be so considered or so decided. 

What I have to say, Mr. Speaker, concerns, in the first place, the 
functions of the supervisors of election and the manner in which 
their duties were discha in this election now under investigation. 
Much has been said on the other side in regard to this question, and 
there is a passage in the report of the majority of the committee 
which seems to imply that failure of the supervisors to do their duty 
was sufficient ground to unseat the member whose credentials gave 
him a seat upon this floor. 

I understand the supervisors of election to have been created under 
the law of Con of February, 1871, for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and not in any sense for the purpose 
of controlling or directing the action of State officers in the election 
of members of Congress in the several States. Elections of mem- 
bers of Con are still to be decided according to the laws of the 
States, and by the officers appointed under them, and the supervisors 
of elections are only placed at the polls to oversee and examine, or, 
as their official title indicates, to “supervise” and to report in the 
first instance to the chief supervisor and to the House of Representa- 
tives through the Clerk of the House the results of their observations 
and action, the character of the election in which they were engaged, 
the manner in which the laws were administered, and how far the 
people were protected in the exercise of their oe rights. This 
is the pu and the character of thestatute of 1871, creating boards 
of supervisors of election, wherever they should be called for or ap- 
pointed, according to the provisions of the statute. 

That I may not be in error, I will briefly state what their duties 
were as defined by the law itself: 

They were to be appointed in cities and towns of more than twenty 
thousand inhabitants; to be of different political parties; to be in 
attendance at the times and places of registration ; to challenge per- 
sons offering to register or yote who are not properly qualified ; to 
make and verify registration and voting lists; to personally inspect 
and scrutinize registers; to be at places of election, and at the times 
and places of counting votes; to remain where the ballot-boxes were 
kept; to scrutinize the manner of voting and keeping tallies ; to per- 
sonally inspect, scrutinize, count, and canvass each ballot; to make 
and forward certificates and returns to the chief supervisors; to at- 
tach to the register a statement of the accuracy and fairness of the 
election; to occupy any place at the polls, and to remain there until 
every duty was completed; to report any interference with the rights 
of electors; and the chief supervisor, having investigated the truth 
of these reports, where necessary, was to make his report of the char- 
acter of the election at which he was stationed to the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives of the Cengress of the United States. 
These provisions are embraced in sections of the Revised Statutes, 
No. 2011 to 2019, inclusive. 

Now there is nothing in this specification of duties that requires the 
supervisors to interfere with or control the action, in the slightest 
degree, of the State officers. The law was not framed for that Purpose 
nor are its provisions intended to produce any such result. Their 
duty and function is to observe, verify, and report the facts as they 
occurred. If there is any injustice or wrong in the course of the elec- 
tion they are to take. note of it and make a report and in the end 
bring their report to the House of Representatives, so that this House 
mayactin regard toany election affected thereby or depending thereon 
exactly as if the members of the House stood at the polls themselves 
and had observed the process of the election. And their duty ends 
with the election and the day of the election. The election in question 
here occurred on the 7th day of November, 1876. There is no doubt 
that the supervisors, in this case at least, did their whole duty. No- 
body complains that they did not on that day do everything that was 
required. They made their report and they did not say and could not 
say anything improper took place at that election use it was 

on all sides it was a peaceful, orderly, legal, and perfectly hon- 
est election. The count of votes and the declaration of the result of 
the polls in the congressional district in question were in favor of the 
contestant, Mr. Dean, and against the sitting member, Mr. Field, by 
a majority of something more than 20 votes. 

Now it is contended by the committee and by every gentleman who 
has be grog on the other side that these supervisors should have fol- 
lowed this count beyond the day of election, beyond the closing of 
the polls; that they were required to go to the board of aldermen 
and supervise the count made there; and if they were required to g 
to the aldermen, then they would have been required to go to the 
governor and council and supervise their count, because the governor 
and council, under the laws of Massachusetts, have the right to count, 
and it became their duty to count, these votes, for on the count of the 

vernor and council depends the certificate of election; and because 
the supervisors did not do this it is argued, in substance, that the 
election is null and void. That is the argument substantially as it is 
stated in the majority report of the committee and as it is presented 
here. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, to the members of the House if any such 
doctrine as this can be sustained. These supervisors of election are 
Sprointed for the protection of the Government of the United States. 

they did not attend to their duty they may be prosecuted and pun- 
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ished. If they did not attend to their duty the United States suffers, 
but the le of the State onght not to suffer, and still less the offi- 
cers of the State government or its representatives. There is no prin- 
ciple of law upon which you can say that an officer appointed by the 
Government of the United States, who does not attend to his duty, 
because of his failure, is to deprive the people of a State or a district 
of their rights. Why, sir, did they not attend the count of votes 
made under the laws by the board of aldermen of the city of Boston? 
Because it was not necessary for them to attend. The election for 
which they were appointed was ended. What the aldermen had to 
do was done in the way of a revision of the results of the election as 
reported by the officers of the election of the State, just exactly as 
the governor and council had a right to revise the proceedings of the 
election according to the law and the constitution of that State. 
And can it be said that the supervisors have the right to follow up 
this counting from the election on the 7th of November to the alder- 
manic count, two or three days after, and then to the governor and 
council, and thus to secure the election of the man who they thought 
ought to be elected, or, if they could not secure the election of that 
man by their attendance, they could stay away and thus defeat the 
election of his opponent? Is that the law of the United States? And 
yet that is what the ent of the gentlemen on the other side and 
the report of the committee assume: thatif they fail to attend either 
one of these counts, on account of that failure the election is void 
and the sitting member ought not to retain his seat. That is the way 
in which I understand the argument. Andif they are required to 
attend the revisory count by the aldermen and the count by the gov- 
ernor and council they are equally required to attend here; because 
this election will not have been ended or settled until we have de- 
cided who was elected, and the law requires them to make their re- 
pit here. Where is their report? They never made any report here. 
hy not? Because there was nothing of which to complain, The 
law had been fulfilled. Everything had been done that the law of 
the United States and the law of Massachusetts required. The elec- 
tion was legal. The whole proceeding was correct and honest, and 
they had therefore no report to make. And therefore because they 
make no report these gentlemen say the election is to be void. 

Gentlemen on the other side make another point, They say that 
this second count by the aldermen was not in accordance with the law 
of the State and that it was not in proper form. The law, as they 
give it, correctly no doubt, on page 26 of the report, is as follows: 

If within three days next following the taps Bert election ten or more ae 
voters of any ward shall file with wei a statement in writing they 
have reason 4 believe that the returns of the ward officers are erroneous, specify- 
ing wherein they deem them in error— 


there shall then be a recount of the votes. If ten qualified voters 
make “a statement ”—that is the law of Massachusetts—in writing, 
showing wherein they deem this count to have been in error, they are 
entitled to a recount by the board of aldermen. That is all. Now, the 

ntlemen on the other side say because of some failure in the form or 
the manner in which this statement is presented, there is no validity 
in the count. Who is to judge whether the statement is sufficient or 
not, according to this law? y, the aldermen, to whom the appeal 
is made. The board of aldermen are to judge whether or not the 
statement in writing is sufficient. If they decide that it is sufficient 
and make the count it answers the purpose of the law. The reason 
the qualified voters assigned for this recount was that Mr Field had 
less votes given to him in the count on the 7th of November than he 
had received, and that Mr. Dean had more votes given to him in the 
count than he had received, and that an examination and recount of 
the votes would prove their statement to be true. That was their 
specification, and the result of the examination and recount showed 
they were right, Mr. Dean had been credited with more votes than 
he had received at the polls, and Mr. Field, the sitting member, had 
received more votes at the polls than the returning officers had ac- 
corded to him, and they wanted the record corrected so as to be in 
accord with the facts. Was it not their right? 

That was their specification. The board of aldermen opened the 
ballot-boxes, as they were required by law to do, and counted the 
votes and found that that was the fact, that the specification that 
these ten qualified voters, or more, had made as to different polls was 
sustained, and that Mr. Dean had received less votes than had been 
counted for him and that Mr, Field had received more votes than 
had been counted for him they made that declaration upon that 
ground, and the certificate was given to Mr. Field. 

Now, sir, in this the State of Massachusetts and the city of Boston 
have done just exactly what has been done in all other matters of the 
same kind. It does not call for any very specific and exact form. 
There are gentlemen who seem to have such aristocratic notions asto 
require that the laws should be so framed that none but an astute city 
lawyer or some learned jurist, who, as Juvenal says, “ takes provok- 
ing gold on either side and puts it up,” can interpret it. But that is 
not the idea of Massachusetts. She makes laws so that everybody 
can understand and administer them, and it is in that spirit that her 
laws are made and administered everywhere and always. 

I remember a case in the ogo bi judicial court of that State that 
illustrates that principle. any years ago, when I was a much 


younger man, Isaw a young fellow apparently from one of the shops 
n the neighborhood of the court-house enter the supreme court room 


during the session. He waited along time and, when the court ad- 
journed and the chief-justice and the associate justices had left their 
seats, were going out of the court-room, presented to the chief-justice 
a paper, which the judge received. It was Chief-Justice Shaw, a 
man who had no superior in his day in that State, scarcely any supe- 
rior in his own time in any country. The chief-justice said to the 

oung man, What is this?” He said it was a request for a writ of 
liken corpus. The chief-justice said “ Why did not you present it to 
the court during its session?” The boy replied, “ Sir, Lam not a law- 
yer.” The chief-justice said, “Oh, you are not a lawyer; then come 
with me, I will hear your case.” He might have told him, as these 
aristocratic gentlemen would have done no doubt, to go to some lead- 
ing member of the bar and pay him $50 or $100 or $200 to have his 
petition presented in proper “form.” But the chief-justice did not 
do that. Hesaid in thespiritin which Massachusetts laws and govern- 
ment are administered, “1 will hear your case.” It isexactly in that 
spirit that the election laws of Massachusetts are framed and in that 
spus that they are administered and they ought so to be accepted by 
this House, This makes a part at least of her glorious record. It 
was of such a state that Lord Bacon said : 


Her laws are deep, not vulgar; not made out of the spurof the occasion for the 
present, but out of providence for the future, to the end that the estate of the 
ple may be more and more prosperous, after the manner of legislators in ancient 
and heroical times. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I would that I need not take part in 
this debate. My judgment and sense of right compel it. There are 
many things in this case most highly creditable to the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, and there is nothing in it that can call a 
blush of shame to the cheek of any one of its sons. There is noth- 
ing in this case to excite either emotion or passion. There is nothing 
of consequence in it except to find the right, as we can see and know 
the right. There is no charge of fraud or intentional wrong against 
any officer or any parties having concern with this election. There 
is no possible imputation upon either of the learned and able gentle- 
men who received suffi of the people of their district within five 
votes of each other, upon any count for a seat in this House. There 
will neither be any disfranchisement of a large constituency by any 
judgment which we may give here, but five men in majority in any 
event are not to have their choice. I can therefore see no occasion 
for heat or for anything but a just judgment. 

I do not perceive any occasion for assuming that any claim should 
be made for a gentleman on the other side of the House who has agreed 
with this side of the House in his 1 of high patriotism for 
voting in favor of retaining Mr. Field in his seat, nor do I see any rea- 
son why any gentleman on this side of the House, who came to an 
equally honest conclusion that Mr. Field is not elected, should have any 
imputation cast upon him. I cannot understand how it is that when- 
ever the republican side of the House vote solidly for republicans 
we are always patriotic, just, honest, and unpartisan, and whenever, 
in a similar contest the democratic side of the House votes solidly for 
one of their own number in an election case they should always be 
deemed to be partisan, unfair, and unjust, or vice versa. But so it is. 
When a man steps out from either side of the House, differing with 
his party in its view of the law or facts in an election case, he imme- 
diately gets, or attempts to get, the character of being entirely un- 
partisan and acting from the highest possible motives. 

Now, sir, I am a strong partisan. I am going to speak to this case 
from a partisan stand-point to sustain a law passed by a republican 
Congress, for which I fought for two years against a united democ- 
racy, to sustain the purity of elections, and I was then sustained by 
gentlemen on the republican side who now seem, for the purpose of 
getting one more vote where we have so few, willing to fritter away 
that law, and argue that it is not binding or of any effect as against 
State laws regulating elections. To that I desire to enter my protest. 
If action by officers under our law contravenes action of the State 
officers in election of members of Congress, the latter must give way. 

Before I 1 I desire to say one word right here, and it is, 
that in my belief all the machineries of election, all the counting, 
sorting, and declaring of votes, making returns, are all for no other 
purpose save to reach this result: to show who had by a fair pre- 
ponderance of evidence the highest number of votes; and when that 
result is reached I am ready (a Kinh away all the machinery of count- 
iħg, declaring, or returning votes. That machinery has performed 
its office, and is useless farther, and controls no further. 

If I believed upon the fair preponderance of evidence so derived, as 
it strikes my mind, that Mr. Field received the larger number of votes 
at this election, he should have my vote to retain his seat here. But 
I should be very unwilling to be brought to that conclusion upon the 

und that the evidence provided for by the laws of Congress and 

nrnished by the supervisors was established to be set aside because 
that United States law was not made in pursuance of the constitu- 
tional power of Congress “to make and alter” State regulations in 
regard to Federal elections. 

What specially attracted my attention to this case was thereading of 
the report of the minority of the committee, where I found that four 
gentlemen of the republican side of this Honse in the exercise of non- 
partisanship views l signed their names to the declaration, after 
they had quoted the various provisions of the law passed by the Con- 
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of the United States providing for supervisors of Federal elec- 
and prescribing their duties—to the following declaration : 

These provisions of law were not enacted b; gress in pursuance of its consti- 
tutional power to make or alter” Segninsient ate the Tanner of holding elections 
for Representatives in Congress. 

Now, if I should vote in accordance with this report without en- 
tering my protest against this declaration I would be considered 
as agreeing to that exposition of constitutional law, and I do not 
mean even to seem to to that. There were two sets of laws 
passed by Congress: one for the enforcement of the right to vote of 
citizens heretofore disfranchised because of race or color; the 
other, not made to affect that class of people at all, but to affect cases 
like the frauds on the ballot-boxes in the city of New York, where 
Tweed had proclaimed that it was not the ballots but the counting 
that determined elections in the city of New York. And an election 
in that city might determine the election of a President, because 
New York city controlled the State, and the large number of electoral 
votes of the State controlled or might control the election of Presi- 
dent. It was in view of that, in the interest of fair elections, in view 
of honest counting, that I for one voted for, and the House and the 
Senate passed and the President signed, a law which provided that 
whenever any ten citizens believed that there was not likely to be a 
fair election at any polling-place they could apply to the circuit court 
—for what? For the appointment by the judge of two supervisors, 
one of each political party. These supervisors were to be appointed 
by the judge, a life officer, and they were to stand together at the 

olls—to do what? To scrutinize every vote cast, to see to the chal- 

enges, to count, sort, and return a true account of every vote to their 
chief, the chief supervisor of election, to be within the potentiality of 
those officers or bodies having the determining of Federal elections, 
i. e. to electoral votes and to votes for members of Con 

That law was in the interest of the purity and fairness of elections. 
Whatever we may do to-day to attempt to get rid of that law will 
return to plague the inventors, for some day orother all of us may 
have to call upon these supervisors, appointed indifferently one of 
each party, to stand between the violence or passions of a mob, or 
the frauds of bribed officers, and the trne and fair result of the elec- 
tion. Now, I cannot agree that that law is unconstitutional. Yet, 
believing it to be constitutional, the mere fact that the supervisors 
are not present on a certain day, or that they were not present when 
the aldermanic count was made, or anything of that sort, would not 
stand in the way of my judgment, because all such matters are merely 
techuical, and should not be considered as controlling. But the count 
of the supervisors appointed under the authority of Congress, selected 
by the court indifferently from both parties, should be received by 
this House as the highest evidence until something more than acount 
by somebody else, afterward made under a State law, is set up in 
place of this official Federal count. 

You may show that these supervisors made mistakes, that they did 
wrong; you are at liberty to show that. Their count is not conclu- 
sive. But, in my mind, it is conclusive against any evidence that is 
not of a higher character. And a pect pec count by State officers 
without such is not higher or better evidence. This is what I claim 
for this count of the supervisors in this case. 

It has been said here that these supervisors constituted a sort of a 
machine by which somebody was to be oppressed. I have given you 
the whole history and scope of the law; no man will doubt it. Now, 
whenever a man signs his name to the declaration that it is not con- 
stitutional, under the right to alter and regulate by Congress the 
manner of elections in a State, to pass a law providing for the appoint- 
ment of officers to see that there is a fair count, then I must make 
my protest here, now, and ever. 

hat, then, is this case? There was an election held in this dis- 
trict, i prnje as every other election has been held in Massachusetts 
since 1780, with this single exception that there were no cities in 
Massachusetts in 1780. d I almost wish that there were none in 
Massachusetts in 1878; for I believe with Thomas Jefferson, that 
great cities are great sores upon-the body-politic. I have heard here 
so much talk abont the uselessness and want of correctness of a count 
by ward officers during the day-time on clection day, and that we 
must set aside the count by the ward officers because of want of 
validity. Igo back to the fathers. Here is the provision of our 
State constitution, made in 1780, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE 3. Those persons who shall be qualified to vote for Senators and Rep- 
resentatives, within the several towns of this Commonwealth, shall, ata meeting 
to led for that purpose on the first Monday of April, annually, give in their 
votes for a governor to the selectmen, who shall preside at such meetings; and 
the town clerk, in the presence and with the assistance of the selectmen, 
open town meeting, sort and count the votes, and form a list of the persons voted 
for, with the nam of votes for each n against his name; and shall make a 
fair record of the same in the town books, and a public declaration thereof in the 
said meeting; and shall, in the presence of the inhabitants, seal up copies of the 
said list, attested by him and the selectmen, and transmit the same to the sheriff 
of the county, thirty days at least before the last Wednesday in May, &c. 


Mr. BUTLER. Now, that constitutional law, so far as voting in 
every town in our State is concerned, is the law to-day. Every vote 
must be sorted and counted on election day, and declared and the 
return thereof sealed up in the presence of the people before the elec- 
tion is over, or before the meeting is dissolved. 

For every town in the State there can be no recount. Now, we have 


been told that a different principle. should apply towards the city. 
But in point of fact when Massachusetts began to establish cities in 
1820 our law, which is a general law, provided that the ward officers 
should do in the wards exactly what is required of town officers at 
an election in a town-meeting. In wards everything is done by the 
ward officers in the same manner as by the selectmen of a town ina 
town ed, So that our whole election system, except in cities, 
depends solely upon the count of votes on election day, 

r. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will my friend state whether in using 
the word “towns” he refers to towns proper or to rural districts, 
known generally as “townships?” 

Mr, BUTLER. Our State is divided differently from many others. 
When we speak of a town we mean a certain territorial district 
ua oa municipal government for itself. 

Mr. GARFIELD. What we call a township. 

Mr. BUTLER. Our townisa regular municipal corporation—what 
is called a township in some States. It is a municipalit „having the 
entire control of its own municipal affairs. In each of these towns 
on an election day all the inhabitants of the town haing dorfan 
qualifications come together at one place to vote. This being the 
condition of things, when we established cities we required the ward 
officers of cities to do in the wards precisely what the selectmen do 
in the towns: to receive, sort, count, declare, return, and seal up the 
votes before the ward meeting is dissolved. Some gentlemen—nota- 
bly my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] a member of the Committee of 
Elections—say that in Massachusetts we have been accustomed all 
our lives to this recounting process in cities. I beg to correct the 
gentleman. This custom is not as old as my Aes boy; hardi 
as old as my eldest grandchild. It is a new-fangled notion ete | 
originated lately. 

would remark also that in no congressional district in Massa- 
chusetts can there be by law a recount of all the votes cast except in 
the district under consideration. Why? Because this district is com- 

wholly of wards of a city, portions of the city of Boston; and 
all the other congressional districts are composed partly of cities and 
partly of towns. The recount applies only to cities; there cannot be 
a recount in towns. Our islature will not hear a call for a recount 
in towns. The constitution is against it. 

Under these circumstances how is the election conducted? The 
inspectors—the ward in tors chosen by the people and others 
appointed by the city authoriti to the polls and hold the elec- 
tion. Two watch the box, one watches the check-list. A man comes 
up and gives his name; his name is checked off and his vote is putin 
the box. At intervals of an hour during the day the box is“ turned,” 
as it is said; that is, the ballot-box is carried to a table and the votes 
emptied thereon to be counted. Then the warden and inspectors of 
elections begin the count. We have a requirement of law that no 
officer shall give information how the vote stands during the progress 
of this count, so that A or B may not rally his friends in the after- 
noon to change the result. The officers silently count. As a rule the 
unscratched votes are laid aside in packages of 25, as was done inthis 
case. Then the scratched votes are taken up, counted and laid aside 
in like packages. This process is gone over every hour with each 
box, the different officers changing from time to time, and revising 
each other’s count until the last hour, when there are usually very 
few votes cast, during which the count is finished. As soon as the 
box is turned finally the last votes are counted up, and the return 
made and declared to the people present, so that they may see whether 
there has been fair play. The returns of the votes are then sealed up 
and sent to the city clerk of the city—not to be recounted unless there 
is some charge of fraud or wrong, but to be tabulated by the city 
clerk and the tabulated returns sent to the governor and council, who 
are the final certifying officers in some cases as in the present. My 
colleague [Mr. BAN ks] was, I think, in error in supposing that the 
pores and council ever count the votes. They examine the tabu- 

ated returns and declare the result. 

Mr. BANKS. The language of the law is that they shall count the 


votes, 

Mr. BUTLER. But they never see the votes themselves, only the 
returns. Therefore “counting votes“ in Massachusetts means one 
ning at one time and another thing at another. It is for this reason 
that I have called attention to this matter. Counting votes at one 
time means counting ballots, when applied to one set of officers, and 
e, e eu of the votes from tabulated returns when applied 
to another set of officers who have that duty. 

We have heard a deal about the “rough counts in wards.” 
hades sir, the counts in the wards are exactly the same as the counts 
in the towns. We have some three hundred and sixty-odd towns— 
I forget how many, we make them so fast—all holding elections in 
precisely the same way as do the wards, and none of them can have 
arecount. But it so happens that this district is wholly in Boston, 
and there has been a recount here of a congressional vote of a whole 
district, which can never be done in any other district. 

Now, the ward officers swear that they made their official count. 
In addition to that the supervisors appointed under the law of Con- 

made a count in all the contested wards, and made a return. 
The latter count does not vary substantially from that of the ward 
officers. The result is the same—the election of Mr. Dean. The 
supervisors then home and make their return to the chief super- 
visor. Afterward there was a count by a subcommittee of the board 
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of aldermen, and this last count came out differently from the other 
two counts. Why? I do not believe the ballot-boxes were tampered 
with. The “stickers,” as they are called, dropping off, or other cause, 
may account for this different result in one way. One would sup- 

that three sets of men could count these ballots, which did not 
amount to only about two thousand, without any substantial differ- 


ence in the result. Impressed with this idea, since this case came up 
I have been searching to find any explanation how this discrepancy 
in the count could have happened without fraud being imputed. I 
do not believe that Alderman O’Brien or any other of the board of 
aldermen would deliberately falsify the count. The question is upon 
what principle did they count? Did both ward officers and alder- 
men count on the same basis? We have official reports of all the 
doings in the board of aldermen. I hold in my hand a copy of that 
official report, under date of November 15, 1876, nine days after this 
election was held. The question came up between Alderman Steb- 
bins, the chairman of this subcommittee who counted Mr. Dean’s 
votes, and Alderman Thompson, who was on the other side, as to the 
theory on which the committee counted votes at this same election. 
It does not appear whether they were talking about these votes but 
about this very election, and the manner in which they recounted 
the votes given at this election. As to the manner of the official re- 
count by the aldermen, I willsend and have read the following from 
the official record. j 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Alderman Tuomrson. I would like, for my own information in ropa to 
those returns of votes, to know whether it was not the custom of the committee in 
counting those votes where the name appeared with no office des , whether 
it was their custom to strike it out and count it as a blank. Iwould ask the chair- 
man of the committee to inform me upon that subject. 

Alderman Srenpixs. Whenever a name upon a ticket was covered by a paster 


in such a manner that the office could not be designated or seen by the committee, 
it was treated by the committee asa blank vote and not counted. 
* 


Alderman Srxunms. The cases he cites are not the same. Istated that whenever 
a ballot was so pasted as to entirely cover the office for which somebody intended to 
vote, the committee rejected it. The committee could not know whether it was for 
one office or another. It was utterly impossible for the committee to know the office 
under the paster without tearing it, the paster covering up not only the name but 
the office. In the other case the office was plain. 


ea HISCOCK. May I interrupt the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Honse will only ae me time enough. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. I cannot at present, but I will deal with what you 
wish to refer to. Iam going to deal with that point. I shall do no 
good to attempt to deceive the House by omitting it. j 

Now, then, Alderman Stebbins was chairman of this subeommittee 
who recounted the votes here, and he tells us whenever a paster was 
so broadly pasted on as to cover the name of the office for which the 
candidate run, then they counted that vote as blank. I have a vote 
here, one of the original ballots of Mr. Field, [holding up the paper 
to be seen by the House.] I have one of the original ballots of Mr. 
Field, and you will see “ albridge A. Field” is in large type, and 
“ for Representative to Congress” in small letters close to it above, 
between those two black lines. Now, then, I want to vote for Mr. 
Dean, for instance. I put a sticker, as it is called, with Dean’s name 
on, paste it over Mr. Field’s name, but so wide as to cover up “for 
Representative to Congress,” and I would have to be careful if I did 
not, because “ for Representative to Congress” is close to Mr. Field’s 
name in small letters. Alderman Stebbins says, though, I may paste 
Benjamin Dean’s name over Walbridge A. Field’s name in the place 
on the ballot made for the con ional vote and where the alderman 
knows what is under it as well as Alderman Stebbins knows his own 
it St e says he counts that a blank. And there were 
forty-four blanks found by the aldermen. The ward officers did not 
return nor do the inspectors return any. 

Now my friend who is so anxious to interrupt will remember that 
I have not forgotten his point at all. Alderman O’Brien was called 
as a witness. Nobody asked him how he made blanks by counting. 
All he said was there were forty-four blanks. I wish my friend from 
Ohio to remember this: in the recount for Representative the alder- 
men returned forty-four blanks. The ward officers returned none. 
Now, Mr. O’Brien sa 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER. How much time have I had? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s thirty minutes have expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will allow the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to continue the same length of time will be given to 
the gentleman from Maine on the other side. 

Mr. McCOOK. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman cannot object, for I will move 
the 8 question at such time as I desire. Under the rule the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has an hour, and can proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. Who follows me? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman can proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has handed to the 
Chair a list, and the allotment of time to the 
chusetts is marked down at thirty minutes. 


ired. 
£ Mr. SPRINGER. That does not prevent me extending the time if 
I postpone the hour at which I shall demand the previous question. 


ntleman from Massa- 
hat time has now ex- 


The SPEAKER. In that case the Chair would feel obliged to give 
an equal amount of time to the other side. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lam content, sir. I will not trespass unnecessarily 
upon the time of the House. But I will take a moment out of my 
time to thank the gentleman from New York for the high compliment 
he pays me by interposing his single negative in the attempt to gag 
me. [Laughter.] 

Now then I was about saying that Mr. O’Brien swears—— 

Mr. McCOOK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the 8 from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir; I object. [Laughter] 

Mr. McCOOK. I wish to say 
Bid SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. M COOK. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BUTLER.. I ft 

Mr. McCOOK. Well, Mr. f e I ask—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Lobject. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from New 
York rise ? 

Mr. McCOOK. I made the objection to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts continuing. I supposed that that was all that was neces- 
sary todo. But I did not persist in it. I now renew that objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late. 

Mr. McCOOK. How was I taken off my feet. 

The SPEAKER, The gentlemau was never on his feet through 
notog soy title to the floor. He did not even persist in his objection. 

Mr. McCOOK. I had a right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Only in the mere matter of an objection to the 
extension of time; as to which there was subsequently an amicable 
arrangement between the two sides, and the Chair stated he would 
feel himself obligated to give to the minority of the committee an 
anome of time equal to that granted to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. s 

Mr. McCOOK. Can the Chair do that over my objection? 

The SPEAKER. That was done by an arrangment of the House, 
and the House has vastly greater authority than the Chair in that 
bis a In fact every power. 

. McCOOK. I do not know what right the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had to say that I desired to gag him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to a speech from the gentleman. 

Mr. McCOOK. The gentleman objected the other day when I 
wished to vote; the most discourteous thing ever done in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Tantene animis cœlestibus ira? (Laughter.] 

I was about saying, Mr. Speaker, that this Alderman O’Brien swears 
when he was examined some months afterward before the commit- 
tee to account for these blanks, that he thought they were only 
blanks where the names of persons voted for, for e to 
Congress, were cut out or scratched out. But the difficulty with that 

roposition is, if this had been the case, then the ward officers would 

ave been bound to have noticed these same cuttings and scratch- 
ings as blanks. But the ward officers may have acted, and I have no 
doubt did act, upon the true theory; where they found a paster over 
the Representative to Congre with the name of Benjamin Dean or 
the name of Walbridge A. Field on it, they counted that for either, 
as the case might be. 

Now gentlemen on the other side say that cannot be so, because 
there are only a very few more votes found with the exception of two 
packages, one containing 25 votes for Dean and another containing 
25 votes for Mr, Field in the fourth district. So that Alderman Steb- 
bins was in this condition of mind: he counted 25 votes for Wal- 
bridge A. Field for the fourth district, where he was not nominated 
for member of Congress, which the officers of the election would not 
count, and Stebbins would not count votes for Walbridge A. Field at 
all when his name was pasted over the place where Co men 
were voted for, if the paster did not disclose what office Field was 
running for. When the vote disclosed that he was a candidate for 
an ee office, Stebbins would count the votes thrown for Field, 
but when this vote was for Field to an office he might fill, then Steb- 
bins would not count it unless the voter said what the office was. 
That is, when the voter said he voted for Field for an office for which 
he could not vote for him, then Stebbins counted the vote; but when 
the voter did not say the wrong office, then Stebbins would not count 
the vote. Now this, in my judgment, shows me it is safest I should 
stand, as the fathers of the Commonwealth stood, on the constitutiona) 
first count in open town meeting, done by the officers where there 
is no fraud alleged, and that witnessed by the supervisors of election 
where both sets of officers, State and Federal, agree substantially. 
Now the question becomes one of probabilities and 1 but prob- 
abilities upon this evidence. Well, when I was a boy, Mr. Speaker, 
we used to insist when there was any mistake made to be governed 
by the best two in three. When any one said, “That is not fair,” 
the answer was, “Try it over again; the best two in three.” Here are 
two counts made at the times before they ought to be made, by State 
and Federal officers—the stickers had dropped off—made in open 
town meeting, with the whole people looking on. Those two counts 
agree. An aiter-count was made by a committee of the board of alder- 
men through Alderman Stebbins, who declares that he counted on an 
entirely technical and unjust basis. This last count altered the re- 
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sult 5 votes; it might have been 40. Now I had rather, for my part, 
pin my faith on the supervisors and the ward officers in their accuracy 
than pin my faith on the man who says he will not count votes fora 
candidate, although he knows, for he cannot help knowing, for whom 
the voterintended to vote, and returns those votes as blanks only when 
they were not blank votes, because they had a name upon them of a 
candidate before the N 

I think the balance of evidence is this side of the question; and it 
is upon that evidence only can we act. This is all there is before us 
to satisfy the judgment. 

I do not ask any of the gentlemen on the other side to put it as an 
unpartisan judgment, a high act of stepping out of the lines of party 
on an election case, and thereby getting great glory as a judge; be- 
cause it is no such thing. Iam a strong partisan. I look upon this 
question as a partisan question, and it is a partisan question ; unless 
my friends upon the other side will agree it is best for the whole of this 
country that we should have an overriding law in every congressional 
district to see to it that every man votes just once and no more, and 
his vote is counted just once and no more for the man for whom it is 
given. I think that is right to all aud just to all, and in good time 
every man will agree it is good for all. Certain it is if we made that 
law for partisan our man is the first man that got squeezed 
by it; soit would not seem worth the while to make a law or over- 
throw it for any such purpose. Make laws to compel what is right 
and for the Boe | of the whole and then live up to them. Therefore 
I take the ward counts made by from eight to twelve men, each count- 
ing over these ballots, as against the count of three men made after- 
ward and acknowledged by one of them to be made on a wrong basis. 

Thanking the House for their courtesy with one exception, I have 
no more to say. 

Mr. FRYE obtuined the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine by the agreement has 
control of forty minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Speaker, like the distinguished gentleman who has 
just preceded me [Mr. BUTLER] I do not believe that we are all patri- 
otic if we vote together on one side, or that all ought to be damned 
who vote together on the other side; but, sir, I do believe that when 
this House has committed to its Committee of Elections evidence in 
a contested case covering perhaps two thousand closely written pages 
of matter, and that committee has gone over that testimony by its 
subcommittee, it does not involve ship on either side of 
the House to stand by the report of its own side. I do not blame the 
democratic side, nor do I charge it with being partisan, if seven dem- 
ocrats on the committee, hearing and investigating thoroughly 
an election case, report unanimously in favor of the contestant or the 
contestee and they sustain that report, and I do not blame the repub- 
licans for standing by the four republicans on the committee if they 
unite, yet I bristle all over with prejudice against the democratic 
party. Neither do I claim that I am to be elevated into the great 

igh priesthood of conscience because I see differently from the whole 
of my side, differently from all the republican members of the com- 
mittee. We are engaged on other committees and it is utterly im- 
possible for us to investigate for ourselves each case. We must de- 
pend upon those of the Committee of Elections in whom we have 


confidence. 

Sir, the re made in this case is not that of which I have been 
1 his case was committed to the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. SPRINGER,] the tleman from Georgia, [Mr. CANDLER,] and 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock,] as a subcommittee. 
They examined it with great care. They heard all the testimony. 
They heard all the arguments, and two of them reported in favor of 
Mr. Field, one [Mr. SPRINGER] in favor of the contestant. 

Now, what I say is this: that fact ought to put the democratic side 
of this House to a careful, thorough, and complete examination of 
the evidence and of the law of the case; and if they cannot afford 
the time to make that examination, it ought at least to provoke 
doubts in their minds as to the right of the contestant to the seat, 
and the sitting member, having the prima facie case, should have the 
benefit of those doubts. 

The gentleman from N CANDLER] has had the reputa- 
tion of ings fair man in this House, and I will not say that the 
88 m Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has not had and is not enti- 

to the same reputation. I certainly would not say it if I had 
not heard his the other day. But that s. h either emanated 
from blind partisan prejudice or from profound ignorance of the law. 
Why, sir, he maintained deliberately here upon the floor of this 
House that under the existing law in the State of Massachusetts, 
disregarding entirely the supervisor law, there could be no recount, 
under any circumstances, of the votes in those ballot-boxes. Said he, 
all that they can havea right to do is “ to examine,” no matter what 
the allegation is in the case, even though it be that 200 votes were 
not counted in one ward or that all the votes were miscounted; the 
gentleman insisted that the only power of the aldermen under the 
sun was to examine the votes—look at them, I suppose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman does not wish to misrep- 
resent me. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated that there might be allegations sufficient 
to require the aldermen to examine even all the ballots. 

j YE. Iasked the gentleman if they did not have the right 


to recount the ballots, and he-said no, only to examine them; and he 


says no more now. 
now take one step further. Iam very sorry, indeed, to be ob 
to charge the gentleman from Massashusetts, my personal friend, [ Mr. 
BUTLER, I wit isanship; and yet I must, or else refrain entirely 
from charging the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SPRINGER] with par- 
tisanship. I think I shall risk charging the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts with it for the pu of pursuing my argument against the 
ntleman from Illinois. I heard the gentleman’s speech. I did not 

ear one word in that speech, not one word, in relation to this mat- 
ter which the gentleman from Massachusetts thinks he has sprung 
upon this House. I did not hear the gentleman from Illinois quote 
in the House the words of Alderman Stebbins which have been re- 
peated to-day by the gentleman from Massachusetts, and yet upon 
taking up his reported speech I find that a member of the committee, 
the gentleman who had the majority report in charge, and I presume 
drafted it, deliberately stepped away outside of any evidence or ar- 
guments in the case and repeated the language of Aklerman Stebbins 
made in relation to the senatorial count in one of the districts of the 
city of Boston, and not in relation to the count of the vote for Rep- 
resentative in Congress, and that he quoted it with this introduction: 

I find in the official proceedings of the board of aldermen of the city of Boston 
an explanation by Alderman Stebbins, one of the committee who © the alder- 
manic count in this case, which explanation throws much light upon the-recount. 
Alderman Stebbins said: 

Whenever a name * the ticket was covered by a paster in such a manner that 
the office could not be designated or seen by the committee, it was treated by the 
committee as a blank vote and not counted.’ 


And then he commented on it, as follows: 


This explanation, stated in different 3 is this: Wherever a paster had by 
accident covered the greater 2 of the letters on the ticket designating the 
office, the aldermen re; ed designation of the office as e and returned 
the ballot as a blank. Just how many ballots were found in this condition is not 
stated by the alderman in that connection; but en pages 184-7 of the record will 
be found Alderman Stebbins's minutes or tally sheets kept during his aldermanic 


count. A 1 examination of the tally lists will show that the aldermanic com- 


mittee found forty-four ballots which they returned as blank ag to a candidate for 
Congress. Just how many of these blanks appeared on democratic tickets does not 
appear; but it is in evidence that Mr. Dean's friends used a great number of past- 
ers during the election, and the differences which the aldermen make in the count 
can be explained upon this hypothesis more clearly than in any other way. The 
ward officers evidently counted the ballots so as to give — to the intention of 
the voters, and where Mr. Dean's name was found pasted ov: place on a repub- 
lican ticket where the office of fee egw was designated, even if the greater 
ponos of the designation of the office should be obscured by tbe paster, the bal- 
ot must doubtless have been counted for Mr. Dean. But the aldermanic commit- 
tee, in counting the same ballot according to the rule laid down by Mr. Stebbins, 
would return such a ballot as a blank. Here we have a partial explanation of the 
differences of the respective counts, and if we are to give effect to tho intentions 
of the voters, the ward officers’ count and the count of the United States super- 
visors, made before the result of the election could be known, is entitled to the 
greater weight. 

Now I submit if it is not a fair implication from that remark that 
the gentleman found that somewhere in this case? The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] did not find it in the case, but he 
may have found it in the speech of the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 
SPRINGER.] The gentleman from Illinois did not find it anywhere 
in the case. I assert upon my honor as a member of this House that 
I have examined this testimony, and that nowhere from the begin- 
ning to the end is it to be found. I have read these arguments and 
I assert that nowhere from the beginning to the end of the argu- 
ments is there any allusion whatever to this statement made by 
Alderman Stebbins. Nowhere was it before the committee; nowhere 
was it before the House; nowhere was notice given of it, and nowhere 
could notice have been taken of it. It is brought in aliunde, entirely 
outside of the case on trial; it is forced in here improperly and un- 
justly. Now I submit, does not this indicate partisanship at least on 
the part of the member of the Committee of Elections who had the 
majority report in his charge, and ought it not to put the democrats 
disposed to seat Mr. Dean on guard? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I read from the same papers that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] read from in his remarks in this case ; 
the identical papes: One was used uently before the committee, 
and has never n disputed as an official record of the board of 
aldermen of the eity of Boston. 

Mr. . Did you read it in your speech? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I thought. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I took the liberty of inserting it in my speech 
when I came to revise it, as is often done by mem and notably 
by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. WaLsH] who addressed the 
House 8 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] 
thought he had invented or discovered this bonanza. But the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] had shrewdness enough to beat 
the gentleman from Massachusetts at his own game and to discover 
that bonanza first! È 

Mr. SPRINGER. I claim no right of pre-emption. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, if the gentleman from Illinois, instead of bring- 
ing into this case something which was entirely outside of it, whic: 
had no business here whatever, had seen fit to take the testimony 
which was before the committee, and had read that in connection 
with his remarks, perbaps I would not have been justified in saying 
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in his statements. He knew perfectly well that 

m had testified distinctly and positively re the 
committee in relation to these blank votes; and that Alderman 
O'Brien alone of the witnesses before that committee was questioned 
upon that point. Does the gentleman think that Mr. Dean would not 
have discovered that if it had taken place? Wonld not O’Brien have 
discovered it; would not Alderman Viles have discovered it? They 
met there and step by step every question raised. Would 
not the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] have discovered 
it if it had taken place? Would not the counsel of Mr. Dean, Jud 
Abbott, have discovered it? Would it have remained deep in the 
bosom of silence and secrecy to be found only in the room of the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. SrnixdEn, I where he wrote it out as a 
part of his speech, if it ought to have had any existence as a fact in 
the case now on trial? 
I call attention to the testimony of Alderman O’Brien in regard to 
blank votes: 

Cross-int 13. What is meant b. rd “ blanks” w. pears 
your — — rea of the count? 9 * = 

Answer. In every ballot there were more or less votes where the name for Rep- 
resentative to Congress was scratched out with a pen or pencil, or sometimes cut 
out, and no other name substituted. 

Cross-int. 14. Will you state as nearly as you can the number of those blanks 


which found. the wards in which you found them! 

A. ward 20 I should say—blanks, five ;- in ward 21, nine; in ward 24, two; in 
ward i ae ward 14, five; ward 16, eight; in ward 17, (presumed to be 17,) 
four. ‘s all I can tell from my memoranda. 

i. Vey fe, 00 thr oe xy sovclisetien yess ATOA a E AN porter 
wen meredith & pencil; in fact, that is the convenient way of A Kalliota 
at the ward-room. 

Now I submit that is the only testimony legitimately before this 
House; it is the only testimony whatsoever in relation to blanks be- 
fore the Committee of Elections. And neither the gentleman from 
Illinois nor the gentleman from Massachusetts is at all justified in 
bringing that outside matter before this Houso after the Deen 
in the case has been closed. Why did they do it? Didn't they thin 
to take the friends of the contestee entirely by surprise and thus gain 
an unfair advantage? It proves an inglorious failure. 

I desire to make a part of my remarks an affidavit signed by Alder- 
man Stebbins, and I will ask the clerk to read it. It was taken since 
the gentleman from Illinois sprung his trap and before the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] set his. 

The Clerk began the reading of the paper, but was interrupted by 

Mr. SPRINGER, who said: I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


that he was 
Alderman 


Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that this case has been heard and the. 


evidence al] submitted to the committee, [laughter,] and that it is 
not in order for the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to introduce 
into this case ex parte evidence when it is being argued in the House. 
The gentleman himself will not say so. If it was done in a court of 
justice any judge presiding would prohibit it being read. And we 
are here acting as a court, and the gentleman has no right to intro- 
duce an affidavit of one of the witnesses in the case for the pu 
of influencing the e of this House. [Great laughter. 1 
make that point of er. The record to which I refe was the 
record of the official debates and proceedings of the board of alder- 
men, and as much a public record as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
this Congress. But this paper is evidence in no sense of the word. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Speaker, the debate to which the gentleman refers 
was not at all in relation to the election of Representative to Con- 

; it was a debate in relation to the election of senators in the 
State of Massachusetts. Besides I make this affidavit a part of my 
speech, and it certainly relates to the case I am discussing. 

The cr apts ig Does the gentleman from Illinois make a point 
of order 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that in settling this 

nestion we are acting as a court, acting in a judicial capacity, and 
that to introduce new evidence at this time is not in order, is unpre- 
cedented ; and I do not think the gentleman from Maine will insist 
upon it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I insist that my friend, Judge SPRINGER, cannot 
object to Judge FRYE making a speech, even if he should read a docu- 
ment as part of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not appealed to the judge from Ohio; I 
have appealed to his honor the Chair. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not within his power to 

revent the reading of a respectful paper, which a member of this 

Toae may desire to have read as a part of hisremarks. The House 

7997 can judge as to the propriety of its introduction as well as the 
i 


r. 
The Clerk resumed the reading. The entire document is as follows: 


Deposition of Solomon B. Stebbins. 


I, Solomon B. Stebbins, having been duly sworn, do depose and say that 22 
the ballots counted by me as alderman of the city of Boston on the 10th and lit 

of November, 1876, in compliance with the petitions of voters in the third congres- 
sional district, asking for a recount of the votes cast for member of Congress in 
that district, were certain ballots reported as blanks and noted as blanks in the 
memorandum produced by me and annexed to the deposition given by me in the 
contested-election case of Benjamin Dean vs. Walbridge A. Field These blanks 
were tho ballots of both political parties where the namo of either Mr. Dean or Mr. 
Field had. been erased generally by pencil or had been cut out by the voter. In 
some instances ballots were found where the entire lower portion of the ballot had 
been cut off, leaving only the presidential electors and gubernational candidates or 


the were recorded by the committee 
in count for tative to Congress as blanks. There was no case, to the 
Desk ok my Faoilen where a paster containing either the name of 
Dean or 


r Dy Gis nates af. ts cone 
„56 both the names of the candi 
Se me aioe bang be type. I am confident an inspection of the ballots 


ves 

My attention has been called to certain remarks made by me in the board of al- 
dermen November 15, 1876, quoted by Mr. SPRINGER, as published in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, in w. — oe Eea R in the second State sena- 
torial district, the contest g between Day and Caleb Rand. Certain 
ballots were cast in this district which did not a; to have been prepared by 
the regular prea parties, butin the interest ning, a candidate for the 
court clerkship, and was voted largely in that district. This ticket contained the 
words For senator, Marcellus Day in such small type and the office and name 


show 


so closely com that an ordinary paster for Rand covered both name and office. 
A Hava Deot to find one of these ballots and annex it to this affidavit, marked 


It was to this and this only that 8 in the board of aldermen ap. 
plied, as the succeeding paragraphs in the record of the debate will show, and 
not to the contested election between Messrs. Dean and Field. There was no vote 
in the whole count which bore the name of Benjamin Dean either 
of the original ballot or upon a paster which was counted as a b 
not counted for Benjamin Dean as member of Congress. : 


SOL. B. STEBBINS. 
DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS, 8è: 


On this 22d day of March, 1878, personally appeared the above Solomon B. Steb- 
bins, known to a to be such person, and msde cath that the foregoing affidavit by 


ted as 
or which ores 


him subscribed was true. 
Before me. 
[SEAL.] WINSLOW WARREN, 
Commissioner of United States Circuit Court. 


And I certify that the within ballot, marked A W W, was so marked by me 


for identi: 
WINSLOW WARREN, 
United States Commissioner. 
AWW. 


REPUBLICAN TICKET. 
WARD 5. 


1876. 


HAYES axp WHEELER. 
RICE axp KNIGHT. 


FOR PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS. 
At large. 
Stephen Salisbury, of Worcester. 
By districts. 
1. Warren Ladd, of New Bedford. 6. ra Morrill, of Amesbury. 
2. Theodore Dean, of Tannton. 7. Carroll D. Wright, of Reading. 
3. Jobn Felt Osgood, of Boston. 8. James Russell neg) of Cambridge. 
4. Martin Brimmer, of Boston. 9. John C. Whitin, of Northbridge. 
5. Samuel C. Lawrence, of Medford. 10. W. B. C. Pearsons, of Holyoke, 
11. Richard , of Lenox. 


Thomas Talbot, of Billerica. 


FOR GOVERNOR, 
Alexander H. Rice, of Boston. 
FOR LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR, 
Horatio G. Knight, of Easthampton. 


y: h 
For Representative to Con, Richard Frothingham, of Boston. 
E. tlds, of Boston. . 
For Clerk of the Supreme Judicial Court—John Noble, of Boston. 
For Clerk of the Superior Court for Criminal Business—John P. Manning, of 


ton. 
For Clerk of the Superior Court for Civil Business. A. W of Boston. 
For Register of Deeds F. Temple, of — W 

For Senator Marcellus Dax. 

For Representatives to the General Court Fruncis E. Downer, Retire H. Parker. 


Mr. FRYE. Now take the testimony of O’Brien, take the testimon 
of Stebbins, and I ask the House where is the evidence against it. 
the argument is to rest, as the gentleman from Massachusetts rested 
it, upon this pusr alone, where stands the case in the minds of fair 
men? Says Stebbins: “ No vote was counted a blank because the 
name of the office was pasted over.” Says the gentleman from Illinois 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts: “ The whole difference comes 
from these blanks.” Is it difficult to see who has the right of it? 

The gentleman from Massachusetts went one step further. He 
stated that he had looked all around to see how the discrepancy be- 
tween the ward count and the aldermanic count could have happened, 
who was right and who was wrong; and he had found conclusively 
who was wrong andhow. He found conclusively that the aldermanic 
count was wrong, because Alderman Stébbins, in talking about asena- 
torial vote, declared that there were some 44 blanks which were not 
counted. 

Now if you turn to the evidence you will find that taking the vote 
of Mr. Field and Mr. Dean together, they received 26 more votes each 
than the whole count of the ward officers gave to both of them. If 
those 44 blanks occurred by reason of names being covered up, then 
44 were stricken ont; and that would reduce the aggregate count of 
these two men by 44. But instead of that the count increases the vote 
of each of them 26. What then becomes of the gentleman’s * conclu- 
sive” theory on this point. 

But, says the gentleman from Massachusetts, “I care nothing about 
this case; I only speak in behalf of the supervisor’s law, the law of 
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the United States; I want to save that.“ Why does the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] also suddenly become so anxious about 
this supervisor law. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because it is the law of the land. 

Mr. FRYE. Because it is tosave Mr. Dean, the gentleman thinks ; 
and the gentleman is asking his democratic associates on this floor, 
(though every one of them who was in the Congress that enacted the 
law declared squarely that it was unconstitutional, and I have no 
doubt every one of them to-day if asked privately would declare it 
unconstitutional,) is asking them in order to save Mr. Dean to declare 
the law constitutional; and many of them are prepared to do it. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts is supplicating the republican 
side for Heaven's sake not to declare this law unconstitutional. A 
singular dilemma we are getting into, we on this side declaring that 
law unconstitutional, and you democrats declaring it constitutional— 
we declaring if unconstitutional in order to seat Mr. Field, you de- 
claring it constitutional in order to seat Mr. Dean. What valuable 
men these gentlemen from Massachusetts must be on the floor of the 
House to entitle them to this immense consideration at our hands. 

Now, I join issue with the gentleman from Massachusetts. I say 
that the minority of the committee have never asserted anywhere, 
from the beginning of their report to its close, a sentence, a line 
under which the gentleman from Massachusetts is justified for asin- 
gle moment in declaring that the minority of the committee held this 
law to be unconstitutional; nor is there an intimation in the - 
ments made by Mr. Field’s counsel capable of being tortured to this 
end. What do the committee say? 

These provisions of law were not e by Congress in pursuance of its consti- 


tutional power to make or alter“ tions as to the manner of holding elec- 
tions for Representatives in Congress. 


“To make or alter” being in quotation marks. To what does that 
refer? It refers to the provision in the first article of the Constitu- 
tion. Now, sir, the Constitution of the United States has been amended 
again and again. When as the result of the logic of war we be- 
lieved we were compelled to give the black man the ballot—I some- 
times wish we had not given it, because to-day it is only putting in- 
creased power into the hands of the South and none into the hands 
of the colored men—fearing that the rights of the colored man under 
the amendments of the Constitution would be interfered with we 
enacted this law anthorising supervisors, not for the protection of 
New York City, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. BUTLER] 
asserts. If the law was designed to protect New York City, what is 
the meaning of this clause which I find in the law? 

Sa isors of election appointed for any county or on the request of 
any 3 shall — se the — &e. e A 

What is the meaning of this language, if the law was made for 
New York City alone? Isay that the supervisor’s law (and the dec- 
laration of the committee goes no further than this) was not passed 
under the first article of the Constitution. The fourteenth and fif- 
teenth constitutional amendments, both designed to protect the rights 
of citizens of the United States, require Congress to enact the neces- 
sary legislation to enforce those rights, and this law was enacted in 
response to those requirements. 

I believe this law was the result of a necessity which Congress be- 
lieved to exist; that it was passed in order to enforce the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 
This committee say no more than that. They do not declare it to be 
unconstitutional. I believe it to be constitutional, and so does every 
republican on this floor. What was its scope? I doubt not the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has defended it on the stump. I have 
many times. You on that side of the House have attacked it on the 
stump over and over again, and what has been our reply to you? It 
was this: that the United States Government in that law was simply 
putting itself near the ballot-box; that these two supervisors were 
to be the Government’s 955 and ears—eyes to see wrong and ears to 
hear wrong—the eyes and the ears of the Government of the United 
States. And for two purposes: first, to deter from crime at the bal- 
lot-box and, secondly, if crime was committed to bear testimony 
against the criminals. I say in my judgment that was the only pur- 
pose Congress at that time had. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention of the House for a mo- 
ment to the discussion when the law was passed. That Jaw was dis- 
cussed before the House extensively, and Mr. Kerr, Mr. Cox, Mr. 
VOORHEES, and almost every prominent memberon the democratic side 
declared the law to be unconstitutional. Mr. Cox asked Judge Bing- 
ham, who was chairman of the Judiciary Committee having the bill 
in charge, this question: 

Mr. Cox. Willmy ak ae yg that the laws of Massachusetts and Rhode Island 


are not changed by this law 

Mr. BINGHAM. That Deere has nothing to do with my position. It does not 
touch the matter I am d pene: There is not a law of any State regulating an 
election which is not left in full force and effect by this bill. 


That was at the time the bill was introduced from the Judiciary 
Committee into the House and in answer to the question of the gen- 
tleman from New York. The intent, the purpose of the law, was then 
known, and Judge Bingham then declared when the bill was under 
consideration that it did not interfere with any law or any regula- 
tion of any State of this Union; that such was not its purpose. 

What did it do then? It put, as I said, the Government’s eyes and 
ears at and near the ballot-box, so that crime should be prevented. 


Mr, SPRINGER. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to section 
2018 of the Revised Statutes, in which it is provided “to the end that 
each candidate for the office of Representative or Delegate in Con- 
gress may obtain the benefit of ovary vote for him cast, the super- 
visors of election are, and each of them is, required to personally 
scrutinize, count, and canvass each ballot,” Ke. What crime does 
that prevent or punish? ~ 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman has discussed that himself. His - 
ment is before the House and I will waste no,time on it. The pee 
man from Massachusetts said he would be willing to disregard the 
law provided he was satisfied Mr. Field had a majority of the votes 
cast. So say gentlemen of the committee. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says how is it that the alder- 
manic count should be more ect than the count of the ward off- 
cers? How is it the fathers did not provide for recounts? Were they 
not content with one count? The supervisor law, which the gentle- 
man thinks so much of, was not the creation of the fathers. There 
has been some improvement since the days of the fathers, notwith- 
standing we insist on the dollar of the fathers. [Laughter.] Why 
is it to-day in Massachusetts they provide for recounts? The law is 
created from necessity, demanded by experience. The very fact the 
law is made is as strong an ment as we can have that circum- 
stances existed in Massachusetts which absolutely required its enact- 
ment. 

But let me say it is in evidence here that in the thirty-eight recounts 
made during the last four years no one of the ward counts was found 
to be correct. You remember when Mr. Abbot, the contestant for Mr. 
Frost’s seat 

Mr. CHALMERS, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. FRYE. I cannot stop right here. When Mr. Abbot was con- 
testant for Mr. Frost’s seat, he sought this same remedy in Massachu- 
setts. He went from the wards to the board of aldermen, demanding 
a recount. He did it ina form not nearly so formal asthe one the 
gennem from Illinois objects to in this case. The recount was had. 

orrection after correction was made, but not enough to seat Judge 
Abbot, and he came in here on a question of fraud in some Navy votes, 
In every election in the city of Boston of every officer there has been 
a recount, and the ward counts have never been found correct, 

I will now summon as & witness Mr. Dean himself. I have the 
report of an authenticated election case where Benjamin Dean was 
chairman of the committee and made the report. Mr. Dean says : 


Itis im ble to compare the returns of the ward officers in this case with the 
count made by the city clerk and his assistants, for the committee, without a feelin 
of deep solicitude for that almost fireside t, the right of the citizens of each are 
to have their elections presided over by officers of their own choosing. It is a val- 
uable right and justly Fair a but a continuance of such inexcusable errors will 
weaken our regard for it, and will tend to the introduction of appointed in the place 
of elected officers; or it will reduce their duties to the mere isterial one of re- 
ceiving ballots, and devolve the counting and declaring of them upon others, Al- 
5 5 5 y the act concerning elections in cities passed in 1863, an important we 
has been taken in that direction. Unless care is taken to elect capable officers, an 
greater correctness is found in their returns, we shall in vain deprecate interfer- 
ence with the right of the people to choose those officers for themselves, we shall 
in vain point out the danger of giving the appointment of those officers to persons 
already in office. The power is now with the people, where it belongs; and all 
they have to do, to re it, is to prove their appreciation of its value by the offi- 
ciency of the officers of their choice. 

The justice of the foregoing remarks is manifest from the following comparison 
of the two counts: 


Bel eal 

— = 2 

Names of candidates. 238 3 

3 38 

E E =| 

8 8 = 

© — ka) 
e eee ET E T N 193| 258 55 
Lewis Rice 178 213 63 
N. J. Bean........ 256 | 327 61 
William C. Burgess 214 | 275| 61 
H. Farren 208 201 53 
John F. Flynn 210 263| 53 
Allen . EAEE E OEE — 216.| 22 56 
Hugh E. SOF oe ß ĩ TIISTAI TIS 203 | 249| 46 


In heaven’s name, gentlemen, was not Mr. Dean right when he said 
that there needed to be provision of some kind or that there would 
be provision of some kind by which correct count should be made ? 
And Massachusetts, finding an absolute necessity existing, provided 
by this law for a recount; and to-day the ward count is worse than 
it was before the law was enacted, because it relieves the ward offi- 
cers from all responsibility. In the heat of the moment, to answer 
the demands of r they come as near as they can. They 
count in haste to announce the result within half an hour after the 
polls are closed. They know they are to be followed, if it is a close 
election, by a recount. Every recount shows the inaccuracy of the 
ward count and shows the necessity of a recount. And yet the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts thinks that these ward oflicers, assisted 
by supervisors who only testify that they actually counted in two 
wards, are correct. We must remember in this House when we judge 
of that question that two of these men who made that recount were 
democrats and one was a republican; we must remember that all 
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three knew absolutely that the election of Mr, Dean or Mr. Field de- 
pended, as the gentleman from Massachusetts said, upon four or five 
votes. They must have known that absolute certainty of that count 
must be had, and they testify one after the other how they made it, 
With regard to the necessity of the count, let me give further testi- 
mony. McCleary says: 

Recounts have been had of the — ballots by the proper officers every year 
since the passing of the law in 1867 in this city. In most cases there is a varia- 
tion, more or less, between the two counts; it would be very seldom that they 
would concur in any one ward in the count and recount. (Page 119.) 

O’Brien says: 

My experience has been that they seldom agree. (Page 157.) 

Stebbins, who had been a member of the committee to recount 
ballots for three or four years, says: 


These recounts recur er P aa usual]. 
tions, the last occurring at a different timefrom the two former. There is usually 
ots in every ward, sometimes reaching a number large 
enough to change the reported result of an election. (Page 134, ints. 25 and 26.) 
Dickinson says: 
It has seldom happened that a recount of votes in a ward has tallied exactly with 
the count of the ward officers. (Cross-int. 4, p. 144.) 


Now, Isubmit that, under all the circumstances, the count on election 
day, the count in the presence of the multitude, an excited multi- 
tude, the count, knowing that a recount will be made, is not entitled 
to any reliance whatsoever as compared with that made after the 
fact, made when all the circumstances are known, made when the 
counters are to elect by their count one or the other of these gentle- 
men to Congress; that it was not half so reliable, even though it had 
been made, not by a division of parties, but by three republicans. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move the previous question. 

ee question was seconded, and the main question was 
ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Harris. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, rose. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Was not the hour of the gentleman from Illinois 
used at the opening of the debate? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No, sir; there was an equal division of 
time and an hour was left on our side, which I propose to occupy in 
closing debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. By the ruling of the Chair, as I understand it, 
when a gentleman in charge of a bill uses his hour in opening he is 
not entitled to an hour after the previous question is seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not decide that point in regard to 
a running debate, which covers days. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will examine the decision he will find it as the Chair states. This is 
by an ment that there should be an equal time given to each 
side, and should always be so arranged. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. We have tried to run the debate so as 
to have an equal time for each side. 

The SPEAKER. It will be remembered that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] had his time extended. The Chair would 
suggest to the gentleman from Ohio to read the decision to which he 
referred. 


at the national, State, and city elec- 


Mr. of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I am very reluctant to 
occupy the time of the House at an hour so late as this; but the posi- 
tion I occupy compels me to do so, and at the same time makes me 
speak under great embarrassment. In the discussion of this case I 
desire and hope I shall have the attention of the House, especially of 
those gentlemen who haye doubts as to how they will vote; for I 
think when this question is understood fairly and impartially that 
no gentleman of the political party to which I belong can hesitate as 
to his line of duty. 

I admit, sir, technically speaking, these are judicial questions. But 
when we reflect on the mode in which cases are brought before the 
Committee of Elections, when we reflect that a committee of this 
House is required by its duty to examine a case covering fourteen 
hundred pages, which no member of the House has time to examine, 
unless he is a member of the committee; when we reflect that the 
democratic must look to this committee to think, to digest, and 
to report for them, while the republican party look to their Represent- 
atives on the committee to do the same for them—it is not surprising 
then that gentlemen take sides according to the reports of their re- 
spective friends upon the subject. 

Then, sir, it is no evidence of partisan spirit that gentlemen find 
themselves upon opposite sides in such cases. I admit there are cases 
when the e is so equally balanced as regards the evidence, and 
the law is so uncertain that a man’s political prejudices will turn the 
scale though he is perfectly honest about it. And I respect the man 
who, having no information on the subject and not being in a posi- 
tion to acquire it, follows the lead of those of his own party who 
have the time and the opportunity to examine and report upon the 
ease. Allshould be honest; all should strive to do right, and all seek 
the truth, but, as Pope says, 

"Tis with our judgments as our watches, none 
Go just alike, yet each believes his own. 


My friend from Georgia [Mr. CANDLER] said he had nothing to say 
to those who would vote as partisans. I indorse that sentiment and 


add, to those of either party who make up their minds without read- 
ing the record or understanding the case and who are looking for 
excuses to deviate from the line of their party on frivolous pretexts, 
I have nothing to say, because, Mr. Speaker, when I remove one 
objection they will find another. 

Again, my friend and namesake from Massachusetts [Mr. HARRIS] 
said yesterday that if this were a close House, where one yote might 
decide the result, he would expect a party vote, orin other words he 
would e t Mr. Field to be unseated and Mr. Dean seated. I tell 
him that if he looks to the history of this House he will find that he 
is mistaken. With but one single exception, in every case which has 
come before the House every republican has yoted for the republican, 
while we have a number of democrats who usually vote to seat the 
republicans and against the party recommended by their committee. 
We have some democrats who have voted twice in three votes for 
republicans, and after they shall have voted to-day, will be three 
times for republicans to once for a democrat. Thus my frind will 
see if parties were very close in the House the republicans, by the 
aid of democrats would always win, while the republicans, like 
drilled veterans, never break. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall show in this case that Mr. Dean is entitled to 
his seat, not by virtue of the Federal count, but by virtue of the State 
count, and there is where the error pprang up. at was the point 
at issue between the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER) and 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CANDLER.] The gentleman from 
Illinois is in favor of the Federal law being supreme and controlling 
the State law. I do not concur with him in that, neither does the 
8 from Georgia, and therefore we split on that issue, and 

en my friend from Georgia did not go further into the facts of the 
case to see if Mr. Dean had been elected by the State count. That 
was the diverging point. The errorisin the supposition that the com- 
mittee rely upon the Federal count and not upon the State count. 
I do not do it. I rely upon the State eount and the State count alone. 
But Lask my friends upon the republican side of the House to reverse 
the piotre. Suppose that the State count had given a majority for 
Mr. Dean and the Federal count had o piven a majority for Mr. Field, 
would not they assert that the Federal law was supreme? My friend 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Harris,] who spoke yesterday, said that 
the supervisors are not required to make any returns. They are re- 
quired, under the law, to make a return to the general supervisor and 
he is required to make a return to the House of Representatives, and 
that return is here under the operation of the law; but, as I have said, 
suppose that the Federal returns had elected Mr. Field and the State 
returns had elected Mr. Dean, where would our friends on the other 
side be. I venture to predict that they would be in favor of the Fed- 
eral returns. 

The returns of the United States supervisors are in evidence and 
they show Dean is elected by 4 maons , thus cerroborating the 
ward count, which shows the same. Now, Isubmit that these returns 
of tho United States supervisors paing before us, we are bound to take 
notice of them, and as to what weight they shall have I leave each 
gentleman to judge. According to my view it is not necessary to 
rely on them to elect Dean, therefore I will not discuss that branch 
of the question. But I will show from the law and evidence that 
Mr. Dean was elected under the laws of the State. I will first show 
that there was no authority for the second count, and then I will show 
that the second count was not made in pursuance of the laws of Mas- 
sachusetts, and I want my democratic friends, who stand upon State 
rights, to listen to me. 

will here quote the election laws of Massachusetts as applicable 
to the mode of counting: 

Sec. 15. The votes in elections for national, State, county, and district officers 
shall be received, sorted, and counted by the selectmen, and by the ward officers, 
and public declaration made thereof in open town and ward meetings. The names 
of persons for, the number of votes received for each person, and the title 
of the office for which he is proposed, shall be entered in words at length by the 


town and ward clerks in theirrecords. The ward clerks shall forthwith deliver to 
u ty, clerks certjfied copies of such records, who shall forthwith enter the same 
0 records. 


SEC. 15 City and town clerks shall, within ten days from the day of an election 
for Representativesin Congress, transmit copies of the records of the votes, attested 
by them, certified by the mayor and aldermen or selectmen and sealed up, to the 
secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Sec. 4. If within three sedate following the oor any election ten or more 


= voters of any ward s file with the city clerk a statement in writing that 
ey have reason to believe that the returns of the ward o are erroneous, ify- 
ing wherein they deem them in error, said city clerk shall forthwith t su 


statement to the board of aldermen or the committee thereof appointed to examine 
the returns of said election. ‘The board of aldermen or their committee shall there- 
upon, and within five days, Sunday excepted, next following the day of election, 
open the envelope and examine the ballots thrown in said ward, and determine the 

uestions raised ; they shall then again seal the envel either with the seal of 
fh orse upon said envelope a 


e city or a seal provided for the purpose, and shall in 
certificate that the same has been opened ono sena sealed by them in conformity to 
law; and the envelope, sealed as aforesaid, shall be returned to the city clerk. Said 
city clerk, upon the certificate of the board of aldermen or their committee, shall alter 
and amend such ward returns as have been proved to be erroneous, and such amended 
returns shall stand as the true returns of the ward. 


I say that the second count was not made in conformity to the laws 
in any particular, and I challenge my friend from New York [Mr. His- 
cock] to contradict me if I am wrong in the statement I am making. 
I allege in the first instance that the second count was not only not 
made in compliance with the law, but that not-one of the require- 
ments of the law was complied with. But admitting that it was, I 
will show from the evidence that the second count was unreliable be- 
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cause it was made in such a manner as to render it impossible that it 
could be correct. I will show that Alderman Stebbins and his com- 
mittee counted ten thousand votes in nine hours, and that there were 
three counts going on in the room at the time; some members of the 
committee were counting the senatorial votes, some the congressional 
votes, and as a question of fact it can be shown that the first count 
was more reliable than the second. 

I maintain the second count was not authorized by the law of Massa- 
chusetts, because the proper foundation had not been laid for it, and 
I do not wonder that my friend from Maryland [Mr. WALSH] refused 
to be interrupted yesterday, because he argued as if any ten men had 
aright without cause to have a recount. The law which I have quoted 
says that they shall specify wherein the returns are erroneous. I will 
now give the statement in writing made by the ten qualified voters 
under the fourth section : 

To the Crry CLERK of the City of Boston: 

The undersigned, qualified voters of ward 13, in the third con mal district, 
hereby state that they have reason to believe that the returns of the ward officers 
of said ward for member of Congress in said con onal district at the election 
of November 7, 1876, are erroneous, in that all the ballots cast for Walbridge A. 

of Con were not counted and credited to , and that more 

as a member of Congress than were cast 

for him; and they ask for a recount of the vote of said ward for member of Con- 
oom, ee provisions of section 4 of chapter 188 of the acts of 

s year 


Now, the chairman of the republican committee in Boston says that 
he wrote this certificate in his own office and sent it out to the various 
wards for signatures. He said that it was his duty, not because he 
believed there were errors, but that it was his duty to the republican 
party to have a recount. He wrote the papers and sent them out, 
and when he was interrogated and asked if he knew of any errors, he 
said “I knew of none; but there was a Seca that in so a 

f ogony thers might be some mistake.” Was that within the spirit of 

e law 

If the law intended to give a peremptory and absolute right for a 
certain number of electors to demand a recount, why impose condi- 
tions? But when conditions are imposed and are not complied with, 
then the recount goes for nothing. 

I will now proceed to show how Massachusetts understands this 
law for a recount 23 adjudications made by the very body which 
enacted the law. political matters the construction given by the 
Legislature of laws passed by themselves certainly ought to have 
great weight, and I invoke the members from Massachusetts to listen 
to me and, if I am wrong, to correct me. The Legislature of Mas- 
sachusetts has adjudicated this question ten to fifteen times, and in 
every case they have said the closeness of the vote is not sufficient 
grannd for a recount. I have the cases before me but have only time 

o quote the following: 

January 20, 1872, in the case of Burt rs. Babbitt, the rule was laid 
down and adopted as follows: 

The rule is this: That, in the absence of any proof or evidence of fraud in the 
acts of the selectmen, or of 1 in the manner of calling, holding, or conduct- 

ing the meeting at which the election is held, or in the manner of ee the 
election of Representative, unless the petitioner shows a reasonable ground for 
supposing an error in the count as made and returned by the selectmen other than 
the mere of there being but a few votes between the number thrown for the 
—- fone the sit member, the committee will not recount the ballots that 
may *. 

o other evidence, th ha been offered before your committee in 
port of the petitioner's dite olen tae the fact that there is but four votes differ 
ence in the number of votes cast for William Babbitt, the sitting member, and the 
eontestant, the committee report that the petitioner have leave to withdraw. 

A. G, Ven ae 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 21, 1877. 
The foregoing report was accepted in the house of representatives January 22, 


1872. 
W. S. SOUTHWORTH, 
Assistant Olerk Massachusetts House of Representatives. 


In the case of Davis vs. Murphy, February, 1872, the House com- 
mittee report as follows: 
No evidence was introduced to show fraud or that the ballots had been tampered 
with previous to the recount by the aldermen, but your committee were of the 
on that if they overlooked violation of the law and jud that the alder- 
5 at MOMONA RORI HS aD g adan, 
recedent, tending to uncertainty and fraud in elections. I. fore, believing that 
recount by the aldermen was and it was tampering with the ballots, your 
committee are of the opinion that it would be neither right nor just to take the re- 
by the aldermen as the correct result of the election; neither would it be 
right or just to take the ballots as they now n be some and all that 
the third representative district, and 
count them at the present time. 


I will not detain the House by reading the other cases. They but 

and requote the doctrine just read. 

And yet gentlemen tell us, gentlemen who are State-rights men, 
that they go by the State count. Then if you go by the State count 
you must take the construction that the State puts upon its own law 
and not force a construction that does violence to the law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the tleman say that any court or Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts has decided that under this law the close- 
mess of the vote is no reason for a recount? 


r of Virginia. The Legislature of Massachusetts has 

Mr. HISCOCK. Understand my question. Do you say that they 
have decided that under this law—I do not mean under the general 
principles applicable to a recount—that under this law they have 
decided that the closeness of the vote is no reason for a recount? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I say that since the passage of this 

wa 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman does not answer my question. I 
will concede that it was since the passage of this law ; but were they 
construing this law? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will answer my friend if he will allow 
me. They construed this law in the various cases to which I have 
referred. So they go on through eight or ten cases. The last case 
is where they opposed the aldermanic count. It is a case where the 
aldermanic count was before the Legislature, where they had opened 
the envelopes and recounted the ballots. And when you speak of 
envelopes in this case, it means nothing but a ballot-box a foot square. 
They decided that the recount was illegal and tampering with the 
ballot. That is what the Legislature decided. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman allow me again? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I have but an hour. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do not be interrupted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will yield to the gentleman, for he is 
always perfectly fair, though very adroit. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does the gentleman know that that language was 
used with reference to the legislative examination by a legislative 
committee, and not with reference to a committee of aldermen ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The aldermanie count was before the 
Legislature for revision, as the aldermanic count is before this House 
for revision in this case. They said that it was ill in another 
sao (ann recollect it is the Legislature of Massachusetts that is 
speaking. 


) 

Now there is a case precisely in point, where they say that the 
count was illegal and void because no error had been alleged in the 
notice applying for a recount. Now having shown that the recount 
was unauthorized, I will run a parallel for a moment as a matter of 


fact. I am glad to see my friends on both sides of the House listen- 


ing to me, and especially my friend from Maryland, [Mr. WALSH, 
who yesterday rose above the claims of panty and assumed the hig 
stand-point of an impartial statesman. He said he would copy into 
his speech all the testimony on both sides. I read his speech this 
morning, and I find he has copied the evidence so far as it sustains 
his views, but the evidence on the other side he has left out. I will 
show that as I proceed, and he cannot gainsay it. He had the floor 
yesterday and would allow no interruption. I have it to-day, but I 
will not do him injustice. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we come to the question of the reliability of the 
two counts, and we must decide between them. I will premise b 
saying, all else being equal, I would give credit to the count whi 
was made at a time and under circumstances which are free from all 
temptation to fraud. Two men of equal character and standing make 
directly opposite statements touching the same transaction. One has 
neither motive nor feeling to do wrong, the other has every possible 
motive which could influence the human mind to make a wrong state- 
ment; which would you believe? Who can hesitate to believe the 
former? The first count was made at ten different places at the same 
time, when no one knew the result of the election, for it had not been. 
ascertained. The second was made some days after the election, at 
one time and by the same parties. Then they knew that ac eof 
4 votes would elect Field and perhaps decide the complexions of the 
House in the Forty-fifth Congress, for, it will be remembered, for some 
days after the election it was undecided which party would have a 
majority in this House. Therefore the latter had the strongest temp- 
tation to err. 

First, let us look at the manner in which this ward count was 
made. Let the officers of that election speak for themselves. D. P. 
Sullivan says: 

The tem was, the i 
. as. warden, clerk, and one of the 


en and clerk were 
i tor was absent when one lot was being coun 


bundle, on a ballot, the vote for Mr. and for Mr. Field; then they were 
handed to the supervisors, Mr. Swinson and myself. Mr. Swinson would count 
the ballots and I would watch him, and after he got through he would hand them 
tuo or three diferent lanes to os the figures compared with the ward OAOE ONAE, 
and each time I found them to be correct. 

I cannot read all the testimony in this case, but if I do not quote 
it correctly or quote it partially I call upon my friends to correct me. 

The ward officers are required, one hour after the polls are opened, 
to begin the count. Remember Massachusetts has eight officers at 
each voting-place, enough to record and count the votes at the same 
time. They go over them again and again, the ballots passing through 
several han 

They are then passed over to the United States supervisors, con- 
sisting of one democrat and one 8 at each voting: place. 
They in turn count them. If any discrepancy is discovered they 
retrace their steps, count them over and over until the error is de- 
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tected and their sheets tally. That is what was done in this case at each 
of the ten wards constituting the congressional district. Moreover, 
Mr. Speaker, these ward officers had more time than the aldermanic 


committee, as I will presently show. They had from early morning 
until night to count an ave: of less than 2,000 votes, for the count 
goes on allday. The whole vote of the district in round numbers 
was 20,000; divided into ten voting-places would give an average of 
2,000 to each. There were ten officers at each voting-place, making 
one hundred divided into squads of ten. Thus caeh ward had the 
whole day in which to count 2,000 votes; and while these several 
officers were thus counting, each ward separate and distinct from the 
other, they did not know that the aggregate of their several counts 
would elect Dean by 4 majority; hence they were free from all motive 
of fraud or wrong in the premises. To prove these ward counts 
correct I will read the testimony in part on that subject, and I desire 
to call jal attention to the fact that there is no conflict between 
democratic and republican witnesses : 


Deposition of William Swinson. 
APRIL 19. 
WILLIAM Swixson, a witness for Benjamin Dean, the contestant, being first duly 
in answer to in: es proposed by S. A. B. Abbott, esq., of counsel for 


sworn, 
contestant, testified as follows, namely: 

1 stato reas name, age, residence, and occupation. 

Answer. W Swinson; fifty-nine; 76 Rutland street, ward 18; merchant; 
am out of business now. 

Int. 2. What office, if any, did you hold on November 7, 1876? 

A. United States su in ward 18, to represent the republican party. I 
bad lived in the ward ve years; have been warden and inspector when it 
was old ward 11; have not much of a politician since the old whig party. 

nag e you attend at the polls on that day, November 7, 1876, an Wale 
your duties 


A. I did. 
Int. 4. Did you carefully count the ballots cast for Representative to Congress 
Bs 
Int. 5. Did Mr. Sullivan, the other United States supervisor, also carefully count 
the same ballots ? 
A. Ithink he counted a good part, or was there present most of the time, I 
288 whether he personaly counted all the votes; I have an impression that 


Int. 6. What ward officers counted the ballots for member of Con; 7 

A. The warden—I think only one person at a time, with the pms cowl of the 
clerk—they ps ol very correct method, a regular debit and credit account, so that 

was no chance for mistakes. One inspector also counted, and as they were 

counted they were passed to our table and we counted. The whole counting was 
done by two persons at a time; the others were attending at the boxes. 

Int. 7. Did the counts made by you and Mr. Sullivan agree with that made by 
Lar ward ares 

Int. 8. How long have the warden and clerk been ward officers in ward 18! 

A. That I cannot state positively ; I think three years. 

Int. 9. Were they or not persons fitted for performing the duties required of a 
warden and a clerk? 

A. I think they were; have no doubt of it. 


Deposition of Charles B. Hunting. 
22 cee tee ako core e et 
757 

Answer. Charles B. Hunting; forty one; Boston, Massachusetts; ward 16; 
Ant K Were vou acting as clerk of ward 16 at the election of November 7, 1876! 
Tut. . State who acted as United States supervisors in said ward at said election, 


A. John F. Dally and Abraham J. Lamb. 
lly scrutinized, can and 


Int. & State whether said supervisors vassed. 
counted the ballots for Representative to Congress cast in said ward at said elec- 


A. They counted them; can't tell how carefully they scratinized them. 
Cross-examination resumed ; q 

Recross-interrogatory 6. You counted all the ballots in your ward as carefully as 
possible, did you not? 

Answer. Yes, sir, 

Recross-int. 7. Did you not believe, after the count was finished, that the returns 
made by you to the city hall represented the true number of ballots cast in your 
r 12 r. Dean and Mr. Field, respectively? 

Recross-int. 8. Don't you now believe the count made by you is the true count 
of the votes cast for Mr. Dean and Mr. Field, respectively ? 

A. I believed it then, and believe it now. 


Deposition of Abraham J. Lamb. 
APRIL 20. 
ABRAHAM JOEN Lamu, a witness for Benjamin Dean, the contestant, being first 


daly sworn, in answer to interrogatories p: by S. A. B. Abbott, esq., of coun- 
sel for contestant, testified as follows, namely: 
Interrogatory 2. What office, if any, did you hold in ward 16 on November 7, 18761 
Answer. United States nee caster of election, representing the democratic y. 
Int. 3. Did you attend at the polls on that day and faithfully discharge your duties 
as 2 e 


Int. 4. Did you count the ballots cast for member of Congress carefully, and make 
a true return of the number cast for each candidate to the chief supervisor ? 


A. 7 7 
ae S Her Mr. Daly, the republican supervisor, also count the same ballots? 
edid. 


Int. 6. Have you any doubt that you counted for Mr. Dean and Mr. Field all the 
ballots actually cast for them, respectively 1 
A. Ihave none. 
Int. 7. Did you know of any error or mistake bein, 
vember 7, 1876, in the count and return of votes cast 
A. No, sir; I did not. . 
by William G. Russell, esq., of counsel for Mr. Field, the in- 


eumbent: 
Cross-int 1. Did you discover any error in the count of the warden and clerk? 


made in this ward on No- 
r member of Congress? 


A. No, sir. 
Cross-int. 2. Did you remain until the ballots were put into the boxes and sealed 


up? 

2 0 Yes, sir. 

Deposition of John F. Daly. 
APRIL 20 

N Dalx. A N for Benjamin pal Mord . being first duly 
sworn, in answer terro; es proposed B. „of counsel 
for contestant, testified pie 7g namely : Z 9 
„ What office, if any, did you hold in ward 16 on November 7, 


1878 

Answer. United States supervisor of election, ting the republican A 

Int. 3. Did you attend at 27 in ward 16 on November 7, 1870, and faithfully 
discharge your duties as United States su isor? 

A. To the best of my knowledge and ability I did. 

Int. 4. Did von count the ballots cast for member of Con carefully, and 
make a true return of the number cast for each candidate to the chief supervisor? 

A. To the best of my knowledge and belief I made an accurate count, and re- 
turned the same to the commissioner, the chief supervisor. 

2 1 a Mr. Lamb, the other supervisor, also count the same ballots ? 

0 

Int. 6. Have you any doubt that you counted for Mr. Field all the ballots actu- 
ally cast for him ? 

None whatever. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, hanog disposed of the manner in which the 
ward counts were made and having offered the highest evidence of 
their correctness, let us consider for a few moments how the second 
or committee’s count was made, 

McCleary, clerk of the court, says: 

In 8. How di . 
ja TTA fi Nira the committee proceed to count? State fully and par: 

Answer. 3 chairman of the committee, would take the box, place 


the packa, and correct it. Oc- 
-four as it — from Stebbins. We 


The House will observe. Stebbins handles the ballots first and 
then passes them on. See what he says about the counting of other 
elections in the same room and at the same time: 

Cross-interrogatory 40. When were the votes for Mr. Denny’s senatorial district 


counted? 5 

Answer. I should have to look at one of my boxes not here to determine. Ihave 
ascertained that they were recounted on the 11th of November. 

Cross- int. 41. Was it not during the counting of the ballots for Representative 
to Congress from the third district? 

A. It must have been, because the committee had not finished their count. 

Cross-int. 42. And in the same room 

A. Yes, sir; in the same room. 

Cross- int. 43. Were not the ballots for some of the wards of the fourth congres- 
ser eer oa for Representative to Congress counted at the same time, and by 
whom 

A. Yes, the ballots for Representative to Congress for the fourth district, for 
wards 1, 2, 6, and 12, were recounted during the 7 the committee in 

ing the ballots for the third district ; the by other parties 
than the committee, but under their direction. 

(Witness here states that before siguing he would like to state in answer to cross- 
in tories before put to him :) 

Ia to state that the ballots for ward 1 in the fourth district were counted 
Saturday evening, November 11, by Messrs. Priest, Lee, and Clapp, and not by tho 
committee, though in our presence, and the same is true of wards 9, 11, and 12. 
Ward 10 was counted by the committee. These counts were for members of the 


State Le; re, 
Int. 13. Did your committee com the number of votes found in the envel- 
© number of names checked upon the check- 


from the several wards with 
or tally-sheets in those wards? 

d not. Wards 13, 14, 15, 16, and 17 were counted on November 10, 1876; 
SOLO. B STEBBINS. 


A. We 
The aldermanic committee say that they commenced counting on 
Saturday evening at two o’clock and closed the count at twelve 
o’clock midnight for five of the wards, which five wards added to- 
ther give 10,000 votes. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the size of the 
allot, fexhibstin a ballot.] Think for a moment of three men 
counting 10,000 of such votes in nine hours, That is the time stated 
by Mr. Stebbins; and I know gentlemen on the other side will not 
contradict him. Is it physically 8 that 10,000 of these votes 
could have been counted in nine hours? And Mr. Stebbins says that 
while they were doing this, two other committees were in the same 
room handling the same tickets and counting for senate and for the 
fourth congressional district. A pretty set of men to decide upon 
the rights of the people! Alderman Stebbins with his committee and 
two other committees handling the same ballots at the same time! 
Very naturally they got matters mixed; and consequently Stebbins 
reports some votes for Mr. Morse and some for Mr. Frost—candidates 
in another district. Why? Because these different committeemen 
handling the same tickets got them intermixed. 
One other point: Stebbins, to be very particular about it, says that 
each one handled the tickets more than once. But I say even if they 


ts were 


_ wards 18, 19, 20,21, and 24, November 11, 1876. 


handled the tickets but once, they must in those nine hours have 
counted 133 votes per minute, not counting the time they stopped 
for refreshments; for my friend 

says they do drink 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Harris] 


occasionally even in Massachusetts. Remember, 
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they began on the five wards at two p.m. and closed at twelve. 
This would make ten hours; but the witnesses all agree that one 
hour was lost in consultation with the city attorney, thus leaving 
only nine hours in which to count 10,000 votes. 

Was that not going on with a rush? Is it upon such a count that 
my friends on this side are asked to abandon their party and go with 
gentlemen on the other side ? 

Mr. Daly and Mr. Larner both testified that they took the great- 
est possible pains in the ward count. A republican ward oficer being 
examined and asked whether the ward count was correct, says: 
“Yes, I believed it was correct then and I believe it is correct now,” 
notwithstanding the count of Mr. Stebbins. 

I want to show who this Mr. Stebbins is. My friend from Mary- 
land [Mr. WaLsH] said yesterday that the majority of this alder- 
manic committee belonged to the same political party with himself. 
Well, sir, Stebbins, the republican member of the committee and its 
chairman, being asked to what political party the members of the 
committee belonged, says: “I am a republican, O’Brien is a demo- 
crat, and Viles is a democrat with republican tendencies.” Now, I 
rane my friend from Maryland to say to which of those parties he 

elongs. 

8 when the second count was called for, who made the 
motion for the appointment of the committee? I read from the min- 
utes of the board of aldermen, November 6, 1876: ` 

On motion of Alderman Stebbins, Mr. Stebbins, Mr. Viles, and Mr. O'Brien were 
appointed the committee. 


Mr. Stebbins, on his own motion, was appointed chairman of the 
committee, and he selected the other two men to act with him! Steb- 
bins is shown to be one of the shrewdest politicians in Boston; and, 
sir, let me go into the republican party and pick my men, and i may 
get men who will co-operate with me justas well as if they belonged 
to my own party. 

Let us see again what Stebbins does. Wereadin the minutes that 
“ after hearing of a ents of counsel, &c., Mr. Stebbins moved” this 
and “Mr. Stebbins moved” that. Mr. Stebbins was the committee. 
The other two were no doubt clever men, but comparatively 1 
acting under the adroit andsleight-of-hand Stebbins, whocould handle 
a ticket as a ee would a playing-card. 

Now, how did they count the votes? Stebbins says that he took them 
out of the ballot-box, counted them out in twenty-fives and passed 
them to the other members of the committee. Stebbins was the first 
to handle the tickets. How easy it would have been for him while 
handling them to slip off some of the pasters. When he has handed 
over one lot of twenty-five to Viles and while Viles is counting those, 
what is Stebbins doing? He says that he is ROPID e another 
twenty-five; but how easy it would be for him to ya oif some of those 
pasters without O’Brien and Viles knowing anything about it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the fact that 
the vote for each candidate was increased by the aldermanic count 
does not prove that pasters were not 8 

Mr. H 8, of Virginia. No, sir. They increased the vote of 
each one a little; but they took care to increase Mr. Field 4 
votes more than Mr. Dean. When men want to cheat or to do a mean 
thing it often appears that they came 3 near doing right, but 
missed it by-only a little; just enough to effect the object. Do you 
tell me that Stebbins could not have slipped those pasters off when 
he knew he had only to make a change of 4 votes? Do you tell me 
that a man who comes here with this supplemental affidavit after he 
has given his testimony is not capable of doing so? Do you tell me 
that he had not the motive? No wonder the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. FRYE] did not want the affidavit of Mr. Stebbins read in full, 
for in a long practice at the barI never knew a case where a man 
ee statement of this kind, even though his lawyer might 
write it for him oralthough it might be written in the city of Wash- 
ington and sent to Boston for him to swear to, did not make some 


slip. 

Here is the trip Mr. Stebbins makes. I read from his testimony. 
I mean his voluntary affidavit made since the argument of this case 
began to meet some of the weak ponn presented in the progress of 
the case. He says it was not possible for the pasters to cover both the 
words “for Representative in Forty-fifth Congress” and the name of 
the candidate, for both were printed in large letters. Here is the 
ticket, twelve inches long by six e hope the printer may be 
able to give a fac-simile of so much as refers to Congress: 


For Representative to Congress, 


WALBRIDGE A. FIELD. 


It will be seen how difficult it was in pasting the name of Dean 
over Field to keep the paster from concealing “for Representative 
to Con I perchance it did, Stebbins tells us his committee 


counted it blank, while he and our committee give Mr. Field 25 votes 
cast for the fourth district, because we thought the voters meant to 
vote for him for the third district. 

Where is Mr. Field’s name? Here it is, and just above it, “For 
resentative to Congress ;” and it is in the v 
ink except one known to the printing art. 


smallest sized type 


Re 
I should like to have 


this ticket passed over to my friend from Maryland, who made the 
speech yesterday, and to ask him to compare Stebbins’s testimony 
with the 0 i he can judge for himself. Stebbins said that the 
words, ‘‘For Representative to Congress,” were printed in the very 
largest type, when, as the gentleman can see from this paper, it is 
rather in the very smallest. That shows he was trying to make a 
case without having the facts before him. This was brought in not 
by Mr. Dean’s friends but by others, 

Now, I would like to pursue this matter a little farther. This same 
man Stebbins, who first handled all the votes, testifies it was two 
o’clock at night before the result was known. The evidence shows 
that Mr. Stebbins, this sor srg officer of the law, at two o’clock in 
the morning, rushed breathless to the house of his friend, Mr. Field, 
aroused him, and informed him that he had been elected by 4 votes. 

Was that the conduct of an impartial, fair-minded man aiter ascer- 
taining the result to run off and wake up his friend and inform him 
of the result? Was it not more like the act of a partisan ? 

To show the utter rotteuness, the utter contempt with which that 
second connt ought to be considered, let me read further from the 
testimony in reference to the tally and check lists : 

cash ibang es 13, Did your committee compare the number of votes found in the 
3 ballot-boxes) from the several wards with the number of names checked 
upon the check-lists or tally-sheets in those wards? 

Answer. We did not. 

The tally-list and the check-list, where every man’snameis recorded, 
should have been before that board to see whether there were too 
many or too few ballots in the box, for if there were more ballots in the 
box than there were nameson the check-list, prima facie there wassome- 
thing wron g. These gentlemen seem to have utterly disregarded that 
important feature in the case. They were asked whether they com- 
pared the number of names on the check-list or the tally-list in these 
wards with the number of ballots found in the ballot-box, and they 
sar ioy did not compare them. 

. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Do you understand the check-list 
would show how many ballots had been cast for any one candidate ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The check-list would have shown how 
many ballots were cast, and if the number of ballots exceeded or fell 
below the check-list there was prima facie evidence of fraud or mis- 
take somewhere. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. The check-list would show how 
many voted. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. That is true; that is what I complain of, 
that the check-list was not compared with the number of ballots found 
in the boxes. When you increased the number of votes at some of the 
wards, there was no comparison made between the check-list and the 
number of votes found in the ballot-boxes. If there had been found 
any discrepancy, it would have been proof of fraud or mistake. There 
has y been reference made to the manner of counting adopted 
by the board of aldermen. If the sticker covered “For Representa- 
tive to Congress,” the vote was not counted, and it was put down asa 
blank. Now, what is the fact? Mr. Field brings the proceedings of the 
aldermanic board here and my friend from Maine complains that we 
use it. Ifhe[Mr. FRYE] will d it to me, I will show him wherein 
the recount made by the aldermen is discredited. I will read from 
the minutes of the aldermen wherein the committee are explaining 
how they made the recount. From which it will be seen if a vote were 
cast for “ Mr, Dean” it was thrown out by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, (Stebbins.) I read: 

Alderman O'BRIEN. There were also votes for Mr. Morse, Mr. Dean, Mr. Frost, 
andall the candidates for Representatives in Con in every ward in Boston. Mr. 
Frost received votes in almost every ward, snd so did Mr. and Mr. Morse, 
and all those votes were thrown out. But still, such things were illustrated to us 
to-night as an impossibility, It is not an impossibility, because it was done in our 
city in the last tion in almost all the wards, and I presume the intention was 
to express a preference for Mr. Dean, or Mr. Morse, or Mr. Frost, under all circum- 
stances. There were many cases of the kind cited by the aldermen, and which the 
chairman of the committee threw out. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman leaves off when if he had continued he 
would have found they counted them further on separately. Let the 
gentleman read further. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I will read further on: 

Alderman Srzuntxs. I am certain the alderman would not do me an injustice. 
Those votes were returned to the city clerk. I have my original minutes here, and 
in every instance those votes were returned to the city cler 

Alderman O'BRIEN. I did not mean to contradict that; but I mean to say we did 
not count them. ‘They were counted separately, the same as the 25 votes for Wal- 
bridge A. Field were counted. We did not add a vote to Mr. Morse’s returns. 
‘They were sent to the city clerk, as for Rufus S. Frost, of Boston, and Leopold 
Morse, of Chelsea. 

So my friend will see I was right. I did not deny they were re- 
turned—returned blank—my complaint was that votes cast for “ Mr. 
Dean” were not counted for contestant. Then the finding of ballots 
for the adjoining district proves that while the other committee was 
counting the votes in the fourth district between Frost and Morse the 
tickets of the two districts became mixed, and that the latter count, 
therefore, was entirely unreliable; when it is remembered that a 
change of three votes would have high Se the result. 

And where are those ballots now? They have not been added to 
Dean’s vote. How many there were God only knows. The commit- 
tee do not tell us. That was on a wrong principle. Now, if that com- 
mittee acted wrong then the whole case falls tothe ground; and they 
23 yon under oath they would not count a vote for Dean if it was 
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Now, gentlemen, which set of counters is entitled to the more credit? 
Those sworn officers who had a whole day to count deliberately fif- 
teen hundred or two thousand, as the case may be, or this commit- 
tee. I want to show now how, while this committee composed of Mr. 
Stebbins and two men of his own choosing were counting the votes 
of the third district, it happens that the vetes of the fourth district 
got into the third. 

How easy it would have been, when these counters from the fourth 
district were counting for Morse and Frost, to take a few votes from 
Dean and to put alike number from the fourth district into the third 
district, and thus deprive Dean of his return; Mr. Stebbins and bis 
committee acting with a carelessness which was inexcusable either 
in the facts or the law of the case, 

All Task of our friends is to examine the two counts and see which 
is entitled to the more credit. I wish to refer to the law in regard 
to the count made by the aldermen; and I want my friend, the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Hiscock, J to come where he may hear 
what I have to say, for I know he will not contradict me. I Want to 
bring him here to the law on that question. I promised to show that 
the law was not complied with in asingle particular by this commit- 
to make that promise good. The law says that 


tee, and I am goin 
forthwith enter the returns from the w upon 


the city clerk 


At this point I will read the returns from the ward officers, in order that the House may see the difference in the two: 


5 e I ask my friend did he do it? Did he comply with the 
w 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill answer the gentleman’s question by saying 

— my ee filing of the records in the office is an entry of them, then 
e it, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The boxes were carried there, but never 
opened, so far as we know, and no entry was made upon the record 
as the law directs. 5 the boxes to the clerk’s office was no 
entry on the records. It is the failure of the clerk to make the entry 
which constitutes the violation of the law. Again, the law says the 
aldermen, if they make the count, or the committee, if they make 
the count, shall send the corrected returns to the clerk. Did they do 
it? Iask my friend the question, Did the committee after they made 
their count send their returns to the clerk? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They corrected the returns. As I understand it. 
rey complied literally with the act. 

r. HARRIS, of Virginia. To whom did they send them? 

Mr. HISCOCK. They were corrected in the office. 

_ Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. No, sir; my friend cannot contradict 
it. The law says the committee shall send their return to the clerk ; 
and the committee in this case made their return to the aldermen, an 

by that return they elected Dean, as the following table will show : 


Committee's count. 


ee 


e ee, SERRE 


Field 
Walbridge A. Field, (fourth district). 
A. Field 
Field .... 
Samuel D. Smith 


But as the committee reported to the aldermanic board instead of 
to the clerk, the former undertook to and did revise the result as 
given by the committee, though two out of three of the committee 
who made the count voted against it. This the board did in open 
violation of law, for if they had not counted they had no power to 
revise the count of the committee. Had the law, the count, and the 
report of the committee been observed, Mr. Dean would have had his 
seat. But Stebbins and his friends voted them down and had the 25 
votes transferred from the fourth to the third district and had the cer- 
tificate given to Mr. Field. I allege that in not one single 8 
did they comply with the law. Vet our friends here are asked to go 
against the report of their committee, disregard the popular will as 
ascertained through the legal channels of Massachusetts, and to con- 
tinue a gentleman in his seat who holds it by the means I haye de- 
scribed. Will they do it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask the gentlemanif this difference was 
not over the language used in the certificate with reference te the 
25 votes? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virgina. Yes, sir; Istated that. I stated that 
the committee who counted these votes returned Mr. Dean elected 
by a plurality of votes. And it was not in the power of the aldermen 
to change it. If the aldermen made the count they can make the 
correction. But if the committee made the count the committee alone 
can make the correction. This House might have corrected the error, 
but the aldermen could not correct it. But they took high-handed 
measures and made the change and gave the seat to the gentleman 
who now occupies it and our friends are now called upon to sustain 
and sanction this outrage upon the people of Massachusetts, and refuse 
the seat to my friend Mr. Dean, who now sits on my right. The law, 
as the gentleman from New York admita, has not been complied with 
in a single particular; with every motive that could influence a 
p pressed upon Stebbins to make a change of an honest count 
made by a hun men when they had no motive to make any other 
than the true returns. 

If this reconnt was to be had and the law authorized it, then the 
law ought to have been followed in all its details. I allege again, 
and I call upon my friend and namesake from Massachusetts to cor- 
rect me if I am wrong, that the law was not complied with in any 


Ward returns. 
24 Totals. 
895 9. 308 
9, 276 


single particular. That being the case, and confessedly so, from the 
fact that my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] virtually con- 
fesses it, I leave the case with the House. If it should be their will 
to retain Mr. Field in the seat which he fills with so much dignity 
and ability, I shall feel no regrets. His conduct throughout this case 
has been that of a cultivated and honorable man, and if I have said 
soyining in the heat of debate which might be construed to reflect 
on him, I beg to assure the House I did not so intend it; that the 
warmth exhibited in debate springs from no unkind feeling to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the resolution reported 
by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Walbridge A. Field is not entitled to a seat in this House as the 
Representative from the con, district of the State of Massachusetts. 

solved, That Benjamin Dean is entitled to a seat in this House as the Repre- 
sentative from the third congressional district of the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays; but first I would 
inquire if the minority of the committee did not report resolutions as 
an amendment to the resolutions of the majority, and if a vote ought 
not first to be taken upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not aware that the resolutions of 
the minority had been offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They should first be voted upon; but I suggest 
that the members of the minority withdraw that amendment, and iet 
us take one vote upon agreeing to the resolutions reported by the 


majority. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection. I would just as soon that a 
vote be taken on the resolutions of the majority as upon those of the 
minority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the gentleman 
from New York had yet presented the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. Irise to a point of order. I supported, that the only 
resolution pending is the resolution declaring that Mr. Dean is enti- 
tled to his seat, and the previous question is operating upon that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the contrary: that by 
agreement between the parties, the resolutions offered by the minor- 
ity are first to be votedon. The gentleman from New York, however, 
states his willingness to withdraw the amendment and allow a vote 
to be taken directly upon the report of the majority. 
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Mr. FRYE. My point of order is simply this: the previous ques- 
tion is in operation and N it should turn out that the resolutions 
of the majority should not be adopted, then as a matter of course the 
other resolution reported by the minority will be voted upon imme- 
diately after. 

The SPEAKER. If the resolutions of the majority are not adopted 
then the Chair thinks that it would leave the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. FIELD] in his seat. 

Mr. HISCOCK. To save trouble I ask that a vote be taken on the 
amendment; of course the yeas and nays will only be called once. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 3 A. Field is entitled to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
sentative in the Forty-fi from the third district of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That Be: in Dean is not entitled to a seat in this House as a Repre- 
oe in the Forty-fifth Congress from the third congressional district of Massa- 
hu 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be a division called for of the amend- 
ment, the vote will be taken upon the two resolutions together. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 119, not 
voting 52; as follows: 


YEAS—120, 
Aldrich, Danford, Jones, John S. K 
Bacon, Davis, Horace Joyce, Rice, William W. 
Bagley, Deering, Keifer, Robinson, Milton S. 
AEE Jobn H. fi Keightley, Ryan, 
Baker, William H. Dunnell, ley, pson, 
Ballon, Eames, Lindsey, 8 app 
Banks, Ellsworth, Loring, Shallenberger, 
Bayne, Evans, James L. Marsh, Sinnickson, 
Bisbee, Evans, I. Newton McCook, alls, 
Blair, Fort, McGowan, Starin, 
Brentano, Foster, McKinley, Stenger, 
Brewer, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Briggs, Gardner, on ros, Stone, Joseph C. 
Brogden, Gartiel Neal, Stone, John W. 
Browne, Hale, Norcross, Strait, 
Barchard, Hanna, Oliver, 4 ea emi 
Burdick, Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, Thornburgh, 
Cain Hartridge, Overton, Tipton, 
Calkins, Haskell, Patterson, G. W. ‘Townsend, Amos 
Camp, Hayes, Peddie, Townsend, 
Campbell, Hazelton, Phillips, Wait, 
Cannon, Hendee, Pollard, W. ~ 
Claflin, Henderson, Potter, Ward, 
Clark, Rush Pound, Watson, 
Cole, Powers, Welch, 

Lans Ea pone, Nach. wae: cp sty D. 
ox. Jaco umphrey, illiams, C. G. 
Crapo, Tine. 1 — i Williams, James 

Cummings, James, Randolph, Willits, 
Cutler, Jones, James T. Rea, Wren. 
NAYS—119. 
Aiken” Davin, Seg ee e ene 
en, a enna, ver, 
l. Dives Kimmel, ales, 
— Dickey, aioe 5 
igon, ey, 
Blackburn, — Lockwood, Singleton, 
Bland, Eden, Lu Slemons, 
Bliss, Elam, Lynde, Smith, William E. 
Blount, Ellis, key, uthard. 
Boone. Ewing. Maish, 5 ger, 
Bouck, Felton, Manning, | Steele, 
Bright, y, Mayham, Swann, 
Bue J Forne McKenzie, Throckmorton, 
Butler, iain, Mahon, Townshend, R. W. 
Cabel Mills, Tucker, 
Caldwell, John W. Gause, Money, Turner, 
Caldwell, W. P. Gibson, 4 Vance, 
Car! Giddings, h Veeder, 
Cc Glover, Morse, Waddell, 
Clark, Alvah A. Gunter, Mauldrow, Warner, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hamilton, uller, Whitthorne, 
Clark of Missouri, Hardenbergh, Phelps, Wigginton, 
8 Harris, erat e Wi „ A. S. 
Cobb, Harris, John T. J 8 N. 
Collins, Rei Willis, 8. 
Cook, Hewitt, A.S Rice, Americus V. Willis, Benj. A. 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hewitt, G. W. Riddle, Wood, 
ravens, ooker, Rob Wright, 
Crittenden, House, Roberts, 
ulberson Hunton, Robertson, 
NOT VOTING 32. 
Atkins, Errett, Hungerford, Robinson, George D. 
Evins, John H. Jorgensen, xton, 
Bee Field, Ketcham, Smith, A. Herr 
Boyd, i Killinger, Sparks, 
Bragg, Fuller, Knapp, Stephens, 
Bri Goode, 3 ‘Turney, 
Bundy, Harmer, Lapham, Van Vision. 
Candler, Harrison, Lathrop, Walker, 
Casw pee Martin, White, 
Chi Hatcher, Metcalfe, Williams, Andrew 
Cove Henkle, Page, Williams, Richard 
h Henry, Patterson, T. M. Wilson, 
Fickh Hubbell, Pridemore, Young. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. BANNING, 

is eee u this question with Mr. W. of Pennsylvania. 
. TUC I 8 to say that my co es, Mr. PRIDEMORE 


and Mr. neee e paired upon 


state also that my co e, Mr. GOODE, is paired with the tleman 
Nis, Me Hann. RTOS 


from Pennsylva: 
Mr. HART. I desire to announce that I am 8 upon this ques- 


this question, and I desire to 


tion with my colleague, Mr. HUNGERFORD. 
would vote “ay” and I should vote no. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD, I desire to state that my colleagues, Mr. BEEBE 
and Mr. LAPHAM, are paired. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam paired with Mr. HUBBELL, of Michigan. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. My colleagues, Mr. EICKHOFF and Mr. 
CHITTENDEN, are paired. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I am paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. If 
he were here, I presume he would vote “ay ;” I would vote “no.” 

Mr. HENRY. On this question I am pai with my colleague, 
Mr. HENKLE. If present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. My colleague, Mr. CANDLER, informs me that 
on this question he was paired with Mr. TURNEY, of Pennsylvania. 
If here, my colleague would vote “ay.” 

Mr. AIKEN. My colleague, Mr. EVINs, is absent, and paired with 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. If present, my colleague would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. METCALFE. g am paired with Mr. Sparks, of Illinois. If 
he were present, he would vote “no” and I would yote “ ay.” 

Mr. FULLER, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. SEXTON. If 
he were here, he would vote “ay ” and I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. LANDERS. Iam paired with Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
If present, he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

r. HISCOCK. My colleagues, Mr. COVERT and Mr. KETCHAM, are 

paired. If present, Mr. KETCHAM would vote “ay” and Mr. COVERT 

no. 


he were present, he 


Mr. WAIT. I have been requested to announce that Mr. WILL- 
IAMS, of Oregon, is paired with Mr. Evins, of South Carolina. 
My friend from South Carolina [Mr. AIKEN] did not state how Mr. 
WILLIAMS would vote if present. I desire to state that he would 
vote “ay. 

Mr. ONEILL. My colleague, Mr. HARMER, is paired with Mr. 
GOODE, of Virginia. If present, Mr. HARMER would vote “ay” and 
Mr. GoopE “no,” My colleague, Mr. KILLINGER, is paired with Mr. 
HARRISON, of Illinois. If present, Mr. KILLINGER would vote “ay” 
and Mr. HARRISON “no.” My colleague, Mr. FREEMAN, is detained 
from the House by illness. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. On this question I am paired with 
Mr. HATCHER, of Missouri. If he were present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. On this eee my colleagues, 
Mr. CASWELL and Mr. BRAGG, are paired. present, Mr, CASWELL 
would vote “ay” and Mr. BRAGG “no.” 

Mr. PAGE. On this question and on all political questions Lam 
paired with Mr. WALKER, of Virginia. If present, he would vote “no” 
and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr, LATHROP. On this question I am paired with Mr. YOUNG, 
of 3 If he were present, I would vote “ay” and he would 
vote “ no. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. On this question I am paired with Mr. WII 
SON, of West Virginia. If he were present, I would vote “ay,” 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I am paired on this question with 
Mr. ATKINS, of Tennessee. If present, he would vote “no” and I 
would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. On this question I am paired with 
Mr. Errert, of Pennsylvania. If present, he would vote “ay” and I 
would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. HENDERSON. My colleagues, Mr. Boyp and Mr. Knapp, are 
paired. If ES Mr. Boyp would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague, Mr. Harrison, is paired with Mr. 
KILLINGER, of Pennsylvania. If present, Mr. HARRISON would vote 
“no” and Mr. KILLINGER, I suppose, would vote “ay.” I also desire 
to announce that Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, is paired with Mr. BUNDY, 
of New York. If present, Mr. ŠTEPHENS would vote “no” and Mr. 
BUNDY “ay.” I have voted in the ab e I now change my vote 
to the affirmative. [After a pause.] Iwill not change my vote, but 
let it stand as I first gave it, in the negative. 

Mr. FRYE. You had better change it again. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I am voting according to my judgment. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this vote the yeas are 120, and the nays 119. 
The Chair votes in the negative, making—yeas 120, nays 120. [Ap- 

lause on the democratic side, promptly checked by the Speaker. ] 
he substitute is lost. The question now recurs upon the resolutions 
9 by the majority of the committee, which the Clerk will read. 
e Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, eae eee ee rar to a seat in this House as the 


Representative from the con; nal district of the State of Massachusetts. 
Resolved, That jamin Dean is entitled to a seat in tkis House as the Repre- 
sentative from the congressional district of the State of Massachusetts. 


Mr. CONGER. I move tho House now adjourn. 
The motion was to; and arnon ney (at five o’clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. in.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rul : 

By the § 


and referred as stated : 
R: Joint resolution of the Legislature of New Jer 
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sey, in reference to closing up the centennial international exhibition 
held at Philadelphia in 1876—to the Committee on 55 
Buy Mr. CAMP: The petition of citizens of Lyons, New York, for the 
repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. COLE: The pea of John Rust, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAPO: The petition of R. B. Forbes, J. Alexander, Mat- 
thew Bartlett, and 29 other citizens of Boston, Massachusetts, and 
of Jonathan Bowme, Andrew G. Pierce, Edward Kilburn, and 108 
other citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, against the transfer of 
the life-saving service to the Navy Department—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. CUTLER: Resolutions of the board of freeholders of Hud- 
son County, New Jersey, in favor of Jersey City as a port of entry— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of 1,580 citizens 
of North Carolina, relating to the distribution of the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands among the States for educational purposes— 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of citizens of Frederika, Iowa, for 
the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EICKHOFF: The petition of George Finker and William 
Smith, of Saint Louis, Missouri, sureties on the bond of Louis Teus- 
cher, for relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Adolph Boekeler, Charles Hoppe, Conrad Sei- 
bel, and John H. Rottman, of Saint Louis, Missouri, sureties on the 
bond of Rudolph U. Ulrici, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The Penna of citizens of Hudson County, 
Ohio, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of dealers in wines in Ohio, that the present spe- 
cific duty of forty cents per gallon on still wines be retained—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAUSE: The petitions of the publishers of the Osceola 
(Arkansas) Times and of the Augusta (Arkansas) Bulletin, for the 
abolition of the duty on t to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: The petition of operative potters of 
Trenton, New Jersey, for the reduction of the tariff on crockery—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HASKELL: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew Carnes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENRY : Tapas relating to the claim of Joseph Bradshaw— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of citizens of Kinderhook, New 
York, for the equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Laura De Force Gordon, of 
Oakland, California, for the removal of her political disabilities—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Maria E. Laird, of Mayfield, California, of 
* Ales . W California, aski 

resolutions of the ture of California, ng a pria- 
tions for the erection of a post-office and other Federal Buildings in 
the city of Stockton, California, and for the improvement of the San 
Joaquin River—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking an appro- 
riation of $20,000 for the improvement of the Mokelumne River and 
‘or an . Mier for the improvement of the harbor of San Luis 
Obispo, California—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of California, asking appropria- 
tions for the erection of a ffice and other Federal offices in Sac- 
ramento, California, and for the improvement of the Sacramento and 
Feather Rivers—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petitions of Charles G. Baker, Bronson 
Bookout, Matthew L. Casey, Stephen H. Childress, John C. Craig, 
James Colyer, John J. Collier, Abraham Guyton, Rolly C. Horton, 
Isaac James, Isaac Joyner, F. H. Linebarger, y Luker, Mrs. Pru- 
dence MeNeill, Joseph B. Morgan, Samuel Y. Ragan, William L. Rey- 
nolds, Mrs. Sarah E. West, Granville A. Woods, Granville A. Wood, 
trustee, &c., and William T. Young, for compensation for property 
taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: The petition of citizens of Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, that the sessions of the United States district court for the 
western portion of Kentucky be held at Hopkinsville instead of Pa- 
ducah—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 130 citizens of Mahoning 
County, Ohio, against any change of the tariff on wools and woolens 
. a st any change in the tariff laws—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of John Cassidy, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: The petitions of Jacob Baker, W. E. Estis, agent, 
Seaborn J. Miller, Mary Parker, and Benjamin F. Smyth, for com- 

nsation for property taken by the United States Army—to the 

ommittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of the publisher of the West Salem 
(Ohio) Monitor, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of 1 iers Means. 

By Mr. MULDROW: The petitions of Joseph Betts, John H. Craige, 
Peter Dawkins, Eli Gordon, James E. Miller, and Charles M. Saxon, 


for compensation for property taken by the United States Army to 
the Committee on War Claims. i . 

By Mr. MULLER: Lod per ig ing Louis Franke, F. Leschorne, and 
others, inst the revival of the income tax—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERTON: The petition of the publisher of the Tankhan- 
nock (Pennsylvania) Republican, for the abolition of the duty on 
ty to the same committee. 

y Mr. PHILLIPS: The petition of Lucy Buckingham, for arrears 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. ROSS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
in reference to oong ap the centennial international exhibition 
held in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in 1876—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the board of freeholders of Hudson County, 
New Jersey, in favor of Jersey City as a port of entry—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the New Jersey Microscopical Society, for the 
removal of the restrictions preventing the transmission of microscop- 
ical slides and lenses through the mails—to the Committee on the 
Post-Offlee and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petitions of Jane H. Lee, Lee P. Murrell, 
Jesse M. Pace, John E. Pearson, and Jesse M. Pearson, for compensa- 
tion for property taken by the United States Army—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THORNBURGH: Papers relating to the claim of Charles 
Wagnon—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio: The petition of M. Barnet, J. F. 
Clark, A. H. Quinn, Frank Lynch, H. C. kwood, and 200 other cit- 
izens of Cleveland, Ohio, against reviving the income tax—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of Samuel T. Williams, administra- 
tor of John C. Rives, deceased, and others, for the purchase of copies of 
the Congressional Globe by the United States—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of M. A. Chandley and 50 other citi- 
zens of Madison County, North Carolina, that the western judicial 
district of said State be not abolished—to the Committee on the 


Judiciary, 
Also, papers relating to the claim of Paulina Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of S. F. Coues, medical di- 
rector United States Navy, and 16 others, for the passage of the bill 
(H. R. No. 3344) making apothecaries warrant officers—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. G. Adkisson, of Giles County, Tennessee, 
a pay for a horse lost in the Mexican war—to the Committee of 

aims. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of John W. Story and 
other citizens of Louisville, Kentucky, against reviving the income 
tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of William T. Strong 
and 100 others, printers, against any change in the tariff laws—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the New York Bar Association of the City of 
New York, for additional circuit judges in the second cireuit—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 28, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the 14th ultimo, copies of correspondence between the govern- 
ments of the United States and China respecting the Ward claims 
and the claim of Charles E. Hill; which was ordered to lie upon the 
table, and be printed. 

REPORT ON FORESTRY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
read : 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
ted 25,000 copies of the report V eia forestry transmitted by the President to 
ongress from the Commissioner of Agricuiture on the 13th day of December last; 
15,000 copies thereof for the use of the House of Representatives, 7,500 for the use 
of the Senate, and 2,500 copies for the Commissioner of Agriculture: Provided, 
eee the total number of pages of said report shall not exceed six hun- 
dred an J. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suppose it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, as the subject has been before that committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is a mere matter of printing, and 
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the Chair supposes that under the rule the resolution must go to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi That is true, but the subject of 
forest cultivation has been before the Committee on Agriculture. It 
is highly probable that after the examination of the resolution by 
the Fe on Agriculture it would then at the nest of that 
committee be referred t to the Committee on Printing. The chairman 
of the Committee on Agriculture [Mr. PADDOCK] is not now in, and I 
have no objection to having the resolution lie on the table until he 
comes in, in order to see what his wishes are. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a similar resolution from the 
House of Representatives in relation to the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture and both resolutions will lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Subsequently said: I understand that there are 
two resolutions here from the House of Representatives, one relatin 
to the printing of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture an 
the other relating to the printing of the report of aspecial commission 
on forestry, and upon being laid before the Senate, at the suggestion 
to the Senator from West Virginia, that these resolutions should go 
of the Committee on Agriculture, they were laid on the table tem- 
porarily until I should come in, the Senator from West Virginia 
thinking it might be proper that they should go to the Committee on 
Agriculture. f understand from the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing that the law is that such resolutionsshall be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and therefore I ask their reference to that 


committee. 

A The Chair so understands, according to 
the rule. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will state that the subject of forestry has been 
considered by the Committee on Agriculture, and reports and papers 
and communications in reference to that subject, as well as with refer- 
ence to the subject of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 
are before us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution to print the report on 
forestry will be referred te the Committee on Printing. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1877. 


The following concurrent resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate 
any 360,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1877; 
24,000 copies for the use of the House of resentatives, 56,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate, and 20,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture : 
hres oy however, That the number of pages of said report shall not exceed five 
un 


ing.) That there be 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. THURMAN presented the memorial of H. B. Payne and others, 
citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 

Mr. THURMAN. I present the memorial of Thomas Worthington, 
late colonel of the Forty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, complaining of in- 
justice done him by the improper conviction of a court-martial which 
was afterward annulled, and praying relief by reason of the prem- 
ises and for other reasons stated in the memorial. I move the refer- 
ence of this paper to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. THURMAN. I also present another memorial from the same 
person in reference to a claim which he had upon the Government, 
and asking a re-examination of it by the Committee on Claims. I 
ask its reference to that committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understand the Senator from Ohio to ask that 
et memorial which he presents be referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator state what itis? 

Mr. THURMAN. Itisthe claim of Colonel Worthington. The case 
was once before the Committee on Claims and was reported ad- 
versely. He asks a reconsideration of it and the consideration of 
further testimony, which he submits. 

Mr. Mc . Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented the memorial of the Microscopical 
Society of New Jersey, in favor of an amendment of the postal laws 
so as to allow the transmission through the mails of microscopical 
slides and objectives; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of the Presbyterian church and the 
8 church of Newton, New Jersey; the petition of the 
Presbyterian church of Stewartsville, New 8 the petition of 
the Belleville Avenue Congregational church of Newark, New Jer- 
sey ; and the petition of the First Reformed church of Orange, New 
Jersey, praying for the appointment of a commission of inquiry con- 
ae the alcoholic liquor traffic; which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of New Jersey, 
in favor of the passage of a law for the ascertaining of the balance 
due to the subscribers to the centennial board of finance, and makin; 
an appropriation for the payment of the same from the Treasury o 
the United States ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota, in favor of the passage of a law granting lands to the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota to aid in the constraction of a railread from Bis- 
marck and Fort Lincoln to the Black Hills; which was referred to 
the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Aaron Davis and others, 
citizens of Orange County, Vermont, praying for the of a 
law for the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OGLESBY presented the memorial of R. P. Lane and others, 
citizens of Rockford, Illinois, remonstrating against the ot 
any act 1 a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the petition of Nathaniel Kuykendall, 
of Hampshire County, Virginia, praying compensation for extra serv- 
ice for carrying the mail, reported adversely thereon, and the Com- 
mittee were disch from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr, FERRY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. 
Snyder, of Illinois, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3987) to regulate the advertising of mail-lettings, reported 
it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier, reported it with 
an amendment. = - 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Committee on the Judiciary having re- 
ported the bill to repeal the bankrupt law, I move that the commit- 
tee be dise ed from the further consideration of certain petitions, 
memorials, and remonstrances on that subject. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 655) to incorporate the National Pacifio Railroad 
and Telegraph Company, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief 
of Samuel H. Canfield, postmaster at Seymour, Connectieut, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and 1 5 unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduced a bill (S. No. 1005) for the relief of Patriek 
H. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr, WALLACE (by request) asked, and Le unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1006) declaratory of the 
meaning of the amendment to the bankrupt law approved June 22, 
1874; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1007) granting a pension to Walter S. Hand- 
ley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1008) to provide for the survey of the pri- 
vate claim in Arizona called the rancho of “El Paso de los Algor- 
dones ;” which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I introduce this bill on the tion of the 
gentlemen interested in the claim, and of course have no knowledge 
as to the rectitude of the matter itself. I move its reference to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion was to. ; 

Mr. OGLESBY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1009) for the relief of Peter Phillips; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. EATON (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1010) to allow American registry to 
foreign-built vessels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. M asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1011) for the relief of Basil Moreland; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ROLLINS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1012) authorizing the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to abate a certain tax errone- 
ously assessed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that all petitions, memorials, or other papers 
on the files of the Senate relating to an international system of met- 
rical weights and measures be taken therefrom and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 
Mr. DORSEY. I reported Senate bill No. 600 the other day from 
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the Committee on the District of Columbia, but since that time I 
understand that persons desire to be heard in reference to some of its 
provisions, and I ask that it be recommitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Whatis the bill? 

Mr. DORSEY. Senate bill No. 600. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is it about? What is the title? 

Mr. DORSEY. It is a bill in relation to certificates of assessment 
for special improvements in the District of Columbia. We desire it 
to be recommitted to the committee for the purpose of giving certain 
persons a right to be heard. 

Mr. EDM . Very well, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to recom- 
mit the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

eration of the bill (S. No. 221) granting a pension of $50 a month to 
Kirby Smith Eaton during her widowhood. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Kirby Smith 
Eaton, widow of the late General Amos B. Eaton, and to pay her a 

nsion of 850 a month, from the date of the passage of the act, 

uring her widowhood. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment in line 7 before the word “ dollars” to strike ont “ fifty” 
and insert “thirty; “ so as to read, “a pension of $30 a month.” 

The amendment was a to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill ting a pension 
to Mary Kirby Smith Eaton during her widowhood.” 

Mr. KIRKWOO 


Is there a report 3 alles . 


tee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. RICE, 
of Ohio, of the House of Representatives, December 7, 1877: 


The Committee en Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2451 
restoring the name of Thomas Crawford to the pension-roll, after a careful consid- 
erai : 


was -roll of the United 
Gen Ts of kin daty SSA DANNSA is Oamupeny F, Seneca: Regimens UDIT Benin 
the line uty as a en 
Al i his wound still disabled him, he enlisted 
28th December, 1863, in Company B, Thirteenth Regiment 
in, according to the testimon 


out, and left in the hospitals. At the muster-out he was not with tha AAAS 
and hence a on the muster-out of the company as deserted, this being on the 
18th Novem! On this account the Pension Bureau decline to restore his 


and 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 2516) ting a pension to Fannie E. 
Records, widow of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G, 
Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 931) granting a pension to James Shields. 

The motion was to; and the te, as in Committee of the 
Whole, preceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of James Shields, late 
a brigadier-general of the United States Army, at the rate of $50 per 
5 5 in lieu of the pension which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


recom 


WARREN MITCHELL. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to make Senate 
bill No. 855 the special order for to-morrow immediately after the 
morning hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. What bill is that? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a bill for the relief of Warren Mitchell. It 
involves pretty interests and perhaps will take an hour or more 
to consider it. It is important that it decided one way or the 
other, and I should be glad if the Senate would consent to make it a 
special order for to-morrow immediately after the expiration of the 
morning hour. ‘ 

Mr. INGALLS. To displace the railroad bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish the Senator in ch: of the railroad bill to 
consent that it be informally laid aside for the consideration of this 
measure. Of course I do not desire to displace it except in an in- 
formal way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rules provide for the unfinished busi- 
ness of the Senate, and a special order would not interfere with it. 

Mr, HARRIS. As Isay, I do not desire to interfere with the un- 
finished business except in an informal way. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not hear the proposition of the Senator 
from Tennessee. Will he state it again? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like simply to take up Senate bill No. 855 
and make it the special order for to-morrow immediately after the 
expiration of the morning hour, laying aside the consideration of the 
Senator's bill informally. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is Senate bill No. 855? 

Mr. HARRIS. A bill for the relief of Warren Mitchell, of Ken- 
tuoky, which will take perhaps an hour or an hour and a half to con- 
sider. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Itis a claim of $120,000. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will say to my friend that it will do no good 
to make the bill a special order. The unfinished business, of course, 
overrides it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understand; and I do not desire to have the bill 
taken up unless the Senator from Ohio will consent to let the rail- 
road bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
he would be yay: much more likely to get the bill considered if he 
would have it taken up in the morning hour or by waiting until all 
who wish to s in any given day upon the railroad bill shall have 


spoken, and then get it up at the end. 

Mr. HARRIS, any Senator desires to speak on the railroad bill 
on Friday I am perfectly willing to make this bill the special order 
immediately after such argument shall have closed to-morrow, sub- 
5 bill to that extent to the railroad bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am very willing to do anything to facilitate 
the wishes of the Senator from Tennessee, and I shall make no objec- 
tion to his request; but I really do not think he would gain anything 
by making it a special order. If the Senate is disposed to take it 
up, a majority can take it up at any time, and if they are disposed 
not to do so they can overrule a special order at any time. If the 
Senator watches his opportunity, he will be just as likely to get along 
with the bill without having it made a special order. 

Mr. HARRIS, I will make no motion, but simpl. 


ive notice that 
to-morrow if there be no gentleman who desires to 


eard upon the 


¢ | railroad bill I shall ask the Senate to take up for consideration the 


bill of which I spoke. If there is pend 1 who wishes to ad- 
dress the Senate upon the railroad bill, I shall ask the Senate te cen- 
sider this bill at the conclusion of his remarks, 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the bill the Senator wishes to take up ? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a bill for the relief of Warren Mitchell, of Ken- 
tucky, that involves a pretty large interest and that I think it im- 
portant should be decided one way or the other. Therefore, I shall 
ask the Senate to consider it to-morrow. There is a majority report 
and a minority report in the case, and its consideration will take an 
hour, or an hour and a half perhaps. 


OTOE AND MISSOURIA RESERVATION. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 373) to amend an act to provide for the sale of 
a portion of the reservation of the Confederated Otoe and Missouria 
and the Sac and Fox of the Missouri tribes of Indians in the States 
of Kansas and Nebraska. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suggest that the Clerk read the amendment 
which was offered by instruction of the committee after the bill was 
reported. The amendment is in the nature of a substitute, and it was 
authorized by the committee to be reported in place of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute will be reported at length. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 

That section 3 of the act of August 15, 1876, chapter 308, entitled . An act to 
Tant nail tire five end Wor of the Sissouct tribes of Indians” on and HIS DAAA 
hereby is, amended so as to read as follows: : 

“That after the survey and appraisement of said lands the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be, and is hereby, authorized to offer one hundred and twenty thon- 
sand acres from the western side of the same for sale, 1 in the United States 
public land office at Beatrice, Nebraska, for cash, to actual settlers, or persons who 


oath before the or receiver of the land office at Beatrice, 


Ne r ey ie ü yey 7 
2 seal Je Bin iment ina Te eames to an Png ah There the limitation is not “a small excess” within the fractional 


bonndary lines, but is an indefinite small excess which may be owing 
to fractional boundary lines, and in that case it would be of course a 
small excess, but any “other cause.” Therefore if you read it being 
in the alternative “a small excess over one hundred and sixty acres 
arising from any cause,” then you have an indefinite expansion, as 
the democratic phrase used to be about the Territories of the United 
States. I do not think we can be too careful in respect of protecting 
the public lands for the benefit of actual settlers in small parcels to 

as far as we can against speculative purchasers of large quan- 

ities. I move to strike out those words “ or other cause.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OGLESBY. My attention has not been called to this bill until 
this very morning. 

e . ee pears to sale 5 to whict 
amen a con a Small excess over 
one fami and ciety aceon ped esr ti ` * 

The “ excess” is owing— 
to the legal subdivisions being made fractional by boundary-line of reservation, 
.township-line, or other cause. 

Made fractional by that cause. It does not apply this qualification 
of “other cause” except to the legal excess, made so by boundary- 
line of the reservation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know that those words are essential. 
The bill was drawn by the land officers and sent to me in that form. 

Mr. OGLESBY. But I do not see any trouble in this matter. 

Shall apply to purchase a tract containing a small excess over one hundred and 
sixty acres, owing to subdivisions being made fractional by boundary-line of 

ion, township line, or other cause. 

That is, the legal subdivision is made so, which creates that excess. 
But the idea in the mind of the Senator from Vermont was that a 
man might not only get an addition to his one hundred and sixty 
acres because of a fractional excess, but that he might for some other 
cause. I think the other cause” refers to the fractional excess and 
to nothing else. It was so understood by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not doubt it; I am not criticising the com- 
mittee ; I am only trying to exercise the humble privilege of one Sen- 
ator in considering a measure that is proposed for my consideration; 
that is all; and I make these suggestions in the same interest that 
know animates the heart and mind of my friend from Illinois, and 
that is the protection of the public lands to the actual settlers in small 
farms, which is the basis of success in any community as I believe. 

Now “other cause” being out, to guard against the possibility that 
has been suggested by the Senator from Illinois, I move to insert after 
the word “ township” the words “or section;” so as to read: 

to the h subdivisions being made fractional by boun -line of res- 
Sas eae a 

So as to cover every possible case of legal subdivisions. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know but that this amendment is safe 
enough on the subject of the quantity of land purchased, taking it 
altogether as it now stands; but there is a change in the phraseology 
from the third section as it stands in the law to this, which looked 
at alone I think would be a little dangerous. The third section as it 
now stands is that the officer may sell— 

One hundred and twenty thousand acres from the western side of the same for 
sale fror cash to actual settlers only, in tracts not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres to each purchaser. 

There the limitation is on the sale of the tracts just as it ought to 
be and just as this amendment-intends that it should be. I have no 
doubt as to the matter of intention, but when you read the amend- 
ment as it is proposed, you will see that the authority is— 


pe 
pose of the same u the following terms as to ents, that is to 
— in one year, — in tes years from date 
sale, with interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum: And provided further, 
That no portion of said land shall be sold at less than the appraised value thereof, 
nd i — — That whenever a 


Mr.EDMUNDS. Does that amendment come from any committee, 
Mr. President? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes, sir; from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it explained. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will state the case. The act to which this is 
amendatory was passed at the first session of the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, providing for the sale of ono hundred and twenty thousand 
acres off the west end of the reservation of the Otoe and Missouria 
tribe of Indians. Section 3 requires that the lands shall be sold to 
actual settlers in tracts not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres. 
Under the ruling of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
under whose direction this land is being sold in accordance with the 
provisions of the act, actual settlers are construed to be those who 
must be upon the land when they make their application to purchase 
one hundred and sixty acres. This has led to infinite trouble, to 
many antagonisms, and to much inconvenience. It is proposed simply 
to amend in that respect so that parties may declare their intention. 
may file, so to speak, upon one hundred and sixty acres of land and 
have three months in which to put up their improvements and show 
that they are to become actual settlers. That is all there is of that. 

Then there is another amendment that relates to fractional excesses 
over one hundred and sixty acres, which will of course be less in area 
than a quarter of a quarter section. This reservation was irregular 
in shape, and there are some fractional pieces—less, of course, neces- 
sarily than forty acres—sometimes ten acres, sometimes fifteen acres, 
and there is no authority or way to dispose of them, and it was 
thought best that authority should be given by this amendment to 
allow parties to take not only one hundred and sixty acres but one 
hundred and sixty-five or one hundred and seventy-five or whatever 
it may be if the land is contiguous. That is all there is in it. This 
amendment does not change the law in any other 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice that the act of the 15th August, 1876, 
for some reason or other, did not receive the approval of the Presi- 
dent although it became a law by the expiration of ten days without 
its being returned. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me, before 
he proceeds, to read to him exactly the amendment that is proposed? 

Mr. ED DS. Yes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. He has the law before him. After the words 
“actual settlers,” this is inserted : 

Or persons who shall make oath before the register or receiver of the land-office 
at Beatrice, Nebraska— 

Which office is charged with the responsibility of conducting the 

e— 


that they intend to the land for authority to purchase which they make 
application, and who within three months from the date of such appi cation 
Tinka peanianent eottionstart Sipe dies DANNO TA aoi NON aaxbacinie one bundred 
and sixty acres. 

And then the other amendment is the last clause, the additional 
proviso at the end of the section. I will read it: 


And ded further, that whenever a settler on any of the lands subject to sale 

under t CCC 

small excess over one hundred . subdivis- 
boundary-line 


fractional by 
8 lication shall not be on account of such excess; bu 
2. tala tho ̃] ».. taco omeen pent ny 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What could be the “other cause,” if I may ask 
the Senator, besides the fractional boundary line? Is the “cause” 
that the man wants a little more, or what? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know of any particular “ other cause.” 
This is the language of an experienced land officer. I simply adopted 
it as it came to me from him. Other cause” might relate to other 
irregularities of the survey. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To begin with, then, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words “or other cause,” which might lead 
to what you in the West I believe“ skull-duggery“ on the part 
“era speculator, that the Senator would not want more than any- 

else. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It would be a very small exercise of “skull-dng- 
gery ” to take a fraction connected with one hundred and sixty acres 
which must necessarily be less than forty acres. It could have that 
extent and no more; the authority given could have no further scope. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that were true the Senator would be right, but 
as I read the last proviso it would hardly bear that construction : 


That going so faris plainly to my mind susceptible of the construc- 
tion that a man may purchase as much as he likes provided that within 
three months he settles upon a tract of one hun and sixty acres. 
Of course the Senator does not mean that; and taken in connection 
with the limitations at the bottom as to excesses, I do not think it 
8 that the courts of law certainly—I do not know what the 

terior Department would do—would give it that construction; but 
I call the attention of the Senator to a 3 danger that there may 
be in leaving the phraseology in that form. 

Mr. PAD K. I do not see that there is any change in that 
peers a the original section under which the rulings have all 

n made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The change is this: in the original section it is per- 
fectly clear that the officer is to sell to actual settlers in tracts of not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres. Now by the amendment he is 
to sell to actual settlers one hundred and twenty thousand acres pro- 
vided the purchasers of these one hundred and twenty thousand acres 
within three months afterward make a anent settlement in tracts 
of one hundred and sixty acreseach. Your limitation of one hundred 
and sixty acres is to the settlement upon the land and not to the pur- 
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Mr. PADDOCK. Iam to accept any amendment that the Sen- 
ator desires to make in that respect, if he considers it necessary in 
order to guard it more carefully. Iam only interested myself in secur- 
ing the actual settlement of the tract of country spoken of. It hap- 
pens to lie in the county in which I live, and I framed the bill with 
a view of getting settlers upon it and keeping off speculators. 

Mr. ED UNDS. Undoubtedly. It is entirely in a friendly spirit 
I make these su ions. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I accept them in that 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend by inserting after the word 
“ Nebraska,” in line 13, the words: 


In tracts not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres. 


That then applies the sale to tracts, so that there can be no doubt 
about it. 

The amendment to the amendment was ape. to. 

r. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has the 
bill in charge what there is to prevent a party going on to-day and 
purchasing to-morrow—that is what is done to a great extent—and 
then have the land abandoned? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will state that under the ruling as the law now 
stands it is required that persons should have become ASSETS 
upon the land, and that theyshould have been rs long enough 
to have built a house i it in order to put themselves in an atti- 
tude to purchase at all. It is to relieve that embarrassment and 
difficulty that this amendment is proposed. It certainly cannot be 
ebnoxious to the objection my friend raises in the particular named 
by him. It is an actual requirement that they shall become settlers 
upon the particular quarter section of land before they shall have 
authority to purchase. The only extension of privilege to the settler 
is that he may have three months to save himself from becoming a 
trespasser and make this settlement. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that before men should purchase 
they should be required to become settlers, and to have been settlers 
for some fixed period. Under this act they may settle to-day and 
purchase the land to-morrow. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The object of the bill is to remove the necessity 
of those who wish to purchase becoming actual trespassers and being 
precluded unless they are trespassers. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not amend it so that they may become settlers? 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
are these timber lands or prairie lands? 

Mr. PADDOCK. A very small proportion of the tract is timber 
land. I think the timber lands are practically all disposed of. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. If that is so, I do not see the trouble in it; but 
if there is a large body of timber lands here, I am afraid that under 
this bill parties might go on and in three months strip them of their 
timber and leave them, not intending to make a permanent settle- 
ment at all. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Quite a considerable proportion of the whole tract 
has already been disposed of. 

Mr. OOD. If there is no timber land, or very little, I see 
no trouble. 


Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think there is a quarter section of timber 
on this tract left unsold; there is certainly very little, if any. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


INTERMENT OF R. F. LEHMAN. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 767) authorizing the Secretary of War to allow 
the interment, in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State 
of North Carolina, of the remains of the late R. F. Lehman, lately a 
commissioner of the United States circuit court in the eastern district 
of North Carolina, have instructed me to report it back without 
amendment. I would ask for immediate action on this bill. It is 
recommended by the committee unanimously. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. WALLACE. I move to take up Senate bill No. 547. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 547) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline M. Egbert was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It ee for placing upon the ion-roll the name of 
Caroline M. Egbert, widow of Medical Director Daniel Egbert, United 
States Navy, to take effect from the date of his death. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That ought to be explained a little. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions or my friend from Pennsylvania 
should explain why this ponon is to be antedated. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ifthe bill contains that provision it was reported 


inadvertently. The Committee on Pensions in no case allow pensions 
except from the date of the passage of the act. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I understand to be the rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the bill be so amended as to make the 
pension take effect from the passage of the act. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. WITHERS. It was evidently an inadvertence. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. As there are a few moments left of the morning 
hour, I desire to avail myself of the occasion to call up a few private 
pension bills. I move first to take up Senate bill No. 76. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 76) granting a 
sion to Mary Ann McFarland was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for placing on the pension-roll the name of Mary 
Ann McFarland, widow of Peter McF. d, late captain of Company 
C, First Kansas * 

The bill was bees ges to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 

7 ING I move to ye u 1 Du) No. 712. 

e motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 712 ting a pen- 
sion to William poe nan considered as in Sen or the W feat: 
It provides for placing on the pension-roll the name of William Lou- 
don, late a private in Company C, Second Illinois Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS, I move to take up Senate bill No. 687. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 687) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Bagley, was conside as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for placing on the pension-roll the name of Will- 
iam H. Bagley, late a private in Company I, Eighty-eighth Regiment. 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like the chairman of the Committee“ 
on Pensions briefly to state the merits of this case. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is impossible for me to keep in my head the par- 
ticnlars of every claim that has come before the Committee on Pen- 
sions, In every case there is a written report, and if the Senator 
goeies it to be read, of course it will be done by the order of the 

nate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall not call for the reading of the report. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. ING I move to take up Senate bill No. 929. 

The motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 929) granting a pen- 
sion to Hiram Howard, was considered as in Committee of the ole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Hiram Howard, 
late private in Company I, Second Regiment Kansas State Militia. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move to take up Senate bill No. 930. 


The motion was to; and the bill (S. No. 930) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary B. Marsh, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 
It 7 to eae on the pension-roll the name of B. Marsh, 
Intent: W. R. Marsh, late surgeon of the Second Regiment Iowa 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and $ 

Mr. ING. I move to take op House bill No. 436. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a- 

sion to Adam Stinson, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

t proposes to place upon the pension-roll the name of Adam Stinson, 

a private in Company I, Sixteenth iment of Infantry, who was 
enlisted to serve — . the war with co. ; 

The bill was repo to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and jane 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WITHERS. Let us have unanimous consent to pass two other 
pension bills. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are but two more on the Calendar, and 1 
Tonin are to have them disposed of. I move to take up House bill 

0. . 

4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to the mo- 
ion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 1948) ting a pen- 
sion to Bridget T. Hopper: It pro to place on the pension-roll. 
the name of Bridget T. Soppen widow of Edward C. Hopper, late a 
. 5 of Company G, of the Fifth New Jersey Volunteers. 

he bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered. 
to a third reading, read the third time, and i 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to take up House bili No. 142. 

The motion was a; to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the. 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 142) granting a pen- 
sion to George ag It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of George McCoy, some time acting assistant surgeon United. 
States Army, at Emory Hospital, Washington, District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered- 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 
the pending question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
Ma 


TTHEWS. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the executive department of the 
United States and the officers representing the Union Pacific and Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Companies agree that the public interests as well 
as the prosperity, indeed the very solvency of these great corporations, 
demand that some action shall be taken by Congress to settle existing 
disputes and secure the repayment of the enormous loans made under 
the acts of 1862 and 1864 to aid in building the great continental rail- 
way. The President and the Secretary of the Treasury have repeat- 
edly called the attention of Congress to the fact that the security 
held by the Government is not sufficient, and the accredited officers 
of the two companies, flushed with the success of their efforts to con- 
trol legislation in the past or confiding in a supposed legal advantage, 
have reminded us in significant language that these great interests 
are exposed to the extremest danger and with apparently conscious 
power to impose their own terms, they have submitted a basis of set- 
tlement so exacting as to shock the moral sense of all who have con- 
sidered it. In order that we may fully appreciate the danger that 
threatens the Government and people of the United States of losing 
the hundreds of millions of dollars advanced and to be advanced in 
building this great highway of commerce, I beg to call the attention 
of the Senate to an extract from a letter written by Mr. Dillon, presi- 
dent of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, on the 9th of February, 
1875, addressed to Mr. Bristow, then tary of the Treasury, in 
which he says: 

The ey es held by the Government, in its terms and by judicial decision of 
the United States circuit court, cannot be enforced until the maturity of the bonds, 
which is near the close of the present century. 

The bonds are 8 an ini 
principal is due. Principal an: 
aggregate of over 877,000,000 

And he is writing about the Union Pacific Railway indebtedness 
alone— 
thongh the actual amount advanced by the Government was =x. $27,236,512. 

For this very large amount the Government has only a second mi and if 
it be allowed to 8 any provision being made to meet it, the com- 
pany will probably be utterly unable to pay it. 

At the same time, it is equally manifest that the Government will be unable to 
collect it, except upon the assumption that it will advance the money to disc 
prior mortgages, and run the road on Government account—a policy which 
statesmanship could not advise. 

By standing still, therefore, the * has a load of debt accumulating for 
which no provision is made, and the Government is drifting farther and farther 
from the opportunity to secure a just return for its advances. Todo nothing is to 
. both the Government and the company, perhaps irretrievably to both. 

this dilemma, I venture to make a proposition, which offers, on the part of the 
company, all it can possibly do, and secures to the Government a substantial return 
for its advances. 

This intimation of probable insolvency of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and consequent loss to the Government, is repeated 
in a communication addressed to the Senate Committee on the Judi- 
ciary on the 12th of November, 1877, by Mr. Dillon, and Mr. Hunt- 
ington, the vice-president of the Central Pacific Railway, who joined 
with him in saying as to both companies what I will ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate to listen to: 

re three years since the officers of the Union Pacific and Central Pacific 
Railroad Companies called the attention of the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
fact that contrary to the general expectation at the inception of the enterprise— 

And I ask attention to this phraseology— 

a balance of accounts in his ledger was accumulating st them which, unless 
some remedial legislation was soon had, would amount, by the time it became due 
and payable, to a sum which it might be embarrassing to the companies to pay 
simultaneously with their 5 debt, and greater than the value of the 
subordinated lien of the Government on the properties themselves. 
gone oy on gery 8 not sufficient to warn the 
nate of the danger that threatens, Mr. Huntington, who appeared 
before the Judiciary Committee, takes occasion to say in an 8 
delivered to that committee: 

By the time 

Speaking of the Government debt and the first-mortgage debt, 
equal in amount to the principal of the Government bonds issued to 
these railroad companies— 

By the time both mature and become payable it is not at all likely the property 
will be worth their aggregate sum, and if the shrinking and settling of prices 
should continue further it may happen that it will not suffice to pay more than the 
first mortgages. 

These carefully considered statements are accompanied by equally 
well-considered declarations to the effect that by the terms of the 
acts of 1862 and 1864 the officers of the two companies have the moral 
as well as the legal right to distribute the earnings of the two roads 
5 the 8 and although this course will certainly lead to 

e insolvency of the corporations, as they a; they ve lain} 
threaten that unless ss Government will iela to their thei they 
will manage affairs solely with regard to the interests of the corpo- 
rators and without regard to the just claims of creditors. 


t- account, also uncollectible until the 
interest, when due, will amount to the very large 


In order to give greater force to these extrao 
submitted to the Senate of the United States and also to its Committee 


claims they have 


on the Judiciary a proposal for a settlement in the shape of a bill by 
which each of the companies offers to reconvey to the Government six 
million acres of land derived from the Government bounty for the sum 
of $1.25 per acre, payable immediately, and making in all $15,000,000, 
This money is to be carried into a sinking fund and the interest to be 
compounded at 6 per cent. 3 until the Ist of October, 
1905. They propose that to the credit of the sinking fund shall be 
carried any sum now due to them from the Government, and if the 
amount shall not equal $1,000,000 to each company it shall be made 
equalto thatsum. They propose further that each company, in pro- 
portion to its deficiency, shall pay into the Treasury, to the credit of 
this fund, on the first days of April and October in each year, com- 
mencing the Ist of April, 1878, and ending the Ist of October, 1905, 
such sum of money as shall be ascertained by the Secretary of the 
to be sufficient, with the interest thereon compounded semi- 
annually, when added to the other sums to the credit of the sinking 
fund, to pay off and extinguish the bonds with 6 per cent. interest 
thereon from their respective dates to the 1st of October, 1905. 

That we may properly understand the nature of this offer, and the 
advantage to the corporations and loss to the Government to follow 
its acceptance, it becomes n briefly to refer to the contract 
between the parties embodied in the acts of 1862 and 1864. 

By the terms of this contract the Government loaned to these com- 
panies its bonds to the amount of $55,000,000, payable thirty years 
after date, and bearing interest at the rate of é per cent. per annum. 
These bonds were dec to be a mortgage lien on all their 155 
erty, but the lien was made subordinate to another lien of $55,000, 
bonds issued by the companies themselves. On their part the cor- 
porations Sproo that they would pay annually into the Treasury 5 
per cent. of their net earnings, and that the Government should retain 
one-half the sums due from it from year to for services rendered, 
and that those sums when received should be applied to the extin- 
guishment of the debt. They further pd to pay the principal of 
the bonds at maturity and all interest t n, less the sum of 5 per 
cent. net earnings and one-half the sums retained for services to the 
Government as aforesaid. 

It is on all sides that some of these bonds will become due 
before and others after the Ist day of January, 1898, but that the 
mean time of payment will be on that day, and it is shown by the 
Judiciary Committee report that 5 per cent. of the net earnings of 
the two roads and one-half the service rendered the Government in 
the last two years have averaged the sum of $1,166,000 per annum. 
Nor is there any reasonable ground upon which to base a belief that 
the sum will be less in the future. Now, a very simple calculation 
will show that the $15,000,000 demanded as the price of the twelve 
million acres of land and to be carried to the sinking fund, placed at 
interest at 6 per cent. per annum, with annual rests as they require, 
will swell by the Ist of October, 1905, to a sum exceeding $75,000,000, 
and the interest on the sum of $1,166,000 per annum, being the 5 per 
cent. of net profits and one-half the transportation account ef the 
Government, will by the same time equal the sum of $48,000,000, these 
two sums gating more than $100,000,000 

But not content with these enormous gains the railroad companies 
demand that the time of payment of the debt shall be extended from 
the Ist of January, 1898, to the Ist of October, 1905, a period of seven 
years and nine months, and their bill directs that they shall pay 
simply interest only on the bonds of the United States from their 
respective dates of maturity to the day of settlement. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided that wheh these bonds shall 
become due the principal and interest become a debt against the cor- 
porations which they are bound in law as well as in morals then to 
pay. The prinoipal and interest on the 1st of January, 1898, after 

educting the payments heretofore made, will amount to the sum of 
$142,000,000; but according to the terms of the bill, although the 
principal will bear interest, $86,000,000 of interest which at that time 
will also be a debt and should bear interest will be barren seven years 
and nine months although all payments to the fund made by the 
corporations will be at compound interest for that length of time. 
The loss to the Government on this score will amount to a sum ex- 
ceeding $49,000,000, 

Now, let us fora moment go back and see what sacrifices these gen- 
tlemen who in their addresses to the Senate Judiciary Committee say 
the real question is a business one and that they speak from a busi- 
ness stand-point demand as a condition of settlement. They require 
the Government to pay $15,000,000 for twelve million acres of land, 
a gift from the Government, and that this sum shall be placed at inter- 
est while they pay none untilit shall swell to the sum of $75,000,000. 
Next, they demand that their annual payments of $1,166,000 shall be 

laced at interest, and that compounded, until the interest shall reach 
,000,000. But, not satisfied with these exactions, they demand that 
for seven years and nine months the Government shall receive no in- 
terest on $36,000,000, making a further loss of $49,000,000, or a total 
of $172,000,000—exceeding the entire debt, principal and interest, that 


will be due from them to the Government at that time. 
And this, Mr. President and Senators, is the “business proposition“ 


States, the 
t deliberative assembly 7 earth. The extravagant 


no encouragement here ; 


which they have submitted to the Senate of the Uni 
most au 


claims of these gentlemen have met wit ut, 
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in view of the apprehension of loss to the Government and to provide 
methods of securing payment of the constantly increasing debt, two 
measures have been presented. One of these measures is the bill 
under consideration, presented by the Judiciary Committee, and the 
other is the bill presented by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS, ] 
from the Railroad Committee. The two measures differ not only in 
methods but also in the fundamental principles upon which they are 
based. 

The bill presented by the Judiciary Committee asserts the right 
and power of Congress to regulate the business of these corporations 
created by it and to compel them to render obedience to law. The bill 
presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] assumes that 
Congress by contract has yielded its powers of legislation and that 
any settlement must rest upon a consent of the parties. If the bill 
presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] will secure to 
the Government the sum of money to become due and shall be ac- 
cepted by the corporations, the question whether we shall adopt the 
one bill or the other is of little importance. 

Let us, then, examine the particulars of the two bills and ascertain 
in what essential pos they differ. The acts of 1862 and 1864 

ted a charter of incorporation to the stockholders of the Union 
ifie Railroad Company and, recognizing the Central Pacific Com- 
pany, a co: tion chartered by the Legislature of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, authorized the two companies to construct a railroad from the 
one hundredth meridian west of Greenwich to the Sacramento River, 
and, as we have seen, donated a large body of land and loaned its 
bonds to them for more than $50,000,000. We have seen that these 
bonds, with the interest thereon, were declared to be a lien on the 
property of the companies, but subordinated to another lien of equal 
amount. The two companies have made enormous earnings; they 
have paid large dividends to the stockholders ; but, notwithstanding 
their debt to the Government is constantly increasing and by the 
time the bonds shall mature will equal $118,000,000 or $120,000,000 
after deducting all payments made or hereafter to be made under the 
existing contract, they refuse to create a sinking fund to meet this 
obligation and their officers openly confess the belief that this course 
will end in bankruptcy. 

Now, the bill reported by the Railroad Committee directs that each 
of these companies shall pay into the Treasury the sum of $1,000,000 
annually, and these sums, together with $1, 000 elaimed to have 
been improperly retained from each, shall constitute a sinking fund, 
and be placed at interest with semi-annual rests until the 18th day 
of October, 1900, when the accumulated sum shall be deducted from 
the sum of the principal of the bonds with interest to the same time, 
and the 3 thus ascertained to be due shall be divided into 
fifty payments, one of which with interest thereon shall be paid each 
half year until the debt shall be extingnished. 

It is to be noted, first, that the companies are released from the 
payment of 5 per cent. of net profits and one-half the transportation 
account; second, that the time of paias is extended from the 1st 
of January, 1898, to the Ist of October, 1900, or a period of twoyears 
and nine months; and, third, that the Government is required to ac- 
count for interest on the $1,000,000 claimed now to be due. By the 
first change the Government, instead of receiving the 5 per cent. net 
earnings and one-half the transportation account, in payment of so 
much of the debt, receives a smaller sum and is required to pay it 
into = sinking fund, where it is put at interest compounded semi- 
annually. 

The J udiciary Committee estimates that this payment should be 
$1,166,000 per year, and the interest on this sum calculated with an- 
25540 200 semi-annual) rests until the year 1900 will be more than 

y 2 a 

The interest that will have been paid on the Ist of January, 1898, 
by the Government in excess of all repayments by the corporations 
will not be less than $86,900,000, and according to the pets 
settled by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case in 1 
Otto will bear interest from that day. 

This interest for two years and nine months, for which time the 
1 is postponed, by the provisions of the Railroad Committee 

ill, will be $15,180,000, which added to the $30,000,000 above, makes 
a total exceeding $45,000,000 to be relinquished by the Government. 

But assuming that the Judiciary Committee is mistaken and has 
estimated the payment too high, and that it should be one million 
per annum instead of $1,166,000, the 1 55 to these companies would 
still amount to a sum exceeding $41,000,000. 

The Government has already been too bountiful in its favors to 
these corporations, and it can afford to make no other such gifts to 
them as have been made in the past. I take it that surely the repre- 
sentatives of the people of the United States, those who are here act- 
ing to-day as their trustees, charged with the disbursement of moneys 

en from their earnings and with the duty of preserving and pro- 
tecting their rights and interests, are not prepared, in view of the 
present condition of these corporations, of their enormous wealth 
poses and prospective, of the fact that they are able to declare and 
ave for two years each declared dividends and paid to their corpo- 
rators from & to 10 per cent. per annum upon the nominal amount of 
stock, a fictitious stock as I believe and asis believed by the coun- 
try—surely then, I say, here representing the people, the Senate is not 

pre to enact this bill into a law. 
en the only question remaining is, shall Congress adopt the Judi- 


ciary Committee bill? It proposes to otopa each of these corpora- 
tions to pay into a sinking fund a sum which, including the 5 per 
cent. of net earnings and one-half the transportation account, will 
be $2,000,000 for each year, but the payments to be made in all shall 
not exceed 25 per cent. of their net earnings. The committee pro- 
poses this legislation for the reason that the two companies, after 
paying the operating expenses and all interest on their bonded debt, 

ave a net income exceeding $13,000,000 per annum and have been 
paying dividends of 8, 9, and 10 percent. upon a stock account which 
it is believed does not represent capital actually paid down. With 
enormous incomes, they refuse to make any provision for the pay- 
ment of the Government bonds when they shall become due. At that 
time the mort; age debt of the two companies and having a prior 
lien will be $550 ,000; the Government debt, principal $55,000,000, 
and the interest, if no part of the 5 per cent. or one-half transporta- 
tion account shall popes will amount to $86,000,000 more, making 
a total of $197,000,000, which at 6 per cent. interest will require 
payments each year to the amount of $11,824,000. The directors 
themselves say the revenues of the companies will not be sufficient 
to pay these sums and the stock will be entirely lost. As a conse- 
quence the mortgage will have to be foreclosed, the property sold 
and from these corporations to strangers, not in privity with 
the Government nor intrusted with the t work and duty of man- 
aging and controlling this important highway, to which the country 
has attached in the past, attaches to-day, and will in the future 
attach so much importance. 

It is objected, however, that Congress has not the right to enact 
the Judiciary Committee bill; that it is powerless to defeat the medi- 
tated fraud, and must quietly permit its complete consummation. It 
is said by some that by the provisions of this bill an attempt is made 
to make anew contract between the Government and the corpora- 
tions. They affirm that by the terms of the acts of 1862 and 1864 the 
debt of the Government will not become due until 1898, and that the 
bill in substance and effect makes it payable to-day. Others main- 
tain that by the terms of these acts or by implication of law the 
corporations have a right to distribute the earnings of the road with- 
out regard to the claims of creditors; that this is a vested right 
which cannot be taken from them by Congress, either in virtue cf its 
powers as a legislative body or by force of the reservation of au- 
or **to alter, amend, or re the acts. 

If these affirmations be true I will agree that there is no power in 
Congress, there is no power anywhere that will authorize or justif. 
or excuse the legislation that is proposen But what does this bi 
propose todo? I do not see anywhere, in any clause, a change in the 
terms of the contract. I find only that, warned by the declaration 
that the officers of the companies have made of the danger, indeed of 
the almost certain insolvency to follow the unwise course of distrib- 
uting from year to year all the earnings of the companies, Congress 
simply requires not that they shall pay any part of the debt, but shall 
establish a sinking fund, into which a part of the earnings shall go. 
The distinction between the 1 of a debt or a portion of a debt 
and establishing a sinking fund to provide for its future permen, 
is not a mere verbal distinction. It has been recognized by every 
government and by every people. In requiring this, Congress only 
roques these corporations to do that which our own Government 
is doing to-day; only that which every corporation, largely in debt, 
whose irs are managed with any prudence ard skill, adopted, 
not alone with a view to save it from insolvency but to strengthen its 
credit and increase its usefulness. The Treasury of the United States 
has been selected as the place of deposit simply because it secures per- 
fect security. The Treasurer of the United States has been designated 
as the panan to manage the fund because of his relation to the De- 
parimen 
The Judiciary bill does not change the terms of the contract, and 
the only question, as it seems to me, that is presented for our con- 
sideration is whether Congress, having created one of these corpora- 
tions and granted to the other the right to certain franchises to be 
used within the Territories of the United States, has the power to 
legislate for and control them in the use of these franchises and 
prescribe rules and regulations for their government to the same 
extent that the Legislature of a State possesses over corporations of 
its creation or the people subject to its jurisdiction. i 

It cannot be said that Congress has by contract relinquished its 
right to exercise its original and inherent power to legislate upon any 
matter connected with these corporations. The acts of 1862 and 1864 
have been subjected to the most searching examination, and have 
been analyzed in all their parts, section by section and clause by 
clause; yet no person has been able to find, either in their spirit and 
meaning as a whole or in any of their separate parts, aught that in- 
dicates even by implication a purpose to yield the sovereign power 
to regulate, govern, and in all things control their affairs; but to the 
contrary, and as if to guard against the very pretension made here 
to-day, we do find an express reservation of power to Con „ at 
any time and in its discretion, to “ alter, amend, or repeal” the acts 
in question. The force of these words and their effect have been 
discussed by other Senators and will again be referred to by those who 
will follow me in this debate, and I will not detain the Senate with 
an argument to prove that the reserved power is sufficient without 
more to authorize the le tion proposed. And yet I would not 


be true to my own convictions if I were not to say that the power to 
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“ repeal” these ad, and, by consequence of their repeal, to strip these 
Miis sendha of all Tenat barras and then compel the m. ing 
of all their property and assets and the Partena of all their debts, 
is too clear br ent. Andit is equally clear to my mind that 
the power to “alter and amend” does necessarily refer to the exer- 
cise of the franchises and privileges granted, and confers upon Con- 
gress the right, in its discretion, to interpose, and, as settled in the 
case of Miller rs. The State, 15 Wallace, 498, give directions “that 
into effect the original purpose of the grant or secure the 
istration of its (the corporation’s) affairs, so as to protect 
the rights of the stockholders and of creditors and the proper dispo- 
sition of its assets.” 

Now, for what p were these corporations created and clothed 
with the . enumerated in the acts in question? 
Why did Congress with such lavish bounty bestow lands greater in 
extent than principalities and advance its credit upon terms with- 
out precedent in the history of this or any other Government? The 
answer is given in the act of 1864. In was done “for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of said railroad and telegraph line and to 
secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, muni- 
tions of war, and public stores thereon.” This was the view that 
dominated the minds of the Representatives and Senators at that 
time. The building of the road was re ed as a necessary work. 
The necessity of keeping the road at all times in condition to serve 
the Government is recognized in every part of the act. The ts 
were made “on condition that the corporations would pay the bonds 
at maturity and keep said railroad and telegraph lines in repair and 
use, and at all times transmit dispatches over said telegraph line and 
transport mails, troops, and munitions of war supplies and public 
stores for the Government whenever required to do so by any Depart- 
ment thereof.” This was a great national work, of the highest im- 
portance to the sovereign power, promoted by it upon political and 
public grounds. Government was at that time en in war with 
the confederacy; the commerce of the country on the ocean and open 
seas was threatened by confederate cruisers; almost every ng 
station reaching in the tion of the Isthmus of Panama was under 
the control of a foreign power then ed as unfriendly to the 
United States. Apprehensions were felt that the great distances 
separating the States on the Pacific slope from the Eastern States, 
coupled with the difficulty, delays, and e Se communica- 
tion, might bring about another division of States. pired by these 
considerations and impelled by a sense of public duty, and not for the 
purpose of aiding a mere commercial enterprise, Congress inaugurated 
the great work. I cannot so well express the motives that controlled 
ae action as it has been done by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates: 


Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual course 
of l ve action concerning its to and cannot be properly con- 
of legislative a reference to the ces which existed when it was 5 
CCC to complications with England 
the country had become alarmed for the safi our eee The 
loss of them was feared in case those compli should result in an open rupt- 
ure; but, even if this fear were it was quite apparent that we were 
unable to furnish that d of protection to the people occupying them which 
every government owes to its citizens. It is true the threaten — Was hap- 
py averted; but wisdom pointed out the necessity of making suitable provision 
r the future. FTF... tens ee ee construction of a 
railroad across the continent. Such a road would bind together the widely 
rated parts of our common country and furnish a cheap and expeditious mode for 
the transportation of troops and supplies. If it did no’ more than afford the 
required protection to the Pacific it was felt that Government, in the 
ce of an imperative duty, not justly withhold the aid necessary to 
mild it.—The United States vs. The Union Pacific Company, 1 Otto, 79, 80. 


This wasa t national enterprise. It was one that was worthy 
of the great Government of the United States. It was a work neces- 
sary to be done. It is a work necessary to be preserved. The Goy- 
ernment of the United States has made a contract with these corpo- 
rations by which they have , and, so far as the idea of person- 
ality can attach to corporations, by which they have personally agreed, 
that they will maintain and keep this road in order and sufficient at 
alltimes to render distinct services to the United States that are 
pointed ont in the charter of their existence. 

This railroad is a great agency and the corporations are agents of 
Government. They occupy that relation to the Government, not be- 
cause they are subjects, but because of the contract they made. It 
has become, then, the high and solemn duty, it is upon their a 
great public trust, one which they cannot neglect without a violation 
of their most solemn agreement and obligation, at all times to keep 
themselves in a condition that will enable them to render to the Gov- 
ernment the services which they have contracted to render, and to 
. preserve, and keep for the use of the people of the United 

tates this great highway Which the Government has made such great 
sacrifices to build. I say that here is sufficient grounds for the exer- 
cise of the power that Congress now claims in regard to these corpo- 
rations. Here is a sufficient authority to justify, indeed to demand 
of the Congress of the United States that this bill shall be enacted into 
alaw. Ihave heard the contrary opmion expressed by no Senator, 
and I would yield my own opinion to the 1 r experience, the ter 
learning, dnd the greater ability of the eminent lawyers who sit with 
me in this Chamber, but I believe that the distinct purpose, openly 
avowed to the officers of the United States, and the committees of 
this body, by the managment of these corporations, to reduce them 


to a state of insolvency, and thus render the corporations incapable 


of keeping their solemn engagements and the great pub- 
lic trust they assumed, sth authorize the peek of the United 8 
toentertain a bill quia timet to prevent the threatened violation of trust; 
but, however that nay be, Congress has now the right and power, and 
it has became a duty by law, to guard against the danger, and it may 
order into a sinking fund a sufficient amount of their annual earnings 
to secure the payment of the principle and interest of the debt these 
companies owe the Government. 

Mr. May I ask the Senator a question? If there has been 
a violation of the trust, and that violation gives us a right to go to 
the courts—and I concur with the Senator that that is the case—is it 
not better that we should go to the courts? Why make a case here 
and turn that over to the courts? Why not turn the ease we have 
got over to the courts, if that is a good case, rather than attempt to 
make another case and turn that over to the courts? 

Mr. BAILEY. I have expressed my opinion; I may be in error 

Mr. HILL. I say to the Senator that I concur with him fally that 
if there is a violation of the trust and danger of an annihilation of 
the road, the remedy is ample before the courts. I that rem- 
edy would extend to taking the road out of the hands of the corpo- 
ration. I think the Senator is right in that, that if a violation of 
the trust exists, or such a condition of things as amounts to a viola- 
tion of the trust, you have a right to go to courts. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand the Senator, then, to agree with me 
that, if I have correctly stated the facts, my conclusion in regard to 
the rights of these parties on the one hand and their obligation on 
the er are correct, and that the Government of the United States 
has the right to-day to appeal to its courts for the pu of protect- 
ing its interests and compelling the performance of this trust ? 

„ HILL. I have said this, that if the Senator is right in his 
statement that the action of these parties amounts to a violation of 
the trust, the United States has ample remedy in the courts of justice. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then certainly the Senator and I will not differ 
very widely; for, if we are agreed about that, certainly as doubt 
exists in so many minds, and instructed as both of us have been by 
our experience as lawyers in construing statutes and in devising reme- 
dies, he will join with me in improving the law, and make the rem- 
edy more perfect. 

Now, Mr. President, I agree with very much that was said yester- 
day by the Senator from Georgia in the very able speech to which we 
all listened with so much pleasure. These acts of 1862 and 1864 are 
naturally divisible into two parts: First, those portions of the acts 
which create one corporation and give within the Territories of the 
United States franchises to the other, which give to both their rights, 
their privileges, their immunities, their powers. Another division 
is that portion which proposes after the co tions are created to 
make a contract with them. I with the Senator that a corpo- 
ration can be created and franchises granted only by the sovereign, 
and that in contracting with the creatures it has called into being for 
a loan of money or bonds the sovereign occupies no higher position 
and has no rights other than will be awarded to a citizen. I agree 
with him further that the reserved righi to alter, amend, or repeal 
these acts does not necessarily give to Congress the power at all times 
and without regard to change of circumstances to change the contract 
made under the second division to which I have referred. 

It seems to me that when this law was enacted the corporators had 
a right to organize their companies but were under no obligation to 
accept the bounty of the Government. The two propositions were 
essentially distinct. Organized, they might have undertaken with 
their own capital or capital borrowed elsewhere to build this great 
line of railway, but the proposition, having been submitted to them 


by the Government of the United States for a loan of $55,000,000 of 


bonds they could accept it or not as they might deem expedient or in 
accordance with their interests. If accepted, I agree with the Senator 
from Ohio [ Mr. THURMAN ] that Congress could the next day have with- 
drawn the propan ion or at any time before the work was begun upon 
the line of railway ; but whenever a single section of the work was 
completed and the bonds were delivered that were due from the Gov- 
ernment upon that section, to that extent there was an executed con- 
tract between the two parties and that contract, and the obligations 
and rights of the parties in respect to it rested secure under the sanc- 
tion of the good faith of the Government. and the intelligence and 
civilization of the age. Isay nothing about the power of Congress 
in the absence of a constitutional inbibition. at questien is not 
before us; but without regard to that, this contract rested under the 
sanction and protection of a wise policy, of a just policy, and is, as 
it seems to me, (I say it respectfully to those who differ from me, 
under the protection of the consciences of the people of the Unite 
States. I do not think the contract could be disturbed, but as te the 
remainder of the work not yet done the offer might have been with- 
drawn, and not until the work was finished was the contract executed 
in all its parts upon the part of the 8 or beyond the control 
as to the unfinished parts of Congress. When finished the rights of the 
5 and of the Government of the United States became fixed 
and established; neither could disturb it. Nor, in my opinion, does 
the power that is reserved to alter, amend, or re the act give the 
pee to Congress to interpolate a new term into the contract which 
ad been executed. A contractis an a ment between two or more 


persons in regard to some particular thing. The very definition im- 
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plies that there shall be a consenting of minds, that there shall be 
an agreeing of minds, that there s be two parties at least to the 

ment. But in the estimation of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

J] this bill proposes to interpolate a new term into the contract. 
If I believed this to be so I would vote against the bill. I would vote 
against it because I do not believe that Congress has the power, acting 
for the Government and people of the United States and against the 
will of a person who has contracted with it, under such a reservation 
as this, to make a new term in the contract. But this view interposes 
no obstacle tomy enc | support of the bill which has been presented 
by the Judiciary Co: ttee. I hold that the power of Congress in 
respect to matters that are properly subject to its legislative control 
is commensurate with the wants and the interests of the ple of 
the United States. I hold that within its constitutional limit the 
Congress has the same power that a Legislature has to change the law 
from time to time in order to meet the varying wants and exigencies 
that may be developed in society. 

These corperations, resting in fancied 3 under the protection 
of the law, which, as it now stands, gives to them power to distrib- 
ute all their earnings to stockholders and to disregard the just claims 
of creditors, assert that they have a vested right in the law as it is, 
and that no change can be made that will interfere with their power 
to distribute the earnings so unwisely and so unjustly. 

It is generally unders among statesmen and lawyers and lay- 
men that the legislature may, from time to time, change the law to 
meet the n ties of each generation and of each state of society. 
The Legislature of Massachusetts or of Tennessee, looking to sur- 
rounding circumstances and conditions, will amend their laws to 
suit the wants of their own people. We are an English-speaking 
race, and of course a practical race. Our laws are practical in effect, 
and are made from day to day and from year to year to meet the ex- 
igencies that arise in the actual experience of our people. As a prac- 

cal people we have established governments whose power reaches to 
every relation. It interposes in our domestic life and enters into the 
very privacy of our homes; it tes the relations of husband and 
wife, of father and child, of neighbor and neighbor; it prescribes 
the laws of marriage and divorce; it directs the ition of our 
estates after death, tes the terms and conditions on which wills 
may be made, and points out the legal successors to lands and houses 
an wg it controls the business affairs of men and makes laws 
for their government; it commands their services in and in 
war, and compels service in offices of public trust or in deadly battle. 

There is no timit to this power other than that im by the peo- 

le themselves by constitutional barriers, And yet itis said here to- 
tay that great and all-reaching as is this power, however potent to 
regulate the most delicate and important relations of life or to in- 
terfere with the business affairs of mankind, however absolutely it 
may control our pooper, or command the services of the citizen, it 
is robbed of all its greatness in the presence of acreation of its own 
and cannot forbid it to consummate a meditated wrong. 

I cannot bring myself to believe that these corporations have any 
other or greater privileges and immunities than belong to citizens of 
the United States, unless they have been conferred by the Govern- 
ment; and where in their charters is to be found any warrant that 
the Government will not undertake to regulate and control their 
business affairs as it regulates and controls the affairs of the citizen ? 
In my State and the State that is represented by the honorable Sen- 
ater from Georgia we have a law Se if a debtor in antic- 
ipation of the time of payment of a debt is making a fradulent con- 
veyance of his property with a view to evade the payment of that 
debt, the creditor may sue out an attachment and impound the prop- 
erty and hold it under the jurisdiction of the courts until the debt 
shall become due. This is statutory law ; but has anybody ever ques- 
tioned the power of the Legislature to enact such ? 

Mr. HILL. I will say to my friend that, so far from questioning 
it, I concede it fully. I admit it isthe law now that if these compa- 
nies, or either of them, shall attempt to make a fraudulent convey- 
ance of this property, or shall by their own act impair the value of 
this property, or shall in any way by their own act seek to destroy 
the security of the United States upon this property, you have an 
ample right to go into court and restrain them, and a perfect right 
to take roperty out of their possession to that extent. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suppose, then, the Senator from ia would 
rest the power of Congress to eee on this subject upon the fact 
that there was or was not a fraud in the conduct of these parties? 

Mr. HILL. I rest it upon the fact that there was or was not a 
breach of the trast. I do not rest the power of Congress to legislate ; 
I rest the power of the courts to interfere; and I say your remedy is 
ample. I say Congress can provide remedies that the courts must 
administer. 

Mr. BAILEY. This debt is not due 

Mr. HILL. Whether these companies have been guilty of fraud 
or guilty of a breach of trust is a judicial question. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is not now the subject of inquiry. I am speak- 
ing now of the power of Congress as a legislative body to prescribe 
laws to control the conduct and business affairs of those who are 
subject to its power as a legislative body. I illustrated the idea that 


I was attempting to advance by referring to a species of legislation 
that is very familiar in the gentleman’s State and in my own. He 
contends that Congress has no power to enact into a law the bill that 
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is presented by the Judiciary Committee, and what does that do? It 
simply undertakes to regulate and control the action of a person who 
is subject to the legislative will of Hee. dak and not more so nor less 
so than the citizen of Georgia who undertakes to make a fraudulent 
conveyance of his property. The gentleman spoke yesterday of de- 
fault, and I suppose the idea is in his mind tolay that there can be 
no action without a default. The citizen of Georgia who is or will 
become indebted in the future is not in default, although he actually 
9 property, until the debt actually becomes due. 

Mr. L. Ido not agree with the Senator. There may be several 
kinds of default. There may be a default in payment, which can onl 
oecur after the debt becomes due; but that is a worse default whic 
by fraud seeks to destroy the debt before it becomes due. In the first 

fies, where the default is one of payment and occurs after the debt 

omes due, the remedy is in a court of law. If it occurs by fraud 

in advance of the debt becoming due and endangers the existence of 
the debt, then the remedy is in a court of equity. 

Mr. BAILEY. The test of it then is the danger of losing the debt, 
as I understand. 

Mr. HILL. If that danger is caused by the act of the party. If 
that danger is the mere result of the natural course of events, a nat- 
ural depreciation of at Fe there is no remedy, for no debtor is 
res} ble for the act of God or the i enemies or the natural 
course of events. The debtor is responsible for his own act, and if 
by his own act he brings the property into disrepute, destroying the 
value of the property, or wasting the property, or seeking to make a 
fraudulent conveyance of the property, then a court of equity will 
intervene and restrain him. But the simple fact that the debt is not 
due, the simple fact that the property is insufficient to pay the debt, 
the simple fact that the debtor is insolvent, are all misfortunes; they 
are not crimes; they are not frauds. 

Mr. BAILEY. Or, the gentleman should have added, if he is divid- 
ing out his estate, or if a corporation is dividing out its assets among 
its stockholders without regard to its obligations to pay its debts, 
then there is a default. 

Mr. HILL. I concede that if the stockholders are dividing ont 
that which is included in the mortgage, that which is covered by the 
lien, it is a fraud. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the rights of creditors do not rest 
upon any idea of forfeiture of.a mortgage. In the case supposed, 
poria for by the law of Georgia, there is no mort; „but the 

islature in Why does it interpose ? The debtor is not 
under a legal obligation to pay the debt eo instanti, at that moment. 
No more is this corporation under any obligation; moral or legal, to pay 
to-day its prospective debt to the United States Government; but the 
reap der riled by reason of the action or conduct of the debtor, and 
the Legislature interposes and the legislative power changes the law 
and gives the creditor a new remedy. For what p 97 To pro- 
tect the creditor, to compel rs eerste of the contract, to require 
the debtor to remain or to suffer his property to remain in a condi- 
tion where it will be subjected to the payment of the debt; and when 
the gentleman concedes that that sort of legislation is constitutional 
and valid and right, he concedes all that we contend for here. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me to say 
that the legislation is applied to debts that existed before that legis- 
lation was had, and as to which there was no such right of inter- 
ference, just as well as to those debts which were inc afterward :? 

Mr. H . And I will say to the Senator from Tennessee further 
that all the legislation to which he refers in his State and mine does 
not interfere with the contract; it does not require the debtor to pay 
one cent before the debt becomes due. It simply says the property 
shall be held; that the debtor shall not fraudulently convey it; that 
he shall hold it in statu quo until the debt becomes due. 

Mr. BAILEY. We propose nothing more than that here. There is 
no change of this contract at all. I say that it is impossible for the 
Senator from Georgia, with all his ingenuity, with all his ability, with 
all his mastery of the principles as well as of the technics of the law, 
to show in what particular or that in any particular this bill in re- 

uiring the creation of a sinking fand changes the contract between 
these parties or expedites one day the payment of the debt that will 
become due in the future from these corporations to the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. The contract requires the corporations to pay one-half 
of the compensation for Government transportation. This bill re- 
quires them to expend the whole of it on the debt. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. 

Mr. HILL. You require them to payit into a sinking fand, which 
sinking fund is placed in the Treasury of the creditor. You take the 
money away from the debtor. The law to which the Senator refers 
in Tennessee and Georgia does not take a dollar from the debtor be- 
fore the debt is due. 

Mr. BAILEY. It takes his property from him. 

Mr. HILL. It does not take his property from him; it only holds it. 

Mr. BAILEY. What difference does it make whether this sinking 
fund is in the Treasury of the United States or in a bank in New 
York? The Treasury is adopted for that purpose, not alene because 
it is a Government agency, but because it is sup to be the safest 
to all parties. Ifa dollar shall be lost by reason of the défalcation 
of officers of the United States, the Government will, not in law but 
in honor, be bound to make that loss good. For that reason, because 
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It is safer and more convenient, the Treasury of the United States is 
selected as the custodian of this fund. 

Mr. HILL. How does it lessen the burdens you impose by this bill 
upon the debtor to pay this additional half of the transportation ac- 
count simply because the creditor takes the money and holds it but 
does not pay it out to the creditor until the debt becomes due ? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is no burden to a man to pay a debt, 

Mr. HILL. It is a burden to pay a debt before it becomes due. 

Mr. BAILEY. The whole argument proceeds upon the assumption 
that a creditor has no rights in respect to the earnings of his debtor, 
upon the assumption that the debtor if he can under some legal 
technicality escape the payment of a debt may legally and properly 
do so. We take nothing from this soprar that it is not under the 
highest moral obligation to devote to the payment of the debt, and 
we simpiy propos to convert that moral obligation into a legal obli- 
gation. e case is not in one particular different, in the view in 
which I am now considering this subject, from the case that was sup- 
posed a while ago of a debtor in the State of Georgia who proposed 
to transfer, or attempted to transfer, his property for the purpose of 
avoiding the payment of a debt. The Government, or rather the 
law, seizes the property in that case—the law enacted by the Legis- 
lature, that undertakes to regolato and control the relations of man 
with his fellow-man in their business transactions. The law seizes it 
and dedicates it to the termeni of a debt, or rather, it impounds it 
and holds it until the debt shall become due. His property is taken 
from him just as we pro to take money from the vaults of these 
great corporations and place it in the Treasury of the United States 
as security for the payment of debts payable in futuro and which 
the officers of the company have declared that they cannot and will 
not pay. 

But, Mr. President, I believe it is the law in the State of Georgia, 
as it is the law to-day in Tennessee and in most of the States of the 
Union, that if a debtor offers to remove himself and his property from 
the State where the debt was created, in advance of the time for 

ayment, that property may be seized, it may be 8 and may 
be held until the debt shall have become due. Upon what prinei- 

le does that legislation rest? Why is not that unconstitutional ? 
hy does not that work a change in the contract between the parties ? 

Mr. HILL. That goes exact ly upon this definite principle, that the 
debtor after he has made the debt is ä collection by 
his own act, not by the act of another, and he is changing the juris- 

diction of the debt; he is traveling beyond the jurisdiction in which 
he created his debt. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then the power of the Legislature rests not upon 
the fact that it isa Legislature. It is not aninherent power; it is not 
a power derived from the people; but the power is derived from the 
act of the absconding or fraudulent debtor. 

Mr. HILL. The necessity for the 1 tion is derived from that act. 

Mr. BAILEY. The necessity for the legislation? Who shall judge 
of its necessity? If the Congress has the right to enact laws on the 
subject, who can judge or inqnire into their wisdom or necessity ? 

r. HILL. It would be unconstitutional for a Legislature to pass 
an act authorizing the property of a debtor to be seized before the 
debt is due, if he is not e situation, if he is not remov- 
ing; and the legislation itself in this bill only seeks to have vitality 
upon the goun that he is not changing his jurisdiction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose he were wasting it? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly; if he were wasting it, that would be the 
same thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now what is the diference as to a corporation 
paying money to its stockholders, whence it never can come back, 

which it is confessedly ne: to get to pay its debts? 

Mr. HILL. Ah, you have got no lien upon that income, no lien 
upon the earnings. You have a lien upon the corpus, and you would 
have a right, a perfect right, to proceed against that in such a case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I do not interrupt the Senator from Tennessee, 
may I ask the Senator from Georgia if every creditor of the corpora- 

tion has not a lien upon every dollar of its income, by the nature of 
a corporate lien ? 

Mr. HILL. After the debt becomes due. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you not before the debt becomes due? 

Mr. HILL. Not unless he is endangering the payment of the debt 
by his own act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very question, whether he is not en- 
angering it by dividends to the stockholders when confessedly if it 
goes on there will be nothing to pay the creditors with. 

Mr. HILL. Confessedly, the creditor has elected his own security, 
confessedly the creditor has dedicated the corpus of the road to pay 
the debt; and confessedly the debtor is doing nothing to endanger 
that security. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But the Senator from Georgia carefully leaves 
out the proposition that I put to him, that upon the universal prin- 
ciples of law applied to corporations, no matter whether you have a 
mortgage security or not, every dollar of the assets and income of a 
corporation is a trust-fund for the payment of its creditors first, and 
for division among its stockholders afterward. Therefore, if a corpo- 
ration, without regard to whether there is a mortgage lien or not, 
divides up its earnings among its stockholders to the danger of its 
creditors, it is violating the law of its existence. 

Mr. I do say emphatically that no creditor of the road has 
any right as a legislature to pass acts and to administer a law to pre- 


vent the debtor from using the income of his property before the debt 
becomes due. He has a right to use the rents, issues, and profits of 
the property, and no law ever arrested it or can ever arrest it unless 
by so nong he is violating a contract. If he has included the rents, 
issues, and profits of the property in a mortgage, then he is bound. 
If he has not, then there is not any court on earth that can impound 
the income of a man’s property in advance of the debt being due; 
nor was it ever done. Isay broadly it never was done. It cannot be 
done in the nature of things, because when a man dedicates the corpus 
of the property to the payment of the debt, to that the creditor must 
look. The creditor has elected his security; the creditor has dedi- 
cated his security; he has fixed the debt on that security and he must 
rely on it. There is no lien in favor of an ordinary creditor against 
a debtor—none in the world. But I beg pardon of the Senator from 
Tennessee for having interrupted him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Although that may never have been done by a court, 
yet such is the temper, and such are the convictions of the American 
Congress to-day, that it cannot hereafter be brought as a reproach 
against the courts of the United States that they will not entertain 
Praen where a debtor has publicly and solemnly announced to 

is creditors that his purpose is so to administer his affairs as not only 
to bring a debt to mature at a future day in peril, but to bring it to 
e and certain loss —— 

Mr. . Of course the unauthorized announcement of an officer 
amounts to nothing, butif there isany announcement by the cerpora- 
tion that they intend to bring this debt in danger by their act, the 
courts will give you ample remedy to restrain them. 

Mr. S. Will the Senator not admit the fact that by reason 
of the dividends that have been paid and are being paid the ultimate 
security of this debt is not only ed, but it is rendered almost 
certain that it will prove a loss to the Government ? 

Mr. HILL. On the contrary, I say that by the appropriation of 
the income, the security selected by the Government for its debt is 
not only not impaired, is not only not lessened one dollar, but I say 
emphatically in this very contract which the Government made it 
has stipulated that the company shall use those earnings. It stipu- 
lated that as an inducement, in ‘the eighteenth section, for them to 
build this road. Who supposes that anybody would have undertaken 
to build this road on an ent that for thirty years there should 
be no earnings from it? o supposes that any men would under- 
take to build the road on a distinct stipulation that they were to 
have no earnings for thirty years? There is a stipulation to pay the 
Government; but there is no stipulation that they shall have no 
earnings for thirty years. But the danger the courts will remedy; 
the future will give you a remedy not lessening the security which 
the contract has dedicated to the payment of your debt. I beg par- 
don of my friend for having interrupted him so long. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 
I was a little fatigued, and it gave me an opportunity to rest. 

But the Senator asks in his concluding sentence who supposes that 
the parties contemplated that the Government of the United States 
would take all the earnings of these companies and leave nothing 
for them to distribute to their stockholders as a compensation for 
the capital that they have invested. I do not undérstand that to be 
the case. I understand from the reading of the bill presented to us 
by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate and the report which ac- 
companies the bill that even after making these appropriations to 
the sinking fund there will be left from year to year to the stock- 
holders of one of these companies a dividend of 6 per cent., and to 
the stockholders of the other not less than 4} per cent. 

Mr. HILL. Have you any more right to take half the income than 
you have to take the whole of it? 

Mr. BAILEY. Not a bit of it. We have a right to take it all if 
necessary to prevent this meditated fraud. e Senator seems to 
sup that because under the law as it exists 2 

r. TELLER. Lask the Senator if he will submit to an interrup- 
tion? When the Senator says they have a right to take it all to avoid 
this meditated fraud, I should like to know to what he refers. 

Mr. BAILEY. Irefer to what they have announced; to the extracts 
from letters and hes I have already read. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what they have announced. 

Mr. BAILEY. They have announced it to be their purpose to 
divide their net earnings as between themselves and to leave this 
debt of the Government of the United States to accumulate; and 
they declare that the consequences and the natural e e the 
almost necessary concequences of their acts, will be to bring these 
companies to absolute bankruptcy and to cause the Government to 
lose a great part if not all of the debt that will be due in the future. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator answer this question: When the 
Government took this lien and postponed the payment of the debt 
until the maturity of the bonds, interest included, did they not guar- 
antee not only by that provision but by a special provision that the 
companies might take these dividends? Are they not then living 
strictly within their contract when they take these dividends? 

Mr. BAILEY. Considering the question from the point of view 
that I have now presented, I do not say that they have not the legal 
right to distribute this money. They have the legal right; I will 
concede that. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to say that they had not 
the legal right. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. B Y. Isay they have a legal right to do it, but I say not- 
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withstanding that it is a fraud that they contemplate perpetrating 
upon the Government of the United States by withdrawing what they 
may haye the legal right to withdraw in the present state of the 
law, and without the remedial legislation that is proposed from the 
payment of their debts, and APPO pIaN itto a division among them- 
selves. But I am ing here to prove that the Congress of the 
United States has a right to control them and to make that illegal 
which they claim is legal to-day. 

Mr. TELLER. And which you admit is legal now, and yet you 


A Pi eee does not change the contract 
r. BAILEY. Not at all. The Government has guaranteed noth- 
. The Government of the United States does not guarantee to its 
citizens that the law shall never be iare 55 In a case in 4 Otto, the 
very same claim was made that is made here to-day by a corporation 
chartered in the State of Illinois, that it had a vested interest in some 
way in the existing law, and although the Legislature of the State of 
Illinois changed the law, it wassaid the action of the os Aga was 
illegal and unconstitutional. The legislation was intended to change 
that which before had been right in a legal sense into what the law 
88 to be wrong. Chief-Justice Waite of the United States 
upreme Court in commenting upon that says: 


But a mere common-law regulation of trade or business may be changed by stat- 
ute. A person has no property, no vested interest, in any rule of the common law. 


You have no vested interest in that rule that gives you a right to 
distribute these earnings among the stockholders of this corporation 
as against the creditors, 

That is only one of the forms of municipal law, and is no more sacred than any 
other. Rights of property which have been created by the common law cannot be 
taken away without duo process; but the law itself, as a rule of conduct, ee be 
Seeya, "in af the will, or even at the whim, of the Legislature, unless prevented by 
constitutional limitations.—Iunn ve. [Uinois, 4 Otto, 135. 


But there is another reason which has been alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, or which was alluded to a few moments ago, why 
this legislation may take place. He stated, and he stated what is 


unqnestionably the law, that the property of every corporation is a 
trust fund for the payment of its debts, made so by intendment of 
law. The corporators are exempted in their petal persons and in 


their individual property from either arrest or seizure under execu- 
tion, and from the processes by which paroni is compelled as 
between individuals in their contracts with each other; and when 
these corporators have paid into their treasury or have conveyed to 
the corporation money or 1 which is intended for the corporate 
use, from that moment it is dedicated to the corporate purposes and 
becomes a trust fund. 

Judge Story rendered a decision in the case of Wood vs. Dummer, 
3 Mason’s Reports, in the year 1824, where the stockholders of a cor- 
poration had met together and their directors had distributed to them 

e money of the corporation, leaving the creditors unpaid. A bill 
was filed to compel them to refund the money and they were compelled 
to restore it. 

Mr. TELLER. It was capital stock. 

Mr. BAILEY. It may have been capital stock, but it was the prop- 
erty of the corporation. Do you mean to say that net earnings or 
profits are not property? Do you mean to say that no obligation rests 
upon the corporation to provide for the payment of a debt in the 
future? I will read a few lines from this decision. 

The individual stockholders are not liable for the debts of the bank in their pri- 
vate capacities. The charter relieves them from pe responsibility and snb- 
stitutes the capital stock in its stead. Credit is universally given to this fund by the 

blic as the only means of repayment. During the existence of the on 

t is the sole property of the corporation, and can be applied only according to its 
charter; that is, as a fand for payment of its debts, upon the security of which it 
may discount and ci notes. Why, otherwise, is any capital stock required 
by our charters? If the stock may, the next da after it is paid in, be withdrawn 
by tha stockholders without payment of the debts of the corporation, why is its 
amount so studiously provided for and its payment by the stockholders so dili- 
gently required! To me this point ap so plain upon principles of law, as 
well as common sense, that I cannot be brought into any doubt that the charters 
of our banks make the ital stock a trust fund for the payment of all the debts 
of the corporation. The bill-holders and other creditors have the first claims upon 
it, and the stockholders have no rights until all the other creditors are 


The capital stock was the subject of litigation in that particnlar 
case, and hence he was speaking of capital stock; but the idea, the 
reason, applies to property of every description. The decision made 
by Judge Story in this case of Wood vs. Dummer has been upheld by 
the courts of nearly every State in the Union. The position has been 
adopted and made the basis of nent decisions by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, one of which is very well known to some 
of us in the South, the case of Curran vs. The State of Arkansas, re- 

rted in the fifteenth volume of Howard’s Reports. Here is a trust 
und dedicated to the payment of debts. Here is an obligation rest- 
ing upon these people to make provision for the payment of this great 
debt. They say, however, that they will not do so and resist the 
attempt on the part of Congress to compel by law that to be done 
which they rest under the ee obligation to do. They sax that 
there is no law tbat will authorize a bill in chancery to be filed to 
enforce this obligation. Then, sir, we will make a law; the obliga- 
tion shall no longer be imperfect; legislatures are established to en- 
act laws, and to correct defects in the written or unwritten law, when- 
ever these defects may be discovered or the business affairs of life 
shall bring them to notice. 
Now, the jurisdiction of courts of equity in regard to trust funds of 


this kind is unquestioned. It is usually exercised in cases of an in- 
solvent corporation or one whose charter has expired, been annulled, 
or revoked; but the principle settled by the case of Wood rs. Dum- 
mer and the case of Curran vs. The State of Arkansas is, that property 
of a corporation is a trust fund for the p ent of debts. The prin- 
ciple stands whether the corporation be solvent or insolvent, whether 
its charter continues in force or has. been annulled or has expired 
by lapse of time. It may be that under the present state of the law 
where a corporation in the full possession of its franchises shall from 
year to year divide its earnings between the stockholders in such a 
manner as to imperil the rights of creditors whose debts are not due, 
the court will not feel authorized to interfere to control the action of 
its officers, but the refusal to exercise jurisdiction in such a case is 
because the creditors cannot maintain an action until the debt be- 
comes due. Notwithstanding, this, however, the property is a trust 
fund, and the highest moral obligation rests upon the officers to so 
administer its irs as to protect the 1 of creditors who are 
entitled to priority of payment over the stockholders, and this becomes 
a legal obligation whenever a right of action accrues to the creditors. 

Now, may not the remedy be advanced without injustice to the 
stockholders? If the conduct of the officers manifests an unmistak- 
able to bring the corporation to a state of bankruptcy, if 
they s refuse to be governed by the ordinary rules of business pra- 
dence and care, and when the necessity is obvious refuse to provide 
asinking fund for the payment of debts to mature in the future, that 
cannot otherwise be paid, can they with any propriety object that 
the law-making power shall require them to do so or shall provide a 
remedy that wiil protect the creditor against a meditated wrong? 

It is objected that such legislation will divest vested rights. What 
right is taken away? What vested interest is disturbed by such 
legislation? The corporation is left inthe undisturbed possession of 
all franchises and all its property. It continues to transact its legit- 
imate business and to make such profits as that business will fairly 
earn, but is required to do what every government and every cor- 
poration whose affairs are managed with any regard to prudence or 
the just rights of creditors will voluntarily undertake to do. 

Is the power to 8 a fraud, to be recognized as a vested 
right! the law ective, shall it not be amended and made 
to conform to the wants and exigencies of society ? 

Mr. BLAINE obtained the floor, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Iv@ats in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. 
eee: 

Mr. IN. Iapprehend that Senators who are not in their 
places do not expect to vote upon the pending question at the pres- 
ent time, and I move that we now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty-three 
minntes spent in executive session, the doors were reopened, 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was. 
referred the bill (S. No. 927) to authorize the construction of a nar- 
row-gauge railroad from Bismarck to the Black Hills, reported it with 
amendments. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. WITHERS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1013) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Nus- 
sear; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was— 
Ordered, That the petition and pa; N the claim of John S. Logan bo 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
WATER-FRONT AT VICKSBURGH. 
Mr. LAMAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and heis hereby, instructed to transmit 
to the Senate copies af the report of a board of engineers on the preservation of the 
water-front at Vicksburgh, issippi, and of the letter of the Chief of Engineers 
submitting the same, with the maps and estimates in relation thereto which have 
been prepared by said board. 

CLAIM OF CHAUNCEY M. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. FERRY submitted the following order; which was considered 

by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Ordered, That 50 copies of the a ent in relation to the claim of Chauncey M. 
Lockwood be printed the use of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at four o’clock and ten minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, March 28, 1878. 


The House met at twelveo’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill of the fol- 
lowing title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1879, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SOUTHARD. I hope the House will give unanimous consent 
to change the reference of a Dill. 

Mr. HALE. I demand the regular order of business. 

The regular order being demanded, the question recurred on the 
following resolutions, reported by the majority of the Committee of 


Elections : 
Resolved, That W. A. Field is not entitled to a seat in this House as the 
Representative from the thi d Apr district of the State of Massachusetts. 
Resolved, ‘That Benjamin Dean is entitled to a seat in this House as the Repre- 
sentative from the district of the State of Massachusetts. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The House is not full at this time, and, if there 
be no objection, I hope there will be a morning hour before the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday is taken up for consideration. I ask by 
unanimous consent that there be a morning hour for reports from 
committees. 

Mr. HALE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to ask unanimous consent that there be a 
morning hour this morning, as the House is now thin. 

Mr. E. Let us have the TORA order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would enable us to havea full House to allow 
the morning hour to intervene before proceeding with the election 


case. 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been ordered, and, the 
regular order being demanded, the question recurs on the resolutions 
reported from the majority of the Committee of Elections which have 
just been read. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair desires there shall be perfect order 
during the roll-call for reasons which must be manifest to every per- 
son on the floor. If there be any noise the Chair will direct the call 
to be 5 until order is restored. 

Mr. SP 
I am advised there are a number of members absent, and I make the 
motion for the purpose of giving them an opportunity to come in. Is 
the motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Let the gentleman move that there 
be a call of the House. 

Mr. FRYE. Had not the call commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. It had not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the motion be in order, I will move that there 
be a call of the House, and on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Is that motion in order while the main question is 


ponding ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn isin order. In reference 
to the question of order raised by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 
HALE, ] whether at this time, the main question having been ordered 
to be now put, the motion that there be a call of the House is in 
order, the Clerk will read a part of Rule 132. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A call of the House shall not be in order after the previous question is seconded, 
ales 7 shall appear, upon an actual count by the Speaker, that no quorum is 
presen’ 


The SPEAKER. The motion that there be a call of the House is 
not in order at this time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, then, that the House do now adjourn, and 
on that motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FORT. What is the object of the gentleman in moving the 
House to 35 

Mr. SP. GER. The House is not full, and I desire to give mem- 
bers who are not present an opportunity to come in before the vote is 
taken on the election case, 

Mr. THOMPSON. Who is absent? 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
4, nays 231, not voting 56; as follows: 


YEAS—4, 


Bacon, Covert, Culberson, Throckmorton. 


GER. Is it in order to move the House do now adjourn ?] Bannin; 


Acklen, Dickey, Joyce, Robinson, Milton S. 
Douglas, Keightley, Ross, 
. — — —.— ple 
ey, enna, Sampson, 
Babe. vilam Eames, Ketcham, Pres „ 
Ballou, Eden. yter, 
858 
e, ers, er, 
Sa gg OM ,, ES 
g vans, n gom, Y 
Bicknell, Evans, James L. indsey, Singleton, 
Blackburn, Ewing, Lockwood, Sinnickson, 
Bland, Finley, Latch, Smalls,” 
A : 20 
Bliss, Forney Lynde, Smith, William E. 
Boone, Fort, Mackey, Southard, 
Bouck, Foster, Maish, Springer, 
Brentano, Franklin, Manning, 
Brees’ Frye, Martin, 
Bright, Fuller, McCook, Step 
Brogden, Gardner, M Stone, John W. 
Browne, Garth, McKenzie, Stone, Joseph C. 
Buckner, Gause, McKinley, Strait, 
Bandy, Gibson, Mc on, pson, 
Giddings, Thornburgh, 
Burdick, Glover, Money, pton, 
Butler, Goode, onroe, Townsend, Amos 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, Morgan, Townsend, Martin I, 
Caldwell, W. P. Hale, Morrison, Town: d, R. 
eoh Hamilton, — 8 Tucker, 
ampbell. Hanna, uldrow, Turney, 
Carlisle, Hardenbergh, Norcross, Vance, 
C Harmer, liver, Van Vorhes, 
Chittenden, Harris, H R. O'Neill, Veeder, 
i Harris, John T. on, Walker, 
Clark, Alvah A. Harrison, a 
Clark of Misso Hart, Patterson, G. W. Welch, 
Clark, Rush Hartrid Peddie, White, 
Clarke of Kentucky. Hartzell” Phel White, Michael D. 
a . 
85 yes, 
Collins, Hendee, Potter, Williams, A. 
Conger, Hen Pound, Williams, Andrew 
Cook, Henkle, Williams, C. G. 
Cox, Jacob D. cary. Williams, James 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hewitt, Abram S. Williams, Jere N. 
Crapo, ewitt, G. 5 Wiliams, Richard 
Cravens, k, Randolph, Willis, Albert S. 
Crittenden, Hooker, 3 Willis, 
Ca i wie 
utler, um e ~ 
Davidson, Hunter, 7 Rice, Americus V. Wood, 
Davis, Horace Hunton, Rice, William W. Wren, 
Davis, Joseph J. Ittner, 3 2 
Deering, ames, bins, cates, 
Denison, berts, Young. 
Dibrell, Jones, John 8. Robertson, 
NOT VOTING—56. 
Caswell, H Pridemore, 
Baker, John H. Clymer, Jones, J. T. Rea, 
£, Danford, Ji Robinson, George D. 
Benedict, Dwight, Keifer, Sexton, 
Bisbee, Ellis, Killinger, Smith, A. Herr 
Blount, Errett, Knapp, cee 
Boyd, Evins, John H. Lap i. 8 
Field, Lop hero Swann, 
Bri Garfield, M e, Turner, 
Cabe Harris, W. Mitchell, Waddell, 
Cain, Hatcher, uller, Wai 
Calkins, Hazelton, eal, Walsh, 
Candler, Herbert, Patterson, T. M. Ward, 
Cannon, l Hubbell, ers. Warner. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
Duri ng. the vote, 
Mr. TUCKER said: I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 


CABELL, who is detained from the House by illness, is paired with 
Mr. PUGH, of New Jersey; and that Mr. PRIDEMORE is paired with 
his colleague, Mr. JORGENSEN. 

Mr. Mc ON. I desire to state that my 2 General BAN- 
NING, who is detained from the House by sickness, is paired with Mr. 
WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRIGHT. My coll e, Mr. ATKINS, is detained at home by 
sickness. I understand he is paired. š 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, who is absent on account of sickness. 
If he were here, I should vote “no.” How he would vote I do not 
know. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Lam paired on all political questions with 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Sparks. I do not know whether this 
is to be regarded as a political question, but I refrain from voting. I 
will add, that while I am paired with that gentleman on political 
3 Iam not paired upon the contested-election case of Dean 
vs. Field. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. On all votes connected with this 
case Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ER- 
RETT., 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I was paired yesterday with Gen- 
eral BANNING, of Ohio. I do not know whether he is here this morn- 
ing or not. I understood the pair to be only for l but I 
want to be entirely fair about the matter. I vote “no” on this ques- 
tion. 
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Mr. BOYD. Iam paired 


with my colleague, Mr. KNAPP. 


Mr. BANKS. The e from Pe Ivania, Mr. KILLINGER, 


requested me to say that he is paired upon this election case with the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. N. 


Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I am authorized to announce that 


my coll e, Mr. WARD, is paired with the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. MULLER. If Mr. MULLER were present, Mr. WARD would 
vote “no.” 


Mr. ACKLEN. My colleague, Mr. ELLIS, is absent, and is paired 
with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. STEWART. ? 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the resolutions re- 
ported by the majority of the Committee of Elections, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 124, nays 123, not 
voting 45; as follows: 


YEASIN. 
Acklen, Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank Sayler, 
Aiken, Dibrell, Jones, James T. es, 
Banning, Dickey, Kenna, Schleicher, 
Bel, 8228 Kimmel, Shelley, 
Benedict, Durham, Knott, Singleton, 
Bicknell, Eden, Ligon, Slemons, 
Blackburn, Eickhoff. Lockwood, Smith, William E. 
oe Ewin; in z Spie : 
n ynde, ger, 
Blount, Felton ackey, Steele, 
Boone, Finley, Maish, Stephens, 
Bouck, Forney, x Swann, 
ht, Fran 2 Throck n. 
Bue * Garth, McKenzie, Townshend, R. W. 
Butler, Gause, Ma Mahon, Tucker, 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, Vance, 
Caldwell, W. P. Giddings, Money, Veeder, 
Carlisle, lover, Morgan, W. A 
Chalmers, Morrison, Warner, 
Clark, ie A. Gunter, Carol Wie 
Missouri, Hamil W. iggin 
ClarkeofKentucky, Hardenbergh, , Williams, A. S. 
Cobb, Harris, 8 Wi Jere N. 
Cook 8 Willis Benjamin A. 
: i 
H e, Ri y O Wilson, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hewitt, Abram 8. Rid Wood, 
Crittende oe Roberts, Peake 
ttenden, ooker, es, 
H Robertson, Young, 
Davidson, Hunton, Ross, The Speaker. 
NAYS—123. 
Aldrich, Joyce, Reed, 
Bacon, Davis, Horace Keifer, Rice, i 

ey, ý Keightley, Robinson, Milton S. 

er, John H. Denison, Kelley, Ryan, 
Baker, W. Dunnell, am, Sampson, 
Banks, Flies, Shalt 
Banks, Elisw Lindsey, en 7 
Bayne, Evans, I. Newton Loring, Sinnickson, 
Bisbee, Evans, James L. Marsh Smalls, 
Blair, Fort, McCook, Starin, 
Brentano, McGowan, Stenger, 
Brewer, Frye, McKinley, Stone, John W. 
Briggs, Gardner, Mitchell, Stone, Joseph C. 
Brogden, Garfiel Monroe, Strait, 
Browne, Hale, Neal, ‘Thompson, 

y, Hanna, ae = 
Burchard. er, ver. ipton, 

i Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, Townsend, Amos 
Cain, idge, Overton, Townsend, M. I. 
Camp, Haskell, R Van Vi 
Campbell, Hayes, G.W. Wait, 

Cannon, Hendee, Peddie, Walsh, 
Chittenden, Henderson, Phillips, Watson, 
CC 
3 er! otter, 
Hiscock, Pound, White, Michael D. 
Humphrey, Powers, Williams, C. G. 
Cox, Jacob D. Hunter, Price, Williams, James 
5 Ittner, iney, Willits, 
am Randolph, Wren. 
Cutler, Jones, John S. Rea, 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Atkins, Errett, Smith; A. Herr 
Beebe, Evins, John H Knapp. Seas, 
Beyd, Field, Landers, wart, 
al Foster, Lapham, Turner, 
Cabell, Harrison, Motealte, Waddell, 
Calkins, jer Muller, Ward, 
Candler, Hatcher, Patterson, T. M. Williams, Andrew 
Caswell, 1 Pridemore, Williams, 
Clymer, ubbell, Pugh, 
Dwight, Hungerford, Robinson, George D. 


So the resolutions were adopted. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. T. I am paired with my papery ed Mr. HUNGERFORD. 
If he were present, he would vote “no” and I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. T X. I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. CANDLER, who, if present, would vote“ no,“ while Ishould vote 

ay. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. KILLINGER. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam paired with the gentleman from Michigan, 


4 


Mr. HUBBELL. If he were here, I should vote “ay.” I do not know 
how he would vote. 

Mr. BEEBE. I am paired generall 
LapHamM. I do not know how he anla 
in his absence I refrain from vonn: 

Mr. TUCKER. My colleague, Mr. PRIDEMORE, is paired with my 
other colleague, Mr. JORGENSEN. My collage Mr. CABELL, whois 
er from the House by sickness, is p with Mr. PUGH, of 

ew Jersey. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. My colleague, Mr. Arxins, is detained from 
the House by sickness, and is paired on this question with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I am requested to state that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BRIDGES, is paired with the gentleman from New 
York, Mr. DWIGHT. Mr. BRIDGES, if present, would vote “ay,” and 
Mr. Dwicat, I presume, no.“ 

Mr. LAND. Iam paired with Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. 
If he were present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. PUG Lam paired with Mr. CABELL, of Virginia. If he were 
present, he would vote “ay ” and I would vote “ no,” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Iam paired with Mr. Evins, of South 
Carolina. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I should vote 

no. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I am nested to state that my 
colleague, Mr. WARD, is paired with Mr. MULLER, of New York. If 
they were present, Mr. Warp would vote no“ and Mr. MULLER 
would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FOSTER. On this question I am paea with Mr. WADD. 
of North Carolina. If he were present, would vote “ay” and 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. ACKLEN. My colleague from Louisiana, Mr. ELLIS, who is 
absent, is paired with Mr. Stewart, of Minnesota. If present, he 
would vote “ay” and Mr. STEWART would vote “no.” 

Mr. WIL: „of New York. I am paired with Mr. HATCHER. 
If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I would 


with my colleague, Judge 
vote on this question ; but 


of Missouri. 
vote “no.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. My colleagues Mr. HAZELTON, is 
paired with Mr. CLYMER, of Pennsylvania. If present, Mr. HAZEL- 
TON would vote “no” and Mr. CLYMER would vote “ ay.” I desire also 
to announce that on this question my colleagues, Mr. CASWELL and 
Mr. BRAGG, are paired. If they were present, Mr. CASWELL would vote 
“no” and Mr. GG would vote“ ag 

Mr. METCALFE. I am paired with Mr. Sparks, of Illinois. If he 
were present, he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS, of 
Tennessee. If he were present, he would vote “ ay” and I would vote 
‘ no.” 


Mr. BOYD. I am paired with my colleague from Illinois, Mr. 
KNAPP, who, if present, would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 
Mr. PATTE IN, of Colorado. On this question I am paired with 


Mr. ERRETT, of Pennsylvania. If he were present, he would vote “no” 
and I should vote “ ay.“ 

Mr. JORGENSEN. I am paired with my colleague front n 
Mr. PRIDEMORE. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I woul 
vote no.“ 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Dwicut, of New York, is paired with my col- 
league from Pennsylvania, Mr. BRIDGES. If present, Mr. DWIGHT 
would vote “no” and Mr. BRIDGES would vote “ay.” 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Harrison, of Illinois, and my colleague from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. KILLINGER, are paired. If present, Mr. . 
would vote “ay” and Mr. KILLINGER would vote “ no.” 

Mr. FULLER. I am paired with my colleague from Indiana, Mr. 
SEXTON. If he were present, he would vote “no” and I would vote 
“ay. 

Mr. CARLISLE. My colleague from Kentucky, Mr. TURNER, is 
absent from the city and is paired with Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana. If 
present, Mr. TURNER would vote “ ay” and Mr. CALKINS would vote 

‘no. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I desireto announce that Mr. ELLIS, of Louisi- 
ana, on this question is paired with Mr. STEWART, of Minnesota, and 
es Mr. MULLER, of New York, is paired with Mr. Warp, of Penn- 

vania. 

Tiir. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, upon the resolution voted 
spn yesterday declaring that Mr. FIELD was entitled to a seat in this 

ouse, I vo “ay” under the belief that he had been elected ac- 
cording to thelaws of Massachusetts. But the House decided against 
this view of the law. Therefore, under this decision by the House, 
upon the pending resolution declaring Mr. Dean entitled to a seat, I 
vote “ — [Applause from the democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that perfect order may prevail 
while the Clerk reads the names, so that gentlemen may know exactly 
how they are recorded. 

Mr. CONGER. The applause was not on this side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the noise is a little on both 
sides of the House and wishes to prevent it on each side. 

Sr CONGER. I said the applause was not on this side of the 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the Chair desires to cast his vote 
and directs the Clerk to call his name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. RANDALL. 
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The SPEAKER. I vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lutions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask that the oath be administered to Mr. 
Dean. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will step forward. 5 

Mr. CON GER. Has the question been put on the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not think that anybody heard it. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the fault of the Chair. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave stood here waiting to hear that question 
put, that I might call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the question distinctly. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the Chair spoke in a very low tone. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair must have spoken in a very low tone. 


[Cries of “ 8 ; os 
Mr. SPRINGER. I heard the Severe state the motion distinctly. 
Mr. KENNA. And it was heard distinctly even in this distant part 
of the Hall. 
Mr. Dean then appeared and qualified by taking the oath pre- 


scribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRISON. I rise to a privileged question, and it is to call 
up the report of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, in 
the matter commonly known as the Polk matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope before the gentleman presses that motion he 
will allow me to report a bill for the purpose of having it printed, as 
one of the committees of the House desires to consider it to-morrow 
morning and the printing of it will greatly facilitate their labors. 

Mr. CONGER. I insist upon the regular order. I want nothing 
to intervene between these two matters. 

Mr. EDEN. I submit that the report of the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service has not yet been made. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. EDEN. My understanding is that the report was ordered to 
be printed and recommitted to the committee, and that therefore it 
is now in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report was made and recommitted to the 
committee, and ordered to be printed; and the Chair od ater that 
the gentleman from Illinois . HARRISON] now intends to report 
it back to the House. 

Mr. SCALES. Is it in order to raise the question of consideration? 

The SPEAKER, It is. 

Mr. SCALES. If so, I raise it, for I desire to move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of taking up the bill transferring the Indian Bureau 
from the Interior Department to the War Department. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to antagonize that motion with an appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Harrison,] 
from the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, presents the re- 
port of that committee touching on the matters referred to it, as to 
the Doorkeeper of this House, and the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. SCALES] raises the question of consideration, and he gives 
notice that if this subject be not considered by the House he will 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and to lay aside the bills upon the Calendar 
until the committee shall reach the bill relating to the transfer of the 
Indian Bureau to the War Department. 

Mr. DURHAM. Now I desire to antagonize that by asking the 
House to consider the report of the Committee on Appropriations and 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill authorizing the employment 
of additional clerks, &c. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot present the question in that 
Soape; The question of consideration must be between two subjects. 

. DUR You are right, sir; but I desire to notify the House 
that I shall endeavor to call up the bill to which I have referred. 

Mr. HENDEE, I desire also to give notice that I desire to call up 
the District of Columbia bill, that it may be considered at this time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And I desire to give notice, too, that 
if the House goes into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I shall press the consideration of the bill in relation to the 
pensions of the soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Mr. BEEBE. Irise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is not the 
nestion of consideration merely upon the motion of the gentleman 
rom Illinois, [Mr. HARRISON, j and not as between that and any other 

proposition! 

The SPEAKER. Each member must vote as his judgment dictates. 
The question immediately before the House is whether the House will 
now consider the report of the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service in relation to the Doorkeeper of the House. If that be voted 
down, then the Chair will be in duty bound to ize the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] to make his motion, as the 


Chair has already recognized him as antagonizing the motion of the 
Dlinois, [ Mr. Harrison. ] á 


gentleman from 


Mr. BEEBE. Would it be goupenn in case the report of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois should not be considered, to raise the Besa 
of consideration by the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Scares ? 

The Se ER. It would be; but not until the prior question is 
01. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EDEN. Would not it be in order to 

Mr. THOMPSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EDEN. I am rising to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois Mr: EDEN] is rising 
to a question which he has a right to put. 

Mr. EDEN. Would not it be in order for the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. DURHAM] to move to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering an appropria- 
ation bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already recognized the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. HARRISON,] and the most direct way to reach the 
views of the House is the way providen for by the gentleman from 
Naath Carolina [Mr. Scalxs] when he raises the question of consider- 
ation. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. This question of the Doorkeeper 
has an important bearing on appropriations. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ISON. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. A question relating to the priority of business is 
not debatable. 

The question was put upon Mr. HaRRISON’s motion; and on a viva 
voce vote the Chair announced that the noes had it. 

Mr. JAMES. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 123, not 
voting 61; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Aldrich, Cutler, Lindsey, Sampson, 
Ten; Davis, Horace Lockwood, 
Y» D eering, Lorin; * berger, 
Bellon. Denison, Tynde, Sinnickson, 
Ba Evans, James L Marsh. j S 
yne, James „ 
FE 
„ wan, le, 
Bouck, Frye, McKinley, 5! John W. 
Brewer, Gardner, Mitchell, Stone, Joseph C. 
— Garfield, Monroe, t, 
rogden, Hanna, 
Browne, Harris, Benj. W. Townsend, Amos 
Buckner, Harrison, Oliver, y ML 
Bundy, Hart, Van Vorhes, 
Bure! Hayes, Patterson, G. W. Wait, 
Burdick, Henderson, Peddie, Walker, 
Cain, Henkle, P Warner, 
Camp, K, Phillips, W. 
Ghittont it hrey, Potten ' White, Michael D. 
um A ý ite, * 
Clark, Rush Tttner, Pound, ton, 
Cole, Jam ays Wi Andrew 
Conger, Jones, John S. Randolph, 8 cay G. 
Cox, Jacob D, Keightley, Rice, William W. Willits. 
Cummings, Lathrop, Robinson, 
NAYS—133. s, 
Acklen, Eden, Jorgensen, Roberts, 
Aiken, Elam, Joyce, Robertson, 
Baker, William H. Ellsworth, K Ryan, 
Bickn Ewing, Ketcham, Sayler, 
Blackburn, Felton, Knott, Scales, 
Bliss, 7 Landers, Schleicher, 
Boone, Forne Shelley, 
Brentano, in, Luttrell, Singleton, 
B t, Garth, Slemons, 
Butler, Gause, M 2 Smith, William E. 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, Mayham, Southard, 
Cad wel 5 Good si N Mahon, Scephen ji 
am! f e, c ens, 
Carlisle, Gunter, Metcalfe, Swann, 
Chalmers, Hale, Mills, ‘Throckmorton, 
Claflin, Hamilton, pe Ly Tip 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harmer, M Townshend, R. W. 
Cobb, Harris, Henry R. Tucker, 
Co Harris, John T. Muldrow, Turney, 
Cook Harze O'Neill, Vance, 
Crapo, Walsh, 
Cravens, Haskell, Pai T. M. Welch, 
Crittenden, Hendee, Powers, Whi 
5 e Sa 
m, or m, ames 
Deri Japi J. Hewitt, G. W. fee Wi Jere N. 
Dibrell, ‘ooker, Rei Willis, Albert S. 
Dickey, House, Reilly, Wilson, 
Douglas, Hunton, Rice, Americus V. Yeates, 
Dunnell, J Frank Riddle, Young. 
Durham, Jones, James T. Robbins, 
NOT VOTING—41 
Cabell, Eickhoff. He Abram S. 
Baker, John H. Calkins, Hub 
Banning, Candler, Han 
Beebe, Cas k I. Newton Kelley, 
Benedi Clark, Alvah A. Evins, John H. Killinger, 
Blair. Clark of Missouri, Foster, Kimmel, 
Biand, Clymer, Faller, Knapp, 
pom 8 S Sore Lap! 
Danfo: enbergh, 
z à Dean, Hatcher, Muller, 
Dwight, Hazelton, Neal, 
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Pridemore, Smith, A. Herr Veeder, Wren, 
Pughe Sparks, Waddell, Wright. 
fo ee Thorab h, Willis, Benjamin A. 
rere Semen © Wood, 


So the House refused to proceed to the consideration of the report 
in the case of the Doorkeeper. 

During the call of the rollthe following announcements were made: 

Mr. TIN. Iam paired with Mr. HUBBELL, of Michigan. If he 
were here, I would vote “no” and I presume he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On political on read Iam paired with 
Mr. SPARKS, of Illinois. If here, he would vote no“ and I would 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS, of 
Tennessee. If here, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam paired with Mr. WADDELL, of North Carolina. 
Iam in doubt whether the pair would reach this case, but I prefer 
not to vote in his absence. 

Mr. HAZELTON. I am paired with Mr. CLYMER, of Pennsylvania. 
I do not know how he would vote on this question if he were here; 
therefore I prefer not to vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCALES. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole, for the purpose of taking up and considering 
the bill for the transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War Department. 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask the gentleman to yield to me, to bring up a 
matter which shoyld be considered at once. 

Mr. SCALES. I will yield for matters that give rise to no debate. 

CONTINGENT FUND OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for a deficiency in the miscellane- 
ous fund of the House of Representatives, with the Senate amendment 


thereto. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


penses of the Senate, emg A 
For folding books, spect ya ts at the prices specified in the legisla- 
‘or fo es, and pam e pi e 
tive act for tho current fiscal year, E 


Mr. FOSTER. The Committee on Appropriations recommend that 
the amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. FOSTER. The Senate also make an amendment to the title. 

The amendment of the Senate to the title was concurred in, so as 
make the title read: “An act to provide for deficiencies in the mis- 
cellaneous fund of the Senate and of the House of Representatives.” 

Mr. FOSTER moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Tho latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAMILTON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
of the following titles; when the S er signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund a certain tax erroneously collected; and 

An act (S. No. 648) to constitute a commission to consider and report 
a plan for providing enlarged accommodations for the Library of 


Congress. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. erea ii unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4117) 
to facilitate the early judicial construction of the fifteenth section of 
the act of July 2, 1864, entitled “ An act to amend an act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other purposes, approved July 1, 
1862 ;” which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR FOREIGN-BUILT VESSELS. 

Mr. PO by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4119) to allow American registry to foreign-built vessels ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Lask unanimous consent that House bill No. 
3064, making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 
p which has been returned from the Senate with sundry 
-amendments, be taken from the Speaker's table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed with the Senate amendments. 

The motion was to. 


ate 


HATTERAS INLET, ETC. 

Mr. BROGDEN, by unanimous consent, presented the proceedings 
of a large convention of delegates apon at public seen of 
several of the counties in Eastern N. Carolina, . ya 
memorial of several hundred citizens and tax-payers of said State, 


praying Congress to make an 8 of $150,000 for the im- 


rovement of the navigation near 


tteras Inlet, the Neuse and Trent 
vers and their tributaries, and for the removal of obstructions near 
the confluence of said rivers, near New Berne, North Carolina; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4118) to establish a board of Pacific Railroad commis- 
sioners ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID H. CONNELL, 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4120) for the 
relief of David H. Connell; which was read a first and second time, 
acs a to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MERCHANTS’ NATIONAL BANK, WASHINGTON. 

On motion of Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee on Banking and Currency was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a communication from the Comptroller of the Currency in relation to 
the recovery of $46,878.52 in a suit brought in the name of the United 
States vs. Bayne and others to recover money lent by the Merchants’ 
National Bank, of Washington, District of Columbia, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


LANDS IN ALABAMA FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2272) ting lands to township 18, 
range 3 east, and townships 18, 19, and 20, range 4 east, in the State 
of Alabama, for the use of schools ; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 

REMOVAL OF DESKS FROM THE HALL. 


Mr. YOUNG. I am instructed by the Select Committee on the Ven- 
tilation of the Hall to present a report and accompanying resolution 
and toask that they be printed in the Recorp. I desire to give notice, 
by instruction of the committee, that after the morming hour on 
Tuesday next, I will call up this report for action. 

There being no objection, the following report and accom 
resolution were laid on the table and ordered to be prin 
RECORD: , 

The Committee on Ventilstion of the Hall of the House of tatives, to 
whom was House resolution passed March 4, 187 directing them to in- 
quire and report whether or not the removal of the desks the Hall is in any 
way neceasary in pom min, Sa the p ventilation of the same, and how far 
2 removal so — bor Frais nce of members and the dispatch of pub- 

e business," vo respec: report: 

That they have given a careful Aada a ta the two questions presented in 


and perfect ventilation of the Hall; except 

Beats onan niece ie eae ae 
+ y O: 

methods, but they would be less convenient and more expensive. Itis believed 


nyin 
in the 


C 
measure carried out, will, when ares apm es rd as perfect ventilation as can be 


procured with the present architecture Hall, even without any interference 
with the their removal would doubtless aid this plan in the way sug- 
ges 


ted. 
In to convenience of members and the tch of public busi 
8 dexirable Ae — should be 


their desks as is at present done, while it is also 
small or flange for the purpose of such as members may 
at their seats. In case these tions should be adopted the committee think 
it would be desirable that a table, three or four feet square, should be 
in each of the four sections into which the space occupied by the seats is divided, 
from which members who desired to do so could speak. 
The committee think it probable that some inconvenience would be felt at first 
should the desks be removed, but this would soon pass away and be overcome, as 
e committee is fully convinced, by the many advantages w. would result from 


— of the floor of the Hall is submitted with this report, which shows in 
© alterations and changes which it is p to make. The committee 
respectfully recommend the passage of the resolution which is herewith 


Very respectfully, 
~ 50 CASEY YOUNG. 


C. M. SHELLEY. 

ADDISON OLIVER. 

J. W. STONE. 

J. G. CARLISLE. 

7 JAMES M. COVERT. 
Be it resolved by the House of i the United States of America, 

the architect of the extension is hereby directed to make such alterations 
and changes in the of the Houseof Representatives, under the direction of the 
Committee on Ven as are set out and su; ted in the report of said com 
mittee this day presen 4 The cost of such alterations 
— not exceed the sum of $1,500, to be paid out of the contingent fund ef 


ELIZABETH BURRISS. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
relief of Elizabeth Burriss; which was read a first 


No, 4121) for the 


1878. 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. f 


UNION PACIFIC AND KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee of this Honse be directed to ascertain 
all the facts and circumstances relating to the making of the two certain contracts 
between the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Railway 
Company, bearing date respectively on or about the 22d and 23d of April, 1878, and to 
report such facts and circumstances to this House with the additional fact whether 
such agreements are now respected by the parties thereto and the opinion of said 
committee whether sueh agreements were in contravention of the general laws 
governing such cases or the special laws under which said rai companies are 
condneted; that said committee for the purpose of carrying this resolution into 
effect have the usual power to send for persons and papers. 


GEORGE CHORPENNING. 


On motion of Mr. MONEY, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition of George Chorpenning, for compensation 
for tra rting the mails between Salt Lake City and points in Cali- 
fornia from 1851 to 1862; and the same was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr.CONGER. Isuppose that none of the papers now being referred 
can be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. Bills introduced by unanimous consent cannot be 
brought back; but as to matters reported from committees, there 
must be an understanding stated that they shall not be brought back. 

Mr. CONGER. I move, then, to reconsider the various votes by 
which bills, petitions, &c., reported from committees have been 
referred or committed; and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. MCGOWAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4122) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land claims 
in certain States and Territories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GERMAIN H. MASON. 

Mr. KEIGHTLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4123) for the relief of Germain H. Mason, of Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIR OF COUNT PULASKI. 


On motion of Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Mili Affairs was discha: from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 3158) for the relief of the heir of General Count 
C. Pulaski, and the same was referred to the Committee of Claims, 
not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider 


LAND ON SOUTH CAROLINA COAST SOLD FOR DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. AIKEN. Iask unanimous consent to submit for reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary the resolution which I send to the 


desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, e eee eee ape espe are hereby, instructed 
to inquire into the present status of lands on ee South Garolina sold 


papers. 
the result of its investigations to the House 

ay best subserve the interests of all parties con- 
cern 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that part of this resolution authorizing 
the sending for porsona and popia 

Mr. AIKEN. the House allow me just one word, I willstate 
why that clause is putin. The Government is now erecting a light- 
house upon one of the points mentioned in the resolution; but oper- 
ations have been suspended from the simple fact that it cannot estab- 
lish a claim to the land on which the light-house is being built. 

The SPEAKER. This is for reference only. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought it was for action, giving the power 

~The SPEAKER. It is only for reference. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. Not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so ordered, there being no objection. 


VINCENNES UNIVERSITY, INDIANA. 

Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4124) 
to amend an act approved March 3, 1873, entitled “An act authorizing 
the award to the Vincennes University of certain vacant and aban- 
doned lands in Knox County, Indiana ;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM HOGUE. 

Mr. COBB also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4126) for the relief of William Hogue, of Bruceyille, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WEATHER OBSERVATION STATIONS, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4127) to establish weather-observation stations of the neral service, 
United States Army, in the State of North Carolina; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PAULINA JONES. 


Mr. VANCE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4126) for the relief of Paulina Jones, widow of Alexander Jones, 
deceased, Company E, Second Nerth Carolina Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES BOMBONNEL. 


Mr. MANNING moved, by unanimous consent, that leave be granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Charles Bombonnel, reported adversely by the Committee on 
War Claims in the Forty-third Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The application, under the rule, will be referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


MARY k. LACIA. 

On motion of Mr. WOOD, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papan in the 
case of Mary E. Lacia, no adverse report having been made. 

JOHN A. SUTTER. 
On motion of Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
nted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of John A. Sutter, no adverse report having been made. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 

g cases: 

To Mr. KILLINGER, for one week. 

To Mr. BRIDGES, for one week, on aceount of important business. 

To Mr. WADDELL, until Monday next, on account of important.busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. STEELE, for ten days, on account of his health. 
To Mr. Hanna, until Th y next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. HAYES, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


To Mr. THORNBURGH, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 
R. G. HATFIELD. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a claim for 
compensation for services rendered a R. G. Hatfield, architect of 
New York City,in 1877, u order of United States grand jury; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

METRICAL SYSTEM. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, relative to the adoption of the 
metrical system of weights and measures; which was to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR SIOUX INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the acting Secretary of the Interior, relative to certain 
Indian appropriations heretofore asked; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. . 

LEASING THE WRIGHT BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the acting Secretary of the Interior, asking that author- 
ity be conferred on that Department to lease the building corner of 
Eighth and G streets, known as the Wright building, now tempora- 
rily occupied by said Department, for one year from June 30th, next, 
and an appropriation to pay the rent therefor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

SOLDIERS MONUMENT, AVON, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the 
Chief of Ordnance in connection with House resolution No. 129, au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the town of Avon, Living- 
ston County, New York, four cannon for the soldiers’ monument 
said town; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

RECORDS OF SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the 3 of War, transmittting reports of the Ad- 
tant-General and the Surgeon-General to transfer records to the 
ension Office; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
EDMUND T. RYAN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


aletter from the Secre of War, relative to Edmund T. Ryan; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPOINTMENT OF CADETS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Attorney-General, in response to House resolution of 
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March 16, 1878, as to the ap 
tary Academies by the 
ordered to be printed. 


intment of cadets to Naval and Mili- 
dent; which was laid upon the table and 


JAMES REA. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, presented the memorial of 
James Rea, late United States consul at Belfast, asking relief; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 94 
moves that the rules be suspended and that the House resolve itse 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the regular order is-the morning 
hour, and that as against the mening hony the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union is in order at all times. 

Mr. CONGER. Not till after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order at anytime. The gentle- 
man from Michigan is confounding with this the motion to go to 
business on the Speaker's table. The motion to go to business on the 
Speaker’s table is only in order after the morning hour. The motion 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union is in order at any time. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I raise the question of consideration on that 
motion in order that we may have the morning hour, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read Rule 104: 


The House may at any time, “Fos vote of a majority of the members present, 
suspend the rules and for the purpose of going into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union; and also for providing for the discharge 
of the Committee of the Whole House and the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. DURHAM. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and raise in that way the question of con- 
sideration on the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that the House was divid- 
ingon another proposition. 

e SPE R. There is a matter already pending. The Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from sea [Mr. DURBAN] at the 
proper time. The gentleman from North Carolina moves that the 
Sirsa resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

on. 

Mr. DURHAM. Does the Chair not recognize me to raise a privi- 


loged yrs 7 

e SPEAKER. The Chair states that there is a motion already 
pending and does not recognize the gentleman from Kentucky at pres- 
ent to make his motion. 

Mr, HEWITT, of Alabama. Pending the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina I move that when in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union we shall aean consider the bill (H. 
R. No. 257) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican and other wars therein named, all debate upon the pending 
section and amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDEE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. If all these 
motions be lost will it then be proper to move to take up the District 
of Columbia bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the District of Columbia bill 
is in the position of unfinished business; and the Chair understands 
that these motions are made with the consent of the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] provided that the unfinished business shall 
not lose its priority when he shall see fit to demand the consideration 
of it. These motions in fact are ene the question of present con- 
sideration as against the District of Columbia bill; and if the House 
shall vote affirmatively, the effect will be to bring up other business 
than the unfinished business, which is the District of Columbia bill, 
but it will not lose its 8 as unfinished business. 

Mr. HENDEE. Iunderstand that; but I continually call attention 
to this bill because I am afraid it will be forgotten. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Vermont is very vigilant. [Daughter] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, 
there were—ayes 55, noes 93. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were ayes 22. 

So (the affirmative not bobi 
and nays were not ordered, an 
bama, was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. ScALxs, ] that the rules be suspended 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question being put, on a division, by sound, the Speaker an- 
nounced, The noes have it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The noes appear to have it. [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. 


one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas 
the motion of Mr. Hewrtt, of Ala- 


Mr. CONGER. On that I raise the question of consideration for 


bo Sod Sg of having a morning hour. r 

e SPEAKER. e gentleman from Michigan reaches his object 
by voting against the motion. He states that he votes against the 
motion of the gentleman from North Carolina because he wants to 
have a morning hour. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SCALES, there were 
ayes 43, noes 95. 

So the motion was not agreed to. : 

Mr. HENDEE, I now call up the unfinished business, being the- 
consideration of the bill providing a form of government for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that the House proceed to consider the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an 
appropriation for the same; also making appropriations for detecting 
trespasses on public lands, and for bringing into market public lands 
in certain States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER, I do not wish to antagonize the appropriation bill. 
Therefore I do not insist on the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] is 
demanding his right, which is the consideration of the unfinished 
business, being the bill providing a permanent form of government 
for the District of Columbia. 

The question being taken on Mr. HENDEE’S motion, there were 
ayes 71, noes 70. 

Mr. EDEN. A quorum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints Mr. Scares and Mr. HENDEE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 78, noes 68. 

So the House agreed to proceed with the consideration of the un- 
finished business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] will take 
theghair as Speaker pro tempore. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The House, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. No. 3259) providing a permanent form of gov- 
ernment for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tleman will state it. 

Mr. EDEN. After general debate is closed on this bill, will it then 
be read by sections and be subject to debate and amendment as in 
Committee of the Whole?“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The House is considering the bill as in 
Committee of the Whole, and after general debate is terminated the 
bill will be read by sections for amendment as though in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. EDEN. Can that be prevented by calling the previous ques- 


tion? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. The gentle- 
man from Illinois (utr. BRENTANO] has the floor. 

Mr. BRENTANO. Mr. Speaker, whatever the differences of opin- 
ion in the committee in re; to the details of this bill may have 
been, I can state that it was the unanimous desire of the committee 
to give the District of Columbia an honest and efficient government 
5 to divide the expenses of the District government between the 
United States and the sax payors of the District in a fair proportion. 
In regard to the features of the bill to which I could not agree, the 
most obnoxious, I am glad to hear, will be amended by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, I and that is the provision in the 
bill that when contracts are let the military member of the District 
of Columbia commissioners shall have a veto power. This provision 
of the bill is an extraordinary one in a country where the principle 
prevails that the military power shall always be subordinate to the 
civil power. I would never consent to vote for the bill if this pro- 
vision were not stricken out. 

Mr. Speaker, all we want and all I desire in the government of the 
District of Columbia is an honest and efficient non-partisan govern- 
ment. At the present time we have a temporary government, organ- 
ized by the act of 1874, by which three cemmissioners are intrusted 
with the administration of the government of the District, and these 
commissioners are appointed by the President of the United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

The bill now pending provides also that three commissioners shall 
form the government of the District, but they shall not be as now 
appointed by the President of the United States. One is to be elected 
by the Senate, one by the House of Representatives, while the third 
one shall be a military officer of the Engineer Corps of a certain rank 
detailed, not appointed, but detailed by the President. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask why shall we take away from the Presi- 
dent his constitutional power to appoint the officers who are to form 
the Government in this District? hy shall we put the election of 
two of them into the hands of Congress and only leave the President 
to detail as the third commissioner an officer of the rank in the Army 
which is prescribed in the bill? 

If we look at the Constitution of the United States we find that 
the Government is divided into three separate branches: the first one, 
the legislative; the second, the executive, and the third, the judicial. 
The Constitution defines the powers of Congress. It gives to Con 
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gress the power to exercise legislation in general, and to exercise exclu- 
sive legislation in all cases Whatever over the District of Columbia 
and over all places purchased for the erection of forts, magazines, 
dock-yards, and arsenals of the United States. : 

While the powers of Congress are restricted to legislative acts, the 
appointment of officers belongs to the President, and, except in such 
cases as are otherwise provided for in the Constitution itself, the 
President has to make all appointments. 

I have therefore a grave constitutional doubt whether Congress 
can, by a law such as this bill, take away from the President the 
power of appointing the officers who are to form the government of 
the Distriet of Columbia, 

But even if no constitutional doubts existed in my mind it would 
still be for me a question whether it was good policy to give the selec- 
tion of two commissioners, one to the House of Representatives and 
one to the Senate. In this connection I desire to refer to Story on the 
Constitution where he says: 


The suggestions already made upon thetreaty-making power, and the inconven- 
iences of vesting it in Congress, apply with great force to that, of vesting the power 
of appointment to office in the same body. It would enable candidates for office 
to introduce all sorts of cabals, intrigues, and coalitions into Congress, and not 
only distract their attention from their proper legislative duties, but probably ina 
very high degree influence all legislative measures. A new source of division and 
corraption would thus be inf into the public councils, stimulated by private 
interests and pressed by personal solicitations. What would be to be done in case 
the Senate and House should disa in an 8 ? Are they to vote in con- 
vention or as distinct bodies ere would ractical difficulties attending both 
courses; and experience has not justified the belief that either would conduce 
either to good appointments or to due responsibility. 

The same reasoning would apply to vesting the power exclusively in either 
branch of the Legislature. It would make the patronage of the Government sub. 
servient to 8 interests, and bring into suspicion the motives and conduct of 
members of the appointing body. 


I maintain that in the interest of an honest and efficient govern- 
ment for the District of Columbia we should keep out of the Halls 
of Congress the election of commissioners for this District. 

In regard to the provision authorizing or directing the President to 
detail as a third commissioner, for the term of three years, an officer of 
the Engineer Corps, whose lineal rank shall be above that of captain, 
I have also great constitutional doubts. If the President has the 
authority to appoint such officer to a civil office certainly we have no 
right to en in that appointment. We have no righit to tell the 
President from what class of citizens he shall rid ha to this or any 
other officer. We have no sant to confine him in his selection of offi- 
cers for the District of Columbia or for any other purpose to a certain 
class of military officers. 

But, Mr. Speaker, how does this provision of the bill correspond 
with the principle which is laid down in the constitution of every 
State of this Union, that the military poyo shall always be kept in 
strict subordination to the civil power? And yet here it is proposed 
that the President shall select a military officer and none other as one 
of the officers at the head of the government of the Disttict of Co- 
lumbia. 

These are some of my objections to this portion of the bill; but I 
have other objections. I find in this bill a provision that those Dis- 
trict commissioners which are to be selected by the Senate and House 
of Representatives shall be taken not only from the citizens of the 
United States but from actual residents of the District who have 
resided here for at least ten years previous to their election, and who 
- haye during that period claimed no residence elsewhere, 

I have looked over the constitutions of the several States of the 
Union, and I find that in no one of them is an actual residence of ten 
years required from a candidate for the highest executive office in 
any State. I find that the time of residence required to make a per- 
son eligible to the office of governor of a State varies from seven years 
down to one year, For instance, it is seven years in Arkansas, six 

ears in Delaware, five years in California, two years in Illinois and 
EAR and only one year in Minnesota. 

Now, if for the high office of governor of a State, who is clothed 
with far greater powers than one of the triumvirs of the District of 
Columbia, a man is eligible after from one to seven years’ residence 
in the State, why should we require that a member of the board of 
commissioners for the District of Columbia shall be an actual resi- 
dent of the District for at least ten years ? 

Even with the lesser restriction of residence of from one to seven 
years required in the various States to render a man eligible to the 
office of governor, it should be borne in mind that that restriction is 
a restriction of the universal suffrage of the right of the citizens to 


select their rulers. 

But when it is pro in this bill that when the Senate and Honse 
of Representatives shall each elect one of these District commission- 
ers we, the Representatives of the States and of the people, shall 
restrict ourselves in that selection to such citizens as have been actu- 
ally residents of this District for ten years, I say that is a restriction 
put upon the highest legislative body of the nation without any cause 
whatever. If the States can intrust every voter to select for gov- 
ernor any person who has resided in that State from one to seven 
years, according to the constitution of the State, why should we 
restrict ourselves to the selection of persons who have resided in this 
District for at least ten years? i 

But, Mr. Speaker, there are some other reasons why we should 
not be restricted in our judgment in this way. This bill proposes 
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that the United States shall pay 50 per cent. of all the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia. Now, when we propose 
that the Government of the United States shall pay one-half of the 
expenses of this District, should we restrict ourselves in the election 
of the men intrusted with its government to the actual settlers of 
this District, who have resided here for at least ten years? Or shall 
we not have the right to select as commissioners men among the citi- 
zens of the United States wherever we can find them, if they are only 

ood, honest, and reliable—men who will act in the interest of the 
District and at the same time have the interest of the Treasury of 
the United States at heart? 

I have asked myself what could be the reason why in this bill should 
be inserted a clause requiring the commissioners to have been actual 
residents of this District for ten years, thereby amen Bond men 
from being selected to those responsible offices. Should it be possible, 
what I can hardly believe, that the object and purpose was to exclude 
certain persons from being selected as commissioners of this District? 
Since the administration of the present President began, Mr. Thomas 
B. Bryan has been appointed as one of the commissioners of this Dis- 
trict. Mr. Bryan has not been a residentof this District for any length 
of time, but he is considered one of the best, one of the most efficient, 
one of the most honest men who could have been selected for the office 
of commissioner of this District. 

Mr. Speaker, if we should pass this bill as it now stands, we would 
be prohibited from electing such as Mr. Bryan, upon whom I look 
with pride as one who by his many public virtues has once been 
an honored citizen of Chicago, where he enjoyed the reputation of 
a man of integrity, of a man of the best intentions, a man of the 
strictest honesty, whom once a great party honored by the nomina- 
tion as their candidate for the office of mayor of our city; and when 
I came here and saw that the citizens of this District hold Mr. Bryan 
in the same high regard, I felt not only proud, but I congratulated 
the District on the acquisition they had made in my former townsman. 
Why, then, should we bind our hands here and give up the power of 
selecting a man like Mr, Bryan as one of the commissioners of this 
District because he has not resided here ten years, although nearly 
all his worldly interest is invested in the city of Washington ? 

These two are my main objections to this bill. I object to the bill 
because it takes the power of selecting these high officers for this 
District from the President, who now has the power to oe the 
commissioners of the District just as he has the constitutional right 
to appoint the judges, the recorders, and several other officers of this 
District. I maintain that there is no cause why we should take away 
from the President his constitutional prerogative. Even if the House 
should be of the opinion that the Constitution does not forbid that 
the Congress should elect such officers, it seem to me very impolitie 
to throw such elections, and with them all the evils which Story so 
vividly described, in the two Honses of Con I shall have occa- 
sion when we come to consider the bill by sections to offer some 
amendments in the sense indicated by me, and hope that the bill may 
be stripped of the obnoxious features so that I can vote for it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill R. No. 142) granting a pension to George McCoy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 407 granting a pension to Adam Stinson ; 

A pill (H. R. No. 467) restoring the name of Thomas Crawford, a 
soldier of the Mexican war, to the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) granting a pension to Bridget T. Hopper; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a pension to Fannie E. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
off wie. Ne 6 i 

i . No. 76) granting a pension to Mary Ann McFarland; 

A bill (S. No. 221) granting a pension to Mary Kirby Smith Eton, 
during her widowhood ; 

A bill (S. No. 373) to amend an act to provide for the sale of a por- 
tion of the reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missonria, and 
the Sac and Fox of the Missouri tribes of Indians, in the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska; 

A bill (S. No. 547) granting a pension to Caroline M. Egbert; 

A bill (S. No. 687) granting a pension to William H. Bagley ; 

A bill (S. No. 712) granting a pension to William Loudon ; 

A bill (S. No. 767) authorizing the Secretary of War to allow the in- 
terment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State of North 
Carolina, of the remains of the late R. F. Lehman, late a commissioner 
of the United States circuit court in the eastern district of North 
Carolina; 

A pill (S. No. 929) granting a pension to Hiram Howard; 

A bill (S. No. 931 granting a pension to Mary B. Marsh; and 

A bill (S. No. 931) granting a pension to James Shields. 


GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The House then resumed the consideration of the bill in relation te 
a permanent form of government for the District of Columbia. 
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Mr, COX, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I agree in many ts—per- 
haps in all respects—with the gentleman from Illinois Mr. BREN- 
TANO] who has just spoken. I approach this bill, however, from a 
stand-point which seems to me radically different from that of those 
who brought it here. Whenever the time shall have come for Con- 

to consider what should be the permanent government for the 

‘istrict of Columbia, we need to examine the subject in a totally 
different manner from that in which this bill presents it. 

I am one of those who believe that the government of the District 
by a commission was, at the time such a government was determined 
apon a necessity; but I wish to be distinctly understood as putting 

t necessity upon the basis of other measures which grew necessa- 
rily out of the war, Washington was for a long time the headquar- 
ters of a great army. It was a fortified camp. It was the place of 
refuge for those colored people of the South who collected here from 
the whole district of Virginia over which the Army of the Potomac 
was 1 pages It was also the place of 1 for many white 
people who claimed no permanent establishment here. The result of 
this was, as we all know, that there was here a large floating popu- 
lation, much of it a pauper population. It was dependent for its sub- 
sistence upon rations issued by the Commissary Department of the 
Army. It was dependent, a little later, either upon the charity of the 
local government or upon the employment which was made by the 
1 ga hed authorities in order to give to these people the daily means 
of life. 

Under these circumstances the problem of a safe government was 
one of no ordinary difficulty. It was met as an exceptional one. It 
was solved as a war measure, so far as it was solved at all; and we 
have been simply waiting for the time to come when the ordinary 
conditions of would be so far restored that we might have here 
the oppona of re-establishing a government which should be in 
accordance with the democratic principles of the Constitution of the 
United States. Such a government we have not had. 

The power of Congress over all subjects of legislation for the Dis- 
trict implies also the responsibility for the right solution of this prob- 
lem. e might consent that what was a war measure only shall 
continue until we are quite sure what ought to be substituted for it. 
We may, we ought to apoa as far as we can this system which hag 
been accepted provisionally, removing from it some of the inconsist- 
encies which have crept into it or were originally there. 

For instance, I grant that the independence of the board of health, 
and also, I believe, of the Metropolitan police, with t to the 
commissioners, are obstacles in the way of d government, which 
ought not to continue; and even though this provisional form of 
8 is to remain in force still longer, these things ought to 

corrected. 

But since this bill is brought forward as a definite settlement of the 
District government it must necessarily be examined, not as a mere 
palliative of some of the evils in this provisional organization, but 
as an attempt on the part of the Congress of the United States to 
establish here a government which deserves to be permanent; and 
I insist that if we pass this bill we shall give a severe shock to the 
faith of our people all over the land in our ability as a Congress of 
the United States even to understand what belongs to a municipal 
organization. 

e problem is a difficult one everywhere. If we take the areas 
city of New York as an example, we know full well that thinking 
men of all ies have been greatly puzzled with the question how 
in such a city, with a large floating population, much of it dependent 
perhaps upon charity, not having any permanent residence, giving 
none of the guarantees of intelligence or even of honesty that may 
be ired to make a good popular government, we may still have 
one which shall be at once republican and safe, which shall accord 
with, the 8 democratic principles of our Constitution, and at 


the same time give us the necessary provision for order, security, and 
economy of administration. 
If in like manner we go to the cities of the South, the same prob- 


lem is presented, with only a variation of conditions. We l be 
judged, and rightly judged by the world as having here chosen what 
we think a satisfactory form of government for a municipality, 
adapted alike to New Orleans, to Mobile, to Savannah, to Richmond. 
We are here undertaking to decide what should be the method of 
verning cities in which there is a large element of ignorant and 
ependent ple, of different races, tendencies, and prejudices—an 
element which, in the opinion of many honest and intelligent per- 
sons, makes an unsafe ulation and one unfit to have full control 
of local government, local taxation, and loca] expenditures. 
Mr. MAYHAM. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Certain ly. 

Mr, MA Does not the gentleman from Ohio recognize a 
difference in the condition of this District and that of the city of New 
York or New Orleans—a constitutional difference ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I e aS, andl I am going to s on that 
in a moment. The difference, Mr. Speaker, is precisely this, that here 
the Congress of the United States acting in its wisdom has absolutely 
full legislative W to establish just such a form of government as 
ought to be established, to seek the ideal free from any trammels 
whatever—to come as near what is exactly the right thing as is pos- 
sible for the wisdom of this body. 
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Mr. MAYHAM. But is there not a further objection which the gen- 
tleman has not considered? Does not the Constitution of the United 
States devolve upon Con the duty to legislate on all matters in 
reference to this District? Is not all legislation in reference to this 
District of Columbia intrusted by the Constitution itself in the hands 
of the Congress of the United States! 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAYHAM. And is there not in that a difference from the case 
of the city of New York or the city of New Orleans? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. In only one respect. Nobody pretends that 

Congress can give a municipal charter to the city of New York, but 
this body occupies in regard to the city of Washington exactly the 
position that the Legislature of the State of New York occupies to 
the city of New York. The State Legislature has by the constitution 
of the State, which is the fundamental law, the right to legislate in 
ee in such way as it may think wise; and I insist we may do 
here precisely what the Legislature of the State of New York may do 
in regard to legislating a charter for that city. 
Mr. MAY But can the Congress of the United States invest 
the municipality of the city of Washington or the District of Colum- 
bia with the legislative power which has been delegated by the Con- 
stitution to Congress alone? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The cases are exactly parallel. If the Consti- 
tution of the United States delegates to Congress unlimited legislat- 
ive power (as the State constitution does to the State Legislature) it 
gives it power to make such a charter for this municipality as it 
pleases, provided it comes within the general description of a gov- 
ernment republican in form. That is all that is needed. It is pre- 
cisely because of these reasons that whenever Congress approaches 
this subject anew, as it is now doing, it is bound to make its action 
say by strongest implication, ‘ We are offering you our idea of what 
should be a municipal government for a city with such a mixed pop- 
ulation.” We are free from t difficulties which would embarrass 
the Legislature of a State. If you were acting in New York you would 
have a vast population of the city to which the members of the Legisla- 
ture would be directly responsible. The ordinary local, political, am- 
bitions and influences would then have full play, and the class which 
has fattened upon the plunder of the city would resist every effort to 
diminish its power. Every member of the Legislature who was acting 
on the question would be there influenced more or less by the ques- 
tion how it would affect his own political standing and his political 
future. But here, having had the experience we Sars: the people of 
the country having acquiesced in this provisional government which 
was formerly made, and being only anxious to see what the wisdom 
of Congress can provide as a model government for this city and its 
suburbs, the field is all open to you. You have nothing but the ordi- 
nary problem of giving local government to a city. The limits of 
the District of Columbia since the Virginia has been cut off are 
those only of an ordinary town. When you have included every acre 
of ground in the District, it does not begin to be as large as the mu- 
nicipal territorial limits of a dozen of the cities of the country. The 
responsibility for action is, in kind, precisely the same. The ques- 
tion 5 is not simply how you will patch up the difficulties 
which have grown out of the provisional government, (I will help to 
do that with all my might,) but how you shall establish with a view 
to permanence a city government for Washington for which you will 
be willing to be ju I insist on it, we shall be held before the 
country to have declared the utter failure of republican institutions 
as applied to municipal organizations if we pass at this time such a 
bill as this. There is no other conclusion which can be reached. 

Let us look for a moment at the manner in which the problem has 
been grappled with elsewhere. They have had an able commission 
in New York to consider the subject, and the report submitted to the 
governor is full of instruction and suggestion. Propositions of vari- 
ous minds have been submitted by other pref re pacers of the subject. 
With American citizens it will always be a desideratum to depart as 
little as possible from our established principles of popular govern- 
ment and to recognize as fully as possible the right to the elective 
franchise in the people. In trying to harmonize these principles 
with the necessary conditions of honest and economical nistra- 
tion the question has been raised whether there should be a limita- 
tion to , and, if so, of what kind? Again, if there is to be 
such a limitation, whether it shall apply to elections of one or both 
the usual bodies in the municipal council; whether there shall be a 
popular body elected by universal suff: and another elected by 
restricted suffrage based on property, based on intelligence or on any 
other limitation which may tend to 3 corrupt 5 or mobs from 
running away with the municipality and plundering it as they please. 
It is claimed for such a system, as the one last suggested, that by the 
union of an unrestricted popolar voice in one chamber of the coun- 
cil, with the conservative effect of the representation of paid taxesin 
the other, and the necessary consent of both to all levies of assess- 
ments and the expenditure of money, the best expression of both 
popoia: enterprise and prudent economy will be reached, and the 
spirit of our national institutions will be best preserved. It certainly 
is worthy of careful study and consideration. 

Now, here in this District we have full opportunity todo the thing 
that may be wise. There is no limit upon us whatever except to 
seek that which is right and prudent. And shall we not be rightly 
held responsible, as I said, for having determined that popular gov- 
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ernment is unfit for any municipality when we, after a lapse of so 
many years, turn the provisional government of the war period into 
a regular and lasting organization such as this bill provides. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the Chamber must know that what I say 
is literally true as they have recently gone through the experience 
of provisional governments; oftentimes speaking of them in no flat- 
tering terms; and they and we both have recognized the truth that 
the time must come when every such transition period must end. 
Has the time come when the provisional government for the District 
of Columbia must cease, and a municipa vernment according to 
the Constitution of the United States and the established custom of 
all the several States, shall be established? 7 ; 

Mr. BUCKNER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman speaks of the provisional govern- 
ment as a war measure. Am I correct in so understanding hi 

Mr, COX, of Ohio. As a measure resulting from the war; yes. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The provisional government was established in 
1874, long after the war. The government of the District of Colum- 
bia which that set aside was the government originated in the war, 
and the provisional government was to cure that. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I am of course as well aware of that as the 
gentleman from Missouri. But what I said is none the less true that 
stumbling on with our experiments of this kind, we went from one 
to another during a period longer possibly than was wise or neces- 
sary, but still this act of 1874 was only one of the series, and every 
one of its characteristics shows that it was merely provisional. I 
earnestly believe, Mr. Speaker, that there are abundant means by 
which, in entire accord with safety and with good government, we 
may do that which this city needs. It is all nonsense for us to pre- 
tend we have saved the principle of popular election by a bill like 
this. It simply makes a farce of it. A recent historian of the French 
Empire has called attention to the manner in which the first Napo- 
leon by means of imperial decrees, such as he saw fit to make, took 
away all real power from the legislature while he pretended to leave 
it in possession of its functions, so that it should become the mere 
registrar of his decrees and have in fact no power of any sort what- 
ever. The form was saved, but the essence was destroyed. There 
was the outline of a form of republican government, but the sub- 
stance, the spirit of it was absolutely gone. We seem to have turned 
back to imitate those old provisions of the Napoleonic imperialism, 
and by a singular dy of popular institutions this bill comes as 
nearly as possible to a . of by-gone forms of despotism, 
which were deliberately ed for the purpose of cheating the pub- 
lic into the belief that they had republican government when in fact 
they had nothing but the decrees of an autocratic ruler. 

In all this I am as far as possible from intending to argue that it is 
necessary to return at once and by a single step in the District of 
Columbia to a government of universal e controlling the ex- 
penditures, the legislation, and the whole local administration of the 
city. Isimply say we have the power and the opportunity both com- 
bined to determine here just what may be best; to try just such an 
experiment as we are willing to say we would have New Orleans or 
Mobile or New York or Boston follow; that we are willing, and 
the people of the United States are willing, to limit suffrage in this 
District, if . as far as is necessary and just as long as 
is necessary; and t we may, by a system of gradual approaches 
to the most popular form of local government, basing our qualifica- 
tion of electors on education or on taxation, soon bring about that 
condition of things in which we may have a municipality here that 
shall be a model for similar cities everywhere. It is use this bill 
seems to me to depart radically from such an idea, because it seems 
even to turn its back upon municipal governments such as we are 
accustomed to, that I am convinced we ought not to pass it. I, for 
one, would not be willing to be responsible for the result, whether it 
be looked at as a matter of theory or one of practical business. 

When we leave general principles and come to look at the details 
of this bill there are many very astonishing things in it. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BRENTANO] who has just taken his seat 
has referred to some of them in very proper terms. I agree with him 
that it is no recommendation to the bill that it provides for detailing 
an officer of the Army to act as one of the commissioners who are to 
act as civil governors of the District. I haye as much faith, Mr. 
Speaker, in the officers of the Army as any one, and from long per- 
sonal association and intimate friendships among them am not likely 
to underestimate their excellent qualities. I believe, however, that 
like other men they are mortal and human. I believe they are falli- 
ble. I believe that the experience of this District is the one expe- 
rience of all others to which hostile critics of the Army would refer 
to prove that an engineer officer of the Army colluding with a con- 
tractor may make the very worst condition of things in such a muni- 
cipality that can possibly exist; such a condition of things that this 
bill of 1874 might be a necessity to rid the District of it. Therefore 
it will not do to argne that necessarily the appointment of an Army 
officer to supervise the local administration is to secure purity. It 
will generally do so if he is appointed, and if he is mtd oobi under 
the sanction, the restraints, the kind of subordination, the appeal to 
his honor, to which he is commonly subjected. But when you put him 
into totally new and untried circumstances, he is all the more likel 
to fail because he is unaccustomed to civil e He is an 


should remain a military officer as contrasted to a civilian. The con- 
siderations which have most weight in his mind are not those which 
a civilian would give equal importance to. His methods will be dif- 
ferent, his ideas of rule and of subordination will be different, his 
relations to his equals and his inferiors in the civil administration 
will not and cannot be those demanded by onr political life. He 
would cease to be a soldier if in these respects he should become a 
political governor. The history of our Army, like that of the whole 
world, establishes this. 

If he is to be simply a civil rapines and surveyor, in supervision 
of the public improvements of the District, there is no more reason 
here than in New York why he should be at the head of the city gov- 
ernment, instead of being a scientific employé of it. 

This bill, then, provides for three commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, one of whom shall be an officer of the Engineer Corps, 
who shall be detailed fora term of three years and until his successor 
shall be appointed and qualified, and who shall be assigned to no 
other duties during said term. In this there is no provision what- 
ever for removal or for putting an end to the detail. When he has 
once been 1 Sag he is dictator practically for three years over 
the affairs of the District. His opinion as to the improvements to be 
made, the style and cost of sewerage, of paving, of the es of 
streets, will all be in practice the law for the city. I think it will be at 
once apparent to any one who has taken the trouble to run over the 
newspapers for a month or two past and read the paragraphs going 
the rounds of them, in which this officer of the Army or the other 
officer is declared to be in favor of one kind of pavement for the city 
or another, that contractors are already forecasting the probable ap- 
pointment, and are mustering a lobby to secure influences for the 
designation of an officer known to favor the use of patents which they 
control, and the conflict of rival interests has already begun. 

The bill also provides for the election of one commissioner by each 
House of Congress. I will not spend a moment on this provision of 
the bill, except to say that I perfectly accord with the gentleman 
from Illinois Tr. BRENTANO] in the opinion that the election by 
Con of such officers is a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States. The appointing power is not here, and it seems tome 
like a mere juggle with words to say that the legislative power means 
the appointing power. The legislative duties are those which per- 
tain to the making and passing of laws, and are as far as ble 
from the duties which belong to the Executive in the appointment of 
officers who are to administer the laws. 

Then I concur also in the objection which the gentleman from Ili- 
nois raises to the long period required for residence in the District of 
Columbia before a man can be elected a commissioner. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not wish to interrupt the train of argu- 
ment of the gentleman; but I would like, if he has no objection, to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Certainly; I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Seeing that’ the gentleman is leaving that 
branch of the discussion, I wanted to ask whether he does not predi- 
cate that portion of his Seane upon the assumption that the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are not municipal officers, but 
Federal officers? Does he not assume that they are officers of the 
United States, as in contradistinction to being municipal officers or 
officers of a corporation ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Ido not know exactly how to answer the ee 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, for this reason: that since these 
officers are appointed by the Government of the United States, I do 
not know myself how they can be other than United States officers; 
for if the Congress of the United States can appoint any officers other 
than United States officers I am greatly at a loss to know what those 
officers would be. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman will remember that the statute 
of 1807, under which the government of this District went into opera- 
tion, which has been supplanted by the present form of government, 
expressly declares that the territory embraced within this District 
shall hereafter be known as the corporation of the District of Colum- 
bia, making it a municipality. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. That is what it ought to be, and that is the thing 
that we ought to make it by law, although I do not see that we are 
going to do it by this bill. duty is to create, by law, a self-gov- 
erning en e as they are created within the States by State 
legislation; and we have here an opportunity analagous to that which 
an agriculturist would have when a model farm is put in his charge. 
Yon may and should have a model municipality. You are supposed 
to have here in Congress the collected aio of the country ; men 
who have seen the working of municipalities in all parts of the 
nation, both North and South, and can compare the advantages and 
defects of all; and I would be glad to see an effort made in earnest 
to present to the country the model which the experience of a cen- 
tury of wonderful growth and variety of circumstances would con- 
struct. $ 

But what I was going to remark was that the provision making ten 
years’ residence the qualification of a commissioner of the District of 
Columbia, whatever might have been the intent of the framers of the 
bill, must be regarded as simply marvelous. 

Some of us remember what Washington was ten years ago. 
then only ng to recover from the effects of the war. 


It was 
Up to 


that time we might properly call it a petty country town. Within 
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the last ten years nearly eve Siong 
the avenue hasbeen put up. Within ten years capital from the No 
has built the great Central market-house, and perhaps others in dif- 
ferent parts of the city. Within ten years nearly every prominent 
building in the city, except the Government buildings, have been 
built. You may pass through the streets of tho city into the north- 
western section of it, where miles of noble avenues are lined with 
beautiful residences, or may go eastward on Capitol Hill, and you 
will find that ten years ago the land on which these solid blocks now 
stand was open, vacant country lots. Within ten years a city has 
been built up more beautiful and more romaa than any other on the 
continent of its size. Within ten years the money needed for these 
improvements has been brought into the District of Columbia by 
enterprising citizens of other partsof the Union. Everybody knows 
that it has come from the North. They were northern capitalists who 
reconstructed and rebuilt this city on the rnins of what it was before. 
The money for this purpose was not here, and the South, poverty- 
stricken by the scourge of war, did not possess it. But whether it 
had come dom South or North the anomaly and the wrong would be 
the same, when those who have rebuilt the town by the liberal ex- 
1 of their wealth are told that everybody who has had any 

nd in these improvements, everybody who has brought capital here 
and co-operated in the labor and the cost of making the new Wash- 
ington, shall be excluded from a seat in its government; that we 
must go back to the time when it was a dull country town and seek 
the men who were here then to fill the chief municipal offices to-day. 
The mere statement of the thing shows the absurdity of it. 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentlemen allow me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. What I desire to say is in regard to the right of 
Congress to name the officers to govern this District instead of mak- 
ing them presidential N I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio to a case that was decided in the State 
of Pennsylvania: 

The constitution of Pennsylvania, in force in 1817, provided “that the governor 


important block of buildin; 


shal a) 3 all officers whose offices are established by the constitution or shall 
oe established by law, and whose appointments are not herein otherwise rn 
or,” 0 


The court in construing this article of the constitution of that S 
case of Lieman vs. Sutherland, B Sergeant and Rawle, Ae used the fo 
language: The word office is of very vague and indefinite import, Everything 
concerning the administration of justice, or the N interest of society, may be 
supposed to be within the meaning of the constitution, especially if fees or emolu- 
ments are annexed to the office. But there are matters of temporary and local 
concern which, although comprehended in the term office, have not. been thought 
to be embraced by the constitution. And when offices of that kind have been cre- 
ated, the Legislature have sometimes made the appointment in the law which 
created them, sometimes giving the appointment to the governor, and sometimes 
given the power of removal to others, 3 the appointment was left to the 
ernor, The officers of whom I am sp ing are often described in acts of 
ssembly by the name of commissioners—such, for instance, as are employed in 
laying out roads and canals and other works of a public nature. Yet these 
penae s duty, or, in pa words, oe an ~~ fas likewise, Rigg i 1 25 
a on are generally appoin' © m unless 
concern the 8 of justice.” the opinion 4 which Lhave just ‘quoted 
was delivered by Chief-Justice Tilghman, and concurred in by Gibson and Dun- 
can, 


lowing 


I would say to the gentleman from Ohio that in the Forty-fourth 
Congress this question of a permanent government for the District of 
Columbia was submitted to a joint committee of both Houses of Con- 
gress, of which I had the honor to bea member. When this question 
of the appointment of commissioners came up before the joint com- 
mittee, counsel learned in the law appeared before the committee to 

e and determine whether this mode of appointment was constitu- 
tional or no. We had the opinions of counsel upon the subject, and 
the committee came to unanimous conclusion, I believe, (there cer- 
tainly was only one exception,) that Con had the right to ap- 
point the commissioners for the District of Columbia in the manner 
prescribed by this bill. I think if my friend will examine the au- 
thorities on the subject he will come to the same conclusion. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I am not sorry to have the interruption of the 
gentleman from MS tr (Mr. HUN TON, J although it has perhaps 
gone rather beyond the limits usually allowed in such cases. The re- 
port, which was certainly an ingenious one, made by the committee of 
which the gentleman was a member, and prepared, as I believe, by 
himself, has been before me, and I have examined it. Mr. Speaker, 
I have been too long at the bar not to know that it is often easy to 
find a piece of special pleading in a judicial decision which will 
seem to go on all fours with the argument we may wish to make 
and which may yet be quite contrary to the general current of decis- 
ions on the subject and contrary also to sound legal principles and to 
common sense. 

I still insist that, under the Constitution of the United States, the 
distinction between the legislative power and potty fe power 
of the Executive has been so fixed, so clearly stated, from the earli- 
est days of the Government to this time, that it would work an abso- 
lute revdlution to admit the correctness of the principle stated by the 
gentleman in the report from which he has read. Suchaprinciple would 
cover all appointments by the President of every kind, from the Pa- 
cific to the Atlantic. It would cover the appointment of every officer 
of a Territory, of every collector of a port, of every revenue officer in 
the Treasury Department. They might as well be appointed by Con- 
gress, under the authority of the case in the State of Pennsylvania 
which has been read, as the officers of the District of Columbia. 


No, sir, the fact remains, and will remain, that the authority of 
Congress over the District is limited to legislation by the Constitu- 
tion, which excludes the power of appointing its officers. 

Bat Iam using time, Mr. Speaker, (and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is of course ly responsible for it,) which I intended to devote 
to other things. us consider another provision of this bill, In 
the sixth section of this bill is a provision that no person shall be 
eligible as a memberof the council which is to be established unless 
he shall have property of the assessed value of $3,000 or more. When 
we endeavor to ascertain what the duties of this council are we find 
that they are practically nil. It is to have no legislative power; it 
cannot pass an ordinance ; it cannot make a police regulation; it has 
simply the power to pass upon appropriations and estimates, approy- 
ing orrejecting, but neither originating them nor changing their char- 
acter. It may have the negative power of a veto, if you please, upon 
expenditures ; but what does that amount to in such aconncil? A 
council withno legislative powers, with no pay for its services, whose 
interest it would therefore be to do nothing, unless contractors in 
whose favorappropriations are submitted by the commissioners could 
make itfor the interest of the members to attend and vote for their 
approval. To guard against the temptations to corruption thus skill- 
— y offered the property qualification of $3,000 is supposed to be suf- 

cient. 

There may be those who think that the property qualification of 
$3,000 is one which will be sure to bring into such a council men of 
real character and standing ; but I fancy that no gentleman familiar 
with municipal government or with the value of city property needs 
to be told that $3,000 would be a very low estimate of the value of 
any common restaurant, or saloon, or drinking-shop which you may 
find upon any corner of the streets throughout the city, 

Therefore in regard to the class of men which are most commonly 
held up to view as those whom the citizens should most avoid, those 
who would be most familiar with the “machine” methods of seeking 
and obtaining control of your city politics and city improvements, 
this provision will practically be no exclusion at all; it would be a 
monstrous absurdity to talk of it as an exclusion. 

Do we need to be told that it is onay for irresponsible persons to 
lavye property in their names, not paid for, or upon which next to 
nothing has been paid, covered by mort; equal to or beyond its 
value, to the extent of more than $3,000? It secins to me exceeding 
clear that if this bill shall become a law thts part of it would be a 
mere sham, and you would have all the odium which could attach to 
a limiting of the rights of citizens to hold office, without a particle of 
protection. You would probably have a council that would be in the 
market for every rich contractor who should see fit to buy its votes 
in favor of his appropriations or would levý black-mail upon those 
who 5 pse offer to buy 25 haan 4 

It is proposed—and upon that Is perhaps spend afew mo- 
ments by and by—to provide that of the expenditures for the District 

overnment a given proportion, say 50 per cent., shall be borne by the 
Gnited States. Now, while from one point of view there are argu- 
ments which make that proposition appear just, there are things im- 
plied in it which a moment’s consideration would show to work in- 
calculable mischief. 

For example, suppose it is thought desirable to enter into contracts 


for paving V street or Z street, or some other street far ont beyond 
the present boundaries, of the city. The people owning property 
there, who may be interested in having the street paved, will be told 


that the Government of the United States is to pay for half of the 
expenditure, and therefore they may just as well have an expensive 
pavement as ap | other. It would be said to them, let us have a costly 
pavement, for it will only cost you as much as the very cheapest 
would if the Treasury of the United States did not pay half of the 
expenses. Unfortunately, according to the common his of these 
things, the council, which seems to be specially planned for such a 
work, will be easily brought to yield their assent for a consideration. 
You will have the interest of the locality to make an extravagant 
e diture of money, getting their improvements, as thèy will, at 
half price, and we shall witness a revel of contractors to which the 
days of former “rings” and “bosses” will be as nothing, winding u 
with new d 1 explosions and new efforts to organize a loca 
government to repeat the same experiences in different form until 
we return to the sound principles of self-government under proper 
checks and restraints, and with such limitations upon the power of 
running into debt as shall force the application of John Randolph’s 
“philosopher’s stone” —“ pay as you yo.” 

Of course the committee which has presented this bill would deplore 
as much as any of us such results as I have described; but it seems 
to me that they would inevitably follow from the adoption of the 
measure as it stands, 

Mr. HUNTON. I am sure my friend does not wish th misstate the 
provisions of the bill; and if he will allow the interruptiou 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. R 

Mr. HUNTON. I will say that if the gentleman had read the bill 
carefully he would have found that the commissioners are to make 
out an estimate in detail—— 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I am perfectly well aware of that. 

Mr. HUNTON. And that no street in the city of Washington can 
be Tab or otherwise 3 unless that item of appropriation 
shall pass both Houses of Congress and be signed by the President. 
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So that at last the matter is left entirely within the control and under 
the jurisdiction of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, The extent to which the Congress of the United 
States will give its attention to the minute details involved in these 
improvements is a thing about which gentleman may, if they please, 
console themselves with the idea that it will be sufficient. I do not. 
I find that practically when you have such a government as this the 
statement will be, “ You must trust this local government.” There 
was exactly this same power in Congress in 1874; exactly the same 

wer in 1870 or in 1867. The question is, how far that power was 
in fact exercised ; whether we shall undertake to do the details of 
the work and thus fill our lobbies with those who have an interest in 
these matters, or whether we shall content ourselyes with the belief 
that we have a city government which we must trust and thus will 
turn over to it all such questions? I am not deceived, I think, in 
believing that the alternative will be this: either we must do all the 
details of the work with the lobby filled with contractors clamoring 
for contracts, or we must turn the matter over to the city government. 
I assume that the latter will be dono as being the natural, indeed the 
only practicable thing to do. 

We have, then, the provision that no person holdin i any office under 
the United States or the District of Columbia shall be eligible as a 
member of the council. Why exclude those persons who are here in 
the Departments? They are respectable men and they have an inter- 
est in the welfare of the city. Many of them are among the most 
permanent of its citizens. 

We next come to the qualifications of those who may vote for coun- 
eilmen. It is provided that the voter shall have been an actual bona 
fide resident of said District of Columbia for the three years and of 
the election precinct in which he offers to vote for the six months last 

receding the election at which he offers to vote, claiming no resi- 
r Hiem elsewhere during that time, and who shall have paid the poll 
tax imposed upon him by law. 

Whether this limitation will exclude those whom you wish to 
exclude is a question about which I think we may rationally have 
very great doubts. The bill provides for a residence of three years; 
but many of the class that you will most seek to avoid as voters in the 
District are those who have been here for more than three years. My 
own opinion is that in this District, as in the States generally, the 
true theory of the limitation as to the term of residence necessary to 
qualify a person for the use of the elective franchise is naturally and 
only that of time enough to prove his bona fide intention to remain as 
a resident. For example, in the State of Ohio we say that any citizen 
of the United States who may have been in the State a year shall 
have the right to vote. Why a year? Simply because, in making a 
change of abode from one portion of the country to another a period 
like this seems to be a suflicient guarantee that the residence is not 
merely temporary; that the person does not come merely to work 
through harvest and then go away again; that he comes to reside. 
When he has remained more than a year he has the right to act as a 
citizen of the State of Ohio in the exercise of the elective franchise. 
On the same Ail we proceed in regard to changes of residence 
within the State itself, where the shifting of population is more rapid 
and less stringent tests of bona fideresidence are necessary. In chang- 
ing from one county to another, or from one city to another, we require 
only a month’s residence, and as to changes from one ward to another, 
only ten days; thus reducing the period in order to accommodate it 
to those smaller changes of abode which are constantly occurring in 
our population, The intent is simply to test the residence, The right 
resides in the citizen as a citizen. It is by virtue of his being a citizen 
of the whole United States that he has the right within a State to 
exercise local citizenship, after removing to it from another State. I 
insist that this is a wise rule, and the only wise rule. Here is no 

uestion of the naturalization of foreigners; it is only the exercise of 
the right of locomotion by citizens of the United States, to whom 
the Constitution guarantees the right of citizenship in each and all 
of the States, and a fortioriin the Territories and Districts over which 
the United States may have unqualified control. 

Bnt of all limitations that of residence is the least reliable for any 
such purposes as that for which, in this case, you desire to use it. 
If yeu will make a limitation based upon education or upon property 
by the requirement of payment of a certain amount of tax, you adopt 
a test to which all resident may be alike subjected, and can thus sift 
out the population that you intend shall be the voting constituency 
of the District. Such a plan will be at least intelligible, and would 
no doubt tend to correct many of the evils which led originally to 
Sa the government entirely out of the hands of the people. It 
would certainly be a much nearer approach to a useful discrimination 
as to the 7 to vote than the test of mere length of residence. 

But lest 1 should weary the Honse, I will notice only one or two 
points more. Iam informed that in the billas printed the provision 
for the organization of the commission is somewhat different from 
that which the committee have determined finally to present to the 
House. The provision as it stands in the bill is that— 


streets, avenues, highways, alleys, gutters, sewers, and all work of like nature 
and tered in official consent of a majority 
of the commissioners, of the District, of which majority 


I beg the House will give its attention to this— 
of which majority the commissioner appointed from the Engineer Corps of the 


Army shall be one. And the entire control and supervision of the execution and 
ful! ent of all contracts entered into, and the preparation of all plans, specifica- 
tions, and estimates for work as above 3 shall be vested in and exercised 
by that commissioner of the District of Columbia appointed from the 

Corps of the Army, as hereinbefore provided. 

Now I am told that in the amendment proposed (if I am wrong 
the gentleman from Vermont, I trust, will correct me) it is intend 
to require the unanimous agreement of the commissioners. I wish 
simply to say that in my judgment this does not alter the objection- 
able character of this provision; for it will be observed the entire 
control and supervision of the execution and fulfillment of the con- 
tracts is in the engineer officer. 

Mr. HENDEE. That is stricken ont. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. How is it as to the provision that “the prepa- 
ration of all plans, specifications, and estimates shall be vested in and 
exercised by that commissioner appointed from the Engineer Corps?” 

Mr. HENDEE. That is retained. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Let us see, then, how it will stand. The engi- 
neer commissioner will be the only one who by law can make esti 
mates of plans; the only one, therefore, who can submit them. If he 
chooses to say, “I will not estimate for this street or avenue; I will 
not make a plan for that sewer or improvement,” the other members 
of the commission are absolutely powerless. They may present that 
which he makes estimates or plans for; nothing else shall they think 
of; nothing else shall go to the council for their approval, 

Now, what is the result? If yon must have the unanimity required 
you leave it in the power of this one commissioner to say, ‘ Nothing 
shall be done except as I will. I make your plans; I make your esti- 
mates.. If I say that I dissent from you you can do nothing.” The 
other two may stand as they please. “You have to do what I wish 
or nothing can be done.” The engineer officer can say, You shall 
do it or you cannot budge one inch.” If that is what you call a gov- 
ernment of three, it strikes me we will have to go to France again for 
its likeness, and seek its prototype under the First Consul when he 
had two coll es who shared the power with him nominally under 
the law, but only in name, for Napoleon Bonaparte was the first and 
last and only real government. And he was, if not an engineer offi- 
cer, an officer of the artillery and ordnance, which isthe next thing 
to it. 

We have also a provision that no member of the council shall re- 
ceiye anything for his services, which I must insist is only enlarging 
the temptation to accord with the estimates which may be made, 
and to grant just such sppropriakions as are asked, only as contractors 
and others may make it for their interest to do so, 

The assumption that the council may be expected to be made up of 
pure men only is entirely gratuitous. If that were sure to be so, we 
ought to give them the whole power at once. Mr. id ena the more 
carefully we consider this bill the more thoroughly I think we shall 
find that if we should adopt it we shall be drifting away from every- 
thing that we have hitherto marked in this conntry as the insignia 
of real popular government and from that which we have regarded 
as the proper type of municipal government. Grant that evils have 
originated in nearly all our city governments; grant the necessity for 
reform not only grant it, I insist on it—but we still have to face 
the question,“ How we are going to govern consistently with the gen- 
eral exercise of the elective franchise ?” 

Here in this city of Washington you have your model farm, to ase 
the simile I have before applied, and if we cannot, now that we are 
attempting to make a thorough revision of the organic law of the 
District, provide spre that approaches nearer to popular gov- 
ernment than this we had better give it up. We can still remove 
some of the present inconsistencies and anomalies. We can put the 
board of health and the municipal police under the control of the ex- 
isting commissioners, as they are now appointed. We can thus take 
away many of the practical obstructions to responsible administra- 
tion now found to exist. We can then run on till we are ready with 
a better plan of government; and I must repeat it, we shall not in 
my opinion do our duty, if we undertake at any time a thorough re- 
vision of the government of the District of Columbia without grap- 
pling squarely with this question:“ What ought to be the municipal 
government for a city of some two hun thousand inhabitants 
made up of the mixed population we have here?” Such a government 
the citizens of Washington have a right to. The fact that Congress 
may, if it will, play the petty part of a city council, does not make 
it either necessary or right to do so. The fact that it may, if it will, 
disfranchise the people, is no justification for doing so. They have 
an inalienable right to the freest, the most popular form of municipal 
organization which is compatible with the safety of life and property, 
with the preservation of Sy order, and the security of the national 
property which is here. For us to give them less, will be to be false 
to the most fundamental principles of American liberty. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Mr. Speaker, the committee in approaching the 
consideration of this bill was I believe actuated by a desire to give 
to this city and the District of Columbia a non-partisan 1 
and in pursuit of that object it bas labored during the past four 
months. This bill was bien before the committee by the gentle- 
man from Vermont, [Mr. HENDEE,] who, in conjunction with the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. HuNTON,] had been considering it for 
the last two years. 

Why should this bill be brought into the House at this time? In 
1874, Congress in a moment of e owiug to tho ill condition 
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of affairs in the District, struck down its then existing government 
and placed the administration of its affairs in the hands of a com- 
mission. It also instituted a board of andit, consisting of two high 
officers of the Treasury Department, with the power to audit all claims 
against the District of Columbia and to issue certificates for those 
claims exchangeable in 3.65 District bonds. 

After two years’ experience it was found that this board of audit 
was going on ata reckless rate-and in a moment of desperation Con- 
gress checked its operation, oe appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the District, and im a penalty upon the commissioners 
in case they attempted to increase the debt of the District ; yes, Mr. 
Speaker, imposed a fine of $10,000 and imprisonment for one or more 
years if they increased the debt of the District one dollar. All these 
years the people of the District have e some permanent form 
of government to be established. But nothing has been done, and 
why? Simply from the inherent difficulty of making any improve- 
ment in the situation of affairs in the present condition of things. By 
the Constitution the affairs of this District are placed exclusively in 
the hands of Congress hae as a fort or any public improvement be- 
` longing to the United States, and it is for that reason Congress came 
forward, and by a commission took the power from the hands of the 
people and establishes this temporary form of government until a bet- 
ter one can be substituted. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] finds fault with the form of 
the commission. He says we should take great pains to establish a 
form of civic government here which should be a model for the whole 
United States. Where is there another piece of land in the United 
States that is situated as the District of Columbia is? Where have 
we another territory that is exclusively in the hands of Congress? 
Why is it in the hands of Congress? Simply because it belongs to 
the United States as its capital; the same as the land of a fort be- 
on to the United States for the purposes of a fort. No other city 
in the United States isin any such condition. After so 3 
ence it is thought best that the commission, or something like the 
commission, should stand as the motive or as the executive power in 
the District. No other pa has ever yet been broached which is ac- 
ceptable to Congress. e gentleman from Ohio himself who criti- 
cises this bill so fully does not place before you any form of govern- 
ment. He only says we should get up some sort of a municipal gov- 
ernment; which is a self-evident fact, surely, long since patent. 
This incorporated in our bill is the best the committee can establish 
for the F time, and worthy of the fullest consideration. 

The thing that the bill does is to take away from the various 
heads of Departments in the District of Columbia the power which 
they now possess and place it in the hands of the commissioners. 
You certainly should have some head in the District. There is none 
now. Here are five or six boards, acting independently of each other, 
coming to Congress for increase of power, coming to Co for 
money, doing these things without responsibility to any one; arpon 
ing their men and discharging them without any accountability ex- 
cept that in an indefinite way the House may give them attention for 
half an hour some odd mome 

Now the first thing that strikes the eye of any one in considering 
this matter is the want of responsibility of this commission. You 
1 have it here in Congress. You cannot take time to consider 

e details of the affairs of this District. They will be running to 
waste constantly. The people haye no idea of what is going on ina 
secret commission, as all these things are done necessarily in secret 
by three persons. There is no way of having any curtailment of 
their desires or their plans. The committee then thought it was bet- 
ter to substitute a council. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HEN- 
DEE] dislikes the council because it savors of the old board, he says, 
in which there were twenty-four men. Now there are twenty-four 
men in almost every Territory of the United States acting as the 
council. That is the usual number and it is very convenient. By 
this bill the council is elected for two years, one-half one year, and the 
other half next year, thus giving a continuous body of experienced 


men. 

On the one side they say this council has no power. It seems to 
me it has a great deal of power. Not a dollar of tax can be laid 
without the consent of this council. Not a dollar of money can be 
raised without its consent. No man can be appointed under the bill 
to an office of which the salary is over $1,500 without the concurrence 
of this council. Every contract for repairs of streets, lanes, avenues, 
alleys, and for public buildin, very item of Wee ane must come 
before this council before a do can be expen 

It seems to me that is considerable power. I can assure this House 
if there had been any such power as that in the old board of public 
works there would not have been a debt of $25,000,000 saddled upon 
this little community to-day, made by the authority of Con 3 
made by a board of public works, which was in effect responsible to 
nobody ; a by the President, it is true, but in reality responsi- 
ble to nobody. They had the whole care of the streets and alleys 
and avenues of the city and of the District buildings; and after 
they had once run the District in debt, that debt must be paid through 
the action of Con, as we have found to our cost. 

That is the power of the council in the negative form. We have 
substituted the board of commission for the council as the usual motive 

wer. In cities the council commonly initiates taxes and plans pub- 

c works. We simply reverse that. We place the power in the hands 
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of the commission. Why? Because the United States must pay one- 
half the expenses of this District or the people here must repudiate. 
And if ee or the country pays one-half the expenses they cer- 
tainly should keep a very sharp lookout as to how those expenses are 
incurred. 


Some of the details of the bill have been referred to, especially the 
length of residence in the District, that proposed being longer, I 
think, than in any other city or State in the Union. This bill is a 
compromise. Some of the gentlemen on the committee wished to 
have five years; some wished to have one; some wished to have 
three. In all small communities it has been found necessary to limit 
the residence more elosely than they do in large ones. The good State 
of Rhode Island, which is so small in territory that people run into 
it very easily from surrounding States, has fixed the term of citizen- 
ship two years. Here is a District into which people can run from 
Maryland and Virginia and nominally settle and nobody knows them. 
They may be here in a corner of an adjoining State, just over the line 
of the District, and no one knows but that they have a residence in 
it. It was thought that if a residence of three years was required it 
would be easily ascertained whether people were residents here or 
not. It was also thought essential and fitting that known residents 
should administer the affairs of the District, and for that reason a 
term of three years was placed in the bill. I care not what the term 
is: three or two or one yen Three, perhaps, will answer the pur- 
pose best. The great thing is to give the people the power by vote 
to stop the expenditures, to rogala their affairs, to take care of their 
schools, their streets, their highways. They have no such power now. 
In the whole Union there is not a place with a population of one 
hundred and thousand where the people are not allowed to vote. 

Gentlemen think that the right to vote provided for in this bill 
does not go far pats Let us begin by adopting this form of gov- 
ernment, and if we find it imperfect it can very easily be changed ; 
but unless we begin we shall never have a government here that is 
acceptable to the people of the District or to the people of the coun- 


r. Speaker, I will not go into the details of the bill, because when 
we come to consider it under the five-minute rule they can be dis- 
cussed; but I will simply say that the great purpose of the commit- 
tee was to establish here a commission that should be non-partisan 
and to enable the people by their votes to stop unnecessary expendi- 
tures and to watch over their irs; and another object of the com- 
mittee was to establish at some rate or other the proportion the 
United States Government shall pay toward the e of the gov- 
8 the District and what proportion the people of the Dis- 

ict s. pay. 

Now, practically for the last four or five years the people of the 
District have paid one-half of the nses of its running expenses, 
but of course they never know whether they are expected to pay 
one-half or the whole. It is impossible for the people to pay the 
whole, for it would make a tax from 4} to 5 per cent. on all the prop- 
erty in the District and would lead to the creation of a debt which 
the people of the District would in the end have to repudiate. 

irginia stands to-day considering whether it will pay its public 
debt, which only amounts to „000,000, while the people of this 
District are already saddled with a debt of $25,000,000. I wish I 
could say positively that that amount would cover the whole debt. 
I fear not, but I think that Congress should establish what propor- 
tion it would pay for the government of the District, or ue 


must come upon it. 
ntlemen may say eae | “we can make the appropriation from 
year to year,” but nobody will then know whether the appropriation 
will be made or not. It should be one of the fixed appropriations so 
po fable the people of the District to regulate their affairs ac- 
cordingly. 

I rey that it is the desire of the House to consider the bill by 
sections, therefore I will no longer oceupy its time upon the question 
of its merits as a whole. 

Mr. LATHROP. Before the gentleman takes his seat I desire to 
ask him one question. I should like to know if it is the purpose of 
the committee by this bill to abolish the municipal corporation of 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CLAFLIN. There is none; there is only a commission com- 

of three men. 

Mr. LATHROP. When was the municipal corporation abolished? 

Mr. CLAFLIN, In 1874. 

Mr. LATHROP. Then there is no municipal corporation here now? 

Mr. CLAFLIN. There is none; there was a municipal corporation 
from 1802 to 1874. 

Mr. LATHROP. Then do I understand the gentleman as saying 
that the committee have recommended a mere private corporation 


for the government of this District? 

Mr. C IN. It is not private. 

Mr. LATHROP. It must be either private or municipal. I under- 
stood the gentleman to say that it was the purpose of committee 


to abolish the municipal send e 
Mr. CLAFLIN. No, I said it was the object of the committee to 
abolish the present temporary government and establish the muni- 
cipal government, in which the United States is one party and the 
people of the District another. 
r. 


LATHROP. Does the gentleman know of any precedent for 
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creating the corporation for the government of a municipal bod: 
se te in existence, as is pro in the third section of the bill 
. CLAFLIN. I know of no other community situated as this 


ne is. 
Mr. LATHROP. Then this is to try an experiment in government ? 
Mr. CLAFLIN, It is not an experiment, use it has been tried 
here for seventy years practically. This district was governed by a 
municipal council, the lower body of which was elected by the peo- 
ple, the appa: body, the aldermen, were appointed by the dent, 

Mr. LA OP. Pardon me a moment. I find that section 2 of 
the revised statutes for the District of Columbia reads as follows: 

The District is created a government by the name of the District of Columbia, 
by which name it is constituted a body-corporate for municipal purposes, and may 
contract and be contracted with, sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, have a 
seal, and exercise all other powers of a municipal corporation not inconsistent with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States and the provisions of this title. 

Now, I snbmit that that language is entirely omitted in this bill 
and this provision is substituted : 

Sec. 3. That the said commissioners of the District of Columbia shall be, and 
they are hereby, constituted a body corporate, by the name of The Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, and by that name shall have perpetual succes- 
„ and be capable in law to sue and be sued in any court whatsoever, and may 


have and use a common seal, 

and hold ; may contract and be contracted with, (in all cases authoriz 
by law ;) an may, in appropriate ways, in court and elsewhere, consistent with 
this act, assert, defend, and maintain its rights and interests to the same extent 
that it would be lawful if the said commissioners of the District of Columbia were 
a municipality. 

Is it the p of the committee to abolish the corporation of the 
District of Columbia and substitute three commissioners ? 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Three commissioners and a council. 

Mr. LATHROP. Can you tell me whether the council so created 
are moore of the last corporation or officers of some other institu- 
tion 

Mr. CLAFLIN. They are officers of the corporation which is created 
by this act. 

Mr. BUTLER. The bill making them capable of suing and being 
sued like any other corporation. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire some arrangement for fixing the time to 
close general debate on this bill. I understand that there are two or 
three gentlemen who desire to , but for how long a time I am 
not aware. Unless there is objection, I would propose that general 
debate be closed in one hour from this time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to reserve to myself the 
right to speak for perhaps thirty minutes. 

. RAINEY. object to any limit for general debate being now 
made; this is a very important bill and should be fully discussed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The remedy is with the House at any 
time. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] will be recog- 
nized by the Chair at any time to submit a proposition to the House 
for limitin 5 2 debate upon this bill. 


0 


which may be altered at pleasure; may acquire, ren 


„I Will not ask for any limit now, but will allow | P 


the general debate to run a while longer. 
e SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND ] is recognized and entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TO HEND, of Illinois. I desire to say something in refer- 
ence to some of the features of this bill; but at the request of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Witson] I have agreed to yield, 
in order that he may bring up a bill pending here in regard to the 


distribution of the Mexican award 

Mr. HENDEE. The gentleman from West Virginia advised me 
that he would not ask to have his bill taken up at this time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The bill is in Committee of the Whole anyway. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. If the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. WILSON] does not desire the floor at this time for that 
purpose; I will 121 to say something in regard to some of the 

eatures of this bill. 

There are some things in this bill upon which I have not yet re- 
ceived sufficient information to warrant me in coming to the conclu- 
sion that I ought to cast my vote in its favor without material 
amendment. en I review the past history of the District of Co- 
lumbia, when I remember the c that have been made, and well 
supported by testimony, of the corruption that has been found in the 
creation of the debt which now rests upon this District, I hesitate to 
record my vote in favor of that section of this bill which pro to 
make that debt a permanent obligation upon the Federal Govern- 
ment. The section to which I refer is number 8 of this bill. 

We are called upon to provide by that section a permanent appropri- 
ation for the payment of the annual interest on this debt without 
opportunity on the part of this House to ascertain whether that debt 
has been properly or improperly created. I have been left tomy own 
industry in looking into former reports made to this House, for no 
report accompanies this bill, to ascertain whether the debt is of such 
a character as should be fixed upon the National Treasury. Limited 
as my tine has been, my investigation has caused me to hesitate, and 
has determined me to withhold my vote from sanctioning that sec- 
tion of this bill. 

It has been said by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CLAF- 
LIN] and also pyta ntleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] that this debt 

ill exceed per! ps $55,000,000. When we come to look into the past 
history of thi trict, to its population and the taxation imposed 
upon it, there are reasons which should cause any prudent man to hesi- 
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tate before fixing upon the National Government and our constitu- 
ents a debt of this magnitude, created by the method and in the 
manner to which it owes its origin. 

We know that during the t few years there has been a prodi- 
gality, an extravagance in the creation of municipal debts in this 
country which is unparalleled in the history of the world. But I 
challenge any one to show me the record of any city in the Union 
which will exhibit so Pe oe an increase of its debt as is shown in the 
history of the city of Washington since 1860. 

We are sometimes startled by the amount and the character of the 
debt of the city of Chicago; of the debt of the city of Saint Lonis; 
we are appalled at times by the figures presented in regard to the 
debt of the city of New York; but if gentlemen will look at the 
figures of those cities and compare them with their 828 and 
the wants and needs of those cities they will find that the debt of 
the city of Washington is far in excess of the debt of any other city 
in the Union. 

It has been said at times that we should seek to establish here a 
model municipality, a model city government, in order that other 
cities of the Union may pattern afterit. Sir, if the government of 
the city of Washington is to be regarded as a pattern for other Amer- 
ican cities, then those who live in those cities may well shudder at 
the future before them if the attempt is made to imitate it. 

In a lecture read recently by Mr. Robert P. Porter, of Chicago, be- 
fore the American social science congress at Boston, I have found 
some important sin to municipal indebtedness and tax- 


ation, which show the marvelous rapidity with which they have 
accumulated within the last few years in one hundred and thirty 
American cities. The totals are as follows: 


Municipal debt of 130 cities -n-ne -nenene nns 


Assessed value of property of the samo - $3, 451, 619, 
Annual taxation of same ene 364, 060, 
Population of the San s0ness 5,919, 914 


From this it appears that the debt of one hundred and thirty cities 
of the United States is upward of $644,000,000, and that the debt has 
increased during the last decennial period from $221,312,009 in 1866 
to $644,378,663 at the close of the year 1876, showing a total increase 


of upward of $420,000,000 and an annual increase of $42,000,000. 
I will give a statement of the total debt and population, with the 
amount per capita, of three of the principal cities of this country: 
New York: r 
RIO EEEE E ET ͤ ß ̃ , ĩͤ ß %ĩͤ a a 1, 249, 868 
EN a POA ENEE EE AA LE FIE DA T PA EIET T UT T $149, 000, 000 
Amount per cupũtqoMRꝑwkw33%%'q9 $121 
; 09 
oad, 


t 
Amount per οẽ!! „„ 3 
Now look at the condition of this District and you will find a much 
more startling array of figures: 


The population, estimated, abouꝶeeazaIz—n 150, 000 
S AA ER ES ose 085, 
/c /// TT EA $150 


The three cities first named have much la 
— assessment and a larger tax-paying pop 

ere. 

If we compare the increase of population in the District to the in- 
crease of taxation, we will find the ratio of increase of taxation to 
the population much greater than elsewhere. The ulation of this 
District in 1860 was 75,080. In 1870, according to the census returns, 
the population of the District was 131,700. During those ten years 
the increase of population was 56,660, or an increase of 57 cent. 

In 1860 the annual taxation levied in the District of Columbia was 
$260,218. In 1870, according to reports which I have been able to 
find, the annual taxation of the city of Washington was $1,581,569 ; 
an increase per annum over that of 1860 of $1,321,351. As J have 
already said, the increase of population during that time was 57 per 
cent.; but the increase of taxation was over 700 per cent.; and the 
amount of taxes in the District has since 1870 swollen to the sum of 
$3,000,000 per annum, 

Now, these are facts which it seems to me should at least arrest the 
attention of members of this House when they come to determine 
whether we should provide for imposing an annual taxation of $3,000,- 
000 upon the people of this District and the General Government, as 
required in the estimates submitted to us by the District commis- 
sioners. 

I desire now to look a step further into this District debt. 


valuation of pope 
ion than can be foun 


I was 


not here when the board of public works was in authority, therefore 
I am not so familiar as many members here with its well-doing and 
its misdoing ; but in looking over the report made by an investigat- 
ing committee of this House, I have been able to gather a few facts 
that I wish to present in order that the House may have a specimen 
of some of the items that go to make up this debt which has been 
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fastened upon the District, and which the eighth section of this bill 


will fasten as a permanent obligation upon the General Government. 
In 1872 the board of public works presented to the President of 
the United States a report, which he sent to Congress, accompanied 
with the statement, (in order not to occupy too much time I will par- 
ticularize Opiy Sa to one street,) there was required for the p 
of improving New York avenue from Ninth street to Fifteenth street, 
a distance of only six blocks, the sum of $121,471.84. This was the 
sum fixed upon by the board of public works, and the sum which the 
President declared was necessary for the completion of that work. 


The same report contained a tabulated statement of the cost of im- 
provement on this street ; and although in the body of the report the 
sum required for New York avenue was stated at $121,471.84, yet in 
the tabulated statement it appeared that the amount required for 
this purpose was $123,552.26. 

The table found on pages 247 and 248 of the report to fhe Forty- 
secend Congress, was as follows : 


I do not refer to this discrepancy in order to dwell upon a differ- 
ence of two or three thousand dollars in the figures. I merely call 
attention to it for the p of showing what the board of public 
works and the President said it was necessary for the Governmentof 
the United States to pay toward this improvement. In that table I 
find that the United States Government is charged with the sam of 
$14,939 which the board of public works said was all that was needed 
or required from the Government under the law, the balance of the 
cost being 1 upon property abutting on the street, or upon 
the general pan or from the tax-payers of the District at large, &. 

Now, Mr. S er, in an investigation which afterward took place, 
of which Senator ALLISON was chairman, the officers and employés of 
the board of pe works were brought before the committee and 
were examined on oath. Ihave here the figures which Mr, Oertley, the 
7 of the District, swore were the amounts Biene against the 
Federal Government; in which investigation he stated that the sum 
charged against the Federal Government and collected for this im- 
provement on the same six blocks of New York avenue was $83,187.02, 
At another time the same Mr. Oertley, the engineer of the board of 
public works, states in his sworn testimony, on page 2293 of the 
report, that there had been collected from the Federal Government 
for the improvement of these six blocks on New York avenue the sum 
of $99,028.85. Although these parties made three different statements 
of the cost of this particular work, yet it will be seen that there was 
charged gron the Federal Government and collected from the 
National Treasury $84,088.90 more than the board of public works in 
their official report, sent to Congres under the sanction of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, declared was required to be paid by the 
Government for this improvement. It also appears that the board 
charged and collected from the owners of private property abutting 
on the street and from the General Government, &c., $19,000 more 
than the entire cost of the at iver epee and in addition thereto the 
sum of $67,219.74 was ch: to the general fund and is embraced 
in the funded 3.65 bonds. Thus the board of public works received 
in all $207,640.42 for an improvement which only cost, according to 
its own report, $123,552.26. at became of the excess collected over 
and above the cost of the work? 

Having collected from the General Government and private citi- 
zens, &c., 3 and did file against the general fund of this 
District a cl for this improvement of over $67,000, which has been 
funded into 3.65 bonds. These are the figures in regard to a portion 
of a single street in this city; and it is a sample of the charges for 
improvement on many if not all the other streets. 

‘acts like these have caused me to rise in my seat and protest 
against the passage of this bill containing the section to which I refer, 
until some satisfactory explanations are made in this House. Per- 
sons familiar with the facts in regard to these matters will tell yoa 
that a very large part of the amount funded into the 3.65 bonds is a 
fraud upon the tax-payers of the District, and that if we pledge the 
National Government to the payment of the sum already funded, we 
will fasten a fraudulent debt upon the National Treasury to the extent 
of the amount included in these 3.65 bonds. 

I do not intend to take up time in arguing this question further 
than to say that in my 33 until there has been such an inves- 
tigation as will ascertain What is the honest, true, and just debt of 
the city of ae ae we should not fasten the debt as a permanent 
obligation on the General Government. Iam not, however, opposed 
to fixing an equitable and fair proportion of taxation to be paid by 
the General Government. I am not able to say at this time what is 
a fair proportion. 

Sometimes I hear persons residing here, and sometimes persons from 
abroad, say that notwithstanding the cepa and frauds of the 
board of public works, they have given us one of the best paved cities 
in the Union; that they have made Washington one of the most beau- 
tiful cities in the world. I say to you, Mr. Speaker, if I were a tax- 
payer of Washington, I should much prefer to have the old cobble- 


stone streets and the old grades of erin as in 1860, when but 
$260,000 were required to support the municipal government, than to 
have as now fastened ops this city a debt of $25,000,000, requirin, 
an appropriation of $3,000,000 per annum to pay the interest on it an 
to carry on the city government. 

Now in regard to the manner in which the commissioners of the 
city are selected I wish to say that I agree with my colleague [Mr. 
BRENTANO] that if we sanction the first section of this bill we will 
in effect subvert one of the most familiar and favorite principles 
upon which our Government is founded, that is, the principle that 
the mili power shall be subordinated to the civil. What oes this 
section do? It utterly and completely subordinates the civil to the 
military power in this municipal government. Here are three com- 
missioners to be created for the purpose of performing mere civil 
duties, and yet this bill virtually makes an engineer of the Army the 
dictator in this Disttict of Columbia. So far as contracts for im- 
provements, &c., are concerned, section 6 provides that all contracts, 
&c., shall be made and entered into only by and with the official con- 
sent of a majority of the commissioners of the District, of which 
majority the officer appointed from the Engineer Corps shall be one. 
I have not yet, sir, become convinced that there are no honest men 
save those who are in the military service of the Government. I am 
willing to grant there are as many honest men in proportion to num- 
bers inthe military department as may be found elsewhere. Perhaps 
temptation to become corrupt is not so great as in some other depart- 
ments, as they do not have very extensive control over the collection 
or disbursement of public funds. I believe three honest men may 
be found in the District of Columbia familiar with its wants and 
affairs who may be able to administer the duties assigned these com- 
missioners without calling in the aid of those who belong to the en- 
gineer department of the Government. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, a better method can be provided for select- 
ing those officers. The Constitution has granted to Congress the 
exclusive right of legislating for this District. Unlike that of any 
3 in the Union, we find the Constitution has made Con- 
press the legislative body for the District. If Congress is the sole 

egislative body chosen for the District of Columbia, and it is made 
its duty to legislate for this city, I hold that Congress has no right to 
delegate that power to three commissioners or to the council pro- 
vided in this bill or any other body. When the seat of Govern- 
ment was established in this District, those who entered into the con- 
tract originally made, whereby, in cousideration of the location of the 
capital here, they conceded to the General Government certain por- 
tions of property, and all those who then resided in the territorial 
limits of the District yielded to the Federal Government all legisla- 
tive and municipal power provided in the Constitution. In other 
words, they accep their citizenship here on the conditions pro- 
vided in the Constitution that the American Congress should exercise 
exclusive legislation in all cases over the District. They had no 
common council at that day, no board of aldermen; they had no 
mayor. Congress, in the beginning of its assumption of control in 
this District, through its committee, exercised all the functions of 
Bi ee and municipal control in this city. 
he District*of Columbia has a grander governing body than anyV 
municipality in the Union. The whole American Congress forms its 
common council. It is true, sir, coming here with the multifarious 
affairs that each of us have to attend to, we make but poor council- 
men for the District. We do not fully understand or appreciate its 
wants, and perhaps could not ois ee as wisely in its affairs as some 
of the citizens of this District. But the duty has been placed upon 
oue shoulders as the sole and exclusive governing power in the Dis- 
ct. 

I will not now stop to inquire the reasons for thus placing the Dis- 
trict under the supreme, continual, and exclusive control of Con- 

. At the very beginning of the Government a mob in the city 
of Philadelphia had given Con such annoyance that it was com- 
pelled to take refuge in the State of New Jersey in order that the 
councils of the nation might be held in safety and peace. This, per- 
haps, had much to do in determining that for the future the seat of 

vernment should be under the exclusive control of the Federal 

vernment. But I will not dwell farther here. I am convinced 
Congress has the power to appoint officers and legislate for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or provide any sort of government that in its wis- 
dom it may consider proper. There is nothing in the Constitution, in 
my judgment, which prohibits or en Congress from exercising 
the power to appoint officers for the District, 

Congress has the right not only to choose one or two, but the entire 
number of such commissioners as it may provide for the District of 
Columbia. And believing that, I feel it would be better for the peo- 

le here that we should secure as such officers men as free from polit- 
ical bias as can be found, or give both parties a voice in the govern- 
ment of the District. If you leave it to a democratic House to choose 
them, it will be said they will only choose democrats to fill these 
positions. If you leave it to the Senate, it will be said that the Sen- 
ate while a republican body will only choose republicans for that 

ition. If you leaye it to the President, he will be governed by 
his political feeling in the selection of those who shall compose the 
board of commissioners. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the House to a provision intro- 
duced into the constitution of the State of Illinois, which is the most 
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effectual means of pring the minority a voice in the representation 
of the people as well as the majority. Irefer to minority representa- 
tion by means of cumulative system of voting. The most ready illus- 
tration I can give of it is this: in each of our legislative districts 
there are three members of the Legislature to be chosen, When the 
voter goes to the polls he has the privilege of casting a ballot for 
each of the candidates to fill these positions or he has it in his power 
to divide his three votes equally between any two candidates, or he 
has it in his power to mass all his votes upon one single individual 
as a representative of that legislative district in the State Legisla- 
ture. at is the result of it? In a district where the republican 
party isin the minority the republicans of that legislative district 
concentrate their votes upon the republican candidate for the Legis- 
lature, and by that means secure at least one representative in the 
State Legislature ; whereas under the old system, the district being 
a democratic district would only be represented by democratic mem- 
bers of the Legislature. The democrats of the district being in the 
majority, and knowing that they have not strength enough to elect 
three members of the Legislature, concentrate their votes perhaps 
upon two members of the islature, and the district is consequently 
represented by two democrats, as representatives of the majority of 
the voters of the district, and one republican, representing the minor- 
ity of the district. 

I would introduce that feature here in choosing commissioners 
for the District of Columbia, bring the two Houses of Congress into 
joint convention and let these three commissioners be chosen by the 
two Houses of Congress in joint convention. By that means what- 
ever party is in the minority here will have power to choose a repre- 
sentative in the board of commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
and the party which happens to be in the majority will have a ma- 
jority in that board. I am eer to advocate this for the reason 
that during the time that the board of public works was rioting here 
in corruption and in fraud—when, sir, they were forming a mortgage 
upon the property of the District of Columbia which was appalli 
to every honest tax-payer here—it has been said if it had not been 
for the fact that but one had control of the Government of the 
District the fate of the city vould have been otherwise than what 
we find it. In other words it is said that if both parties had been 
represented in the board of public works at the time of the creation 
of this debt the frauds which took place would not have occurred. I 
do not undertake to say, sir, that all the honest men are found in one 
political party or in the other. My experience and observation has 
taught me that there are dishonest men in all political parties as there 
an Dy ocrites in all churches; but there is more probability of hon- 
est ae economical administration when both parties have a voice in 
the government. 

I would provide a way by which at least the voice of both political 

ies may be represented in the board which orms the important 
uty of making contracts and forming the estimates for taxation. 

I do not like, Mr. sd ree to antagonize this bill coming as I find 
it does from a committee composed of gentlemen of such eminent 
ability and integrity; it is an unpleasant task to antagonize a bill 
that comes from their hands, and after careful deliberation receives 
their sanction; but I feltit to be my . as a Representative, to give 
my views upon these two sections of the bill. There are other fea- 
tures of the bill which I desire to discuss; but I will not occupy the 
time of the House further this evening. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENDEE. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] 
will yield to me, I will move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I will yield for that purpose. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


Leaves of absence were granted in the following cAses: 

Mr. Camp, for eight days; 

Mr. Surf, of Pennsylvania, upon business of importance, until 
Wednesday next. 

Mr. HENDEE. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


. PETITIONS, ETC. 

The followin, titions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s d 
under the rule. Sona referred as stated Fi ary 

By Mr. BEEBE: The petition of the publisher of the Republican 
and Standard, Montgomery, New York, for the abolition of the duty 
on 2 the Committee of Ways and Means. 

B . BUNDY: The petition of Henry W. Best and others, of New 
York, for the amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Charles E. Cregas, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of J. J. Little & Co. and 
475 other printers, stereotypers, and electrotypers, that a duty of 
thirty cents per pound be levied on all stereotype and electrotype 
plates—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of 400 citizens, of Florida relat- 
ing to the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands among the States for educational purposes—to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce, for legislation concerning pilotage—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: The tee of the publisher of the Saint 
Louis (Michigan) Herald, for the abolition of the duty on type—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: The petition of D. D. Sanderson, 
Joseph W. Taylor, W. P. Webb, and other citizens of Greene County, 
Alabama, for the distribution of the proceeds of the sales of public 
lands among the States for the promotion of education—to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Mobile 
County, Alabama, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSAY : The petition of S. J. Abbott and 38 others, citi- 
zens of Waterville, Maine, against reviving the income tax—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of California 
instructing the Senators and requesting the Representatives in Con- 
gress from that State to use all honorable means to secure the passage 
of the bill introduced in the House by Hon. CHARLES M. SHELLEY, to 
restrict Chinese immigration, &c.—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. ; 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 95 citizens of Beloit, Ohio, 
against any change in the existing tariff on wool and woolens—to 
the Committee of were and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of J. S. Blanchard and others, of 
Boston, Massachusetts, against the revival of the income tax—to the 


same committee. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: The petition of Washington Gwathmey, of 
Alabama, for the removal of his political disabilities—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SINGLETON: The petitions of J. S. Port wood and of Sam- 
uel Johnson. for compensation for stores and supplies takan by the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petition and memorial of the 
mayor and city council of Athens, Georgia, in behalf of that city as 
a suitable location for one of the new branch mints—to the Commit- 
tee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of John T. Wilson, attorney 
on behalf of minor heirs of Calvin Halstead, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 29, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harriso: . 


RA N. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour and the 
call of committees for reports of a private nature. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. EDEN. I understand that there are one or two gentlemen who 
desire to introduce bills for reference, and I have no objection to that. 


AAN D. JOHNSON. 


Mr. MORGAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4123) for the relief of Isaac D. Johnson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs as a substitute for the bill S. No. 
493, a bill (H. R. No. 4129) to appoint a commission to ascertain the 
cost of removing the Naval Observatory, which was read a first and 
second time, and, with the accompanying re ordered to be printed 
and recommitted to the committee, not to be brought back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

TELEGRAPHIC COMMUNICATION WITH FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Mr. MONROE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4130) relating to telegraphic 
communication between the United States and foreign countries ; 
which was read a first and second time, recommitted to the commit- 
tee, and ordered to be printed, not to be brought back on a motion 
to reconsider. 

SERGEANT CONDON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, reported back the memorial of Sergeants Con- 
don, Hu and Delany, asking for increase of pay, and moved 

from the further 
to the Committee 


hes, 
that the 1 on Appropriations be disc 
consideration of the same, and that it be referre 
on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimons consent, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, rted back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 316) to carry into effect the tenth article of the treaty with 
the Pottawatomie Indians of February 27, 1867, and moved that the 
same be referred to the Committee of the ‘Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MISCELLANEOUS FUND, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4131) to provide for a defi- 
ciency in the miscellaneous fund of the House of Representatives for 
the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878 ; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of businesss being demanded, 
the morning hour commences at twenty-four minutes past twelve 
o'clock, and the call of committees for bills of a private nature are 
in order, and the call rests with the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

PATRICK T. MANION. 

Mr. McMAHON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. R. No, 4132) for the relief of Patrick T, Manion, of Saint 
Louis, Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back the following bills for removal of disabilities; there being a 
petition in each case; which were severally ordered to be en j 
read a third time, and passed, (two-thirds voting in favor thereof :) 

A bill (H. R. No. 3893) removing the political bilities of Oscar 
F. Johnston, of Catoosa County, rgia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3903) to remove the political disabilities of Isaac 
A. Read, of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2931) to remove the political disabilities of Henry 
G. Thomas, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3314) to remove the political disabilities of John 
T. Mason, of Ae eyo 

A bill (H. R. No. 3667) to remove the political disabilities of Philip 
Stockton, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3610) to remove the political disabilities of W. B. 
Sinclair, of Vi ia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3612) to remove the political disabilities of R. L. 
Page, of Virginia. 

uring the consideration of these bills, 

Mr. THOMPSON called for the reading of the petition in the case 
of Isaac A. Read. 

The petition was read, as follows: 


New Lonpox, CONNECTICUT, February 13, 1878. 


Sim: I have the honor to petition the Co: of the United States of America 
to remove, by special act, my political ilities, imposed u me by the four- 
teenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America. 

ISAAC A. READ, 
Of the Parish of Orleans, State of Louisiana. 

To the honorable SPEAKER 

Of the United 


Mr. BURDICK. I would inquire if these reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary are unanimons. 

Mr. FRYE. They are; we always report in favor of these requests, 
if application is made signed by the party for whose relief the bill is 
to be passed. £ 
Mr. HARTRIDGE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also re- 
pored a bill (H. R. No, 4145) to remove the political disabilities of 

ashington Gwathmay, of Alabama; which was read three times and 
passed, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

WILLIAM B, ISAACS & CO. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported a 

5 75 resolution (H. R. No. 145) in regard to the claim of William B. 

saacs & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
E. A. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. STENGER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1875) for the 
relief of E. A. Williams; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES A. PERRY & CO. 

Mr. KNOTT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 557, a bill (H. R. No. 4133) to authorize 
the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Charles A. 
Perry & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BATTERSBY. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, rted, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 2083, a bill (H. R. No. 11340 for the re- 
lief of William Battersby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SCHOONER DON PEDRO. 


Mr. FRYE also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2518) granting jurisdic- 
tion and authority to the Court of Claims in the case of the schooner: 
Don Pedro; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the pov Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

AWARDS OF COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. EDEN. I am instructed by the Committee on War Claims to 
report back, with sundry amendments, House bill No. 3548, making 
appropriations for the payment of claims reported allowed by the 
commissioners of claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871.. 
If gentlemen desire to reserve points of order upon this bill, I would 
be glad to be allowed to make a brief explanation of the bill; and 
then if there is no objection I will ask that the bill be put upon its 


passage. 

The bill the title of which has just been read makes an a prore 
ation for the payment of the claims that have been awarded by the- 
commissioners of claims. It does not embrace any item of appropri- 
ation whatever except for a claim upon which the commissioners of 
claims have acted favorably. In no single case is there any increase 
of the amount awarded by the commissioners and in some cases there 
is a slight diminution. 

It has been usual to pass bills of this character without epee 
them to go to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
for the reason that all the claims incorporated in these bills have 
been carefully considered by the commissioners of claims and have 
received careful consideration from the Committee on War Claims of 
this House, and in this case that committee unanimously recommends: 
the passage of this bill. Shonld this bill go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, I apprehend that there is no gen- 
tleman on the floor, not connected with the Committee on War Claims, 
who would have the time or the inclination to make any investiga- 
tion in reference to the claims. And as the bill after it passes this 
House must necessarily go to the Senate for consideration there, it is 
important that it should be passed here as early as possible. 

his bill simply carries out the law approved March 3, 1871, under 
which three commissioners were appointed by the President, with the 
approval of the Senate, who have jurisdiction to hear claims of loyal 
cit of the South for onee taken by or furnished to the Gov- 
ernment during the war. The bill embraces no claims except those 
of citizens in the South who have been found loyal by these commis- 
sioners of claims. 

Unless some gentleman wishes to ask some question on this subject,- 
I do not deem it n to make any further explanation. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I wish to ask whether or not all these claims. 
to which the bill refers were not barred by statute of limitations. 
passed by Congress in 1873. 

Mr. EDEN. No one of these claims has been barred by any statute 
of limitations. The law of 1871 organizing this commission and un- 
der which these claims have been adjudicated limited the time for 
filing claims to two years, which time expired March 3, 1873; but 
every one of these claims was filed within the time limited by law. 
„ there is no statute of limitations affecting any one of 

m 


em. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. These were all filed prior to 1873? 

Mr. EDEN. Every claim. The commissioners do not report any 
claim unless it was filed within the time prescribed by law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I would like to ask another question of the 

tleman from Illinois, 

Mr. EDEN. I am willing to answer questions. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, I wish to ask whether, under a provision at- 
tached to the appropriation act of 1874, the Treasury Department is. 
not considering claims filed after 1873. i 

Mr. EDEN. The act of 1874 has nothing to do with this class of 
claims at all. That act applies only to claims that were referred to 
the Quartermaster-General and Commissary-General, under the act 
of July 4, 1864. These claims arise under the act of March 3, 1871, 
and are an entirely different class of claims. 

Mr. POTTER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether 
I am right in supposing that Con in order to get rid of the 
determination of certain claims, established a court in which they 
should be tried, and whether the awards or judgments of that court 
= aen brought here and we are asked to appropriate money to pay 

em 

Mr. EDEN. That is it. 

Mr. POTTER. That is all there is of it? 

Mr. EDEN. Yes, sir. 

There is a single section proposed by the committee by way of 
amendment which it is due to the House I should explain before 


ceeding further. On the 3d of March last, in order to have 
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claims disposed of at as early a day as possible, there was inserted, 
upon my motion, in the bill extending the term of the commissioners, 


a provision limiting the time for taking testimony by claimants to 
the 10th of March, 1878. The claimants being scattered ovcr so wide 
a territory, it took a very considerable length of time for them to have 
notice; and there is complaint made that some of them did not get 
notice in time to complete the taking of their testimony. Hence we 
propose to amend this bill by giving them until the Ist of January 
next to complete the taking of testimony. But this provision does 
not permit the filing of any additional claims; it merely allows claim- 
ants to complete the taking of testimony in reference to cases that 
have already been filed. I have no doubt that it will be for the best 
interests of the Government that the time should be extended ; other- 
wise, claims will be left upon the hands of Congress to be disposed 
of after the commission shall have gone ont of existence. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. 
upon by the commission 

Mr. EDEN. Every one of them. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there be no 
further question, I will ask that the bill and amendments be read, 
excluding the mere list of claims. 

The bill, with the amendments proposed by the committee, was read. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be seen and read a third 
time; ad being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Me EDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH R. SHANNON. 

Mr. EDEN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4135) for the relief of Joseph R. Shannon; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
eae Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
: Mr. THOMPSON, by unanimgus consent, presented the views of the 
minority of the committee upon the bill just reported; which were 
ordered to be printed with the report of the committee, and referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

„ 


HEIRS OF CLAUDE N. JOHNSON. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back adversely a petition for the relief of the heirs of Clande 
N. Johnson, of Lexington, Kentucky ; which was laid upon the table, 
and the accom sayng report ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the petition was laid on the table; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LUCIE A. JAMESON. 
Mr, CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also, from the same committee, re- 
pore a bill (H. R. No. 4136) for the relief of Lucie A. Jameson, of 
helby County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
E. P. M’NEAL. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky, also, from the same committee 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4137) for the relief of E. P. McNeal, of 
Hardeman County, Tennessee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. STRATTON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SHELLEY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 

r No. 4138) for the relief of John T. Stratton, Edgar McDavitt, and 

uel H. Dunscomb, of the SA of Sephia; Tennessee ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


ave all these claims been passed 


W. R. BOICE. 


Mr. SHELLEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4139) for the relief of W. R. Boice, of Danville, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL M. BLAIR. 


Mr. SHELLEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, a bill (H. R. No. 24€2) for the relief of 
Samuel M. Blair, of Boston, Massachusetts; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 
HENRY S. FRENCH. 


Mr. OLIVER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 363, a bill (H. R. No. 4140) for the relief of 
Henry S. French, of Nashville, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the 
SiMe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 
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Mr. OLIVER also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No, 1319, a bill (H. R. No. 4141) for the relief of 
A. H. Herr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSHUA HILL, DECEASED. 


Mr. OLIVER also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 2373, a bill (H. R. No. 4142) for the relief of 
Harriet C. Hill and James N. Hill, heirs at law of Joshua Hill, de- 
ceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ADAMS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. OLIVER also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bills Nos. 2589, 2590, 2591, 2592, 2593, and 3087, a bill 
(H. R. No. 4143) for the relief of John Adams, William B. Clift, David 
Dunseath, William Killinger, J. F. Scott, (administrator of the estate 
of Obediah Scott, d Davis C. Peak, Charles Linderman, James. 
Linnane, Patrick Carey, John McMahon, and James Gorman, (admin- 
istrator of the estate of Patrick Gorman, deceased;) which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS OF DAKOTA VOLUNTEER FORCES. 


Mr. OLIVER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1189) to 
extend the time one year for presenting the claims of Dakota volun- 
teer forces, as examined and reported upon by General Hardie, under 
the special act of Congress approved February 20, 1874, to the proper 
accounting officers for approval and payment. 

The bill was read, It extends for one year from the pesage of the 
act the time for presenting the claims of Dakota volunteer forces, as 
examined and Topora upon by Inspector-General James A. Hardie, 
under the special act of Congress for that purpose, approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1874, to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
pass upon, approve, and pay. 

Mr. OLIV. Some time since, on the 3d of March, 1875, Congress 
made an 3 for the Bp Scape of these volunteers. The 
commission already examined the claims and ascertained them, 
and an appropriation was made for their payment; but the time for 
proving up the claims was limited to one yea and the money has 

y drawn out of the Treasury under the appropriation and 
is in the hands of the disbursing officer. 

These services were rendered in 1862. Owing to the long time that 
had elapsed between the time the services were rendered and the time 
of the appropriation, many of the parties had ceased to be citizens 
of the Territory, many of them died, and about 8 claims 
were not presented for payment within the time. This bill simply 

ro to extend for one year the time for presenting those claims 

or payment. The claims have already been passed upon, and the 
money has been gh ae ga for their payment and is in the hands 
of the disbursing o 8 

If no further explanhtion is desired, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ord to be engrossed 
and read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. OLIVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ec and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN T. NEALE, 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
1286) granting relief to John T. Neale, an employé of the Provost- 
Marshal-General’s department in 1861, for injuries sustained in the 
line of his duty; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. x 

WILLIAM FALLS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 4144) for the relief of William Falls, of Alex- 
andria County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. J. CUMMINGS, 

Mr. KEIFER, from the Committee on War Claims, re back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 416) for the re- 
lief of J. J. Cummings, of Tennessee; and the same was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 
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RANCHO LAS CRUCES LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. DENISON, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
dp back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2401) to authorize 

e claimants to certain lands in Santa Barbara County, California, 
to submit their claim to the United States district court for that 
State for adjudication. 

The bill was read. It permits and authorizes the claimants to 
lands situated in Santa Barbara County, California, known as the 
Rancho Las Cruces, who deraign title through the original Mexican 

tee of said rancho, to present their claim to said lands to the 
strict court of the Uni States for the district of California for 
examination; and Ae that if, upon the hearing of said case, it 
shall ap to said court that the claim of the original grantee was 
good and valid under Mexican laws relating to such cases, the said 
court shall by decree confirm said claim; and also provides that no 
lands shall be confirmed to said claimants by said decree to which 
there are any valid claims existing under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws of the United States af the date of the passage of the act. 

The bill in its second section provides that in case said claim is re- 
jected by said court, then said claimants are thereby granted the right 
of appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, within the time 
and in the manner now provided by law in like cases. 

The bill in its third section directs the United States surveyor-gen- 
eral for California, upon the filing in his office by said claimants of a 
certified copy of a final decree of confirmation, under the provisions 
of the act, to cause said claim to be surveyed as other claims of like 
nature are now surveyed under existing laws; and paree that upon 
the approval of said survey by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office a patent shall issue to said claimants in the usual form. 

The amendments of the committee were read, as follows: 

In section 1, line 13, after the word “ decree” insert "exceeding in area eighty- 
eight hundred and eighty-eight acres, nor any lands.” eighty 

Add to section 2 the w “The said courts in the examination of the claims 

ted by any under this act shall be governed so far as applicable by 

provisions of the act passed March 3, A. D. 1851, entitled An act to ascertain 
and settle private land claims in the State of California.“ 

Mr, DENISON. In 1833, Miguel Cordero went into possession of 
about two leagues of land called the Rancho Las Cruces, in Santa 
Barbara County, California. He remained in possession of that land 
until 1837. In that year it was granted to Cordero by the Mexican 
8 Immediately thereafter he took juridical possession, 

aving been in actual possession all the time from 1833 until 1837, 
He continued in possession till March 3, 1851, the date of the statute 
by which claimants presented their claims to the commissioners. A 
few days after March 3, 1851, he died in possession of thatland, He 
had built houses, he had cultivated, he had planted vineyards, he had 

lanted orchards, and his family, a wife and nine children, were resid- 

there at the time of his death. He still remained in possession 

till his death and after that his heirs remained in possession and con- 

tinued in possession and do still, the land never having been divided 

in any way, the land belonging to his heirs and their grantees, The 

land is still in their possession, the possession of these grantees and 
the heirs, nobody claiming any right whatever to it. 

It will be perceived that it was almost impossible for anybody 
elaiming under it to know of the passage of the law of March 3, 1851 
they all being ignorant of the English langnage and out in that wild 
region having no information whatever of the proceeding of Con- 
gress. No one claims the land. No one claimed it then nor has 
claimed it since; so that no one had any occasion then to press a 
claim against these parties. That is the condition of the land now. 
And all they ask is to be permitted to go before the courts under the 
law of 1851 to set up their claims. That is the object of the bill, and 
rg 8 be passed without being referred to the Committee of 
the ole. 

The amendments reported by the committee were adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
— 15 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 


Mr. DENISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
5 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
o. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Has the morning hour expired! 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide or a deficiency in the miscella- 
neous fund of the Senate and of the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one ofhis secretaries, communicated to the House a message in writing. 
The ome yr ti further announced that the President had approv 
and signed the joint resolution (H. R. No. 133) to prescribe the time 


for the payment of the tax on distilled spirits, and for other purposes. 
CORRECTION OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] this 
morning reported a bill to carry into effect the tenth article of a 


treaty with the Pottawatomie Indians, which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. Upon consulta- 
tion with the gentleman from California, the Chair thinks that it 
should be referred to the public Calendar. The bill will therefore be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. DouGtas, for ten days; 

To Mr. DEAN, for one week; x 

To Mr. STENGER, for four days, on account of important business; 
an 

To Mr, HAMILTON, for one week from Monday next, on account of 
important business. 

GALVESTON AND CAMARGO RAILROAD. 


Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, reported back the memorial of M. R. Jefferds in 
relation to the Galveston and Camargo Railroad, and moved that the 
same be recommitted to the committee and ordered to be printed, not 
to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the several votes by which 
references have been made; and also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


METRIC SYSTEM. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed the letters of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Speaker of 
the House of March 26, 1878, in reply to the resolution of the House 
of Representatives asking for opinion as to the introduction of the 
metric system, with accompanying papers, which were referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of 8 also, (by request,) by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4146) to promote the general use of 
the metric system; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REFUND OF TONNAGE DUES. < 

Mr. WILSON. I desire unanimous consent in behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to offer the following resolution : 

That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be authorized to have printed 


Resolved, 
= additional report on House bill 1118, a bill providing for the refund of tonnage 
nes, 


The resolution was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GOODE. Pending that motion I move that all debate on the 
bill pending in Committee of the Whole be restricted to forty min- 
utes. It is a bill for the relief of the Bartholomew County Agricult- 
ural Society of the State of Indiana, and it has been partially here- 
tofore considered on two Fridays, 

Mr. CONGER. I object. When we go into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar to take up the bill we can judge as 
to the necessity of closing debate upon it. 

Mr. GOODE. Lask the order of the House, notwithstanding the 
gentleman’s objection. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. It is an important bill, involving 
an important princi] le, and should be well considered, 

The SPEAKER. This bill occupies an unusual position, for it has 


alread 5 
Mr. EDEN. It was once reported favorably from the Committee 
sent back to the Committee of the 


of the Whole, and 
Whole upon a single objection. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is in Committee of the Whole the House 
has a right to limit the debate thereon. 

Mr. GOODE. I make the motion to limit the debate to forty min- 
utes. 

The question was taken upon Mr.Goopr’s motion; and there were— 
ayes 82, noes 44; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GOODE and Mr. RYAN were ap- 

inted. 
Perhe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 114, noes 48. 

So the motion was a; d to. 

The question rec on Mr. BRIGHT’s motion; and it was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. BEEBE in the chair.) 


BARTHOLOMEW COUNTY AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF INDIANA. 
The CHAIRMAN. The first business before the Committee is the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1894) for the relief of the Barthol- 
omew County icultural Society of the State of Indiana. 
Mr. SHELLEY. I ask for the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in 8 ‘assembled, What the eam of $1,500 be. aod te hereby enced 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 

the Bartholomew County Agricultural in full payment and satisfac 


1878. 


for the d occupation of the fair 
— September, 1863, to June, $ 
Mr. SHELLEY. I now call for the reading of the report. 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


of said society for military pur- 


po 
the principal witnesses supporting the 
damages: There is no evidence that when $536. 
of damages was included, or co 
pears that such could not have been the fact, for that sum was pa 
ground from October 25, 1863, (the date of the lease,) to April6, 1864, a period of five 
months and eleven days, and was the exact sum that would be required to pay the 
rent for that period at the rate of $100 per month. 

The lease contains a clause which provides thatthe United States shall repair 


all dam that may be occasioned to the grounds or buildings while so used and 
occupi It is claimed by the Adjutant-General that this clause has been inserted 
since the execution of the instrument, and in proof of this, in addition to the a 


pearance of the lease itself, he produces a copy of the same containing no su 
words, made out and certified to as a true copy on the 4th day of October, 1865, by 
James B. Mulky, then provost-marshal of t district. In this connection it is 
well to state that Lieutenant Wilson, who executed the lease on behalf of the 
United States, testifies on behalf of the society, very fully and clearly sustaining 
the claim for rent and and in his affidavit he makes special mention (as 
um- 


0 
One hundred and fortieth ent of Indiana Volunteers, prior to complete organ - 
ization and muster. — ra Ad believe, 
from an opinion which had been exp’ 
t up between the times 


rs from 
nizing, and volunteers and other 


used. 
Rr lenin oo gone et cme ae ae 
70 upon m, an a TO} ng $1,550 in — 
ment thereof, oan at the first session of the Forty-fourth £ 7 tale a similar 
and a bill risting $1,500 in full satisfaction of said claim. 

of 61,500 for unpald vest, ad aocerdingly repert the soommpanying Dill appre. 
sum o 
priating that aum in fall payment and satisfaction of the claim. * 

Mr. SHELLEY. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. EINLRV. ] 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have taken some pains to examine 
into the character of this claim, and if I can have the attention of 
the committee for a few moments I think I shall be able to show that 
the claim should not be paid, not only because it is a stale claim, but 
as I think I will be able to show, because it is, if not a fraudulent 
claim, a fishy one, to say the least of it. 

Now, the very first sentence in the report of this committee is an 
error. The committee state that these grounds were occupied for 
military purposes from September 1, 1863, under the contract. Now 
T have the original contract here, and it is dated October 25, 1863. I 
have taken some paos to get all the . the case, and I ask the 
attention of gentlemen to the facts as developed by an examination 
af those papers. i 

On the 25th day of October, 1863, Lieutenant Thomas C. Wilson, a 

artermaster in the service of the State troops of Indiana, a gen- 
eman whom the War De ent says had no authority whatever 
to make a contract to bind the Government, not being in the service 
of the United States, undertook to, and did make a contract, as the 
contract says, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to ask the gentleman if the testimony which 
he now pro to detail is embodied in the evidence before the 
Committee on War Claims, or is it outside of that testimony ? 

Mr. FINLEY. Ido not know. I will say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. BRIGHT] that I derive all my information from the 
original pa) in the case, furnished to me by the Adjutant-General. 
This Wilson undertook to and did make a contract, and I call atten- 
tion to the wording of the contract. He undertakes to contract in 
behalf of the United States and of the State of Indiana. By the 
terms of that contract he agrees, in behalf of the United States and of 
the State of Indiana, that they will pay to the Bartholomew County 
Agricultural Society the sum of $1 r month, while they were 
organizing the regiments that were then being organized at that 

lace, the One hundred and twentieth and One hundred and twenty- 
h Regiments of Indiana Volunteers. 

On the 3d day of May, 1864, that f TRS was complete, and 
the Bartholomew County Agricultural Society made outa bill for the 
use of the grounds, which bill I hold in my hand. That bill is for 
$633 for the use of the grounds of the society from the day the con- 
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tract was made, October 25, 1863, to se, 3, 1864, the time when the 
organization of the regiments was completed. That bill upon exam- 
ination by the Department was found to be erroneons in regard to 
the time of occupation. On the 25th day of February, 1865, the De- 
partment paid $536.66 in full for the use of the grounds, and I have 
here the bill and receipt, which is as follows: * 


The United States to the stockholders of the Bartholomew County fair ground, 
Columbus, Indiana, Dr. 


1864. 

May 3. For six months and ten days’ rent of the Bartholomew County 
fair-ground with building, Ko., c pe as a camp of ren- 
dezvous for the third con ional district. of Ini Vol- 
unteers and the Tenth In Cavalry, (One hundred and 
twenty-fifth Indiana Volunteers,) commencing October 25, 

(inclusive.) at $100 per month, ... $633 


1863, and ending May 3, 1864 33 
Allowed by Paymaster.General from October 25, 1863, to April 6, 
1664, at $100 per month, five months, eleven days, $536.66... . 33 
I certify that the above account is accurate and just; that the d above 
ennmerated was occupied as specified, and that its occupation was absolutely nec- 


essary for the public service for troops raised for the United States who were 
actually mustered into the United States service. 


Approved from October 25, 1863, to April 6, 1864. 
T. G. PITCHER, 
olunteer Recruitin 


Brigadier-General Volunteers ; Superintendent Vi g Service. 
Approved: 
THOMAS C. WILSON, 
First Lieutenant and Quartermaster Third Congressional 
District Regiment, Indiana Votunteers. 
S. STANSIFER, 7 
Commandant of Camp Third District, Indiana. 


Received at Indianapolis, Indiana, this 24th of February, 1865, of rs. B. 
Hayman, Tenth Infantry military and division officer, the sam of $536.66 in full of 
the above account, w. has not been previously paid by the United States or the 
State of Indiana. 

B. F. JONES, 


Treasurer Bartholomew County Fair Ground. 
x ne vee No. 318 to B. F. Jones, treasurer, at Colambus, Indiana, as directed 
y . 

The Adjutant-General says, as appears from an indorsement on one 
of the vouchers, that that payment completed the contract. He said 
that Wilson had no power to make it in the first place, but as the 
United States had had the use of the grounds it was proper to pay 
for them, and it was paid, and the contract was closed and ende 

What next followed? On the 19th day of October, 1865, one year 
and eight months after this bill had been paid, the Bartholomew 
County Agricultural Society again presented a bill, What for? For 
the use of these grounds from September 7, 1864, to October 4, 1864. 
They made no account of the interim between Ma 3, 1864, and Sep- 
tember 7, 1864, and made no charge for the use of the grounds dur- 
ing that period. I desire members of this committee to notice that. 
The amount of their second claim was $123.23, and when they pre- 
sented this second bill it was accompanied by what p rted to be 
the contract made by this man Wilson. On the back of that contract 
is the certificate of the provost-marshal in charge, that it was a cor- 
rect copy. That copy of the contract they forwarded with the bill ; 
and the Adjutant-General rejected the bill and the War Department 
approved that rejection on the ground that there was no authority 
for this contract, that the United States had not had the use of the 
property under any contract, and was not liable for the pa t of 
this second bill. The following is what was decided; which I will 
print with my remarks: 

General T. G. Pitcher refers account of the Bartholomew County Ag- 


ricultutal Society (B. F. Jones, treasurer) for rent of grounds for camp of rendez- 
yvous—amount $123.33—for the One hundred and fortieth Regiment In Volun- 


Respectfully returned to Brigadier General Pitcher. This is a matter about 
which I have no information except that derived from the inclosed Uas oc It was 
under the sole control of the State authorities, and mainly if not wholly in con- 
tradiction of the ordera of the War Department. I can therefore neither approve 


nor disapprove. 
JAMES G. JONES, 
Late Colonel and Acting Assistant Provost-Marshal-General. 

From the indorsement of Colonel Jones, the then superintendent of volunteer re- 
cruiting service for the State of Indiana, it appears that no authority was ever 
given by the United States to rent these grounds. 

If the commandant of camp of rendezvous, third district of Indiana, was an- 
thorized by the State to rent the grounds, then the State becomes responsible for 
the rent and claimant must look to that source for pa t. 

The n appointed commandant of the camp of rendezvous — ag ernor 
of the Nate was so appointed in direct conflict with General Orders No. 79, of 1864, 
from the Adjutant-General’s Office, dated 2 29, 1864, 

This account is Feces as a claim against the United States. 

By order of the vost-Marshal-General: 

C. McKEEVER, 
ssistant Adjutant- General. 
PROVOST-MARSHAL GENERAL'S OFFICE, October 20, 1865. 


E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant - General. 

I will have this contract read as a part of my argument, and I ask 
the pttention of the Committee of the Whole to the fact that when 
this certified copy was sent in along with the voucher the words were 
not in it which appear in a copy of the contract which was subse- 
quently furnished. This copy closed with the words “Witness our 
hands and seal the day and year within,” and it is signed by Thomas 
P. Wilson, Thomas Davies, B. F. Jones, treasurer, and W. W. Herod, 
secretary. 

This copy of the contract, certified by the provost-marshal to be a 
correct copy of the original in his possession, and which was sent by 
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the Bartholomew County Agricultural Society in support of its claim, 
reads as follows: 


This article of agreement, made and entered into this 25th day of October, A. D. 
1863, between First Lieutenant Thomas C, Wilson, e Third Con 
sional District Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, of tho one part, and Thomas Ha: 
Benjamin F. Jenes, and William W. Herod, on the part of the stockholders of the 
Bartholomew County Fair Grounds, of the county of Bartholomew and State of In- 
diana, of the other wituesseth, that the said Lieutenant Thomas C. Wilson, 
for and on behalf of the State of Indiana and the United States, and the said Thomas 
Hays, amin F. Jones, and William W. Herod, for members and the said stock. 
holders their heirs, executors, and administrators, have covenanted and agreed 
with each other as follows: 

Benjamin F. Jon 


Lieutenant Thomas 
thereon, known 
at one mile east- 
southeast of the town of Columbus, for a 2 and rendezvous for the — Regi- 
ment of Indiana Volunteers, now o n third district of Indiana, at the 
price of $100 per month, and at the ratio per day for every day overand above equal 
months; to be held and occupied for the purpose aforesaid, and for the wants of 
the service generally, so long as it may be needed. 
Witness our hands and — 5 the day and year above written. 
THOMAS C. WILSON, 
First Lieutenant, Quartermaster Third Congressional 
District iment Indiana Volunteers, 
President Ba Betone Chan a e 1 Society 
esi rt unt icultura iety, 
B. F. 70 ONES, 
Treasurer Bartholomew County aes Society. 
W. W. ROD, 
s Secretary Bartholomew County Agricultural Society. 
PROVOST-MARSHAL'S OFFICE, TAMD DISTRICT INDIANA, 
Columbus, October 4, 1865. 
I certify that the within is a true copy of the lease with the Bartholomew County 
Agricultural Society, and that a copy of the same is now on file in the War Depart- 


5 JAMES B. MULKY. 
Captain and Provost-Marshal Third District Indiana. 

Five years and seven months after the presentation of the first bill, 

to wit, on the 25th day of January, 1870, the bill which is now before 

this committee was presented by or through Mr. Holman, then a 

member of this House. That bill went clear back to the beginning, 

and I have it here. It reads as follows: 

The United States to the Bartholomew County Indiana Agricultural Society, Dr. 


June 1, 1865. For occupation of ground for military purposes from Septem- 


ber 1, 1863, to date, as per contract herewith ..............---..----..+--- #2, 100 
To aed e ee &c., as set forth in affidavit herewith 2. 000 


March J, 1864. By cash on account of rent sere eee 


3, 567 


It will be seen that the bill presented on the 25th of January, 1870, 
was a bill for the use of the grounds of this society from the Ist day 
of September, 1863, to June 1, 1865. Gentlemen will bear in mind 

that the first bill presented and paid was from October 25, 1863. But 
when the bill was presented in 1870 it goes back and charges for the 
use of the grounds, commencing at a period more than amenth before 
the contract was made and runs to the Ist day of September, 1863. 
The charge in that bill is for the use of the grounds from September 
1, 1863, to June 1, 1865, $2,100; for damages to the property, $2,000. 

With that bill comes what purports to be the original contract 
made October 25, 1863. But in that contract, immediately above the 
signatures of the eres, is written a clause that the United States 
shall be responsible and pay for all damages to the grounds. This 
clause, which is inse immediately above the signatures in the 

contract and which was not in the original copy sent to the War 
Department, reads as follows: 

CCC 

ma; Sion, 0 * or 
puildings while used and occupied for * specified in this lease, 

When that bill was presented to the Quartermaster-General he re- 
fused to allow it on the pene first, that the United States had paid 
for the use of the grounds for the time they had used them under the 
contract and, secondly, because the contract had been altered. I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read what he said about it at that time. 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. EDEN. Is the gentleman not aware that the bill now before 
the House does not propose to pay one cent for damages to the prop- 
erty, but simply for the time it was occupied by our troops? 

Mr, FINLEY. I will come to that in a moment. It is true that 
the Committee on War Claims of this House have thrown out the 
claim for dam: But the point I desire to make is that the par- 
ties who presented this bill undertook by the alteration, if they did 
alter and forge the contract, to procure from the United States the 
sum of $2,100 by reason of the alteration that they themselves made. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will you allow me to ask you a question in this 
connection! f 

Mr. FINLEY. Twill. 

Mr. THOMPSON. In your view of the matter, do you resist the pay- 
ment of this bill on the ground of its merits or on the legal ground 
that the change of the agreement, as you allege, destroys the effect 
of the contract? 

Mr. FINLEY. I resist the claim because there is nothing due. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then what has the question whether there is 
an alteration or not to do with the case? 


Mr. FINLEY. Simply as showing the animus of persons who would 
a 5 contract and attempt to get $2,100 out of the United States 
in way. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana. Does the gentleman charge that these 
men fo the contract? 

Mr. FINLEY. Ido not. I say simply that it is a question to be 
determined by this House, as it was determined by the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral, whether the contract was altered or not. 

Mr. EDEN. Does the gentleman say that the men connected with 
the Bartholomew Agricultural Society had anything to do with the 
change of the contract? 

Mr. FINLEY. I will explain the testimony when we come to it. I 
ask the Clerk to read the decision of the Adjutant-General which I 
have sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On June 8, 1864, a claim for the rent of those —- from October 25, 1363, to 
May 3, 1864, amounting 
quhar. It was fully in 
paid the amount allowed, $536.66, that m= that was 

against the appropriation for co a ing, and apres volunteers. 

A certified — 25 of the records in the case is with, marked A,“ which fully 
explains the action had and the evidence u) which said claim was allowed; also 
a certified copy of the voucher paid by Major Hayman, marked B.“ 

On October 19, 1865, another account was received in this oftice for the rent of 
the same ground from September 7, 1864, to October 4, 1864, based upon the same 
contract, amounting to $123.33, and was ted for the reasons set forth in the 
indorsement thereon. The papers and evidence presented in support of this claim 
are herewith, in serene marked C.“ 

Tt will be observed that the first claim commences October 25, 1863, date of lease, 
1865, another claim is made for rent from 
In the latter claim no mention is made of 

tember 4, or from October 4, 1864, 
in Se tember, 1365. 
on 


By reference to the ori aa ces filed with the account tel by Mr. Hol- 
man, it will be observed that a clause has been inserted as follows: ‘And the said 
Wilson, on behalf of the State of Indiana and the United States, undertakes to 
repair all damages that may be occasioned to said fair- ds or buildings while 
used and pepe tr for the purposes specified in this lease.” This has evidently 
been inserted since the lease was executed, and since October 4, 1865, for we have 
a certified copy of the lease made on that date b 8 James B. Mulky, pro- 

it-marahal of the third district of Indiana, and said copy does not contain the 


vos 

clanse above referred to. (See in marked C.“ 
Ww Gog net sag Jones are incorrect, especially in 
0 reported 


The facts sworn to b; 
the gase of Stansifer. in 1865 that the $100 rent to be paid was in- 


tended to cover all claims for damages enumerated in his report, and now in 1871 
he swears that no p was made by the United States for the payment of 
Seen ete: It is recommended that the rejection of the claim be 
e 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 5 
' April 4, 1872. 
Rejection adhered to by the Secretary of War. 
By the ‘Adjutant-General : 
THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 
APRIL 13, 1872. 
Oficial: 


E. D. TOWNSEFD, 
Adjutant- General. 


Mr. KEIFER. I believe the time for debate on this bill was lim- 
ited to forty minutes; and my colleague [Mr. FINLEY] has already 
occupied twenty or twenty-five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SHELLEY] 
was recognized by the Chair and yielded twenty minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Frntey,] who still has some ten minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. FINLEY. And I do not desire this to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I still insist that the time was to be divided be- 
tween the friends and the opponents of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there was no ar- 
rangement in the House for a division of the time. That will bea 
matter to be settled between the gentleman from Alabama and those 
desiring to sneak: 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood there was an agreement that would 
entitle the friends of the bill to at least a few minutes to answer a 
gentleman who seems to know nothing about the case. 

Mr. SHELLEY. There was an ent that the time should be 
equally divided, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] to use half 
the time and the friends of the bill the other half. 

The CHAIRMAN. No such agreement was brought to the knowl- 

of the House or the Chair. 
r. SHELLEY. That was the agreement between the majority of 
the committee and the opponents of the bill. 

The 3 The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] will 
proceed. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not charge, because I do not 
know, that this contract was altered by interested persos or by any- 
body else. All that I know about it is what I find by inspecting the 
contract which I hold in my hand and from what is said by the Adju- 
tant-General. I have my own opinion upon the question, but that 
makes no difference. I desire to say that when this first copy was 


certified as correct by the provost-marshal the clause to which I have 
referred was not in it as the Adjutant-General says. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will permit me, 1 want to say that I 
know personally every man whose name is signed to that paper; and 
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I say that those gentlemen are men of as high honor as any man in 
the State of Indiana or Ohio either. The gentleman in his present 
remarks is doing them great injustice. They are men belonging to 
both political parties, who stand above suspicion in the neighbor- 
hoods in which they live. 

Mr. FINLEY. I decline to yield further. I do not want a speech 
injected into my remarks, I wish to say once for all that I am mak- 
ing no charge against those gentlemen or against their personal in- 
tegrity. Iam simply stating what I find in the papers. I amsimply 
giving to the House what the Annee Genera himself reports, and 

is opinion upon the matter. These men may be gentlemen of the 
highest character for all I know; I know nothing about that; but I 
have this pape before me and I have found nothing in the testi- 
mony that explained to my satisfaction this discrepancy between 
the original and the copy that was certified to be correct. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when that contract went to the Adjutant- 
General, Colonel Stansifer, who was an officer at that time in charge. 
certified that the first bill was to cover the whole claim, damages an 
all. Yet the committee say that no such report from Colonel Stan- 
sifer is found among the papers. I have that report here in my 
hand; it does state in substance what I have just mentioned. I will 
print it as a part of my argument; and it is here for any gentleman 
who desires to examine it. It reads as follows: 

Respectfully returned to Colonel James G. Jones, acting assistant provost-mar- 
Shal- general for Indiana, with the following information as to the reasonableness 
of the annexed claim of the stockholders of Bartholomew County fair grounds: 

The fair nd indicated contains twenty-two acres, and at the timo of its first 
oosupation Uy * was well fenced in by a board fence. The interior was sub- 
stantially with seats, stock and exhibition sheds, wells, and all the ordi- 
nary improvements incidental to fair grounds. The grounds were also peculiarly 
well shaded. To properly arrange the provad suitable for a camp of rendezvous. 
the stock sheds and seats were removed and the exhibition sheds were converted 
into ks, thereby destroying all the inside arrangements for exhibition pur- 
poses. The circle fence around the race-track was destroyed. The shade trees 
were much injured by the hard tramping of the ground and being packed by the sol- 
diery. The outside fencing was much injured; the pumps attached to the wells 
were destroyed; the committee roome and offices Lepage St the grounds were also 
much injured, so much so as to render new 3 absolutely n y- The 
herbage upon the ground was wholly destroyed. The amount charged Ido not 
think unreasonable, the charge being made with the view of covering tho foregoi 


ries to the It is per for me to state, however, that 
er to 9 in the — 
S. STANSIFER, 


Captain and Provost-Marshal Third District Indiana, 
COLUMBUS, INDIANA, September 1, 1864. 


and other i 
am a stockhi 


Subsequently Colonel Stansifer makes an affidavit saying that he 
has no recollection of making that kind of a report; but the report 
is here to speak for itself. 


Now, sir, this claim the payment of which is now sought was first 
presented in 1870 after all previous bills had been presented and after 
the first had been paid, the only one that was a legal claim against 
the United States. The only testimony offered in support of this bill 
is the testimony of Colonel Stansifer, and of Mr. Jones, and of Lieu- 
tenant Wilson who made the contract, a gentleman who has since 
died. Stansifer testifies that he is a stockholder in the society. Mr. 
Jones is the secretary of the society. All the affidavits I have before 
me here in my hands. The first one, dated. August 3, 1871, is by Stan- 
sifer; the second, dated January 1, 1867 by Stansifer and Jones; the 
third, bearing date April 17, 1877 by Stansifer; the next, dated June 
27, 1877, by Stansifer and Jones; the next, dated April 17, 1877, by 
Jones; and the last, by Stansifer. I have examined each of these 
affidavits. They were given in support of the first claim. Then they 
took a second swear at the second claim, and a third swear at the 
third claim; yet, Mr. Chairman, I have been unable to see in all the 
testimony anything to justify me in voting for this stale, “fishy” 


claim. 
se — rapes Why does the gentleman omit to refer to Lieutenant 
son 
Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman asks me why I omit Lientenant 
Wilson, There is no gin his testimony that throws any light on 
this claim. He says that he made the contract; but he notably omits 
to say that the contract had a clause in it making the United States 
responsible for 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. SHELLEY. I yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from Indi- 


ana, [Mr. 8 

Mr. BICKNELL. . Chairman, the claim as allowed by the com- 
mittee isa claim for rent only due upon a written contract made 
with the quartermaster, ratified by the United States by twenty 
months’ occupation, and still further ratified by payment for the first 
five months according to the terms of the contract. 

Mr. LATHROP. the gentleman's statement I would like to 
ra 8 2 eens has not mos this 9 7 5 to tho 

ourt o i o the visions of section 1 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, which requires all such cases 
shall be sent to the Court of Claims for adjudication. There has 
been no resolution, as I understand, of the House directing otherwise. 
If so, when was it? 

Mr. EDEN. The law expressly forbids the Court of Claims con- 
6 class of cases. 

Mr. LATHROP. The law expressly confers jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims, 

Mr. BICKNELL. I suppose this will not be taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It certainly will. 


Mr. BICKNELL. I cannot yield any more. 

said it was aclaim for rent only. There is no question of da 
now connected with it. There was a question ne borers originally, 
and upon that a dispute arose as to what was contained in the con- 
tract. That dispute led to a great deal of litigation and a t deal 
of delay; but when the case came up the committee struck out the 
claim for damages and reported the claim for rent only. 

The question is, how long were the premises occupied? It is 
shown by the evidence and if is stated in the report, and this report 
itself furnishes a complete answer to everything which the gentle- 
man from Ohio has alleged. It isshown by the evidence the grounds 
were occupied, under a written lease, for military purposes, from 
September, 1863, to June, 1865. Then there was a payment for five 
months and a few days. It is said by the gentleman from Ohio that 
was in full for the entire claim. That also is explained in the report: 


which had been expressed by the Quartermaster-General, (as appears from 
on file,) that a distinction should be kept up between the times the a were 
used for collecting, o izing and d 
they may have been 5 —.— used. 


This payment which was made was payment for the time onl 
when they had been used for collecting, organizing, and drilling vol- 
unteers, and they were used for miary e for the whole fif- 
teen months, It is the balance only of that fifteen months which the 
committee here have allowed. That is all there is in the claim. 

As to the authority of the quartermaster to make a contract, we 
know what Governor Morton’s condition was when he was raising 
troops: called upon every day for troops; sending them across the 
river daily to Kentucky, across the mountains to Virginia, and over 
the prairies to Missouri; and in order to have those troops taken care 
of he had to employ his own quartermaster. And now they say he 
had no authority to make this contract! All Governor Morton’s ener- 
getic action in the war was founded on the faith he had the Govern- 
ment would pay this expense. But now gentlemen say, when these 
men went to the field and gave their lives to the country, the country 
is not to pay for their lodging. That is the substance of it; that is 
all there is in the case. 

I yield the remainder of my time, if I have any, to the gentleman 
from 1 (Mr. EDEN. ] 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman from Alabama was compelled to leave 
the Hall, and before er Ferra this case in my hands. I yield 


now to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. RoBrnson.] 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to advo- 
cate this or any other claim inst the General Government which 


I think is unjust; but this claim was reported by the unanimous 
consent of the Committee on War Claims as being a just claim, pred- 
icated upon a contract which was entered into between the author- 
ized agent of the Government and this agricultural society. 

I wish now simply to advert to a point which has been made by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY, I by which he has attempted 
tocastsome suspicion upon the manner in which this contract between 
the Government and the agricultural society was executed. If the 
geutleman from Ohio was acquainted with either of the gentlemen 
who signed that contract I e it he would be far from attempting 
to cast any suspicion whatever upon them. They are honorable gen- 
tlemen, and if he had taken the trouble to examine the testimony 
of these gentlemen he would have ascertained that it was clearly 
shown by that testimony that the interlineaiion he objects to in the 
contract was made before it was signed, but by an oversight it was 
not written in the contract executed in duplicate which was filed 
with the proper authorities of the Government. 

Now, sir, this was a contract. It was entered into in faith. 
It was carried ont in good faith. It was between honorable parties 
who have a just claim against the Government of the United States. 
It is in no sense of the word, sir, a war claim; but it was an absolute 
8 to pay 8100 a month rent for the occu ancy of the agri- 
cultural society’s grounds, which the evidence shows beyond any 
kind of controversy were occupied for that space of time, and for that 
rent alone was allowed. 

Now, the words that were interlined in the contract were provided 
that the Government should be liable for any dam that would 
occur by the use of the grounds in the reeruitin troops. It is 
shown in the testimony that damages by reason of fire, to the extent of 
$2,000, were done to the fair-ground in the destruction of its property. 
But as there was a controversy upon that subject the committee re- 
fused to allow the amount of damages, and simply reported the bill 
Tor — balance of ee 3 Fee eet — 3 

mutter was fully investigated in the ongress 
New, who represented that congressional district, and the bin passed 
this House. The claim also, I believe, was investigated and reported 
favorably in the previous Congress; and the validity and honesty of 
the claim have never been questioned until this present session of 


Con 
I Rave no doubt that, upon the contract and the evidence, we will 
anig an act of injustice if this bill is not passed and the claim 


ez wish to say 1 — one other word, and then I suppose my time will 
have ired. The tleman from Ohio [ Mr. FINLEY ] has, by innu- 
endo and by intimation, attacked the character of men who I have 
no doubt would, anywhere upon the broad face of the globe, if the 
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question of character were at stake, have as good a character and as 
d a reputation as the gentleman from Ohio or any other man upon 
is floor. There was no such intention, no such as he ascri 
to them; and there is nothing in the evidence s case to justify 
the intimation that any wrong, any forgery, has been attempted by 
the men who made that contract, or that there was on their part any 
fraudulent intent or p I say, therefore, that this is a just claim ; 
and the Committee on War Claims were unanimously of the opinion, 
under the evidence and under the contract, that it should be paid; 
and it would be a want of good faith on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment if it was not paid. 

A question was asked why the claim was not referred to the Court 
of Claims. The answer is, for the reason that the Court of Claims 
and the southern claims commission have no jurisdiction of this class 
of claims. If this claim had been referred to them it would simply 
have been dismissed. The parties have no remedy except by uct of 
Congress. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. Is 
there any question about the length of time the troops occupied the 


premises ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana. No, sir; there is no question about 
that under the evidence. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHELLEY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of the time allowed for general debate but three 
minutes remain. The time occupied in reading the report was eight 
minutes, and the Chair is informed by the Clerk that that is consid- 
ered as part of the time for general debate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. E do not think it is usual to consider the time occu- 
pied in reading the bill and report as part of the time allowed for 
general debate. 

The CHAIR. The Chair is so informed by the Clerk. But if there 
be general consent the eight minutes occupied in reading the report 
will not be deducted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHELLEY. When authority was given by the General Gov- 
ernment to the State governments to organize and drill troops in the 
different Northern States an appropriation was made for that purpose. 
When this contract was made the troops had occupied these fair- 
grounds for nearly a month. The contract was upon at the 
rate of $100 a month, and signed by the officers of the Government 
andthe owners of the fair-grounds. When their claim was presented 
it was found that it was for a time that was not covered by the organ- 
ization and drilling of the troops; and therefore it was rejected, the 
appropriation being confined to the organization and drilling of the 
troo 


ps. 

This explains the presentation of the two accounts that were pre- 
sented to the quartermaster for payment. The only claim that could 
be recognized was for such time as the fair-grounds were used by the 
State officers in the organization and drilling of these troops. 

The evidence shows that the fair-grounds were continuously occu- 
ied as a hospital and for other p ; but, as the officers of the 
nited States had no authority to pay for the occupation of grounds 

as a hospital out of the appropriation made for other purposes, the 
claim was rejected. 

There is no evidence to show there was any fraud in this matter at 
all. The interlineation of the lease in ion of the officers in the 
fair-grounds is explained by the fact that it was drawn up and signed 
by the officers of the Government and presented to the officers of the 
fair-grounds fer their consideration and acceptance. They returned 
the lease to Lieutenant Wilson, suggesting this change in the contract 
pee for the payment of damages. It was inserted in the con- 
tract which was delivered to them and not in the duplicate which 
was filed in the papers of the Department. But whether it was inter- 


lined or not makes no difference as to the equity and merits of the 


claim. The evidence is conclusive,showing the grounds were con- 
tinuously e ee for twenty-one months; the evidence is conclu- 
sive, showing the rate A month agreed upon by the Government and 
these parties was $100 per month; and the evidence is conclusive, 
showing the amount paid by the Government on account of rent. 
That amount, deducted from the amount due, leaves the balance 


which appears in the bill ed by the committee. 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, this is a just and equitable claim. 
Mr. C WELL, of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to me 


for a question? 
Mr. SHELLEY. Les, sir. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. This claim I believe originates | In 


in the State of Indiana, It originated in a period extending from 
1863 to 1865. The question I desire to put to the gentleman from 
Alabama is this: Is there any evidence in this record anywhere as to 
the loyalty of the owners of this property? I understand it was 
alleged that during the war there was an organization in the State 
of Indiana known as the Knights of the Golden Circle, Certain gen- 
tlemen supposed to belong to that organization were taken up and 
tried by a military commission; and before I vote on this bill I want 
to know whether the loyalty of the gentlemen who are the claimants 
here is beyond a doubt. [Laughter.] 


Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will allow me, I will state that two 
of these gentlemen were republicans meag the war and the other 


was a democrat who had never been ¢ with disloyalty. 


Mr. SHELLEY. The question of loyalty was not investigated in 
connection with this claim. I had not been informed that citizens of 
the State of Indiana were required to prove their loyalty, and there- 
fore I did not go into that question; but if they were disloyal I would 
nevertheless report on this claim favorably, for I believe it to be a 
just one. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Kerrer.] 

Mr. KEIFER. I might answer the inquiry just made by the gen- 
tleman in regard to the loyalty of these persons in this way: that in 
an unreported case recently in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that court held that where there was a contract to pay a party, made 
by the United States, which was valid, it was not important whether 
the party was loyal or not loyal. I refer to the case of Clark vs. The 
United States. I have no doubt about the loyalty of these men, but 
I need not stop to discuss that matter. The sole question involved 
here is whether this contract was binding on the Government. If it 
was, then if we refuse to pass this bill to pay this society for, as the 
report states, the time that the grounds of the society were occupied 
as a rendezvous for the organization of troops, we simply say that we 
repudiate Government contract. 

ow, one word further. It has been intimated that this contract 
was a forgery in this: that it was interlined so as to attach addi- 
tional obligations to the General Government after it had been exe- 
cuted. Now, any person who will examine the contract, the original 
of which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Frxtey] holds in his hand, 
will be able to see, on the most casual inspection of it, that the sig- 
natures, or at least some of them, were written over that part whic 
is claimed to have been interlined. It is clear beyond doubt that the 
name of Thomas Wilson was written there after the interlineation 
was made, for it extends over a part of that interlineation. Now it 
8 in this way: the contract, without those words, was sent 
to Washington by the officers of the Government who were author- 
ized to make this contract; but the society refused to make with the 
Government any such contract as was proposed. The Government 
subsequently, through its officers, put in conditions that the society 
was willing to have put in and then the contract was executed. The 
Government occupied these lands before the change was made in the 
contract, and they are now bound to pay for that use of the property. 
It ought to be distinctly understood by the House that the society, 
by virtue of the language claimed to have been interlined in the 
contract, gains nothing under this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, I desire to ask the gentleman one question, 
for I want to get at the truth in this matter. I would ask the gen- 
tleman whether if is not a fact that this agricultural society filed 
its claim for the use and occupancy of its property up to May, 1864 
and then, whether they did not file another claim in October, and 
whether both claims were paid or not? I ask now farther, whether 
the society did not, at that time, concede that the General Govern- 
ment occupied their grounds from May to October, five months, and 
whether this bill does not propose to pay them for that time ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to ask my colleague [Mr. KEIFER] a ques- 
tion. Does not this committee undertake to pay this agricultural 
society for the use of these grounds for one month and twenty-eight 
days before the contract was ever made? : 

. KEIFER. I am informed in relation to the last question asked 
me, that the contract was sent out and the society surrendered their 
grounds to the United States, and the Government occupied them for 
quite a time while there was a little controversy about the execution 
of the contract, and that explains that trouble. But the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. JONES] asked me a question which I will endeavor 
to answer. Iwas not a member of the subcommittee which exam- 
ined the papers, but my information is that no concession was made 
by this society that the Government had not occupied or controlled 
their grounds for any part of the time which it is now proposed to 
pay for. The gentleman is perhaps partly right when he says that 
some claims were presented and pe That is true, and the commit- 


tee have deducted that amount from the bill. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate has ired. 


Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the bill be laid aside to 
favorably to the House. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Are amendments in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, They are. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That the claim of the Bartholomew County Agricultural Society, of the State of 

diana, for rent of the fair-grounds of said society, for 8 between 
the years 1863 and 1865, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, 
which court is hereby empowered and required to take jurisdiction and cognizance 
of the same, and to hear and try said claim according to the ordinary rules of evi- 
dence obtaining in the trial of actions at law in the Federal courts, and that the 
United States shall not be permitted to interpose the statute of limitations against 
said claim on the trial thereof. 


I desire to say a word or two upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that debate upon this bill 
is closed and that no debate will be in order until the committee 
proceeds to consider the bill by sections for amendments. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. But there is only one section and that is 
now under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the bill will be regarded as under consid- 
eration for amendments at the present time. 


reported 
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Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. My purpose in offering this amendment 
is simply to enable this claim to be tried before a court that will be 
clothed with jurisdiction to hear all the evidence in accordance with 
the ordinary rules obtaining in the trial of actions at law in the Fed- 
eral courts. The trial of a contested question of fact, in reference to 
a claim, before the committee of this House and before the House 
itself, is one of the most unsatisfactory that ever was devised by the 
wit of man; not only the most unsatisfactory, but 1 think the most 
dangerous. y 

I confess that after all tho discussion of this case which I have 
heard, my own mind is still in doubt in reference to the question of 
what amount, if any, ought actually to be paid to this agricultural 
society. I have been trained myself to a respect for the administra- 
tion of law, and in the belief that the placing of witnesses on the 
stand where they may be examined and cross-examined by counsel 
who are employed for that purpose is the most certain means of elicit- 
ing the truth. It is for that reason that I have offered the amend- 
ment which has been read, and which, if adopted, will do justice 
between the parties claimant and the Government of the United 
States. 

I can see no objection to the transfer of this case to the Court of 
Claims. It is peculiarily a claim that ought to undergo judicial seru- 
tiny and investigation. If I understand aright the contract that was 
originally made, it would seem that it was made for certain limited 
and specifie pu: After those purposes had been subserved, 
other and additional uses were made of the grounds of this society by 
organizing other and additional regiments on the grounds that had 
thus been rented. 

Mr. BICKNELL. I would like to give the gentleman a little infor- 
mation on that ve int. 

Mr. BAKER, of . I would be glad to have it. 

Mr. BICKNELL. There was an occupation of those grounds by 
the United States for the whole twenty months. During a portion of 
that time the grounds were occupied for the purpose of collecting, 
organizing, and drilling the volunteer soldiers. During the remainder 
of the time the grounds were occupied as a hospital and for other pur- 
poses; there were buildings there which were used for hospital pur- 

oses. The money which has been paid was paid only for the time 
uring which the grounds were occupied for the purpose of organizing 
and drilling the volunteer soldiers. 

Mr. B R, of Indiana. That is substantially as I understand it. 
When these grounds were first rented they were rented for certain 
limited and specific purposes, When those purposes had been accom- 
plished the grounds were used for other and different p by 
those who were engaged in the military service of the United States. 

Now, Ido not mean to say that the Government of the United States 
ought not to pay for that use. But I do say that for one I am not 
sufliciently advised so that I feel it issafe for me or that it is safe for 
this House to pass upon this claim. I think this claim ought to go to 
a tribunal where it can be heard according to the rules of evidence, 
and whatever is right and just between the Government and this 
society may be awarded by a definite judgment upon a full and fair 
hearing of the case. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to oppose the amendment. I sup that 
were one to look back over the Northern States of the Union during 
the war, and should see the agricultural grounds, fenced in, with their 
buildings and their cattle-sheds and their horse-stables, he would 

robably find not one from Maine to Kansas but what some time dur- 
ing the war had been occupied by our volunteer soldiers. The patri- 
otic farmers of the country said to the military authorities of the 
State, Take these grounds; take these buildings; use them while 
we are having no fairs; use the stables and the sheds for your horses ; 
use the other buildings for your men; raise your regiments and let 
our boys, our sons, who are coming in to form the regiments in our 
pag pee have our own fair grounds for their regimental organization 
and parades. 

These fair-grounds were scattered broadcast in all the counties of 
the land. I thank God that there have been very few agricultural 
societies in the Northern States that have come clamoring to Con- 

for ten or twelve years for pay because the sons of the farmers 
of the county occupied the 8 owned by their fathers. 

This case stands almostalone. This agricultural society has already 
received over $500 for any little damage to its buildings and its fences 
and for the trampling of the But it wants a couple of thou- 
sand dollars more. In what part of Indiana were these fair-grounds? 
To what kind of people did they belong? Were they owned by the 
Knights of the Golden Circle? 

Mr. COBB. If the. gentleman will allow me, I will say that they 
were owned by as loyal men as the constituents of the gentleman 
himself, and 1 0 7 much more so. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to give the gentleman any offense; I 
have not spoken of him. ‘ 

Mr. CO No; but you spoke of my friends, 

Mr. CONGER. I have not alluded to the gentleman nor to any 

tleman on this floor. I have alluded to an ancient order of men 

ong since extinct but not yet forgotten, [langhter,] the Knights of 
the Golden Circle, a myth of the past, who, thank God, have no re 

resentative on this floor to take offense at what I say. [Great laug - 
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wrd Therefore no one can call me to order or question what I say 
on that subject. 

But, sir, L was saying that all over the North not only were agri- 
oe ee given freely to the soldiers as they were being 
organi into regiments, but the ladies of the land sent blankets 
and tables and food, and never asked for pay. Ay, sir, not only agri- 
cultural grounds used as such but once a year were thus given freely 
and heartily to the soldiers that were rallying to save their country, 
but private dwellings and public baildings, court-houses, churches, 
and school-houses all over the land were given for the same purposes. 
Ay, sir, this very Capitol, this very Hall, was filled during the war 
with stretchers, on which were wounded soldiers waited upon by 
hundreds of patriotic women, who thus served their country for noth- 
ing and succored these soldiers. But some place in Indiana had a 
fair-ground fenced in to keep the boys out and to keep the soldiers 
in; and the agricultural society that owned that ground must be 
paid for its use. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. EDEN. I move to amend the amendment of the agen ag 
from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] by striking out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, the only object of the Committee on War Claims in reporting 
this bill was to pay what seemed to be a just and valid claim. The 
only difficulty in reference to the payment of the claim was not on 
account of any uncertainty as to the time that the property was used 
by the Government, but was purely on account of a technical objection 
under which the War Department decided that it could not make 
payment. Hence there is no sort of necessity for referring this case 
tothe Court of Claims. Ifthe Government of the United States onght 
to pay (and so far as I am personally concerned I do not care a far- 
thing whether it pays or not) for the use of property which by its 
duly authorized officers was admitted to be worth $100 a month to the 
Government, the facts are all before the House as they were before the 
Committee on War Claims, and we can determine question just 
as well as the Court of Claims can. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] ch that. these 
grounds were owned by the Knights of the Golden Circle; and he 
seems to be well posted on that subject. But it appears to be the fact 
that the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hanna, ] a republican member, 
introduced the bill. I want to know how the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. EDEN] reconciles those two statements. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. You want to know “ what is the 
matter with Hannah.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. EDEN. During the last Congress when my friend from Mich- 
igan was a member of the Committee on War Claims the same com- 
mittee reported by a unanimous vote the identical bill which is re- 
ported now. But I suppose the gentleman from Michigan during the 
course of that . found out that this property belonged to 
the Knights of the Golden Circle; and he was so derelict in his duty 
that he never reported that fact to the House, 
Mr. LUTTREL L. Is he not a member of the order? [Laughter.] 


He seems to know more about it than anybody else. 

Mr. EDEN. I fear that he is, for he must have ascertained these 
facts aang ma last Congress when he was a member of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and when, in common with the other mem- 
bers of the committee, he 4 gees the bill favorably, concealing 
from the House this fact which he now springs u it. Therefore, 
I infer—I will not charge the gentleman with it—that he must have 
belonged to that secret and treasonable organization, [lau +4 
and I suppose that he is desirous of breaking down the credit of the 
Government, and therefore does not want to pay a just and honcst 
claim. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I rise to oppose 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN. ] I desire to say just a few words 
about this matter. Of course I know nothing as to the status of these 
parties who hold this claim; but there is one fact connected with 
the claim which it seems to me the committee could not have had 
before it. Now, if I am mistaken about this I want to be corrected, 
because I wish to be right. I understand that the Committee on 
War Claims by their report propose that the Government shall pay 
$100 a month for the use and occupancy of these grounds from 
tember, 1863, up to some time in 1865. Now I want some e te 
in favor of paying this claim to explain to me how it happens that 
this agricultural society, when they made out their first claim, brought 
it up only to May, 1863, and when they made out their second claim 

e that claim commence in September, 1863, claiming nothing for 
the time between May, 1853, and September, 1863. In other words, 
how does it happen that this society knows now more about the occu- 
pation of their fair-grounds ten or fifteen years ago than they knew 
in 1864, when they made out their first claim, regularly certified by 
an officer of the society ? 

Mr. EDEN. This bill is to pay the balance due for rent after de- 
ducting what was paid. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. No, sir; that is where the gentleman is mis- 


en. 
Mr. EDEN. I certainly am not mistaken. That is the precise fact 
as shown by the report and the evidence. 
Mr. JONES, of Ohio. If some one will hand me a copy of the re- 
pr I will show the gentleman that he is mistaken. This claim is 
r $2,100 for occupation of the grounds from September 1, 1963, to 


the amendment of the gen- 
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June 1, 1865. The committee go upon the basis of allowing the society 
$100 a month from the time the contract commenced until it closed, 
making deduction of payments already made; but that includes five 
months for which the society did not claim pay in 1864. 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman does not understand the case at all. 
The committee do not report any such thing. It is not in the papers 
or in the evidence. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Well, the society so states it. What I claim 
is that in 1864 this society made out its account for the balance of 
rent then due, and that claim was paid. 

Mr. EDEN. Does the gentleman mean to say the committee report 
here to pay that over again? That must be what he means, if he 
means anything at all. I say the committee does not report any such 
thing, and the evidence does not show any such thing; and it is not 


sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Let me say the claim of the society when 
first made out was pad by the Department. 

Mr. EDEN. Paid by the Department for a portion of the time. 
This report is to pay for the balance of the time. That is the whole 


case. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Just wait a moment. Iam going to talk about 
the second account. In October, 1864, the society made out an ac- 
count for the balance of the rent due, and that was $123. That was 
paid. That is what I mean to say. Who denies that? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. EDEN. I move the committee rise for the purpose of closing 
debate. 

Mr. FINLEY. The debate, as I understand, was limited by the 
House to forty minutes. 

Mr. EDEN. The debate is now going on under the five-minute 
rule, and I move to rise to close all debate; the debate under the five- 
minute rule as well as the general debate. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has not debate been exhausted on the pending 
amendments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. EDEN. Then let us have a vote. I withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Let us have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from Illinois withdraw his 
motion that the committee rise f 

Mr. EDEN. I withdrew my amendment, but as my friend from 
Michigan desires to be heard, I will not insist on my motion that the 
committee rise. He hardly ever gets the floor and I am willing to 
give him a chance. 

Mr. CONGER. The chairman of the committee says that I have 
obtained the chance—that he will give me the chance, and he says it 
with some feeling. I am sorry to see the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims manifest any personal feeling about this matter. 

Mr. EDEN. None on earth. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam sorry to see him manifest any such feeling. 

Mr. EDEN. None at all, sir; none whatever. 

Mr. CONGER. I am sorry to see him manifest it toward so old and 

a friend as I have been to him. [Laughter.] I do not mind so 
much about it as regards myself, but I am sorry to see him manifest 


any feeling toward new members of the House. 
. EDEN. If I have said anything which my friend thinks 
showed any feeling toward him, I withdraw it. I did it uncon- 


sciously. 

Mr. CONGER. But wait until I get done withit first. [Laughter.] 
The gentleman instead of discussing the merits of this bill, in a man- 
ner unusual for him and which from my great respect for him I sin- 
cerely t to see, turns to personalities. He speaks of my connec- 
tion with the Committee on War Claims. On another occasion he 
has highly commended me for the Nee of my duties there. 
Now he says that this was before t committee in the last Con- 

and received unanimous consent the assent of every member 
of that committee. I cannot think the gentleman means to misrep- 
resent me and one or two other members of that committee. I can- 
not think that is intentional; it must have been a slip of the tongue, 
because the gentleman must remember we discussed it in committee 
very fully and I made some of the very remarks about agricultural 
societies charging for grounds in committee that I made here to-day 
in the House. 

Mr. EDEN. Did the gentleman make a minority report? 

Mr. CONGER. I did not make a minority report. Is it n 
a member shall make a minority report to show he is not in favor of 
a bill or that he does not agree with the rest of the committee in rec- 
ommending a bill for passage ? 

Mr. EDEN. If the gentleman states he op 
do not recollect it; but as a matter of course 

Mr. CONGER. I do say so. 

Mr. EDEN. I will take the gentleman’s statement, although I have 
no recollection of the fact. 

Mr. CONGER. I dislike the gentleman to state things which go 
before the country in regard to my action which makes my action 
here inconsistent with what I do in committee. 

Mr. EDEN. Let me say right here 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish to hear the gentleman from 
Miehigan. 


it in committee I 
accept his statement. 


Mr. CONGER. And I have only five minutes. 

Me TOWNSEND, of New York. We will hear the chairman by 
and by. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman also said that I must have been a 
member of the Knights of the Golden Circle, and the gentleman from 
California wonders why I did not tell who they were. I respect the 
gentleman from California as a member on this floor too much to 
refer to him in that connection. [Laughter.] During some portion 
of the war, as I suppose, my friend was a loyal citizen of the United 
States. Believing as I do, from what I have heard, that he was so 
during most of the time, it did not become me to suggest there may 
have n a few days when he was wavering, and I will not do it. 
Ar e 

That is all I desire to say; first to set myself right in regard to not 
having joined the committee in a unanimous report for this bill in 
the last Congress, and to say, as a reason why I did not point out 
men here as having belonged to the Knights of the Golden Circle, 
when the gentleman from Illinois says I ought to know them, that 
they are considered by me so far by-gones that I will not wound the 
feelings of a great many gentlemen on that side of the House by 
pointing them out. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SHELLEY. Irise to oppose the amendment. Iam not a citizen 
of Indiana, and therefore cannot speak as to the loyalty or patriotism 
of these claimants. But from the records I find there was the One 
hundred and fortieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers in the Federal 
Army; a fact which speaks very well for the devotion of the people 
of Indiana to the Federal cause. 

As these claimants, their ground was not only occupied from 
day to day and from month to month, but their buildings were de- 
bai kos and the shade-trees all over the grounds were cut down and 
u for fire-wood. The property was absolutely destroyed and 
nothing was left except the grounds. This claim has been proven to 
my satisfaction. I have all the La dese out of which Toeh nee 
antagonism to this claim. While those troops were being drilled and 
organized on those grounds, I was in the confederate army, impelled 
by my convictions, the highest that control human action. I believed 
those men were wrong. And therefore I have to overcome all my 
8 to arrive at a disposition to pay this claim. But having 

one that, I come to the conclusion that it is a just and equitable 
claim, one that could be established in the courts of the country, one 
that ought to be paid, and I believe it would be downright repudia- 
tion for the Government to refuse to pay it. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move toamend bystriking out the last two words. 

Now Mr. Chairman, my friend from Michigan { Mr. CONGER] has seen 
fitto attackmyloyalty. Isimply suggested that the gentleman seemed 
to know more of the Knights of the Golden Circle than any gentleman I 
had met before. I know nothing of them so far as I am concerned. But 
I want to say to the gentleman from Michigan that he and I ep: fe 
to the same regiment and the same company and were commanded 
by the same commander; we both stayed at home during the war, in 
the stay-at-home guards, We were willing to let our neighbors go 
and fight for the Union, and now he and I are standing here fighting 
our battles over again, the battles we did not fight during the war. 
[Laughter.] I will stake my loyalty with his. I shed as much blood 
during the war as he did. I shed it by keeping out of the way, as the 
gentleman from Michigan did. He never once responded to the call 
of his country ; but he never lets an opportunity on which he can 
avail himself of hurling anathemas against the democratic party and 
declaring on all occasions that we on this side are disloyal. I want 
to say to the gentleman from Michigan that we will take our Mor- 
RISONS and McManons and Rices and BRAGGS and WILLIAMSES and 
other Union soldiers on this side of the House and compare them with 
the brave men on your side that went out to battle for the Union and 
did not stay at home as you did. And I will say more, we will take 
the rebel soldiers that sit here and place them alongside your carpet- 
baggers that went South after the war. 

1 — TOWNSEND, of New York. You are a carpet- bagger to the 
orth. ’ 

Mr. LUTTRELL. No, sir; I am not that. I have stood by the 
Union all the days of my life. And I will never vote for one of those 
war claims till I am satisfied it is just. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Did not the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia emigrate from the South to the North? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I emigrated from the South to the West. I 
worked my way across the ky Mountains. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Why, then, may you not be called 
30 ore t-bagger as well as those who went from the North to the 

u 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I am informed that the gentleman who now in- 
terrogates me himself emigrated from Massachusetts to New York, 
so that, according to his own showing, he, too, is a carpet-bagger. I 
will say to the tleman that I went to California, being one of the 
first who landed on its golden shores. I believe I ran the first thresh- 
ing-machine that went into operation in that country, and now pro- 
pose to run a machine to thresh all those who staid at home during 
the war or doubt my loyalty. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I found no fault with you. Iam 
for encouraging such men, not abusing them. 

The C RMAN. The gentleman from New York is not in order. 
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Mr. LUTTRELL. I amentirely against this kind of discussion. I 
believe it to be the duty of members upon this floor to deal with 
measures such as this on their merits and not go off on side issues. 
We are tired of them. Let us do the work of the people who sent us 
here; and if this bill has merits let us pass it and not go off on these 
political issues with a view to opening questions of the past. [Cries 
ef “Vote!” “Vote!”] I withdraw the proforma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER. ] 

Mr. FINLEY. Lask that the amendment be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 32, noes 91. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. A quoram has not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, und appoints the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. SHELLEY, and 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. TOWNSEND. 

f op again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 32, 
noes 114. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. I move to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill. 

The question betog fakan, there were—ayes 91, noes 41. 

Mr. EVANS, of Indiana. I make the point of order that a quorum 
as not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. CALDWELL, 
and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. EDEN. 

he committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 91, 
noes 45. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not ask for further count. I do not insist on a 
quorum yoting. 

The report of the tellers having been announced from the Chair, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, said: I make the point that a quo- 
rum has not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims, which reports this bill, announced 
that he would not insist on a quorum. Does the gentleman from 
1 insist? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I do. 

The CHA - The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot move that the commit- 
tee rise while the House is dividing. No quorum has yet voted, and 
the tellers will continue their count, for it is desired that a quorum 
shall be present and voting. 

The tellers resumed their places, and the count was continued; 
and when concluded, the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes 54. 

So the motion of Mr. CALD of Tennessee, was to. 

Mr. EDEN. I believe that under the rules it is n that the 
committee shall rise at once and report the action of the committee 
to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the rule. 

The committee then rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken the 
chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. BEEBE reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. No. 1894) for the relief of the Bartholomew County 
Agricultural Society of the State of Indiana, and had directed him to 
report it back, with the recommendation that the enacting clause be 
stricken out. k 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House concur in the action recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole; and upon that motion I 
call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered, 
and under the operation thereof the recommendation of the Commit- 
2 ota the Whole was concurred in and the enacting clause of the bill 
stricken out, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 142) granting a pension to George McCoy; 

A bill . R. No. 400 granting a pension to Adam Stinson; 

A bill (H. R. No. 467 We the name of Thomas Crawford, a 
soldier of the Mexican war, to the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) granting a pension to Bridget T. Hopper; 


aad 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a pension to Fannie E. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

. BRIGHT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Pending that motion I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BANNING. And pending the motion just made by the 
man from New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] I move that when the 
a RE to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

. WOOD. Oh, I hope not, 


ntle- 
ouse 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending these two motions the Chair 
will lay before the House applications for leave of absence. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. ROBERTS, for three days; and 

To Mr. MACKEY, for two days. 

The question was then put on Mr. BANNING’s motion ; and on a 
division there were—ayes 115, noes 56. 

Mr. PRICE and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was put upon ordering the yeas and nays, and 26 
voted therefor. 

Mr. CONGER. I insist upon a count of the other side. 

The other side was counted, and there were 26 in the affirmative 
and 139 in the negative. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for tellers on the yeas and na; 

Tellers were not ordered, only 23 members voting therefor. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. 
BANNING was to. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
agreed to adjourn over until Monday next; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a, to. 

The question recurred upon the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. TOWNSEND,] that the House do now adjourn; and the 
question being put, there were—ayes 97, noes 59. 

Mr. GOODE and Mr. HOOKER called for tellers. 

The question was put upon ordering tellers; and 26 members voted 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOOKER. Upon this question I must demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was put upon ordering the yeas and nays, and 27 
members voted therefor, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. 
TOWNSEND, of New York, was sgroad 

And accordingly (at three o’clock 


to. 
and thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until Monday. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
opposing any legislation in relation to a change in the existing tariff 
law—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of over 400 teachers of Indiana, for the 
enlargement of the scope and to strengthen the hands of the national 
Bureau of Education by such liberal appropriations as will enable it 
to meet the great and increasing demands made upon it by the edu- 
cational interests of the country—to the Committee on Education and 


abor. 

By Mr. HARTZ ELL: The petition of Hon. N. R. Casey and 24 other 
citizens of Pulaski County, Illinois, that Congress pass the bill recently 
introduced by Hon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, restraining the removal of 
causes from the State to the Federal courts, and. to repeal all laws 
aes = force providing for such removal—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of the citizens of Clay County, Ala- 
bama, to create a fund for popular education from the sales of public 
lands—to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Resolutions of the General Assembly of Penn- 
sylvania, urging united opposition by the Representatives from that 
State to all changes in the tariff laws at the present time—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of Mary Ann Jones, for an exten- 
sion of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. PUGH: Joint resolution of the i of New naa, 
in reference to closing up the centennial international exhibition he d 
in n in 1876—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RYAN: The petition of the publishers of the Winfield 
(Kansas) Courier, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petition of Jesse Waterman and 80 other 
citizens of Muskin County, Ohio, against any reduction of the 
tariff on wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of L. F. Churchill, M. B. Freeman, 
and 93 other citizens of Rutherford County, North Carolina, in oppo- 
sition to the abolition of the western North Carolina judicial dis- 
trict—to the Committee on the J 3 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of Mrs. Julia A. 
Roberts, for an appropriation in aid of the “penny lunch,” a chari- 
table institution for the distribution of f to the needy—to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petitions of J. B. Angell, 
J. B. Hubbell, and others, for the amendment of the law to allow pay- 
ment of bounty to soldiers di ed for disabilities contrac in 


the service—to the Committee on Mi Affairs. 


tary 
Also, the petition of G. G. Tobey, B. E. Wells, and others, for the 
amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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EF Pine me Ped ye tT eel Tog PY een ete 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 1, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CONKLING presented the petition of Elizabeth Lucas, of New 
York, praying for arrears of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Charlotte A. Cleveland, Lucy Ann 
Barlow, and others, citizens of Perry, Wyoming County, New York, 

raying an amendment of the Constitution inhibiting the States froun 
dis chising United States citizens on account of sex; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of a 1 number of N 
resenting the national convention of the United States export e, 
praying that Congress pass a general law for the promotion of Ameri- 
can steamship lines to foreign countries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of the State of New York 
and other States, representing the national convention of the United 
States export trade, praying that certain words in section 21 of the 
tariff bill recently before the Ways and Means Committee of the 
House be stricken out; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial, signed by a considerable number of 
citizens of Albany, New York, engaged in the manufacture of iron, 
remonstrating against a change in the present tariff laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING. I also present two memorials, one very largely 
signed, and both representing much intelligence of the city of Brook- 
lyn, New York, remonstrating for reasons cogently stated against any 
bill or scheme to reimpose the income tax. I move the reference of 
these memorials to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also the proceedings, authenticated by 
its seal, of the Buffalo Board of Trade. These resolutions relate to 
the proposed change of the life-saving service from the Treasury De- 

ment to the Navy Department, and remonstrate 8 against 
it, for reasons assigned. I move that the paper lie upon the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Sarah C. Owens, of Ypsilanti, 
Washtenaw County, Michigan, praying for the removal of her polit- 
ical disabilities; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Kate A. Long, Lavinia R. Walker, 
Grace W. Merrill, Chaney Luske, Jonathan Walker, and others, citi- 
zens of Muskegon, Muskegon County, 1 ; the petition of Sarah 
C. Owens and others, citizens of zouo ashtenaw County, Mich- 
igan, and the petition of Augusta tt and others, citizens of Oak- 
ville, Monroe County, Michigan, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. DORSEY presented the panao of Mrs. A. P. Walters, Mrs. E. 
B. Wilson, Julia A. Holmes, J. J. Walters, G. A. Schreiner, and others, 
citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several 
States from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. EATON presented the petition of Fanny Stanton, George H. 
Blim, Laura Dickinson, Henry A. Stillman, and others, citizens of 
Wethersfield, Hartford County, Connecticut, praying for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several 
States from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; 
which was referred to the Committee on 1 and Elections, 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of D. E. Gilbert and others, 
citizens of Saline and Garland Counties, Arkansas, praying for the 
establishment of a post-route from Traskwood, in Saline County, to 
Whittington, in Garland County, in that State ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. IS presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, 
Cotton Exchange, and mass-meeting of citizens of Memphis, Tennes- 
see, in favor of the passage of an act by Congress to secure the con- 
struction of a southern transcontinental railway to the Pacific Ocean, 
with Memphis as its eastern terminus, by the aid of Government 
credit ; which was referred to the Committee on Rai 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Lizzie Baleran, of Memphis, 
Tennessee, praying compensation for a team of mules used by the 
quartermaster in the Black Hills expedition of General Custer; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the memorial of Allen T. Leeds and 
perp citizens residing along the Soape or New e and its — 

iate vicinity, remonstrating against the proposed transfer o e 
life-saving service from the 1 to the Navy Department; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of Jewell, Harrison & Co., 


William F. Schott, F. P. Albert, and 143 othe 
Exchange, of New York City, and the memori 
of Trade, remonstrating against the 1 
saving service from the Treasury to the avy 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the Providence Tool Company, 


members of the Corn 
of the Buffalo Board 

transfer of the life- 
Department ; which 


remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. No. 300) to amend 
the statutes in relation to patents, and for other p if section 
19 of that bill be allowed to stand as reported by the Committee on 
Patents; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of John Wallis and others, citizens 
of Clinton County, New York, praying for an extension of the time 
of limitation for obtaining arrears of pension to the 4th of July, 1880; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. E 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of H. A. Edmundson, of 
Virginia, praying for the removal of his political disabilities ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAILEY presented the petition of J. T. Birko and others, citi- 
zens of Gladeville, Tennessee, praying for the establishment of a post- 
mota; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also presented the memorial of George W. Saulpaw, of Calhoun, 
McMinn County, Tennessee, praying compensation for the destruc- 
tion of the steamboat Alfred Robb by the confederate forces during 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of G. G. Williamson, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee, praying compensation for loss of horses, mules, 
&c., during the late war, and that the papers in relation to the claim 
now on file in the Quartermaster-General’s Office, and in the office of 
the Commissary-General, filed October 29, 1874, be called for and made 
a part of the above petition; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the petition of Samuel L. Webster, S. A. 
Goodwin, Ellie Kelton, William Ivenside, R. S. Kelton, and others, 
citizens of Jennersville, Chester County, Pennsylvania, and the peti- 
tion of Cornelia H. Scarborough, Rebecca V. T orpo J. W. Scarbor- 
ough, George A. Cook, and others, citizens of New Hope, Bucks 
County, Pennsylvania, Va Fon od an amendment tothe Constitution 
of the United States prohibiting the several States from disfranchising 
United States citizens on account of sex; which were referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
against tariff legislation at the present time, as inopportune and in- 
jurious to business interests; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of William L. Rice and others, cit- 
izens of Luzerne County, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any 
change in the tariff laws until a commission shall have inquired into. 
and reported upon the subject; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Mary Ann Jones, of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, preying tar the postage of an act by Con to en- 
able her to apply for the extension of a patent granted to her brother, 
Alfred C. Jones, deceased, for an improved pipe-coupling; which was. 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented the petition of Edward Stephen Offley, late con- 
sul at the port of Smyrna, in Turkey, praying compensation for judi- 
cial services rendered by him while holding that office ; which was. 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Mrs. Mary F. 
McKeever, widow of Commodore Isaac McKeever, late of the United 
States Navy, praying to be allowed an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of Mrs. Ellen Holbrook, 
Hattie Cadwell, J. T. Stern, D. M. Harris, and others, citizens of Mis- 
souri Valley, Harrison County, Iowa; the petition of Mrs. Laura A. 
Nay, Mrs. George W. Thompson, H. B. L; , Mrs. R. L. Child, J. A. 


Nay, and others, citizens of ap, Harrison County, Iowa; and the 
tition of Ella Vinack, Miss P. D. Kellogg, S. B. Kibler, T. P. Kel- 
ogg, and others, citizens of Woodbine, Harrison County lowa, pray- 
States pro- 


ing for an amendment to the Constitution of the Uni 
hibiting the several States from disfranchising United States citizens 
on account of sex; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 


leges and Elections. 

r, SARGENT presented the petition of Sarah L. Knox, Eliza J. 
Smith, Abigail Scott Dunniway, E. P. Reed, George Welch, and others, 
citizens of San José, Santa Clara Soani California, praying for an 
amendment tọ the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
several States from disfranchising United States citizens on account of 
sex; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the memorial of A. J. Gibbs and 
400 others, citizens of Michigan, remonstrating against any reduc- 
tion of the duties on foreign wool; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. š e 

He also presented the petition of Catharine A. F. Stebbins, Lucinda 
Cady, Susie E. Smith, G. D. Clark, Jay O. Nelson, and others, citizens 
of Northville, Wayne County, Michigan, praying for an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several 
States from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
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He also presented the petition of Lucy L. Stout, of Detroit, Mich- 
igan; the petition of Catharine A. F. Stebbins, of Detroit, Michigan; 
and the petition of Harriet J. Boutell, of Detroit, Michigan, praying 
for the removal of their political disabilities; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of Mary L. Hubbard; Ellen 
M. Smith, and others, of Guilford, Windham County, Vermont, pray- 
ing for the removal of their political disabilities ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present resolutions of the Addison County (Ver- 
mont) Patrons of Husbandry, remonstrating against the 0 
the House tariff bill. They represent that it would paralyze the busi- 
ness of the country, and would be equally injurious to commercial 
and national interests. I move the reference of these resolutions to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER presented the petition of Mary M. Gallup, Abbie S. 
Darling, David Boyd, 8. G. Patten, and others, citizens of Greeley, 
Weld County, Colorado, and the 3 of Mrs. Emma Hay ford, 
William C. Nelson, Mary Foster, John W. Connor, and others, citizens 
of Wyoming Territory, praying for an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States prohibiting the several States from disfranchis- 
ing United States citizens on account of sex; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOWE presented the petition of Susan H. Massure, Alwida A. 
Rockwell, H. G. Tracy, 8. A. kwell, and others, citizens of Arcadia, 
Trempealeau County, Wisconsin, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. WADLEIGH presented the memorial of John H. Bailey and 40 
others, ship-builders, ship-owners, merchants, and citizens, of Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, remonstrating against Soe es transfer 
of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented rosolutions of the city council of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina ; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and read as follows: 

Crry HALL, OFFICE CLERK oF COUNCIL, 
Charleston, South Carolina, March 29, 1878. 

Resolved, That in view of theimportance to the health and commercial prosper- 
ity of the city of Charleston, of a uniform system of quarantine along the Atlantic 
and Gulf coast, that our Senators and Representatives in Con be urgently 
requested to use their influence for the speedy passage of the bill now before the 
Senate and House of Representatives on this subject. 

Resolved, That the clerk of council shall furnish a certified copy of this resolution 
to each of our Senators and Representatives at Washington. 

I certify the foregoing to be a true and correct copy of resolution offered by 
Alderman W. E. Holmes and adopted by city council, March 26, 1878. 

W. W. SIMONS, 
Clerk of Council. 


Mr. BUTLER also presented the petition of John Brown, Patrick 
Toner, and John Lacy, actin 8 United States steamer 
Pawnee, at Port Royal, Sou arolina, 8 be allowed full 
sea pay while acting in the above capacity; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Lizzie Bailey, Albert 
Allee, Mrs. Eliza Simmons, 8. L. Barton, and others, citizens of Rey- 
nolds, Todd County, Minnesota, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several States 
from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of Richard 
Bailey and 100 others, citizens of La Crosse, Wisconsin, praying for 
the 5 of bounties; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of A. A. Delong and others, 
citizens of Taylor County, Iowa, and the petition of W. 8. Carpenter 
and others, citizens of Linn County, Iowa, praying the passage of a 
law for the 1 of bounties; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the affidavits and remonstrances of cer- 
tain settlers on the Osage ceded lands in the State of Kansas, pro- 
testing against the rA of the bill (S. No. 948) for the relief of 
Alexander McDonald. That bill, I think, is before the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and the papers should therefore take the same 
reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The papers will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. OGLESBY presented the memorial of William Baker and others, 
citizens of Chicago, Illinois, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act pi pe 3 a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented a resolution of the city council of Cairo, Illinois, 
in favor of the of an act by Congress for the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the petition of Ellen Devlin, widow of Patrick 
Devlin, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, 
praying for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 


f | the construction of the Portland, Salt 


Mr. McCREERY presented the petition of Ben Alsop, of Owens- 
borough, Daviess County, Kentucky, praying to be allowed a pension, 
he having served as a substitute for his father in the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 238) to extend the time for the construction 
and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and, by a readjust- 
ment of the ts, without 3 appropriation, to secure 

ke and South Pass Railroad, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr.WINDOM. Iask leave to submit a minority report to be printed 
upon the nag oe: reported. 

The VICE- RESIDENT. To which the Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask leave to submit it hereafter. The report is 
not prepared. It will take time to prepare it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave is granted. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1012) authorizing the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to abate a certain tax erroneously 
assessed, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 694) to incorporate the National 
Security Life-Insurance Company of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the petition of George W. Hunt, administrator of the estate of Walter 
Hunt, deceased, praying an extension of reissue No. 5109 of the let- 
ters-patent of Walter Hunt for improvement in shirt-collars, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. yd be relation to the jurisdiction of dis- 
trict courts in the Territory of Utah in matters of divorce, reported 
it with an amendment. 


INDEX TO REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I am directed by the Committee on tlie Re- 
vision of the Laws to report a bill requiring the commissioner for 
preparing and publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States to revise and ect the index to the first volume 
of the same. It is a bill which I think will meet the unanimous con- 
currence of the Senate, and there is great reason for its speedy pas- 
sage, as the book is now in process of printing. I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate to have the bill taken up now and acted upon. 

The bill (S. No. 1014) requiring the commissioner for preparing and 
publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to revise and perfect the index to the first volume of the same was 
read twice, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It makes 
it the duty of the commissioner appointed under the act approved 
March 2, 1877, to revise and perfect the index to the new edition of 
volume 1 of the Revised Statutes mentioned in that act, under the 
direction of the Secretary of State, and it appropriates sufficient 
money for the necessary expenses thereof, including such reasonable 
additional compensation to the commissioner for this service as shall 
be allowed by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the bill increases the expenditures 
3 to complete this work. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It simply provides for such additional ex- 
pense as may be necessary in revising the index of the volume as it 
now stands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was it not contemplated in the original act 
that the commissioner should do that as part of the work ? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. All the rest of the work was included in the 
$5,000 given to the commissioner; but by the original act he was not 
required to revise the index. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend from Missouri will not object to 
considering the bill at thistime. I generally object myself whun the 
consideration of a bill is asked upon being reported from a commit- 
tee; but my attention was called to this matter accidentally four or 
five days ago, at which time I learned that the volume itself, which 
is oniy the first volume of the general statutes and not the District 
of Columbia volume, is entirely completed and is going through the 
press. I made inquiry respecting the index. The Senator knows, as 
everybody does, that the present index is altogether bad. I learned 
to my surprise that the commissioner and the reer of State had 
come to the opinion that the commissioner was not authorized to re- 
vise and perfect the old index, and that it had not been done; and 
on looking at the statute, that did not appear to have been named. 
It seemed to me that it would be a very ro injury to everybody to 
have this new and permanent edition of the first volume put forth 


with an index so utterly insufficient as the present one. Therefore I 
suggested to the honorable chairman of the Committee on the Revis- 
ion of the Laws to have an act like this bill provided, so that imme- 
diately the index could be perfected and the volume would be com- 
plete when we get it. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | to introduce a bill (S. No. oe 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 
FREEDMEN’S HOSPITAL. 


Mr. EATON. Iam directed by the Committee on 5 
who were instructed to investigate the management of the Freed- 
men’s Hospital, to present its unanimous report, which I ask may be 
printed, and I move that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WINDOM asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1015) extending the time to construct and 
complete the Northern Pacific Railroad ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1016) to provide for the distribution 
of the awards made under the convention between the United States 
of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th day of 
July, 1868; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1017) for the relief of Field & Hill; which 
Wae ren twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1018) to create the office and define the 
duties of consulting naturalist and to regulate his appointment, pay, 
Ko.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

e also asked, and by nnanimons consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1019) for the relief of Francis M. Strong and 
Thomas Ross; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom - 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 22) providing for a place of 
deposit for the records and proceedings of the commission appointed 
under the act entitled “ An act to provide for and regulate the count- 
ing of votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of 
«ogee arising thereon for the term commencing March 4, A. D. 

877,” 5 7 January 29, 1877; which was read the first time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ordinarily I should ask for the present eonsid- 
eration of the joint resolution, as it merely provides for the secre- 
tary of the commission, Mr. McKenney, the assistant clerk of the Su- 
preme Court, transmitting these records to the Seere of State, 
where they ought to be kept; but Iam so much op to hasty 
legislation that I merely ask now that the joint resolution be read a 
second time and placed on the Calendar, and I will ask that it be 
taken up to-morrow. It is not necessary, I presume, to refer it fo any 
committee. 

The joint resolution was read the second time by its title and 
ordered to be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1020) to provide for the sale of extra copies 
of public documents and for the distribution of the regular official 
editions thereof; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of certain settlers on 
the public lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1022) limiting the time within which claims 
may be prosecuted against, and suits brought by, the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred. to the Committee on 
the J 3 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1023) to remove the political disabilities of John 
H. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1024) to correct the revision 
of the laws of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1025) for the payment of compensation to 
Edward S. Offley, late consul to Smyrna, Turkey, for judicial services 
rendered; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. MCCREERY asked, and by nuanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1026) granting cee to Ben Alsop; 
3 was read twice by its title, and refe to the Committee on 

‘ensions. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1027) to levy a tax on the 
sale of spirituous and malt liquors in bar-rooms and all places where 
intoxicants are sold by the drink in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


passed. 


a y ) ‘ of the law relating to 
descents and inheritance in the District of Columbia in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I am not certain whether the bill ought to go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary or to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will refer it according to the 
wishes of the Senator. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The bill contemplates an inquiry into the state 
of the law in this District and changes it. I think perhaps it had 
better g to the Committee on the District of Columbia now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


NEW YORK POST-OFFICE BUILDING. 


Mr. CONKLING submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be instructed to inquire for 
what purposes the post-oftice building in the city of New York may lawfully be 
used, and whether any oie sey 20 of said building exists or is proposed not au- 
thorized; and meanwhile the Secretary of the Treasury is nested to take no 
porn in regard to the occupation of said building until said committee shall 
re] 

VACANCIES IN THE NAVY. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That tlre Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, directed to re- 
port to the’ Senate the number of Bayon existing in the aera establishment 
above the grade of captain, with the dates when such vacancies occurred; and 
whether examinations for promotions to such vacancies have been had, and whether 
in any case re-examinations have been directed or had in respect of any such pro- 
motions, and if so under what circumstances and authority of law. 


REVISION OF PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. BOOTH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 
That 1,000 extra copies of the arguments on the bill to amend the stat- 


utes in ion to patents, before the Senate and House Committees on Patents, be 
printed for the use of the Senate Committee on Patents. 8 2 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr, HARRIS, it was 
enge That the bill (S. No. 532) to incorporate the Suburban Railway Com- 
pany of Washington, in the District of Columbia, be recommitted to the Commit- 
on the District of Columbia. 
REPORT ON RAILWAY MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 
On motion of Mr, FERRY, it was 


Ordered, That the re of the special commission en railway mail transporta- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 


GROUNDS ALONG OLD CANAL. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appropriation for 
filling up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds 
south of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other 


purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will say before the Secretary reports the joint 
resolution that I am instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to withdraw the amendment reported by it, so that unless some Sen- 
ator desires to hear the amendment, let merely the original resolution 


be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, de., That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropria 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose o! 
employing the poor of the District in the work of filling up, draining, and placing 
in E sanitary condition the grounds south of the Capitol, along the lino of the 
old canal. The commissioners of the District shall determino the plan of said work, 
shall see that it is properly conducted, and shall disburse the 5 Provided, 
that a further appropriation be, and is hereby, made of the sum of $5,000, out of any 
moneys in the eee not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of providing 
medical attendance, medicine, and food for the sick and intirm po of the Distri 
and that the same shall be disbursed under the direction of the commissioners 
the District of Columbia. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What are the amendments reported by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. WINDOM. Let the amendment be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations reported an 
amendment to strike out all after the resolving clause and to insert: 


That the sum of $15,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, ont of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ee N for P purpose of filling up, 
draining, and improving the sanitary condition of the grounds south of the Capi- 
tol, along the line of the old canal, under the supervision and direction of the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia; who shall determine the plan of said work, 
see that itis 3 conducted, disburse the money, and, as far as practicable in 
the execution of said work, give employment to the most destitute and deserving 
poor of the District. 

Sec. 2. That a further appropriation be, and is hereby, made of the sum of $5,000, 
out of any moneys in the not otherwise a riated, for the purpose of 
providing medical attendance, medicine, and food for the sick and in poor of 
the District, and that the same shall be disbursed under the direction of the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment, the Chair understands, 
is withdrawn by direction of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let us understand that. i 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to state that the Committee on Appropria- 
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tions have instructed me to ask to withdraw the amendment, or to 
move to reject the amendment, as far as we can, simply for the reason 
that the amendment would make no change in substance, being a 
mere change in form, and its adoption would probably postpone the 
passage of the joint resolution several days, when there is urgent 
necessity for its 7 paeen 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask the Senator who reported this 
resolution if the object is simply to give employment to the poor of 
the District? 

Mr. WINDOM. No; it is not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is stated in the joint resolution to be the 


object. 

Mr. WINDOM. The purpose of the joint resolution is to perform 
a very valuable work, one which is necessary for the sanitary condi- 
tion of the city, and which will incidentally give employment to the 
destitute poor of the District in doing the work. That is the object. 
I am free to say that the amendment proposed by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations expresses the idea, in . better, 
and I think would meet the views of the Senate better; but at the 
same time it would postpone the passage of the joint resolution prob- 
ably a week or two weeks, and there is an nt necessity that this 
employment be given now. The work may be done as well now as 
at any other time, and it would do much greater benefit now than 
two weeks hence. Therefore the committee thought it better to 
waive the technical objections to the resolution as if came from the 
House and have it passed to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have in the State that I have the honor in 
part to represent a great many persons who desire employment. If 
this resolution is to have expressed upon its face that it is to be 

assed for the purpose of employing the poor of the District in work, 
desire to offer an amendment to include an appropriation for the 
State of Missouri for her poor, who are just as worthy and deservin 
as the poor here. Ido not think we have any right to make any suc 
Pa on for the object contemplated by this joint resolution. 
. WINDO Mr. President 

Mr. BECK. Will the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions allow me to say a word? 

Mr. WINDOM. ie 

Mr. BECK. The Senate Committee on Appropriations were unani- 
mously of opinion that the lan used by us was better than that 
which came from the House, but the chairman has very well stated 
that we do not want to delay the p of the joint resolution, and 
therefore, as there was nothing seriously objectionable to it as it came 
from the House except its phraseology, we a to withdraw the 
amendment.and adopt the joint resolution as it passed the House. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Missouri that ever since the new 
canal has been made (and I spent four hours going all over it the 
other day carefully) the old canal has been left until it is perhaps the 
worst place in the city of Washington for producing malaria. It is 
right south of the Capitol, where the winds that prevail blow into 
this very building three-fourths of the time. The tide comes in there 
and it leaves débris of all sorts, until it is making this portion of the 
city, especially around the Capitol, more unhealthy than it ever was. 

body of men, actuated by philanthropic motives, employed the poor 
of the District at fifty cents a day to fill up a portion of that canal, 
and they spent twelve hundred and odd dollars in doing it. Any Sen- 
ator can go on the south side of the Capitol and see the amount of 
work which was done, and he will see that it has been simply won- 
derful for that amount of money; but there were men who did not 
want to beg and who could not get employment and were willing to 
work for half a dollar a day. 

They did the work faithfully and have closed up one of the worst 
portions of the old canal. Still, for nearly half a mile, the same 
thing is repeated. Every time the tide ebbs and flows, all that pro- 
duces malaria rises from it. The Committee on . be- 
lieved that it was far better to give employment to that class of men 
than to make appropriations to beggars, or to establish soup-houses, 
or to support lazzaroni hanging around the Capitol dependent upon 
charity. There are hund of men to-day who do not want to beg, 
who are willing to work for half a dollar a day, and who will im- 

rove this property and improve the sanitary condition of the city of 
ashington beyond any amount that can be spent in any other way. 
Besides, it is all our own property. It is a Government reservation, 
known as the “mint reservation.” There are over five acres of it, 
which, when filled up and leveled, can be sold for twenty times the 
amount of this appropriation. There is no job in it. It is not help- 
ing any private citizen ; it is not n money for work on 
any private man’s property, but it would improve the health of the 
District, improve our own property, and do what we ought to do, at 
the same time giving employment to men in a District over which 
we have absolute control and where there are very many poor brought 
ere and who hang around the capital because the Government is 
ere. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It was made by us. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly, that canal was made by ourselves; the Hol- 
land bonds, I believe, were taken up by ourselves, and we own all the 
proren I do not believe this case is analogous at all to the poor of 

issouri. There are poor 5 but here is not only a perfeetly 
legitimate work, but a thing that ought to be done, and at the same 


time it will give relief to poor men Who are willing to labor eight 


hours a day (for that is all they are required to bagi had fifty cents, 


and doing an immense work for the city and the Government. It 
seems to me that we ought not to delay the measure one hour; and 
therefore, defective as the language of the House resolution is, it is 
far better to pass it in that form than that we should lose a day er 
an hour in doing the work. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had d the follow- 
1 in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. No. uo to extend the time one year for presenting 
the claims of Dakota volunteer forces, as examined and reported upon 
by General Hardie, under the special act of Congress approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1874, to the proper accounting officers for approval and 


payment; 

X bill (H. R. No. 2401) to authorize the claimants to certain lands 
in Santa Barbara County, California, to submit their claim to the 
United States district court for that State for adjudication ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2931) to remove the political disabilities of Henry 
G. Thomas, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3314) to remove the political disabilities of John 
T. Mason, of Maryland; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for the payment of 
claims reported allowed by the commissioners of claims under the act 
of So SEN of March 3, 1871 ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3610) to remove the political disabilities of W. B. 
Sinclair, of Virginia; 


A bill (H. R. No. 3612) to remove the political disabilities ef R. L. 
Page, of Virginia; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3667) to remove the political disabilities of Philip 


Stockton, of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious or 
infectious diseases into the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3898) to remove the political disabilities of Oscar 
F. Johnston, of Catoosa County, Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3903) to remove the political disabilities of Isaac 
A. Reed, of Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 4145) to remove the political disabilities of Wash- 
1 Gwathmay, of Alabama. : 

he message also announced that the House had coneurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide a 
en, in the miscellaneous fand of the Honse of Represent- 
atives. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The 5 also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. No. 349) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to refund a certain tax erroncously collected ; 

A bill (S. No. 648) to constitute a commission to consider and report 
z plan for providing enlarged accommodations for the Library of 

ongress ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 142) granting a pension to George MeCoy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 436) granting a pension to Adam Stinson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 467) restoring the name of Thomas Crawford, a 
soldier of the Mexican war, to the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) granting a pension to Bridget T. Hopper; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting a pension to Fannie B. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Records, late a private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled“ An act for the 
support of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year onding June 30, 1878, and for other purposes ;” and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for deficiencies in the miscella- 
neous funds of the Senate and the House of Representatives. 


ADVERTISING MAIL-LETTINGS. 


Mr. FERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 3987) to regulate the advertising of mail-lettin, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. President, I will not take up time in the morn- 
ing hour to explain the bill. it is short, simple, aud explains itself. 
The object of it is to simplify and economize the cost of publishing 
the notices of mail-lettings; also to prohibit the subcontracting of 
mail contracts unless with the consent of the Postmaster-General ; 
and further to regulate the price to be paid 3 for the pub- 
lication of such lettin. The present law of February 26, 1853, has 
received two constructions. It provides for the n pay- 
ment of orders and notices at forty cents per folio. Under the then 
Attorney-General it was held by him that it applied simply to judi- 
cial notices and orders, and not to the Post-Office Department, publi- 
cations. The present Attorney-General, however, has since the con- 
tract of last spring ruled that it apple to all departmental notices. 
The Post-Office Department is in the predicament to-day of having 
made a contract under the usual construction of the statute and be- 
ing unable to settle with the publishers, as they refuse to receive pay 


2136 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL I, 


under the late construction of the old law of 1853. That act was 
passed at a time when publishing rates were lower, and the papers at 
this time cannot afford and will not publish at those low rates, 


The law also requires that at the seat of government in each State 
a paper shall publish the notices, and it was found that in two States, 
to wit, Kentucky and Alabama, there were no papers willing to pub- 
lish at these rates. Section 3 of the pending bill provides that it 
shall be at the commercial rates such as individuals pay. 

I think now by the reading of the bill it will explain itself with 
what I have anid 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be reported at length. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the committee was after the word 
“contract,” in line 3 of section 1, to strike out “ other than those 
accepted by law for ee the mails in any State or Territory, the 
Postmaster-General shall cause to be poe in one or more, not 
3 ten, newspapers published in such State or Territory,“ and 

rt: 
0 d mai on other than by railroads and ex: 
5 ee ee, for in an ord approved ‘Angost 111 2 amen 5 
of subsections 246 and 251 of an act approved June 23, 1874, the Postmaster- 


General shall cause to be published in not exceeding ten newspapers published in 
the State or Territory in which such service is to be let. 


Mr. FERRY. Before the Senate agrees to that amendment I desire 
to make a correction which has been omitted. After „251“ I move 
to add “of section 12;” so as to read: 


Amendatory of subsections 246 and 251 of section 12. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to amend section 2 so as to make it read: 

Hereafter no subletting or transfer of any such contract shall be permitted with- 
out the consent in writing of the e eee 8 it sball come 
to the knowledge of the Postmaster-General that any contractor has sublet or trans- 
ferred his contract, except with the consent of the Postmaster-General as afore- 
said, the same shall be considered as terminated, and the service shall be again 
advertised, as herein provided for. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Michigan to the possible effect and what I think is the natural legal 
effect of this second section. If the contractor, who is prohibited 
from subletting except with the consent of the Postmaster-General, 
does sublet, the section proceeds to state that the contract shall be 
considered as terminated and the service again advertised for, &c. 
Now, if a contractor found that he was not making as much profit as 
he thinks he would like to make, all he would have to do under that 
section would be, although it is a four years’ contract, after he had 
gone on for three months or a year, to sublet his contract. The stat- 
ute. then says that that subletting shall terminate it, which means in 
my opinion a le; termination, and his bond is no longer bindin 
against him for es for not fulfilling that contract. It woul 
be equivalent, therefore, to allowing every contract to be terminated 
at the option of the contractor by the simple device of his subletting 
to some one else. 

Mr. FERRY. TheSenatorfrom Vermont does not lose sight of the 
fact that that must be secured “with the consent of the Postmaster- 
General.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the very point I am commenting upon, 
that the subletting is prohibited, as it ought to be, without the con- 
sent in writing of the Postmaster-General; and then it says that 
whenever it shall come to the knowledge of the Postmaster-General 
that any contractor has sublet or transferred his contract, except 
with the consent of the Postmaster-General, the same shall be con- 
sidered as terminated. That is, the very fact of a subletting without 
the consent of the Postmaster-General terminates the contract, and 
that terminates all liability of the contractor, as matter of law, I 
think, with it, 

I move to amend, being friendly to the object in view, by striking 
out in the eighth line the word “terminated” and in theninth line the 
word “shall” and inserting in the place of “ terminated” the word 
“violated” and in the place of the word “shall” the word “ may,” 
so that this subletting without the consent of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral shall be considered as a violation of the contract, which shall 
authorize the Postmaster-General if he chooses to proceed to adver- 
tise again, and then I should be glad to add “and that the bond of 
28 contractor shall be held for any damages tothe United States by 

same. ` 

Mr. FERRY. It would be well to have that added if it is subject 
to that abuse. I cannot accept it for the committee, but I presume 
there will be no objection to the amendment proposed, followed by 
the other amendment suggested by the Senator from Vermont. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was a to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now Imove toadd at the end of the section “ And 
the contractor and his sureties shall be liable on their bond for any 
da resulting to the United States in the premises.” 

Mr. FERRY. I sce no objection to that. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY. Before the Senate agrees to the amendment of the 


commi as amended, in line 3 the word “such” should be stricken 
out and mail“ in ; 80 as to read: 

Hereafter no subletting or transfer of any mail contracts shall be permitted. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was to insert as an additional section the following: 

Sec. 3. Hereafter, when any person or persons being under contract with the 
Government of the United States for carrying tho mails, shall sublet any such 
contract or ney oe iny other person or s to ‘orm the service by such con- 
tractor agreed to be performed, or any part thereof, he or they shall file in the office 
of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General a copy of his or their contract; and 
thereupon it shall bo the dnty of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General to notify 
the Auditor ofthe Treasury for the Post-Office Department of the fact of the filing 
in his office of such contract. Said notice shall embrace the name or names of the 
original contractor or contractors, the number of the route or routes, the name or 
names of the subcontractor or subcontractors, and the amount to be paid 
to the subcontractor or subcontractors. And u the receipt of said notice by 
the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department: it shall be his duty to 
retain, out of the amount due the o contractor or contractors, the amount 
stated in said notice asagreed to be paid to the subcontractor or subcontractors, and 
shall pay said amount, upon the certificate of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, to the subcontractor or subcontractors, ander the same rules and regula- 
tions noe es the payments made to original contractors: Provided, That 
upon sat tory evidence that the ori: contractoror contractors have paid off 
and the amount due under his or their contract to the subcontractor or 
subcontractors, it shall be the duty of the Second Assistant Postmaster General 
to certify such fact to the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Oftice Department; 
and thereupon said Auditor shall settle with the original contractor or contractors, 
under the same rules as are now provided by law for such settlements. 


Mr. FERRY. Before ing to this amendment I move to insert 
after the word “shall” in line 3 the word “lawfully ;” so as to read 
“shall lawfully sublet any such contract.” 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I shonld like to inquire if you do not want to use 
the word “lawfully” before ‘‘employ” in line 3 for the same reason. 

Mr. FERRY. t is understood, but I have no objection to in- 
serting that word. 

Mr. SARGENT. It will not be understood unless it is inserted, 
thongh I sup that is the meaning. 

Mr. FERRY. That is the meaning. There is no objection to in- 
sorting foa word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The word will be inserted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was to insert as section 4 the following : 

Sec. 4. Hereafter all advertisements, notices, proposats for contracts, and all 
other forms of advertising required law for the executive and judicial depart- 
ments of the Government a be paid for at a price not to exceed the commercial 
rates charged to private viduals; but the heads of departments, or their 
authorized agents, may secure lower terms at special rates whenever the public 
interest req t. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to insert as section 5: 

„ All newspapers or other publications in which ssid advertising shall be 
inserted shall fle with each Department a certificate of their commercial rates as 
aforesaid, and all accounts against the United States for advertising shall be 
22... 

8 aud 
and paid at liko —_ 0 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to insert as section 6: 

Sec, 6. All laws or parts of laws inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was U to. 

Mr, FERRY. In line 36 of section 1, I move to strike out the word 
“said” and insert miscellaneous ;” so as to read: 

And no other advertisement of miscellaneous lettings shall be required. 


The amendment was a to. 

Mr. FERRY. I have another amendment. I offer the following to 
come in as section 6, changing the present section 6 to section 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert, as section 6, the fol- 
lowing: 

When for any cause it may become necessary to make a new contract for carry- 
ing the mails upon any water-route between ports of the United States upon which 
mail service has p ly been performed, the Postmaster. General may contract 
with the owner or master of any steamship, steamboat, or other vessel plying upon 
the waters or between ports of the Un: States for nora the mail u said 
route for any length of time not exceeding four years, and without advertising for 
proposals therefor, whenever the public Interest and convenience will thereby be 
promoted ; but the price paid for such service shall in no case be greater than the 
average price paid under the last p g or then existing regular contract upon 
the same route. And the Postmaster-General may contract with the owners or 
masters of steamships, steamboats, or other vessels plying upon the waters or be- 
tween ports of the United States for carrying the mails upon such routes where no 
mail service has previously been „ Without advertising for p; 
therefor; but no contract for such new service shall be for a longer time than one 


r. 
No contract for carrying the mails between the United States Toate nay 
port shall be for a longer time than two years, unless otherwise directed by Con- 


So much of sections 3943, 3956, and 3970 of the Revised Statutes as isin conflict 
with the preceding section is hereby repealed. 


Mr. FERRY. The object of this section is simply to harmonize 
conflicting features of present law and make it more certain. Accord- 
ing to the sections that are referred to, the present law permits con- 
tracts to be made for one year, two years, and less than four years, 
and they necessarily are in conflict with each other. The Posmaster- 
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General in one case has contracted for two years’ service upon the 
water, when there is a law apparently prohibiting the making of a 
contract for more than one year. Which law shall guide him? This 
provides that all contracts on the water, where service has previously 
existed, shall be for not exceeding four years between ports of the 

United States, and for service to foreign ports shall be for two years, 
and for new service between United States ports shall be for but one 

ear. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ishould like to ask the Senator who reports the bill 
if he has considered that the effect of sections 2 and 3 may be to restrain 
competition very much in bidding for the carrying of the mail. I 
understand that some objections arise from the fact that persons 
located in a particular place bid for the carriage of the mails all over 
the country, and very frequently do it dishonestly, and cause com- 
plications which it is the purpose of this legislation to reform. Fur- 
thermore, that these ns sometimes contract with subcontractors 
and do not pay for the last quarter, The subcontractors have no 
means to recover that amount from the Treasury, it being taken by 
the fraudulent original contractor. Now, while those things are true 
and ought to be remedied, and perhaps this legislation does do so, I 
should like to ask if the committee have sufficiently considered 
whether b 3 that there shall be no subcontracting except 
by leave of the Postmaster-General and under the close limitations 
made by this bill we may not find that only those persons will bid 
who are actually carrying the mails on the routes advertised for and 

. have old stock. There is not much time between the advertising 
and the route going into service finally, and if men find they have 
got to carry the mails themselves or else bid under fear that they 
cannot subcontract, may they not be deterred from bidding, and the 
result be an increased cost of the mail service ? 

Mr. FERRY. I apprehend the object of the Senator in his allusion 
is not only to provide for publication and the . of contractors, 
but also to secure the interest of the Governmen 

This does not conflict at all with that. It only interferes with the 
irregular practice of irresponsible parties taking contracts. If they 
find they are paying. contracts, they execute them, and when other- 
wise they fail to fulfill them. The Senator will see by section 3 that 
‘subcontractors are protected, while under existing law they are not 
protected because under present statute the contractor is paid forthe 
service whether he has one subcontractor or a dozen, and they have 
no remedy whatever ii dg the fidelity of the contractor. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think that part of the bill is very oe 

Mr. FERRY. This bill provides that on the contract being sublet 
and the subcontractor filing a copy of the contract with the Second 
Assistant Postmaster-General and he notifying the Auditor of the 
Treasury for the Post-Office Department, the pay to the subcontractor 
is made certain and cannot be diverted. It is taken out of the pro- 
ceeds due the contractor, and cannot be obtained except upon filing 
evidence that he has paid in full the subcontractor, 

. Now, so far as the publication is concerned, I think, on the exami- 
nation of the bill a little further than the Senator has perhaps 5 80 — 
to it, he will see that the publication has been broadened. Under 
the present law, for ea service all publication is prohibited ex- 
cept ae 7 up schedules of the rontes in the several post-offices 
of the United tates. In addition to that this bill provides for these 
notices to be given in from one to ten newspapers, instead of one to 
five under present law, so that instead of curtailing publicity it has 
enlarged publicity and gives the public more knowledge of the desire 
on the part of the Government to make contracts for the mail service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended by adding the words “ and for other pur- 

OSES. 

4 ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state that many 
Senators have called his attention to the daily violation of the sixtieth 
rule of the Senate, regulating the matter of admissions to the floor of 
the Senate. He now enjoins upon all officers of the Senate charged 
with that duty the strict enforcement of this rule, and he asks of 
‘Senators to co-operate with him to that end. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2931) to remove the political disabilities of Henry 
G. Thomas, of Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3314) to remove the political disabilities of John 
T. Mason, of Maryland ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3610) to remove the political disabilities of W. B. 
Sinclair, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3898) to remove the political disabilities of Oscar 
F. Johnston, of Catoosa County, Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3903) to remove the political disabilities of Isaac 
A. Reed, of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4145) to remove the political disabilities of Wash- 
ington Gwathmay, of Alabama; 


A bill (H. R. No. 3612) to remove the political disabilities of R. L. 
Page, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. Yo. 3667) to remove the political disabilities of Philip 
Stockton, of Texas. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
or infectious diseases into the United States was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1189) to extend the time one year for present- 
ing the claims of Dakota volunteer forces, as examined and reported 
upon by General Hardie, under the special act of Congress approved 
February 20, 1874, to the poper accounting officers for approval and 
payment, and the bill (H. R. No. 3548) making appropriations for 
the payment of claims reported allowed by the commissioners of 
claims under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871, were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2401) to authorize the claimants to certain lands 
in Santa Barbara County, California, to submit their claim to the 
United States district court for that State for adjudication was read 
nerdy, its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The Senate, as in Committe of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled“ An 
act to aid in the constraction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also toalter and amend the act of Congress 
approved J op 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. MATTHEWS. 

r. BECK, Mr. President, some days ago I requested the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] the member of the Judiciary Committee 
in charge of this bill, to allow me a little time in which to present 
my views upon it. I confess the more I have examined the question, 
the more I have become satisfied that there is but little use and not 
much propriety in my speaking at all. The question seems to me so 
plain and the bill of the Judiciary Committee so moderate in its re- 
quirements and so just, that I can pany discuss it. Still, as it is a 
matter of very great importance and as the precedent we are about to 
establish may be regarded hereafter as a guide to future Congresses, 
I desire to say a few words in relation to it. My argument will be 
8 on three or four propositions, Which are substantially as fol- 

ows: 

First. It being conceded that we are large creditors of the railroad 
companies, will our debt and interest be secure and will it be paid 
m oe if we stand where we are under existing laws and do 
nothin 

SARA. Are the railroad companies able, without serions embar- 
rassment to the corporations, to secure our debt, if they are required 
to begin now to create a sinking fund for that purpose? And 

Third. Are they making or proposing to make any effort to secure 
the payment of their debts? If not, and our debt is in danger, have 
we either by virtue of our inherent authority or under our agreement 
with them any other feasible plan except that proposed by the Judi- 
ciary Committee, which bill I propose to sustain ? 

I think, Mr. President, in whatever else Senators differ, there is no 
disagreement as to the justice of our debt, the solemn assurances 
given by the companies that it should be repaid with interest, the 
certainty that they never would have received the money or any part 
of it but for those assurances, and the equities which the tax-payers 
of the country have to demand of us, as their trustees, that it should, 
if possible, be secured, so that when due it may be collected and their 
burdens to that extent lightened. Nor is there any dispute as to the 
magnitude of the debt, at least up to a point which renders it con- 
clusive that the first-mortgage bonds and the bonds of the Govern- 
ment will not only not be paid but that the companies do not intend 
to make any effort to pay them when due. In other words, the com- 
panies, while e 3 for the protection of what they call their 
vested rights, are wholly disregarding the vested rights of the people 
who have the debt and interest owing to them paid as it matures. 
say vested right because although it is not payable now, the right to 
future payment is as certain as thoughit was. The first-mortgage 
bondholders do not care; the property will sell for enough to pay 
them, and therefore Iam not speaking of or seeking to guard their 
rights. The directors and stockholders will take care that they them- 
selves are the owners of those bonds long before they mature. There 
are net earnings enough to make that certain, and they can become 
the owners of the roads under sales to satisfy the first mortgage free 
from any of the embarrassment and limitations of the acts of 1862 
and 1864, Their vested rights under such sales would perhaps then 
be entitled to respect. 

To show that this is not an unreasonable apprehension of mine, I 
read from a report on this subject made by the Jndiciary Committee 
of the last House of . which carefully considered the 
subject. The report is No. 440 of the first session of the Forty-fourth 
Congress. In that report that committee, speaking of the immense 
debt we hold against the railroads and what will become of it if we 
do not take steps to secure it, say: 


To this, the Government may find only a worn-out road, which put up at 
—8 . not pay the first- 3 pa Ag And if these should wd 


to 
be in the hands of those who now control the road, they would doubtless Become 


the purchasers and sole owners, for the objection to s Government purchase would 
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itor who 
the man- 
it the interest to accumulate on the first-mortgage 
uisite to secure their to become owners of the road 


be so tit would never be made, and there could be no other com 
woul formidable as a purchaser. If there could be danger of 
agers of the road could permi 

bonds toany amount purpose 

without paying any of its debt to the Government. The necessity for prompt 


measures to secure the ent cannot be doubted. 


We—and by that expression I mean we, the 
the . our agents, the then Congress and Presi- 
dent of the United States, two of the three co-ordinate branches of 
the Government, granted and gavo many valuable rights and a vast 
domain to these companies, and to further aid them loaned the Union 
5 Railroad 827, „ Western Pacific Rail- 
roads, now one company, $27,855, or thirty years, agreeing to pa 
the interest on our own bonds during that period. After uring 
all the credits obtained and obtainable under existing laws from 
the Government transportation and 5 per cent. of the net earnings of 
the roads, it is safe to say (waiving all question as to our right ulti- 
mately to receive interest on the payments of interest from the time 
it was paid) the companies will owe us in the year 1900, as stated b: 
the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. MCDONALD, ] $122,305,600, of whic 
the Union Pacific will owe over $55,000,000 and the Central and 
Western Pacific $67,000,000. If we are entitled, as the Attorney- 
General of the United States insists, to interest on the 1 of 
interest from the time we ped it, the amount that will be due the 
yore of the United States by these 8 will be 8174, 000, 000. 

do not well see how the legality of that claim can be denied; its 
equity cannot be. But waiving that, all agree (and I desire to base 
my argument on undisputed facts) that they will owe us $122,000,000. 
The companies and their friends insist upon their right to distribute 
all dividends or net earnings, up to the maturity of the bonds, among 
their stockholders, which means among themselyes, free from any 
obligation to provide in advance for the payment of the debt thus 
maturing, even for the payment of any part of the principal of the 
first mortgage bonds, which, when due, will amount to $55,000,000. 
The two roa R Jomiy own nineteen hundred miles of railway, so that 
our debt of $122,000,000 will alone be about $65,000 a mile on the 
whole line of the road, or at least $15,000 a mile more than it would cost 
now to build and equip a duplicate road and put it in repair, 
which, of course, their roads will not be when the time of sale comes, 
especially if it is the interest of the managers to buy them in ata 
low price under the first mortgage bonds, no matter what steps we 
may take to interfere with them. They are masters of the art of delay. 
All they desire now is to get this controversy on their terms into the 
courts, and they are safe for at least five years, no matter how unjust 
or flimsy their defense may be. It must be apparent, therefore, from 
the admitted facts, that they, if let alone, mean to be hopelessly in- 
solvent when our debt matures. 

One of the recitals of the bill of the Judic: 
the facts as to their present condition very e 
words: 

Whereas the total liabilities (exclusive of interest to accrue) to all creditors, in- 
cluding the United States, of the said Central Pacific Company, amount in tho 
aggregate to more than 000,000, and those of the said Union Pacific Railroad 

pany to more than $88,000,000. 

Being an indebtedness now of nearly $100,000 a mile on their nine- 
teen hundred miles of railroad. It did not need the confessions of 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. Huntington to convince any Senator of their pur- 
pose to be insolvent when our debt matures. A simple calculation 

roves it. Still I desire to make this proposition plain, as it is the 
Foandation of ay, views, and I cannot state it better than by readin 
from the very able speech of the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. BAILEY 
on this subject. He said: 

In order that we may fully appreciate the danger that threatens the Government 
and people of the United States of losing the hundreds of millions of dollars ad- 


vanced and to be advanced in building oe Peek highway of com: . I beg to 
call the attention of the Senate to an ex from a letter written Mr. D 


le, the tax-payers of 


Committee sets forth 
tly in the following 


tary e , in which he says: 
“The mortgage held by the Government, in its terms and by judicial decision of 


“The bonds are accumulating an interest-account, also uncollectible until the 
principal is due, 58 and interest, when due, will amount to the very large 


aggregate of over 877.000, — 
And he is writing about the Union Pacific Railway indebtedness alone 
though the actual amount advanced by the Government was only $27,236,512. 

“For this very large amount the Government has only a second — und if 
it be allowed to 5 without any provision being made to meet it, the com- 
pany will probably be utterly unable to pay it. 

“At the same time, it is equally manifest that the Government will be unable to 
collect it, except upon the assumption that it will advance the money to discharge 
prior mortgages, and run the road on Government aceount—a policy which wise 
statesmanship could not advise. 

By standing still, therefore, the company has a load of debt accumulating for 
which no provision is made, and the Government is drifting further and further 
from the opportunity to secure a just return for its advances. To do nothing is to 
injure both the Government and the company, perhaps irretrievably to both. 

“In this dilemma, I venture to make a proposition which offers on the part of the 
8 all it can possibly do, and secures to the Government a substantial return 

r its advances.” 

This intimation of probable insolvency of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
and cousequent lo-s to the Government, is repeated ina communication addressed 
to the Senate Committee on the Judiciary on the 12th of November, 1877, by Mr. 
Dillon, and Mr. Huntington, the vice-president of the Central Pacific Railway, who 
joined with him in saying as to both companies what I will ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to listen to: 

‘Nearly three years since the officers of the Union Pacific and Central Pacific 
Railroad Companies called the attention of the of the T to the 


fact that contrary to the general expectation at the inception of the enterprise "— 


And I ask attention to this phraseology— 


“a balance of accounts in his ledger was accumulating t them which, unless 
some remedial ition was soon had, would amount, by the time it becamo due 
and payable, to a sum which it might be embarrassing to the companies to pay 


simultaneously with 
su 


their first-mortgage debt, and greater than the value of the 
ted lien of the Government on the properties themselves.“ 1 


But as if this deliberate declaration was not suflicient to warn the Senate of the 


danger that threatens, Mr. Huntington, who appeared before the Judiciary Com- 
1 8 to say in an address delivered to that committee: 

By the time“ 

Speaking of the Government debt and the first-mortgage debt, equal in amount 
to the principal of the Government bonds issued to these rai companies— 

“ By the time both mature and become payable it is not at all likely the property 
will be worth their aggregate sum, and if the shrinking and settling of prices 
peace continue farther it may happen that it will not — — to pay more than the 

mortgages.” 

These carefully considered statements are gre by equally well-consid- 
ered declarations to the effect that by the terms of the acts of 1862 and 1864 the 
officers of the two companies have the moral as well as the legal right to distribate 
the earnings of the two roads to the stockholders, and although this course will 
certainly lead to the insolvency of the rations, as they agree, they very plainly 
threaten that unless the Government will yield to their terms they will man 
affairs solely with regard to the interests of the proprietors and without 1 — 1 
the just claims of ito: 


rs. 

It will be observed that Mr. Dillon assumes that the debt of the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company will be much greater than the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. McDonaLp] stated. The Senator from Indi- 
ana said it would be at least $55,000,000. Either statement is enough 
to justify my assertion as to the utter insolvency of tlie companies 
at the time our debt matures. I agree with both Mr. Dillon and Mr. 
pang Sg in their statement that unless some remedial legislation 
is soon had, it may happen that it (the property of the roads) will 
not suffice to pay more than the first mortgage. I know, as they 
admit, that without some provision being m. to meet our debt the 
companies will put it out of their power to pay it. I differ with both 
of them as to the necessary and proper remedial legislation to save 
the debt. I think the bill offered by the Committee on the Judiciary 
will give us a chance to do so; the bill submitted by the companies 
to the Senate is absolutely and certainly a substantial confiscation 
of it all. I cordially agree with Mr. Dillon that any attempt on the 
part of the Government to advance the money to discharge the prior 
mortgages and run the road on Government account is not only a 
policy which wise statesmanship could not advise, but would be 
destructive of all my ideas of republican government, and it is per- 
haps because they rely upon that being the view of members of Con- 
gress in the future that they are determined to push us to that con- 
tingency. They are willing to allow the first-mortgage bonds to 
accumulate, and make no provision for them, make no provision for 
the principal of our debt or for anything but a fraction of the inter- 
est on it, although mer have solemnly obligated themselves to pay 
the principal and all the interest at maturity, which the Bigo 
they do notintend to do, admitting that without some seusad ial legis- 
lation it cannot be done, and substantially asserting that unless it is 
done they will not try to comply with their obligations. Their bold- 
ness and audacity commands a certain degree of respect; they seem 
to feel that they are strong enough to control or defy Congress, and 
their insolent avowal of a determination to disregard their obliga- 
tions shows how confident they are of their power. 

I am free to say that I would rather see all the debt and all the 
interest lost than to see this Government. undertake to purchase the 
roads and become a great railroad manager. I will do nothing that 
will tend to bring about that contingency. We have centralization 
and consolidation and personal government enough—at least we have 
had it in the last few years—to warn us against that. Ihave seen 
this Government within the last ten years attempt to take possession 
of all the telegraph lines in the country. I have seen propositions 
before Congress to take Government control of all the railroad lines 
of the country and add another one hundred thousand to our one 
hundred thousand officials. Attach these great railroad lines to the 
Government and make them part of its political maenna and we 
will no longer have a Republic of coequal States; there will be Sen- 
ators sitting on this floor by the dozen, the creatures of the Adminis- 
tration, whatever its politics ma; r and of these railroad corpora- 
tions, pledged to stand by them in their ċontracts with the unor- 
ganized masses of bee ay 

I read the other day in Mr. Spofford’s book and was very much im- 
pressed with the 2 8 8 of an article on this subject taken from a 
French journal, published in August, 1877. That country is making 
some efforts toward establishing a republican form of government, 
but is not as far advanced as we think we are. Speaking of govern- 
ment management of railroads, it uses arguments to my mind very 
re After showing how private companies managed them, i“ 
said: 

In the hands of the state, on the contrary, the railway falls into the jurisdiction 
of one of the ministers, and it is managed administratively. The state has to do 
with administration, and not with commerce. 

In England and in Austria, where the railways are managed on the most com- 
mercial plan by the companies which own them, or which have obtained the char, 
ters, the commercial agents of these companies traverse the country to secure 


freights, just as the clerks of any merchant would travel to open up markets for 
the goods of their patron. 


And then it proceeds to show how the Government will and can do 
ncae of these things. 

Again: 

One of the principles taught by political economy is that in the domain of labor, 
in that of A. sos and of commerce, the sphere of activity of the state begins 
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nearly where the réle of the individual ends, or where the activity of private in- 
dustry ceases. Wherever, in the vast field of industrial action, individual efforts 
can be successfully applied, the government should leave free room to that agency, 
aud not enter into competition with it. $ s z 

* * * 


Let it not be said that if the state effects, on the one hand, a lower price for 
transportation by railway, it may well, on the other hand, increase the tax upon 
the people. and that a com will be arrived at in that manner. This might 
be true if the increase of tax sustained by each citizen wero proportionate to the 
use he malle of therailway. Such a distribution of the taxes is impossible in prac- 
tice, and it would happen that he who could make little or no use of the railway 
would Rey the tax for him who constantly uses it, which would be a gross injus- 


tice. The state is 8 in fairness to im such a tariff upon railway traffic as 
will enable it, by the aid of the F eiin to pay for the capital invested in 
the railways which it works. hat, then, becomes of the theory of those who 


hoped that the government, if it were to buy up all the railways, would carry for 
the public at the mere cost of working the road! 

* the moment that the railways should become the property of the govern- 
ment and be ed by it they would become subject to political influence. Tho 
minister of the ways would find himself absolute master in questions which 
touch industry and commerce most intimately; he would dispose of one of the 
most considerable elements of national wealth—transportation ; he would bo chief 
of an army of functionaries scattered over the whole country, and in continual con- 
tact with the whole nation; the railways would pass very probably into the róle of 
bro da, or the means 8 a bre of political influence in the hands 
of the minister or of a majority of the legislative body. Who would occupy him- 


self with the development of traffic, with the increase of receipts, with the curtail- 


ment of aepo with the proper and economic use of the railway personnel? 
From that day, the railways would have lost. their essential character. They 
would have ceased to be an industry, they would become only a bureau, and woul: 
3 only one section of the more or less complicated machinery of the gov- 
erumen 


Iam thoroughly convinced of the wisdom aud statesmanship of 
these views, and will never consent that this Government, even to 
save a debt however large, shall become a great railroad monopolist 
or engage in any such competition with its citizens. 

For such reasons as are stated in that article, and they are well 
stated, the railroad compere know that as long as there is a dem- 
ocratic representative left in either the Senate or House of Repre- 
sepia Way to there seem to be a good many of them coming here 
now, the Government will in no event purchase on its own account 
or take charge of these railroads; and if their managers can only 

ut them in a shape where they can purchase them to satisfy the 
t-mortgage bonds and defeat the collection otherwise of our just 
debts, they will vest themselves with all these great corporate rights 
and powers upon their own terms becanse they know that we will 
never undertake to parchase or run these railroads on Government 
account. 

Therefore, I assume that the first proposition I made is plain, which 
was, that we being creditors, with a large bona fide debt at the mercy of 
these corporations, must take somestep as our debtis inimminent peril; 
the companies obviously do not intend to pay it; we cannot afford to 
buy and run the roads, even to save ourselves, and therefore some- 
thing has to be done, or the debt will be lost. The next question is, 
are the railroad companies able, without serious embarrassment to 
the corporations, to make our debt secure. If they are not, then 
they might present some equity, and we might settle by some equit- 
able ustment; but I assert, and the proof shows, that they are 
fully able without sacrifice to pay every dollar they owe. I will not go 
into detail on that subject. I desire, however, to call attention of the 
Senate and put upon the record some facts which I think will satisfy 
every Senator that they are able to pay all their debts. Ishall begin 
with extracts from the report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
which accompanies this bill, which report makes this part of the case 
clear and conclusive. It shows that the railroad companies, even 
admitting that they will not continue to make as much by $2,000,000 
as they have made during the last fiscal year, which they will surely 
exceed on the average hereafter, but upon the average receipts of 
the last four years can pay all their interest, pay dividends upon the 
nominal amount of their stock varying from 4} to 6 per cent., supply 
all the sinking fund that the bill of the Committee on the Judiciary 
requires, and carry on their business without embarrassment. The 
extracts from that ee prove it. Every Senator, I presume is 
familiar with them, If not, he ought to be. 

Speaking of the Union Pacific Railroad and its property the com- 
mittee, among other things, say : 

We have seen for the last four years, the average annual he 
company, he wel aoe 0 ting ex alone from its gross SEA ly es 
$6,547,149.91. We that t come will be largely increased in the futuro by 
the re pews: eee of the company, the sales of its lands, and its immense 
coal-mines. reference to these mines the report of the directors to the stock- 
holders for 1874 says: 

“The Union Pacific Railroad Company own, in Wyoming Territory, an area of 
coal-fields greater than the entire anthracite-coal fields of the State of Pennsyl- 


„The coal-fields of the company extend along four hundred miles of the road, 
and five million acres of its lands are within the coal measures. ‘The coal is bist 
g 


rior for ordinary fuel, and unequaled for making steam and for all manufact 


pu 1 will furnish cheap fuel to the my for its own traffic, and will afford 
large additional revenues from the sale and transportation of coal for domestic and 
«manufacturing uses, to i the country extending for nearly two thousand 


miles—from Omaha to the P o coast.” 


The coal from their mines cost them less than $1.30 per ton. 
The Government directors, in their report to the Secretary of the 
Interior, furnish the following statement: 


The earnings of the road for the year ending June, 30, 1877, show a considerable 


3 preceding year, and largely more than any other year in its his- 
ory. 


The cores for the year ending June 30, 1877, w - $13, 719, 343 82 
For the year ending June 30, 1876 Ze >. 12,113,990 69 
Increase for the year 1877 over 1876 1, 605, 353 13 
Operating expenses, as claimed by company, for year 1876 ~ 5, 447, 819 27 
W ⁰¶ꝙ / E 5, 402, 252 24 
Gain for 1877 over 18766. „ 45, 567 03 
Net earnings for the year 18777774 race see 8. 917. 091 58 
Net earnings for the year 18786 ««d 6, 666, 171 42 
Increase for 1877 Over 187700000 1, 650, 920 16 


This is a surprising result, considering the general depression which has rested 
upon the business of the country, and fully justifies the opinion expressed in for- 
oe Soporte by the Government directors relative to the immense possibilities of 


The committee, in their extreme caution, do not base their calcu- 
lations on the earnings of last year, but on the average of years past, 
as the following table from their report shows: 


Average annual gross receipts, less operating expenses, as ante..... $6,547,149 91 
Deduct interest on first mortgage 55 85 8 $1, 633, 920 00 
Five per cent. on net earnings, payable to Government 
ander existing Jaw, a. 2 245, 661 00 
One-half transportation, payable toGovernment under 
existing Isw,GGy. 29505460. e ee 1 421,311 87 
Interest on company’s sinking fund bonds, 8 per cent. 
OR: BIA SIRO sce acd fo ace pov deewan Rakén O O 1, 146, 080 00 
Interest on income bonds, 10 per cent. on 810,000 1,000 00 
Interest on Omaha bridge bonds, 8 per cent. on 
WR SIR 000 Cac ENTIN ANDIE ueeus nha ss 4 4anee 182, 320 00 
One-half transportation account to be paid into th 
sinking fund as per hill =1r- =e — 421,311 87 
Further sum to be paid to same as per bill 850, 000 00 
4,901, 604 74 
Leaving for dividends among stockholders. ........----------- 1, 645, 545 17 


Being about 43 per cent. on the nominal amount of the stock, or 6} per cent. on 
its present market value. 


As to the Central Pacific Railroad Company, the committee in their 
report say: 
earnings of the road, less the operating expenses, for the years 1872 to 


The gross 
1876, both inclusive, as stated in the reports of the directors to the stockholders, 
were as follows: 


Average annual net receipts... ....... ..--- +222 eeenee eneenneeeenss 8, 300, 965 75 
If we deduct the ee the first- mortgage bonds, as well as the operatin 
. pts, the account of said five years would stand as fol- 

ows: 
Gross recei less operating e F 3 2 $41, 504, 828 77 
Deduct 8 interest ou Bret mortgage bonds, $1,671,340.80 x5. 8, 356, 704 00 
Net earnings for five ear. 33, 148, 124 77 
Average annual net earnings ooo 6, 629, 624 95 


After showing what is 5 by the bill to be paid into the sink- 
ing fund, the committee ad 


That the 8 can make these payments and have a surplus suficient for 
handsome dividends to its shareholders is easily demonstrated from the facts 
already stated. But the same thing is shown more concisely by its statements of 
profit and loss in the directors’ reports for 1875 and 1876 to the stockholders, 

By the report for 1875 it ears that, after paving a expenses and interest, the 
company paid to its shareholders dividends amoun to 10 per cent. on the nomi- 
3 of the stock amount paid, 85, 427, 300 - and it had a surplus of $10,305,953 
eft. 

In 1876, after ng all expenses and interest, it paid dividends amounting to 8 
per cent. on LA amount of the 5 paid, 84.342. 04 —-and fad a 
surplus of $10,265,589.97 left. If we take these two years as a guide for the futare— 
and we think that we may safely do so—the annual amount that will be divided 
among the shareholders, should no sinking fund be created, will be 9 per cent. on 
tho nominal value of the stock, $4,883,795. 

If the bill we report become a law this amount would be diminished by the 
amount required to A aa into the sinking fund, say $1,400,000, leaving $3,483,795, 
after the poymest of all expenses and interest and the payments into the Poorer 
fund, to be divided among the shareholders, being 6.4 per cent. on the 
value of their stock. 


That is enough to prove my assertion that the 8 are able 
to secure our debt without embarrassment, aud being able every prin- 
ciple of justice requires that they should be compelled to do so. 

The Secretary of the Interior, in his last report to Congress, he being 
the officer who is charged with the duty of having proper examina- 
tion and report upon these subjects made, from pages 20 to 35 of his 
report to Con not only shows that the companies will be insolv- 
ent, but that the money we have advanced and are obliged to pay will 
be lost unless some legislation is had and a sufficient sinking fund es- 
tablished. He gives a detailed statement of the earnings of the roads, 
the growth of their business, the value of their property. Among 
other things he says: 


The Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
did better than ever before in the year 1876, notwithstanding the fact that all other 
railroad companies suffered from the great depression of trade and industrial en- 


7 
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He takes from Poore’s Manual, a standard authority on that sub- 
ject, for 1877, these facts: 


„rr a0 Acwasseheanwsacs cua seneceenasve 3, 121, 702 
Savings surplus after doing all that of $3,121,702. He then con- 
trasts them with all other roads of the country and he shows con- 
clusively that if they are required to lay aside a reasonable portion 
(and surely the portion required by the Judiciary Committee bill isa 
reasonable one) they can so far reduce that debt as to make it a very 
light burden upon them when the debt becomes due, one that this 
Government would be glad to extend after they had in good faith 
put themselves in such shape as to show that they were honestly 
trying to payit. The necessity for this legislation now is that they 
are not honestly trying to lay up any fund to secure us, and they are 
defying our authority to require them to do it and are avowing that 
they do not intend to make even an effort to secure us, and still they 
are crying out loudly for “ good faith” and “vested rights!” Good 
faith to the people who have borne all the burdens which have en- 
riched them forms no part of their code of morals, I hope it will be 
regarded by their representatives here. 

e have commissioners appointed to examine the condition of the 
Union Pacific Rai . They are required by law to make a report 
to the Secretary of the Interior. They have done so, and they show 
that absolute insolvency, if the present course of these railroad direct- 
ors is allowed to continue, is staring them in the face, though they are 
8 such vast e The commissioners, among many other 
things that I might read bearing upon the questions now before us, 
because they in every form the importance and absolute neces- 
sity of congressional legislation for the protection of our debt, say: 

There ought to be no conflict between the United States and the owners of the 
road. There is no just reason aay ee should be. The United States advanced 
the bonds in the sum named, and paid and is still paying the interest thereon. 
This is a debt which ought to be paid; but under the d on of the Supreme 
Court of the United States it will not become due until the maturity of the bonds, 
thirty years from the date of their issue. To let it run on, accumulating to the 
end of this time, will be the worst possible policy and ruinous at last. a just 
accommodation can be arrived at, for the avoidance of this result, it would be wise 
for all the parties concerned to avail themselves of it. 

They make calculations and exhibits as to the sinking fund re- 
quired, which are substantially those made in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee report. They add: 

During the year covered by this re the com continued its policy of - 
ing . of 3 per 45 makin per cent. per piane In the 
report for 1876 this subject was referred to in the following lan, 


Sader mace directors have not approved the dividend 
e, 


namely’: The 
cy of the company. 
have held that the amounts heretofore claimed as due to the Government on 
reimbursement account, under the several 8 of law establishing and regu- 
lating the same, should be W paid before the declaration of dividends." 
This position is here reaffirmed. 

They show that large sums are taken from the earnings of these 
roads to the detriment of the Government and the diminution of its 
security to aid other railroads, such as the Utah Central, Utah South- 
ern, Utah Northern, Republican Valley, and Colorado Central Rail- 
roads, while still others are in contemplation. But I have not time 
to dwell longer on this branch of the subject. 

In must be borne in mind that the dividends I have spoken of are 
made on the nominal value of the stock, which in the Union Pacific 
amounts to $36,762,300, in the Central Pacific to $54,275,500, much 
the larger portion of which they never paid in any form thirty- 
three cents on the dollar for; stock, 66 per cent. of which in the Union 
Pacific Company, it is stated by the reports of the House committee, 
represented nothing but the fraud of the Credit Mobilier and other 
like frauds. Ido not wish to make any statement on that subject 
except by authority. The Judici Committee of the House of 
Representatives, whose report I hold in my hand, say on page 21: 

From this it will be seen these companies, on their own showing, are making 

profits, and are abundantly able to and indemnify the Government 

st future loss, and pay liberal dividen 5 aiden on the par value of stock 

which, as has shown by a committee of the House as to the Union Pacific 

88 its original holders ‘not more than thirty cents on the dollar in 
ma 


g. which road making itself J r enormous profits—profits realized 
through the notorious Credit Mobilier of erica. 


The committee gives extracts from the report of that committee. 
Here is a specimen: 

In a report made to the House on the 20th of February, 1873, by a committee 
thereof, it was said of the Union Pacific Company: 

“That the moneys borrowed by the corporation, under a power given them only 
to meet the necessities of the constraction and endowment of the road, have been 
distributed in dividends among the corporators; that the stock was issued not to 
men who og for it at par in money, but who paid for it at not more than thirty 
cents on the dollar in road-making; that, of the Government directors, some of 
them have Sy hens their duties and others have been interested in the trans- 

ch the provisions of the gets law have been evaded; that at least 
e 


betra: yl 

largely interested fn tha contracts for its construction ; and that there has been an 

attempt to prevent the exercise of the reserved power in Congress by inducing in- 
members of e to become interested in the profits of the trans- 

action. So that of the safeguards above enumerated none seems to be left but the 

sense of public duty of the corporators. 


These men have issued stock to the amount of over $36,000,000, 
stock obtained and issued, as that report shows, under such circum- 
stances as these. The Cental Pacific rg pone has issued stock to the 
amount of over $54,000,000, and upon it they are paying and insisting 
1 ae continuing to pay dividends quarterly at the rate of from 8 to 
10 per cent. per annum, leaving the debt of the Government abso- 
lutely unprovided for, and complain bitterly because we propose to 
do something in a very mild way to secure ourselves against their 
misappropriation of funds under such circumstances. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
how much money was subscribed and paid in for the capital stock of 
the companies respectively. 

Mr. BECK. I am not prepared to answer sey A The reports 
made by Mr. Poland and Mr. Wilson to the House of Kepresentatives 
set it forth with substantial accuracy; but I have not the figures in 
my mind at present, nor have I the reports before me. 

r, MER ON. Four hundred thousand dollars cash. 

Mr. BECK. I know it was a very small sum. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then, upon a bona fide subscription of $400,000 stock 
is el held to the amount, of how many millions does the Senator 
say 

Mr. BECK. Over $36,000,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. And upon those $36,000,000 dividends to the amount 
of 8 per cent. per annum have been declared ? 

Mr. BECK. It was last ya and for years preceding. 

Mr. MERRIMON. May I read from the report made by Mr. Wil- 
son? 

Mr. BECK. I should be glad to have the exact we 

Mr. MERRIMON. Here is one of the findings of the committee on 
page 21 of the report made by Mr. Wilson: 

hes te requiring the capital stock to be for in money at par, it has in 
tack „ Seeding thirty cents on oy dollar in koad iikiibk except- 
ing, perhaps, the sum of about $400,000. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senator will understand me. I am not refer- 
ring now to the stock of the Credit Mobilier; I am referring to the 
capital stock of the Central Pacific Railroad and the Union Pacific 
Railroad 


Mr. MERRIMON. This is the Union Pacific alone. 

Mr. BAILEY. In regard to the Central Pacific, it was stated at 
the last session’ of Congress by the Senator from California [ Mr. 
Boorn] that suit had been actually brought by some of the stock- 
holders of the Central Pacific pay the managers to recover the 

rofits, and they had paid to each of these $5.16 for every dollar they 
ad subscribed to the capital stock in order to avoid the litigation. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator speak of the stock of the Credit 
Mobilier or the capital stock of the railroad company? 

Mr. BAILEY. Totor to the capital stock of the Central Pacific 
Railroad. 

Mr. BECK. I had before me and thought I could lay my hand on 
it, but I cannot at this moment, a bill filed in the State of California 
against the Central Pacific Railroad Company, setting forth with 
great accuracy the frauds alle; to have been penn by its 
construction company and the division of stock. I did not intend to 
refer to that specifically, because it may be that that was satisfacto- 
rily answered, but I read in the speech of my friend from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. MERRIMON] an extract of a 5 made by Hon. William 
A. Piper, of California, in the House of Representatives, April 8, 1876, 
in which he made charges of the grossest frauds against them. 
half of them are true these companies are entitled to but very little 
consideration. Not knowing whether they were absolutely sustained 
or not, and not desiring to reopen in this debate the questions of fraud 
except so far as necessary to repel intimations and charges of bad 
faith on our part, seeking to do no more than save the debt of the 
Government and embarrass the companies as little as possible, I did 
not desire specifically to go into any of the well-known corrupt prac- 
tices connected with their original organization ; nor to treat them 
for the pu of this bill otherwise than as if all the stock they 
owned was bona fide stock, and’ their o ization under the laws of 
1862 and 1864 had been made in good faith. 

I think I have established two of my propositions, that our debt 
will certainly be lost unless something is done and that the companies 
are absolutely and e able, without any sort of embarrass- 
ment, to secure its payment if they desire to do so. I have shown, 
also, that they do not intend to do it, and they come now before the 
Senate with certain propositions, one of which is in the form of a bill 
introduced by the Senator from Arkansas, [ Mr. Donar but which 
is in fact the proposition of the railroad companies as I find it verba 
tim in a pamphlet containing their argument, which some one sent to 
me. It there appears precisely the same as the bill introduced by the 
Senator from yc tice Therefore I say the bill that was referred to 
the Railroad Committee was their proposition. Looking at it as care- 
fully as I can I am brought to the same conclusion that the Senator 
from Tennessee arrived at, that it was absolute confiscation of the 
debt to comply with the terms proposed by the companies in that bill. 
They offer to give us the land. But the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BaILey] stated it so well, I will read what he said about it; I can- 
not state it as well. He said: 


They require the Government to pay $15,000,000 for twelve million acres of land 
a m the Government, and that this sum shall be placed at interest while 
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they pay none, until it shall swell to the sum of $75,000,000. Next, they demand 
that their annual payments of $1,166,000 shall be placed at interest and that com- 
pounded until the interest shall reach $48,000,000. But, not satisfied with these 
exactions, they demand that for seven years and nine months the Government shall 
receive no interest on $86,000,000, making a farther loss of $49,000,000 or a total of 
$172,000,000, exceeding the entire debt, principal and interest, that will be due from 
them to the Government at that time. 


They had the audacity—I might use a harsher term—to call that a 
business proposition and the best they could do in the face of such 
facts as I have just shown. They must have immensely overrated 
their own power of persuasion or influence or immensely underrated 
the business capacity of the men who are acting in this body as trustees 
for a people who in good faith loaned them the money under solemn 
pledges and assurances that it should be paid back to the uttermost 
farthing. That proposition was too ridiculous to be seriously consid- 
ered, I hope, by any Senator. . 

The Railroad Committee did not adopt it but they offered a substi- 
tute, which was reported by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS, ] 
which is a surrender of from forty-one to forty-five millions of our 
debt to these companies, and in my opinion is not worthy of the con- 
sideration of Congress on that account. But it is vicious legislation 
for other reasons. It is a proposition from Congress to the railroad 
companies which they have the right to accept or reject after retain- 
ing it for four months; it is a concession that we have no power over 
them under all the reservations of the acts of 1862 and 1864. It might 
be very well for Congress to consider a proposition made by railroad 
companies, but it is unworthy of Congress to be making propositions 
which we confess by the very act of making that we have no right 
to make and no power to enforce, and which it is for them to say 
whether they shall become laws or not. It is our business to make 
laws, not to propose bargains. Some Senators think the companies 
would accept it, some think they would not. Nobody professes to 
know; we are assured only of delay. I suppose they would accept 
it, as they could save by it forty-five millions which they justly owe 
us, rather than take the chances of the passage of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee’s bill or some other measure which does not suit them. 

Ishall vote to reject both these bills, that introduced by the Senator 
from Arkansas, and the proposition or attempt at a pagan and a 
surrender of our rights as well as the surrender of $45,000,000 con- 
tained in the bill introduced by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MAT- 
THEWS.] I wona: * staud bk we ar even if we 87 lose 
money, than to argaining with corporations upon suc vena 
giving them four months to accept until this Con Spit ye an 
allow another year to run, when the proposition will perhaps have to 
be modified on some point and go over again for another session or 
be stifled in the next short session of three months. We either have 
the right to have our debt secured, or we have not. If we have, we 
1 to secure it; if we have not, let Senators tell the country why. 

propose now, as briefly as I can, to state my construction of the 
rights of the Government and the corporations under the acts of 1862 
and 1864, waiving the question of the power of the Government, as 
such, over quasi-public corporations such as these, and looking at it 
simply as a contract. Congress under peculiar circumstances, which 
I will refer to, gave the lands, loaned the credit, and advanced the 
money of the people to these corporations upon certain specified con- 
ditions, for the accomplishment of certain purposes, chief amon 
which were the following: Thata railway should be 5 
and perpetually maintained by Syl swage, over which the 
Government should have the perpetual right to transport everythin. 
it desired at rates not exceeding what private persons were 5 
to pay for like service, and when necessary should have precedence 
and priority over all others in the use of the roads. Government 
directors were to be opus to keep Congress advised as to all mat- 
ters connected with their management, so that proper steps could be 
taken by such legislation as might be necessary to protect the Gov- 
ernment re a any acts which might tend to thwart this great ob- 
ject. All the property of these corporations was by these acts (sub- 
ject to a prior incumbrance authorized by the act of 1864) mortgaged 
to the United States to secure the repayment of the bonds issued by 
the Government, and the interest thereon. Five per cent. of the net 
earnings and one-half of the charges for Government transportation 
were to be applied to the payment of the interest on the Government 
bonds. And to guard against all contingencies, and to enable the 
Government at any and all times to protect the people inst any 
act or omission of the managers of these roads, which might either 
render it impossible for them to seeure in perpetuity the Government’s 
right of transportation or endanger the ultimate payment of the prin- 
cipal and interest of the bonds, section 22 of the amendatory act of 
July 2, 1864, provided “that Congress may at any time alter, amend, 
or repeal this net.“ That section Was as much a part of the contract— 
and I am willing to regard it as such, in accordance with the prin- 
ciples laid down in the Dartmouth College case—as any other part of 
the contract. 

The stockholders and their boards of directors accepted all the pro- 
visions of the act, received the lands and the Government bonds 
issued, and obtained the money on the first-mortgage bonds under it, 
and agreed in consideration of all these immense benefits that the 
Congress of the United States should have the right at any time to 
alter, amend, or repeal the act. Neither party, of course, knew what 
contingencies TE 5 arise or in what regard the provisions, objects, 
and purposes of the bill might require changes to be made; but it 
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must be apparent that Congress intended, and as trustee for the peo- 
ple whose money and property was being loaned and given away, de- 
manded that the right to so legislate at any time as to protect and 
secure the perpetual use of the roads and the repayment of the bonds 
and interest by such alteration or amendment as the representatives 
of the people in Congress assembled might deem wise and jast should 
be vested in them, and that the companies to, and accepted 
that limitation and condition, without the acceptance of which they 
could not have received any of the benefits, 7 or privileges ob- 
tained by them under the act, especially of 1864. That was not a 
mere act either creating artificial persons or confined to the granting 
of purely corporate rights; it donated millions of acres of the public 
domain; it postponed the prior lien of the Government for over $54,- 
000,000, so as to enable the companies to obtain on a first mortgage 
$54,000,000, which they could not have obtained but for that act, and 
it seems to me when Con made such donations and 2577575 oe 
it would have come far short of its duty as a public trustee if it h 
failed to retain power to so alter and amend the acts by which such 
gifts were made and such burdens imposed on the agg pa of the 
country as to secure to them, by whatever legislation might become 
necessary, the repayment of the money and the enjoyment of the 
privileges which these companies undertook to pay and maintain; and 
it seems to me that it comes with a bad from these companies. 
and their advocates: to 2 that as moderate, considerate, and 
conservative a measure as that proposed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, is either a violation of contracts or in any manner harsh, 
oppressive, or unjust. It is conceded that the corporations will be 
hopelessly insolvent and that the people of the United States will 
be cheated out of the money they have paid for these companies, all 
of which they pledged themselves and their l to any with 
interest, unless steps are taken now torequire them to lay aside a fund 
for that p and not divide out their earnings among the 
stockholders, as they are now doing as though they owed no debts or 
never intended either to pay or provide for them. 

The vice in the ents of gentlemen on the other side consists 
in the assumption that the twenty-second section of the act of 1864 
does not mean what it says. They boldly, clamorously, and, some of 
them, defiantly assert that, although the section expressly provides 
that Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal the act, and 
although the companies accepted it, to it, and acted upon it, 
still they not only have the right to repudiate it now, but have the 
right to use the roads and their earnings for their own private bene- 
fit, in absolute defiance of the Government and the law. If the bill 
of the Judiciary Committee is as flagrant an outrage on their vested 
rights as they would have the Senate believe, the courts of the coun- 
try are open to them, because, when the Attorney-General, under sec- 
tions 10 and 11, seeks by judicial proceedings to enforce its provisions, 
all the rights of the corporations can be protected by judicial decis- 
ions. Weare asked why we do not proceed in the courts now, with- 
out the intervention of Congress. e answer is twofold and either 
is satisfactory: we do not propose to embark in a five years’ law-suit 
with them and allow them to be dividing during all that time millions 
on millions of dollars which, during these years of litigation, ought to 
be deposited for the security of the United States in the Treasury; 
and we do not intend at the suggestion or by the order of the com- 
panies to fail or refuse to enact such laws under the authority reserved 
to amend or alter the existing law as will enable us to present our 
claim before the courts with all the sanction that legislative author- 
ity can give. If that authority is invalid the courts will say so; if 
valid, the wisdom of our action as well as its legality will be vindi- 
cated. I have no doubt as to the right of r to pass the bill; 
indeed, in view of the known facts, it would, looking at them from 
ay stand-point, be an obvious violation of our known duty if we 
failed to do it. I propose to waive all questions of power for the 
1 Spey of this agama and look at it as a contract, and I desire to 
say here that I believe the United States has no more right or con- 
stitutional warrant of authority to violate the obligation of contract 
than States have. I believe with Mr. Madison tha 


Bills of attainder, ex post facto laws, and laws impairing the ob of con- 
tracts are contrary to the first principles of the social compact and to every prin- 
ciple of sound logielation. : 


It never entered into his mind that the Federal Government would 
ever assert any such power, and I regret that the Committee on the 
Judiciary in their report should have intimated the possibility of the 
assertion of such a claim under any circumstances. I am voting for 
their bill, however, and not for any suggestions in their report. I 
would surrender all the bonds and all the interest on them before I 
would secure them by the exercise of authority in violation of the 
obligation of contracts. The grants of power to the Federal Govern- 
ment, though of great tin, Satna were confined to general objects. 
affecting all the people, such as war, coinage, taxation, commerce, and 
the like, and Congress was authorized— 


To make all laws which shall be and hatin fag 
the foregoin powers and all others 8 by this itution 
of the United tates, or in any department or officer thereof. 
There was no authority given anywhere for any department of this. 
Government to violate the obligation of contracts, and that power 
was neither necessary nor proper for carrying into execution any of 
the powers granted. The States took care that there should be ne 


into execution. 
eGovernment 
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mistake as to the limitation of Federal power, by declaring in the 
tenth amendment that— 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohib- 
ited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to the people. 

And they had all agreed that such laws should be prohibited as con- 
trary to the first principles of the social compact and to every prin- 
ciple of sound legislation. 

Madison, in further discussing this proposition and maintain- 

ing the wisdom of it, in the Federalist, No. 45, says: 


The powers del 
are few and d 


the several — 2 Mae —— to all as objects biin i 13 ita of 
affairs, concern the liv: berties, an perties of the e, an 6 internal 
5 of the state. ri 


Mr. President, I have said this much on this subject, although I 
know that the bill of the Judiciary Committee contains nothing and 
the proposition submitted contains nothing which violates the obli- 
gation of contracts ; but I wish to exclude all ibility of a conclu- 
sion that I recognize any such right in the Federal Government in 
its dealin with e citizens or corporations whose Pakis are equal—no, 
not exactly. The private citizen may rightfully do anything which 
the law does not 8 the corporation can only do what it is by 
jaw expressly authorized to do; but in their respective spheres their 
rights are equally pretected. 

he Government can of course by legislation affect all obligations, 
and can make and repeal laws which in their operations enrich or 
ruin citizens and corporations, and no private rights can restrain or 
control such i ener action. We cannot change a tariff or inter- 
nal-revenue bill without having that effect. limitation laws 
change the obligation of contracts in a very important sense, and all 
new remedies do the same thing. The obligation of thousands of 
contracts may be impaired or destroyed by congressional enactments. 
Congress is presumed to look to the public interest and the general 
welfare. The rights and contracts of individuals must be determined 
and controlled by the changes and alterations of law demanded in the 
3 of the law-making power for the welfare of all. Embargoes, 
blockades, non-intercourse acts, to say nothing of the effect of actual 
war, foreign or civil, are familiar illustrations. What I contend is, 
that when this Government makes a contract with any n, nat- 
ural or artificial, and that person performs faithfully his part of the 
contract, the Federal Government has no more right to violate the 
obligation of the contract than a State or an individual has. To 
illustrate: If I contract with the Government to build a custom- 
house at Chicago, a post-oflice at New York, or a court-house at Cin- 
cinnati, and perform the contract on my part faithfully, the Govern- 
ment is bound, by every obligation that can bind a State or a citizen, 
to perform its part of the contract, and it is equally bound by any 
contract it has entered into with the Union Pacific and Central Pa- 
cific Railroad Companies. It will never be released from its just obli- 
ations to either of them by my vote, nor will I even admit that it 
fas the right to be so released, and I shall insist with equal earnest- 
ness that the railroad companies shall not evade nor escape from their 
obligations to comply with their contract to the Government. Of 
course, before rights are vested under any Government contract, a re- 
peal of the law would vacate it, if the repeal took place when the con- 
tract was partially executed. Congress or the Court of Claims would 
adjust the amount due to the citizen. We have no questions of that 
sort here, and Congress, in the charters it granted, in the gifts and 
loans it made to these companies, recognized the fact that it was 
necessary, in order to prevent all misunderstanding as to the rights 
of the parties, to insert into the contract and make a part of it the 
section reserving to Congress, without consulting the companies, the 
right at any time to alter, amend, or repeal the acts making the loans, 
Sonsan the lands, and granting the rights and privileges therein 
rovi for. 
R The decision in the Dartmouth College case had induced several 
States to incorporate into their constitutions provisions prohibit- 
ing the granting of charters to corporations unless the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal them was reserved; it had become a common pro- 
vision in such grants by all the State Legislatures: the courts Mad 
determined the true meaning and effect of such reservations, so that 
neither the States nor the companies were in doubt as to the rights, 
powers, and duties of each under charters containing such reservations 
of porer It is mere folly to contend that such reservations of power 
in Congress or the State Legislatures mean nothing ; that States like 
New York and Ohio were inserting useless and e . e. provisions 
into their State constitutions; that the decisions of the courts, State 
and Federal, sustaining and enforcing e ee acts, exercising 
authority under their power to alter, amend, and repeal charters, are 
mere brutum fulmen, And it is equal folly to contend that the power 
o aes amend, or repeal the act did not mean the act, but only a part 
of the act. 

When the acts of 1°62 and 1564 were passed the full force and effect 
of the rights reserved to and by Congress were thoronghly understood 
‘by Con and the companies, and were of course recognized and 
accepted as part of the contracts, just as much, Mr. President, as if I 


should borrow $10,000 from you and give you a mortgage on my farm 


to secure it, and in the contract between us I further agreed that you 


should have the right, at any time you saw fit to demand it, torequire 
an additional mortgage on my house and lot, or, failing to do so, you 
might rescind the contract and demand your money and interest at 
once, The court would enforce your right to have the additional 
security, or compel me on refusal to pay the money. 

So in the case under consideration Con reserved the right in 
the contract to alter and amend it at any time or to repeal it at pleas- 
ure, with or without reason assigned, and the companies, relying on 
the wisdom and the justice of Con accepted the terms; so that 
there is, as I said, no pretense that we would violate any obligation 
of our contract by passing the bill proposed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It is remarkable principally for the moderation of its 
demands and the care with which the alterations and amendments it 
proposes guard all vested rights and the tenderness it exhibits for the 
interests even of the stockholders or corporators. The corporation is 
made up of stockholders. The directors are their servants and agents. 
They are the contracting parties, the persons with whom we made the 
agreement, and who are bound by the terms of the acts of 1862 and 
1864. Their oniy vested interest is the residuum of the corporate 
3 after all the debts are paid. Yet, as I think, at the risk of 
oss to the United States, the largest creditor, the bill is specially 
careful to give at least three-fourths of the net profits, which we 
might demand to be held as a sinking fund, to the members of the 
corporation for their own use. The only vested right which the stock- 
holders have in all the N of these corporations is, as I said, to 
receive and hold the balance after the debts are paid. Creditors, as 
such, have vested rights which Congress cannot—certainly ought not 
to—interfere with, which this bill protects in every form. The peo- 
ple of the United States have a vested right to the payment of the 
debt and. interest which these corporations owe them, and it is our 
duty to see that that right is protected and secured and to see that 
the rights of other creditors are not put in jeopardy. They were not 
a to the contract, and all the rights acquired by them before 

on exercises its right to alter, amend, or repeal the grants ought 
not, I insist, to be interfered with by any act of Congress. 

It has been here that the power claimed by this bill could 
with equal oe, exercised to divest the first-mortgage bond- 
holders of their priority. It is sufficient answer to say that no such 
power is AREA and I believe the courts would declare the act 
unconstitutional if it was attempted. All rights of third parties 
acquired in good faith under existing laws are sacred, and this bill 
proposes to hold them so; it deals solely with the parties the Govern- 
ment contracted with, the corporators, and requires a portion of what 
they are now appropriating to their own use to be held in reserve for 
the protection of their creditors, and this is called fraud, oppression, 
and monstrous injustice by the zealous advocates of these corpora- 
tions even in the face of their avowals that they do not intend to pay 
these debts, and are preparing to make their avowals good by a divis- 
ion of all their assets in order to be insolyent when the debts fall 
due, with ample means now to secure payment of all they owe. I 
never heard epithets applied before to trustees who were, with- 
out any personal interest, making an honest effort to secure an honest 
debt for an otherwise unprotected and defenseless people from rich 
and profligate debtors who were squandering their estates for the 

ress purpose of avoiding the payment of their just debts. 
confess, in view of the well-known history of these corporations, 
their Credit Mobiliers and construction companies, the false state- 
ments made as to the cost of their roads and the millions of spurious 
stoek on which vast dividends are regularly paid, which represents 
nothing but the fraud that issued it, the withholding of the 5 per 
cent. of net paper: E for many years after they had obtained our 
lands and bonds, and the subterfuges they have continually resorted 
to for the purpose of swindling the tax-payers of the country, from 
whose sweat and toil all these millions have been wrung, and in the 
face of the avowals that they intend to contiuue to take all, and save 
nothing to enable them to pay their debts, that it amazes me and 
alarms me to hear honest and able men in this body insist, and insist 
vehemently, that the effort we are now making to save something 
for the people, and to prevent the consummation of avowed frauds 
and breaches of contract, even when Congress on the very face of the 
contract reserved the power to do so, is a wrong and an outrage on the 
rights of these companies. I have long thought that the day was not 
far distant when the question would Teni to be settled whether the 
railroad co tions controlled Congress or Congress regulated them. 
This will perhaps be a test case; we could not have a better one. If 
they have power to defeat this proposition I see but one remedy left, 
and that is to repeal the charters and distribute the assets. The right 
to repeal cannot well be denied ; it has been too often exercised and 
sanctioned ; we can get something now out of the wreck; we will get 
nothing but corporation domination if we submit to the defeat of this 
bill. The Supreme Court at the present term, in the case of Shields vs. 
The State of Ohio, after 33 fully such legislation as we now 
propose, among other things, said: 
ration is repealed few questions of difficulty can arise, 
1 the property and effects which survive the dissolution 


Where an act of in 
Equity takes charge of 


and administers them as a trust fund primarily for the benefitof creditors. Ifany- 
thing is left,it goes to the stockholders. the executory contracts of the 
defunct corporation are not exti 


Mr. President, Isaid I was not in favor of any harsh measure. Iam 
not. Iwould do these companies no injustice, but they must be made 
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to obey the law, secure their just debts, and submit to the legitimate 
authority of the Government, and I would repeal their charters and 
dissolve their powers and those of all like corporations before they 
should either cheat their creditors or dictate to Con what its 
rights and duties are. I am not going to cite authorities in detail to 
support my views; the books are full of them; you can hardly lay your 
hands on a volume of reports of decisions, State or Federal, in the last 
fifteen years without finding a case sustaining the principles of the 
Judiciary Committee bill. I hold in my hand 15 Wallace Supreme 
Court reports; it contains three decisions from which I will read brief 
extracts; they have all been referred to before in this debate by the 
distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] and other Senators; 
severe of them go much further than we propose to do now. Inthe 
case of Tomlinson vs. Jessup, a railroad corporation was created and 
its charter provided that it should be forever exempted from taxa- 
tion. 

The company organized. The road was built under that provision 
of law, or contract—callit what you will; all its rights were complete 
and vested under that ny Pen ; but the provisions of the State 
constitution were that the Legislature might at any time alter, amend, 
or repeal all charters nted to railroad companies. It was by a 
subsequent act taxed heavily. The case came before the Supreme 
Court of the United States and Mr. Justice Field, delivering the 
opinion, among other things, said: 

Immunity from taxation, constitating in these cases a part of the contract with 
the Governinent, is, by the reservation of power such as is contained in the law of 
1841, subject to bo revoked equally with any other provision of the charter when- 
ever the ture may deem it expedient for the public interests that the revo- 
cation shall be made. The reservation affects the entire relation between the 
State and the corporation and places under legislative control all rights, privileges, 
and immunities, derived by its charter directly from the State. Rights acquired 
by third parties, and which have become vested under the charter, in the legiti- 
mate exercise of its powers, stand SRA different footing; but of such rights it 
is unnecessary to speak here. The 8 only asserts in the present case the power 
.. the soutracts of the corporation with other parties, 
conten: 
or to impair any vested rights thereby acquired, X 

Nor does the bill of the Judiciary Committee. It deals only with 
the corporators. It does not even require them to do anything they 
did not agree to do by the contract, but simply provides that the prop- 
erty they are now taking and applying to their own use shall not be 
squandered but shall be held carefully, properly, and profitably for 
them without charge, so that it may accumulate for their benetit, to 
enable them to pay the debt which they are now seeking to avoid the 
payment of. ; 

The case of Miller rs. The State, 15 Wallace, has been cited over 
and over again. The reserved power it was declared might be exer- 
cised, and to almost any extent, to execute the legitimate purpose of 
the grant or to secure the due administration of its affairs so as to 
protect the rights of its stockholders and of creditors, and for the 

coaer disposition of the assets. In Holyoke Company vs. Lyman, 15 

Wallace, 500, the court holds that— 

The provision of the revised statutes of Massachusetts, chapter 44, section 23, and 
eral statates, chapter 68, section 41, declaring that acts of incorporation shall 
subject to amendment, alteration, or repeal at the pleasure of the Legislatu 

reserves to the Legislature the anthority to make any alteration or pete, comer) 
a charter ted subject to it, which will not defert or substantially impair the 
object of the grant or any rights vested under it, and which the Legislature may 
deem necessary to secure either that object or other public or private rights. 

At the present term of the Supreme Court this question was fairly 
presented in the case of Shields against the State of Ohio. The Lake 
Shore and Michigan Railroad Company refused to obey or conform to 
an act of the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, passed in 1873, 
which provided that railroad companies should not be allowed to 
charge over three cents p mile for passengers traveling on their 
roads over eight miles. fore that law was passed the directors had 
the right by their charter to charge whatever they deemed reasonable, 
and their charges exceeded three cents a mile. The constitution of 
Ohio adopted in 1851 gave the Legislature power to alter and amend 
railroad charters. The court held that the act was a valid and proper 
exercise of legislative power and authority. Justice Swayne, in deliv- 
ering the opinion of the court, said: 

It is u that the franchise here in question w. roperty by 
right, pe ters its sanctity as such foot not be the, o 
Consensus, eit ved It was according to the a ent of the parties. The com- 
pany took the franchise subject expressly to the power of alteration or repeal by 
2 E 8 Assembly. Thero is therefore no ground for just complaint against 

In the case of Pick vs. Chicago and Northwestern Railway, 6 
Bissell’s Reports, 181, Judge Drummond rendered a decision to the 
same effect, the constitution of Wisconsin giving the Legislature the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal charters. I might cite case after 
case from the supreme courts of the various States sustaining acts of 
their Legislatures altering, amending, and repealing all sorts of char- 
ters, under powers precisely analogous to those reserved by Congress 
in the acts of 1862 and 1864, in its grants to these companies, but I 
will not detain the Senate by doing so. 

Pierce on the Law of Railways, page 36, states the principle thus: 

The pone to amend, alter, or repeal the charter may be reserved by the Legis- 
lature xe provision to that effect inserted therein, or in a general law declared 
applicable to all acts of in ration afterward passed ; and the right of the Legis- 
Jature to alter or 1 the c! r is thus made a part of thecontract. The char- 


ter of the compan by such a reservation, subject to any reasonable amendment 
or alteration which the ture may make, and any reasonable additional obli- 


gations may be imposed on the company. Thus, it may be required by virtue of 


such reservation to abandon the use of steam-power in propelling its cars through 
cities, or to raise or lower highways where its track crosses Che; when directed 
by the municipal authorities. The Legislature under this power may increase the 
liability of the stockholders, who will not ethic Say exonerated from liability on 
their subscriptions for stock. The subscriber been held not to be released 
where the Legislature, in pursuance of sucha granted tothe company 
the power to change its route. There being a general statute of Missouri reserv- 
ing the power to alter or amend acts of incorporation, an act of its Legislature 
making companies 3 incorporated liable to laborers employed by con- 
tractors for the work done by them on their roads has been held constitutional. 

The principle is, that where a contract is made (placing the right 
on the broadest terms of contract) and the Legislature reserves the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal the act, that is as much a part of the 
contract, as Judge Swayne said in the case of Shields vs. Ohio, as any 
other part of it. Consensus facit jus. “You agreed to it; you ac- 
quired rights under it; you gave us the authority to change it; you 
cannot say that the Legislature had no power to change it.“ 

The ultimate right to determine the constitutionality of all acts is 
vested in the courts. The bill we seek to pass provides for that; the 
Attorney-General is required to enforce our rights by judicial author- 
ity, and the Copane can be fully heard. In view of the well-set- 
tled principles I have read, they do not want to go there under the 
proposed law; hence this struggle. 

Mr. President, the bill which seems to shock the advocates of these 
companies is in full accord with the object and spirit of all legislation. 
One of the objects for which Congress convenes and for which Legis- 
latures assemble is by appropriate acts to so alter and amend exist- 
ing laws as to enable creditors to secure the payment of their just 
debts from dishonest debtors. New laws are enacted to that end 
every day. All the legislation which authorizes the seizure of the 
property of absconding debtors, of men who either have conveyed or 
are about to dispose of their property with the purpose or effect of 
hindering and delaying their creditors, are of recent origin. They 
apply equally whether the debts are due or not due. Attachment for 
rent not due is a familiar case. It is not many years since choses in 
action could be reached by legal process. In short, remedial legisla- 
tion has to keep pace with the ingenuity of dishonest men, and rem- 
edies adequate and commensurate must be furnished by amendin 
the laws. Every Pens must be protected or it is of no value, an 
punishment must follow violations of law or the law is useless. 

We are told that there is no actual default by these companies and 
therefore we have no right in equity to proceed against them. Grant 
that to be the present state of the law as claimed by the Senator from 
Georgia, and it only proves the imperative necessity of the p: 
of the law we propose in order to furnish a much-needed remedy in 
such a case as this. There can be none of the hardships so loudly 
complained of in protecting the rights of honest creditors. When the 
history of these corporations is considered and the bad faith they have 
kept with this peuple ever since their organization is considered, the 
treatment they have received at the hands of Congress has been leni- 
ent and forbearing in the extreme. 

In 1868 and 1 when the Credit Mobilier developments were 
brought before Congress and such a state of things as was shown in 
the Poland and Wilson reports was proved to be the undoubted fact, 
would any man have denied that Congress had the undoubted right 
to say “ we will absolutely repeal this charter because of the shock- 
ing dishonesty of the corporators and their agents ; we granted it for 
a great purpose; we intended it to be organized and conducted hon- 
estly and in good faith to secure these great ends; you have pr 
verted all the objects of it and are seeking to rob the pepis whese 
money is your capital; true you have built the road, but you have 
issued over $36,000,000 of stock to men who are not entitled to more 
than a third, if to any of it; you are dividing the profits of the road 
among them when they have no right to them and are by giving ont 
false obligations destroying our cecurity ; you are seeking to corrupt 
Congress; the very fountains of justice are being polluted by you; 
you are unfit depositaries of a trust of this kind and we will re 
it.“ Is there a court in the country that would have questioned the 
right to doit? I answer, not one. 

I know of no higher evidence that onaran does not intend to deal 
harshly with these corporations than the fact thatit has dealt so 
mercifully with them in the past; the fact that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee bill is so careful to do nothing which can by possibility be 
tortured into a su tion that they are being oppressed is the 
strongest evidence that this Congress does not intend to do anythin 
harsh or oppressive ; I confess under such circumstances I regard it 
as impertinent for them to come here and insist that we are violat- 
ing the obligation of contracts by changing the law in order to pre- 
vent them from stealing our money; of course we are changing the 
law because swindling corporations have settled upon a plan to cir- 
cumvent the law as it now stands, so as to rob all their creditors 
and defeat the objects of the Government in the grants, gifts, and 
loans made to them. We (I mean of course Con ) assumed at 
first that they would act honestly, and so trusted . but took the 
precaution to guard against dishonest conduct by reservin g the power 
to alter, amend, or renei the contracts as events might develop the 
necessity for such action. 

The time for paom action has come, if Congress does not intend 
to surrender all the rights of the people. These men almost avow 
that they intend to violate their contract and destroy the vested rights 
of this people to the extent of $122,000,000, a sum larger than was 
spent for the support of this Government from 1789 to 1812; and we 
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as trustees forthe people would be co-conspirators with them if we 
did notso ange the law as toprevent the consummation of this fraud 


on the rights of the tax-payers of this country whose money and prop- 
erty they have obtained, and whose e avow they intend to 
use for their own p and never pay back a dollar of. Shall we 
stand with our arms folded and see all these great wrongs perpetrated? 
I trust we are not yet such abject slaves of these railroad kings. 

It was said by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Marruews] the other 
day that by the act of 1873 we had guen up all our power to amend 
or repeal former acts, and had thus lost our rights. hen the decis- 
ion in 1 Otto was read, it showed conclusively by the emphatic lan- 

e used in the decision of the court that no such idea was ever 
thought of, but that the reverse was true, and he had to abandon that 
ition. o distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] the 
other day, to the amazement of everybody, insisted that the act of 1871 
2 payment of the one-half transportation was a re-enactment 
again of the act of 1864, without the reservation contained therein, 
and therefore the power to alter and amend no longer existed. It 
was a strange straining for help to support a bad cause. 

There are Senators on this floor who were here at the time that act 
was passed. I have the RECORD lying before me and have examined 
the debate then had. The proviso “that this section shall not be 
construed to affect the legal rights of the Government or the obliga- 
tions of the companies, except as herein specifically provided” was 
inserted at the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, Mr. Sherman, to 

revent the possibility of such a constructién being given to the act. 

he companies came before us pleading that shoy were struggling to 
make a start, that they were poor, that they would be greatly embar- 
rassed if the money was withheld, and that the great objects to pro- 
mote which we had given them the ts and gifts and loaned our 
credit would be endangered, if not lost, unless they were relieved. 
Attorney-General Akerman had decided against their right; not very 
high anthority with me, I confess. Some very distinguished lawyers 
in the Senate and in the other House had taken the same position ; 
but the Judiciary Committee, on resolutions submitted to them for 
ascertaining simply what were the rights of the companies under 
existing laws, through Mr. Carpenter made a report, and an able one, 
stating that in their opinion, under the law as it then stood, the com- 
panies had the right to have the money paid over to them; and Con- 
gress passed a law ordering it to be so paid, and that is all there 
was of it. The Recorp shows it; the reports of the committees show 
it; the debates in both Houses show it. It stands on the face of the 
actself-apparent. Therefore my astonishment at the position of the 
Senator from Georgia in answer to the Senator from Tennessee, which 
was as follows: 


Mr. Baizy. Will the Senator t out in what particular the act of 1871 al 
ene e wen 


I haye tried to avoid pong ie any discussion of this question 
beyond what was required by the facts in the case, and I have tried 
to of it as if it was a question of contract and nong else. 
I have no ill-will against these corporations. As I said, I would not, 
no matter what they had done in the past, injure them or diminish 
their usefulness in the future. When they undertook the building 
of these roads there was a great public necessity for the work. The 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the opinion in the case in 
1 Otto, states it very well; but it might have said much more, and 
might have shown that the purposes and objects of Congress gave 
corporations quite as much of a public as of a private charac- 
ter. Military and post roads and post-offices had to be established 
and maintained across the continent, communication had to be kept 
up with the then distant States on the Pacific, and our commerce on 
that great ocean was at the mercy of foreign powers. Many of the 
rivileges granted, gifts and loans made, could not perhaps be justi- 
ed now, and may have been even then a strain upon constitutional 
power, but the position was as anomalous as the powers and praa 
were extraordinary; and the condition of things must be considered 
when the action is criticised. War was i e a t civil war, 
which looked to the dismemberment of the Republic. The leading 
commercial nations of the world, envious of our growing greatness, 
were looking on, and without genuine sympathy for either side were 
glad to see the work of destruction progressing. 

Great Britain, with the selfishness and far-seeing sagacity which 
has always characterized her and which bas made her what she is, 
was appropriating to herself the ocean commerce of the world. We 
had up to 1861 been her most formidable rival. Before 1864 she had 
succeeded in obtaining almost complete control of the North and South 
Atlantic, the Mediterranean, and the Indian Oceans. She was consoli- 
dating and SPORENE her power in India, excluding all 1 b 
obtaining or coerc ig exclusive rights to build rai throng. 
Turkey and Tama Dyah valley of the Euphrates; she stood pre- 

ared and has suc in securing control of the isthmus of duez 
anal; she had then and now, I believe, every coaling station on both 
sides of the coast of South America by treaty with those powers, so 
that neither we nor any other nation could without her consent sail 
a steamship from our Atlantic or Gulf ports to our possessions on the 


Pacific Ocean, far less maintain either a fleet or a commercial marine 
there. The apprehension of English statesmen that we would reach 
and control the commerce of China, Japan, and Eastern Asia, and 
the great islands of the Pacific from our western coast was the main 
rea oy her desire to see our commercial greatness and unity de- 
stroy 

She had no genuine 
in our great struggle. 
ing those years in building railroads in India, nor of her gigantic 
efforts there, in Abyssinia, and elsewhere to produce cotton and thus 
become independent of us in obtaining the great staple upon which 
her manufacturers depended; nor need I show how like a great spider 
she had extended her web to catch all the prey that was afloat in the 
world. She had Halifax on one side of us and Bermuda on the other; 
with Gibraltar and Malta she owned the Mediterranean; with St. 
Helena, the Cape of Good Hope, and the Mauritius she controlled the 
South Atlantic and the Indian oceans, and the mouth of the Bosporus 
and the Baltic were sealed up by her and her retainers, If we re- 
mained united and our Pacific coast was open to our use her lucra- 
tive trade with Eastern Asia was in danger in its only vulnerable 
point, and it was about all we could surely look to in the near future 
for which to compete on a large scale. 

Other nations were adding to our embarrassments. France, in de- 
fiance of our much vaunted Monroe doctrine, had sent great armies 
to Mexico and sought to establish an empire there; in short, it was 
painfully apparent that unless we su ed in building and main- 
taining a transcontinental railway through our own territory beyond 
the reach of British ships not only was all trade and commerce on 
the Pacific Ocean an impossibility without her consent, but all the 
great States and Territories west of the Rocky Mountains were not 
only left without the protection they were entitled to demand, but 


pathy outside of interest with either side 
need not tell of the millions she spent dur- 


they could at any time, if so disposed, defy Federal power and au- 
thority. Therefore, looking at the whole question as it ap in 
racter, 


1862 and 1864, these enterprises partook largely of a public c 
and as such were expected to be under the control of the Govern- 
ment for all its purposes, and subject to its orders. That may have 
induced the granting of such vast powers under these extraordinary 
cirenmstances. But I do not care to inquire into any of the acts then 
done, nor do I inguire what rights the Government may have under 
and by virtue of “s paramount and sovereign authority over such 
military and postal highways; it is enough for my purposes to show 
that the right to alter, amend, and repeal the acts at pleasure was 
expressly reserved to Congress in the face of the S e the right 
merely to repeal, alter, or amend the chartered rights, strictly speak- 
ing, but the language is the right “to alter, amend, or re this 
act,” the whole act, and every provision of it—to take back anything 
that was misman , misapplied, or misappropriated. The com- 
panies agreed that might be done, took these rights, and accepted 
wee sain that distinct understanding and agreement nominated in 

e bon 

It seems to me there can be no doubt about that. It has been ar- 
gued that we acquired great benefits from these roads. We did. It 
was a regal undertaking, and we paid for it with princely liberality. 
Independent of the postponement of our vast debt to a private debt 
of $54,000,000 we gave them, as the Judiciary Committee show in 
their report, coal lands alone, as their directors say, larger than all 
the ant ite-coal fields of Pennsylyania—coal that hey can now 
obtain in inexhaustible quantities and put upon the road at gl. 295 a ton, 
and they are doing it, as our directors 3 shows. We gave them 
twenty-one million one hundred thousand acres of land, or over thirty- 
three thousand square miles—more territory than is contained in the 
six States of Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Connecti- 
cut, New Jersey, and Delaware, all of the vast domain being within ten 
miles of a great transcontinental line of railroad—more, I repeat, 
than six States represented by twelve Senators on this floor; and if 
these railroads are allowed now to defy our power they will perhaps 
in a few years have more than twelve Senators themselves. It issug- 
gested to me by my friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN ] 
that we gave them the right to all the material they wanted off the 
public lands and the right of way besides. Therefore I say we have 
paid, independent of the debt we seek to secure, for 33 these 
corporations have done, and paid for it most lavishly. Perhaps our 
gifts in lands and other 27 72 are worth 8100, 000, 000. As the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] now suggests to me, the 
territory is an empire of itself; and surely they ought to be required, 
when they solemnly covenanted to pay their debt to us, to so use their 
means as to make it reasonably certain that they will do so. 

Complaint is made that we require them to pay the money for the 
sinking fund into the Treasury of the United States, the Treasury 
of the creditor. It is their Treasury as well as our Treasury. This 
Government is a representative Government, and these corporations 
and their individual corporators are as much part of it as any mem- 
ber of the Senate or House. Long before these bonds mature every 
member of the Senate will perhaps have passed away, from this place 
at least. Other men will be here, but they will only be the repre- 
sentatives and trustees of the ple, the representatives of the tax- 
peram as we are; and the 8 of the United States is the 


ury of all of us. Can there be any other place as safe? Will 
the corporations themselves ask to be allowed to hold it? Nobody 
would suggest that. Can a better place be suggested? Will not the 


1878. 


fund be held sacredly? If it is invested in the bonds of the United 
States and the interest is compounded as rapidly as it is collected, so 
as to realize a sum equal to the interest we are now paying, how can 
they object if they intend to be honest? All they are entitled to is 
the 8 property and its profits after the debts are paid; they 
knew that when they took the stock. This will be a fund accumu- 
lated for the purpose of paying those very debts so as to increase the 
value of their property. But it seems as though these directors do 
not desire that the pro should increase in value, do not intend 
that it should be kept up in perpetuity, but that they shall, when 
these debts fall due, have the power to force its sale and buy it in for 
perhaps the first-mortgage debt or less, knowing that we will never 
consent to run the roads ourselves, that nobody will ever pay our 
debt, and that there will be no fear of the men who now own the 
Arer morigage bonds combining against them, as they will take care 
to be the holders of them. 

Mr. President, I have said all I desire and more than I intended to 
say on that subject. I know and fear the power of these great railroad 
. und my 3 were increased by the speech 
made the other day by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MER- 
RIMON] whose cool judgment and judicial training seldom allows 
him to nse severe language. Among other things he said: 

Mr. President, I do not hesitate to declare my conviction that one of the great, 
rising public dangers in this country now is the undue, ever-increasing power and in- 
fluence of corporations over the material, moral, and social interests of the people. 

This subject ought to attract a large share of public attention and en the 
serious consideration of sy legislative body. I do not underrate the advan- 
tages and benefits, public and private, of railroad corporations. I ize them. 
Jam not hostile to them. I would not, I will not hesitate to protect them in all 
their just rights, but I see and know and appreciate the high importance of keep- 
ing them well guarded by proper legislation and in subo: tion to government. 
They have capacities for evil as well as good. They are close to the people 
and affect them mai in almost all the relations of life. Much the greater 
part of the evils to which I have made reference have been the fruits of the vicious 
yona of railroad corporations and their agents. Every intelligent observer 

ws that they have in large measure dominated the industries, the trade, the 
travel, the commerce, the legislation, the public men, and tho press of this country. 
Not infrequently they have debauched members of Congress and members of Sta 
Legislatures; they have ly subsidized numbers of powerful newspapers ; 
they have set up and pulled down public men; 8 walked boldly and inso- 
Jendly into the Halls of Con and undertaken to dictate measures of legislation. 
Nay, sir, if one may trust w! 


he reads almost daily in the newspapers and hears 


on every hand, theiragents and lobbyists throng the corridors and lobbies, and 
pied’ months, of Capitol, in reference to the very measures now under con- 
on. 


Sir, are these things true? Are they 9 true? Alas, they are too 
true! The mind sickens with seo at the thought of them! The recital of 
them must fill every honest man with indignation, 


That is a terrible arraignment. My apprehension is, it is only too 
true. 

In my judgment, those corporations believe that they are almost 
omnipotent, and they are gathering around these corridors and in our 
galleries and lobbies everywhere, believing that they can convince 
all men that they have power to make and unmake Senators and 
Representatives; a large and influential portion of the press belongs 
to them, and they are now insolently demanding that they shall not 
be required to secure any of the sees debt, but shall be allowed 
si go on and use the roads, with o profits of them, for their own 

nefit. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] said truly the other day 
that the time perhaps had come when it was to be determined who 
were the PETEA: age the poopie or the corporations; and he expressed 
great faith in the power of an awakened people. I say to him and 
to the Senate that the fact is being TADY developed that the people 
of this country intend to rise above all corporations and assert their 
rights against and their power over them; and the public man who 
thinks that any ration, however rich or powerful, is going to 
control this body, and put down this people and sustains them in their 
efforts to do so, will be snuffed out like a candle, and he ought to be, 
We are the trustees of the people, and it is our solemn and sworn 
duty to protect their rights against all the combinations of wealth 
and power, and when a constitutional, honest, fair measure is devised 
and presented, whereby we can protect them and do no injustice to 
anybody, it behooves us, if we intend to be true to ourselves and true 
to IDe gress trusts we represent, to see to it that they are protected. 
Believing that the Committee on the Judiciary have accomplished 
that purpose in an entirely proper and judicious way, I shall take 
great pleasure in supporting their bill. 

Mr. COKE. 2 President, T ask that Senate bill No. 104 amending 
section 1661, title 16, (The Militia,) of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be now taken up for consideration. That bill was made 
the special order for ITED 

The PRESIDING OFFI (Mr. RoLLINS in the chair.) The Sen- 
ator from Texas asks that the bill at present under consideration be 
informally laid aside and that Senate bill 104 be now taken up for 
consideration, 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to laying aside 
informally the rat bill and taking up Senate bill No. 104 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I neve that will not be done. I have a few 
words to say on this bill, and may as well take this opportunity as 
put it off And prolong the discussion until to-morrow. 

The P ING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan claims 
the floor on the pending bill. 

Mr. COKE. Of course I give way. 
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Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I wish to reply very briefly to 
the argument of my friend the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. ] upon 
the question or power involved in the bill from the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, so far as I think it important that a reply should be e. I shall 


be very brief. If the premises upon which he reared his ent 
be correct, I grant that his argument was an able one; and whether, 
upon that hypothesis, I would agree with him in his eonclusions, I 
shall not now stop to inquire. My effort will be to show that he is 
mistaken in his premises, and that these have no foundation in fact 
orlaw. And if I show this, I may spare myself the trouble of prov- 
ing what all will at once admit, that all logical conclusions drawn 
from such false premises must themselves be as false. 

The Senator, after some preliminary remarks, lays down four prop- 
ositions as the basis of his argument, which I will read: 


First, by the act of 1862, Con created a corporate being, a body-politic, and 
named it the Union Pacific e eee * * 

Second, 2955 sonnets bots „ thus Tonina; Sppe endowed bo eo 
powers, p eges, and franchises usually gran corporations, an 
authorized and empowered it “to lay out, locate, pthc furnish, maintain, 221 
Suey cs bie nat ee railroad and telegraph, with the appurtenances,” between des- 

al 

Third to this being, thus created and endowed, the Con; also granted cer- 
tain privil such as the right of way through the public lands without compen- 
sation and through other lands with compensation, and also certain property, and 
8 alternate sections of the public lands amounting to several millions of 
acres. All these rights, powers, privileges, and gana were granted, without 
money and without peaks by the sovereign grace and faver to the child thus born 
of the sovercign’s loins. 

Fourth—and I ask the Senate to mark the difference—after thus creating this 
corporate being and after thus clothing it with powers and with authority to con- 
tract and be contracted with, the Congress i proposed to authorize 
contract with it in behalf of the United States. The Congress deemed 
constraction of a railroad to the Pacific Ocean would be a great benefit to the Gov- 
ernment in the way of saving in transportation, would greatly increase the wealth 
and power of the People, and perhaps maintain the integrity of the Union. To 
enable the Union fic Railroad Company to construct, equip, and maintain its 
ee ee telegraph Tine D the Pacific On. 

make it a loan in bonds, &. 


Now, I wish to call attention to this point: looking at the Senator's 
language alone, the idea conveyed in these several propositions is that 
Con, first created, had actually completed the creation of the rail- 
road company, before these various powers, franchises, privileges, and 
properties were conferred upon it. I should not have thought that 
such could be the meaning of the Senator, had he not, in answer toa 
question of the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EDMUNDS, | used this lan- 
guage: 

If there had been nothing done but to pass the acts, there would have been cor- 
porations created ; VVV 
PS cea ane ten yr Perera bec re he peg bats parte Peng ahem Eig ede acts 
had R passed andif nothing else had been done, would there have been any con- 

Here the idea is distinctly carried out that the simple passage of 
the act created the corporation. 

Mr. HILL. Of course the Senator will understand that that in- 


cluded the NS of the company, of course. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I should infer not from the used, 
Mr. HILL. In the subsequent colloquy with the Senator Ver- 


mont, I distinctly said so. Of caurse Iadmit you cannot force a fran- 
chise on anybody. The o zation of the corporation is one thing. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator himself clearly distinguishes 
between the acceptance and the charter merely; and the language, 
as he used it, clearly shows his idea that the corporation was created 
by the act without an acceptance. 
Mr. HILL. Oh, no. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I will read it again in order to see what it is: 
If there had been nothing done but to pass the acts, beget par eee 


d privileges, 
Tha ants bad beer TAA and if nothing else had been done, 


Certainly not withont acceptance. And the Senator continues to 
follow out that idea. I may have misapprehended the real —s 
of the Senator; but one thing is clear, he does endeavor to establi 
the idea that this corporation was complete before there was any 
contract for loan. So much is clear, and all the rest of the reasoning 
is in accordance with that proposition. But, as the Senator now dis- 
claims any idea that a corporation can be created without acceptance, 
I will omit what I had proposed to say upon that point. 

Mr. HILL. I think in the colloquy with the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. THURMAN] he made the remark, “You cannot force franchises 
on anybody,” and I said “of course.” All Imean is that the 
tion is created by the prerogative power, of course by the acceptance 
of the Nerves without any intervention of executive agency. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN C. Precisely; and that is exactly what I said ; 
and so we agree upon that. 

Mr. HILL. But the passage of the act, and its acceptance by the 
corporation, does not make the contract, so far as the loan is con- 
cerned; it makes the contract of franchise, but does not perfect the 
contract of loan; and without subsequent acts, and without actual 
contract, and without intervention by the executive department of 
the Government, the contract of loan would amount to nothing. It 
would be a mere proposition. That is what I meant to say. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I will omit, then, what I had proposed to say 
in reference to that point, because I see that the Senator disclaims 
the meaning that I ought clearly derivable from the language. 
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But all the provisions, as well those in reference to the creation of 
the corporations and those giving the rights, powers, and franchises, 
as those agreeing to make the loan mentioned in the Senator’s fourth 
proposition, are all contained in one and the same act, and all took 
effect together as an entire act, at one and the same time upon the 
acceptance by the corporations. 

Mr. HILL. Now, I want to call the attention of the Senator to a 
clause in my remarks, so that this matter may be put perfectly right. 

Mr. C STIANCY. I will take the Senators word for that. I 
make no question about it. 

Mr. L. But if the Senator will allow me I wish simply to read 
a clause. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] said to me: 

They did not take effect until the company accepted them, for you cannot force a 
grant on anybody. 

That is in relation to the franchises. 


Therefore, it required two to make those franchises come into being, just as much 
me uired two to make this loan come into existence. 


In reply— 
Mr. Hint. And the point is that it requires more than two to give effect to this 
on for the loan. My point is that the corporation is created and the fran- 
c conferred by the act of sear bina of course by consent of the other party, 
and that no executive agency intervened for any purpose that it becomes com 
in the parties by the passage of the act. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I see now what the Senator means. The 
Senator’s fourth proposition conveys the idea that after the creation 
of the corporation had beeome complete and perfect Congress author- 
ized it to contract and be contracted with, and now notice the change 
of idea to meet the argument he was about to make, ‘ Congress,” 
he says, “pro; to authorize a contract with it in behalf of the 
United States.” “Congress proposed to make it a loan in bonds,” 
Ce. He then . to put himself upon the ground, not that the 
provisions of the fifth section, in reference to the loan, created an ac- 
tual contract to make the loan even by the acceptance of the com- 

any, but that it only authorized a loan to be made by the executive 
e of the Government; and that it was the issuing of the 
bonds to the company which created the contract of loan, and not the 
provisions of the fifth section when that became operative by accept- 
=, That I believe I state correctly. If not, I will yield to be set 
ri 
HILL. Ihave not observed any error of statement. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator thus makes this entire matter 
of the loan a kind of detached lever, a separate, independent, and 
subsequent contract, not contained in the act of Congress, which he 
calls only a power of attorney to make the contract. He thus seeks 
to take this matter of loan entirely out of the act. It is not, accord- 
ing to this, one of the terms or stipulations of an entire contract cre- 
ated by the act and its acceptance, and of course, if this view be cor- 
rect, it did not constitute a 1 part or consideration of that 
entire contract, nor any part of it, and the rest of the act would be 
just as valid a contract with the provision left out, which he calls a 
mere authority to make a contract. 1t would not be very ay sole 
to either party to the contract created by the act, it is true. For if a 
mere authority to the executive department to make a contract, then 
that department might refuse to make it, But let us see if the merel, 
issuing of the bonds, and handing these over to the pampay consti- 
tuted the contract of loan. It is essential to the contract of loan that 
there should be a stipulation to repay in some manner. Where would, 
this be, if the mere issuing of the bonds constituted the contract? 
There was no such stipulation in the bonds issued by the Government, 
of course. Was there, upon the issue of the bonds, an ut taken 
back from the company to pay, and providing how and when pay- 
ment should be made? Certainly not. Every one must at once see 
that both the ent of the Government and obligation to make 
the loan, and that of the company to aypay it, and all the terms of the 
whole matter, were fixed and settled by the act and its acceptance ; 
that these ments and terms are to be found nowhere alaa, and 
that they constitute the entire contract in reference to the loan. 
This might be illustrated in a t many ways, but it is unneces- 
sary. Is it not perfectly manifest, that what the Senator terms the 
contract made by the executive department under the act of Con- 

as a mere power of attorney, consists of nothing more or less 
than executive acts in the execution and performance of the real 
contract created by the act and its acce ce—acts which the exec- 
utive department was not merely auth , but commanded, to per- 
form in the execution and performance of that contract? To render 
all this clear I here read the fifth section of the act of 1862; of course 
I need not here speak of the act of 1864, which in no manner alters 


the argument: 

That for the purposes herein mentioned the ee ere 
upon the certificate in writing of said commissioners of the completion inip 
ment of forty consecutivo of said railroad and telegraph in accordance wi 
tho sions of this act, issue to said company the United States of 
$1,000 each, payable in thirty years after date, bearing 6 per cent. per annum inter- 
est, (said payable semi-annually,) which i eb a may be paid in United 
States notes or aiy States 
have or shall declare lawf: 


other money or currency which the United 

l money and a legal tender to the amount of sixteen of 
said bonds per mile for such section of forty miles; and to secure the repayment to. 
the United States, as hereinafter provided, of the amonnt of said bonds so issued 
and delivered to said compen , together with all the interest thereon which shall 
have . ted ‘States, tho issue of said bonds and delivery to the 
core gest j tpso facto constitute a first mort. on the whole line of the rail- 
road and telegraph, together with the rolling-stock, fixtures, and property of every 


kind and description, and in consideration of which said bonds may be issued; 
and on the refusal or failure of the said company to redeem said bonds, or any part 
of them, when required so to do by the Sec: of the in accordance 
with the provisions of this act, the said road, with all the ri tions, immu- 
nities, and ap ces thereunto belonging, and also lands granted to the 
said company by the United States, which, at the time of said default, shall remain 
in the ownership of the said company, may be taken ion of by the Seeretary 
ofthe Treasury for the use and benefit of the United States: Provided, This sec- 
tion shall not apply to that part of any road now 

The Senator seemed to find something which he thought strength- 
ened his argument in the provision, that the issuing and delivering of 
the bonds should, “ipso facto,” constitute a first mortgage. But this 
is only providing for the execution of the contract and what effect its 
execution in this particular should have by way of security. And 
what, let me ask, but this section and the acceptance of the act by 
the company, gaye the effect of a mortgage to the issue and delivery 
of the bonds? Not, certainly, any contract made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury when he delivered the bonds in execution of the agree- 
ment. 

If the Senator had taken the ground, that the issue and delivery 
of the bonds carried the contract into effect, pro tanto, and claimed 
that the right to the loan, on the terms mentioned in the act, had 
become a vested “phe I could at least have comprehended the drift 
of his argument, w ether I should agree with him or not. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will allow me just a moment to show that 
he is arguing a point about which there is no controversy between us. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I hope the Senator will allow me to proceed. 

Mr. HILL. I never pretended that the acts of the executive de- 
partment alone created a contract or constituted a contract, but I 
went on to show that there could be no contract withont these acts 
bee, I ask the Senator to just allow me to read from my 
remarks. 


Tt was the act of the party under the ju ent and udication of the oxecu- 
g very of the bond in co: 


tive de: ent and the issue and the di mpliance with 
the au ty of Congress to make the contract that created the oblig 


gations and 
the rights, 

That is what you call vested rights. That is precisely what I 
mean. 

That is the point. Congress gives the authority to make the contracts, I 
that without authority— beer od vette 

I call the attention of the Senator to this 

I grant that without the authority the contracts cannot be made, but equally 
the authority without the other acts makes no contract. Legislation only author- 
ized the contracts to be made, &. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Undoubtedly ; but he calls the act a prop- 
osition only, though accepted. 

Mr. HILL. I say it takes all these acts to complete the contract. 
It takes the authority from Congress, it takes the act of the party, 
not only to accept but to comply with the terms, and it takes the 
act of the executive department, all to make the contract. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator pleases, it took the acts of 
the executive department to execute the contract which Congress 
had made by the act and the company had made by its acceptance. 
That is all the answer I wish to make to the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. The executive department executes the authority 
which the act gives; it does not execute the contract. 

Mr. CHRIS CY. Yes; and that was executing the contract. 
The . the companies the right on certain conditions, 
when they done certain things, to demand those bonds, and the 
bonds were given in performance of the contract. That is all there 
is of that point. 

Mr. „It was the ‘ormance of the authority that the act 
bestowed upon the executive department. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CY. It was not, however, the contract, as the Sen- 
ator’s speech clearly indicated. But on this question of vested righ 
the field of inquiry, just what has and what not become a vesi 
right, is a very broad one, and the landmarks are not so accurately 
défined as to put an end to all questions which may arise. The in- 
stances I gave, in my argument a few days 15 hsb merely exam- 


ples about which there could be no dispute. d not then and do 
not now insist that there may not be rights vested, growing out of 
the contract, besides the right to tangible pro) and especially as 


between the Government, on the one side, an persons on the 
other, who have dealt with the company before any amendment made 
in the acts. 

It is not even necessary in this case to claim that, after these com- 
panies had received these bonds in part execution of the contract, 
and while they remained in the hands of the companies, Congress 
could, by an amendment, require the bonds to be given back, much 
less that the present owners of the bonds who have purchased them 
before am ents could be denied, by amendment, the benefit of 
their first mortgage or their rights be made subject to those of the 
Government. 

If the Senator wishes to push my ar; ent to that extent, I am 
not rial geoege for the argument by which he attempts it. I did 
not and do not push it to that extent here, nor shall I enter into 
any controversy upon such an attempted extension of the . 
I have endeavored to Jay dawn, It is sufficient for me to show that 
we have power to do what is proposed to be done by the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee; which i not to take back the bonds which 
have been issued, nor to require the company tọ pay them one day 
earlier than required by the contract: but, under the power, at any 
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time, to alter, amend, or repeal these acts, subject to which and con- 
ditional upon which every provision and every right stipulated in 
the contract was given and accepted, the power only to compel these 
children of the “ sovereign’s loins,” holding their existence or rights 
upon this condition, and for great public as well as private purposes, 
to conduct their affairs as well with reference to the public as to 
their private interests, as well with reference to the interests of cred- 
itors as to their own interests. In short, according to the dictates of 
honesty and prudence, upon such honest business principles as other 
great corporate enterprises of this kind are conducted by honest and 
prudent men, by beginning in time to make 79 for the pay- 
ment of their debts when they shall become due, instead of putting 
the entire income of this great enterprise into their own pockets, 
leaving nothing to pay their debts when due ; and this too, when, by 
their confession, if the business shall continue to be carried on in this 
way until the Government and first-mortgage bonds become due, 
the property will be worth less than their debts. 

But, coming back now to the matter of this loan, I think I have 
sufficiently shown that the whole contract in reference to it (if it be a 
contract at all, which for the sake of the argument I admit the whole 
of the act to be) was and is contained in the act of 186? as amended 
by that of 1864. The Senator has treated the matter of the loan as a 
separate and independent contract, in some way, I suppose, growing 
out of the statute contract. Mr. President, there are, I believe, cer- 
tain animals of an inferior order, or animalcula, consisting of several 
sections, and having the power, by a kind of self-scission, of propa- 
gating or cutting themselves up into as many separate and indepen- 

ent animals as there are sections. 

And the Senator seems to me to have mistaken the entire contract 
created by the act and its acceptance, and com of many provis- 
ions, for a creation somewhat of that kind, with the power of propa- 
getin g independent contracts in the same manner. I propose to show 

im that it is a being of an entirely different kind, an organism more 
complex and more highly differentiated, to use the language of Her- 
bert Spencer, both as to organs and functions; and, however numer- 
ous the sections, they are all but organs or parts of one whole, and 
incapable of separate and independent existence; that the matter of 
the loan is one of a great number of stipulations in a single contract 
in the entire contract created by the acts and their acceptance, and 
taking effect at the same time and with, and only as a part of, the 
entire contract in reference to this t enterprise; that it never 
did and never can stand alone as an independent contract. And to 
prove this it is only necessary to state what will be at once apparent 
to every one who looks at these acts, which are to be treated as the 
contract, (if there be any,) and it will at once be seen that, after the 
provisions providing for incorporation and its general nature and 
purposes, fhe whole act is made up of a great number of provisio 
pori of them evidently intended to secure the interest of the Uni 

tates, and the others for the benefit of the company ; the one set of 
stipulations being the inducement or consideration for the other. 

that, as in most other contracts, every stipulation has a bearing 
upon every other; and we are pitt ogre to presume that the assent 
of both parties to the contract could not have been given if any one 
of the provisions had been left ont. And among these is the impor- 
tant provision without which the assent of the United States wonld 
not have been given and the act could not have been passed, and that 
is that Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act ;” 
not merely that portion of the act which created the corporation and 
gave it its corporate franchise, which the Senator from ia ad- 
mits Congress can do under this reservation of power; not merely 
that Congress may, in case of a violation or failure of the company 
to perform the duties im upon it by the acts—as many corpora- 
tion charters do exp y provide, and as this evidently would, if 
‘such had been the intention, unless we are to presume that Congress 
‘was incapable of finding language to express so simple a qualification. 

No, Mr. President, this reserves no qualified powers, but the whole 
legislative power, without restriction. In other words, they reserved 
all their power in reference to this act which they had before it passed. 
‘They parted with none of it. Before its passage they might have 
inserted or refused to insert any provision they pleased, or refused 
to pass any act at all. And just that power they reserved, and the 
companies agreed to that reservation. There is therefore no limit 
to the power of amendment and repeal, except that such amendment 
or repeal cannot divest red, or rights vested, as I have 
endeavored to explain, And whatever doubts may be entertained as 
to what constitutes such vested rights or property, or whatever diffi- 
culty may be found in defining them, one thing at least is certain: 
and that is, that the company can have no such vested right in any 
provision of the contract, as such, contained in the act, the power 
to amend or re which is thus reserved; nor can any right be thus 
vested which stands solely u such ponon without some addi- 
tional ground of right; for this would be to deny the right to amend 
any provision of the act, and to reduce the reservation of power to 
an absolute nullity; while the Senator himself admits that, under 
this power, Congress may amend or repeal the provisions giving cor- 
porate existence, or granting corporate franchises, as well as those 
8 n the exercise of their powers, privileges, and franchises.” 
And yet those things constitute the contract just as much as the 
provision in reference to the loan. That was decided as long ago as 
the Dartmouth College case. 


Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the Senator a question there. Does 
the Senator hold that that contract of loan, to call it a contract of 
loan, is any part of the franchise? ; 

Mr. C TIANCY. I do not care what the Senator calls it. 


That which we call a rose, 
By any other name d smell as sweet. 


It is a part of a contract contained in the charter, a part of a con- 
tract contained in those acts; and what the Senator calls a contract 
is bra the acts of performance of the contract. 

Mr. HILL. I would ask the Senator the question if a contract to 
loan money is at any time, anywhere, between any parties on earth, 
a franchise? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Not between individuals, of course. 

Mr. HILL. Is a contract of loan between the Government and 
individuals a franchise? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I do not care what you call it, whether you 
call it a franchise or anything else, it is a part of the act and a pro- 
vision, subject to the power of repeal just as every other provision in 
the act is. 

No, Mr. President, there is no other limitation upon the power. to 
affect corporations by amendment in such a case than that which 
limits all other legislative power, that you shall not divest property 
or rights vested, as the power to do this is vested only in the judi- 
ciary. But the Senator, like most others who have denied this power 
of Congress, assumes that, if the power exists, it will and must be 
abused and so unjustly exercised as to destroy these companies. I 
have endeavored to expose this fallacy before, and I only wish now 
to render it a little more clear and to quiet the alarm he ap 
to feel at the existence of such a power. Let me say to the Senator 
that he and I have the physical power to do a great many wicked 
things. We have the physical power to kick or even to kill any 
child we may happen to meet along the streets of this city. But, as 
experience has shown that we are not particularly dangerous in that 
way, we have thus far been allowed to run at in the full enjoy- 
ment of that physical power, and the presumption is that we will 
not abuse it. The parallel is comple ; and, to carry the comparison 
a little further, while others might justly complain of any interfer- 
ence with their children, I think all would readily admit the entire 
propriety of so far interfering with our own children as to make them 
conform their actions to the principles of honesty and fair dealing 
and to prevent their becoming dangerous either to their parents or 
to others. And so I think the nation may do with (to use the Sen- 
ator’s 52117760 these “ children“ of its own “loins.” 

Mr. HILL. Then yon think the nation can do anything in the 
world provided it does it wisely and pradently ? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I think just what I have said. I am not 
responsible, as I said before, for any extension which the Senator or 
an . ve to what I have said. 


x . I thought Congress, to have any power, must have a 
legislative = of power. If the Senator allow me I should 
like to ask him a question, I thought Con to have that power 


at all must have a legislative grant in the itution. Now, I ask 
the Senator this—— 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Then let me put a question there. Does the 
Senator hold that Congress had no power to pass that act at all? 


Mr. HILL. No, I think Congres had the power to create the cor- 
poration ; I am inclined to think so, though I donot say that I would 
extend that power in Congress very far. think perhaps it has 
power to create a corporation as incidental or necessary to carry ont 
certain other powers; for instance, the to make war and the 

wer to create post-routes. I will not uss that point now; but 


ask the Senator, does he hold that Congress anywhere possesses thè 
power to impair the obligation of any contract 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. ere that pere is explicitly reserved to 
alter it in the act creating it, I do hold that Con may alter it. 

Mr. HILL. Then does the Senator hold that can acquire 
a power by reservation which it does not have without the reserva- 
tion? If Con does not find the original 8 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Wait one moment. I answered that ques- 
tion in what I su to be the Senator’s sense. He asked whether 
Congress had a right to impair a contract. 

Mr. HILL. As an original pre: 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. In his sense I answered that question, that 
it could do so where the power was reserved, and on my ground, 
which I have explained over and over again, {hat where the power 
is reserved it constitutes a part of the contract, and there the con- 
Baxorda made subject to it, and to amend the contract is not, then, to 
impair it. 

Mr. HILL. Then I ask the Senator to explain to me how it is that 
Congress can acquire a legislative power by a reservation in its own 


ac 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It does not, and I have just stated that Con- 
gress held the entire power before, and by that act it never parted 
with any of it. 

Mr. HILL. The power, though, to change the contract now is a 
legislative power. I want to know where Congress gets a power by 
a reservation to do what it had not the power to do oriki y- The 
power which the Senator claims for Congress here is legislative power. 

. CHRISTIANCY. Before Congress had originally passed any 
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act no such question could arise. I think that is evident, and when | added clauses. They had not been deemed necessary by the framers 


they did pass it, they passed it subject to this condition, that any 
provision might be amended. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to submit a few remarks upon this bill, 
but I do not wish to go on to-night. If the bill of the Senator from 
Texas be taken up informally, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the pending bill be informally laid aside 
that the Senate may now take up for consideration Senate bill No. 


104. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill indicated. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill is not to be put on its final e to-day, 
I understand, but the Senator from Texas, I believe, wishes to su 
mit some remarks. I have no objection, with that understanding. 

Mr. COKE. The bill was made the special order for to-day, and I 
desire its consideration now, and that it be put upon its passage. 

an PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator desires action on the 
bill, 

Mr. COKE. I desire action on the bill to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill is before the Senate. : 


THE MILITIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No, 104) amending section 1661, title 16, (The Militia,) of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

Mr. COKE. I ask that the amendment submitted by me be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The amendment heretofore submitted by Mr. Cokx was read, being 
to insert as an additional section the following: 

Sec. 2. The several States shall have the right, through their tive gov- 
ernors, to select the kind or character of arms and equipments to be issued to them 
pow perp 5 under this act: Provided, That the arms and equipments so selected 

1 not exceed in cost the pro rata of the State making the selection: And 
vided, further, That the arms selected may, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
be furnished without detriment to the public interest. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to offer an amendment to the first section 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from New York that the amendments of the committee are first in 
order. 

Mr. KERNAN. This is an amendment to the first section. I su 
pose the committee report a substitute for the original bill. In the 
ninth line of the first section, after the word “equipments,” I move 
to insert, “and quartermaster stores, including camp and garrison 
equipage ;” so as to read: 

mal of $1,000,000 is to be t of in th 
9 apropriated, f ee e ee 
ments and quartermaster s, including camp and equipage, for the 
whole poar of the militia, either by purchase by and on account 
of the United States. 


If the Senator from Texas will permit me I will state in a word 


why—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from New York that the amendment which he proposes will not be in 
order until after the amendments reported by the committee shall 


have been acted upon. 
This is an amendment to the amendment of the 


Mr. KERNAN. 
‘committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it to be an 
amendment to the original bill. ; 

Mr. KERNAN. Then I am wrong in supposing the amendments of 
the committee to be a substitute for the original bill. I ask the Sec- 
retary to reserve the amendment until it shall be in order. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I propose to submit a few remarks in 
explanation of this bill and the amendment offered. Section 1661 of 
the Revised Statutes, being the act of April 23, 1808, in pur- 
suance of the constitutional power of Congress “ to provide for organ- 
izing, arming, and disciplining the militia,” makes an annual appropri- 
ation of „000 “for the pu of providing arms and equipments 
for the whole body of the militia, either b; 8 or manufacture 
by or on account of the United States.“ e first section of the bill 
before the Senate is in the precise language of section 1661 of the 
Revised Statutes referred to, except that the words “two hundred 
thousand” are stricken out and “one million” inserted in their place. 
In other words, the annual appropriation of $200,000 made by the act 
of 1808 for arming and equipping the militia is by the first section of 
this bill raised to $1,000,000. The bill as originally introduced by 
myself made no other change in the existing law, but the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to which it was referred, added five clauses or 
sections, which in substance provide that the arms furnished to the 
States respectively shall remain the property of the United States, 
and requires an annual report accounting for them; also, for the con- 
demnation and sale of such as shall become unserviceable or unsuit- 
able, and for the liability of persons intrusted with them for loss or 
damage beyond ordinary wear and the accidents of service, &c. 

I preferred the bill as introduced, Mr. President, without these 


or man 


of the law of 1808, and I cannot see why it is necessary to hamper the 
discretion of the authorities of the States, who are presumed to be 
desirous of conserving the public interests and to have the necessary 
intelligence to do so in dealing with the arms proposed to be furnished 
them. But the Committee on Military Affairs having ingrafted these 
amendments upon the bill, I support it as amended use satisfied 
zit would be useless to attempt a defeat of the amendments. 

The amendment which I now propose, and which has been read, 
makes no change in the bill as reported, except to permit the States 
to designate the kind and character of arms to be issued to them re- 
spectively, save when in the opinion of the Secretary of War it wilt 
be detrimental to the public interest to do so. The necessity for this 
provision arises in the fact that in different States the exigencies of 
the service will require different styles and character of arms; some 
of the border States, for instance, will desire a portion of their quota 
in arms suited for frontier and Indian warfare, not needed perhaps 
in the interior States, while all will doubtless prefer the privilege of 
choosing what they will have. Each State is left by this amendment 
to its choice of arms so far as the public interest will permit, to which 
there can be no objection. 

This bill was reported by my colleague by the unanimous direction 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, and has ee . of the 
Secretary of War and the Chief of Ordnance. Indeed, for two years 

ast, an amendment of the act of 1808 such as is provided for in this 
bil has been strongly recommended in the annual reports from the 
War Department. 

When the act to which the pending bill is an amendment was passed 
in 1808, the population of the United States could not have exceeded 
seven millions; since, by the census of 1810, it amounted to 7,239,881. 
The population for which provision is now sought to be made is be- 
lieved to be more than six times as great, the generally received esti- 
mate being forty-five million. The $1,000,000 appropriated by this bill 
is less by nearly $250,000 for the present population of the United States 
than was $200,000 in 1808, The records of the War Department show 
that the organized militia in the United States numbered only 90,865, 
when there remains 2,875,469 unorganized. The Chief of Ordnance 
states in his last report that the existing appropriation of $200,000 
would arm and equip only eight thousand men. 

These figures show that owing to changed conditions, and ially 
the great increase of population, the appropriation of 1808 has be- 
come manifestly inadequate for the purpose now for which it was 
1 5 5 as not more than a reasonable provision then. 

nder these circumstances it is apparent that the established policy 
of the Government, which has always been to foster and encourage 
the organization of a citizen soldiery as a bulwark of defense in time 
of war or public danger, and the only safe reliance of the civil au- 
thority for the suppression of domestic disturbance, imperatively re- 
quires for its maintenance a more liberal a e 

The regular Army must always be small, indeed numerically in- 
significant, compared with the numbers 3 for defense against 
invasion or for a foreign war. Popular jealousy of a standing army 
will never permit an e ment of the regular force beyond fhe in- 
dispensable requirements for a skeleton organization and for frontier 
defense and the care and custody of forts, arsenals, arms, and military 
property. It was never intended that the Army should he more than 
a nucleus upon which the militia, in time of war, could be rallied 
and organized. Citizen soldiers—I say it without disparagement of 
the regular Army, of which every American is proud—achieved the 
independence of the country, have fought its battles ever since, and 
are its reliance for the preservation, undimmed in the future, of the 
glory achieved by American arms in the past. 

The country, Mr. President, desires the constitutional power of Con- 
gress for the maintenance of the militia on an efficient footing earn- 
estly executed, for the organization and arming of the body of the 
militia. The American mind recognizes the strongest guarantee of 
safety against 338570 invasion as well as domestic insurrection, for 
enforcement of the laws and a perpetuation of civil liberty. The 
national sentiment on this subject is embalmed in those clauses of the 
Constitution which declare “ a well-regulated militia n tothe 
security of a free State,” which empower Congress “to provide for 
organizing, . the militia,” and“ for calling forth 
the militia to execute the laws of the Union, suppress insurrection 
and repel invasions.” The truth of that axiom in our political theory 
which denounces standing armies isolated from the citizenship of the 
country, under the control and command of onesupreme will, as dan- 
gerous to popular liberty, is deeply imbedded iu the minds and hearts 
of the ple. Tradition, history, and experience have alike im- 
pressed it upon them. Inseparably connected with that sentiment is 
a ee, and unalterable aversion in the publie mind to the employment 
of regular troops in aid of the civil authorities for the suppression of 
domestic disturbances. 

The feeling is one that should be fostered and encouraged. It is in 
harmon with the spirit and letter of the Constitution and the genius 
of the Government, and as long as it exists is an impregnable bul- 
wark around the liberties of the country. The militia is the agency 
specifically pointed out in article 1, section 8 of the Constitution, as 


well as by the common sentiment and truly American instinct of the 
ple, for the enforcement of the laws when by reason of social 
isorder the arm of civil power needs to be upheld: and recent expe- 
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rience warns us that this great element of national strength 
internal security should at once be made capable of responding to all 
the exigencies that may arise. The National Government has been 
called on many times during the last decade by individual States for 
aid in the conduct of domestic administration, and notably during 
the prevalence of the extensive riots of the past summer, for the sup- 
pression of lawless combinations beyond the control of the ordinary 


civil agencies. Nothing, in my judgment, is more centralizing in 
tendency, more destructive of that confidence which every citizen 
should feel in the strength, the capacity, and the stability of his home 
vernment, or more insidiously subversive of the great principle of 
Pal self-government, than these confessions of. weakness and inca- 
pacity of State governments. 
experience has taught us as well the demoralizing effect upon 
the people of the States whence these appeals for aid have come, as 
the peril to free institutions from habitual interference by the 
national authority with the domestic concerns of the States. The 
declaration reported to have been made by the governor of Ohio last 
summer when the peace of his State was gravely threatened by riot- 
ers, that he “ would call on the National Government for troops only 
after the last man in Ohio had been whipped,” was worthy of the 
governor of a great State, and the spirit which prompted the utter- 
ance such as the governors of all the States would do well to emulate. 

An organized and epee militia in each State properly armed 
and equipped will furnish a reliable home force subject to the order 
of the State authorities sufficient for all emergencies, and take away 
all occasion or necessity for calls upon the national authority for 
aid. The od has arrived in the history of this country when by 
reason of the increased and rapidly increasing density of population, 
with its accompanying facilities for combination by the dangerous 
elements of society, when the general welfare requires that each State 
shall be of the means for maintaining law and order and 
the security of life and property within its borders, no higher duty 
rests on Con than that of placing within the reach of the States 
all the constitutional resources necessary to the attainment of this 
end. The passage of this bill will accomplish much in that direction. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hardly, think, Mr. President, that this is the 
appropriate time to increase the expenditures of the Government 

,000. The object aimed at, it seems to me, is one that can very 
well be postponed. We are not increasing the Army or the Navy, 
and we are appropriating very little for fortifications. Now, why 
should we expend this very large sum for arms that are not . 
by any present exigency, and Which, if hereafter required, probably 
will have become entirely useless? 

I shall move at She proper time to amend the first section by in- 
serting $200,000 ins of “one million ;” which will leave the amount 
as the law now stands. If that amendment shall carry, I see no ob- 
jection to the remainder of the bill; but certainly it seems to me 
extremely inopportune at this moment to make so large an appro- 

riation when the revenues of the Government are decreasing largely. 
e internal revenue up to the present time has diminished some- 
thing like $5,000,000 from what it was last year, and certainly I can- 
not see any reason why a bill of this character should be pressed at 
the present time. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not. This bill is one that 
deserves some discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question and declared that 
the ayes 6 Pee to prevail. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I shall ask for the yeas and nays 
if it is ERRETA but I have a word to say 

Mr. HAMLIN. Oh, no; the question is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order upon a mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suppose the Chair is right about 


that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia call for a division? 

Mr. COKE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The yeas and nays have been de- 
penda e bill is worthy of discussion by the Senate, and it ought 

ave i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—vyeas 

32, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
All Conkling, McDonald, 
Anthony, Dawes, . McMillan, a ol 
A Eaton, Matthews, Saunders, 
Beck, Ferry, Mitchell, Teller, 
ae Hamlin, 5 Rg tegen 
er. Angelis, esby, adleigh, 
Cameron of Pa., Kellogg, Paddock, Whyte, 
Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Rollins, Windom. 
NAYS—13. 
Herd of W. v Sea McCreery . 
Va., t > 
Hill, Maxey, Wallace. 
Garland, Johnston, M 
Gordon, Kernan, Morgan, 


ABSENT—26. 

Bailey, Christiancy, Hereford, Randolph, 
Barnum, Cockrell, Hoar, —— 
Bayard, Conover, Howe, Sharon, 
Blaine, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Florida, Voorhees, 
Booth, Dennis, Jones of Nevada, Withers. 
Brace, Dorsey, McPherson, 

ee, Edmun Patterson, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four 
o'clock and fifty-eight minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, April 1, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour at twenty minutes past 
twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the fect bosins fs order is tha 
call of States and Territories, commencing with the State of Maine, 
for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for reference to a 
ay rst committees. Under this call joint resolutions and memo: 
of State and territorial Legislatures are in order. 


INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4147) increasing the rates 
of pensions to certain persons therein described; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill 5 R. No. 4148) making an appro- 
prenon for the improvement of New Haven Harbor, in the State of 
onnecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
W. AND W. H. LEWIS. 


Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4149) authorizing William 
Lewis and William H. Lewis to make application to the Commis- 
sioner of Patents for the extension of their patent for new and useful 
photographic plate-holders; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


R. B. TALFOR AND H. C. RIPLEY, 


Mr. BLISS also introduced a bil) (H. R. No. 4150) for the relief of 
R. B. Talfor and H. C. Ripley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. WARD presented the joint resolution of the Legislature of 
seat ee against the revision of the tariff laws as es in 
the bill recently reported from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HALE. Let that joint resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. WRIGHT introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 146) relatin, 
to the ventilation of the Hall of the House; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ventilation of the Hall, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA NEIL. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4151) 
granting a pension to Martha Neil, mother of James Neil, deceased, late 
of the One Hundred and Fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOONER ADDIE B. BACON. 

Mr. HENRY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4152) referring the claim of 

the owners of the schooner Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims ; 

which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. LOVETT. 


Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4153) for the removal of 
the political disabilities of John A. Lovett, of Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BARRON. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4154) to remove the 
political disabilities of Samuel Barron, of Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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W. B. FARRAR. 


Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4155) authorizing the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to refund to W. W. Farrar, of 
Whitfield County, Georgia, illegal taxes collected from him in the 
year 1877; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4156) for 
the financial relief of the country and to facilitate the return of 
specie payments without injuriously affecting the commercial busi- 
ness and industries of the people, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. HALE. Let that bill be read in full. 

The bill was read at length, referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I desire to state that I intend this 
bill as a substitute for one introduced by me some time since. 

MRS. A. SHIRLEY. 


Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4157) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. Shirley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. CHALMERS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4158) to alter 
and amend the act entitled “ An act to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 
military, and other p ” approved July 1, 1862; and also to 
alter and amend the act of Congress, approved July 2, 1864, in amend- 
ment of said first-named act; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be 

inted. 
Mr HALE called for the reading of the bill; and it was read at 
length. 

MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4159) regulating contracts 
for carrying the mails; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY called for the reading of the bill; and it was read at 


length. 
F. W. TILTON. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4160) for the relief of 
F. W. Tilton ; which was read a first and second time, to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY E. BARROW. 


Mr. GIBSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No 4161) for the relief of 
E. Barrow, of Saint Francisville, Louisiana ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. j 
ELIZABETH BRAY. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4162) granting a 

nsion to Elizabeth Bray, widow of E. Bray, late private Eighth 
fanno Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAAC BOGART. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4163) granting 
a pension to Isaac Bogart, late private Company K, Fourteenth Reg- 
iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MODENA SMITH. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4164) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to eee opon the pension-roll the name of 
Modena Smith, widow of Robert Smith, deceased, late private Com- 
pany B, Fifth Regiment United States Colored Troops; which was 
— 5 a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY R. WHEELER. 

Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4165) granting a pension 
to Henry R. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT COURT AT PADUCAH, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. BOONE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4166) to fix the time of 
holding the district court of the United States for the State of Ken- 
tacky at Paducah; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTAIN T. k. HACKLEY. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill a R. No. 4167) for the relief of 
Captain T. K. Hackley, of G: County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. BRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4168) to prevent the 
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reduction of national currency by fraudulently withdrawing legal- 
tender notes from circulation ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered. 
to be printed. 


APRIL I, 


CALVIN D. HUFF. 


Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4169) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin D. Huff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FLORA HEATH. 

Mr. SEXTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4170) granting a pension 
to Flora Heath, of Jefferson County, Indiana; which was a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF PENSION AGENTS AND ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. FULLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4171) to amend section 
4785 of the Revised Statutes regulating the fees of pension agents 
and attorneys; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HOT SPRINGS OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. FULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4172) declaring the 
waters of the Hot epee of Arkansas forever free to all the people 
of the United States, and for other p ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GUSTAF FROM. 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4173) for the relief 
of Gustaf From, of Rock Island, Illinois; which was read a first and 
ee time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

5 REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4174) to facilitate let- 
ter co dence; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NORTHWESTERN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. HATCHER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4175) for 
the relief of the Northwestern Transportation Company ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. WALDEN. 

Mr. POLLARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4176) to pay W. W. 
Walden for building destroyed by fire while occupied by United 
States soldiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET POLAND. 

Mr. GAUSE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4177) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Poland, widow and administratrix of the late Alexander Poland 
of Loudoun County, Virginia; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM R. RILEY, 


Mr. CRAVENS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4178) for 
the relief of William R. Riley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

“BENJAMIN D. CARPENTER. 

Mr. CRAVENS also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4179 
for the relief of Benjamin D. Carpenter; which was read a first an 
second time, refe to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH A. BUTT. 

Mr. CRAVENS also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4180) 
for the relief of Sarah A., widow of Richard Butt; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BELL. 

Mr. CRAVENS also (by re beet) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4181) 
for the relief of Elizabeth Bell, widow of William Bell; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. NESTLE. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4182) for the relief 
of John G. Nestle, late private of Company I, Fifth Regiment New 
York Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4183) giv- 
ing jurisdiction to the Court of Claims of claims of officers and sol- 
diers of the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOSQUITO INLET, FLORIDA. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4184) to establish a light- 

house at Mosquito Inlet, Florida; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, TEXAS. 

Mr. GIDDINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4185) dividing the State 
of Texas into two judicial districts, and fixing the time and places of 
holding court therein, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4186) confirming 
and vesting the title to a certain tract of land in Burlington, Iowa, 
in the independent school district of said city; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WOODMANSEE. 

Mr. BURDICK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4187) 1 pen- 
sion to Isaac Woodmansee, late private Company B, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN LAWRENCE. 

Mr. BURDICK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4188) granting a 
pension to John Lawrence, late private in oopan I, Ninth Regi- 
ment Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOANNA W. TURNER. 

Mr. CASWELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4189) for the relief of 
Joanna W. Turner, widow of Dr. William W. Turner, late surgeon 
and late colonel of the Eleventh United States Colored Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. f 


PLATE-IRON FOR THE NAVY. 

Mr. LUTTRELL introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 147) to 
allow the Secretary of the Navy to pareha plate-iron and other 
material used in the construction of steam-boilers for the United 
States Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs,.and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of California, favoring the p of a bill for the relief 
of certain volunteers who deserted or left the service of the United 
States prior to 31st day of December, 1848; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

DUTY ON MOHAIR. 


Mr. LUTTRELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of California, opposing any reduction of the duty 
on mohair; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

DUTY ON WOOL. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, instructing the con onal delegation to 
oppaan the reduction of the duty on wool; which was referred to the 

ommistee of Ways and Means. 


MAIL-ROUTE FROM OROVILLE TO MOORETOWN, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. LUTTRELL also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, to establish a mail-route from Oroville via 
Enterprise to Mooretown, in Butte County, California; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

DONATIONS OF PUBLIC LANDS, 

Mr. WIGGINTON presente a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of California, that no more of the public lands of the 
United States should be given away in subsidy or donated to corpo- 
rations; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

INDIAN RESERVATION IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also presented a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of California, asking that a permanent reservation 
be established for the several Indian tribes of San Diego County, 
California, and that said Indians be placed upon such reservation, &; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

MAIL-ROUTE IN FRESNO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of California, relative to a mail-route in Fresno 
County, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

SITE OF CAMP INDEPENDENCE, INYO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of California, relative to the relinquishment by the 
United States of the site of Camp Independence, in Inyo County, Cal- 
ifornia; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

MAIL FACILITIES IN SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. WIGGINTON also presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of California, asking increased mail facilities in San 


Luis Obispo County, California; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


GOVERNMENT OF MEXICO. 


Mr. DAVIS, of California, presented a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, relative to the recognition of the Diaz govern- 
ment of Mexico. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask that that resolution be read. 

The joint resolution was read, and was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

WILLIAM H. BALDWIN. 

Mr. HASKELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4190) for the relief of 
William H. Baldwin ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMUNICATION WITH NEIGHBORING REPUBLICS, ETC. 

Mr. MARTIN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4191) to 
establish and maintain speedy communication with neighboring re- 
publics, colonies, islands, &c., and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, 


MAIL-ROUTE IN NEVADA. 

Mr. WREN presented a joint resolution of the slature of Ne- 
vada, asking the establishment of a mail-route from Dayton to Belle- 
ville, in that State ; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


CONFIRMATION OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


Mr. ROMERO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4192) to confirm certain 
private land claims in the Territory of New Mexico ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANKLIN BENEDICT. 


Mr. ROMERO also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4193) granting a 
pension to Franklin Benedict; which was read a first and second time, 
oo to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WIDOW OF MICHAEL M'CARTHY. : 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4194) granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of Michael McCarthy, late private Uni States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no ry oy gentlemen who were not 
present when their States were called will now be recognized for the 
introduction of bills for reference. 
There was on objection. 
; CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4195) to provide for a 
more efficient civil service in the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. ROBBINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4196) relating to the 
election of Representatives from North Carolina to the Forty-sixth 
Congress ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary may have leave to report that bill back at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask that privilege during the 
present call. 

CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH presented a joint resolution from the Legis- 
lature of the State of New Jersey in reference to closing up the cen- 
tennial international exhibition held in Philadelphia in 1876; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


STEAM FOG-SIGNAL AT PORTSMOUTH, NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4197) 
to appropriate money for the rebuilding of the tower for the steam 
fog-signal on Whalesback, at the entrance of Portsmonth (New Hamp- 
shire) Harbor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ASHBROOK & TUCKER. 


Mr. CARLISLE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4198) for the relief of 
Ashbrook & Tucker, of Covington, Kentucky; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL E. OGDEN. 

Mr. CARLISLE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4199) to compen- 
sate Samuel E. Ogden, of the steamers Des Are and Emma No. 2, for 
carrying the United States mail from Memphis, Tennessee, to Duval’s 
Bluff, Arkansas, and intermediate places, twice a week, from the 27th 
November, 1863, to the 3lst December, 1864, under peremptory orders 
of the officer of the United States Army then in command at the post 
of Memphis ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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NATIONAL ROAD IN MARYLAND. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4200) relating to the na- 
tional road in the State of Maryland, and to give consent of the 
United States to a certain act of the General Assembly of Maryland 
in relation to said road ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


DELIAH COLLY. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4201) for the relief of 
Deliah Colly, of Breathitt County, Kentucky, widow of Harmon 
Colly, late a private of Company. „Sixth Regiment Kentucky Cav- 
alry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH CRAFT. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4202) for the relief 
of Joseph Craft, sr., of Letcher County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL CADETS. 


A. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4203) to amend 

section 1393 of the Revised Statutes, as to cadet-engineers, &c; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 
WALLISTER MACHINE GUN. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 148) to ap- 
propriate $2,500, to make and test the McAllister machine gun; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. PORTER. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4204) for the relief of 
Richard H. Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT COURT JUDGES IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4205) to adjust the sal- 
aries of the judges of the district and circuit courts residing in the 
State of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SYRACUSE, NEW YORK. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4206) to provide 
for the erection of a public building at Syracuse, New York, for the 
use of United States courts and accommodation of internal-reve- 
nue officials and for other Government purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CRIM. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4207) for the 
relief of William Crim; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STENOGRAPHERS IN THE UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4208) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of stenographers in the United States circuit and district 
courts; which was a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. DAY. 


Mr. RANDOLPH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4209) for the relief of 
E. Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LYDIA 8. ROARK. 

Mr. RANDOLPH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4210) for the 
relief of Lydia S. Roark; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

* AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4211) to amend 
section 4048 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED LIST OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. FREEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4212) to provide for 
promotions on the retired list of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i ELISA ELY. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4213) grant- 
ing a pension to Elisa Ely, widow of James S. Ely, late private Com- 
y G, One hundred and eighty-eighth ent Ohio Volunteer 
E; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
RAILROAD IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. DUNNELL presented a memorial of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, asking for a grant of land to aid in the construction of a railroad 
in Dakota Territory ; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


HAMILTON GILLESPIE. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4214) granting a pen- 
sion to Hamilton Gillespie, late of the Eighteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY KARHN. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4215) granting a 
pension to Hone Barin: which was read a first and second time, 
8 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REVISION OF TARIFF. 

Mr. THOMPSON also presented a joint resolution of the islature 
of the State of Pennsylvania, in opposition to any change in the pres- 
ent tariff; which was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

SLACK-WATER NAVIGATION IN PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4216) 
making an ot Lay oe for the making of slack-water navigation 
in Kiskiminetas, 2 and Allegheny Rivers, in Pennsylvauia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. GOODWIN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4217) for the relief of John W. Goodwin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

H. R. FRAMPTON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4218) for the relief of H. R. Frampton, postmaster at Reidsburgh, 
Clarion County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

B. H. SCOTT. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4219) 
for the relief of B. H. Scott; which was read a first and second time, 
2 to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a joint resolution, 
H. R. No. 149) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the reading of that joint 
resolution at length. 

The resolution was read at length, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHARINE WHITE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4220) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Catharine White; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE, 

Mr. PRICE. I ask unanimous consent that there be a session of the 
House to-night at half-past seven o’clock for debate only, no business 
whatever to be transacted. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHIEF OF ORDNANCE BUREAU, 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4221) providing for the 
rank and tenure of office of the chief of the Bureau of Naval Ord- 
nance; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING AND BINDING DEFICIENCY. 


Mr. SINGLETON. By mistake I reported the other day from the 
Committee on Appropriations the wrong bill. I ask consent now to 
report a bill as a substitute for that one and to take its place in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and the bill (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for 
a deficiency in the approp tation for the public printing and binding 
for the current fiscal year was received, read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH MINTS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent that there 
be printed for the use of the House certain testimony taken by the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, in regard to branch 
mints. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso 
a which was referred to the Committee on Ventilation of the 

all: 

tapie the Hall of the House of Representatives is at present very impure; 
an 

Whereas the warm weather of is approaching, and from past 
8 . 1 © air of 
this Hali will for the want of sufficient ion mo more unhealthful and 


uncomfortable; 
Beit resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation of the Hall be requested to 
make examination and trial of Professor R. B. Williamson's newly invented appa- 


1878. 


ratus for cooling and the air, and report the expedlency of introduc- 
ing the samo ite this Hal for tho 
jous 


purpose of securing it against the influences of 


JOHN ELLIS. 


Mr, BRIGHT also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 
Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House the sum of 
$— per month, from the 15th of October, 1877, to ——, 1878, to John Ellis for his 
services as messenger of the Committee of Claims. 
HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. CRAVENS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4223) to revive and keep in force an act entitled “An act in relation 
to the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas,” approved 
March 3, 1877, and supplemental thereto; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BURDICK called for the reading of the bill; and it was read 


at length. 
REVISION OF THE TARIFF, 


Mr. WARD. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania, which was presented by me this 
morning, be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. The resolu- 
tion is as follows: 

In THE SENATE, March 14, 1878. 

Whereas the bill known as the Wood tariff now under consideration before 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of resentatives, at Washington, 
— it it should 8 a 5 e affect the producing and manufactur- 
ennsylvania; an 

hereas the agitation of this question at this time is calculated to further com- 
tof the manufacturing interest of this country, thereb 

Se Ne die ng.) That eral revision of th 

„ 5 an e 
tariff law as proposed by 220 bill is not demanded by the pao) is most unwise, 
— 7 45 e prolong the present depressed condition of the business interests 

e country. 
That we reiterate our conviction that the time is most in o for 
the agitation of any question involving the change of a law affecting the industries 
of the country, whereby the interests of capital and labor are in any way disturbed, 


La shor ye or im 2 
solved, Therefore, that we hereby respectfully but most earnestly urge upon 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress the nce of united action on 


their in o any change of the present so far as the same 
sind the mala erat fh Siate? R 

i pating That the governor is hereby requested to forward copies of these reso- 
utions to our 


resentatives in Congress. 
Extract from the journal of the Senate. 
THOS. B. COCHRAN, 
Ohief Olerk. 
IS THE House, March 20, 1878. 
The foregoing resolutions concurred in. 


JNO. A. SMULL, 
Resident Olerk, House of Representatives, 
Approved the 25th day of March, A. D. 1878. 
J. F. HARTRANFT. 
EXAMINATION OF PUBLIC PRINTING OFFICE. 
Mr. FINLEY. I ask unanimous consent to offer for adoption the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the subcommittee on public ditures en in an examina- 
tion of the Public Printing Office be autho: to have the my printed for 
the use of the committee as it progresses in said in 


Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the gentleman why the subcommit- 
tee should have their testimony printed separately 

Mr. FINLEY. This is a subcommittee taking testimony in regard 
to the public printing. The request is that this testimony be printed 
for the use of the committee. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


PURCHASE OF STEAMSHIPS FOR THE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to submit 


for adoption the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to send to this 
House the names, age, ty, and condition of teamships purchased 
of and o > has o whole by Marshal O. Rol of New York, with the 
amount paid for each, (in 1862-'63 or thereabouts 


;) also, names of the attorney 
apina d — 2 — and by igre authority the money was 

$ „copies of any corres lence between the n 
Nen — C: then Secretary of War, S ton, relative to the 


Fs 1 Should not this inquiry be addressed to the Secretary 
of the Navy 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. No, sir; these vessels were purchased 
through the Quartermaster-General’s Office. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 


WAR CLAIMS, 

Mr. HARTZELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 150) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States forbidding the assumption or payment of any claim 
for loss or damage growing out of the taking, use, or destruction of 
propon within the limits of the States engaged in the late rebell- 
on; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SEIZURE OF STEAMER VIRGINIUS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the President 
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of the United States, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the House of Representatives of the 2ist ultimo, a report from the 
Secretary of State, with copies of correspondence between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and Spain relative to the seizure of the 
steamer Virginius; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN SAN FRANCISCO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the 19th ultimo 
asking information as to the use now being made of the custom- 
house and old appraisers’ store in San Francisco, and the use proposed 
to be made of the new appraisers’ building now in process of erec- 
aon; wun was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, Can- 
NON, of Utah, for two weeks from to-morrow, on account of impor- 
tant business ; 

To Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, for three days, on account of 
aps rae business; and 

o Mr. OLIVER, for two weeks, on account of important business. 


TEMPORARY CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
taking sp and 8 at this time the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secre of the Treasury 
to employ temporary clerks, and making appropriation for the same; 
also making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, 
and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for 


other 5 

Mr. 20 GER. Is the gentleman entitled to make that motion now? 

The SPEAKER. He is, but it will require a two-third vote to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. The practice of the Chair would not let such a mo- 
tion come in now, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has always stated to the House he would 
on Monday ize any gentleman desiring to proceed to the con- 
sideration of general bills of the session, but that will require a two- 
third vote. Such has been the uniform practice. 

Mr. SAYLER. The Chair has always made an exception in favor 
of public bills. 

he SPEAKER. That is so. 
Mr. DurHAm’s motion was agreed to; and the rules were accord- 


ingly oe yer 
. DURHAM. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the amendments of the Senate to a bill 
(H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to employ 
temporary clerks and g an appropriation for the same; also 
making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, and 
for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other 

urposes, to report the same back to the House with the recommen- 

ation that the sixth amendment of the Senate be concurred in and 
that all the others be non-concurredin. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the report of the committee. 

The 8 uestion was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SP The aston will be first puton the sixth amend- 
ment of the Senate, in which concurrence has been recommended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ public lands” insert as follows: 

goed beg a „That where wood and timber lands in the Territories of 
the United States are not surveyed and offered for sale in proper subdi 
convenient of access, no money app shall be used to collect an; 
charge for wood or timber cut on the public lands in the Territories of the Uni 
States for the use of actual settlers in the Territories, and not for export from the 
Territories of the United States where the timber grew: And provided further, 

timber cut on the public lands shall oe from the Territories 

of the United States, it shall be liable to seizure by United States authority, wher- 
ever found. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Mr. D I move non-concurrence in all the other amend- 


ments. 
Mii: ee ee If it pe wish of Pct Seg the question will 
ut upon the remainin nate amendments in gross. 
Mr. DUNNELL. Is it 11 order to move concurrence in any one of 
the amendments? 


The SPEAKER. That is the question before the House. Does the 
gentleman ask for a eee vote? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I demand a separate vote on the first amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence in that amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. We are acting here without knowl- 
edge. I have sent for a copy of this bill and have not been able to 
get it. We are, I think, unnecessarily precipitate in our action on 
these amendments. 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman can send for the bills, as they are 
on file with the Senate amendments. It is not my fault that gentle- 


men do not get them. 

Mr. 8, of Oregon. Ihave not asked the tleman for 
information. I 5 to the Speaker. I have listened to dictation 
from that source PoR enough. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the first amendment of the Sen- 
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ate, which will be read by the Clerk, a separate vote ha been de- Mr. MULDROW. My coll e, General C d with 
manded by the tleman from Minnesota, [Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Ca of Wisconsin. he were here, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. D I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment will be Mr. EDEN. The Sayers from Pennsylvania, Mr. Matsu, is paired 
concurred in. with his colleague, SHALLENBERGER. 


Mr. DURHAM. The Committee on Appropriations have recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “ not — En twenty ;” so it will read: 

That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ 
temporary clerks during the balance of the present fiscal year, Ko. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 76. 

Mr. DUNNELL demanded tellers. 

8 were ordered; and Mr. DUNNELL and Mr. DURHAM were 
appointed. 
ta Honse in nee and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 80. 
demanded the wlth ney and nays, 

The d yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. DURHAM. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 
that amendment. The Senate propose to strike out the appropriation 
of $6,500 made by the House and to make it $20,000 

Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. The gentleman has demanded 
srt revious question and cut off all explanation of these amendments. 

e question was taken; and it was decided in the negative— 
Aba 100, nays 119, not voting 72; as follows: 


YEAS—100, 
Aldrich, Conger, Reed, 
s Cox, Jacob D, Jones, John S Rice, William W. 
ley, „ J Robinson, Milton §. 
, William H. Cummings, Joyce, Ryan, 
Ballou, Keifer, Sampson, 
Bayne, Davis, Horace Kelley, Sexton, 
Bisbee, g etcham, Shelley, 
Blair, Denison, Lathrop, Sinnickson, 
Boyd, Lindsey, Smalls, 
Brentano, Eam McGowan, Starin, 
Brewer, Ellsworth, Metcalfe, Stewart, 
Bri Evans, James L. Mitchell, Stone, John NA 

rogden, ‘ort, 'onroe, e, Joseph C. 
Browne, z eal, Thompson, 
Bundy, e, oroross, Tipton, 0 
Bure us Gardner, 0, Townsend, M. I. 
e = akan 

armer, ‘a 
x . W. Pollard, W. 
Camp Haskell, Pound, White, Michael D. 
Cannon, Hendee, Powers, Williams, w 
Chittenden, Henderson, Price, Williams, C. G. 
Clafi Humphrey, Pu ‘Williams, 
Clark, Hunter, A Willits, 
Cole, I z Randolph, ren. 
NAYS—119. 
Acklen, Davis, J J. Herbert, Rice, Americus V. 
Aiken, Dil Seph Hewitt, Abram S. Riddle, 
Baker, Jobn H. Dickey, Hewitt, G. W. Robbins, 
g, T i Hooker, Ross, 
"i ouse, Sayler, 
Bicknell, Eickhoff, Hunton, Scales, 
Blackburn, Elam, Jones, Frank Singleton, 
Bland, Ellis, Jones, James T. Slemons, 
Bliss, Fel Keightley, Smith, William E 
Blount, Finley, Kenna, — — 
e Forne: P, pringer, 
Bouck, Frank Knott, Swann, 
ht, Fuller, Ligon, 
Buckner, Garth, Lockwood, Townshend, R. W. 
Ca ibson, Luttrell, cker, 
cr bo aS pes Giddings, Lynde, Turner, 
well, W. lover, t ey, 
Slate oode, Mayham, Vance, 
Clark of Missouri, Gunter, McKenzie, W. 
Clarkeof Kentucky „Hale, McMahon, Warner, 

Clymer, amilton, Money, Wi ton, 
Cobb, Hardenbergh, Morgan, Williams, A. S. 
Cook, e . 1 Wille Jı 7 7 5 

J arris; orse, bert 
Cox, Samuel S. Muldrow, 

vens, Hartrid Muller, Wilson, 
Crittenden, Hartzell, Phelps, Wood, 
Culberson, Hatcher, uinn, Yeates, 
Cutler, Henkle, . — Young. 

widson, eury, Reagan, 

NOT VOTING. 

Atkins, Evins, John H. Marsh, Shallen A 
Banks, Ewing, Martin, Smith, A. Herr 
Beebe, Foster, McCook, Son 
Benedict, Gause, McKinley, Steele, 

3 ls, Benger 
Bridges, Harrison, , Oliver, Stephens, 
Butler, Hayes, O'Neill, Strait, 

„ iton, Thorn 
Candler, Hiscock, Patterson, T. M. . Amos 
Caswell, Hubbel Peddie, Van Vorhes, 
Chalmers, Hungerford, Potter, eeder, 

Clark, Alvah A. Killinger, Ore, Waddell, 

C Kimmel, illy, Walker, 

Dean. Landers, Roberts, Watso: 

Dong Lapham, Robertson, arry 

Dwight, Loring, Robinson, George D. Whitthorne, 
Makoy, Sapp. Williams, James 

Evans, I. Newton Maish, eicher, Wright. 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


During the vote, 
Mr. ‘TIN said: Iam paired with Mr. HUBBELL, of Michigan. 


If he were here, I would vote “no.” 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. On this and all other political questions Iam 
oa with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HANNA. If he were 

ere, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. GAUSE. I am paired with Mr. Sapp, of Iowa. If he were 
me I would vote “no.” 

AIKEN. My colleague, Mr, EVINS, is . McCook, 
of Now York. If here, my colleague woul vote “no” and the gen- 
tleman from New York would vote 2 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. My colleague, Mr. POTTER, is absent 
on account of important business. If present, he would vote (no.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. If he 
were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. MARSH. I am paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. If he 
were present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Mackey, on all political questions. 1 desire also to announce 
that my colleague, Mr. O'NEILL, is paired with my other colleague, 
Mr. STENGER, 

Mr. HOUSE. Mycolleague from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, is detained 
by illness at his room. 


Mr. comers of New York. My colleague, Mr. Camp, is paired with 
my coll r. BENEDICT, Mr. CAMP were present, he would 
vote “ay. 


Mr. CASWELL. My dion afl pot Mr. HAZELTON and Mr. BRAGG, 
are absent, and are paired on all political questions. On this question 
Mr. HAZELTON would vote “a Fiad Mr. Bnagd would vote “no.” I 
am myself paired with Mr. CHALMERS, of Mississippi. If he were 
—.— would vote “ay.” 

Mr. VAN VORHES. I am paired with my colleague from Ohio, 
Mr. SOUTHARD, If he were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. STRAIT. On all eng questions I am paired with Mr. WILL- 
IAMS, of Delaware. If he were present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. WATSON. I am paired on Pen questions with Mr. DOUG- 
LAS, of Virginia, If he were here, I would vote “ay” and I presume 
he would vote “no.” 

Mr. BOYD. My colleague from Illinois, Mr. Hayes, is paired with 
Mr. STEELE, of North Carolina. If he were present, Mr. HAYES would 
vote “ay. 

Mr. 5 My colleagues, Mr. OVERTON and Mr. REILLY, 


are 

Me FOSTER. I had a pair on all political questions with Mr. 
WADDELL, of North Carolina. I had od gel that the pair expired 
on Saturday, but as I understand the gen from North Carolina 
is not here I do not vote. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Dwieut, of New York, is paired with Mr. BRIDGES, 
of Pennsylvania. Ifthey were present, Mr. DwiGut would vote “‘ay’ 
and Mr. BRIDGES would vote “ no.” 

Mr. LANDERS. I am e with Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachu- 
setts; and as this is considered a party question I do not vote. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I am paired with Mr, ERRETT, of 


lvania, 
voir BCALES. My colleague from North Carolina, Mr. STEELE, 
so ag by leave of the House. He is paired with Mr. HAYES, of lt 
no 

Mr. N. My colleague from Virginia, Mr. DOUGLAS, is paired 
with Mr. WATSON, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BEEBE. ‘In my zeal for Sate, hase nna that I was paired 
with my colleague from New York, Mr. HAM, and voted. I with- 
draw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was non-concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The second amendment of the Senate, in which the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, was read, as follows: 


Strike out these words: 
At a rate not exceeeding $2 pas Gay each 


6 ee eg pes exceed $6,500 
d insert in lieu 

And that the sum of 620,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for that 
purpose, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The third amendment of the Senate, in which the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, was read, as follows: 

Add to section 1 the following: 

Contingent expenses, Treasury Departmen 
For care and subsistence of 8 for Eeo ee {mal incladin 


> same, dadaos 
and shoeing, and for wagons, harness, and of the same, being a deficien 
for the fiscal year n 30, 1878, oe ae s y 


The amendment was non-concnrred in 
The fourth amendment of the Senate, i in which the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, was read, as follows: 


Add to section 1 the following 
din e an lights and white, 8 F and — — candles, lan- 
a deficiency for the fiscal une 30, 1878, 82,500. 


iy 5 was non-concurred in. 


5 That the whole sum to be 


1878. 
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The fifth amendment of the Senate, in which the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, was read, as follows: 

In section 2 strike out these words: 

For furniture, and repairs in the General Land Office, miscellaneous 
items, including two of the city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and d for 
3 trespasses on th blic lands, and f official mis- 

udulen en on the 0 and cases of o! 
conduct, and for 1 ag and telegraphing, the sum of $20,000. 


And insert in lieu t 

For 1 furniture, and repairs in the General Land Office, miscellaneous 
items, in g two of the city newspapers, to be filed, bound, and preserved for 
the use of the office, and for advertising and telegraphing, the sum of $15,000; for 
the actual expenses of clerks detailed to investigate fraudulent land en es, tres- 
passes on the public lands, and cases of official misconduct, $5,000. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama.. I move concurrence in that amendment. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 48, noes. 89. 

So (further count not being demanded) the amendment was non- 
concurred in. 

The seventh amendment, in which the Committee on Appropria- 
tions recommended non-concurrence, was read, as follows: 

Add to section 3 the following: 


For salaries and expenses of collectors of internal revenue, being a deficiency 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, $40,000. 

Mr. SAMPSON, I move to concur in that amendment. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to state that that $40,000 is allowed in 
another bill. 

Mr. SAMPSON. As the House has passed this amendment once, I 
see no objection to having it here. This bill will become a law before 
the other, and there is a necessity for immediate action. 

The question being taken on concurring in the amendment, there 
were ayes 38, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The eighth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Add to section 3 the following: 
For railway mail-agents and postal clerks, $20,000. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I move concurrence in that amendment. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 61, noes S7. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were ayes 28. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas 
ang nays were not ordered, and the amendment was non-concurred 


The ninth amendment of the Senate, in which the Committee on 
Appropriations recommended non-concurrence, was read, as follows: 
Add to section 3 the following: 


That the Secretary of War ye, and he is hereby, authorized to employ in the 
record and pension division of the 8 “General's Office, during the ce of 
the present fiscal „the following clerks and laborers in addition to the clerical 


force already provided by law, namely: One clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 3; 


two clerks of class 2; twenty-eight clerks of class 1; and two laborers, at §720 
each, and the sum of $11,902, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated for that purpose. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I move concurrence in that amendment. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to make a statement, if the House will 
listen to me half a minute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. The previous question is operating, 
and I object. 
e 1 I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will be permitted 

explain. 

Cries of “ Regular order!“ 

The rear ae taken, there were—ayes 101, noes 60. 


Mr. «all for tellers. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The 3 was taken; and there were—yeas 184, nays 41, not 
voting 66 ; as follows: 
YEAS—1s4. 
Aiken, Clark, Rush Fuller, James, 
Aldrich, Cobb, Gardner, Ji Frank 
Bacon, ger, Garfi Jones, James T. 
Bagley, Cox, Jacob D. Garth, Jones, John S. 
er, John H. Cox, Samuel S. Gause, Joyce, 
er, William H. Giddings, Keightley, 
Cravens, Glover, K 
K Goode, Kenna, 
Bayne, Hamil Ketcham, 
Cutler, Hardenbergh, Knapp, 
Bicknell, Danford, Harmer, ers, 
Bisbee, Davidson, Harris, Benj. W. Lathrop, 
y pers, pore m Harris, John T. ed 
8. oseph « Harrison, * 
Boyd, Deering, Hart, e 
Denison, Hartrid, L 
Brewer, Dickey, Hartze! Manning, 
Dunnell, Haskell, Marsh, 
Brogden, Eames, Hatcher, Mayham, 
Browne, Ellis, Hazelton, M wan, 
Buckner, Ellsworth, Hendee, McKinley, 
Bundy, Evans, 1. Newton Henderson, 10 
Evans, James L. Henkle, Metcalfe, 
Burdick, Ewing, Hewitt, G. W. itchell, 
Butler, Finley, x Money, 
Cain. Fort, Hooker, onroe, 
Calkins, Foster, Hunter, Morgan, 
Glaflin. Frye, Tina, Muldrow, 


for the actual expenses of clerks detailed to investigate | P 
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Muller, Reed, Warner, 
Neal, Rice, V. Stone, John W. 
Norcross, Rice, William W. Stone, Joseph C. Welch, 
i Robinson, M.S. Thom; White, Michael D 
D, 0, 8 
. G. W. Ryan, Throckmorton, 
hillips, pson, Tipton. Williams, Andrew, 
aes Sayler, Townsend, Amos, Williams, C. 
Po z Townsend, M. I. Williams, Jere N, 
Powers, Shelley, Townshend, R. W. Williams, 
Price, Sinni 5 cker, Willits, 
Pugh, Slemons, 3 Wi 
Quins, Smalls, Van Vorhes, Wren, 
ey, Smith, William E. t, W t, 
Randolph, Springer, alsh, Yi 
Rea, Starin, Young. 
NAYS—41. 
Blackburn, Clymer, Harris, Henry R. Scales, 
t, Cook, Henry, Singleton, 
„ Covert, Herbert, ° Sparks, 
Bouck, Cri Hewitt, Abram S. Swann, 
Bright, Dibrell, ouse, Turner, 
Cabell, rham, Knott, Vance, 
Caldwell, John W. Eickhoff, Lynde, WIE en 
Caldwell, W. P. Elam, enzie, W. Albert S. 
Carlisle. Felton, 
Clark of Missouri, Forney, Rob 
Clarke of Kentucky, Gunter, Ross, 
NOT VOTING—66. 
Acklen, Douglas, Mackey, icher, 
Atkins, Dwight, Maish, Shallenberger, 
Beebe, Errett, McCook, Smith, A. Herr 
Benedict, Evins, John H. Mills, le, 
Bragg fale.” breti Stephen 
K D, 5, 
Bridges, Hanna, T. M. Thornburgh, 
Camp, Bares. Peddie, eeder, 
Candler, Hu A addell, 
Caswell, H ‘ord, alker, 
Chalmers, Jorgensen, Pridemore. Whitthorne, 
Chittenden, K > lty, Williams, James, 
Clark, Alvah A, Killinger, berts, illis, Benj. A. 
Cole, Kimmel, 8 ‘ood, 
Lapham, Robinson, G. D. 
Dean. PP, p 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. Mr, STEELE, is absent by leave of the 


3 
House, and is paired with Mr. Hayes, of Illinois. 

Mr. FOSTER. I am paired with the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, Mr. WADDELL, upon all political questions; not regarding this 
as such, I vote “ ay.” j 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Upon all political e my col- 
leagues, Mr. Camp and Mr. BENEDICT, are paired. If Mr, Camp were 
preseut, he would vote “ay,” and from my knowledge of Mr. BENE- 
pict I think he would also vote “ ay.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am requested to state that my colleague, Mr. 
HAYES, is paired with Mr. STEELE, of North Carolina. If Mr. HAYES 
were present, he would vote “ ay.“ 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I am paired upon this question 
with Mr. ERRETT. 

Mr. STRAIT, I am paired with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, on all 
political questions. Not considering this such, I vote “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
ninth amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. D moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
amendments of the Senate had been concurred in and non-con 
a 5 sed also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I move that the rules be suspended and the bill 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk be passed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to provide that all pensions on account pe or wounds received, or dis- 
ease contracted in the service of the United States during the late war of the 
rebellion, which have been hereafter be shall 


Be 
laws re 
se which o) 
late war of the rebellion, or in consequence of wounds, pares or disease, re- 
ceived or contracted in said service during said war of the rebellion, shall com- 
mence from the date of the death or discharge from said service of the person on 
whose account the claim has been or shall hereafter be ted, or from the ter- 
mination of the right of the party having prior title to such pension: Provided, The 
rate reat ges fa 17 the intervening — — N os arrears of paon are hereb 
granted shall © samo per month for which the pension was originally gran 
Sec. 2, That the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized and divected to 
adopt such rules and regulations for the payment of the arrears of pensions hereby 
granted as will be necessary to cause to be paid to such sioners, or if the pen- 
sioners shall bave died, to the person or persons entitled to the same, all such 
arosa pension as the pensioner may be or would have been entitled to under 
sac 
Sec. 3. That section 4717 of the Revised Statutes of the United States which 
provices that no claim for pension not uted toa successful issue within 
ve years from the date of filing the same be admitted without record-evidence 


from the War or Navy Department of the injury or the disease which resulted in 
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ice and in the line of duty; 
tory by the officer to whom it may be su 
e shall cause a record of the fact so proved to be made, ee e the 
same to be transmitted to the Commissioner of 9 the bar to prose- 
an 


and if such evidence is deemed sa 
mitted, hi 


a of the claim shall thereby be removed,” be, 


4. That all acts or parts of acts so far as they may conflict with the provis- 
jen at this act be, and the same are hereby, repeated, * y 
Mr. BEEBE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa if he 
is prepared to state how many hundreds of millions of dollars this 
pill will take out of the Treasury ? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Is debate in order? 
Mr. BEEBE. I ay rise to make an inquiry. 
Mr.CUMMINGS. I object to any inquiry unless it is a parliament- 
one, and that of course should not be addressed to me. 
ag 5 RICE, of Ohio. I ask that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order; the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa is to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I wish to state to the House—— 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I object to any debate whatever. 
Mr. BEEBE. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make any parliamentary in- 
uiry. 
A Me BEEBE. I would respectfully inquire of the gentleman from 
Towa through the Chair how many millions of dollars this would take 
from the Treasury ? 
The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of an argument why the 
bill should not pass; the Chair cannot entertain it. 
Mr. BEEBE. Then I withdraw it. 
Mr. CLYMER. Would it be parliamentary to inquire whether this 
bill has been considered by any committee of the House? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answer that question. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It has not. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I insist upon the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill which has been read. 
Mr. Mc ON. I desire to inquire of the gentleman how this bill 
compares with the bill which has already been reported 
The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of debate. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I move that the House now adjourn, and on 
that motion I call the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


the same is hereby, re- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 75, nays 148, not 
voting 58; as follows: 
YEAS—7%. 
Beebe, Eickhoff, Hooker, Robbins, 
Bell, Elam, Ross, 
Bicknell, Ellis, Hunton Scales, 
Boone, Felton, Jones, Frank Shelley, 
Bouck, . Jorgensen, Singleton, 
. — Fran Kenna, Slemons, 
Caldwell, John W. Garth, Knay Smalls, 
Caldwell, W. P. Gauge, Knot Smith, William E 
Clark of Missouri, Giddings, Landers, Sparks, 
Clymer, Glover, Ligon, Springer, 
Cook, Goode, Lockwood, Swann, 
Cravens, Gunter, 2 ‘Throckmorton, 
ose Harris, H " —.— 
Davids a John Alert, Vance, : 
Davis, Joseph J. Muldrow, Fifa 
Di Hatcher, Muller, woe ere N. 
Eden, Hewitt, G. W Riddle,” 
NAYS—148. 
Acklen, Campbell, Freeman, Lindsey, 
Aik . Eye Luttrell: 
A G Carlisle, A Marsh, 
Bacon, Caswell, . Gardner, Mayham, 
ey, Garfield, wan, 
Baker, John H. Clarke of Kentucky, aah, McKenzie, 
Ballou, oon 5 MeMahox’ 
30) er, K 
Banks, e, Benj. Metcalfe, 
Banning, Conger, H. 5 Monroe, 
Ba; Covert, Haskell, Mo „ 
VVV 
rupo, oreross, 
is F 
88. 0, 
Bo N Hewitt, Abram 8. Patterson, G. W. 
Brentano, Davis, Horace Hiscock, anes, 
Brewer, Deering, Humphrey, ips, 
— Denison. Hunter, Pollard, 
Dickey, Ittner, Pound, 
Browne, Dunnell, James, 
Buckner, Eames, Jones, James T h 
Bundy, 3 ga John 8. ney, h, 
Burchard, Evans, ewton oyoo, Rando. 
Burdick, Evans, James L. Keifer, „ A 
Butler, Finley, Keightley, Rice, Americus V. 
S. 8 2 
Foster, Lathrop, Ro A 
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t, 
ipton, 
Sexton, illi. 
Sinnickson, Townsend, M. I. Welch, Willits, 
Starin, 0 i . White, Harry Wilson, 
Ste er, te, Michael D. Wren, 
Stone, John W Van Vorhes, W. A. 8. Wright. 
NOT VOTING—is. 

tkins, Errett, Maish, 
Benedict, Evins, John H. Martin, Robinson, G. D, 
Bland, Ewing, MeCook, Schleicher, 
— Gibson, — 9 g er, 

B, Hanna, mi 

araa Harrison, a ii nthe Morte 

abell, Hart, x Steel 
Cam Hayes, rton, Stenge 5 
—.—.— Habbell . bi 

u 

Chittenden, Hun Potter, V. oder N 
Clark, Alvah A. Kelley, Powers, Waddell, 
Collins, Killinger, Pridemore, Walker, 
Cox, Samnel 8. 8 poo ui 
Dean pham, illiams, James 
Douglas, Loring, Reilly, ‘ood, a 
Dwight, Mackey, Roberts, Young. 

So the motion to adjourn was not to. 


During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. HARRIS, of 8 My colleagues, Mr. PRIDEMORE and Mr. 
JORGENSEN, are pa on all political questions, Mr, PRIDEMORE is 
detained at home by illness in his family. 

Mr. FOSTER. am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
WADDELL, of North Carolina. As I do not regard this a political 
question, I will vote in the negative. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Iam paired with Mr. ERRETT, of 
9 

Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with Mr. HUBBELL, of Michigan. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am o from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had was without amendment, 
a joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

A faint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appropriation for fillin 
up, draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds south 
of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other purposes. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments: in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
a bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3987) to regulate the advertising of mail-lettings. 

The m further announced that the Senate had and 
equested the concurrence of the House in a bill of the following 


bill (S. No. 1014) requiring the commissioner for preparing and 
publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to revise and perfect the index to the first volume of the same. 
ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. CUMMINGS to suspend 
the rules and ton the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this bill been reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, It has not been; the committee have matured 


a bill of like import. 

Mr, C 8. I object to debate and insist on the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In order that we may have an opportunity to 
ascertain what this bill is, I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Business has intervened since the last motion to 
adjourn was decided. 

The SPEAKER. What business? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill has been read. 

The SPEAKER. That was for the information of the House. 

Mr. BEEBE, Has not the House received a message from the Sen- 
ate since the last motion to adjourn? And is not that business of so 
much importance that it even necessitates the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole leaving the chair ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read Rule 161, 
which is v lain. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pending a motion to d the ral 
that the House do now 3 ; but after tho . eee 
not entertain any other motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A motion to adjourn is not necessarily a dilatory 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from page 151 of the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A motion to adjourn mar be although no question has been put or de- 
cided since the former motion, but there must have been somo intervening business. 
Another sub the Clerk, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that a message fro: 
the Senate ever has been considered as “intervening business 
sense of the rule. 


m 
in the 


1878. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. The reading of the bill is intervening business 


according to the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read for the information of the House, 
being the bill upon which the House was about to vote, and it was 
* within the right of any single member to call for its reading. 


Mr. ON. I desire to ask the gentleman offering this bill one 
question. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to answer the e, 
and demands the regular order. The Clerk will call the roll. 


The 8 was taken; and there were —yeas 146, nays 76, not 
voting 69; as follows: 
YEAS—146. 
Aldrich, Deering, Lathrop, 
Bacon, Denison, Lindsey, Sinnickson, 
ley, Dickey, Lockwood, Smalls, 
Baker, John H. Dunnell, Luttrell, Sparks, 
Baker, H. es, Marsh, Springer, 
Ballou, Ellsworth, McGowan, tarin, 
Banks, Evans, James L. McKinley, Stewart, 
Banning, E 2 McMahon, Stone, John W. 
Bayne, Finley, Metcalfe, Stone, Joseph C. 
Bisbee, Fort, tchell, trait, 
Blair, y Monroe, Thompson, 
Bliss. ©, Morgan, Tipton, 
Bouck, er, Morrison, Townsend, Amos 
Boyd, Gardner, Neal, ‘Townsend, M. I. 
Brentano, Garfield, Norcross, Townshend, R. W. 
Brewer, Hale, Oliver, er, 
Briggs, Hamilton, Page, Toes, 
iogan, Harmer, we — 2 a Wate orhes, 
ne, Harris, Benj. W. terson, 
Burchard. Phelps, alsh, 
Burdick, Haskell, Phillips, Ward, 
Butler, Hazel Pollard, Warner, 
V 
enderson, ‘owers, elch, 
Campi Price, te, Harry 
Cannon, Hunter, Pu White, Michael D, 
Claflin, Humphrey, È illiams, Andrew 
Clark, Rush Ittner, oy, Williams, A. S. 
Clymer, Jam Randolph, Williams, C. G. 
Cobb, Jones, John 8. Reed. illiams, Richard 
Cole, J Rice, Americus V. Willis, Benjamin A. 
Conger, Joyce, Rice, W . Willits, 
rapo, 5 Shite Robinson, M. S. Wilson, 
* y: Ross, ren, 
Cutler, 175 enna, Ryan, Wright. 
0 Ketcham, Sampson, 
Davis, Horace Knapp, Sapp, 
NAYS—76. 
Acklen, Harris, Henry R. McKenzie, 
Bell“ Sie 2 hs Harris, John T. pen 
a osep! Hart, orse, 
Bicknell, Hartridge, Maldrow, 
Blackburn, Hatcher, Rea, 
ne, Eden, H 1 
Bright, Eickhoff, Hewitt, Abram S. Riddle, 
Buckner, Elam, Hewitt, G. W. Robbins, 
Caldwell, John W. Ellis, H Scales, 
Caldwell, W. P. Felton, Hooker, Shelley, 
Carlisle, — House, Singleton, 
Clark of Missouri, Fran f Hunto Slemons, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Garth, Jones, Trank Smith, William E. 
Cook, Gause, Jones, James T Throc 
Covert, Giddings, Knott, Tucker, 
Cox, Jacob D. Glover, Ligon, Vance, 
Cox, Samuel S. Goode, —_ Wi 
88 Gunter, anning, Wi ere N. 
Crittenden, Hardenbergh, Mayham, Yeat 
NOT VOTING—469. 
Atkins, AA ri Mackey, Smith, A. Herr 
Bee Errett, Maisha Sonthard, 
Benedict, Evans, I. Newton Steele, 
Evins, Jobn H. M Stenger, 
Blount, Foster, Stephens, 
Bragg, Gibson, Muller, ann, 
Bri Hanna, O'Neill, Thornburgh, 
Bundy, Harrison, Overton, Veeder, 
Cabell Hayes, Peddie, Waddell, 
Samp Henk] Potter, Walker, 
Caswell Hun Reill William 
un y, James 
Chalmérs, Kelley, Roberts, Willis, Albert S. 
Chittenden, y Robertson, ‘ood, 
Clark, Alvah A. Kimmel, Robinson, G. D. Young. 
8, Landers, Sayler, 
Dean, Lapham, Schleicher, 
Douglas, Loring, Shallenberger, 


So lect ange not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus- 
pen 

Perens Sco senate the following announcements were made: 

Mr. My Conana from South Carolia, Mr. EvINs, is 
uestions of this kind with the gentleman from New 


aired on all 
ork, Mr. McCook. My colleague, if present, would vote “ no.” 
Mr. LAND. I am paired with the gentleman from Massachu- 


Air EVANS, of Penny! 8 5 cage 
i x ennsylvania. I am paired with my coll e, Mr. 
Mackey. I desire also to announce that my coll A Mr. NEILL, 
is paired with my coll e, Mr. STENGER. Mr. EILL, if present, 
would vote “ ay.” My col „Mr. Smith, of Pennsylvania, is paired 
with the aa m Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam paired with the gentleman from North Caro- 


lina, Mr. WADDELL. His colleagues have generally voted no“ on 
this question. If he were present, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BALLOU. The kon poan from Pennsylvania, Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER, is paired with his colleague, Mr. MAIsH., Mr. SHALLEN- 
BERGER, if present, would vote “ay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleagues, Mr. OVERTON and Mr. REILLY, 
are paired. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from New York, Mr. Dwierrr, is 
paired with my colleague, Mr. BRIDGES. 

Mr. STRAIT. On all political questions I am paired with the - 
tleman from Delaware, Mr. WILLIAMS. This does not seem to be a 
party vote, and I vote “ ay.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
ERRETT, is absent by leave of the House. If he were here, he would 
vote “ay. 

Mr. MULDROW. My colleague, General CHALMERS, is paired with 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. CASWELL. 

Mr. CASWELL. If the friends of General CHALMERS regard this 
as u political 5 8 I withdraw my vote. I have voted “ay.” 

Mr. MARTIN. I am paired with the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. HUBBELL. 

Mr. BOYD. My colleague, Mr. Hayes, is paired with the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, Mr. STEELE. Mr. Hayes, if present, would 
vote “ay. 

The Say of the vote was announced as above stated. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. GAR- 
FIELD for one week. 

J. B. CORNELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BANNING, (by uest,) by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4224) for the relief of J. B. Cornell and others ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CASSA ANN COTTRILL. 

Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4225) granting a pension to Cassa Ann Cottrill; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be peren 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the House now take a recess. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until half past seven 
o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at half 2 seven o’clock p. m. 
The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the House this eveni 
is in session as in Committee of the Whole for debate y no busi- 
ness whatever to be transacted. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PRICE] will occupy the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for a personal explanation. In 
the printed testimony which accompanies the report of the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service Reform upon certain charges some time since 
preferred against the Doorkeeper of this House, I notice some allusions 
to his New England appointments, and to the action of myself and 
one or two other Representatives from New England with reference 
to them. I had no opportunity to appear before the committee, and 
until within a few days, and long since the close of the investigation 
and the publication of the testimony, had no knowledge of the state- 
ments which had been made. When they were brought to my atten- 
tion I asked of the committee the privilege of ifying, and was in- 
formed it was then too late and advised to make my statement to the 
House, which I have been waiting to do when the report came up for 
consideration. The House on Thursday last refi to consider the 
report, and the chairman informs me it e uncertain when it will 
be taken up. I therefore now ask the indulgence of the House for 
a few moments. 

The matter to which I particularly wish to call attention has only 
an 5 5 alana bearing on the question of the official propriety of Mr. 
Polk, and is not even noticed by the committee in their report, and I 
make the explanation only for the purpose of correcting several mis- 
statements with reference to myself, 1 (Mr. LANDERS, } 
and my friend from New Hampshire, [Mr. JONES, ] which appear in 
a printed document purporting to contain the testimony taken in 

e case. 

So far as 1 have any knowledge of those appointments and of any 
matters connected with them, it is briefly this: immediately after Mr. 
Polk’s nomination Mr. Holt called on me and stated that he was a 
friend of Mr. Polk and had assisted him in his canvass for the nom- 
ination, and that with the indorsement of the Connecticut delegation 
he could have an bs barton as messenger. Upon this statement I 
was satisfied no other person from my district could obtain a place, 
and I interested myself so far as to procure the indorsement he asked 
for, and he was appointed. 

‘The matter remained in that condition until, in consequence of an 
excess of appointments by the Doorkeeper, it became n to re- 


duce the number and revise the roll, when I was shown by Mr. Polk a 
printed list, giving to New England three appointments, namely, @ 
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soldier, a fireman, and a laborer. On this list the name of Mr. Holt èp: 
red as a soldier and Mr. Prescott, of New Hampshire, and Mr. 
cDowell, of Connecticut, as fireman and laborer. I immediately 
stated to Mr. Polk that I thought Holt was incorrectly ey oe yes as 
asoldier, and that unless the mistake was corrected it would lead both 
himself and Holt into difficulty. He said Holt represented to him that 
he was a soldier and was entitled to that designation. I replied that 
I would see him and ascertain positively aboutit. Ididso and found 
that my impression was correct. I reported at once to Mr. Polk, and 
he promptly made the necessary change by substituting the name of 
Prescott for that of Iolt and entering Holt as fireman. In first plac- 
ing Holt on the soldiers’ roll, I have no doubt he acted in th. 
ter the change was made, which considerably reduced the compen- 
sation of Holt, I stated to him I was confident Mr. Polk had done the 
best he could for him, and advised him to be satisfied. He said the 
pay was small, but he thought an arrangement could be made with 
cDowell and Prescott to equalize their salaries and have it satisfac- 
tory to them all. 

Now, right in this place I wish to refer to the printed report of the 
testimony on page 100, in which Mr. Polk is represented as saying 
that he had several interviews with my colleague and myself in whic 
we said to him that we would oblige Holt, Prescott, and McDonnell 
to equalize their compensation. I am unwilling to believe that Mr. 
Polk intended to misstate the facts and misrepresent my colleague 
and myself. In the number of his appointments, the variety of cir- 
cumstances attending them, and the constant solicitation, annoyance, 
and vexation he experienced, it is not strange that he should have 
failed several months afterward to accurately remember with re 
to this particular case. It is perhaps more strange that he should 
have been able to correctly remember and relate so much connected 
with the numerous es and transactions involved in the difficult 
administration of his office. The truth, however, so far as I am con- 
cerned, is that there were no such interviews and statements, and m. 
colleague assures me he knew of none and in that part of his testi- 
mony Mr. Polk is entirely in error. What he there says about another 
and prior agreement between Prescott and McDonnell to divide their 
compensation equally is something of which I never before heard and 
have no knowledge. 

That whatever arrangements were entered into with regard to 
exchanging duties and equali pay were purely voluntary, and 
suggested and made wholly by and among the appointees, without the 
intervention of Mr. Polk, and without the advice, participation, or 
influence of any one else, seems clearly established. McDonnell and 
Prescott both testify to it. Holt appears to have stated differently, 
but in a recent conversation with me, in which I called his attention 
to the printed statement of his testimony, he said he was incorrectly 
reported, and was willing at any time to make affidavit that the ar- 
rangement was in fact entirely voluntary and among themselves, and 
thaf no one else su or advised or had any part in making it. 
I never saw Prescott but once, and then he was simply introduced to 
me, and nothing was said on this subject; and I never exchanged a 
word with either himself, McDonnell, or Holt with reference to any 
arrangement about their pay, and never counseled or adyised any. 
My colleague informs me 
after the parties had concluded their arrangement was written at the 
request of Prescott, and for the sole purpose of ishing and pre- 
serving evidence of their mutual agreement in the event of a future 
misunderstanding between them, 

The agreement appears to have been perfectly voluntary and sat- 
isfactory between the e eet and so far as I can see was fair and 
just and was one which for their mutual interest and convenience 
they had both a legal and moral right to make. It can certainly re- 
flect no discredit on Mr. Polk, and the committee have not found 
that it does; and haying been made without the advice or partici- 
pation of the gentlemen who as members of this House recommended 
those persons for appointment they cannot be justly prejudiced by it. 

ORDER OF DEBATE. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH. Iam willing to yield to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Cummings] if I can have the floor after him and do not 
lose my place beyond reach. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman he is yielding tois to 
occupy an hour, I object, unless his name is down upon the list before 


mine. : 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I only change places with him; that is all. 
It will not make any difference so faras the gentleman from Alabama 
is concerned. 

The SPEAKER ‘ahs tempore, The names of the gentleman from 
Michigan and of the gentleman from Iowa are down before the gen- 
tleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. It is only changing places. 

SHALL SOUTHERN WAR CLAIMS BE PAID? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, we have loud and frequent pro- 
fessions of a desire to economize the nditure of the ple’s 
money, and to reduce the burden of taxation, coming from the other 
side of this House. We have heard it time and again, loudest when 
the Army and Navy are under consideration, weakest when we have 
before us bills looking to the payment of southern claims, southern 
mail contractors, or voting money to be expended in that portion of 
our country lately in rebellion. 


t the paper which was drawn by him | Le 


The other side of this House is striving with might and main to 
restore to the pension-roll pensioners of the Mexican war who were 


dropped because of their disloyalty, and this very day the democrats 
of House defeated a proposition I had the honor to offer, to grant 
arrears of pensions to crippled and infirm Union soldiers, their wid- 
ows and orphans, 

Sir, it is time the country knows, if it does not already, of the thou- 
sands of demands growing out of the late civil war, or for the special 
advantage of Southern States, now made upon the Government. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, we are talking of repealing the bankrupt law, but 
if these claims and demands or a tithe of them are to be paid, it is 
time we were enacting a bankrupt law for the nation, for their pay- 
ment will not only bankrupt the national Treasury, but half the tax- 
payers of the country. De ng aye that is the right word—a del: 
of claims has come upon us. Mr, Delano, afterward Secretary of the 
Interior, when a member of this House truly said, speaking of the 
payment of these claims: 

It would result, I think, in shaking the credit of Ni 
in a condition of ability. I imagine, vastly beyond poor Japa 3 * 

I could not, sir, enumerate them all if I would; and, if I could, the 
hour allotted me would not be sufficient for the purpose. 

STATEMEST OF THE SOUTHERN DEMANDS. 

Permit me to particularize but a portion of them: 

First came the demand for $18,000 for the use during the war of a 
mill at Alexandria, Virginia. 

Then the bill restoring to the pension-roll Mexican pensioners who 
were dropped because of their disloyalty. 

The joint resolution to pay southern mail-contractors $375,000 was 
fought for with savage energy. Defeated once in the House, it is 
again before the Committee of Claims. 

A bill is before us proposing to restore to those who were in rebell- 
ion, on payment of principal, interest, and costs, their real estate 
the title to which vested in the Government under the laws it passed 
for the collection of taxes. This would restore to the heirs of the 


confederate leader, Lee, Arlington Heights, the burial-ground of the 


nation’s patriotic dead, over whom is raised the nation’s tablet bear- 
ing these everlasting words: 


On fame’s eternal camping-ground 
Their silent tents are pa 
guards wi 


8 


gs 


The establishment of the doctrine now that amnesty and 
pardon restores the right to compensation for the value of cotton 
— by ind 1 — ow many EEIN 27 3 

Yo one can pen roviding specifically for the pay- 
ment for cotton seized since May B 1865, shortening the date now 
fixed as the end of the war, and it involves a amount. 

The demand for compensation for tobacco lik seized is already 
looming up. Claims to the amount of over $25,000,000 are pending 
before the southern claims commission. 

The clamor forremission of the Federal tax imposed upon the South- 
ern Oster bas not paid, will not be forgotten. A bill is before us to 
return such portion of that tax as has been paid by citizens of States 
which were in rebellion. Twelve thousand claims are pending in the 
Quartermaster-General’s Office. I cannot tell how many are before 
the Departments. 

The amount covered into the Treasury February 27, 1874, for cap- 
tured and abandoned Lei tiple Bar’ $24,251,269. this has found or 
will find claimants, and an effort is being made for its distribution by 
law. I am assured there were pending before the Committee on War 
Claims of this House on the 4th of March this year nearly twelve 
hundred 
Southern 


ial relief bills for independent war claimants from 
tates, involving the amounts stated : 
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228, 662 
247, 730 

And the end is not yet, for on every bill-day the number increases 
with wonderful rapidity. 

It has been said our southern brethren wanted a “peace.” Does it 
not look as if they were after the whole ? 

What means the antagonism to the southern claims commission! 
Is it becanse it is necessary to establish loyalty in that tribunal? 


Why propose an enlargement of the time for filing claims growing 
out of the war? Why attempt to designate an earlier date than now 
named as the end of the rebellion ! 

Is it not time for the country to become alarmed, and see to it that 
this House—as the other branch of the legislative department, after 
March 4, 1879, passes, without a doubt, under the control of the 
democracy—that this House has returned to it a majority of that 
party which resists this flood of claims? Isthe defunct confederacy 
to be permitted in this way to make good the losses caused by the 
war? Is it to provide the means for such payment the democracy 
has, in the name of economy, in times like these, suspended neces- 
sary work upon public buildings and public enterprises, and, by 
throwing laborers idle, helped to make the cry for employment more 
lond? 

As a step in the direction of paying these claims, is that the 
reason an effort is being made to repeal the law which provides that 
no one who aided the rebellion s have a place upon the pension- 
roll; to declare by solemn enactment of law that hereafter loyalty 
shall in all cases be presumed ? 

A PRECEDENT TO BE MADE. 

That the losses resulting from the war may find a legislative prec- 
edent for payment, it is sought under the guise of the Mexican pen- 
sion bill to establish the doctrine that those who aided the rebellion 
are restored to all their lost rights; that the Constitution guarantees 
to those who are or were disloyal full compensation for property 
SAE during war by the Government or used or destroyed by its 
armies 
A The theory so ingeniously advanced by the Pension Committee will 

o this. 

That report first asserts that the pensioners who were dropped 
from the pension-roll because of disloyalty have a property right in 
their pensions. The committee says: 

The ions of soldiers disabled in the line of duty are in no sense a gratuity. 
deol al Let bas ingredient of a contract 1 2 „ 


every 
vested right, as mach as any bond he may have held on the Government or other 
choses in action which he may have owned, 


Then, upon the effect of the general pardon nted by President 
Johnson in 1868, the committee adds: ro. 

Tt released them [those who were disloyal] not only from all penalties incurred 
by reason of their * in the rebellion against the authority of the 

nited States,” bat it al tely and forever ‘blotted out,” “ obliterated and 
effaced the offense— 

Wonderful admission ! 


the offense itself, and made them, in contemplation of law, wholly innocent and 


If it be true, as claimed, (but more of this hereafter,) that pardon 
closes the ba ga eye, it is fortunate, indeed, that the Legislature 
did not go blind. 

DEMANDED AS A CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT. 

The committee then makes this astounding declaration : 

The obligation of the Government to pay the invalid soldiers of the South 

These who fought, some for but fourteen days, to save the nation 
they for four long years afterward sought to destroy ; who helped to 
impose upon the country our billions of national debt; who made 
necessary our grievous taxation; who precipitated upon our people 
the financial crisis now carrying so much of suffering to them. 

But to return to the report: 

The obligation of the Government to 
Pe ons for their disabilities Incurred $n ia defense is as sacred and obligatory as 
4 NN al perfidy. á avis gns 

Is the country ready to make such a precedent? Will it submit to 
the establishment of the doctrine that pardon reinvests the title to 
property captured during the war in its former owner; that the Con- 
stitution provides that property taken by the Governmentfor public 
use under such circumstances shall be paid for, that the “ wholly 
innocent and loyal (by grace) citizen” shall have compensation; that 
every rail taken after a long and toilsome march through mud and 
rain, when no other fuel was at hand to build a fire to cook a cup of 
coffee or warm half-frozen soldiers, the Government shall pay for; that 
when rebel cavalry captured supply trains and our details drove in 
cattle or hogs to supply the loss and feed our soldiers, that these cattle 
and hogs shall be paid for; that when mules and horses had given ont 
after long marches and much hard work, and their places were sup- 


plied by those taken by quartermasters from plantations whose own- 
ers were w. 


the invalid soldiers of the South their 


the gray, they shall be paid for; that rent shall be 


paid for houses used to shelter sick or wounded or dying soldiers of 


the Republic; that cotton piled up as a breastwork to shield the boys 
in blue from the rifle-ball of its owner shall be compensated for? I 
might go further, but I have gone far enough. 

‘Those who sustained the Government in its great struggle are not 
ready for such an interpretation of law, nor to estab a prece- 
dent for such a following, and it is time their Representatives donla 
awaken those who have been lulled to sleep by the siren song of 
t conciliation” to the dangers before them. They are willing to let 
bygones be bygones; they are willing to extend the hand of welcome 
back to loyalty; they are willing to greet you as brothers and move 
on together for a nder future for our common country; they are 
willing to “ conciliate,” but are not willing that the conciliation shall 
all be upon one side, and they will never—no, never—acknowledge 
that the gray was right; the wrong, the blue. 

But, sir, is it true that the Government is under moral or l obli- 
gation to pay these claims? Does the fifth amendment to the Con- 
stitution provide that war claims of this character shall be paid? I 
undertake to answer each of these questions in the negative, and I 
shall give my reasons therefor. 


THE LAWS OF WAR RECOGNIZED BY THE CONSTITUTION. 

The Constitution itself recognizes that when the condition of war 
exists martial law is constitutional law Whiting, in his War Powers, 
(page 56,) thus states it: 

In war, when martial law is in force, the laws of war are the laws which the Con- 
stitution expressly authorizes and 1 to be enforced. The Constitution, when 
it calls into action martial law, for time changes civil rights, or rights which 
the citizen would be entitled pin penon, because the rights of persons in one of these 
cases are totally incompatible with the obligations of persons in the other. 

In other words, martial law, or the laws of war, when in force, are consti- 
tutional laws, You may assume, instead, that the Constitution - 
nizes during a state of war a Jaw higher than itself, and it will only 
strengthen my argument. There are many authorities going to that 
extent. I may quote some of them. 

Many rights held sacred by the Constitution are held in abeyance 
when war is raging. Freedom of speech may be merry ge freedom 
of the press interfered with, life taken without trial by jury, prop- 
erty seized without due process of law. 

Here, then— 

Says Lawrence, in his Law of Claims, (page 215)— 
in the Constitution are two systems of laws, each having a purpose. 


Says Whiting, (War Powers, page 51 :) 

Both systems of law cannot have full or exclusive force, effect, and operation at 
the same time and place over the same rights of persons and property. 

On this Mr. Lawrence, in his Law of Claims, (page 216,) thus com- 
ments: 

But wh is actuall tate of d the exercise of mili 
Mea ee NT 

The Government of the United States recognized this doctrine when 
it clothed Andrew Johnson with military power, creating him an offi- 
cer of the Army and appointing him mi governor of Tennessee. 
The same was true when Mr. Stanley was made the provisional mili- 
tary poterno of North Carolina. Other instances might be cited: 
The icles of War for the oe of the Army are a recognition 
thereof by the Congress of the United States. The President’s proc- 
lamation of Angust 1 1861, was based upon the idea that at war the 
civil law gives p to the laws of war. 
si. supreme court of Pennsylvania said as early as 1788, (1 Dallas, 

Many thi: lawful in that bello) which would not be per- 
mitted in time of peace. a HIRT ans NY I: 


The supreme court of Georgia held, (9 Georgia, 348:) 


Those who seize the property are not and there is no relief but by peti- 
tion to the Legislature. etd For example the down of houses Tais- 
ing bulwarks for the defense of the State enemy; seizing corn and other 


rovisions the sustena time of 3 faring cotton 
General Ji Zero did at Now Olcan to build ramparts sgainse an a ha 
The supreme court of New Jersey decided, (3 Zab., 605 :) 


The right arising out of extreme 3 a natural right older than States. 
It is the t of self-defi of preservation, and has no connection 


ense, 
whatever with the t of eminent di n. one may be - 
tional limitations; he other te DAAN 9 d 

Says Whiting, (War Powers, p. 46:) 

The law of nations is above the constitution of any government. 

It is, then, to the law of nations we are to look, rather than to the 
Constitution, to determine whether these war claims are or are not 
in all good conscience to be paid. 

THE REBELLION WAS A WAR. 

The pertinent questions are : (1) Was the late rebellion a war? (2) 
Is a civil war governed by the law of nations? (3) What is the law of 
nations so far as the same is applicable to the question before us? 

1. Was the late rebellion a war? 

Ineed spend but few words upon this proposition. The Supreme 
Court in the prize cases, reported in 2 Black, 636, expressly held that 
the country was in a state of war. It was so reco the laws 
of Con , foreign treaties, and by the executive authority of the 


United States. 
2. Does the law of nations govern a civil war ? 
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Vattel, in his Law of Nations, (section 374,) says: 

Whenever a numerous thinks it has a right to resist the sovereign, and 
finds itself able to declare that opinion, sword in the war is to be carried on 
between in the same manner as between two different nations. 

Our Supreme Court has held, (2 Black, 636 :) 

The t civil war between the United States and the so-called Confederate 
States such a character and magnitude as to give the United States the same 
rights and powers which they might exercise in case of a or foreign war. 

Again: 

It is not the less a civil war, with belligerent in hostile array, because it 
may be called an “insurrection” by one side, Ne bo 8 as 
rebels or traitors. 

The courts go further than this, even to say that rebels in a civil 
war are entitled to less rights than the foreign enemy. Lawrence 
states it thus, (Law of Claims, page 211 :) 

It may be proper to say, first, however, that the power of a nation over its own 

Housel is presents gal wor Lee ies, over the 
“may exercise both belligerent and sovereign rights,” (citing 2 Black 
;) that is, the belligerent rights of war, and the sovereign right to 
anish for treason, while over alien enemies it can only exercise bel- 


3. What is the law of nations? 
Justice Grier, in the prize cases heretofore cited, says: 


The law of nations is also called the law of nature; it is founded on the common 
consent as well as the common sense of the world. 


Whiting adds, (War Powers, 47 :) 


In the great tribunal of nations there is a “higher law " than that which has been 
framed by either one of them, however to each its own peculiar laws and 
constitution of government may be. 


WHAT I8 THE LAW OF NATIONS? 


What, then, is the law of “ common sense” bearing upon these war 
claims? What may a nation do in civil war? What are the laws of 


war? 
Vattel gives this answer, (section 161 :) 


A nation has the es to deprive the enemy (still more one in insurrection 
3 possessions and goods.* * * All movable things 

to sovereign making war. * * * s soldiers, and even the auxiliaries, are 
only instruments in his hands for asserting his rights. 


Halleck says: 


War * + gives to one belligerent the right to deprive the other of every- 
rr which might add to his strength and enable him to carry on hostilities. (Page 


In the first place we may seize u rivate property by way of penalty for the 
pte 25 of individuals or of the which they belong. ab, ch. 19, 
section 14. 


In the second piece we have a sy, 4 to make the enemy's country contribute to 
the expenses of war. (Ib., ch. 19, section 15.) r 

Says an eminent writer : 

It clear that on the principles of the laws of —th rally accep 
law of cations tbe GAVARO hea the right rin an eee z district wr 
“enemy's country" to take and use whatever may be necessary the conveni- 
ence or support of the army. 

Inthe of between the United States and Great Britain, 
following the Revolutionary war, two articles were agreed upon pro- 
viding that further hostilities to the tories should cease and that 
Congress should earnestly recommend to the States the restitution of 
their estates to such persons as could be proved to be real British 
subjects and such Americans as had not borne arms against the United 
States. This volumes upon the question of the right to seize 
the estates of rebels and enemies and its duty to make compensation. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [General BUTLER, ] in a letter 
Br gaat 2 Hon. William Lawrence, then a member of this House, in 
1874, è 

An hold a city without f it; and if thi 
do tn on that ih eve of sis Yie eeraa ep begek arbera Higa 
against the Government of the occupying army. 

The Supreme Court of the United States held, (2 Black, 671, 674 :) 


The right of one belligerent not only to coerce the other by direct force, but also to 
cripple resources by the seizure or destruction of his property, is a necessary 
result of a state of war. Money and wealth, the products of agriculture and com- 
ee reagan hai se yr and as necessary in its uct as numbers and 


THE AMERICAN DOCTRINE. 
Alexander Hamilton thus stated the early American doctrine upon 
this question of international law: 
According to the la d usages of nations, a State is not obliged to make come 
ion for i 2 to its 5 — by an 3 wantonly or unauthor- 
by ita own troops.—American State Papers, Claims, 199. 

Judge Kent, (1 Kent’s Commentaries, page 59,) commenting upon 
the decision of the Supreme Court in Brown vs. ‘United States, says: 
The broad principle was assumed that war gave to the sovereign the full right 

to take the persons and conjiscate the property of the enemy whenever found. 


Halleck, in his International Law, (page 447,) states it thus: 
It will hereafter be shown that a eee sie D AE 


captor’s title to personal or movable property captured on 


tach nie (War Powers, pages 48, 52) expresses himself in these 
words: 


C title, 
Saking be the Constitution interferes with the right of confiscation of enemy's 
hatever of their rights of property are lost in and by wars are lost forever. 
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The Army regulations, enacted by Congress, provide: 


8988 taken from the enemy or from the inhabitants of an N fos 
tly becomes public property, and must be used and accounted 


All 
coun! 
as Su 

We have thus reached these conclusions : The rebellion was civil 
war. Civilwars are governed by the law of nations. The law of 
nations gives to the captor property captured from an enemy. Prop- 
erty lost in war is lost forever. 

_ Having controverted, it seems to me successfully, the premises in- 
sisted upon, the conclusion reached that the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution gives to pardoned rebels the right to demand compen- 
sation for their Neither property captured and taken for public use 
in the effort of the Government to subdue them as rebels and to crush 
out their rebellion cannot be true. 


COMPENSATION NOT REQUIRED TO BE MADE AN ENEMY. 

The original Constitution did not provide for compensation under 
any circumstances for private property taken for public use. That 
was done by way of amendment, but that amendment applies to a 
condition of peace. The rights guaranteed by the Constitution are 
different in peace than in war. © have instanced the freedom of 
speech, of the press, of personal liberty, trial by jury, and due process 
oflaw. That the fifth amendment is intended to confer a civil right, 
a Roe power, see Halleck’s International Law, page 124. 

e supreme court of Georgia, (9 Georgia, 341,) in the case before 
referred to, wherein reference was made to the use by General Jack- 
son of cotton bales, used these words : 

It is not doubted but that there are cases in which re pai: Foam D taken 
for public use without the consent of the owner, and wi compensation, and 
without any provision of law for making compensation. 


I have been stating the general oe governing in a state of 
war. I do not controvert the position that a government through its 
legislature may modify these provisions, and that such modification 
would be binding upon its army. The Government by law could 
restore the proceeds of captured and abandoned property if it should 
so enact. Nor do I deny that conditions can be annexed to the offer 
of pardon. It has, however, been held (4 Wall., 381) that a pardon 
does not restore property or interests vested in others. 
THE EFFECT OF THE PRESIDENT'S PARDON. 

The pardon and general amnesty offered by President Johnson on 
Christmas, 1868, was not an unconditional one; it contained this im- 
portant exception: 

Ex also as to an of which may have been 
divested 8 ot no United States. wee RY * 

It has been shown that the laws of nations are the laws of the United 
States during a state of war, and are recognized so to be by thé Con- 
stitution itself; that Neg legally divests title; it follows, there- 
fore, that the assertion that the fifth amendment restores the right to 
demand e 2 for private y taken by the public falls 
to the ground, if not for the reasons tofore given, then for the 
Aap 2 that in this respeet it is expressly excepted by the par- 

on i A 

Sir, it is not an uncontroverted question that the law of nations gives 
even to a loyal citizen the right to demand compensation for property 
destroyed by his country’s army, to say nothing of that destroyed by 
an enemy. 

Whiting, in his War Powers, page 59, uses these words: 


A tter os graad may direct that a of loyal citizens 
8 rik die States — be a by military. orce, pè Kpd dartas 
tion. is an act of grace, which, though not required by thetaws of war, may 
well be granted. 

Alexander Hamilton, as already quoted, made this declaration : 

According to the la d usages of nations, a state is not obliged to make com- 
Beeren for damages Sane to its citizens by 8 Wee 7 

It has been said again, (4 Court of Claims, 547 :) 


No Government, but for special favor, has ever for of its own cit- 
izens, destroyed in its own country, on Sachin oh defending teat against a com- 
mon public enemy. 

MORE THAN THE COUNTRY WILL STAND. 

This new demand upon the Treasury is more than the country ought 
to or will stand. Much has been forgiven. Upon this floor are now 
admitted those who a few short years ago constituted a part of the 
executive department, the cabinet, the legislative department of a 
government which sought to divide this fair land of ours, now par- 
ticipating in its destiny and making its laws. Is that not enough? 
Are weya to pay the men who slew our sons, wasted onr substance, 


depleted our ury, laid upon us a heavy taxation—are we yet to 
pay them, I say, for what they lost in 7 g all this and more upon 
our people? A 


DANGEROUS TO REST THEM EVEN ON PROOF OF LOYALTY. 


It is time to make haste slowly. Statutes of limitations should not 
be extended, jurisdictions should not be enlarged, the bars that are 
put up toshield the National Treasury should not be letdown. Even 
the law which grants relief to loyal citizens is being made a step- 
stone for the payment of rebel claims. The commissioners of claims, 
in their first annual report, in 1871, truly said: 7 

It is easier and more profitable to be loyal now than it was during the war, and 
aoh of the proof or loyalty has ed or been forgotten in the lapse of 

e. 


1878. 
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And again in 1872: . 
We find by experience that to form a correct opinion as to whether a claimant 


was or was not loyal during the war, we cannot pater ely upon the mere opinions 
of witnesses as to his loyalty and upon statements at t te day of conversations. 


Mr. Delano, chairman of the Committee of Claims in this House in 
1866, speaking of the ease with which loyalty can be proven and the 
danger of ex parte affidavits, said: 

These and like considerations have brought the committee to the conclusion— 
and that conclusion was unanimous—that an effort to discriminate between the 
oyal and the disloyal would be an impracticability, and that the result of it would 
be to bring this House to the payment of all this class of claims. 


FRAUDULENT CLAIMS NEARLY PROVEN. 


In corroboration of the statement of the danger that the claims of | 


those who were disloyal may be paid under pretense of loyalty, and 
the utter unreliability of the evidence in many cases offered, let me 
recount the history and evidence of three, not exceptional, cases be- 
fore the southern claims commission as given to me by a member of 
that commission. 

And first, of a citizen of New Orleans, a lady, who claimed as heir 
to a deceased father over half a million dollars for stores and supplies 
taken from him, a loyal man, by the Army. These allegations were 
aworn to by several witnesses before the commission, and a petition 
was presented to it, signed by over fifty Senators and Representa- 
tives, urging thet the claimant was meritorious and that relief be 
wanted hee speedily. A special agent was dispatched to investigate 
the case on the spot. It was then proven beyond all question, beyond 
all doubt, that the father and daughter were bitterly disloyal; that 
he had been before the war, and during it, and at death a bankrupt, 
having had neither stores nor supplies for an army to seize. 

Another claimant was a citizen of North Carolina, a dealer in ship- 
stores, He claimed over $50,000 because of property seized. He testi- 
fied to his loyalty during the war and produced a number of wit- 
nesses who also swore to it. The commissioners, with a wise pru- 
dence, thought it best to look over the rebel archives to ascertain if 
they would throw any light apon the claimant. Several letters signed 
with his name were found. He was recalled and the signatures (only) 
shown him and he testified they were his. One was a letter to Gov- 
ernor Letcher, of Virginia, complaining that the overseer on his 
brother’s plantation was a Union man and had raised the Union flag. 
Another to the confederate goverument offered for a sum stated to 

urchase and fit out a vessel and command it as a blockade-runner. 

till another, addressed to the same government, asked that his 
brother’s plantation (Monticello) be given to him because of his loy- 
alty to the confederacy and his brother's disloyalty, he being a com- 
modore in the United States Navy. 

In the third case, now pending, the claimant is the guardian for 
minor heirs. As the nts died shortly before the civil war, the 
question of loyalty did notenter. The claim was for something over 

125,000, and for Army stores and supplies said to have been taken 
by the Union Army from the plantation of his wards. He established 
the loss ap ntly beyond question by eight witnesses and that it 
was ca by the United States Army. A special agent was sent 
there to examind into the facts, and it was shown that a rebel com- 
mand had passed over the plantation, that the guardian was himself 
an officer in the command, and that it had driven off the horses and 
cattle, burned the barns and cribs with their contents, 

EVERY SAFEGUARD NEEDED. 

Is it any wonder that Mr. Lawrence and his committee should doubt 
the ency of granting relief, even in case of claimed loyalty? 
Has not the time come when it would be well to close our courts and 
committee-rooms to this class of cases ? 

But the probabilities are small that the doors will be closed; there 
er we may judge from the earnestness with which they are 

„that the doors be opened still wider; that those dropped 
m pension-rolls because of disloyalty will be restored; that mail 
contractors will be paid for service in States after they had declared 
their secession ; that longer time will be granted in which to file 
claims; that the farce of proving loyalty will not even be required; 
that cotton taxes and tobacco taxes will be refunded; that the pro- 
ceeds of captured and abandoned cotton will be distributed; that 
the doctrine will be established that compensation for all losses dur- 
ing the war shall be made. i 
d now, Mr. Speaker, allow me in conclusion to express the opin- 
ion to the people of our country that if they would guard the Treas- 
ury a t this whirlwind of claims and schemes upon it, if they 
would not see the tax-payers of the country still further burdened to 
3 so far as money can make it, the losses of the South, 
caused by its attempt to take the nation’s life; if they would not see 
disloyalty honored as loyalty is honored; if t would not lose all 
that was gained by the 1 of the Union arms, in view of the 
certain change of the political complexion of the Senate in the next 
Con then make sure that tlie next House of Representatives is 
placed within the control of that party which sustained, maintained, 
and saved our glorious Republic. 
I yield the remainder of my hour to the gentleman from Minnesota. 
TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Speaker, I assume that it is or necessarily 
will be the fixed purpose of the Government to require of the Indians 
inhabiting this country that they shall permanently locate upon lim- 
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ited tracts of land and that as soon as possible they shall undertake 
to support themselves by agriculture and the other industries which 
develop from cultivation of the soil. Therefore, being ignorant and 
unpracticed, they must be taught, not only how to labor but how to 


live by labor, and this involves the in uction among them of the 
methods, habits, ideas, and laws by which industry is stimulated and 
its results are economized in civilized communities. That is, these 
Indians must be civilized, and being civilized there will be no longer 
an excuse for holding them as either aliens or wards. The end of the 
Indian policy of the Government is the admission of Indians to equal 
citizenship. That ultimate conclusion, it seems to me, should be kept 
in view in all our dealings with the Indians. 

But our Indian system, in important respects, is older that our In- 


dian policy. It had its origin with the trading companies and was 


developed by the Army. Hence it has been an incongruous combina- 
tion of the conviliatory practices of the traders with the arbitrary 
rule of the military; and though it is now pare Ye change, it is 

the policy which is 


et far from being reformed or well adapted to 
being inaugurated under it. Unfortunately, also, it rests upon a con- 
stitutional provision and laws which applied to a condition of ome 
which is passing away and upon judicial decisions which were dic- 
tated by the expediency of a past time. Otherwise we might con- 
sider the expediency of subjecting the Indians by distribution among 
the whites and free association with them to those irresistible influ- 
ences by which our civilization in every decade et an te 
of ignorance, unthrift, and viciousness equal probably to all the sav- 
agery of all our Indian population; or we might consider the expe- 
diency of providing for the Indians through the sgons of the several 
States and Territories in which they are located. Yet, though a radical 
change of the system cannot be made except by ual progress 
through long time, it is on all sides asserted that reformation is nec- 


essary. 

Men who are interested in the welfare of the Indians, especially 
those particularly interested in the always peaceful and submissive 
bands or tribes with whom the experiment of introducing civilized 
ways of self-support has been tried under the most favorable circum- 
stances, complain that the results so far reached are not in proportion 
to the time and expenditure. Others, and the number, who 
regard the Indian question as a vexation, to be gotten rid of in the 
shortest, easiest way, while accusing the present Indian service of all 
the errors and crimes of the past as well as the present, propose not 
an improvement of the system, but to go back to the most faulty 
expedient which was resorted to during the time when we had no 
Indian policy except to serve the occasion and the time. 

In pursuance of the policy of making the Indians a self-supporting, 
civilized people, ultimately to become citizens of the Uni States 
and participate in the government of States, it rs Say to me that 
the system of dealing with the Indians should be reformed or changed 
so that the most direct and economical way to the ultimate end may 
be pursued. Their isolation from the whites should be ed as 
temporary, because high civilization cannot thus be attained. They 
should be located in communities of not more than a few thousand, 
on eager ny nap oh small reservations, where white farmers and me- 
chanics will be their near neighbors, The laws of the land should 
be extended over them and they should be enabled for that purpose, 
and to accustom themselves to our forms of government, te choose 
peace officers, serve on juries in courts to be held within their reser- 
vations when necessary, and, as they arrive at an understanding of 
the benefits of concerted action, with willingness to work or pa; 
taxes for their common good, they should be enabled and enco 
to organize municipal governments. 

The expediency, however, of arbitrarily setting aside their tribal 
forms is questionable. They would quickly and without friction be 
merged in our elective forms if we should seek to introduce them 
among the Indians. Existing treaties should be scrupulously carried 
out to the letter, and where ible final treaties be mado provid- 
ing for the full surrender of all claims of dependence on the one hand 
and on the other for full recompense for every past violation of 
treaties or usurpation of rights. am considering particularly the 
dealings with Indians who have not made war upon the whites and 
therefore cannot be claimed to have forfeited any right.) There 
should be a limit to the assistance promised or given any individual 
and any . Extensive or expensive public improvements 
e not be rtaken with the public money. Indians 
should be early taught to make their own roads and to unite for 


other common p The plan of paying them for work for them- 


selves should be abandoned or greatly ed. The man or famil 
receiving largest permanent benefit from the common fund shou 
understand that thereafter those who have received less or no assist- 


ance will have the greater claims on that fund. The rights of each 
individual to assistance should be clearly defined and limited by law 
or lations having the force of law, and in this as in all respects 

ible where the rights of an Indian are concerned, little or noth- 
ing should be left to any one’s discretion. Some one, say the governor 
of the State or Territory, or other persons not responsibleto the Indian 
Bureau, ought to be the anthorized t or representative of the 
Indians before the Departments and Congress and its committees. 
and also in the courts until the courts can give to Indians the full 
rights of citizens. But the agents of the bureau with the Indians 
should not have their influence for good weakened by adding to the 
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number who will a riors in 
authority. Rather the be saen should ap 
ty 


ch: as next in autho to the h 
they i 


to the Indians to be their supe 
ar to the Indians under his 
of the bureau, so only that 

ave personal rights and privileges and know them and are 
subject not to the agent’s caprices, but to the law which he represents, 


As to the policy, so called, religion and politics, church and 
state, should be as independent of each other in the government of 
the Indians as of the whites, If we cannot for ourselves consent to 
have one scheme of religion more favored than another by law or 
government, we cannot afford to train our future fellow-citizens to 
associate church and state. In short, since it seems n that 
for some years at least the Indians being civilized should be to some 
extent isolated, so that the most forceful side of our civilization 
cannot be impressed upon them, we should improve their isolation 
by always impressing upon them the best side of civilization—its 
orderly methods, its security of person and property, its teachings of 
self-reliant industry and economy, the advantages of accumulated 
earnings, the good in education and social intercourse, and through 
the free co-operation of Christian churches, the comfort of religion. 

But whether the system of operations be good or bad, much de- 
pends upon the bang for it is not presumable that any system 
could be adopted which will dispense with the resident agent of the 
Government. This officer, in the communities forming upon the dif- 
ferent reservations, is the exemplar of our civilization. The man 
thoroughly fit for the place will possess natural ability, be capable 
of nee large business affairs or attending to their details; be 

enerally familiar with the common industries, so that he can assist 
in them by advice, and he should be himself an industrious man, 
He should be a kind and patient man, a believer in human nature, 
without distinction as to the color of the skin, and he should be in- 
terested in his duties and in the Indian people. Withal, he should 
be diplomatic enough to be capable of winning and holding the con- 
fidence and influencing the minds of a people capricious and jealous 
as other ignorant people are. An approximation to such thorough 
fitness is only to be had by selection. The rule of the Army—to 
which it is 1 8 to transfer the Indian service—is routine de- 
tail, precluding selection. 
ile there are undoubtedly in the Army a number of officers of 
experience, education, and mental bent unitedly qualifying them for 
wisely working at great civil problems, yet these are not the men to 
whom Indian agencies would be assign Long service has entitled 
them to high rank and important commands. If they could be pasa 
from 12 770 service to take the places of civilians as agents, their large 
pay would be chargeable to the Indian service, where such expenses 
are not ni But the special and life-long education of the 
Army officer is not in the direction to qualify him for civil service. 
It is certainly not calculated to develop those qualities most essential 
for the Indian agent. He is trained to the rule of force. Theagent 
has to train a people to self-government founded upon common inter- 
est and common consent. His profession is war. The agent has to 
lead a people too ready for war into the paths of peace. presence 
merely would keep alive the savage idea that war is man’s noblest 
occupation, It is the agent’s duty to exalt the common occupations 
ofmankind. His habits, according to the customs of the Army service, 
would not recommend work. It is the agent’s duty to set an example 
of every-day work. 

The y officer would call soldiers to his assistance. Not tospeak 
of the offense which placing them in charge of the Army would give 
to those Indians who have remained peaceable through many provo- 
cations, the bad effects of associating Indians and soldiers should 
be considered. More than is gained by the isolation of Indian bands 
from daily intercourse with settled communities of whites would be 
lost by perono ovon a few soldiers among them. This objection 
can be shown to be a very serious one by reference to the present con- 
dition at Indian agencies where Army posts are maintained or by 
Tey as to past experience. 

t it is urged that the methods of accounting and contracting in 
the Army are perfect, and that the Quartermaster and Commissary 
Departments would economically supply the Indians, A criticism of 
Army methods as sharp and searching as the civil service is almost 
constantly exposed to, and which the Indian service has especially 
borne, would expose the fallacy of claims of superior excellence for 
the business forms of the Army. Army contractors and Indian con- 
tractors do not differ much; they thrive about alike. And, without 
disparagement of the character of the of officers of our 
Army, it may be remarked that the men who transact the business of 
the Army, who are mostly civilians or nominally attached to the 
Army, are as much indebted to the obscurity with which Army toga: 
lations and military observances surround their doings for the credit 
8 their work as to any superiority of that work. In practice the 

y is nsive. Enlist the six hundred able-bodied men on the 
White Earth and Red Lake reservations, Minnesota, as soldiers and 
they would cost the Government $600,000 a year. Through the last 
three years, with wore failing and game scarce, this six hundred with 
their women and children have been supported for about $50,000 a 
year. The Army, twenty-five thousand: strong, costs $30,000,000 a 
year. The Indian Bureau, having one hundred and fifty thousand 
or more Indians to partially support, costs $7,000,000 a year. But the 
Fern of cost and economy is a subordinate one. It is a matter of 

etail which may be changed without affecting the main purpose. 


The ruling question is Whether we shall make the Indian service 
conform as exactly as possible to the wise and hamane policy of civil- 
izing the Indians or by committing them to the care of a non-civilizing 
agency abandon that policy and with it the friendship and gratitude 
due at least to the many thousands of red men st — have never 
wronged or even resisted white men. Y 

A separate department for the Indian service would be a most desir- 
able measure of reform, because that would soonest bring about a 
thorough revision of the system. Next best doubtless would be the 
making the Indian Bureau independent under charge of a commission 
embracing the Secretaries of the Interior and War Departments. But 
without disturbing the bureau from its present position reform is 

ible and will come whenever Congress gives to the subject the 
investigation and consideration its importance entitles it to. 


THE TARIFF—PROTECTION VS. FREE TRADE. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, our country is trembling with 
fear to-day with reference to the threatened reduction of tariff rates. 
There is a general and wide-spread alarm all over the North, the East, 
and the West which amounts to almost a panic. It is absolutely 
unheard of in our history. There never has been anything like it 
upon the pament nors and the it cannot be quieted. ey can- 
not be silenced. They want to know what it all means and where it 
is toend. They see only ruin and bankruptcy for those who have 
braved the financial storm thus far, and who by dint of great exer- 
tions and continued effort and a wise economy have kept their crafts 
afloat; and really it is not strange they are troubled, and waiting 
in painful suspense for the announcement of the result of the long 
deliberations of the members of the committee having in charge the 
tariff bill. All over the land men are anxious, and waiting breath- 
lessly for the result; and why is it necessary for our people to be 
kept in this unpleasant, this disagreeable and unfortunate condition 
through long weary weeks and months of waiting and watching? I 
am confident, sir, no tariff bill reducing the tariff rates on articles of 
foreign nations which come into successful competition with home 
articles can be passed during this Congress, if ever; and if that be 
trne, then why should we not relieve our people from this trouble- 
some question and give them rest and quiet? Our business men cer- 
tainly have had and will have quite enough to st: le through 
without any other and additional and unnecessary burdens for them 
to stagger and fall under. They need no more or weightier discour- 
agements than they have now. Do not add any more. I beseech you 
do not help crush out the only hope of the survivors of financial 
wrecks scattered all over the country so 0 thick. It does 
seem as though an attempt at a revision of the tariff at this time could 
only result in injury to our people, and why is it attempted? Is 
there any great demand for it by any very considerable portion of 
our citizens? Ido not think so. Iam very sure they do not desire 
it. And why,I ask again,is an effort e here to revise it and 
reduce the tariff rates of the present time ? 

It is strange, indeed, that we can never have any permanency to our 
tariff in this country, It is strange that our people can never be 
allowed to know what they can depend upon for any considerable 
length of time. On this important matter, as often as about eight or 
ten years, it must be all overhauled and set afloat. What the country 
n is permanency. Business men must know what they can de- 
pend upon for a series of years or they do not dare make large vent- 
ures in business; and the American policy has been, and is yet, to 
keep them constantly uieted and uncertain as to the future; never 
knowing what the next day will bring forth; never knowing what 
will be the policy of the Government, and therefore never 33 
what they can be reasonably sure of for a single 1 and a man wit 
a thimbleful of brains can see in a moment, if he will pause that 
“ey of time and contemplate the subject, that this is a very great 
hinderance to business; it in fact is a great paralyzer of business. This 
any man of observation and intercourse with business men knows full 
well. It is suicidal policy, and ought to be put away and a perma- 
nent policy adopted and lived to. 

Why, sir, what is the matter with our people that our own national 
interests are not more carefully and protected? Why can 
we not learn something from the other nations of the world? Why 
can we not see the success that has ever attended the nations who 
have been steady and constant in their protective policy? It only 
needs a brief survey of the field of the world to settle this very im- 

t question in favor of protection. The story is soon told, if we 
will but di ionately and without partisan spirit look over the 
d; and I therefore ask the attention of House for a little 
ime while I attempt to show to the House the vast importance of a 
thoroughly protective policy by our Government. I will deal as little 
as possible in dry statistics, but give in as few words as ible the 
history of protection and the result of free trade among the civilized 
nations of the earth, or the more important ones. It is a trath that 
no man in his sound mind will deny. that actual experience is worth 
more than all the speculations of a i the theorists. In this you will 
readily admit I am correct. No man will venture to controvert it. 

Our southern people are clamoring for free trade, and a large por- 
tion of them always have been. You would hardly think it modest 
in me to say yon are laboring under the influence of a delusion; but 
such, I venture to assert, is the fact ; and one single question will bring 
to your mind facts that will necessarily lead the mind to the trath of 
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my phar an why is the wealth of the land to-day in the New 
Eng States so largely? Can you answer that question? Why 
are the ears there in that cold, rocky, comparatively barren coun- 
sy rich, while the South is poor—comparatively poor, I mean ? 
ow comes the reasoning, the argument of the case; and the mind 
of the thinker naturally runs on to the conclusion ; it cannot help it. 
The country is barren and hard and poor; the South is rich and fer- 
tilo and beautiful. Where, then, is the reason? One is a frozen 
land, with six months of winter; the other is a flowery land, with al- 
most constant summer. Why the cold, hard, wintry country rich, and 
the land of perpetual 1 and summer time impoverished and States 
going into liquidation? The great war and the consequent desola- 
on of the country South, and the carpet-bag rule so often men- 
tioned, will not account for the very great difference. 

There is but one answer to this question, and it becomes the people 
of this country, North and South, to find what that answer is. The 
whole secret of the difference is in this fact: that the labor of the 
North, and especially the New England States, is greatly diversified; 
in the South it is not. The consequence has been in the Northa 
great home market has been established, and the result of this home 
market is to build up and improve the country, to fertilize and enrich 
the lands. The building up of the great manufacturing establish- 
ments in the New England States has produced a home market for the 
farmer, for the Inmberman, for the miner, for the mechanic, and for 
all the trades and occupations the world has to be supplied. 

While the North have been giving their energies to adding to the 
many demands of the opie for employment and so diversifying 
their calls for labor and skill in a thousand ways, thereby making it 
possible for the man with one hand and with no eyesight to work and 
earn handsome wages so as to be able to comfortably care for his 
family of little ones, the t South has given her attention alone 
to agriculture, which requires men of good strong limbs and consti- 
tutions and leaves all the old men and crippled men and children of 
no use rt peer hg A Am I right? 

Why is it to-day that there are so many, many thousands of acres 
of once fertile and productive lands in the South thrown out to com- 
mons, all worn out and desolate, where not even a mullein stalk stands 
to testify to the strength of the soil? Ihave seen some of it and know 
how it looks. Why is this? It is simply and only for the reason that 
the frnits of the soil are continnally moved away from the lands and 
never come back in any shape whatever. It is a constant drain upon 
the lands; and this process will make a desert of the richest country 
in the world if continued for a sufficient length of time. Cotton, the 
great staple of the South, is a great exhauster of lands, more so than 
almost any other vegetable grown in this country. Rice is not so bad 
by far. Sugar-cane is bad enough; but the great staple is cotton, 
and it is raised only to send to foreign markets, thus constantly 
impoverishing the soil where it is cultivated, and thus the cotton- 
grower musf constantly look for new fields. He cannot remain by 
the century on the same lands and raise cotton in paying quantities 
and paying qualities. The market is a distant one, e trans- 
atlantic one, subject to all the delays, the hinderances, and the fluetu- 
ations of a distant market. 

Suppose this whole matter wasreversed. Suppose the South should 
encourage and build up a home market by building up and estab- 
lishing mannfactures. What would be the result? The labor of the 
South would be diversified. Then soon a large part of the South 
wonld be cultivated for other purposes than the raising of cotton and 
sugur-cane. All classes of people would find employment. A home 
market for all the productions of the country would be built up and 
then the South would demand protection from the wealth and influ- 
ence of the Old World until we could successfully compete with the 
accumulated wealth of old England and France and Germany. You 
see New England is just what her enterprise and diversity of labor 
has made her. The reason why she is able to loan money to-day is 
because she has not confined her people to the Syme, Ym corn, rye 
and cattle, and now her hills blossom with beauty and her towns and 
Villages decorate her valleys ev here, and a more independent 
and cultured poopie do not live upon the face of the earth. Hardy 
old New England has placed this country under everlasting obliga- 
tions to her by the educated, intelligent, and highly cultivated men 
and women she has produced among her stony hills and sent out all 
over the land to leaven it with intelligence and culture. You will 
find her sons and her daughters everywhere and always at work ; they 
ay Abi idle; they are moving the world on and will not let itstand 

HISTORY OF THE TARIFF, 

The American colonies were held under restraint so absolute that 
beyond the common industries and the most ordinary mechanical em- 
ployments no kind of manufactures were permitted by the mother 
1 i even a hatter-shop was allowed to transact business. In 
1750 a hatter-shop in Massachusetts was. declared a nuisance by the 
British government, and the poor hatter was closed out and not even 

tted to vend the hats he then had on hand and already made at 
is own expense, and for which he had paid his own money. 

In the same Fare an act was passed permitting the importation of 
pig - iron from the colonies. And why? Think of the reason; because 
chareoal, then os on ga! employed in smelting the ore, was nearly 
exhausted in England. That was the reason the old country allowed 
to the child the poor boon of manufacturing and importing into 
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England pig-iron ; but they forbade the erection of tilt-hammers, slit- 
ting or rolling mills, or any establishments for the manufacture of 
steel. In the same year the great Earl of Chatham, alarmed and 
troubled at the enterprise of the western colonies, declared that “they 
ought not to be allowed to manufacture so much as a hob-nail.” 
his was the kind of protection Great Britain threw around her 
people in that day; but compelled the colonies to open their ports 
y to her, and so we had in that early day a taste of free trade 
that ought to satisfy us for all time. 

And the navigation laws of England were in the same direction, 
and made so as to hold the colonies in utter subjection to the mother 
country. We were restrained in every possible way from Dhr A 
ing our industries, and that policy toward us was the constant sub- 
jection of our industries to the rich manufacturing honses of Great 
Britain. And now we are being persuaded to voluntarily place upon 
the free limbs of the young Republic the same old fetters the tyranny 
from over the sea bound us with in our younger and more helpless 


ys. 

It so happened in the affairs of the world that this vassalage was 
destroyed, but not without a fearful and bloody war of years’ dura- 
tion; but that seven years of suffering and of agony threw off the 
shackles that had enslaved our industries and throttled our manu- 
factories and gave freedom and life to our enterprise as a people, and 
gives us a lesson on the question of protection that is worthy of con- 
sideration. 

A protective period followed. The commerce with England was 
necessarily broken off during tho war, and the people were left free, of 
course, to supply their own necessities by their own skill and indus- 
try, untrammeled by the prohibitive laws of the mother country. 

And what was the result of this freedom? How had the seven 
years of war affected our industries? It was found at the close of 
the war of the Revolution that we had advanced rapidly in the skilled 
industries that add rapidly to the wealth of a people and that enable 
nations to be independent and self-supporting, and the success that 
had then been attained in that direction enco Alexander Ham- 
ilton, and in 1791 he argued the practicability and the duty of en- 
couraging our manufactures; and enumerated seventeen grand depart- 
ments which were then well established, and they prevailed as well 
in the Southern as in the Middle and Northern States. You see the 
war gave us protection, the most perfect protection ible, and the 
country was rapidly recovering from the effect of the war thereby. 
Mr. Hamilton reported at that time that the manufacturing of house- 
hold goods and furniture was very large, amply sufficient for the 
home wants of the people, and already affording textile fabrics for 
sale to foreign countries. 

Now, what was the result when this protection was removed? Did 
our industries still continue to prosper? Let the facts answer. 

Soon after the peace of Paris, 1783, all household industries and 
enterprises were effectually suppressed. And how? By an inunda- 
tion of foreign goods. Our manufactories were crippled, and in a 
little time bankrupted and utterly destroyed by the flood of goods 
that poured in like aswelling river from the Old World, and our man- 
ufactures were thus rained. In the first Federal Congress, a mem- 
ber, 3 of this period of free trade, said: “We bongs accord- 
ing to the doctrine of modern theorists, where we could purchase 
cheapest, and were soon drowned in a sea of foreign commodities.” 
English aoe were sold at lower rates in our maritime cities than in 
Live or London. 

And how did this destruction of our manufacturing establishments 
affect the agricultural interests of the country? Were the farmers 
and the consumers in any way benefited by this fall of industrial 
houses? By no means, and here is where the people are deceived. 
When the manufacturing interests of any country are prosperous and 
ina way of adding to their wealth, then labor is lifted and feels the 

rity, and the farmer has a market for his produce. And why? 

imply for the reason there is somebody able to buy and pay for his 

. So, thus early in our history, 1 when we were without pro- 

tection, and the foreigner flooded our markets, a general depreciation 

of real estate followed, and failures became theo. of the dayamong 
landed rietors. 

Dr. Hugh Williamson, describing the distresses and disorders of the 
year 1786, says: 

0 ‘ity of money is 80 t and the difficulty of debts has been so 

a or ent coke 8 have been ce W 


common t. many places, and the 
operations of civil government have been suspended. A 

Chief-Justice Marshall, in his life of Washington, speaking of this 
crisis generally, and particularly of the causes which led to Shay’s 
rebellion, says: 

On g their an immense quantity of foreign was introduced 


ports 
into d th tempted by th dden of i ed 
goods, and by | Guicewa winte iD purebans beyond their capacity tor 3 

And what was the inevitable result? What the certain conse- 
quences of this course? As soon as the policy had time to develop 
itself fully it brought its harvest of woes, and so he says further: 

The bonds of men, whose eee, to pay their debts was unquestionable, 
could not be negotiated but at a of A eve O DOE gence ag wep 
was scarcely yendible, and sales of any article for ready money could only be made 
at a ruinous loss. > 

And the distress was so great and so wide-spread that a disposition 
manifested itself everywhere to resist the laws. Such was the result 
of free trade in the early history of this country, and such will be 
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the history again if this theory is adopted. And the people soon saw 
and recognized the difficulties under which they were laboring, and 
protection against foreign manufactures became the prevailing senti- 
ment of the day; the experience they had endured was a powerful 
and controlling influence. 

In full sympathy with this sentiment, Washington wore a coat of 
domestic dot on the day of his inauguration. 

The first act protecting our home industries was passed July 4, 1789, 
and was followed by another the 10th of August, 1790, largely increas- 
ing the duties imposed by the first. And now the result of this first 
protection is all-important as a lesson to guide us yet down here in 
the year 1878. Why not? If the theory is right it will prove itself 
so, and if wrong it will do the same at all times. It li the cloud 
from the country in a nagie year. Only one short year and the cry of 
distress is silenced and the people are prosperous. It seems strange, 
but such is history. 

Listen to the words of Washington, and I trust he is good author- 
ity everywhere in thisland. In October, 1791, writing to La Luzerne, 
he held this language: 

In my tour I confirmed by observation the accounts which we had all along 
received of the happy effects of the General Government upon our iculture, 
commerce, and industry: The same effects prevail in the Niiadie end Eastern 
States, with the additions of vast progress in the most useful manufactures. 


But the tariff of 1516 was quite too low. We had been aided up 
to this time by foreign wars, which, taken in connection with our 
tariff rates, until this time had afforded us nearly adequate protection; 
but now comes a time when there was comparative peace in Europe. 
The battle of Waterloo has been fought and the great disturber of 
the nations and the destroyer of thrones is confined on his lone, bar- 
ren isle, and a general pacification has oceurred between the leadin 
nations of Europe, and . ee France, and Germany went to wor 
to regain their lost trade of the world and soon found a way into our 
markets, and the tariff of 1816, unsupported by the wars abroad, was 
wholly inadequate. Our prosperity, Which had been so wonderful; 
our skies, that had been so suddenly cleared from all clouds and mists, 
were to be darkened again, and our prosperity went down under a 
flood of foreign importations, and from 1519 to 1824 the country pre- 
sented another picture of distress that was absolutely appalling, and 
there were no shadings of light; it was quite as dark as before the 
light of prosperity had dawned upon us, and this distress came to us 
in a time of profound peace. 

A few years, seven years of peace, with the country’s labor unde- 
fended, inflicted a hundred-fold more injury upon the peel of the 
country than any such period of war had or could do. But thistime 
of calamity was not without its value to the people. It was of use 
in the end. It brought them to see and know the cause of their 
distress. It was a lesson easily read and understood, and no sooner 
did the distress come than the people were brought to reflect, and 
they no sooner reflected than they saw the mischief and the folly of 
free trade, and then went directly to work to remedy the difficult 
and bring the blessings of protection once more to the people. And 
a democratic Congress ordered the republication of Hamilton’s report 
of 1791, on manufactures, and the tariff of 1824 was passed, and not 
being sufliciently protective this act was amended in 1828 and the 
nation again sprang from its couch of despair. The night of distress 
was again exchan for a glad morning of sunshine, and once more 
the people rejoiced and were made glad, and the clouds drifted away 
from our financial sky. The whole national debt had been suddenly 
reduced, and the people came all too suddenly into general pros- 
perity, and they soon forgot the lessons of the day, and they came to 
think the accumulations in the national Treasury would soon become 
unmanageable, unless they took measures to prevent its overflow. 
The nation became mad and wild again. Howstrange it seems when 
we stop and 8 upon it. Only a few short years since we were 
burdened with debt, 3 of all kinds worthless compara- 
tively in market, and estate a drug and a hinderance to any 
man; want everywhere, and riots threatened on every hand; debtors 
utterly unable to pay, and bankruptcy universal. And now because 
the storm of desolation has away and the sun of prosperity 
has been shining in beauty for a few short years, the cry comes up 
once more: return to the blessings of free trade. We are too rich 
too prosperous. Our wealth and plenty, our comfort and luxury will 
swamp us, South Carolina went into nullification. Virginia sanc- 
tioned the doctrine; Alabama and Georgia stood with them. And 
so to appease these discontented people, and I think mistaken peo- 
ple, a compromise was agreed upon, and we set sail in upon the 

ree-trade craft, and on a pleasant and ful sen. d under the 
act of 1833, that abandoned the protection of domestic labor, the im- 
ports in the first three years of its operations averaged one hundred 
and twenty-two millions, against au average of seventy millions for 
the last tive years under the act of 1828. 

What followed? What was the result? How were the people 
brought to theirsenses again? Seven years of unprotected American 
industry, stretching from 1833 to 1840, brought the same old story of 
ruin to onr manufacturers and consequent want of employment for 
the people, Property again depreciated. The country was once more 
flooded with the work of foreign hands, and the cry of distress was 
everywhere. Once more the pronis were brought to reflection and the 

rty in power was swept from office by an indignant people, and 

ree trade was replaced Dy a protective tariff pares. in the year 1842, 


‘ment again which has 


which was the best protective tariff this country has ever been blessed 
with. In so short a time that itseems almost beyond belief that pro- 
tection relieved the country from all its woes, and floated it out on to a 
prosperous sea once more, and the people rejoiced again. It really 
would seem as though they would never forget the repeated teach- 
ings of the past. In four brief years all was bright and prosperous, 
no distress among the people, no want, no suffering, no hunger, the 
national Treasury in healthfal condition, and no discontent any- 
where except in the cotton States. There was some uneasiness, and 
because of their want of diversity of labor, and in 1846, to please the 
South, the tariff of 1842, under which we had again emerged from 
our national troubles was modified by substituting largely ad valorem 
for spona duties, the worst of all tariff rates, for the reason it opens 
the door to innumerable frauds; and still under this tariff, bad as it 
was, the nation prospered, and with the aid of the discovery of gold 
in California, and the Crimean war, we went on successfully and well, 
and a full Treasury and general prosperity for a better time led the 
people to forget the dreary past and the bitter lessons of the years 
gone by, and in 1857 a reduction of 25 per cent. was made in our tariff 
rates, and this reduction was followed by another inundation of our 
country with foreign commodities, and with another suspension of 
specie payments. 

The imports for 3 now went up $11.82 per head of the 
population in place of $5.42, more than double the average, and the 
banks issued an immense amount of bills, and loans increased rapidly, 
rising from three hundred and twelve to six hundred and thirty-four 
millions. 

The public debt also rose in a very short time to almost double its 
former amount, and in a very short time to four times its former 
amount. And it is true, almost a certainty, that the ic of 1857 
in 1860 or 1861 would have been followed by a gen explosion if 
the great war of the rebellion had not displaced it, and it would have 
been the result of free trade, pure and simple. 

The war, among the blessings it brought us, to say nothing of the 
woes, gave us the Morrill tariff, which was 79 57 as good for pro- 
tection as the tariff of 1828. And this tariff ed us through the 
death-struggle with slavery and brought us out all safe and sound 
and richer than when the first gun was fired on Sumter. And the 
time had come in 1872 when the same old folly must be attempted 
again, and the tariff that had so faithfully served us and aided us in 
the time of our great trial must be reduced ; and down it went 10 per 
cent. And then the panic came, the same old story; and now once 
more wise heads are in secret hatching out another brood of woes for 
the people, never heeding the lessons of the past. Learning nothing 
by all the sad experience, of the free trade experience of the fading 
years, they are now a secret places incubating a list of calam- 
ities that will, if fathe: by the Forty-fifth 3 bring us yet 
again the same sorrowful harvest as the past has done. 

I add, that the average of the pauper population at every series of 
years under free trade in our country has been much larger than during 
the same time under protection, and that all the almshouses in the 
country come to our aid in proof of this statement. I ask any man 
of judgment or brains to look at this history, this true history, all 
recorded on the pages of our country’s annals, and tell me what it 
proves. There is but one answer, there can be but one; and pro- 
tection must bo the rule for us until we are possessed of more wealth 
than the old nations of the world. How can we t to success- 
fully compete in the great industries with nations who have twice our 
wealth? It cannot be unless we are protected from their competition. 
Our fathers knew something. Washington knew something, and he 
fully understood the wise policy, so wore the coat of homespun cloth 
to teach by his example. But the free-traders tell us tariff for protec- 
tion is all well for the rich trader and the rich manufacturer but it is. 
death to the poor man and the farmer, the consumer. This is the 
height of folly. The poor man is never so well dressed and fed, nor 
his family, as when the manufacturer is prospering, and thereby able 
to give him employment at good, fair wages. What use is free trade 
to che poor man now when he has no money with which to buy? Ten 
years he could have bought a coat at but now he cannot buy 
one at y not? For the simple reason that the manufact- 
urer cannot afford to employ him at any price. In 1868 the poor man 
could get his $2 per day, now nothing, and the result is he cannot 


Duy... 3 

Bat who is clamoring for free trade? Who in this country desires. 
it? The cotton States ; they want it still, and the democratic party 
in Congress, to please them, are inclined to try the ruinous experi- 
roved so disastrous to us so many, many times. 
Great Britain would like to have us indulge in this supreme na- 
tional folly again, too. And why does she? Why did she not give 
us some of its blessings when we were feeble and needy colonies of 
hers? Answer that, my friends, if you can. Why did she close rep 
the poor hatter down in old Massachusetts? If free trade is so 
a thing, and so just, why did she not let the colonies enjoy it? These- 
nnd hard questions to answer; hard for the free trader, but for no one- 
else. 


HISTORY OF THE TARIFF WITH OTHER NATIONS. 
No nation has ever risen to be a power in the world, a power of any 


considerable consequence, that has not had some adequate 8 
of national protection for its home industries. The history of all na- 
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tions proves this position to be a verity. England is one of the best 
examples we can take, and so we turn to her record on this subject. 

England is a free trader now, so she claims, and yet she is not pure 
and simple. England desires free commerce with the world. Why 
does she ? Because she claims to be the workshop of the world. Be- 
cause she claims, and not without reason, to be the mistress of the 
seas, and can float her wares and her commodities everywhere with- 
out help from any nation or people. These are the reasons amon 
others. But how came she to be the great work-house for the world 
How came her mercantile marine to excel all others? 

Let us look at her history and see. England oceupies but a very 
small place on the map of Europe. It can be covered with a twenty- 
five-cent piece. And yet she stands to-day the foremost nation, com- 
mercially and industrially, in the world. But she did not gain this 
important place without a struggle, and a hard one. She has raised 
her commerce from the very lowest to the very highest position 
among the nations of Europe and of the globe. She never could 
have done this great work in an even-handed struggle with the peo- 

les surrounding her. Any such attempt would have been a hope- 

ess one, and her statesmen were wise enough to comprehend the folly 
of such an undertaking. She is to-day reaping the benefits of a bold, 
wise, and selfish policy. Many of the nations around her were far in 
advance of her when she entered upon her career, and the odds against 
her seemed almost too grent to admit of the hope of overcoming. 

And in face of these discouragements what did England do? Did 
she sit down and allow the peoples around to flood her little island 
with the handiwork of their people, and leave her own to starve for the 
want of work? Not by any means. She set herself to work to give 
Sporon to her poor. Did she entertain any free-trade follies? 
Did she listen to the dreaming schoolmen of her day? By no man- 
ner of means. Not a bit of it. She went to work manfully and well 
to protect her people from the richer nations by which she was sur- 
ee and even from the enterprise of competition of all, whether 
rich or poor. 

She Prohibited absolutely all competing imports, and prohibited 
her people from sending abroad the raw materials, and devised a sys- 
tem of bounties upon production and upon the exportation of man- 
ufactured goods, and extended active and generous aid to the immi- 
gration of artisans from the continent, and prohibited the emigration 
of her own skilled workmen; and prohibited the sending abroad of 
machinery which would in say pono yisi assist her rivals in com- 
peting with her for the trade of the world. She even made wars upon 
weaker peoples for the sole purpose of extending the field of her 
5 and of controlling and supplying foreign and distant mar- 

ets. 

From 1731 way down to 1834 her woolen manufactures were stead- 
ily protected, inning with fines, maimings, imprisonment, and 
death as the penalties for eee wool or importing foreign 
cloth, and maintaining these penalties for more than four hundred 
years, four times the life of this Republic. 

Her tariff rates upon iron were absolutely prohibitive until 1834, 
and then only reduced to $5 per ton. 

How different has been our policy, and how far behind her in point 
of wisdom. F geen is not a cotton-growing country. She grows 
not a pound, and yet in 1860 the real value of her exports of cotton 
amounted to £52,000,000 sterling, while those of iron, steel, wool, 
machinery, and silk amounted to more than forty-one millions. 

Nature did nothing for England compared with our own country; 
but by her steady protection of her people she comes now across the 
ocean and bears our cotton on her own steamers home with her, thus 
giving ey 28 Soap to thousands upon thousands of her people on 

e seas; works up the cotton thus obtained, thereby giving employ- 
ment to hundreds of thousands of her people, while our own are suf- 
fering for the wages thus earned by the British laborers; then reship 
the same cotton, only changed to textile fabrics, and supplies our 
markets, thus meeting the risks of nine thousand miles of ocean 
travel and trans tion, and still competes with us successfully for 
our trade in such goods. Strike off all protection and then look for 
the result. What willit be? The cheap labor of England and the 
vastly wealth of that old country will again flood our markets 
and cripple our industries, and send hundreds of thousands more of 
our people to the ranks of the unemployed. 

What has been the policy of England? Never to leave apy inter- 
est of her people unprotected until they were fully able to more than 
compete with any other nation. She has ever given to her subjects 
Pamo perfect and adequate protection anywhere to be found in 

55 THE LITTLE KINGDOM OF BELGIUM. 

Here is another illustration of the wonderful benefits to a people 
in the struggle for national life found in ample and steady protection. 

My whole argument might be safely left resting upon the facts of 
the industrial and commercial history of this kingdom, not one quar- 
ter as large in territory as the State of New York, and she has in this 
small compass a population of abont five millions. She has succeeded 
by a constant and adequate protective policy in maintaining her 
place among the nations, and has ete from a mere handfal of 
people to be a rich and powerful kingdom. She secures a home 
market by defending herself against competition. She fosters 
and encourages her skilled industries by barring out all rivals, and 
her pedple are consequently alive with industry, and are carryin 
away the iron trade of northern and eastern Europe from England. 
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Her foreign commerce grew under protective policy, until, in 1860 
it was nearly double that of our own country; and Belgium will 
soon be willing to enter the field of free trade with England. 

Let us direct our attention to France, sunny France, beautiful 
France, and we shall here find lessons of wisdom to direct our steps 
upon this question. France has maintained from the earliest period 
in her national life the most absolute protective policy of any nation, 
with possibly England excepted; and she holds steadily to ic yet. It 
has carried her through all her revolutions and national wars, and 
brought her out on her feet. Every time she has found her protective 
policy her safety and savior. 

France went so far as to pay a large royalty to every loom put in 
operation, and continued that bounty for many years in her early 
history ; and the result is that she has ly the trade of the polite 
nations of the world to-day for her fine laces and delicate fabrics ; 
and will anybody say her aid thus extended was not in the way of 
national economy! 

Russia has also, like France, taken care of her labor interests 
1 all competition; and has by this means risen from barbarism, 
liberated her twenty millions of serfs, and advanced to be one of the 
principal powers in the world; and to-day free-trade Turkey is pros- 
trate at her feet, and the army of the Czar is marching on Constanti- 
nople. 

Why the difference? Why is Turkey, the sick man of the Orient, 
at the feet of Russia now? 

Let history, the great teacher, reply. E d induced her to 
indulge in the supreme folly of free trade. © Was prosperous and 
happy. Her towns were alive with industry ; her looms were click- 
ing all over the empire; and the red fabrics of the Turks were sent 
all over the world. Only a few years since, and they were in every 
American market, and found on the shelves of almost every store. 
But the Turk was beguiled into this great foolishness of competin, 
with England in the markets of the world and in her own. An 
now the Turkish looms are still. The old manufacturing cities are 
silent and poverty is the result everywhere. And it was the same 
before the Czar sent his legions there. Of 2,000 weaving establish- 


ments in the city of Towmovo in 1812 there were only in 1831. 
And the sick man was made sick by free more than by anythin, 
else. Ireland has been utterly crushed out by the free trade korce 


upon her by Great Britain. The beautiful fabrics of the Emerald 
Isle, the gem of the ocean, were once sent all over the world where 
civilization had a home. The Irish linens and cottons went every- 
where. And now look at the fearful result. In 1800 there were in 
Dublin alone 5,000 hands employed in woolen manufactures, in 1840 
only 602. In the manufacture of carpets, 700 hands at work in Dub- 
lin in 1800, in 1840 none. And the like calamity had in the same time 
fallen upon the cotton-spinnérs, the calico-weavers, and the silk- 
weavers. And Ireland is a desolation to-day as the result of free 
trade with England, forced on her by that people. And not being able 
to foree it on the stubborn and willful Yankee they would wheedle 
Uncle Samuel into the great mistake that has utterly destroyed the 
Irish and so sickened the Turk that he stands limp and dumb before 
his conqueror. 

And the pore Hibernian has had to flee from his n isle, made 
desolate and dreary by the free-trade policy of England. And they 
have been ing into our country for years in one steady stream 
like a mighty river, and thus Ireland is being depopulated and going 
back into the dark past, the home of the wild beast. 

India ponr another striking example of the happy effects of free 
trade. 1813 the commerce of India was thrown open to the world 
and competition invited. At the end of only twenty years the men, 
women, and children had been driven from the workshops to the fields 
of agriculture, and all demand for labor was at an end except in till- 
ing the soil. And many of the most fertile lands in India, under free- 
trade rule, have been exhausted, worn out utterly, and are now aban- 
doned and have gone back to furnish homes for the wild beasts of the 


jungle. The industries of the people have been utterly destroyed and 


blotted out, and the 8 supplies the Indiaman and bears 
away with him to his little island home the silver and the gold from 
India. And India is England's vassal, and bows in monrnful sub- 
mission to her Empress Victoria, the Queen of the Isles. 

We turn back to Portugal, and what do we behold there to give us 
light on this vexed subject Portugal, hardly remembered now as 
one of the nations, in 1703 was one of the leading commercial states 
of Europe; and that year—fatal year in the history of Portugal—she 
concluded a treaty with England by which she bound herself to admit 
English wares into her ports at 15 per cent. duty for the favor of an 
English tax upon her wines one-third less than that imposed upon 
the wines of ce. 

Mark the sad result to Portugal. Formerly Lisbon had about four 
hundred ships, of from five to six hundred tons burden, employed in 
the trade with South America, but now that trade is utterly ruined. 
And only now and then a straggling ship is seen in waters of South 
America, with the flag of Portugal flying at its head, and her prod- 
uce sent to foreign countries is almost wholly carried in foreign bot- 
toms. And Tur of Beer Portugal are worn out and ruined by their 
competition, even-handed with England. And yet we find intelli- 

nt American citizens, in the face of all this truthful history and 
these plainly written lessons, clamoring for free trade, clamoring for 
the subjugation of our great industries to the wealth and 2 Iabor 
of England. Shall we do this for England, our enemy? She let 
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loose her piratical ships when we were busy with a great calamity at 
home, and aided materially in sweeping our commerce from the mar- 
kets of the world and our mercantile marine from the seas; and shall 
we recompense her for her friendly attentions at such a time by open- 
ing our ports for her to come and overwhelm our young industries, 
young and poor, too, compared with her own? Shall we do this sill 
thing? You know better, with all of this history of our own an 
other nations before you. You know it will be death to us. Death, 
sure and certain. England has twice our wealth, and she can flood 
us again, as she has done before, if we open the doors. We must not 
do it, if we care for our interests. If our welfare is of paramount 
importance to us to that of England, we will not again be lured by 
the friends of Great Britain into swinging wide open the doors of 
our country to the introduction of British wares at the expense of 
our own industries and our own people of all classes. We can only 
compete on equal grounds with England, in the manufacture of many 
kinds of commodities, by crushing our laboring population down to 
the level of the starv ing emai of Manchester and Sheffield. Are 
we ready to do that in this country? I hope not. I trust not, sir. 

Some will answer me by saying the true policy of all nations should 
be to give a free field to all; that it is a narrow and selfish rule that 
shuts out any from competition in the world’s enterprises any where 
and everywhere, and that our propio in this land of free e 
free . and free action, should be free to buy where and when 
and of whom they please, untrammeled by any prohibitions or hin- 
derances whatever. This sounds well, but there is a fatal fallacy in 
it. It willnot, it never has resulted in the best good of any consider- 
able class of our peog e. 

The result has n to injure instead of benefit the consumer and 
the poor. Ithas and ever will result as follows: when the doors are 
thrown open the rich foreign manufacturers flood in their commodi- 
ties and sell at small profit or no pes at all, if necessary, until they 
have crushed out competition and killed our industries. As soon as 
that is accomplished and the field is clear for them their prices rap- 
idly rise until the people are forced to pay more for their goods than 
when they had the advantage of the competition that always springs 
up at home; and by the time this is done the laboring classes are out 
of. employment and impoverished and must be supported largely b 
publie charity. This has been the result in all the years before an 
will be in all the future. Why cannot all men see it? It is the sim- 
plest problem, to my mind, in the world. 

It can be illustrated by the business of almost every town.’ Here 
is a man who has been in business for a long series of years. He has 
been successful; has grown rich. He can afford to squander for the 
present time a large sum of money in the sale of his if he can 
thereby strike ont all competition and after that control the market. 
His neighbor is comparatively poor, but has opened business near 
him, and the man of wealth throws on the market for a year goods at 
a loss. What is the result? The man who dared to open business is 
soon ruined, his stock is gone, and he has no money with which to pur- 
chase any more, and his business is closed out. He is a bankrupt, and 
the old concern sends its prices up again and monopolizes the trade, 
and the working people afforded employment by this new man of 
business are all idle and out of employment, and soon they are unable 
to purchase at any price. Now, sup the old concern hud been pro- 
hibited from underselling and crushing out the new rival, then both 
would have stood equal and both would have lived; but such is not 
the law of trade. 

Take another illustration, more apt: here is in one of our eastern 
cities an old manufacturing establishment worth millions. In an ad- 

jacent village sping up another of moderate means, but giving em- 

loyment to a thousand men and making a market for the produce 
trom a thousand farms near it. The thy concern in the adjacent 
town floods all the markets where our new concern has any hope of 
selling, at a loss or even at no profit whatever, for a sufficient length 
of time to swamp the new manufactory. And then what next? The 
old prices are resumed, and the thousand laborers are without work, 
and the thousand farms have no home market for their products, and 
suffering speedily finds its way to the homes of the idle men, and the 
farmers consume a large part of their profits as before in sending their 
1 to market. Now such is our case with Great Britain and France. 

hey are in possession of double our wealth. They owe no foreign 
debt, and we owe largely beyond the ocean. The individual wealth 
of their great business men is such they can overwhelm ns, and will 
be so for many years yet. But the time will come by and by when we 
can throw down the barriers and bid them enter and compete with us 
for the prize of success, but not yet. It is too soon, by far. We can- 
not do it now. 

My constituents are largely engaged in the mannfacture and sale 
of lumber and salt. There is no other so large a section of the Union, 
I think, represented by any one man on this floor, where can be 
found so much good pine lumber as in my district. There is vast 
wealth in our pineries, and our lumbermen are making lumber to-day 
at the merest possible living profit, and they can barely, by the dint 
of the utmost economy and industry, keep afloat with a tariff of $2 

r thousand feet upon foreign lumber. Do you want to kill their 

usiness? Do you wish to ruin the hundreds of enterprising men who 
are struggling through this fearful panic, cutting out the pine lum- 
ber in the State of Michi and other lumber States? Do you want 
to see them sink and d . from the sea of enterprise, for the 
benefit, too, of our British rival lying alongside of us? Our business 


men now engaged in the lumber trade, if the tariff is taken off from 
lumber, will have to resort to one of three things: first, ran over 
their pine lands and cut out the first-class timber, and leave the com- 
mon timber for better times and better prices; or, second, cut down 
the pay of their laborers on a par with the Canucks of the Canadas, 
who live on pea-soup and potatoes and salt; or, third, continue their 
business under present wages, and soon be compelled to go into bank- 
ruptey. They cannot, many of them, stop; they must goon. The 
= necessities of the poor people demand the prosecution of the 
usiness. 5 

I beg of you, my friends, to take care of our people who are strug- 
gling along hoping for better and brighter times. Do not forsake 
them in this hour of their need. We want no reciprocity with the 
Canadas either. If they want to trade with us on an equality let 
them come into the American Union and share with us the blessings 
of a free government, and if they are not ready to do so let them stay 
out and stand or fall by their own merits. We can mauage to live 
without them if they can without us. 

Our salt interests in our State and other sections of the country 
are immense. Many millions of dollars are now actively employed in 
the business, and the competition in our own country is very intense 
indeed and so great as to reduce the price of salt to the lowest possi- 
ble point at which it can be successfully manufactured withont 
reducing the wages of the laborer down to such a point as to almost 
beggar him, and that should be avoided if possible, as the American 
doctrine has been and should be that the laborer is worthy of his 
hire and should be paid such w as to render him a comfortable 
living. Then he will be contented and happy, and cannot be other- 
wise. 

We have learned something, or at least ought to by our war, in rela- 
tion to free trade in salt. At the commencement of that war we 
were sending millions of money out of our country annually more 

we are now to pay for the labor of other nations. Therefore 
more than one-half of our salt was furnished to us by other nations. 
The great calamity gave us a tariff on salt and that stimulated that 
industry and gave work to thousands of our people. And yet to-day 
we are sending out of the country millions of money for the same 
article—money needed at home to give employment to other thou- 
sands of our idle men. And the true interest of our country demands 
an increase of the tariff on this commodity so that we may keep 
these millions at home for our own people. 

The great saline deposits of West Vir inia, Ohio, New York, Mich- 
igan, and the far West, are absolutely inexhaustible, and they only 
need the labor to supply our every want in this direction and keep 
our money and labor at home, and true wisdom demands it. 

Another t interest among the many that must have protection 
is the wool interest. Our woo! eget have all the competition at 
home they can live under. The Michigan farmer, the Wisconsin 
farmer, the Ohio farmer, and all the farmers North have to compete 
to-day with the wool-growers of California, New Mexico, Texas, &c., 
where their flocks can be kept all the year with scarcely any ex- 
pone compared with the wool-growers of the North, where they 

ave from four to six months of winter to contend with, and the 
difference is very great indeed. You cannot ask them to meet an 
further difficulties. They cannot do it and survive. They will fall 
under any added bee se Do not venture to burden them any fur- 
ther. Any considerable reduction of the tariff rates on foreign wools 
would send every sheep in the Northern States to the slaughter pens. 
There would be, there could be no other course left for the farmers of 
that section of our country; and I repeat, do not cause such a fearful 
calamity to befall our people. Tt will not do. 

Our iron interests are immense and must not be forgotten nor 
abandoned. We have had nonsense enough in the past on this subject. 
When we consider the fact that nearly if not quite fifty thonsand 
miles of railroad iron has been laid down in the United States, 
brought three thousand miles across a dangerous ocean, for which this 
country has paid the gold and silver to England, when all of that 
money should have been nt En home and paid to our own people, 
giving employment to hun of thousands of men; when we re- 
member, too, that.by our fostering care of the iron interest latterly, 
we have so encouraged and strengthened the indastry that a compe- 
tition has grown up at home which has reduced the price of railroad 
iron from, say, $90 per ton to $35 to $40. 

Now, suppose we should throw down the bars and open all the 

so far as this one branch of business is concerned. at would 
me of our iron mills in a little time? What would be the result 
upon our extensive mining operations? They have all they can do 
now tostand under the stringency of the money market and the in- 
tense home competition, The old story would be told again. His- 
tory would most certainly repeat itself. Old England, Germany, and 
Belgium would rush their iron and steel into our markets, at a loss if 
necessary, until the mills in America were silent and the forges cold, 
and then they would restore the old prices, or at least approximate 
them, and our railroad-builders would be driven to pay $60 or $70 
per ton for railroad iron. Can any man who has kept his eyes open 
to the truth of history doubt this for a moment? Bat some friend 
says we only want a tariff for revenue. That is the policy of this 
Government. Oh, but what is a tariff for revenue! at does it 
mean? There is more mystery about this matter than nec : 
The truth is that the revenue results from and follows tlfe tari 
When the tariff is low the revenue is low, and always will be. 
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the tariff is high the revenue is high, and will be so. This is the 
experience of country from our earliest existence as a nation’s 
unvarying experience. And why is it so There is a good reason for 
this somewhere. It is simply because the result of it is to make the 
people rich, and the unchanging influence of free trade is to make 
them poor. And why? var s protection make the people rich 
and the contrary impoverish ? This is a simple problem and capable 
of being solved without difficulty. That the practical 5 
theories is as above, the history of this country and others as above 
shown proves beyond a venture, ; 4 

Now for the why and the wherefore. Because protection gives 
employment to the people, and the want of it leaves them in idle- 
ness. In other 8 is the great source of wealth; idleness 
the great source of poverty and want. Let your legislation be in 
such a direction as to give employment to the people and then you 
are safe. An industrious people, with ample work for the masses, at 

wages, can never be in want to any great extent; and there- 
ore wise legislation will seek to give work to the peopie and then 
they will take care of themselves. The only remaining question is 
how can this be done? Can-it be done by legislating in the interest 
of labor over the sea? Can it be done by throwing hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars into the hands of British manufacturers, by which 
they can do the work our people are waiting for, and leaving them 
to wait and starve ? : 

Free trade is the wildest nonsense in the world, and it seems that 
we have had enough of it to understand all about it. 

Hear what the Duke of Wellington said about it over thirty years 
ago. He said: 

‘That when free trade was talked of as existing in England it was an absurdity. 
There was no such thing, and there could be no such g as free trade in that 
country. We proceed, says he, on the system of protecting our own manufactures, 
and our own produce, the produce of our labor and our soil; of 333 them 
for ne Coste Sax Sees eee eee e 
system of protection it was absurd to talk of free e. 


England is approaching more nearly a free-trade standard than in 
Wellington’s but she is far from free trade to-day, but she does 
hope to lure this country into following her example just so far as 
possible, and far enough so that she can destroy us. She envies our 
position and influence in the markets of the world and longs to wipe 
us out as a commercial nation, and she can only do it—enticing us 
to embark on this free-trade ocean and then she can see us sinking, 
sinking out of sight. There is no success like success ; so there isno 
wisdom like that purchased by experience. Knowledge gained by 
actual experience cannot be disproved. It cannot be denied to the 
man who solved the difficulty himself. What a supreme work of 
folly it would be to essay to prove to Captain Eads the os phi 
bility of constructing the jetties at the mouth of the Fatherof Waters, 
he having himself constructed them. So I may say, with equal con- 
sistency, what foolishness to attempt to establish the fact to the Amer- 
ican people that free trade is a good thing when the actual experience 
has proved the reverse; and how absurd to try to convince the nation 
that protection is unwise, when the opposite has been demonstrated 
by the actual workings of the system. Can we never be settled upon 
this question? Must we always be afloat and never know perma- 
nence and stability in this matter of protection? Where is our trouble 
on the tariff? South, nowhere else. Why so? Why not in other 
sections of the country? Because of the great foreign demand for 
cotton; that is all the trouble. Why should that demand stand in 
the way of a thoroughly protective system ? 

It grew up under the influence of slave labor, under the education 
of more than a hundred years of slave labor. There is no reason in 
the world, now that that old system of labor is ended, that the South 
should not manufacture her own great staple and supply the world 
largely from her own looms, the work of her own hands. She should 
not continue forever to pay tribute to old i r or New England, 
but should do her own work and enrich herself and make her sunny 
land the beantiful land of the world. The wealth of the South is 

uring into the two bio payee to-day, and it ought not to be so. 
Bauten interests demand a new departure. Swing open your doors 
to friendly competition in buildin wells and Manchesters alon 
your great rivers, and the South will awaken to a new life undream 
of in the past. Put on the tariff and keep old England out, and keep 
your money in; that is the true policy of that section. That is the 
true policy financially, and politically as well. The old barrier be- 
tween the North and South can never be entirely thrown down and 
scattered so as to never stumble on it again until this question of 
the tariff can be removed out of the way. This can never be done 
until the cotton States view their interests in a different light from 
the present. The North cannot prosper under free trade; neither can 
the South, except for the present. Sending abroad the products of 
the soil and rere nothing behind to recuperate the exhausted 
lands, as has been the practice of the cotton States, is certain ruin to 
them in the long run, and wisdom calls fora change, which can only be 
done by building up manufactories there and diversifying the labor 
of the people, and thus the country can be nourished and sustained 
and barrenness will never come. 

The lands in New England are improving every year. Let the same 
course be pursued in the South and it will become the garden of the 
nation in acentury, and this disturbing element in our national coun- 
cils will disappear forever. The unfortunate manner of doing business 


South results in the cotton States constantly ere Paget En 
our great rival and enemy. Could we but remove this distur 
we would go on toa tness and unity that would astonish the world 
and ourselves as well; and this can only be iy hoor mhar by trade 
and the encouragement of manufactures in the South ; so I say, build 
them up and let both of the Englands take care of themselves; make 
your own fabrics and supply the markets as you ought and then the 
tariff question will be settled, and we shall have no more trouble. 
This foreign market has ever been the discordant note in our music. 
It has e us all of our trouble, that and the slave labor; that has 
kept out manufactures. Once they come in, the trouble is ended. We 
d, and the history of protection the world over proves, the correct- 
ness of our proposition: that the labor of a country should be diver- 
sified; that the industrial interests should be multiplied; that no 
country exclusively agriculturalisa happy, prosperous, or rieh country; 
agricultural countries are always poor and must be; that the best 
interests of every country demand that the production of all com- 
modities should be encouraged which are capable of being produced; 
that all should be protected, and amply protected, too; t every 
branch of industry is more or less dependent upon all others, and that 
spro r system of protection is the legislation needed for all branches 
of industry. 

The reasons for K diversity of human labor are that all 
men are not fitted by natural faculties, neither are they by disposi- 
tion or inclination, for the same pursuit or business. This is one of 
the wise provisions of all-wise and good Providence, and will work 
for the best good of all men in every age and clime, And there is 
hardly a country that is adapted but to one branch of labor or indus- 
try; and certainly our country is not one of them—any part of it. 
And it would seem as if a common-sense view of the matter would 
lead every candid mind to the conclusion that we should so manage 
our affairs as to make ourselves independent of every other nation, 
and be able to supply ourselves with the necessaries of life and the 
means of defense. 

The three great industries of this country- iculture, manufact- 
ures, and commerce—are so connected that when one suffers the 
all suffer, and to aid any one of them is to aid all three. The 
interests do not run in opposite directions, but in the same current. 
Some seem to think this is not true. Some seem to think they are in 
conflict. There could be no greater mistake. When one lan 2 


the others sicken and languish too, and will; and you cannot he 

No nation wholly agricultural or wholly commercial can be 
perous and happy. Our own country furnishes conclusive e 
of the fact that agriculture cannot prosper without manufactories. 
It was to relieve us from a state of dependence upon foreign nations 
for supplies of manufactured goods and to 3 an additional mar- 
ket for our surplus agricultural products that the power of the Gen- 
eral Government to encou omestic manufactures was created. 
The wisdom of thus nese A home market for the products of 
agriculture stands vindicated by the opinions not only of the most 
eminent statesmen and ablest writers on political economy of the 
world, but the 8 and experience of every civilized and pros- 
perous nation, root of our position we cite Smith’s Wealth of Na- 
tions, Hamilton’s Report on Manufactures, Anderson on National 
Industry, Cooper’s Principles of Political Economy, Chaptal, Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, a Rasa Bu an, Clay, Web- 
eee and could multiply the number of great names almost 
ndefinitely. 

I yield the remaining fifteen minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ought to apologize per for 
troubling yon at this time, but I am anxious to eke matter of very 
considerable interest before the House in the RECORD, because I pro- 
pose on Monday next, if I can get the floor, to ask a two-third vote 
upon the measure, and I desire it should be open to examination 
before the House shall be called to vote upon it. I do not believe in 
N bills affecting great interests by a two-third vote without 

iscussion. And the measure I present will not be a bill. I propose 
a resolution which I will read and then explain the reason for it: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be instructed to report 
to this House forthwith a proper bill or bill a 

First. To provide for the reissue of the fractional currency of the denomination 
of fifty and twenty-five cents; for the withdrawal of subsi silver coins of the 
same denomination now in circulation as fast as they may be received into the 

, and prevent further issue thereof. 
To provide for the ting and issue of twenty millions of legal-tender 
og z the denominations of one, two, and five oper y in equal 


to 
the Treasury for the current. expenses of the 9 — hee steealer 
tion among the people. 5 


You will remember, sir, we withdrew the fifty and twenty-five cent 
fractional currency from circulation, and substituted therefor the 
silver half and quarter dollar. Now, I think the general opinion of the 
people of the country is that was the most convenient currency we 
ever had, There are many uses for which it is convenient which the 
silver half and quarter dollar do not have. For instance, all small 
sums to be transmitted by mail practically cannot be transmitted 
now. A silver half dollar breaks the envelope of its own weight. If 
it does not break it of its own weight it tells everybody it is there, 
and somebody else breaks it, and it does not reach its destination. 
[Laughter.] My attention was called to this by a very practical 
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man in Massachusetts, a large seed producer, who hel’ Par, 
revenue. In his business, which requires to 33 
fifty and twenty-five cents for pense of seed all over the 
country, he found in a few months a loss as high as $4,000 a month 
for the want of some means of sending the money to him in these 
small sums. And so small subscriptions for various publications and 
periodicals cannot be sent. x 

It may be said, Why not get a postal order? That postal order to 
send fifty or twenty-five cents would cost ten cents. Therefore we 
cannot transmit by mail, and any one who tries to transmit an un- 
even sum by mail will find, if he does not get a order, it will 

ive him t trouble. Now, there would be no objection, it seems 

me, to the remonetization of this most convenient of all convenient 

curreucy, which nothing but extreme folly, approaching in my judg- 
ment to idiocy, ever caused to be taken out of circulation. 

I have not provided in the instructions to the committee there shall 
be any extension of what is called, I believe—it ought not to be so 
called—an increase of currency, but I have simply provided the sil- 
ver half and quarter dollar shall be withdrawn. But I am not par- 
ticular about that. You get the others oft and these will go in of 
their own motion. 

Then you observe there is another provision here ; and that is that 
one, two, and three dollar greenbacks shall be issued to the amount 
of $20,000,000. Ido not care for inflation to that amount—although 
is is folly to talk about inflation for $20,000,000, Currency is the money 
of retail, to do retail business ; and one-hundred and five-hundred and 
one-thousand dollar bills are not money at all. They are simply large, 
convenient checks. It is Poppera and believed by those who have 
examined the subject that 95 per cent. of all the business of the coun- 
try is done by the check-book, the ledger, the bill of lading, and other 
forms of mercantile security, and that currency only does the busi- 
ness of retail of about 5 per cent. and it needs to be small for tbat 


purpose. 

Banks under the old system used to be very fond of putting out 
their small bills, ones, twos, threes, and fives. 0 A ? Because they 
went into circulation, were worn out, and lost. There was a great 

rofit on them, and there being a great profit on them, the circulation 

ing for a long time, they were a favorite issue for all banks. But 
now no matter what the size of the bill if it once gets out into ciren- 
lation it never comes home to the bank, and it takes from three to 
five years to pet in the bills of a national bank when it is wound up. 
And the banks have to pay for printing the bills. And it costs just 
as much to print a one-dollar bill as to print a thousand-dollar bill. 
Therefore the banks are withdrawing all their small bills and only 
issue large bills of ten, twenty, fifty, and five hundred dollars. And 
the consequence is that all over the country there is a great dearth of 
small bills ; especially all over the agricultural portion of the coun- 
try. And the design of this resolution is to have the Government 
provide those small bills as the banks do not issue them and do not 
care to issue them. And then the devil entered into somebody a year 
ago and there was an attempt to contract the currency by taking in all 
small bills; and there have been aboutsixteen millionsof then taken 
in. It was said that was the best way to begin to contract the cur- 
rency—to contract the small bills. Now I want those set afloat again 
because I say again currency is the money of retail; and when men 
talk about an overflowing currency they have not, in my judgment, 
very much idea about what they are talking of. 

e are told we have a great deal too much currency, because we 
have a great many large bills; and we have got money, we have 
got currency—meaning thereby bank-bills and greenbacks—to the 
amount of about six hundred and fifty millions. And itis said we do 
not need so much; that before the war we had only about two hun- 
dred and fifty millions, and we have not had any such increase of 
population as co: mds to the increase of currency. But did it 
ever occur to gentlemen that with this money of retail we are doing 
four, five, six, seven, eight times as much business, retail business, 
now as before the war? Let us take some examples. Before the 
war we had but twenty-seven thousand miles of railroad. Now we 
have seventy-seven thousand miles; and all railroad business, as far 
as the carrying of passengers is concerned, is done by currency, and 
largely the freight business also. The 8 of the Post-Office before 
the war were only about eight or nine millions; now they are forty 
millions, all done by currency. The telegraph had hardly got started 
before the war; now its receipts are sixty and seyenty millions a 
year, all done by currency. The express companies had hardly got 
from large city to large ey before the war. Now the ress goes 
into every hamlet all over the country; and its . all e e 
by currency, and small currency at that. 

As I have said, I do not reckon five-hundred-dollar and one-thou- 
sand-dollar bills as currency. They are only large checks. Therefore 
I have introduced this resolution, and I put it in the RECORD so that 
anybody who cares to do so may examine it; and I sup everybody 
that cares iii, e the convenience of the people will examine 
it; but those who have the convenience of bankers and brokers in 
their minds and that only, will not, or, if they do, it will not make 
any impression on their heads. I put it on the Recorp that all gen- 
tlemen may see it before they are called to vote upon it, and for no 
other pu whatever. 


pe the hammer fell.] 
. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, addressed the House on the pay- 


ment 2 of pensions. [His remarks will appear in the Ap- 


pendix. 
TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. DICKEY. Mr. S the bill by the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad is for the United States to aid in the constrac- 
tion of the Texas Pacific Railway by guaranteeing the payment of 
interest on the bonds of the corporation that desires to build a rail- 
road from Fort Worth, in Texas, to Ship’s Channel, in the Bay of San 
Diego, on the Pacific coast, being about fourteen hundred miles. 

e beg: asked for is $20,000 per mile for eleven hundred and 
fifty miles, and $35,000 per mile for two hundred and fifty miles. Also 
a guarantee of in on a second series of bonds to the extent of 
$5,000 per mile for the whole road. These bonds are to run ay years, 
and the interest, in gold, to be paid by the United States -yearly 
at 5 per cent. per annum for that time. : 

The total amount of bonds to be issued is $38,750,000. This fixes 
the liability of the Government on the bonds of this corporation at 
$1,937,500 annually for the Pg in of fifty years, amounting in the 
aggregate to the sum of $96,875,000, or the sum of $69,196.42 per mile 
for the whole distance, to be given to this corporation, when it is 
claimed by the advocates of the measure that the road will cost not 


to exceed 000 per mile. 
But independent of this demand, I am op to the principle in- 
volved in the bill, and to all similar legislation. And were all doubts 


removed as to the principle involved, I should still oppose it on 
grounds of expediency, having before me the lessons of the past and 
the extraordinary demands of the present. 

The schemes that have grown up under the congressional con- 
struction of the power “ to establish post-offices and post- roads“ and 
the measures now pending in this Congress under the pretense of 
“national necessity” and the public good are absolutely startling. 
It is a part of my purpose, in the remarks I now propose to make, to 
present to Congress and the country a brief synopsis of a few of the 


pressed upon Congress, with a view of converting the Treasury of 
the United States into a loan office for the benefit of railroad corpo- 
rations and making the Government their surety and bondsman. 

Some of these measures pro to extend the time to insolvent 
corporations in which to complete their contracts and increase their 
liabilities. Others propose that the Government shall issue millions 
of greenbacks to railroad companies to enable them to construct their 
roads; and others still demand that they shall receive from the 
Treasury the bonds of the United States, to be secured to the Gov- 
ernment by mortgage upon the road to be built; but all of them 
having the one general aim, and that, to reach down into the Treas- 
ury and still farther involve an already overburdened people. Any 
one of these schemes is just as 8 as any of the others, and 
has just as much merit. And, if the principle is sound, there Is no 
reason in the world why we should not at once organize and incor- 
porate one grand “national railway company of the United States of 
America,” with full power to lease or purchase and consolidate all 
the railways of the country into one, and to enter upon and condemn 
real estate that may be necessary for the great objects of the cor- 
poration. 

All this can be done under the doctrine of the public good and 
“national necessity” with as great ob! ares f as any of these bills 
can be passed; and it would have the effect of answering completely 
the ent of “‘national necessity,” because of the want of com- 
petition, for then the Government would so regulate the rates as not 
to be oppressive upon the people. 

UNJUST TAXATION, 

But the whole doctrine is false and the plea of “ national neces- 
sity” fallacious, having, as it has, for the basis of its existence the 
mere desires of stock-jobbers and railroad rings, which it seems to 
me is in fact its chief resting-place, and is not such a foundation as 
Sgae to move this body to recognize it. A 

deny that the power to establish post-offices and post-roads is a 
power to aid corporations by granting them the public lands, indors- 
ng their bonds, or loaning them money to build railways, over which 
the mails are to be carried, upon such contract as to price to be paid 
for such service as the corporation and the Government may after- 
ward make, 

The building of railways and the working of them are industries 
as much so as manufactories or any other business in which private 
citizens engage. In aiding these railways we take from the Treasury 
and patrimony of the people their money and property to advance 
the interests of an industry, in behalf of a certain class, without the 
remotest idea that it will ever be returned. It is in fact a tax. I 
know it is said “that if the Government effects, on the one hand, a 
lower price for transportation by railway it may well, on the other 
hand, increase the tax upon the people, and that a compensation will 
be arrived at in this manner.” But this is not true. The increase of 
tax sustained by each citizen cannot be made proportionate to the 
use each may make of the railway. Such a distribution of the taxes 
is impossible in practice, for it would happen that he who could make 
little or no use of the railway would pay the tax for him who con- 
stantly uses it, which would be gross injustice; yet such is in fact the 

5 effect of these measures. But let us look at some of these 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2169 


NOW BEFORE CONGRESS. 


One of them is to provide for the construction of a railway from 
San Antonio to Eagle Pass, on the Rio Grande, and requires the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue bonds of the United States to the 
Galveston, Harrisburgh and San Antonio Railroad Company to the 
amount of the cost mile of the road, but not to exceed $25,000 pa 
mile for one hundred and sixty miles, which would require $4,000,000. 
These bonds of the Government are to be given to the road in ex- 
hango for its bonds and are to bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent. 


c 
in g 

e of these bills provides for the construction of the South- 
ern Maryland Railroad, and requires the Secre of the Treasury to 
indorse the guarantee of the United States upon the bonds of the 
corporation to the amount of $15,000 per mile for eighty miles, amount- 
ing to the sum of $1,200,000, the Government to be secured by 
mortgage on the road. The bill under consideration is an amendment 
to the act incorporating the Texas and Pacific Railway Company and 
toaid in its construction. This corporation by this bill is authorized 
to create and d it with the Secretary of the Treasury its bonds to 
the amount of $20,000 per mile of the whole road, except for the 
mountain country of two hundred and fifty miles; the bonds are to 
be to the amount of $35,000 per mile, but the whole not to exceed 
$31,750,000. A second series of bonds are to be issued, and in like 
manner deposited, to the amount of $5,000 per mile, making a total 
of $38,750,000, to be secured by mortgage on the road, and the land 
given to the corporation by the State of Texas. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is required to indorse upon these 
bonds the tee of payment of interest at 5 per cent. in gold 
semi-annually by the United States. The corporation (the mort- 
gageor) is then authorized to sell the 1 Texas lands at its 
own price, to create a sinking fund with which to redeem its bonds 
and pay back the interest so advanced by the Government. It is 
further provided that the corporation shall relinquish to the United 
States the grant of lands made to it in New Mexico, Arizona, and 
California, except the right of way, upon the ress condition and 
for the express pu tthe Government sell said lands and 
appropriate one-half the proceeds to the use of said corporation in 
the payment of interest on its bonde. This corporation is also author- 
ized to extend its line eastward to the east bank of the Mississippi 
River, under the same terms as to bonds to be guaranteed by the 
United States. 

Another bill appropriates $20,000 to make a survey for a railroad 
from Austin, Texas, to the Gulf of California. 

Another a) propriates out of the Treasury of the United States 
$6,000 per mile, for a distance of three hundred and fifty-two miles, 
for the construction of its railroad, to the Galveston and Camargo 
Railwa r. y, making the sum to be paid in cash by the Govern- 
ment, 000. 

Another still is the creation of a corporation with authority to 
build a railroad from some point near New York to Council Bluffs, 
with branches to Chicago and Saint Lonis. This grand corporation 
is to issue bonds and stocks and borrow money thereon to the amount 
of $30,000 mile for thirty-five hundred miles, making the sum of 
$105,000,000 npon which the Government is to become surety. In ad- 
dition to this the corporation may issue its certificates of stock to the 
amount of $52,500,000, making a d total of bonds, coupon stock, 
and certificates of stock of $157,500,000; all this grand scheme, with 
the aid of the Government, to be consummated by this giant corpo- 
ration without one dollar of its own money. Of course the Govern- 
ment is to have the privilege of a mortgage upon the proposed road. 

Ihave noticed these few of the forty or Traject now before 
Congress, with a view to conveying some idea of the character and 
growing magnitude of these schemes and of the proposed legislation 
in their behalf. There is no distinction in principle between them. 
Ono is 1 wed as meritorious and as deserving of friendly consideration 
as another. i 

Suppose we make a more concise statement of these six modest 
demands: 


Galveston, Harrisburgh and San Antonio Railway Company yz $4, 000, 000 
Southern Maryland Railway Compan ggg 1, 200, 000 
Texas and Pacific Railroad Com . 38,750, 000 
Galveston and Camargo Rai Company š 

Survey, Austin to Gulf of California. 


Railway from New York to Council Bluffs and branches 


Add bonds already issued Pacific Railroad 267 


268, 205, 512 

Giving us the sum of $268,205,512 in bonds, stocks, certificates of 
indebtedness, and cash, in which the Government is sought to be 
mixed and charged either as sponsor or principal or guarantor in 
some shape or other. 

The money is to be directly appropriated from the Treasury, the 
bonds of the Government to be issued, or the interest on corporation 
bonds to be guaranteed by the United States, and so securing in 
advance a certain dividend to stockholders. : 

Sir, when we consider our immense debt of over $2,000,000,000, the 

neral distress and stagnation of business all over the land, and that 
Panne are occurring among our business men at the rate of 
from eight to ten thousand annually, would it not be far more appro- 


priate for the representatives of the people to give their undivided 
attention to those measures which propose reli: 


to them, rather than 


be considering measures like these, for the sole benefit of corpora- 
tions, which, created and sustained by the strong power of the Govern- 
ment, invariably become the oppressors of the people. 

ACTS OF 1802-64. ° 

When in 1862 the bill to construct “a railroad from the Missou 
River to the Pacific Ocean” was under discussion in the Senate, Mr. 
Wilson, of Massachusetts, said: 

I have studied the railroad 8 of this country, und its condition, and I make 
the prediction here to-day, and let it go upon the record, that the man is not born 
in country, nor is there born the grandfather of the man in this country, who 
will ever see this nation get back this money. It is an impossibility. The road 
will never be worth it. I do not expect anx of our money back. I believe 
that no man can examine this subjectand come to the conclusion that it will come 
back in any other way than is provided for in the bill; and that provision is for 
carrying of the mails and certain other work for the Government of the 
United States. In that way we are to get our com 
it will be — and complete. But the idea that 
we put into the road is ever to be received back into 
S is as visionary as anything that ever entered the brain of any man. 


And what he then uttered as a prediction is true new, for that road 
is in arrears on interest account with the Government many millions 
of dollars, and will be when the bonds fall due. The amount received 
by the Government for carrying the mails is all that any of these 
roads pretend to pay and all the Government ever will get for this 
vast expenditure of the people’s money and property. 

I do not believe the Government ever would have been involved in 
the construction of this Pacific Railroad in the mannerit was, had not 
the project been pressed upon Congress by the great railroad lobby 
which took 83 of that body during the days of our great civil 
war, when the doctrines of “ national necessity” and “ military neces- 
sity,” subverted every idea of constitutional limitation. 

t us see what sprang ont of the acts of 1862-64: The Central 
Branch, Union Pacific Railroad Company; the Sioux City Pacific 
Railroad Company; the Kansas Pacific Railroad Company; the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company; the Western Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; the Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

The Western Pacific Company became consolidated with the Cen- 
tral Pacific and is now known by that name. 

The Government of the United States issued its bonds to the several 
railway companies, to run thirty years at 6 per cent. interest, payable 
semi-annually, (the Government paying the interest,) to the amount 
of $64,623,512. 

On these bonds we have Paid, donated of the people’s money, since 
1864, interest to the sum o „896,334.50 up to e 31, 1878. 

These bonds, so issued in aid of the construction of “a railroad 
from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean,” were secured to the 
Government by a first mortgage on the road to be built and its land. 
But having secured these subsidies, and not having completed the 
road, these corporations, by some secret legerdemain known on 
those in the ring, in June, 1864, procured such action of Congress as 
to permit the corporations to issue their own bonds to an amount 
equal to those of the United States, and secure them by a mort 
prior to that of theGovernment. Before this amendatory act of 1 
the Government seemed to be perfectly secured from loss or hazard 
even in this most extraordinary and doubtful conduct. 

The effect of this act was to wipe out and destroy forever the last 
vestige of security held by the United States, and literally rob the 
people of these enormous sums of money for the benefit o corpora- 
tions that constantly oy give, give. 

Mr. Washburne, of Illinois, who opposed this swindle, said: 

Now, it will be recollected that the fifth section of the existing law provides for 
the 8 the bonds issued to the company, and declares that the issue 
and d vaer them tothe company shall ipso facto constitute a first mortgage on 
the whole of road and telegrap er with the rolling-stock. This was 
the security which Congress had a right to demand of any company that should 
be organized. It was its duty to req it unless it was intended to surrender up 
everything and place the most gigantic interests at the feet of the company, with- 
out control and without challenge. We donated, as I have before stated, millions 
upon millions of acres of the public lands to the company for this p ; then 
we to give our bonds for the amount, with the interest thereon, of 000,000, 
and if Co required less than a first mortgage as its security it would, in 
my Judgment, have been derelict in its duty to the country, whose interests in this 
3 755 this amendment! I demand that gentlemen shall look 

a less than the Government, with 
and subordi- 


is to have no prior lien for its security; but by this provision the company, repre- 
senting as it may but 1 per cent. or a little 8 of the amount that the Govern- 


maining security 

It is worse than idle to contend that we shall have any security left for all our 
liability if this bill shall pass. And further, by the fifth section of the law bonds 
cannot be issued till forty consecutive miles of the road are nepal completed and 
equipped. It is now proposed by this tenth section to strike out “forty aud make 
it “twenty.” This company, not content with sna from the Government the 
77 requireloetare gratbing wher io POTICE oa DNIO 
miles a t requi: ‘ore ing w To; to put into 
hands, but they must cuit down so they peagi in on ESAT — Sir, on my 
responsibility as a Representative I pronounce this as the most monstrous and fla- 
grant attempt to overreach the Government and the people that can be found in 
all the legislative annals of the country. When we look at the original law with 
all its liberal and just provisions, when we look at the company under it 
and see how far it has failed to meet its proper obligations, and consider the extra- 
ordinary amendments here „ are we not filled with astonishment at what 
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is demanded of us as the guardians of the people's rights? Indeed, may we now 
} Can such 


security, which in this case is equivalent to none. (See Globe, vo 
ume 53, pages 3 32, 67.) ‘ 

The liabilities of these corporations upon these bonds alone may be 
stated in round numbers as follows: 


!!!!! .. 8 186, 000, 000 

Upon the maturity of the bonds of two only of these compani 
the Union and the Central Pacific, the United States will have pai 
for their benefit in cash out of the Treasury the sum of $154,258,137, 
and there is to-day no satisfactory plan or reasonable expectation of 
this money being repaid by these companies. 

WHERE WILL IT END? 

These astounding facts ought to create a wholesome apprehension 
in the Representatives of the people that would at least cause them 
to hesitate and inquire with an earnest seriousness becoming their 
responsibilities where this character of legislation will lead. Or have 
we gone so far that we shall say we are willing to adopt by degrees 
of Kis kind the theories of the imperialists of this country and ac- 
knowledge “that the people of the United States is an independent 
political society, with its own organization and fovernmenh 
ing in itself inherent and absolute power of legislation; that the 
States do not possess, each in itself, absolute power in regard to any- 
thing; that the several States composing the Union are creatures of 
oe gno body: poluo composed of the whole people of the United 

tates : 

Sir, I had been taught the very reverse of this, and to believe that 
the Union was the creature of the States, possessing only such power 
and limited to such authority as the States had delegated toit. Will 
any one deny that Federal authority for legislative purposes is lim- 


ited to certain enumerated cases, which fix a boundary line, beyond 
which Congress cannot legally go? Its business is not to legislate 
for the management of individual affairs, but to enact such general 
laws as concern all the States as members of the Union r the 


specified powers found in the Constitution. But this doctrine of 
“national necessity,” “public good,” and other vague phrases, sets 
up the broad, indefinite, and uncertain claim that such power belon 
to the Federal Government asits Representatives adjudge belongs to it. 
If this be so, the limitations of the written Constitution are worth- 
less, and we at once become an unlimited, imperial Government. This 
doctrine cannot be true and the Republic exist. Let us remember 
that we are a “ Union of States and not a united state; that one of 
the gréat objects of our written Constitution is to limit the power of 
the Federal Government and thus secure the people from that very 
character of power, tyranny, and despotism from which those who 
framed it had just emancipated themselves. They, sir, had suffered 
the oppressions of unlimited power, or rather that power which the 
British government adjudged belonged to itself, and emerging from 
the throes of revolution, the fathers of the Republic— 

Guided Freedom in the path they saw 

Bence, uot imperial, but republican. 

And ordek pledged to all the Rights of Man. 

Sir, there are two ways of destroying the Republic: that of foree 
and military power, and the other by a chain of usurpations and 
encroachments” upon the Constitution, under the guise of public 

ood” and * national necessity,” and the first having failed, the latter, 

legislation of the character of which I have spoken, is opening 
channels into the very citadel of our liberties and there creating an 
fostering a monster that in time will destroy us. There is no end, 
no limit, no boundary to the logic of power. If Congress has power 
to donate indirectly money or land to a corporation or to an agent, 
the creature of its own creation, for the purpose of constructing rail- 
ways, may it not directly appropriato money and land to build the 

way itself? Ifit may build railways under the power to estab- 
lish post-roads, may it not with equal propriety establish and publish, 
at such points as Congress may fix, national magazines for the educa- 
tion of the people, under the “general welfare” clause, which may 
mean the power Congress shall adjudge belongs to itself? And if it 
may do these why may it not establish and maintain national 
infirmaries for the benefit of the millions of paupers and tramps 
which this class legislation has inflicted upon the country ? 

But what care 3 and blers for constitution s or con- 
stitutional limitations? They would see them torn into fragments, 
if they may only be permitted to seize and prey upon the ury 
and patrimony of the people. 

Their very instinct seems to be debt and taxation, and they look 
upon our Government as though it was founded chiefly for the pur- 
pose of dividing money and distributing the public lands among 
soulless corporations, 

CENTRALIZATION. 

Since the accession of the republican party to power, we have wit- 

nessed the General Government occupying new and strange attitudes 


toward the States. Unceasing efforts have been made to enlarge its 
powers, and in many instances, without warrant of law, acts have 

n committed by those in authority which must ever remain as 
blotches upon the of our nation’s history. 

The school of statesmen who took control in 1861 seem to have re- 
garded the Constitution as 6 power upon the Gen- 
eral Government, and acting upon this theory have ever since treated 
the States and the people as though all their rights, liberties, and 
privileges were derived from and in the keeping of a strong, unlim- 
ited central government, located at Washington. The doctrine of a 
double Government, that of the Union and the States, as established 
by the fathers and maintained by the democratic party, was to be 
totally abrogated and destroyed. Federal Government had there- 
tofore been administered for general p and the State govern- 
ments had been administered for the protection of individuals, their 
property, and homes, and each government, operating within its own 
well-defined sphere, had prospered us as a people far beyond the glory 
of the nations of the old world. Each of these governments, R 8 
keeping within its constitutional jurisdiction, could not embarrass the 
other, and working harmoniously they were no burden to the people. 
Taxation fell so lightly that so far as the Federal Government was 
concerned it was neither felt nor seen by the people. 

Upon this division of powers, and the necessity of continuing and 
maintaining them, I quote the following eloquent and forcible lan- 
guage of Webster; 


The first object of a free people is the preservation of their liberty; and liberty 
is only to be preserved by maintaining constitutional restraints and jast divisions 
of political power. Nothing is more deceptive or more 5 than the pre- 
tense of a desire to simplify government. The simplest are A agpo. the next 
simplest monarchies ; t all republics, eb of law, must impose 
numerous limitations and qualifications of AEs ve Day piye and 
many qualified rights. In other words, they must be subject to and regula- 
tion. This is the very essence of free political institutions. The spirit of liberty 
is indeed a bold and fearless spirit; but itis also a sharp-sighted spirit ; it is a cau- 
tious, sagacious, discriminating, far-secing intelligence; it is us of encroach- 
ment, jealous of power, jealous of man. It demands checks, seeks for guards; it 
insists on securities; it intrenches itself behind strong defenses and fortifies itself 
with all possible care against the assaults of ambition and passion. It does not 
power to oveestep ite proscribed limits, thoagh benevolence, good taentand pate 

er ov V. n an je 
Sie DEENA come akon with it. Neither does it satisfy itele with eee 
flashy resistance to ill authority. Far otherwise. It seeks for duration and 
permanence. It looks before and after; and, building on the experience of ages 
which are past, it labors diligently for the benefit of ages to come. This is the 
nature of constitutional liberty; and this is our liberty, if we will rightly under- 
stand and preserve it. $ 7 i N J 

But a separation of departments, so far as practicable, and the preservation of 
22 pe deea AR 
our ions; and dou! o con o on 
maintaining these boundaries. 

At the period of the formation of our Government there were two 
leading causes from which our ancestors A balers danger. One 
was slavery, out of which a dissolution of the Union might grow, and 
the other was the spirit of encroachment which “tends to consolidate 
the powers of all the departments in one, and thus to create, what- 
ever the form of Government, a real despotism.” 

Thus were dissolution and centralization the ized and arch 
enemies of our Republic from the very begining; and although the 
one is destroyed by an appeal to war, the other from the very débris 
of his adv: s carcass springs up more active and dangerous than 
before. Dissolution and the right of secession occupied one ex- 
treme, while centralization and consolidation occupied the other; 
the one just as near the correct theory of our Government as the other, 
and both antagonistic to it. When both lived, they operated as 
checks upon each other; but now that the bolder of the two is dead, 
the survivor has redoubled its treacherous flatteries. Its lust for 
power is immeasurable, andits ambition unbounded. It is wily and 
stealthy, and comes in seductive and questionable shapes. It lurks 
in every proposition that comes from monopolies and corporatio 
and in many of its efforts has found ready assistance from that schoo! 
of politicians who can see nothing in the Constitution except power 
to do as they please or such power as Congress may adjudge belongs 
to itself, and this is always done under the pretense of the “general 
welfare” and “public good.” 

Centralization is nourished and advanced by all class legislation 
and is fostered and encouraged when great corporations succeed in 
drawing the Government into a copartnership with themselves, thus 
enabling them to amass immense fortunes which necessarily reside 
in the hands of the few who, by the advantages they have gained, 
at length cease to ask, but command legislation in their behalf. This 
is true from the very nature of things, and history establishes what 
I have said. Legislation of this character is never in the interest of 
the people, but always adverse to them. It is a system of sapping 
and mining, stealing away, little by little it may be, but none the 
less certainly, the forms of settled government and the guarantees of 
liberty intended to be established by the Constitution for all times 
and under all circumstances, 

Then is it not our duty, as the representatives of the people, to re- 
sist these forces by every means in our power, and to preserve to 
them their ions, their rights, and their government? Who 
shall keep watch in the temple if the watchmen sleep at their posts?” 

Of the fundamental principles of the democratic party none is 
better settled than that the Federal Government is one of limited 
powers derived solely from the Constitution, and the ts of power 


gran 
shown therein ought to be strictly construed by all the Departments 
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andagentsof the Government, and that itisinexpedientand dangerous 
to exercise doubtful constitutional powers; that the Constitution does 
not confer upon the General Government the power to commence and 
carry on a general system of internal N kage ore The power to 
improve the great rivers, harbors, and es of the country is one 
thing, and the power to foster, build up, and enter into copartnershi 
with great corporations and monopolies, or to become their surety an 
bondsman, is quite another. 
WHAT THE REPUBLICAN PARTY HAS DONE. 

But let us examine what has been done in this regard since 1861. 
The following table exhibits how the public domain has been squan- 
dered on corporations and monopolies: 


Land grants to railroads. 


Name of corporation. 


3 


.| New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburgh Railroad. I, 
Cairo and Fulton 
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Cedar Rapids and Missouri River. 
McG r and Missouri River 
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2888888888888 
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B pÈ 


285, 000, 000 


Two hundred and AERA millions of acres of land given away! 
What a vast area of the public domain! More land than the whole 
of the New England States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvani 
Maryland, Ohio, and Indiana! And yet they still cry Give! Givel 
when we know the people of all parties everywhere have condemned 
and denounced these outrages. 

Another method, and similar to the one now under consideration, 
is that of loaning the credit of the Government to these co tions, 
or becoming their surety for vast sums, which in the end the people 
will have to pay. 

The following table shows what was done for us in this regard: 


Bonds issued to Pacific Railway Companies. 


Showing that the Government has 
credit and cash to these corporations, 
by 555 of mails, &c., the companies have repaid but little 
over $9,000,000 to January 31, 1878, 


paid, advanced by loaning its 
he sum of $37,896,343.50, while 


Upon the maturity of the bonds issued in aid of 
porations the interest paid by the United States will be as follows: 


On bonds for the Central Paci. 
On bonds for the Kansas Pacific.. A 
On bonds for the Union Pacific. .. 
On bonds for the Central Branch. 
On bonds for the Western Pacific. 3 
On bonds for the Sioux Citi. 


These alarming schemes, and this vast system, whose pecuniary 
extent cannot be foreseen, and whose corrupting influences both in 
and out of Congress have amazed and shocked the moral sense of 


our le everywhere, ought not now to meet with favor from a 
party whose watchword in the late presidential campaign was reform 
of these very abuses, and whose erents from every stump in the 
land denounced these land grabs and subsidies as outrages not to be 
tolerated in the future, and demanded rigid economy in every depart- 
mec of ue Government as the crying necessity of the times and of 
the people. 

Sir, let us stand now by the 9 taken then, and let private 
capital, as it will, accomplish all the railroad building in this country 
that has the slightest prospect of being at all su ul or profitable, 

Let that great party, to whom the people look for relief from the 
evils and burdens that now op them, not be unfaithful or untrue 
to its ancient faith, nor deceive those who have trusted it. Let it 
strengthen their faith and encourage their hope. 

These t wrongs upon the people of this country should stand 
as perpetual monuments of warning to this and all future Congresses, 
and these giant corporations, driven from their greedy land-grabbing 
schemes by the cry of the people, should not be permitted, in the light 
of these facts, in a ro ut manner to accomplish even more 
gigantic robberies. 

t us look more closely at the figures. Ihave shown that two 
hundred and eighty-five millions of acres have been donated to these 
roads. Now, putting this at $1.25 per and we have $356,250,000, 
Now add. to this the $96,000,000 in bonds for which the Government 
is boone jue we hig the or ogc sum nh fe „000 3 
given o e people's property and money up corporations 
and monopolies, with colossal fortunes and powers, soon to become 
the oppressors of the people and masters of the Government. Their 
demands are unceasing and their arrogance unbounded. And while 
it is true the people have no remedy for these great wrongs, it is 
within our power and it is our duty to prevent further similar out- 
rages. It is well said that crime ought always to be punished and 
suppressed ; but it is far better by wise legislation to prevent it. No 
1 can long sustain itself against the continued assaults of 

ese mighty corporations, These the very creatures of its own creat- 
ing become its most dangerous, subtle, and powerful enemies, for the 
reason that through their wealth they control and direct its legisla- 
tion, utterly regardless of the people who are the rightful masters. 

This Government was never intended as a mere sponsor and god- 
father for corporations and monopolies, which it is fast becoming 
through the unjust class legislation that has been almost its sole 
business for the past few years; and the sooner it shall be wholly 
divorced from this incubus which is crowding out the light of nobler 
works and purer laws, the sooner we may hope for lighter burdens 
and more prosperous days. When in the past has there been any leg- 
islation in behalf of the people or for their interests? Look over the 
statutes passed during the last ten years. What have been the great, 
leading acts, and in whose interest has all legislation been conducted? 


BONDHOLDERS" ACTS. 

In addition to the stupendous wrongs to which I have called atten- 
tion by which the people were rob of both land and money, of 
the same character and as showing the same tendency to class legis- 
lation have been all the financial measures of the past ten years. 

Prior to March, 1869, the bonds of the Government issued after 
1861, payable in coin, amounted to but the sum of $274, 999,800, not 
payable in gold, but in coin of gold and silver; and these were all the 
bonds that were by the express language of the statutes creating 
them payable in coin. 

The great mass of the public debt was in bonds issued under acts 
as follows: 
Under the act of February 8, 186( ee 


Under the act of March 2, 1861 . . - —5 
Under the act of July 17, 1861 50, 000, 000 
Under the act of August 5, 1861 -..- 139, 321, 200 
Under the act of Febraary 25, 1862 500, 000, 000 
Under the act of March 3, 186ũ neons brosse seemee 11, 000, 000 
Under the act of June 30, 1884. 125, 561, 300 
Under the act of Jan eee 4, 000, 000 
Under the act of March J. 1 one 958, 483, 300 
rr c tens aS 1, 907, 871, 650 


This vast sum was payania in legal-tender notes. The several acts 
Say this vast debt 
ut in 


eight cents until this act was paasa and approved, when they in- 
stantly rose to one hundred an 
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teen cents on every dollar of the bondholder's investment, thus in- 
creasing the value of his bonds over 8300, 000, 000, and saddling that 


additional burden upon the people. 
But it must be remem that the act of 1869, infamous as it was, 
still left this debt payable in the coin of the country, gold and silver. 
Now comes the fraud, which both Senators and Representatives of 
the time admit was stolen through Congress, not only without de- 
bate, but without their knowledge, in 1873 and 1874, by which silver 
was demonetized and made a legal tender for but $5, when before it 
had been a legal tender for the payment of all debts, both public and 
private, to any amount. By that unjust and unwise act the people 
were deprived of their lawfal neht to pay their public debt in gold 
and silver coin, according to the terms of the contract, and the 
whole public debt became payable in gold coin alone, again adding 
vastly to the value of the . of the bondholder, at the ex- 
peoe of the people. Theh followed that crowning act of infamy in 
875, requiring the resumption of specie payments on and after Jan- 
uary 1, 1879, and this resumption to be necessarily in gold coin, to be 
accom ed and followed by a most violent and enormous contrac- 
tion of the already too little currency, which must inevitably bring 
in its operations bankruptcy and ruin to thousands of our citizens. 


THE SILVER BILL. 


True, we have recently attempted to alleviate this condition b 
the passage of a bill to remonetize the silver dollar. And as Th 
no opportunity of expressing my views uponits passage I may be now 

itted to 8 ay reasons for voting for the bill as amended 

y the Senate. I had voted for the bill as it passed the House, giving 
free and unlimited coinage. This I believe ought now to be the law. 
Silver should stand upon an equal footing with gold. This country, 
the greatest silver-producing country of the world, cannot afford, in 
8 we are, to debase and destroy this great source of wealth and 

The bill, as amended by the Senate, limiting coinage of the silver 
dollar to the Government alone, and limiting the amount to $48,000,000 

r annum, and it may be but $24,000,000, as it is to be executed by 
The most inveterate enemy of the silver dollar in the country—I mean 
the present Secretary of the Treasury—is by no means the bill as I 
would have it, neither is it what the country expects and requires. But 
the question was shall we take it in this restricted form or shall we 
reject it, and thus wholly defeat any hope of relief in any form? It 
is, I know, niggardly and bears upon its face the marks of the mone 

wer. It has been greatly dwarfed in its proportions since it ! 
fhis House, but I believe it is the best that could be accomplished at 
the time. Itis a clear advance in the interest of the people, and 
shows a breaking down to that extent of the hitherto formidable and 
irresistible money power. 

It remonetizes the ancient silver dollar and makes it a legal-tender 
for all debts, public and private, thus re-establishing the law as it 
existed prior to the sneak-thief act of 1873. 

I believe that supplementary and needful legislation will quickly 
follow and that silver and gold in this country will stand equal be- 
fore the law. It was a clear, decisive victory in the interest of the 
people, and being unwilling to lose any opportunity to advance their 
cause 1 voted for the bill as amended. 

f WHY I CITED THESE ACTS. 

I have thus briefly noticed these financial measures in this connec- 
tion for the purpose of showing not only the character of the legis- 
lation to which the country has been subjected, but also for the pes: 
pose of showing the power and influence that has been controlling 
our legislation, It was my purpose to call the attention of the coun- 
try particularly to the fact that the power of their Government is 
being used to build up an aristocracy of wealth, through class legis- 
lation, as well as monopolies of oppression by the creation and sup- 
port of soulless corporations; that by such legislation the powers of 
the General Government are necessarily enlarged, to the great inj 
of the people, far beyond their proper limits, and that by these alll. 
ances and entanglements it is permeating every State, county, and 
township of the Union, dwarfing into insignificance the rights of the 
States and the people and becoming that consolidated despotism 
which the enemies of the Republic would make it. 

And herein consists in my judgment the great remaining distinctive 
feature between the parties as such. It is upon the doctrine of local 
self-government, as its fundamental principle, that the democracy of 
this country has been enabled to withstand the shocks and battles 
of the past, and to that principle it owes its present proud attitnde. 
It cannot afford to abandon it or falter in its constant support of 
that principle, and it must repel every assault upon it, come from 
where it may. Democracy, based upon any other idea, is a sham 
and a fraud. We are to judge of the party by its works. We have 
seen the republican party granting vast areas of the public domain to 
great 3 loaning the public credit to monopolies for millions 
ayaa ons of dollars, passing act after act wholly in the interest 

the money and banking power of the country, and constantly 

claiming and exercising most extraordinary and unconstitutional 

poren through the General Goyernment, powers never dreamed to 
ve an existence by the statesmen of the past. 

In the days when internal improvements were a pert question in 
this country, when De Witt Clinton had reached the height of his 
fame and popularity, when schemes of internal improvements were 


springing up on every hand, no one presumed to advocate the ex- 


penditure of more than the lus revenue of the Government. But 
now how different; without reluctance or hesitation men are willing, 
asin the past few years they have done, to still further plunge an 
already overburdened and overtaxed country deeper and deeper into 
the vortex of debt and destruction. 


DUTY OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. 


I know it is diligently sought to keep these questions out of party 
politics; but the democracy, if true to its ancient doctrines, if it 
would continue to be the protector and defender of the rights and 
liberties of the people against the rapid encroachments of these com- 
bined powers, must set its face as flint against these and all other 
schemes of jobbery and corruption and consolidation, and repel the 
ag r in whatever form he may appear. A party must and will 
exist in this country occupying that position, and it is of right the 
position of the democratic party. That party can and must rescue 
the Federal Government and its Departments from that reckless ex- 
tray ce which of late years has marked and disgraced our coun- 
try. It can and must bung the Government back to a rigid economy 
and arrest the wholesale plunder of the public Treasury by corpora- 
tions, monopolies, and favored partisans. It can and must resist the 
theories of centralization that have had such rapid and alarming 

wth during the reign of the republican party. It can and must 

ive from the doors o pes Saat e money rings, the railroad rings, 
the whisky rings, and all other rings that have been organized but 
for plunder, and have been fostered and encou d these last fifteen 
years Ban Ne, have grown fat off the woes and distresses of an out- 
raged people. 
It can and must reform and correct the abuses admittedly existin, 
promiers in the civil service of the country and stay the flood o 
fraud and corruption which has so frequently startled the nation. 

It must adhere to its doctrine that the Federal Government is one 
of limited power, derived solely from the Constitution, and that it is 
inexpedient and dangerous to exercise doubtful powers; that one 
branch of industry must not be fostered to the detriment of others; 
that every section of the 3 and every citizen is entitled toa 

ect equality of rights and privileges and protection of property. 
t can and must be true to its ancient and liberty-extending doctrine 
of local self-government by the people and for the people. 

Adhering to these pors principles, as taught and practiced by the 
fathers of the Republic, and under which our country was prosperous 
and happy and constitutional liberty sustained and advanced, no 
party can be wrong or long in rallying to its support the just and 
patriotic men of the Republic. 

It was with gratitude that the country, a few weeks since, saw 
this House pass by such a majority an anti-subsidy resolution. 
Did we mean it or was it a sham? Was it a hollow, demagogical 
bubble or was it the voice of earnest, honest men? For one I answer 
I meant what I said, I go further. I would vote for a constitutional 
amendment, so as to put at rest this question, forever prehibiting 
Congress from ting an acre of the public domain to any corpora- 
tion or permitting the Government in any way whatever to loan its 
credit or money, aiding corporations of any kind, and I propese at 
the proper time to submit an amendment to this effect. 


CONCLUSION. 
I am aware sir, that I am attacking what is called by some a great 
policy of the Government! But when we censider how and when 
this policy was adopted and put into execution ; when we reflect upon 
the results that have and are likely tu follow if it be pursued, is it 
not high time that it should be stricken from the catalogue ef poli- 
cies? It may be the policy of corporations and monopolists, but it is 
not the policy of the people of this country. It is a policy instituted 
and carried on, which seeks to drag the people after it in positive 
opposition to their desires. It is a policy of that class legislation 
which has done so much toward impov g and bankrupting the 
country. Itis a policy that constantly devours the time of Congress, 
to the exclusion of legislation that pas to be devoted to those inter- 
ests which have been the victims of abuses and wrongs, the necessi 
outgrowth of class legislation, that should be forever swept from the 
tical arena. It is a policy contrary to the letter and spirit of our 
institutions, and one which, from its inception to the present, 
has been productive of fraud, corruption, bribery, and oppression, 
that ought to condemn it and blot it out of existence. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE: THE POWER AND DUTY OF CONGRESS TO 
REGULATE THE RAILWAY CARRYING TRADE AMONG THE STATES. 
Mr. TIPTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say one thing in connection 

with what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Dickry.] 

It is wholly immaterial to me by what route he arrives at his con- 

clusion, I am not di to diſlerx about routes; but I concur in his 

conclusion, that it is the duty of Congress to vote no more subsidies 
to corporations. I was glad to hear his remarks, for I have had some 
suspicion in regard to the other side of the House, as to whether they 
voted for the resolution offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr 
BAKER,] to which the gentleman has referred, in good faith, saying 
that we will vote no more subsidies. In connection with what the 
gentleman has said upon that subject, I desire to discuss the question 
of the power of Congress to control the railroads that have already 
been built. We have, as has been said by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BUTLER] to-night, seventy-seven thousand miles of 
railroad in this country. In my judgment it is necessary that some 
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legislation should be had by this 750 ane by this Congress I 
mean the Forty-fifth Congress—by which the railroads in this country 
that have already been completed should be controlled by legislation. 
In other words, I desire to discuss the question of the power of Con- 
gress, under the Constitution of the United States, to control the in- 
terstate commerce of the country. 

The power of State Legislatures and of Congress to regulate State 
and interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by 
common carriers against individuals, communities, and States has 
agitated the public mind for years. In many of the States such leg- 
islation has been had that local discriminations are prohibited, but as 
yet no action has been taken by Con tending to prevent discrim- 
ination against States or the regulation of interstate commerce. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a population of forty-five millions of people, 
and as has been said, we have 77,470 miles of railroad, besides our 
means of Pye pence by water, and our internal commerce is esti- 
mated at $25,000,000,000 per annum. It is only when we ee 
the magnitude of our country, its lines of transportation by land and 
water, and the vast resources of the country, that we are able to com- 
prehend the importance of the commerce of the country. Railroad 
trains and steamers are constantly in motion, moving the products of 
the country from one portion of the Union to another. And this is 
called commerce and was so understood when the Constitution was 
adopted. The means of transportation were different then, but Ishall 
show that the principle isthe same. At the time of the adoption of 
the Constitution the carrying trade was small as compared with the 
trade of the eine time. 58 ee 

Mr. Speaker, this vast commerce is now mostly carri y corpora- 
tions organized by special State legislation and claiming certain vested 
tights by virtue of their charters, under which they claim the right 
too te and control the commerce of the country without let or 
1 That under this claim these corporations discriminate 
against individuals, communities, and States cannot and will not be 
denied. And the question now is whether the power of the people to 

tect themselves against this claim of power has been bartered away 
y State legislation. 

Mr. S. er, I hope to be able to satisfy Con; and the country 
by unquestioned judicial authority that these corporations are subject 
to governmental control, and that it is not within the power of legis- 
lative discretion to irrevocably dispose of or waive the right of the 
people to control the commerce of the country. In Providence Bank 
vs. Billings, 4 Peters, 563, it was held by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that— 

© ohject of an is to bestow the characters and 
indis a om colletve ond changing body of men. This 


body. Any privileges which tit from burd — 
8 3 —— froma n . — 
in it or they do not exist. s 

This principle has met the approval of the courts from that time to 
the poe Judge Redfield in delivering the opinion of the court 
in the case of Thorpe vs, Company, 27 Vermont, 150, after 
quoting the language of the Supreme Court of the United 
just cited, said: 

This is sufficiently explicit, and upon examination will be found, I think, to have 
placed the matter a its true basis. In reason it would seem that no fault 
could be found with the rule here laid down by this great expounder of constitu- 
tional law. As to the ive control it places natural 3 and co tions 

ly one upon which equal 


States 


uj Sosan n And it is the true ground and 
rights and just ‘bilities and duties can be fairly based. 

Again: 

There is also the pas wer of a State by which and 
are gage e to all Einde ¢ restraints snd burdens onder te . 
comfort, health, and prosperity of the State, of the right in the ture 
to do which no qu ever was or upon acknow. general principles ever 


can be made, so far as natural persons are concern: And it is certainly calcu- 
lated to excite surprise and alarm that the right to do the same in regard to rail- 
ways should be made a serious question. 

And in the case of The Bank of The Republic vs. The County of 
Hamilton, the supreme court of Illinois says: 

Corporations are artificial persons endowed with limited powers and ca) 
and are subject to the geneeal lawn 2001 pacinan 


of the State, the same as natu- 
ral persons. The natural man is born with sove and unlimited righ 
if he be d the limits of ernments and Upon entering these a 
portion of rights are ced against his consent if he objects er to a 
pur less extent, as good government may be deemed to require. It would 
absurd to suppose that the powers of government are greater over the rights of 
— being endowed by the r than over the one spoken into existence by human 
ws. 


Mr. Speaker, I concede that at one time in this country the opin- 
ion obtained to some extent that property in ac corporation 
was more sacred than the property of the individual citizen, but in 
time this question was fally settled otherwise by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. In the case of West River Brid mpany vs. 
Dix, 6 Howard, 563, the court met the question as follows: 

cor- 
in 


chartered 

poration was more sacred and intan, FCC 
citizen, anten m t any grounds to rest 

is more than a per- 


Mr. Speaker, from an examination of these authorities it is clear 
that the corporations of this country are subject to legislation the 
same as individuals, and that the property of the stockholder in a 
chartered corporation is held by the same right that the citizen owns 
his property. 


Mr. Speaker, it is the province and duty of Congress to enact such 
laws as may be deemed proper upon this question and I deny the 
power of the Legislature of any State to grant any power to one of 
these corporations that will prevent Congress from passing any law 
authorized by the Constitution of the United States. The 9 
authority of a Government is a trust which cannot be irrevocably 
delegated or abandoned, and in support of this view I cite a line of 
authorities that will command the respect of this House and the 
country. Judge Marshall asserted the doctrine that I am now con- 


tending for, as early as the case of Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 Cranch, 87. 
He said in this case that— 

Th ciple asserted is that Legislature is 5 to act 
which 3 was — tent to pass, and that one many 


not abridge the powers of a sui 

And this Esta Sea was fully maintained by Chief-Justice 
Taney in Charles River Bri Company vs. Warren, 11 Peters, 420, 
and in Goszler vs. Corporation of Georgetown, 6 Wheaton, 597; East 
Hartford vs. Hartford Bridge Company, 10 Howard, 534. In this last 
case the court refer to the case of Goszler vs. Georgetown, and add: 

This case seems to settle the principle that a legislative body cannot with 
its powers b Sy eee a aia imps spear eet ENS once pw TEAMA, 
It can and oh d exercise them again and again as often as the public interests 
require. 

Mr. Speaker, sovereignty is inherent in the people, and neither a 
State nor the General 5 can transcend the power conferred 
by the State constitution and by the Federal Constitution and every 
State constitution in the Union. The departments of Government 
are instituted to exercise the functions of government, not to be dis- 
posed of, but to be exercised from time to time as the interest of the 
people may require. Nor can the civil power of a State or of the Gen- 
eral Government be made the subject-matter of contract. And, again, 
the Supreme Court of the United States affirms this principle in 
Trust Company vs. Debolt, 16 Howard, 431; and Judge Cooley, in his 
work on Constitutional Limitations, reviews all the authorities, State 
and Federal, and sums up his conclusions as follows: 

It would —— to be che prevailing opinion, and one based u sound 
reuson, that the State coul not barter away, of ik any manner abridge ot weaken, 
any of these essential powers which are inherentin all governments, and the exist- 
ence of which in full is important to the well-being of organized society. 

Mr. Speaker, these authorities settle the question beyond doubt, 
and they are sustained by sound reason. I mightcite numerous other 
authorities, but think those cited are sufficient to satisfy the mind of 
all; but if any man has any doubt upon this question, if he will call 
on me I will furnish him a brief of additional authorities that will 
furnish him good reading upon this subject during the balance of this 
session. 

Mr. 8 er, I come now to the question of the power by proper 
legislation to establish regulation concerning commerce carried on 
by these corporations among the States and within the States, or, 
more properly speaking, State and interstate commerce. 

Mr. Speaker, the ra of this country are e bh publie 
highways, and were constructed by the aid of the right of eminent 
domain, and the corporations building and operating the same are 
public agents, created for the practical administration of the public 
property and franchises put into their hands to be administered in 
such manner as the law-making power of the Government may deter- 
mine. Their use is public and they were created for the public good, 
for travelers and shippers. They are compelled by law and justice to 

rt passengers and freight according to the usages of the cor- 
poration and for a reasonable compensation. The power of the States 
to control these corporations wi the respective States against 
unjust discrimination and extortion is now well settled, so far as the 
same may regulate the commerce of the State. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, while the States may lawfully control and regu- 
late their internal State commerce they have no power, as I shall 
show, to control the interstate commerce of the country. Amon 
the povas expressly conferred upon Congress by the Constitution o: 
the United States is the power “to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.” 


ts | It will not be denied that this clause of the Constitution confers 


upon Congress power to legislate upon the poon subject of the 
regulation of commerce among the several States. The term com- 
merce means now just what it meant when the Constitution was 
adopted. The word at that time evidently had a well-defined mean- 
8 its meaning has been perhaps more authoritatively 
defined since the adoption of the Constitution, The word simply 
means intercourse and exchange, both of persons and property, among 
the several States, and is governed by the enactment of laws pre 
scribing general rules by which it is to be governed. Judge Redfield 
in his work on railways has this to say: 
ion of the terms of the Constitution would not 
The meaning 
definitely settled and well understood. e word, as derstood, 
from the Latin commercium, and which is found almost in its original form in most 
the languages of modern Europe. It in its intercourse 
and exchange both of 
d inland. 
of the latter w. ch extended beyond tee Une of a single 
ve seen, by the organic law of our National Government secured 


State 
to the nation, and the remainder was naturally left to the particular State where it 
exclusively existed. It is obvious that the purpose of the provision was not to bè 
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8 the means and appliances by which it was carried qn, was 
tted to Con ecundior the Sistas were to have no comment 
Sites DEVIDA tha power of romalating intervenes Talisay trathe we tin EEI MANY 
gress ha 6 power of re, Wa; 0 © single 
whether it forms an of the commerce of the ni which requires to be 

ted at all. T. who assume to e that Congress has no power to „ 
Jato the traffic upon these extended lines of railway reaching from one end of the 
Union to the other must, if they would meet the question fairly, either say the 
traffic on these extended lines of railways, amoun) z to many millions annually, 
probably ten times as much as the entire commerce of the country at the time ot 
the adoption of the Constitution, is not commerce at all, or if it be, is not subject 
toany 1 whatever. For it is certain the States have neither the er 
nor capacity to regulate, to any pipon or with any efficiency, this interstate rail- 
way traffic. It must, then, come under the control of Congress or be left to its own 
devices and im experiment never tried in any other country.—Redfield 
on Railways, pages 720-722. 

But we are not left to text-writers alone for the meaning of the 
term commerce; we have tho definition of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in Gibbons against Ogden. In 9 5 1, the 
court say: z 

The subject to be regalated is com and our Constitution being, as was 
aptly said at the bar, one of enumeration and not of definition to ascertain the ex- 
tent of the power, it becomes necessary to settle the meaning of the word. The 
counsel for the appellee would limit it to traffic, to buying and selling, or the inter- 
Shenae of commodities, and do not admit that it comprehends na tion. This 
would restrict a general term 1 7 11 2 to many — 19 to one of its significa- 
tions commerce undoubtedly is traffic; but it is something more; it is intercourse. 
It describes the commercial intercourse between nations and parts of nations in all 
its branches, and is regulated by prescribing rules for carrying on that intercourse, 


And again the court, in the same case, say: 


commerce 5 tho several States.“ The word 
led 


robably have been selected to indicate the completely interior traffic of a State, 
use it is not an apt phrase for that purpose, and ithe enumeration of the par- 
ticular classes of commerce to which er was to be extended would not have 
been made had theintention been to extend the power to every description. The enu- 
meration 8 something not enumerated, and that something, if we regard 
the lan, or the subject of the sentence, must be the exclusively internal com- 
merce of the State. 
In the State freight-tax case, 15 Wallace, 232, in delivering the 
opinion of the court, Justice Strong said : 
ond all question the transportation of freight or of the subjects of commerce for 
abe pape of exchange or sale isa constituent of commerce elt This has never 
been doubted, and probably the transportation of articles of trade from one State 
to another was the prominent idea in the minds of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion when to Congress was committed the power to regulate commerce among the 
several Si * * * nor does it make any difference whether this interchan, 
of commodities is by land or by water, In either case the bringing of the 
from seller to the buyer is commerce. 
And again the court say : 


The rule has been asserted with great clearness that whenever the subjects over 
which a power to regulate commerce is asserted are in their nature n 
admit of one uniform system or 


ational or 

a of , th be justly said to be 

of such a nature as to require usive legislation by CS. Baro transporta- 

tion of passengers or merchandise through a State or from one State to is 
of this nature. 

This power, like all other powers vested in Congress, is complete, 
and is only limited, if it be limited in any way, by the Constitution 
of the United States. Upon this point Chief-Justice Marshall in 
Gibbons rs, Ogden, already cited, uses the following language: 

It is the power to regulate that is to prescribe the rule by which commerce is to 
be governed. This power like all others vested in Congress is complete in itself. 


To the same effect, see Story on the Constitution, section 1067. 
Tho rule is this, as I understand it, that all the external concerns 
of the nation and those internal concerns which affect the States 
Ksay are within this provision of the Constitution of the United 
tates. But, on the other hand, all those concerns which are com- 
pletely within a particular State and which do not affect other States 
are vested in the State. Incidentally the concerns of a State may 
become connected with interstate commerce, but not necessarily, and 
in Munn vs, The State of Illinois, (4 Otto, 155,) the Supreme Court 
held that until Congress acts in reference to their interstate relations 
eee, may . 2 of 8 over its do- 
mestio concerns ou so doing it may indirectly operate upon 
commerce outside of the State. j 5 5 = 
Mr. S er, the line of demarkation drawn between the authority 
of the States and Federal Government is so clear that no man need 
err or be mistaken if he will take the trouble to inform himself. The 
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local commerce of a State is of course exclusively vested in the State, 
and that which belongs to more than one State belongs to Congress, 
The line which divides the State from the Federal j ctionis thus 
defined by the court: 

The genius and character of the whole Government seem to be that its action is 
to be applied to all external concerns of the nation and to those internal concerns 
which Seat ee See pee „but not to those which are completely within a 

State, which not afivct other States, and with which it isnot 
interfere for the 8 of executing some of the 
Sate 


necessary 
powers of the Gov- 
ernment. The com internal commerce of a S 
as reserved for the tself. 


, then, may be considered 


This power of Congress to legislate does not stop at the juris- 
dictional lines of the several States, but may be exercised wherever 
the subject exists. Take a line of railroad leading from New York to 
Chicago, transporting goods from State to State and from foreign 
markets; it is the commerce, the transportation that is within the 
power 0: Congress to control, and this power can and should, as a 
protective and precautionary measure inst wrongs daily perpe- 
trated, be exercised at once. Every producer, every consumer, and 
every merchant will be benefited, thus making rates uniform and 
thus enable buyers to know, when they purchase a car of grainin the 
West, the cost of transportation to the city of New York. That such 
legislation in no way infringes upon the rights of the States is clear 
from allthe authorities. Judge Cooley, in his work on Constitutional 
Limitations, states the question as follows: 


Under the division of power between the United States and the individual States 
each has its sphere of sovereignty within which it moves and operates without let 
or hinderance from the other, and within that sphere it employs the eminent do- 
main wherever needful to the complete and effectual exercise of its power, and 
with as little occasion or necessity for the or assistance of the other 
as if the two governments were wholly foreign to each other instead of being con- 
structed as parts of one harmonious system. 


The railroads and steamboats now enjdy the monopoly of the car- 
rying trade, and there is no reason in law or morals why the same 

rinciple should not apply to one as to the other. It would not be 
Just to control and regulate the tariff by steamboat and not by rail- 
road. It is true that carrying by railroad has come into existence 
since the adoption of the Constitution, and in my judgment is subject 
to congressional legislation in the same manner as steamboats. It 
has never been doubted that the transportation of articles of trade 
from one State to another was and is commerce, and that the means 
of transportation is wholly immaterial. 

In the ger eases the power of Congress to legislate upon and 
regulate feig t and passenger tariffs is fully maintained. In one of 
the granger cases, Munn vs. Ilinois, the court says: 

In countries where the common law prevails it has been customary from time im- 
eee ee or 85 Ts gg ele —— ee, to epg . 
un. ; 
beyond which any charge made. wand be . 

Mr. Speaker, I have thus argned and collated the authorities for the 
purpose of convincing this House and the county ee one of our high- 
est duties is to enact into law such rules and regulations as will prevent 
unjust discriminations against State, against extortion, and against all 
unjust combinations. All persons investing their capital in railroad 
property and all that deal with such corporations in any manner deal 
with them with this implied understanding: that the State Legislature 
and Congress under the Constitution may prescribe such rules and reg- 
ulations as will insure justice to all the people and that the power of 
Congress to regulate commerce among the several States is exclusive. 
And the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Gibbons rs. Ogden, and down to the last granger case reported 
in 4 Otto, are to be respected, and the power of the General Government 
will be exercised in conformity to the Constitution of the United 
States as construed in those cases, that, in other words, the day for 
unjust discriminations and extortion has passed. 

Ir. Speaker, it cannot be true, in the nature of things, that the 
Constitution must be construed to mean only such commerce as 
existed at its adoption. If so, the carrying trade by the railroads of 
the country is beyond the power of Congress to control; the commerce 
carried upon these immense lines is subject 0 Sep the dictation of 
these monopolies. If it be true that Congress no such power, 


then it seems to me that we have in vain attempted to build upa 
commerce for the common benefit of the people. But, Mr. Speaker, 
this is not the law. The Supreme Court of the United States de- 


cided otherwise, the State courts have decided otherwise, and all men 
not directly interested believe otherwise, Commerce among the 
States, carried on by railway er ee is subject to the control 
and legislation of Congress, and the language of Justice Miller, in 
the Clinton Bridge case, is: 

It seems to me that where these roads become parts of the great highwa 
Union, transporting a commerce which embraces many States, and destin 
of these roads 1 are to become the channels through which the nations of E and 
Asia shall interchange their commodities, there can be no reason to doubt to 


of our 
as some 


regulate them is to late commerce, both with foreign nations and among the 
States, and that to se to do this is a refusal to one of the most im- 
portant duties of the Federal Government, 

No State, Mr. S er, has the power to regulate the commerce car- 


ried on between New York and Chicago, nor between Chicago and San 
Francisco. These lines of commerce are either beyond the control of 
human laws or the power of their contro] is vested in Congress. The 
a of the Constitution applies to every means of transportation, 

om the dray Hne to railroad trains, and this has been settled time 
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after time by the courts, the courts holding distinctly that it makes 
no difference whether the transportation is by land or water; and in 
support of this I might cite a I number of authorities, and allow 
me to say that upon these questions there can be but little chance 
for division of opman The purpose of this provision, as patens to all, 
was to vest in Congress the power to secure equality and freedom of 
commerce throughout the Union; without any unjust discrimination 
or extortion. sportation is commerce; hence transportation 
among or between the States is commerce, and any obstacle to it or 
burden laid upon it by the States is void, and thus is created the 
absolute necessity of congressional action. 

In the case of The Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad Company 
rs. Husen, not yet reported, the subject of the extent of the power of 
the State to control commerce between the States was again freely 
discussed. The question was as to the validity of a statute of the 
State of Missouri prohibiting the driving of cattle into the State of 
Missouri in certain months of the year, and it arose in the particular 
case with respect to the applicability of the statute to railroads. The 
court held in this case that the transportation of property from one 
State to another is interstate commerce, and that the statute was a 
direct interference with such transportation and a plain intrusion 
upon the exclusive domain of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I have attempted to show that the internal commerce 
of the State is, and necessarily is, controlled by the State; that com- 
merce between the States necessarily is and should be controlled by 
Congress; that State legislation is impossible, and the responsibility 
for the control of interstate commerce is with Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the advan of railroad and water transportation 
cannot overestimated. In fact, life is too short to abandon or in 
any manner cripple our great railway system; but while this is true, 
the system must not be allowed to destroy the commerce of the 
ran or cripple the t interests of the country. This system, 
like all others, must submit to reasonable rules and regulations in the 
same manner as all other t enterprises of the country. 

Mr, S er, I shall favor no provision of law that can tend to pre- 
udice the railway interest of the country; but I do maintain that it 
is our duty to pass some reasonably stringent legislation for the pro- 
tection of the people against this great system of land transportation. 
The bill reported from the Committee on Commerce is satisfactory to 
me, and I am di to give the bill my hearty support. It will 
prevent pooling ; it will preyent all unjust discriminations; it will, 
in my judgment, prevent unreasonable charges and tend to establish 
uniformity of rates, I think the purpose of the bill a step in the 
tight direction. 

Speaker, it is the duty of Congress to enact such laws as will 
prevent any unjust discri i 
of the interstate commerce of the country. It does not necessarily 
follow that because e are reasonable at one point and unrea- 
sonably low at another point, the discrimination may not be unjust. 
Take the grain trade of Illinois that is carried on by railroads lead- 
ing to New York, * merchants paying $20 per car to the New 
York market, which, for the purpose of this argument, may be con- 
ceded to be reasonable, and ey that grain shippers residing in 
Iowa should only be charged $10 per car for a distance four hundred 
miles greater. is I submit would be an unjust discrimination 
against the State of Illinois, although the freight paid by the ship- 
pers of Illinois should be reasonable. This would give to Iowa a 

phical as well as commercial advan over Illinois shippers 

at would not be just. Under such a rule Illinois shippers would 

be unable to compete successfully with shippers residing in Iowa. 

We claim the geographical advantage of ois, and our people are 

compelled to sell their products in accordance with this fact. So of 

all the Western States. The demand is for uniform and cheap rates 
of transportation from the West to the East. 

And can it be said that Congress has no power to prevent such 
discrimination? It is such discriminations throughout the country 
that are injuring our agricultural and commercial interests, The 
effect of such discrimination is the transfer by artificial means of the 
natural advantages by one community to another less 
favorably situated, and to permit this is to tolerate a great wrong 
and subject the genera] interests of the country to the corporations 
by whose actions this unnatural effect is produced. 


ination or extortion in the carrying trade 


My purpose, Mr. Speaker, is to prevent, if ible, by legislation 
every combination tending to prejudice the 8 or the producer. 
It is my purpose, if possible, to prevent combination against ice in 
winter or free sailing in summer. We all know that the old idea of 
competition is a delusion. We all know that every tariff established 
between the East and the West is the result of combination, and that 
competition has little or nothing to do with the question. The peo- 

le of the West have been greatly wronged by this system of 3 
ing the tariff of both passenger and ae gi traffic. We prefer 
rates, controlled by law and uniform in their operation, to the tender 
mercies of these monopolies as administered by these corporations 
for the last twenty years. 

Mr. Speaker, what the people of the West demand, and what we 
haye a plain right to demand under the Constitution, is reasonable 
legislation, and such as will protect the producers and manufacturers 
of the West against wrong, extortion, or unjust discrimination against 
them. We want uniformity of rates between the East and West, and 
that these shall not be unreasonable rates at any time or under any 
circumstances. 

The competing force of the interstate commerce of the country is 
not sufficient to overcome combination; it never has been sufficient 
in this country to prevent it, and never will be, in my judgment. 
Every rate or tariff that is fixed by these railways is the result of 
combination. If competition for a time is 3 at a competing 
point, it is only temporary, and is, in fact, a discrimination against 
some other point. The only legitimate competition we have is the 
transportation by water, and nothing short of stern, 1 rules, fairl, 
enforced, will regulate and preserve fairly and justly the ee 
State commerce of this country. What remedy have we of the West 
to regulate or fix the tariff of a railroad company leading from Chi- 
cago to New York? Certainly none after it léaves the State save by 
congressional action. 

e have in the State of Illinois fifty-one railroad companies with 
a total line of 15,241 miles, 7,433 miles of which are in the State, com- 
puting double track and siding of all the companies as a continuons 
ine of 17,890 miles of single track. These companies have 3,319 loco- 
motives, of all classes ; and 1,449 passenger cars; 608 express, mail, and 
baggage cars ; 43,076 box and stock cars; and 20,162 coal and flat cars, 
making a total of 65,295 cars of all classes. In addition, the American 
Express Company performs service on twenty-four of these roads, the 
United States o ii Company on thirteen, and the Adams Express 
Company on twelve; and in some instances two companies perform 
service on the same The distance run by trains upon these 
roads last year was 75,567,712 miles. The 3 of mileage for 
Illinois was 21,925,552 miles, and carried 26,875,136 tons of freight, 
with 7,429,417 tons, as the proportion for Illinois. It will be noticed 
that only a little over one-fourth of the tonnage of these railroads 
is carried in Illinois. The total number of passe carried was 
20,394,027. I have no estimate by which I can give the proportionate 
number of passengers carried upon these roads in Illinois, but I pre- 
sume that perhaps somewhere between one-third and one-fourth of 
the passengers carried were carried in that State. 

These companies are constantly engaged in interstate commerce. 
I apprehend that a loaded train could not be sent out without taking 

destined for some other State, nor does a train run into Chi- 
cago or any station without taking goods from some other State. As 
we have seen, this is all interstate commerce, and no State under our 
Constitution can it. I have given these items that all may 
understand the necessity of legislation by Con on this subject, 
and when I add to pom D Ihave before said, that in the Union we 
have 77,470 miles of being constantly operated and daily engaged 
in interstate commerce we can see the itude of the interstate com- 
merce of this country and the necessity for legislation regulating it. 
~ Mr. Speaker, our foreign trade must necessarily de largely on 
our interstate commerce. I give the following table showing that 
the balance of trade in merchandise is now in our favor, but to show 
that this has not been uniformly the case I give the P * for twenty 
years, including both merchandise and spec And what we want, 
if possible, is to change the balance of specie in our favor. It can 
be done, and one of the things n to bring this about is to 
maintain steadily the balance of trade in our favor. The table shows 
that we have been compelled to export specie every year : 


The balance of trade for twenty-two years, 1856-77. 


* n given below represent the gold value of imports and exports of merchandise and specie into and from the United States in each fiscal year 
ince : 


$310, 432, 310 $281, 219, 423 Im. 629, 212, 887 $4, 207, 632 $58, 929, 651 Ex. #41, 537, 853 
348, 428, 342 293, 823, 760 Im. 54,604, 582 12, 461, 799 74, 995, 399 Ex. 56, 675, 123 
263, 338, 654 263, 338, 654 Ex. 8, 672, 620 19, 274, 496 63, 067, 487 Ex. 33,358, 651 
331, 333, 341 292, 901, 051 Im. 38, 432, 290 T, 434, 789 72, 012, 276 Ex. 56, 453, 622 
353, 616, 119 333, 576, 057 Im. 20,040, 062 8, 550, 135 66, 546, 239 Ex. 57,996, 104 
289, 310, 542 219, 553, 833 Im. 69, 756, 709 46, 339, 611 29, 791. 080 Im. 16, 548, 531 
e eee) eae) eee Ee ena 
5 » 39, 370, „ à DX. P 
218 47255 188.882.808 Im. 131.288.280 13, 115, 612 105, 396, 841 Ex. 92, 230, 929 
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The balance of trade for twenty-two years, 1856~77—Continued. 


AON epee en ean KT 239, 745, 580 
1866 . 434, 812, 006 
1867 . 395, 763, 100 
1868 . 357, 436, 440 
1800 417, 506, 379 
FC TTT 435, 958, 408 
1871 520, 223, 684 
1872 626, 595, OTT 
1873 - 642, 136, 210 
1874. 567, 406, 342 
ES ae ce Said BS LASS Uys 6 Selva 533, 005, 436 
CCC 460, 741, 191 
FC VVT 451, 323, 196 


Im. 76, 732, 082 9, 810, 072 67, 643, 226 Ex. 57, 833,154 
Im. 85, 952,544 10, 700, 092 86, 044, O71 Ex. 75,343,979 
Im. 98, 459, 447 22, 070, 475 60, 808, 372 Ex 38, 797, 897 
Im. 75, 483, 541 14, 188, 368 93, 784, 102 Ex. 79,595, 734 
Im. 131, 388, 682 19, 807, 876 57, 138, 380 Ex. 37, 330, 504 
Im. 43,186, 640 26, 419, 179 58, 155, 666 Ex. 31, 736, 486 
Im. 77, 403, 506 21, 270, 024 98, 441, 988 Ex. 77,171,964 
Im. 182, 417, 491 13, 743, 689 79, 877, 534 Ex. 66,133, 845 
Im. 119, 656, 288 21, 480, 937 84, 608, 574 Ex. 63,127, 637 
Ex. 18,876, 698 28, 454, 906 56, 630, 405 Ex. 38, 175,499 
Im. 19,563, 725 20, 900, 727 92, 132,142 Ex. 71, 231, 42> 
Ex. 79, 623, 480 15, 936, 681 56, 506, 302 Ex. 40, 569, 621 
Ex. 152, 152, 004 40, 774, 414 56, 162, 237 Ex. 15, 387, 753 


Mr. Speaker, I give the foregoing table for the purpose of insisting 
that in time, with fair and just rates, from the interior to the sea- 
board, we can ually and certainly, in my judgment, increase our 
exports and reduce our imports, and thereby cast the balance of trade 
largely in our favor. All the products of the country not demanded 
for local use should find a market in our foreign commerce. It is the 
duty of Con to foster in every way our interstate and 3 
commerce. Our ability to produce is great, and every effort should 
be made to enco th our interstate and foreign commerce. We 
can best do this by legal rules that shall be understood by producers, 
shippers, and railroad companies alike, ‘prohibiting drawbacks and 
rebates, givin . advantages to all ship th uniform rates. 
Producers May ddle-men can know with reasonable certainty when 
and where to ship and when and where to make investments, and 
thus reduce the margin between the producer in Illinois and the con- 
sumer in New York or New England and the producer in New Eng- 
land or New York and the consumer in Illinois. 

The difference between the price of a bushel of corn in Blooming- 
ton, Illinois, and the seaboard is of itself an argument that every 
farmer and producer in Illinois can understand, and the difference 
between the price of a pound of beef in a New England manufactur- 
ing town and an Illinois feed-lot can be fully understood by the me- 
chanics and laboring-men of the East; it needs no ent to teach 
these facts, and the excessive rates charged must be paid by the 
ducer or the consumer. The only hope of the people of the West 
against 3 in the carrying trade is in con ional action. 
It is the only hope in law and in fact, and if Congress shall refuse to 
act longer the lingering hope of justice to the people that are toiling 
for themselves on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, and for the 
railread companies on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays will be 
blotted out; or, in other words, it costs now as much substantially to 
geta bushel of corn to market as it does to produce it. It does not 
quite reach this point to-day, but it is too much. Corn can be deliv- 
ered in New York from any part of the State of Illinois for eight 
cents per bushel at present prices of labor and railway property, and 
give a fair profit to the carrier. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the provision of the Constitution concerning 
interstate commerce does not and will not execute itself. Congress 
must act. Congress must come to the rescue of our interstate com- 
merce and throw around it the protecting shield of the Constitution 
and thus protect the people t all combinations that may tend 
to injure the interstate commerce of the country. The people of the 
West are in good faith pressing this matter to the attention of Con- 

and the country. The people in the West cannot concentrate 
their ucts at competitive 


pon in case advantageous contracts 
could be made at such pins, ut necessity compels them to stop at 
the nearest station. The panie feel as if they are helpless to these 
wrongs against them, hence there is a prevailing feeling inst the 
railroads that shonld not and would not exist if the rai com- 
panies would deal fairly with the people. Moderate rates will in- 
crease the commerce of the country, create a friendly feeling, give 
more men work and better pay, and tend largely to the happiness of 
the whole people. I think, Mr. Speaker, one of the great mistakes of 
the railroad companies was their sosum pion that they were not sub- 
ject to State or national legislation. This assumption makes con- 
gressional action absolutely necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the West have but little sympathy for 
or with railroad corporations or stockholders of such companies, and 
the reason is plain and the fault is with the corporations, and not 
with the people. The people have been robbed by men en in 
building railroads of the bonds of almost every municipality in the 
country, by the frauds of adventurers, and as the bonds are now be- 
ing paid, e people feel that the stock they received was a fraud, 
and that the money was not propery appro ted; and as the bonds 
of the companies mature and the holders of bonds take charge of the 
roads, their agents, representing the bondholders, put on a degree of 
importance that the people, who have been wronged, are unprepared 
to appreciate, They ride on railroads only as'à matter of necessity 


and chip under compulsion. There is no tion on the part of 


the people under these circumstances to encourage the«commerce of 
the country, either State-or interstate. 

The managers of these corporations that control the commerce be- 
tween the East and West held a meeting at the Grand Pacific Hotel 
in Chicago a very few days ago. The of this meeting, as I 
gather it from the newspapers, was to fix the rates of tariff between 
the East and West, and for a division of the spoils for the next three 
months between the various companies. It is this regulation by the 
railroad managers that the poopie object to. What the people de- 
mand is the right on the part of the public to fix these re tions, 
as they may lawfully do, in such manner as to insure at least sub- 
stantial justice for The bill reported by the Committee on Com- 
Lahey aid in this direction greatly, and I hope it will be enacted 
in W. 

Mr. Speaker, the question of the control of our interstate commerce 
will be an important factor in American politics until it shall be de- 
termined by Congress to enact such laws as will equalize the tariff 
on these great public Lei ante ks There is and can be no doubt of 
the power to regulate it between the States, and that this prs is 
exclusively in Con The people understand this as well as we, 
and almost the universal opinion of the people is in harmony with 
the rulings of the Supreme Court of the United States on this sub- 
ject. The people understand that the question has been settled and 
its settlement reaftirmed by the courts time and And the 
court understands it to be settled and so state in Groves vs. Slaugh- 
ter, 15 Peters, 449. The court, after referring to Gibbons’s case, 
9 Wheaton, 1, and Brown rs. Maryland, 12 Wheaton, 438, say: 

If these decisions are not to be taken as the established construction of this 
clause of the Constitution I know of none which are not yet to doubt, nor 


can there be any adjudications of this court which must be dered as authori- 
tative upon any question if these are not to be so on this. 


This power given to Congress by the Constitution to regulate com- 
merce amon i States has been deemed exclusive by the courts and 
by the people, and necessarily so from the very nature and objects of 
the er, and this is the doctrine of all the courts and the politics 
of the people. Against this , I have no doubt, will be 
arrayed the associated wealth of these corporations, and every effort 
possible will be made to prevent 1 on u this subject, and 
when and wherever practicable men will be elected to Congress for 
the express purpose of defeating legislation of this kind, and railroad 
officers and railroad port will be found in Con elected ex- 
pressly to defeat legislation by Congress on this subject. 

Mr, Speaker, the agriculturist, the manufacturer, the mechanic, the 
laborer are all alike interested in this question. Until we have legis- 
lation upon this question capitalists, ever jealous, will not invest in 
business in any town where there is the slightest opportunity for 
discrimination. 

Mr. Speaker, an equalized and just tariff of rates, uniform in its 
operation, will insure an increase in our interstate ecommerce, and 
will thus be one of the means of restoring to prosperity all the busi- 
ness interests of the country. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I shall make no apol 
for occupying the time of the House in the further discussion of the 
bill now under consideration. I feel constrained to reply to the attack 
which was made by the tleman from Maine [Mr. POWERS] upon 
the report of the committee which I had the honor to submit in this 


case. 

I would not do justice to the committee, to myself, to the House, 
to the country, or to the old soldiers if I should remain silent and not 
lay bare the errors of facts and expose the A Sema of the argu- 
ments which have been made by the enemies of this measure. 

The House will bear witress that this discussion has not been of 
my seeking; I would have gladly avoided it if I could, but the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. POWERS] has forced it on me and I shall 
meet him boldly and will demonstrate the correctness of the conclu- 
sions of the committee to the satisfaction of all who will do me the 
honor to hear my remarks. 

On the 4th day of January, 1877, I had the honor to present to the 
Honse a similar bill tendering a nation’s gratitude to its old defend- 
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ers, when I took occasion to submit an argument pity ep pas- 
sage which has not been answered by any gentleman upon this floor. 
That argument I shall not now repeat. I shall confine my remarks 
5 to the arguments of the gentlemen who have op- 
ed the bill. 

beine objections of the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman 
from New Jersey were but the repetition of those Which were made 
by the enemies of the pension acts of 1832 and 1871. These gentle- 
men have opposed this measure because, they say, it will establish a 
dangerous precedent. The enemies of the act of 1832 opposed that 
beneficent measure upon the same ground. The gentleman from Maine 
said that the bill opened up a new and wide door; that it was a de- 
parture from the old beaten path. This has been the cry of the ene- 
mies of the old soldiers against every pension act passed or proposed 
in Con I give to them the answer which was given by Foot 
and Frelinghuysen to Hayne, which New England gave to South Car- 
olina in 1832; which Atkins and others gave to the enemies of the 
pension bill in 1858. It embraces no new principle; it establishes 
no new precedent; it opens no new door. The principle was estab- 
lished in 1818, extended in 1832, confirmed in 1871, and reaffirmed by 
the present Congress. 

There is no principle or policy more firmly established by the Con- 
gress of the United States than that of extending the nation’s bounty 
and gratitude by the way of pensions to its old defenders, and it is 
now too firmly rooted in the minds and hearts of the American peo- 

le to be eradicated even by the eloquence of the gentleman from 
ione with all the aid his amiable friend from New Jersey may be 
able to give him. The military-pension system was adopted many 
years ago by our Government, and from then till now it has been 
steadily and constantly sustained by the le. There is no tax 
they pay with more cheerfulness than that which is applied to the 
maintenance of the old soldiers. 

The first gratuitous-pension act was passed in 1818, only three years 
after the close of the war of 1812, when the country was heavily bur- 
dened with the debts of two wars, This act was passed thirty-five 

ears after the close of the revolutionary war. The beneficiaries under 
it were sixty years of age. The Black Hawk war was forty-six years 
ago, and the survivors of that war are over seventy years of age. 
The Creek war was forty-two years ago, and the survivors are nearly 
seventy years of age. Forty years have come and gone since the 
Florida war, and the survivors must be over sixty-five years of age. 
The war with Mexico was thirty-one years ago, and the survivin 
soldiers are fifty-six years of age. The soldiers included in this bi 
will average over sixty-five years of age. The revolutionary soldiers 
covered by the act of 1818 were about sixty years of age. The act 
of 1818 was a gratuitous pension; so is the measure now under con- 
sideration. But suppose, Mr. Speaker, that the soldiers of the revo- 
lutionary war were seventy years of a 
does it follow that the soldiers of the Mexican war shonld wait until 
they are seventy before the Government recognizes its obligations 
to them for their heroic services in its defense? The revolutionary 
war was fought on our soil; the Mexican war was upon foreign soil 
and in a malarious climate. All citizens able to bear arms were en- 
ged in the struggle for our independence and were exposed to its 
angers and suffered its privations. If the act granting a pension to 
them had been passed at an earlier day the soldiers themselves would 
have been compelled to pay the greater portion of the money nec- 
to meet its demands, To have pensioned them at an earlier 
day would have been to tax themselves. While the Mexican war 
was in progress millions of our countrymen knew nothing of its perils, 
felt none of its privations, endured none of its toils, and saw none of 
its RARS A few of our fellow-countrymen bore them all, for the 
of all. 
6 But the gentleman from Maine and the gentleman from New Jersey 
say that the act of 1818 restricted the pension to persons in need of 
assistance from the Government for a support. That is true. But I 
ask the gentlemen here and now, do they pro a pauper soldier 
roll? Will they vote for a measure which would require proof not 
only of an honorable service, but of poverty, to entitle the soldier to 
a pension? Do vot popas to require the old soldier, “the coun- 
try’s stay in day and hour of danger,” to produce the evidence of his 
poverty in order to receive that which is adjudged to be due him for 
is patriotic service? Sir, the people of this country long since com- 
pelled Congress to repeal this disgraceful restriction in the act of 1818, 
and thereby wipe out what I consider and what this country con- 
ceived to be a blot upon our beneficent pension system. I call the 
attention of the House and especially the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey to the able and eloquent remarks of a late Senator from his own 
State (Mr. Frelinghuysen) made in the Senate of the United States in 
9 the advocacy of the repeal of this odious restriction in the act 
0 5 


before they were pensioned, 


cups and saucers. I have felt humbled for my 
try. Sir, a noble spirit would sometimes exclaim: I would die in want first.” 
try exacts such ignoble Spears let her withhold the miserable pit- 
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would no lon Leap tei Rand ola cornet eee ne pcg and 
8 in ns of | tures and people we are invoked to 

ese hard tions; and should a few partake of a favor that do not need it, 
better so than that even one deserving relic of times so dearly ch should go 
down to the dust neglected and forgotten. 

Such, Mr. Speaker, were the sentiments of New England in the 
better days of the Republic, and such are the sentiments of the 
American people to-day. Ido not believe that any considerable num- 
ber of the people of New Jersey and Maine to-day indorse the senti- 
ments of their Representatives upon this floor who have favored a 
5 pension-roll. I repel for them the sentiments uttered 

y the gentleman from Maine and his friend from New Jersey. Nor 
do I believe that the people of New England are opposed to this bill. 
She has ever been the chgmpion of the soldier’s interest, both in this 
House and in the Senate. All our pension acts have been advocated 
by her ss ee all have received their support. New Eng- 
land may be said to be the originator of our pension system. Nor 
can I believe, Mr. Speaker, what Hayne c d, that she favored 
this system for the purpose of an excuse for a high tariff for the pro- 
tection of her manufacturing e Soy that she now proposes to 
go back upon her own work because that necessity no ery exists. 

or can I believe what Hayne charged in the debate of 1832, that 
New England advocated that ion act because her people would 
receive the larger portion of the pension, and that she opposes this 
measure because the West and South will be the greater beneficiaries, 
notwithstanding the gentleman from Maine took occasion to inform 
the House that the South was much more interestedin this bill than his 
section. I believe that Foot, Frelinghuysen, Webster, and other rep- 
resentatives from New England advocated and voted for the pension 
acts of 1818 and 1832 from patriotic considerations, and not from any 
local, or selfish purpose; and I cannot believe that the gentlemen 
from New England who have op this measure represent the 
sentiments of their constituents. But, Mr. Speaker, the House and 
country have been told that the acts of 1818 and 1832 were enacted to 
pay a debt to the soldiers of the revolutionary war. If so, why were 
they called pension acts? But the advocates of the measure argued 
that the country was indebted to these soldiers, and therefore, say 
the gentlemen, the act was not as a petision act, but in the 
nature of an appropriation for the payment of their claims nst 
the Government. The men who advocated the ge of the act 
to pension the survivors of thetwar of 1812, in ouse in 1858, 
argued that the country owed these soldiers a debt, and that it should 
pay it to them. The e Sree gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. 

TKINS, ] in discussing the bill in the House, said: 


Gentlemen talk about this bill as a bounty, as a gift. We do not come as sup- 
plicants to this House ; we do not ask it as eee 


pensat 
3 the field? Do you count as nothing 
in; amas With tha thavensd Chartis That Ol 


hearts— try. 

Al of them were ready to make the great offering of 
their country’s honor, Thousands fell, and their funeral 
— to the nation’s glory, and shall 


all they linger out d the evening 
of whisk wae illustrated b; . 3 ja 1 Will not the woer 
wake to the high sense of the moral obligation and 1 right which demands 
ae eee ese old men, now that many of them are unable to protect them- 
selves 

Mr. Speaker, these were noble sentiments, worthy of the represent- 
ative of the American people, and I commend them to the serious con- 
sideration of the members of this House. 

Mr. Choate, of Massachusetts, speaking of the nature of a gratui- 
tous pension, said: 

I still think the now bestow, and which this bill [act of 1832) 

regarded rather in the light of pensation for 


charity; to others of these greatest number they aro 
ferred and inadequate wages of such service as no money 
This, Mr. S. er, is the true basis upon whieh our pension system 
rests; that service of the soldier is such that no money could 
ever compensate, and that as his services were of such great value 
it becomes the imperative duty of the Government to take care of 


him in his old age. These soldiers, in a high and refined equity, are 
the creditors of the country. But that the acts of 1818 and 1832 
were in a legal sense an appropriation to meet a claim which the old 


soldiers of the revolutionary war had against the Government for 
the depreciated currency in which they were paid, I must emphatic- 
ally So All these claims for wages during that war been 

aid. They had no legal demand whatever against the Government 

urther than all her soldiers when old have on account of the nature 
of the services. And, fortunately for me and the House, the PASIE 
man from Michigan [ Mr. McGowan] has furnished an authority sus- 
taining this view of the subject, and I thank the gentleman for his 
kindness and generosity. 

Some time [said Mr. McGowan] subsequent to 1859 a case was heard by the United 
States Court of Claims involving this question. The opinion of the court, as deliv- 
ered by Judge Loring, is so brief that I will read it: 

“Tt is claimed by the petitioner that James Hooker, by complying wi 
uirements as to redu: circumstances, 8 fied in the act of the 18th of May, 
818, t in the on which it Rocce which could not 

äi without his consent by the subsequent act of the Ist of Ma; 
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tof none. 
country, and therefore the country might 
its terms and determine its 8 While it — 

t was an annual to a certain class of persons.” 

This case decides that the act of 1818 rested on no legal obligation. 
If the Government was legally indebted to these soldiers, the pensions 

nted them did rest upon a legal obligation. It was, however, like 

è act of 1871, a voluntary offering of a grateful country to the men 
who had rendered such service as no money could compensate. 

In vain were the efforts of the gentlemen from Maine and New 
Jersey to draw any distinction between the principle of the acts of 
1818 and 1832 and the one now under consideration. They were both 

tuitous pension acts, and established the principle upon which 
fhis bill is predicated, which principle has been approved by Madi- 
son, Monroe, John Quincy Adams, Jackson, Grant, and Hayes. And 
Ire that this bill does not open any new door, nor does it estab- 
lish any new principle. It pope to extend the principle which has 
been established for over a century to the soldiers of the wars 
named in the bill. It proposes to do exact justice to all our old sol- 

making no invidious distinctions between them. Have the 

soldiers of the Mexican war no claims upon the Government? Did 
they not in the hour of their country’s need, and at her call, leave 
brother and sister, father and mother, wife and children, with the 
thousand charms that cluster around them, and march to a far-off 
land, unacclimated, in a malarious climate, where suffocating heat 
oppressed the frame, and there endure without a murmur or complaint 
the toils of the march, the privations of the camp, and the horrors of 
the hospital, and bravely bear themselves amid the dangers and perils 
of the battle-fields, and by their unparalleled prowess and gallant 
acquire 937,875 square miles of territory of incalculable wealth, whic 
opened up an overland highway to the Pacific Ocean by which the 
wealth and commerce of China and Japan are poured into our lap? 
And did not their gallant deeds at Resaca de la Palma, Buena Vista, 
Chapultepec, Cerro Gordo, and Molino del Rey reflect a blaze of im- 
perishable glory upon the American name? Do gentlemen say that 
the country is under no 675 rane to the brave men who under Scott 
and Taylor marched through intolerable suffering and unparalleled 
dan, to the City of Mexico and there conquered and scattered to 
the four winds an army of five times their number? 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine intimated, when he ad- 
dressed the House upon this bill, that all this magnificent territo 
acquired from Mexico was by virtue of several millions of dollars pai 
out of the National Treasury, thereby robbing the veterans of the 
Mexican war of the honor and glory of its acquisition. This, Mr. 
Speaker, “was the most unkindest cut of all.” He not only refuses 
to vote them a pittance in recognition of their glorious and invalu- 
able services, but he actually would snatch from them, if in his pove 
the henor and glory of bbls e the country, by their gallantry, 
California and New Mexico. , Ihave read, I know not now where, 
of a stern old Englishman who, when the treaty was concluded be- 
tween France and land at the peace of Amiens, disapproved of its 
terms as ignominious to England, and in the House of Commons said 
that if eee could know the terms of the treaty he would 
turn over in his grave.“ Sir, if Scott and Taylor could have heard 
the gentleman from Maine when he attributed the acquisition of this 

to a few millions of dollars paid out of the National Treasury, 
they, too, would have turned over in their coffins. Why, sir, Clay, 
Yell, Butler, McKee, Hardin, Ringgold, Page, McIntosh, Graham, 
Richie, Walker, Grant, Ayres, Armstrong, Merrill, Gillespie, Allen, 
amin, Smith, Morange, and thousands of others as brave and as 
„but whose names do not appear upon the pages of history, but 
whose glorious deeds are enshrined in the hearts of the American 
people, gave freely their lives for its acquisition; the blood of these he- 
roic men, together with the indescribable sufferings of the surviving 
soldiers of that war, were the incalculable price paid for this territory. 
This country owes them a debt of gratitude which it can never pay, 
and now when they come in their old age and many of them in ac 
want, and request a pittance for the “evening of a life, the mornin 
of which was illustrated by deeds of noble daring” in their country’s 
‘service, gentlemen upon this floor, Representatives of the American 
le, say to them, We know you have been faithful and brave 
soldiers, and that the country is under obligations to you which it 
can never repay, but you must wait until more of you are dead, and 
then we will vote you a pension.” 

Mr. S. er, is adding insult to injury. But, say the gentle- 
men from Maine, New Jersey, and New York, [Mr. TOWNSEND, ] “the 
country is in debt and the condition of the ‘Treasury is such that the 
amount of money which will be required to meet the pensions pro- 
vided for under this bill cannot be spared.” They tell us that when 
the acts of 1818 and 1832 were passed the country was out of debt. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, those very measures were opposed for the same 
reasons piven by the gentlemen who oppose this bill. 

The enemies of these measures said the country was in debt and 
could not afford to be generous until it had disc its legal obli- 
gations. It is but the repetition of the objections which the enemies 
of our old soldiers have presented against baie © ponon bill which 
has been presented to Congress in their behalf. Was the country out 
of debt in 1818? No. Do gentlemen forget that at that time the 
debts of two wars remained unpaid? Was it ont of debt in 1832? 
No. Do not gentlemen remember that it was during that year that 


Mr. Clay’s 
sales of the 
President 

bill was that the proceeds from the sale of the lands had 
for the payment of the old revolutionary debt, and that that debt 


pet measure for the distribution of the proceeds from the 
ublie lands passed, and that one of the reasons given by 
ackson in his able veto m for not approving the 


n pledged 


had not been paid? 

Do not gentlemen also remember that Mr. Hayne and other oppo- 
nents of the act of 1832 said that the country was largely in debt and 
could not afford to pay the pensions proposed by the bil ? The same 
cry was made by the enemies of the act which passed the House in 
1858, granting pensions to surviving soldiers of the war of 1812. The 
same arguments were made against it in the Senate, and, with the 
help of an extravagant estimate made by the then Commissioner of 
Pensions, claiming that the act would he $30,000,000, it was 
defeated. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that this objection has been urged 
against every pension act which has ever been passed or prop in 
Congress. I meet the argument as the friends of the acts of 1818 
1832, and 1858 met it then: When did any t measure intended 
to benefit the country or mankind originate that did not cost money? 
Will the young men of the country complain? No; they are all full 
of patriotic fire.” Did these brave old veterans stop to count the 
cost when their country summoned them to bear its flag against a 
foreign enemy on foreign soil? Did they stop to count the cost when 
they rallied around Scott and Taylor upon the bloody fields of Mex- 
ico? The question as to the cost is wholly unimportant. The ques- 
tion, and the only question, is, “ Is it right? Is it just? Is it humane: 
Is it magnanimous, and is it grateful?” Bring any charge you will 
against the Government. Say it is parsimonious; say it is false, un- 
jast, n but do not subject her to the charge of ingratitude— 
“the foulest whelp of sin!” 

The gentleman from Maine tauntingly asks this side of the House 
if this bill was in the line of retrenchment. I answer him it is not 
an unn and extravagant expenditure of the public funds. 
The democratic party is in favor of rigid economy in the administra- 
tion of Government in all its departments. It favors the lopping off 
of every expenditure not absolutely necessary for an efficient and 
economical administration of the Government. It proposes to relieve 
the country from its present distress and depression by cutting down 
expenditures; by amending the revenue laws so.as to compel prop- 
erty and capital to bear their just e of the burdens of gov- 
ernment; by giving free coinage of the silver dollar; and by repeal- 
ing the resumption act, so as to prevent Sherman from adding to the 
distress by his ruinous policy of contraction. Will the gentleman 
from Maine and his party friends join us in this good work? I will 
go with him who goes farthest on this line. I will vote to-day to cut 

own all salaries 10 per cent., or more if need be, to relieve my dis- 
tressed country; but I shall never refuse to do an act of justice to the 
men who in the hour of angor defended the honor and glory of my 
conntry under the pretended plea of economy. This country is not 
able, says the gentleman from New York, now to 
soldiers. But, Mr. Speaker, she is able to spend millions of dollars 
to beautify and adorn this Capitol and thiscity. She has millions of 
dollars to appro riate in the erection of public buildings in the differ- 
ent States, for the purpose of giving employment to men who have 
no claims upon the Government, and for the advancement of the po- 
litical fortunes of the members who procure it. By combinations here 
millions of dollars will be wasted upon public buildings. There are 
millions of dollars for the improvement of rivers and harbors for the 
promotion of your commerce, but not one single cent for the brave men 
who opened up the Pacific Ocean to your commerce. There are many 
millions for Pacific railroads, but not a dollar to the brave men whose 
sufferings and valor conquered and gave you the country for your 
roads, But, Mr. Speaker, lest some gentleman should be deterred 
from voting for this measure on account of the $7,000,000 which the 
gentleman from Maine has said it will cost, I s roceed to show 
that the figures presented by the gentleman are wholly incorrect and 
unreliable. He estimates the survivors of the Mexican war at 45,600. 
He asserts that the whole number of deaths in Mexico of the volun- 
teer Army was 7,088, as shown by the report of the Adjutant-General 
of the Army; and while holdingin his hand the report from which he 
read I called his attention to the fact that the report stated upon its 
face that the loss would far exceed the number as given in the tables, 
owing to the number of missing rolls which could not be had. 

The figures— 

Said Mr. PowErs— 

I rely upon are the official re which v- 
taken time to insure that the „ por ee, N Se 
. Hewitt, of Alabama. The gentleman will find that the number of killed 


and died of diseases in the Mexican war will far exceed the number given. 
have read his statement 


pension these old 


carefully. 
he complete 
me to believe there is an error 
The gentleman, holding this very report in his hand and readin 
therefrom, tells the House and country that the report is full an 
complete. He gave the whole number who died of the volunteer 
Army in Mexico at 7,088, and said that he knew whereof he spoke 
because he had read the report carefully, and found nothing to induce 
him to believe that the losses were ter than given in the report. 
The gentleman, not intentionally, of course, deceived the House and 
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the country. The report which I hold in my hand, being the very 
report from which he read, page 4, reads as follows: 

It is proper, also, to state that the disc on account of disease or disability. 
and the number of deaths repo to the Adjutant-General’s office, and 
exhibited in the table, must be much less than the loss, owing to the missing 
muster-rolls and which could never be obtained although repeatedly writ- 
ten for to commanders of regiments and corps. 

And again, in a note at the bottom of page 7 of the report is the 
following language: 

The number of ordin 
must be considerable 
which could never be obtained from some of the 
the necessary information could be derived. 

Here we have the most emphatic statements that the actual loss 
was much greater than given in the table, and that the roll of some 
of the regiments could not be had, from which alone the n 
information could be obtained. How the gentleman from Maine fe 
into this error I cannot understand, unless he failed to read the 
report for himself and relied upon the statement of the Commissioner 
of Pensions. The gentleman from Maine again, relying on the unoffi- 
cial report of the Commissioner of Pensions, gotten up for a purpose 
{and given not under the obligation of the oath of office,) asserts that 
only five hundred and twenty-five of the soldiers of the Mexican war 
have been pensioned as invalids. Here, again, the gentleman fell into 
an error which was calculated to mislead the House. 

The only official tenori as to the number who have been pensioned 
as invalids, which I have been able to find, is in the report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions for the year 1871, where the number is 
stated not at 6,525, but at 11,306. I prefer to rely upon this report, 
made under the sanctity of an official oath, when no purpose was to 
be served save the interest of the country, than upon the unofficial 
verbal statement furnished to a member of Congress for the purpose 
of defeating a measure obnoxious to the extreme loyal sentiments of 
the Commissioner of Pensions. If the gentleman from Maine was 
seeking for information upon this subject, why did he not go to the 
official documents? Why seek the Commissioner of Pensions, the 
known enemy of this measure, and why take his statement, unsup- 
ported by the record, for the purpose of proving that his colleagues 
on the committee had, either through 5 or design, misstated 
the facts, thereby deceiving the House 

Why did he not call the attention of the committee to the mistake, 
if he believed they had made such, and give them an opportunity to 
correct it? Did he desire to expose his colleagues upon the commit- 
tee to the House and the country as ignorant and unworthy of trust? 

If he had come to the committee and asked upon what authorit 
they had stated the number of invalid pensions to be eleven thousand, 
he would have been informed that it was from official documents. 
The Commissioner of Pensions, in this case, is convicted of having 
given to a member of Congress false information, contradicting the 
official documents in his own office, and, according to the well-known 
rules of law, his statement, being false in one particular, cannot be 
relied on in any other. 

The gentleman from Maine based all his calculations and estimates 
upon information informally and unofficially received from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, and, it having been shown clearly that in one 
particular this information is false, the whole fabric and superstruct- 
ure erected thereon must crumble and fall. 

The gentleman from Maine has asserted that the losses of the vol- 
unteer Army in Mexico did not exceed 7,088. I have shown that they 
were much greater from the official documents. The gentleman said 
that the report of the Adjutant-General had been carefully read by 
him, and was fall and complete, and covered all the losses in Mexico. 
I have shown from the very report which he asserted he had read 
very carefully that the report was not complete and did not give all 
the losses in said war. 

The gentleman from Maine, upon the authority of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, told the House and country that only 6,255 of the Mex- 
ican soldiers had been pensioned asinvalids. I have shown from the 
official documents that the number was 11,308. 

The gentleman from Maine has told the House, and the press has 
wafted it all over this country, and it has been reasserted time and 
again here in this House by the enemies of the old soldiers, that over 
forty-five thousand of the men who fought the battles of Mexico 
thirty-one years ago still survive and that it will require seven mill- 
ions per annum to cover the nditures of this measure. 

Mr. S er, I propose to show that the gentleman’s calculations 
are wholly unreliable ; in fact, I have ee shown that the figures 
upon which he has based his calculations in part are not in fact tru 

and his whole calculations must therefore necessarily be false.and 
totally unreliable. Is there a man in this House who believes that 
over forty-five thousand of the men who went out to Mexico are alive 
to-day? Have gentlemen forgotten the horrible history of that war? 
Have gentlemen forgotten that it was fought on a foreign soil, in a 
malarious climate, under a tropicalsun ? Have gentlemen forgotten 
the sad news wafted opon the wings of every western breeze, while 
our little Army was in Mexico, of the sufferings of the soldiers and of 
the thousands who perished? No army ever suffered as ours in Mex- 
ico. Thousands perished there, and many more died on their way home, 
or in a short time after reaching home. Many died in New Orleans after 
they were discha , and all came home with the seeds of disease in 
their systems, with their health and constitutions more or less shat- 


deaths, discharges, &c., exhibited in the statement (C) 
tbe actual loss, owing to the missing muster-rolls, 
regiments, and from which alone 


tered and impaired by exposure incident to all wars, but more espe- 
cially to the war in Mexico, 

And, sir, it should be considered that this country, since their re- 
turn home, has been cursed with a bloody and devastating fraternal 
strife, in which many of these old soldiers perished. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the Carlisle tables prepared for life in- 
surance, where all who are diseased or whose families were subject 
to certain hereditary diseases are excluded and where none but the 
robust and the sound in mind and body are included, are not applica- 
ble to these old soldiers, and calculations based upon these tables are 
deceptive and unreliable. 

How many of the volunteer Army survive to-day who are included 
in this bill? There were in round numbers 73,000 enlistments. The 
committee estimate that there were at least 13,221 re-enlistments, that 
is, that number who, after the expiration of their term of service re-en- 
listed and of course are duplicated on the rolls. This estimate is not 

uestioned by any one. There were, as shown by the report of the 

djutant-General, 7,088 deaths in Mexico, but he adds that the loss 
would far exceed this number owing to a number of missing rolls from 
some of the regiments. What that number was he does not tell us, 
nor is there any official documents anywhere where it can be had. 

But the returns from some of the regi ts appear to be full and 
complete. Colonel Collins’s Illinois regiment, Colonel Cheatham’s 
Tennessee regiment, Colonel Seymour's Geo battalion, and the 
Palmetto regiment are among the number which seem to have made 
full returns. 

Now, it is reasonable to suppose that other regiments, in all things 
similarly situated and alike exposed, would have sustained as great 
a loss as these regiments. 

Now, as the reports are not in full as to all of these regiments, and 
the number lost in Mexico cannot be ascertained by any official doc- 
uments, and being compelled to resort to some other source for this 
information, I submit to the House if an estimate of the whole loss 
of the volunteer Army based upon the losses of the regiments named 
in which their losses are ascertained from official documents, is not a 
fair way to approximate the number. 

Now, these regiments were twelve months’ men, and of course it 
would not be fair to estimate the losses of those who served but three 
months by them. I therefore exclude the three months’ men alto- 
gether from my calculation. 

There were 12,610 held for three months, which, deducted from 
73,000, leaves 60,390, who served for twelve months. 

Colonel Collins’s regiment of 1,000 men lost 297. 

Colonel Cheatham’s regiment of 1,000 men lost 210. 

Palmetto regiment of 1,000 men lost 405. 

Colonel Seymour's battalion of 403 men lost 184. 
= rostar number of men in these regiments in Mexico, 3,403 ; total loss 

5096. 

The loss of these regiments in Mexico was about one-third of their 
number. The whole number of troops in the volunteer Army for twelve 
months, 60,390, one-third of which is 20,130, which number, under this 
rere represents the loss by deaths in the volunteer Army in 

exico. 

There is still another way by which we may estimate the loss of 
the volunteer Army. 

The reports of the losses in the regular Army are full and complete. 
Now, why would not an estimate based upon the known losses in this 
line of the service be a fair and legitimate mode by which to ascer- 
tain the loss of the volunteer Army. 

It is a known fact, and; for reasons which suggest themselves to 
every gentleman acquainted with war and the ger that our volun- 
teers suffered far more than the regular troops, and that the mortal- 
ity among the former is far in excess of the latter. Then there ought 
not to be any objection by the enemies of this bill to an estimate 
based upon the losses of the Army. There were en first 
and last during the war in the regular service in round numbers 
27,000 troops. This arm of the service lost in Mexico by death and 
desertion, according to the official documents whieh I have in my 
possession, 8,667. 

Now, if 27,000 give 8,667 what will 73,000 give? The problem is. 
solved by the single rule of three. The solution gives us as the losses 
by death and desertion 27,878 of the volunteer Army, But, lest gen- 
tlemen object to this upon the ground that the regular troops served 
longer in Mexico than the volunteers, I will take what is known as 
the new establishment of the regular troops, as their service in Mex- 
ico was but little longer than the volunteer soldiers. 

The new establishment numbered in round numbers 11,000 men. 
Their loss by deaths was 2,264. The same calculations will give the 
loss of the volunteer Army at 15,024 from deaths. These calculations 
of the losses are in excess of the estimates of your committee, and I 
submit to the House and the country if they are not fair and legiti- 
mate. The first estimate based upon losses of certain regiments gave 
the loss by deaths at 20,130; re-enlistments, 13,231; the number not 
serving sixty days—which is not questioned—4,709 ; number of de- 
sertions, as shown by the report of the Adjutant-General, hereto- 
fore mentioned, 3,876; pensioned as invalids, say 8,000; total, 49,946. 
This number, d ucted from the whole number of enlistmen 
will give the number of survivors thirty-one years who woul 
have been entitled to ions under this bill; the number of en- 
listments at 73,000; deduct therefrom 49,946 leaves 23,054. 
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Now, the gentleman from Maine tells us that the Carlisle tables say 
that 31 per cent. will die between twenty-five years of age and fifty- 
six years of age. a 

Now, if that be the percen of Sap in good health and with 
robust constitutions, what will be the percentage of persons whose 
constitutions were impaired and whose health was shattered by ex- 

re in Mexico, and who have passed through another bloody war? 
ould it be at all unreasonable to estimate that 50 per cent. have 
died? I submit to the House and the country that, in my judgment, 
more than 50 per cent. have been taken off. If we deduct 50 per 
cent. from 23,054 the remainder is 11,527. This is the number of sur- 
vivors of the volunteer Army. 

Now, Mr. § er, the statistics of the Pension Office show that 
one-third entitled to pensions never make application therefor. ‘here 
must therefore be a further reduction of one-third, in order to arrive 
at the number who will receive pensions under this bill. 

This deduction will give 7,685 who would receive pensions. But 
if we take the estimate based on the losses from deaths and deser- 
tions from the regular Army, new establishment, the number who 
would be entitled to pensions would be 7,120. Have I not made a 
fair estimate! 

These calculations and figures are in excess of the estimates given 
by the old soldiers themselves. They are in excess of the estimates of 
men who have been for years striving to ascertain, by actual count, 
the number of survivors. Tho National Association of Veterans of 
Mexico, with State associations in almost every State in the Union, 
has been for years, in conjunction with the State associations, endeay- 
oring to ascertain the number of survivors. They have advertised in 
almost every newspaper in the United States, inviting the survivors to 
send up their names; and as an inducement they have been promised 
a medal of honor, and they have been told that Congress was about to 
give them a pension. 

After extraordinary exertions upon the part of these associations 
the number, including the regular Army, invalid pensioners, and 
those who served less than sixty days, which has been reported, is 
only about eight thousand. General Morgan, of Ohio, himself an 
old veteran of the Mexican war, wrote, two years ago or more, to his 
comrades in arms in Ohio, that, after the maturest reflection, it was 
his opinion that less than six thousand of the men who served with 
him in Mexico then survived. The IIlinois Association of Veterans 
of Mexico, after six years of extraordinary exertion, with the assist- 
ance of all the press of the State, have only found, residing in said 
State, five hundred and fifty-three of these old soldiers, which is less 
than 10 per cent. of the number of troops who were in the Mexican 
war from Illinois. 

There is no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that I have overestimated the num- 
ber of survivors. How many of twenty-seven thousand who were 
in the lar Army survive to-day? The official reports are full 
and complete as to this arm of the service. The loss by deaths and 
desertions in Mexico were 8,667. The number pensioned as invalids 
was 3,263. It must be considered that these soldiers were not dis- 
charged at the close of the war. Their term of service was five 
years, and I submit that it is not unreasonable to suppose that they 
continued in the service two years and a half, upon an a after 
the close of the war. How many would have died and d 

that time? 
1848 that dread pestilence, the Asiatic cholera, broke out anong 
the troops in Texas, and many perished. I do not think it at a 
unreasonable to estimate that at least twenty-five hundred died or 
ished before their term of service expired. These must all be 
Re ucted from the number serving in Mexico. 

First. The number of deaths and desertions in Mexico, 8,667. 

Second. The number heretofore pensioned as invalids, 3,261. 

Third. The number dyi ig ane deserting after the close of the war 
prior to their discharge, 2,500. 

Total, 14,425. 

This number deducted from 27,000, the number in Mexico, will 
leave 12,572. Now, for the same reason, I deducted 50 es cent. from 
the surviving soldiers in the volunteer army as would likely die in 
thirty-one years. I subtract 50 cent. from 12,572, who were hon- 
orably dise ed from the service th years ago. That will give 
as the survivors of the regular Army, 6, Now deduct one-third of 
the number entitled to pensions, who never apply therefor, will give 
4,109 who will receive a pension under this bill. The whole number, 
instead of reaching the figures given by the gentleman from Maine, 
45,000, will only be 11,875. 

This brings us to the Indian wars named in the bill. I will first 
show that the gentleman from Maine has not given us the correct 
figures as to the number of soldiers employed in these wars. The 
Commissioner of Pensions again misled the gentleman and caused 
him to give as facts and figures to this House that which the official 
documents, easily accessible to Hon. J. A. Bentley, do not sustain. 
And I must be permitted here to remark that if the Commissioner of 
Pensions will hereafter give more of his attention to the legitimate 
business of his office than in giving false information, whether igno- 
rantly or intentionally, to certain members of Congress in his inexcusa- 
ble effort to defeat this measure, it will be far better for the country 
and the poor pensioners who are under his care. 

The Commissioner of Pensions and the gentleman from Maine say 


dur- 


that there were in the Black Hawk war 5,031 men. The official re- 
port of this war, made by Major-General Macomb, says: 


Instructions were sent to General Atkinson, authorizing him to call on the gov- 
ernor of Illinois for such militia force as would, with the regular troops under his 
command, enable him to act efficiently. 

Accordingly 3,000 mounted yolunteers were ordered into the field by the gover- 
hy Paar ign was opened on the 18th of June, 1832, with these troops and 

There were near 1,100 other regular troops ordered to take part in 
this war under General Scott, but the Asiatic cholera broke out among 
them and they never reached the seat of war and never took any part 
init. The whole number, therefore, was not 5,031, but 3,400 as shown 
by the official report of Major-General Macomb. 

This was forty-six years ago. The aver age of volunteer sol- 
diers who took part in this war must have n thirty or thirty-five 

ears, as they were generally men of families. They must now be at 

east seventy-five years of age, and there cannot now be surviving a 
greater number than is given by your committee; that is, 200. 

The gentleman from Maine also says that there were in the Semi- 
nole war 5,911 troops. I have not examined the official reports to 
see whether this be true or not. That war is not included in the bill, 
and I cannot see why it was lugged into this debate. That war was 
in 1818, and most of the troops engaged in it were in the war of 1812, 
and were pensioned as such. 

The gentleman from Maine, relying upon this information received 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, told the House that there were 
in the Creek war 13,418 troops. 

There, again, he has been led into a mistake. The official docu- 
ments do not sustain, but contradict this statement. 

The number engaged was as follows: Regular troops, 1,500; mili- 
tia, including friendly Creek Indians, 1, strong, 9,000; making 
10,500, inatead of 13,418 as asserted by the gentleman from Maine. 

The official document from which I took these figures also shows 
that when General Jesup had subdued the Creek Yadians the regu- 
lar troops, 1,500 men, and the Tennessee brigade, 1,500 strong, were 
ordered into Florida, and that the others were disbanded. 

Why did not the gentleman from Maine tell the House of these. 
facts, or why did not Mr. Bentley, who is so anxjous to keep that side 
of the House informed as to the facts of this case, inform his friend 
from Maine of them, so that he might have given them to the House? 

The gentleman was certainly desirous of giving the House and coun- 
try all the material information necessary to form a correct idea as to. 
the number of survivors of these wars, and these were facts easily 
accessible to the gentleman from Maine or his friend, Mr. Bentley, 
and they were facts essential to know in order to form a correct con- 
clusion as to the number en in these wars and as to the number 
who would likely receive a pension under this bill. 

I cast no reflection upon the gentleman from Maine, I know him 
too well to believe that he would intentionally state anything here. 
or elsewhere calculated to deceive ; but I do reflect upon Mr. Bentley, 
who has gone out of his way from the legitimate duties of his office 
to give information to the enemies of this measure, which information 
in.many particulars is false, and in others he has concealed material 
3 ch he ought to have known and which should have been 
stai 

The troops, 1,500, and the Tennessee volunteers, 1,500 in. 
number, which went into Florida and which are estimated in the 
number of troops in the Florida war, together with 1,500 Creek In- 
dians, making in all 4,500, must be deducted from the 10,500, which 
will leave 6, instead of 13,418, as stated by the Commissioner of 
Pensions. A proportion of this 6,000 did not serve thirty days, 
and of course will not be entitled to a pension. There were a e 
number enlisted who never reached the seat of war. There were fully: 
half of the 6,000, I am satisfied, who were not in the service for thirty 
days, and will not be entitled to a pension. The number surviving- 
can be but few, and they will average over seventy years of age, for 
it is a well-known fact that men who served in that war were men of 
families, and must have been upon an average of at least thirty years 
of age, which would now make them upon an average of seventy-two- 
years of age. 

This brings us to the Florida war. 

Here again the gentleman from Maine has been misled by Mr. Bent- 
ENE says thero were engaged in the war 41,112 troops. 

ere did Mr. Bentley obtain this information? I only know that 
if he had examined the report of one of his predecessors, made in 1871, 
he would have found that the number was given at 29,958. And I 
feel perfectly satisfied after examining the official reports of this war, 
that the number above given is largely in excess of the actual num- 
ber enrolled. 

It is utterly impossible to arrive at the exact numbers employed, 
from the official reports, but enough is given to enable us to approxi- 
mate the correct numbers. The official reports show that the number 
of militia in Florida in 1836 was 1,800 and that the number of regular 
troops was 1,996. That in 1837 there were in the aggregate, militia, 
4,078; regulars, 4,633; seamen, 100; Indians, 178. That in 1838 there 
were 355 militia and3,068 regulars, That in 1839 there were 793 militia 
and 2,321 regulars. That in 1840 there were 250 militia and 2,722 reg- 
ulars. That in 1841 there were about 100 militia and 2,722 re; . 
That in 1842, the year the war closed, there were no militia employed, 
and there were only 1,300 regulars. 
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These figures are taken from the official reports, which show the 
number in November of each year. The number of militia, according 
to these reports, in Florida during said war was 7,406 and the num- 
ber of re troops 19,692; in all,27,098; which number is less than 
the number given by the report of the Commissioner of Pensions in 
1871 by over two thousand. 

This calculation, it will be seen, includes the number of troops em- 
ployed in each year during the war. 

Now, the regular Army term of service was for three years, so that 
I may reasonably suppose that two-thirds of the regular Army are 
counted twice in this calculation. , j 

The whole number of the regular Army employed during the said 
war was, as I have shown, 19,692, one-third of which is 6,564, which, 
added to the number of militia employed, will give 13,610 as the 
whole number of troops engaged in said war. i 

How many of these can now survive? They will average over 
sixty-five years of age. There has not been a single deduction in 
this calculation for desertion or death in the service. The troops in 
Florida suffered severely and many of them died. Can there now 
survive exceeding two thousand of these men? That is a liberal 
estimate. The survivors of the Creek war will not exceed 500; sur- 
vivors of the Black Hawk war, 200; Florida war, 2,000—total, 2,700. 
Now deduct 33 per cent., who do not make application, and the re- 
mainder will be the number in the Indian wars who will receive 
pensions under this bill, which is 1,800. The number of sailors who 
now survive will not exceed 500, included in this bill. j 

Let us recapitulate: Number of survivors volunteer Army in Mex- 
ico, 7,685 ; number of survivors of the regular Army in Mexico, 4,190 ; 
number of survivors in the Indian wars, 1,800; number of sailors, 
§00—total, 14,175. i 

These will be entitled to $8 per month, or $96 per annum ; which 
will give $1,360,100 per annum. I have given you figures from offi- 
cial documents where they could be had. The calculations which 
I have made I do not pretend to say are altogether correct, but I 
do say they approximate the true number, and I believe the number 
of survivors will fall below my estimates. I have not gone to the 
Commissioner of Pensions for information; I have shown his state- 
ments and figures are not reliable. All the official documents which 
he could have were accessible to me in the Library of the House, and 
I have drawn from them. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to the third objection; that is, that this 
bill is a departure from other pension bills, inasmnch as it proposes 
to pension soldiers of Indian wars. The gentleman from Maine and 
the gentleman from New Jersey both have said that the soldiers of 
the Indian wars haye never been pensioned. The soldiers of the 
revolutionary war frequently fought the Indians. I remember read- 
ing recently the description of a battle between our troops under 
General Wayne and the Creek Indians, near Savannah, Georgia, dur- 
ing that war. The writer described it as one of the hardest-fought 
battles of the revolutionary war. ‘These men were pensioned. 

Who has not read with pride the history of the battle of the Horse 
Shoe, between the Creeks upon one side and our troops under Jack- 
son on the other? There was fought neither upon the Gulf nor rapon 
the lakes any-battle during the war of 1812 more hotly contested or 
where our troops displayed greater prowess than at the Horse Shoe, 
Were not the soldiers who fought that battle as justly entitled to the 

titude and bounty of the country as the troops who fought the 
ritish, either at New Orleans or Plattsburgh? There is no just man 
who would not say they were, and the country has so thought, and 
has extended to them the same pension which it has given to the sol- 
dier who met the British. 

Thus, while it may be true that the Government has not granted a 

ion to the soldiers of the Indian wars, it is not true that it never 

s granted pensions to soldiers who have fought the Indians. 

The war against the Indians, in which our troops were engaged 
under Wayne, shortly after the close of the revolutionary war, was 
fought mostly by soldiers of the revolutionary war, and who were 
pensioned as such. The troops of the Seminole war of 1817 were 
soldiers who had been engaged in the war of 1812, and have been 

nsioned as such. There has been no other Indian war between 

817 and 1832 that assumed the proportions of a war. 

The Government does not propose to pension the pioneer who 
pushed his way into the Indian country and there provoked hostili- 
ties in his own wrong, in which a few settlers are engaged, without 
a declaration of war and against the consent and approval of the 
Government, nor does the Government pro to pension the militia 
called out by governors of States, who were never in the service of 
the Federal Government; but when the country is involved in a reg- 
ular war with the Indians and calls for volunteers, there is no good 
reason why any distinction should be made in the bestowal of the 
nation’s bounty between them and any other soldiers of the country. 
Will the gentleman from Maine or the gentleman from New Jersey 
give a reason why it should be done? 

The Florida war, Mr. Speaker, was one of flagrant and cruel aggres- 
sion upon the part of the Seminoles. The cause which led to it [shall 
not stop to recount. There never was.a more treacherous, ferocious, 
and cold-blooded origin to any war in the annals of the world. The 
bloody and savage history of its origin Ishall not stop torepeat. The 
House and the country are familiar with its fiendish details. There 
never was a war which required an exhibition of all the soldierly 


uirements to a greater extent. There courage and discipline were 
exhibited against perils and toils which subjected eourage and disci- 
pline to the severest test. 
While this war was in progress, Mr. Benton, of the Senate of the 
United States, said: 

And has there been any failure of patience, fortitude, courage, discipline, and 
subordination in all this Sart Whereis the instance of an order disobeyed, ranks 
broken, or confusion of corps? On the con wo have constantly seen the stead- 
iness and the discipline of the pat maintained under every danger and in the 
presence of massacre itself. Officers and men have fought it out where they were 
told to fight. They have been killed in the tracks where they were told to stand. 
None of those pitiable scenes, of which all our Indian wars have shown some 
those harrowing scenes in which the helpless prisoner or the helpless fugitéve is 


without pity and without resistance—none of these have been seen. 
Many have hed, but it was the death of the combatant in arms, and not of the 
captive or the fugitive. In no one of our savage wars have our troops so stood to- 


on of th 
* * * 


of war is of great extent, a over six 
latitude. The extremity of this peninsula a; 
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body; burning sands, a s morass, and 

saw-grass receive the fee. and jE disease follows t 

liage covers the foe. The retary of War, in an official documen 
which may be found in the House lib: „said: Several instances have ecc 
during the war with the Seminoles, in which our troops have nobly sustained the 
honorof the American name, and those who will dispassionately consider the events 
of the past year will find in the services of the Army many strong on the 
confidence and gratitude of the nation.” 

They were compelled to move their forces with the utmost caution in the face 
of a bold, active, and wily foe thoroughly acquainted with the passes of rivers and 
morasses which intersect the country and who hovered around their flanks, con- 
centrating their numbers upon a point of attack with unexampled rapidity and 

p 


flying from the open ground with a swiftness that baffled the pursuit of the white 


man. When it is considered that these difficulties had to be encountered and sur- 
mounted by raw, undisciplined troops in the face of an active peor p iate onors 
unseen, delivering a deadty fire at an un moment and ppearing 
morasses impenetrable to the eye of the white man, the zeal and persevering cour- 
age of our officers and men are worthy of all praise, 

Such is the testimony to the courage and valor of our soldiers in 
the Florida war, by the Secretary of War, and Thomas H. Benton, 
United States Senator from Missouri. The officialreportsarefullof the 
highest commendations of our officers and men for their gallantry and 
endurance in this war. Tell me why there should be any distinction 
drawn between these soldiers and those of any other war? The serv- 
ice in which these soldiers were engaged was as dangerous and as 
arduous as that of any service to which our soldiers have been sub- 
jected. We have received from their services value far in excess of 
any compensation we propose by this bill. Sn Seen Ser the Creeks 
and Seminoles, which gave us Alabama and Florida, and which re- 
moved these Indians west of the Mississippi, where, ever since, the 
have been at peace with us. Why do we give pensions at all? It 
on account of the hazards encountered by the soldiers and the ben- 
efits which have resulted from these hazards tothe country. It is on 
account of the nature of the service. If it is right to give pensions 
to the soldiers who encounter civilized men, it is surely equally right 
to give them to the soldiers who meet the savage in war. The gen- 
tleman from Maine quoted from the speech of the present Secretary 
of the delivered in the Senate of the United States when 
the pension act of 1871 was under consideration. I shall recall his 
witness to the stand for cross-examination. When in 1858 a bill was 

nding in the House to grant pensions to the soldiers of the war of 

812, John Sherman, then a member of the House from Ohio, not 
only advocated the e of a bill to pension the soldiers of the war 
of 1812, but he absolutely advocated a measure to pension soldiers of 
Indian wars. This witness was called by the gentleman from Maine 
to prove that our soldiers should not be granted gratuitious pensions 
until they were eighty years of age; but his witness upon cross-ex- 
amination has shown that he voted such pension to soldiers who did 
not average more than sixty-five years of age, and not only that, but 
to soldiers of Indian wars. 

I regret exceedingly, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Joxcx, I the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. McGowan, I 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hayes) have seen proper to 
revive unpleasant memories of the late fraternal strife. Why should 
this bill be enlisted in the ungracious service of rekindling sectional 
hatred and tearing open old wounds well-nigh healed? I had fondly 
hoped that all would follow the patriotic and generous example of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. POWERS] and the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, [Mr. SEINNICKSON, ] and recognizealike the service of the brave men 
of the North and South who suffered and Louny together under Scott 
and Taylor in Mexico. There were nosectional animosities then amon 
them, and I thank God there is none among them to-day. There 
not an old veteran at the North, republican or democrat, who would 
have his comrades at the South excluded from the provisions of this 
bill. I have had many letters from all parts of the North and West, 
from these old veterans, all condemning the effort to exclude their 
southern comrades from the benefits of the bill. I hold in my hand 
the memorial of the First Illinois Association of Veterans of Mexico, 
in which these words are found: 


‘We cannot ask you to grant a pension unless the bill is broad 
all who served in the Mexican war, and through whose services the 


ons, 
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is the greatest and richest nation in the civilized world. We desire and that 
sectional feeling will be cast asidein your action on this question. President Wash- 
ington said in retirement: * * = “Sincere: 


y ing that the bonds of our 
Union may be strengthened by wise and just enactments, will indeed be a 
union of hearts and hands which no foreign foe can break.” 

This is but the sentiment which animates the hearts of all the vet- 
erans of the Mexican war. Sir, I firmly believe they would spurn 
your offered bounty if their southern comrades are not to participate 
init with them. They were all the soldiers of the Union. They were 
all brave defenders of one common country. They alike suffered for 
acommon cause. There were no “traitors” among them. There 
were no “rebels” in the American Army in Mexico. They were all 
patriots, faithful and true to their country. The atrocious crime of 
rebel and traitor charged against me and others in this House by the 

ntlemen from Vermont, Michigan, and Maine I shall neither at- 

pt to palliate nor deny, but will let the country determine from 
our course here as Representatives as to whether or not these gentle- 
men are truer to the Constitution and the best interest of the people 
than those whom they denounce as criminals. By their works men 
ve their faith; by their fruits men are known. I do not propose, 
. Speaker, to discuss with these gentlemen dead issues which ought 
not and which cannot be resurrected. Let the dead past bury its 
dead. The present and the future alone concern our country. To 
them alone the statesman should eh his attention. I, too, have de- 
cided opinions as to the causes which led to the late unhappy civil strife, 
and as to the manner in which the war was conducted upon either 
side, and as to the guilt or innocence of the actors therein; but these 
opinions are not important to the country, nor would they serve 
to illuminate or illustrate the subject under consideration. I shall 
leave my action in the late war to the impartial historian, when pas- 
sions shall have subsided and reason shall assume her sway; and in 
whatever position I may be assigned for my participation in what 
ou term the rebellion, whether traitor or patriot, I shall be satisfied. 
T shall patiently await the impartial judgment of posterity, firmly 
believing, whatever its judgment may be as to the wisdom of my 
course, f shall be acquitted of all crime, 

If, Mr. Speaker, I were disposed to revive unpleasant memories of 
the unhappy past, I could remind the gentleman from Vermont of 
some dark spots in the history of the State he has the honor in part 
to represent. Her history is not withontspotor blemish. But I take 
no pleasure in exposing the dark y gee on the escutcheons of my 
country nor any of her daughters. I would rather, like the sons of 
Noah, cover her nakedness with a garment and hide it from the gaze 
of a vulgar and sensual populace. The gentlemen say that treason 
must be made odious, and the enormity of the crime of rebellion must 
be forever kept before the people; that the law must forever remind 
the southern people that they were rebels and traitors. Is this the 
sentiment which animates the republican party? I cannot and will 
not believe it. Sir, I will let Charles Sumner answer the gentlemen 
for me: 


2 is contrary to the usages of civilized nations to perpetuate the memory of 
war. 


Hear, also, what a distinguished member of the republican 1 and 

now in the Cabinet of your President said, and I commend the sen- 

timents to the members of this House as worthy of all acceptation : 

No civilized nations, from the republics of antiquity down to our days, ever 

t it wise or patriotic to preserve in conspicuous and d le form the me- 

mento of victories won over fellow-citizens in civil war. y not? Becanse 
all others as the child of a common count 
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d 
of all, edeny tender to all, knowing of nothing but equality, peace, and love 
among her children, 

Such were the noble sentiments of Carl Schurz and Charles Sum- 
ner, and are to-day the sentiments which animate the hearts of a 
large majority of the American people. What no civilized nation 
from the ancient republics down to our day has ever done, the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, [Mr. JOYCE,] the gentleman from Michigan, 
[Mr. McGowan,] and the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. HAYES,] 
would have this enlightened and Christian Republic do. These gen- 
tlemen will never be able to induce the American people to adopt 
measures which have been condemned by the concurrent action of 
every civilized nation on earth as unwise and unpatriotic. 

The gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. eset and the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. McGowan] oppose this bill, among other grounds 
because it proposes to restore to the pension-rolls certain invalid 

nsioners who had been dropped therefrom on account of disloyalty. 


ow, both of these gentlemen admit that if the invalid pension is 
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in the nature of a contract and is a vested right, then, under the gen- 
eral pardon and amnesty proclamation of the President of December 
1868, all invalid pensioners are entitled to their pensions and should 
be restored to the rolls, 

The only question, therefore, at issue between these gentlemen, and 
the committee as to this point is as to the nature of the invalid pen- 
sions. I hold, and the committee held, that an invalid pension is a 
vested right which the Government has no legal right to take away 
from the pensioner without his consent. That the Government had 
a right under the war-making power, from public policy, to suspend 
3 of pensions to persons residing in the belligerent States 
daring the late war,I have no doubt, for otherwise it might have 
been forced to contribute money to the enemy who carried on the 
war against it; but that it has any legal right, when the war is over 
and such a creditor becomes a citizen of the country, with all the 
rights and privil of any other citizen, to refuse to pay the claim, 
I most emphatically deny. That it might do so, I admit, but such a 
refusal would be nothing less than downright repudiation. 

Is an invalid pension in the nature of a contract? In the early 
dayo of our Government an act was passed which enacted that if any 
officer or private in the regular service, while in the service of the 
country, be disabled, from wounds or otherwise, in the line of duty, 
such officer or private soldier so disabled should be entitled to a pen- 
sion; and if such officer or private in the line of duty should | be 
killed, his widow or minor children should also be entitled to pen- 
sion. This has been nicky arenas | the law ever since. 

When the country was involved in the war of 1812, the act author- 
izing the President to call for volanteers enacted that all who volun- 
teered in said service, if disabled by wounds or otherwise, should 
have a pension. The same promise, by authority of law, was made 
to those who volunteered in the Mexican war, When President Lin- 
coln issued his proclamation in 1861, calling for seventy-five thousand 
troops to hg the rebellion, he promised that if any so volan- 
teering should be disabled in the service, they should have a pension; 
and when Congress afterward met, it passed an act ratifying and 
confirming the promise thus made by Mr. Lincoln, 

Every soldier who volunteered in the war of 61 did so under a law 
which 3 him a pension upon his disabilities incurred in the 
line of duty. So also every soldier who volunteered for service in the 
Mexican war did so under a law which made him a solemn pledge 
that if killed in the line of duty his widow or minor children should 
be 1 or, if he should be disabled in the line of duty, that 
on 2 return to his home he should be taken care of by the Govern- 
ment. 

The pension is offered as an inducement to the soldiers to enter the 
service, and it is a part of the consideration for the service to be ren- 
dered. The country is in war. It is sorely in need of soldiers; it 
goes to the poor man, with a wife and houseful of children who de- 
pend upon him for their daily bread ; it says to him: “ Your country 
needs your services in the field; go join the Army, and you shall have 
$8 a month to feed your wife and children.” “But,” says the man, “the 
service is hazardous and dangerous. If I should lose my life or be dis- 
abled, who is to feed and care for those dear ones?” The country says 
“Go, and if killed, they shall be the wards of the nation, a grateful 
country will take care of them; and if you are disabled in the line 
of duty, when you return to your home you shall receive a pension 
to support you and your family.” The soldier accepts the terms, bids 
his dear ones farewell, and obeys the call of his country, aud subse- 
quently, in some bloody charge upon the enemy’s line, he is pierced 
by a ball and falls 


With his back to the field and feet to the foe, 


And 8 battle no blot on his 
Looks prow 


ly to heaven from the death-bed of fame. 

He expires with full faith that the country for which he gave his 
life would be true to its promise to him, and would tenderly care for 
his wife and dear little ones. 

The gentleman from Vermont and the gentleman from Michigan 
say the country is under no legal obligation to take care of that sol- 
dier’s wife and minor children. Sir, this is far more than any ordi- 
nary debt: it is a debt of the highest honor, and which could not be 
refused without the blackest national dishonor. The law has made 
this promise to every soldier who has been in the Army since 1812. 

The condition upon which the pension is predicated is the soldier’s 
disability in the service in the line of duty, and upon the happening 
of which the pension becomes a vested right. There can be no doubt 
upon this question, if a government can bind itself by any contract. 
Is the Government bound by its own laws having the attributes of a 
contract? Grotius says: 

A government has its affairs and interest, it deliberates and becomes a simple 
person having understanding and will, and is susceptible of obligations and laws. 

Kent says: 


A law embodying a contract duly passed and promulgated thenceforward be- 
comes the law of the land, and it is as binding upon Con; as on any other 
branch of the Government, or as a contract would be binding: upon the Govern- 
ment executed under the authority of law. 

In 1780 the Continental Congress passed an act promising to the 
military officers who would remain in the Army until the close of the 
war a pension or half pay for life. This was 3 in the nature 
of a pension upon certain conditions that is, the service during the 
war. This promise was made after the officers had enlisted, and was 
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no part of the consideration of enlistment,and is therefore not as 
strong a case as that of the invalid pension. 

Washington, speaking of the nature of this promise, said : 

It was partof their hire. I may be allowed to say it was the price of their blood 
and of your independence. In is therefore more than a common debt; it isadebt 
of honor; it can never be considered as a gratuity, nor canceled until it is fairly 
discharged. : 

The committee, Mr. Speaker, in support of their view of the nature 
of the invalid pension, quoted from the decision of William Wirt, 
when Attorney-General, in 1825, concerning a pension claim of a widow 
under the invalid-pension law. The gentleman from Michigan said 
that the Attorney-General did not mean to say that the pension was 
property, but all that he intended to say was that the widow had a 
right to apply for her pension. I do not know by what process the 
gentleman from Michigan has been able to discover that the Attor- 
ney-General meant to say something which he did not say, nor do I 
understand how the gentleman has discovered that the Attorney- 
General meant to say that which he did not say. Now, the gentle- 
man says that there can be no such thing as a vested right to an 
invalid pension. William Wirt, who was one of the ablest lawyers 
which this or any other country has ever produced, in 1825 said: 

Here is a certain right which, the law says, shall accrue to the widow upon the 
happening of a of her husband having died by reason of a 
wound in the line of duty. * * * The law does not req that either an ap- 
plication should be made by her, or that anything else should be done in order to 
consummate her right. It is consummated by the mere death of her husband 
under circumstances already mentioned. It is a vested right to so much money 
por annum for five years, su however, to be discontinued or defeated by her 

eath or but a vested and right during the time she continues 
to live the widow of her deceased hus! 

The gentleman from Michigan says it is not a vested right; but 
Wirt said it was not only a vested but a perfect right to the pension— 
not, as the gentleman says, a right to apply for the pension, but that 
the pension, or the promise e by the Government to the husband, 
became a vested an t right upon his death. This language is 
too plain for construction. Either Wirt was wrong or the gentleman 
from Michigan is wrong. Again, said Wirt: 

It is in the nature of an absolute tor 
ment to those officers and men tbat, if they fell in 
much shall be paid to their widows and children. 


What is an absolute en ent or promise but a contract? 
Will the genes from Michigan tell me what Wirt meant by this 
n 


Again he said : 

It is bottomed only on this single condition—that the husband and father shall 
die in the service of his coun 5 which condition the public 
engagement becomes a debt, which is as muc! property of tho widow and children 
as any bond which the deceased husband may have left them by his will. 

What is that which becomes the debt? It is not the remedy given 
by law to recover the pension, but is contract made by the Govern- 
ment to the deceased soldier. It is not the right of the widow to 
apply for a pension, for the Attorney-General said it is a vested and 
agp right, and is her property, whether she applies for it or not. 

his decision is conclusive upon the subject and cannot be construed 
away. 

The gentleman from Michigan quotes from a decision of Judge Lor- 
ing, of the Court of Claims, in a case arising under the act of 1818. 
That decision has no application whatever to the question at issue 
between the gentleman from Michigan and the committee. That 
decision was made under what is known as oe eens pension 
act, and not an invalid pension at all. The committee have nowhere 
claimed that a gratuitous pension was a vested right, and that the 
Government was under any legal obligation to give it, or continue it 
when given. It is no part of the contract, but is a mere matter of 
grace. Hence the decision to which the gentleman referred as an 
authority does not sustain him, for it does not involve the question 
at issue at all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have shown both by reason and authorities 
that the invalid pension is a vested and perfect right, and that it is 
Pp ty Now was this right forfeited by the 8 5 | 
to the onfederate States during the late war? This question I wil 
let the report, which I had the honor to submit in this case, answer: 


No such view is hee nthe the law. The law forbids the ent of the pen- 
sion without proof o! oyaity, but does not declare the right = 1 forfeited. 


made by the Govern- 
service of their country, so 


The abandoned and captu: property act forbids the payment of the proceeds of 
the sale of such property without proof of ae! Jem © Government o the 
trustee of the t of such proceeds, an 


upon proof of yay restored the 
same to him. So, in the case of the pension, it is not decla: forfeited, but is 
held by the Government in trust, to be restored on proof of loyalty. 

There was but one description of property during the late war which was for- 
feited withont a proper proceeding and ju ent of a court of competent juris- 
3 that was the property of the Contederate States, or property Sc oyed 

act T 


hostility on land. Chief Justice Chase, in Klien's case, 13 Wall., 136, 
says: 
* The rty of the i t States may be distributed into four classes: 
„First. which belonged to the hostile organization or was employed in actual 
hostility on land. 


“Second. That which at sea became lawful = of capture and prize. 
Third. That which became the subject of on. 
“Fourth. A peculiar description, known only in the recent war, called captured 


ropert; 
rty of the lo in the insurgent States was included in the 
Peat — that tribunals and proceedings have been 
could be condemned and without which it 


of their “ participation in the rebell- 
but it absolutely 


bellion against th of the United States pos 3 3 
re on e au n as an 
in any them. It renders section 4716 any yn 


roceeding for or 
he 


as it affects them. 


rea ot 
„ whe tna paren ball the punishment and b out 
ilt, so that in the eye of the law the offender is as innocent as if he 
had never committed the offense.” 
The committee refer to the case of Padelford against the United States, 9 Wall, 


531. 
The appellant was at the commencement of the war a citizen of the State of 
and with most of the citizens of the South aided in its struggle for a 
‘December, 1808, 


his having participated 
a pistama A substituto for proof that he had given no aid or comfort to the as 
In Klein's case the court said: 


rue the pardon and amnesty do not and cannot alter the actual fact that aid 
and comfort were given, but they forever close the eyes of the court to the 

tion of that fact as an element in its judgment. There has been 

of opinion among the members of the court as to the cases covered by the pardon 
of the President, but there has been „ 


offender from p 
tion the offense itself.”—16 Wall., 151. 

The court in all these cases held that pardon not only releases the offender from 
punishment, but wipes out of existence the offense 


itself; that no offense 
out of the rebellion can be imputed to any one covered by the 
Docem to tho 


amnesty of ber, 1868; a full and unconditional restores 
offender his p and rights to the same extent as if he had never offended. 
The only limitation to the effect of a pardon as thus stated is, “ it does not restore 
offices forfeited and p: y or interest vested in third persons in consequence 
of the conviction and ju: ent.“ And this benign ve of mercy,” being 
conferred upon the President by the Constitution, is not sa to the 

Kilein’s case, here- 


will, nor can it be fettered by any legislative restrictions.” 
e legislation. Congress 

“The t's r o n su to legi can 
„ the effect of his pardon nor ä ts exercise any class of 
oi ers.” 

If section 4716 be enforced against invalid pensioners, then their is con- 
fiscated, and they are punished for their 1 4 in the ae otwith 
standing their pardon. How can this be done if the law, as by the 
e cram HE eee and obeyed by the Executive and his subordi- 
na 


uslon. 

Wh are not all, therefore, wounded or disabled in the line of duty entitled to a 
pension! Theonly answer is that many who would be otherwise entitled to a pen- 
sion engaged in the late rebellion, and section 4716 forbids the payment of any pen- 
sion to them; they are therefore excluded solely on account of an offense of w 
they have never been adjudged guilty by any court of competent jurisdiction, and 
which has been pardoned in full, blotted out of existence and wholly obliterated. 
These soldiers thus excluded are as justly entitled to their under the law 
as a soldier who lost a limb or an eye in the defense of the Federal Union. While 
the committee does not censure the Commissioner of Pensions for enforcing the 
provisions of section 4716, yet they feel constrained to say that he has mistaken 
the law, and that he could have found high authority for g 

and following the law as expounded by the Supreme Court. henever an act of 
Congress is decided to be inoperative by the Supreme Court it is not only the right 
but the imperative daty of every executive officer to it. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions should have followed the decision of the court, holding that the 
pardon forever closed the eyes to the tion of the offense pardoned as an ele- 
ment in his judgment, and substituted the pardon for proof of loyalty. 

If the Government has restored the property captured by the Federal forces to 
the persons from whom it was taken, by virtue of their pardon, then it should 
restore the pensions, the property of its old soldiers who were disabled in battle 
gallantly maintaining its honor and upholding its fag. The Government has not 
contiscated the property of any other citizens of the South ; wT should it con- 
tinue to confiscate the property of its old defenders? While a bill was pending in 
this House during the rorty-third Gouget amending the act to pension the sur- 
viving soldiers of the war of 1812, Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, offered tho fol- 
lowing amendment thereto: 

rv ided, That the restoration and pension contemplated by this act shall take 
effect from the passage of this act.” 

And upon said amendment he submitted the following remarks : 

“ The section to which this amendment is . to remove from the 
pensioners the disability imposed by the act of 1 ithe act alluded to was 
incorporated in the Revised Statntes as section 4716.) Now, it seems to me mani- 
festly unjust that we shoul pension during i i 


proper thing to cut the pension of those who were dislo but I cannot see 
why the pensions men should be confiscated by the Government while no 
other property iscontfiscated. * * The pension was their property, inalienable 
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safety of the country uired such a . But the time of is now 
passed, and I do not Lee why these old 9 1 
while all other persons in the South are left to enjoy their As. 


the Mr. BUTLER'S 


f 
Í 
E 


an im 
amendment was carried by a “large 8 
diers to the ponsion- roll — 5 to pay th 8 account of se panapa 
tion in the rebellion against the authority of the United States,“ would be a 
and wanton 3 of that ious prerogative of mercy reposed by the Consti- 
tution ent, and a t and unwarrantable violation of the Consti- 
tution itself, and a foul repudiation of the public — ent more dishonorable, if 
ble, than a refusal to pay the interest or c on the bonded debt of the 
oe What would the country think if committee should b: in a bill 
to repudiate the sacred obligation of the Government to the widows and orphans 
of the brave men who fell in the late war fighting for the perpetuity of the Federal 
Union! There is scarcely a man here or elsowhere in any section of our common 
country who would not denounce the measure as and the members of 
the Committee as unfaithful servants of the American ant re 
The obli of the Government to Poy the invalid soldiers of the South their 
poao for their disabilities incurred in its defense is as sacred and obligatory as 
3 the widows and orphans of the soldiers who fell in the Union 
Army. th have the plighted faith of the Government; if the one can be refused 
without dishonor, so may the other. But the committee say with emphasis that 
neither can be refused without a violation of a most sacred obligation, and without 
. Wisdom and statesmanship alike dictate a repeal of all laws 
ce, in the bestowal of national benefits, between fellow-citi- 
country. Howcanit be expected thatthe southern le will 
love and respect this Government as they shou! 22 long as an old soldier to 
the youn ved in man 
defenseof his country's flag, which now disowns him; an 


common on 0 evement of a common pu so essential to the 
prosperity and glory of the country = long as the disabled soldiers of the North 
le 


-will amon 
erences, and 


“The national unity and fellow-citizens can be assured onl 
through an oblivion of past t is contrary to the usage of ci 
the memory of civil war.” 

t, too, well understood when, in December, 1873, he recommended 
a full and unconditional pardon and amnesty for all offenses growing 
out of the “rebellion,” that a thorough and genuine national reconciliation could 
only come through ax “oblivion of past differences. The administration of Presi- 
dent Hayes has done much to restore confidence and rekindle the patriotic fires 
which once glowed with such warmth and fervor in gen southern heart. Let 

e 


strife,.be erased an 
ment, and the result will be 
alienated sections 


real and permanent peace, and a unity between 
the once . 
ardently 


the Republic —a result which every patriot most 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have met the enemy, and have routed him all 
along the line. I have demonstrated the correctness of the conclu- 
sions to which your committee come in the report submitted with 
this bill. Ihave shown that the fi and estimates as to survivors 
of the war named in the bill submitted by the gentleman from Maine 
are not supported by, but contradicted by, the official documents, 
and are consequently totally unreliable. I have shown that this bill 
establishes no dangerous precedent; that it opens no new door; that 
it enacts no new principle; that it only extends the principle which 
was established more than fifty years ago to the soldiers named in 
the bill. I have shown that all these old soldiers have strong claims 
upon the bounty and gratitude of the country. Ido not know, Mr. 
Speaker, what others intend to do, but I shall give this measure my 
hearty support, believing the whole country will sanction and ap- 
prove of my action. Public opinion has decided in favor of this 
measure, and you cannot, you dare not, resist it. The people, before 
whose will we should all bow, demand this measure shall pass. Can 
any man doubt the fact? Look at the proceedings and instructions 
of State Legislatures. The states of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, 
Indiana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, California, 8 Alabama, Lou- 
isiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, and Kentucky, have all requested their 
Representatives to vote for this measure. There is no mistake in 
this. It speaks but the voice of the people, and the Representative 
who fails to heed it will be called before the bar of public opinion, 
when he returns to his constituents, to give a strict account for his 
refusal to obey their will. If the men who are here will not respect 
the wishes of their constituents, be assured that they will send Rep- 
resentatives who will. The servant should not be above his master. 
You cannot resist a measure which the people demand. There are 
ten or twelve thousand old soldiers, far advanced beyond the meridian 
of life, many of them in penury and want, who come to us as the 
representatives of the American people, for whom they sacrificed the 
morning of their life, and ask that they may be granted a small pit- 
tance to feed and clothe them for their very few remaining days. 
Can you refuse their request? If you do, I shall feel humbled for my 
country. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NAVIGATION OF COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 

Mr. LIGON. Mr. Speaker, early in the session I introduced a bill 

nting aid to improve the navigation of the Coosa River, in the 
State of Alabama. rope local measure it is not to be presumed 
that the members of this body understand the real merits of the case 
and the necessity of the appropriation. I desire the attention of the 


House in presenting a few facts and arguments in favor of said bill. 
The Coosa River is formed by the junction of the Oostenaula and 
Etowah Rivers at Rome, a 55 in the State of Georgia, a 
few miles from the State line of bama. It flows through seven 
of the most important counties in Alabama and a short distance 
above the city of Montgomery, the capital of said State, joins the 
eee River, and they form the Alabama River. In these seven 
counties any variety of soil and production may be found; the bot- 
tom lands are unsurpassed in fertility; corn, cotton, wheat, grain 
of all kinds are gathered in great abundance. But the real wealth 
along this river is undeveloped: coal, iron, marble, and other min- 
2 ae be had near its banks in any quantity and of the best 
qu : 

Here is a grand river, running through two Sta entirely the 
whole length of the State of Alabama north and south a 3 of 
seven hundred and fifteen miles, and thence through the upper part 
of Georgia over one hundred miles to the Coosawattee, and navigable 
this entire distance for steamboats, except from Greensport to the 
ay of Wetumpka, a distance of only one hundred and thirty-seven 
miles. For the greater part of this distance this river is from three 
to four hundred yards in width of good depth of water and the clear- 
est and most beautiful stream of all of our southern rivers. 

It is strange that this t highway from the mountains in Geor- 
ia to the Guif at Mobile should have been so long neglected by 
tate and Federal governments. In the year 1867 the Legislature 

of the State of Alabama passed an act authorizing the governor to 
2 a commission to examine and survey she Doosan River from 
the city of Wetumpka, in said State, to the city of Rome, in Georgia. 
This commission was appointed and the survey made and report sent 
to the Legislature, but, Mr. Speaker, while this was being done a new 
order of things was set up in our State by the authorities at Wash- 
ington City, and we entered upon that dark page of our history known 
as the days of reconstruction. After that we were not able to open 
upo improve the navigation of any river, being involved and over- 
whelmed with debt by those who had no interest in the future pros- 
perity of our State. Whenachange of administration was finally had 
in our State affairs, all questions looking to the improvement of our 
river navigation were lost in the work to extricate ourselves from 
financial embarrassment to adjust and compromise the State indebt- 
edness. And now, after years of toil and strife, and with an earnest 
desire to build up our languishing industries and the waste places 
in our land, we appeal to the Federal Government for aid to accom- 
plish this great work. This link of one hundred and thirty-seven 
miles between Greenport and Wetumpka, when finished, would open 
up a section of country now excluded from all markets, and place it 
in direct communication by water with the Gulf. A section of the 
State supplied with timber (pine and oak of the best quality, and 
in quantity sufficient it is said, by the surveyor, “ to furnish one hun- 
dred million of feet per annum forexport for one hundred years”) may 
well attract the attention of the Federal Government which is the 
owner of a vast amount of public lands situated in these counties. 

Should this ever be opened, coal could be delivered at Mobile at a 
low figure, and sawed lumber of the finest quality would find an out-, 
let; both these articles would then add greatly to the prosperity and 
wealth of the country. The population of these seven counties is 
now over ninety thousand, the climate is mild and salubrious, and if 
this river was made navigable the water-power is sufficient to run all 
the factories in the South; the latitude exempts it from malarial 
diseases of the two States of Georgia and Alabama. Far back in the 
interior the Government would be protected in all its works and shops 
and munitions of war. 

The time iscoming when our steamers engaged in the South Amer- 
ican trade or with the Pacific coast will do their coaling at the Gulf 
ports, and the.coal-fields in Alabama will be the nearest point for 
this supply ; barges will then be loaded on the Coosa, and, driftin 
down the river to the Gulf, will discharge their cargoes on board o 
vessels in the bays of Mobile and Pensacola, and returning will bring 
back the products of South America and other foreign countries. 

Mr. Speaker, it was some time before I could understand why the 
coal men in Pennsylvania could ship coal down the Ohio and Missis- 
sipppi Rivers to New Orleans and undersell those who were engaged 
in the same business living in my own State, Alabama, although not 
one-fifth the distance from New Orleans; the secret was not that min- 
ing could be done any cheaper in Pennsylvania than in Alabama, for 
the cost is about the same, but it was in the transportation and be- 
cause the bulk was not broken until it was emptied into the vessels at 
New Orleans. cannot compete with water carriage in the 
article of coal. 

Mr. Speaker, in my conception the Government could not make a 
better investment than spending judiciously a few hundred thousand 
dollars in improving the navigation of the Coosa River. Had this 
river been in the North that e ows population, ever looking out 
for its own interest, would never have allowed this grand stream to 
remain blockaded and closed with so much undevelo wealth bor- 
dering on itsshores. Long since it would have had the General Gov- 
ernment at work on its shoals and removing all obstructions, and 
boats and water-crafts would have been traversing it from its head 
waters to the Gulf. 

From the Coosawattee, the head of navigation, one hundred miles 
above Rome, Georgia, to the Bay of Mobile, iseight hundred and fifteen 
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miles, and is now navigated by steamers during nearly the entire 
year, except the one hundred and thirty-seven miles of river between 
Greensportand Wetumpka. There can be no doubt that the expendi- 
ture of money requ to make this gap passable in the navigation 
will be more than justitied by the great advantages tobe had. That 
railroads are a great benefit to a country through which they run, 
affording speedy shipment of the products of one section to another, 
no one now questions; but it is an established fact that railroads can- 
not compete with water transportation, especially in heavy freights 
such as cotton, coal, iron, lumber, corn, wheat, and flour; all these 
commodities can be and are transported by canals and slack-water 
navigation at about one-third the cost charged by railroads. This 
has been demonstrated in the report of the auditor of the canal de- 
partment of the State of New York to the Legislature of that State. 

If canals and slack-water in northern latitudes, where they are ice- 
bound for nearly six months in the year, achieve such results, would 
it not be safe to state that a steamboat line of transportation, open 
every day in the year, from Rome, Georgia, to Mobile, Alabama, by 
river navigation, could move heavy freight at prices far below the 
charges made by railroad? Besides, the people would have compet- 
ing lines of trans tion, and each would tend to check the other in 
the imposition of heavy charges, 

Mr. aker, there was an appropriation made by Congress in 1876 
for the Coosa River of $30,000, of which sum there was expended in 
1877 815,732.45, leaving an unexpended balance in the Treasury of 
$14,267,55. 

The amount recommended by the Chief Engineer for the Coosa River 
for the year ending July 1, 1879, is $100,000, which, with the unex- 
pended balance in the Treasury, will be suficient, it is thought, for 
making the required improvement up to that time. 

When we consider, Mr. Speaker, the vast amounts of money and 
lands which the Federal Government has given to railroads, donating 
in fact vast empires of the public domain and with a lavish hand giving 
millions of money, is it not a little surprising that our grand rivers 
running through the heart of our country should be kept year after 
year sealed against navigation for the lack of a few hundred thousand 

ollars? We appeal to you gentlemen of the North and West to co- 
operate with us in our effort to vitalize interest which will result in 
great good to our common country. And the paralyzed industries of 
our State would gladly invite and welcome the life-giving influence 
of capital from your section of the Union. 

Mr. HUMPHREY obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. BURDICK, who moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at ten o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Penn- 
sylvania, pensioners under existing laws, opposing the passage of the 
bill (H. R. No. 3974) providing for the payment of pensions direct 
from the Treasury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Hocking County, Ohio, in reference 
to the tarifi —to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York: The petition of citizens of Phænix, 
New York, for tke repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Messra. Wason, Pierce & Co., 
Thomas Dean & Co., and 30 others, of Boston, Massachusetts, whole- 
sale dealers in tobacco, against the passage of any law which will 
1225 or which can be construed to permit, the re-establishment of 

onded tobaceo warehouses like those abolished by the act of June 
6, 1878—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of the wholesale leaf dealers and 
cigar manufacturers of Cincinnati, Ohio, for the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law—to the same committee. 

y Mr. BEEBE: The petitions of the publishers of the Record, Jef- 
fersonville, New York; of the Daily and Weekly Press, Middletown, 
New York; of the City and County, Nyack, New York; and of the 
Goshen (New York) Democrat, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. BLISS: The 8 of A. K. Meserole, H. J. Olderning, jr., 
John Fallon, Thomas D. Jones, D. W. S. More, Farrell Logan, James 
R. Sparrow, jr., and other citizens of Brooklyn, New York, against 
the revival of the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, that home- 
— 3 soldiers of the late war to the Committee on Pub- 

c Lands. 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of David D. Fox and 50 other citi- 
zens of the sixth congressional district of Michigan, that soldiers dis- 
charged for sickness or disease receive the same bounty as those dis- 
charged for wounds—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. BRIGHT: Papers relating to the elaim of Ruth A. Flem- 
ing—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. BUTLER: The petition of Everett P. Wheeler, Clifford A. 
Hand, and John K. Porter, committee of the Bar Association of New 
anization of the Federal courts of that 
e Judiciary. 


York City, relative to a reo 
city—to the Committee on 


Also, the petition of Francis Gibbons and others, for legislation 
that will prevent the Secretary of the Treasury canceling any more 
bonds—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the publishers of the Banner of Light, Boston, 
Massachusetts, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Blandford, Massachusetts, for the 
amendment of the pension Iaws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: Memorial of the curators, faculty, and 
students of the Missouri State University, for the creation of a fund 
from the proceeds of the sales of public lands and other sources for 
distribution among the States in aid of popular education—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Kate A. Long, Lavinia R. Walker, 
and others, of Muskegon, Michigan, for an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion prohibiting the several States from disfranchising United States 
citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CORLETT: The petitions of Lydia E. McAuley, Mrs. W. P. 
Noble, and others, of Atlantic City, Wyoming Territory, and of Mrs. 
Emma Hayford, William C. Wilson, and others, citizens of Wyoming 
Territory, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of the scientific society of Dart- 
mouth College, that microscopic specimens and lenses mar bos be 

th he Post- 


excluded from the mails—to the Committee on t ce and 
Post-Roads. 3 
By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of 515 citizens of 


North Carolina, for the creation of a fund from the proceeds of the 
sales of public lands and other sources for distribution among the 
States in aid of popular education—to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petitions of citizens of tta, 
County, and of citizens of Wyandot County, Ohio, reducin 
— tariff on wools and woolens—to the Committee of Ways an 

eans. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of the Texas State Grange, for 
the improvement of Galveston Harbor and the establishment of 
steamship mail service between Galveston, Texas, and Vera Cruz, 
Mexico—to the Committee on Commerce. j 

By Mr. GOODE : Papers relating to the claim of William Bass, 
trastee of the Indiana Methodist Church, Norfolk County, Virginia— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of James F. Carr, for compensation for lumber 
sold the United States in 1862—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. M. T. Mallory, of Norfolk, Virginia, for 
arrears of pay due her son, F. Mallory, deceased, late second lieuten- 
ant Company I, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Resolutions of the common council of 
Jersey City, New Jersey, favoring the making of that city a port of 
entry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the board of freeholders, of Hudson County, 
New J een lar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. 18, of Virginia: Joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Virginia, favoring the repeal of the 10 per cent. tax on State banks— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of Our Sunday School, New 
Market, Virginia; of the Chronicle, Charlottesville, Virginia; of the 
Shenandoah Valley, New Market, Virginia; and of the Charlottes- 
ville (Virginia) Jeffersonian, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of famers of Louisa County, Virginia, that 
prompt action be taken on the tobacco-tax question—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petitions of Jacob and John Harshbarger, and of James 
H., Preston S., and Elizabeth Humbert, for compensation for stock 
1 off by order of General Sheridan—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, the petition of J. D. Hauger and others, for an appropriation 
for the erection of a building at Staunton, Virgi for the uses of 
the Government—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARTRIDGE: Memorial of the mayor and citizens of Sa- 
vannah, Georgia, in reference to light-houses on the coast of Georgia 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the authorities and citizens of Brunswick, Geor- 
gia, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the claim of Henry Harrover— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOYCE: Memorial and resolutions of the Addison Magee 
(Vermont) Conncil of the Patrons of Husbandry, that the tariff bi 
may be laid upon the Speakers table so that the people may have 
rest and business enterprises an opportunity for revival—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. KEIGHTLEY: The petition of Lydia Kimble and others, 
of Kalamazoo County, Michigan, for a sixteenth amendment to the 
5 guaranteeing woman suffrage - to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP : The petition of citizens of Jersey County, Illinois, 
for the p: of the bill restraining the removal of causes from the 
State to Federal courts—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. LANDERS: The pennon of Cyrus Judd and 14 others, of 
New Britain, Connecticut, for a reduction of the tax on tobacco—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Memorial of General W. T. Sherman and sey- 
eral hundred pioneers and former residents of California, relative to 
the claim of General John A. Sutter—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of Susan H. Massuere, H. G. Tracy, 
and 151 other citizens of Arcadia, Wisconsin, for an amendment to 
the Constitution prohibiting the several States from disfranchising 
United States citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of F. Moore, for compensation for 
services as assistent assessor of internal revenue for the tenth divis- 
ion third 3 district—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of Peunsylva- 
nia, requesting the Representatives from that State to vote for a bill 
to provide for equity in 9 oo charges and to prevent unjust dis- 
crimination in such charges between the several Btates, and to give 
their influence and support to such measures as will establish com- 
merce with other nations by providing for carrying the mails of the 
United States in American-built vessels—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Messy MONROE: The petition of Professor Edward W. Morly, of 
Hudson, Ohio, that microscopic slides and lenses may not be excluded 
from the mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of Wah-pe-pin-gaugh or George 
Washington, for the shares of his wife and daughter in the tribal 
fund of the tribe of Indiana Miami Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ` 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado: The petition of Mary M. Gallup, 
Abbie S. Darling, and other citizens of Greeley, Colorado, for an 
amendment of the Constitution prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Hannah L. Ball, Elizabeth Camp- 
bell, and other citizens of West Branch, Iowa, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of the publisher of the New Era, 
Palestine, Texas, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Elizabeth Bray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Richner, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of C. L. Browns and others, to 
establish a light-house at the mouth of Amite River, Louisiana—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROMERO: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 
ost-routes in New Mexico—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
ost-Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, favoring the ting of certain lands to the Bismarck, Fort 
Lincoln, and Black Hills Narrow-Gauge Railway—to the Committee 
on Pablic Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Minnesota, for the amendment of 
the law relating to timber culture so as to reduce the amount neces- 
sary to be cultivated on each quarter section from forty to ten acres— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa: The petition of Mrs. H. O. Stevens, Mrs. 
Angeline Dennis, and other citizens of Charles City, Iowa, for an 
amendment of the Constitution prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of Hamilton Gellespie, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of Eli Ayres to 
1 titles under the Chickasaw treaty of May 24, 1834—to the 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of 2,000 citizens 
of Troy, New York, against the reduction of duties on articles com- 
ing in competition with American manufactures, and against impos- 
ing duties on Lese articles not coming into such competition 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER: The petition of W. C. Gillis and other citizens 
of i y County, Kentucky, for extension of the time for the filing 
of claims for commissary and quartermaster stores—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANCE : Papers relating to the claims of William B. Mor- 
row, Margaret McDonald, and Dr. James B. Groomes—to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims, 
sion claims of William P. Payne, 


Also, paperi relating to the 
Minerva Williams, Thomas D. Bumgarner, and Mary D. Wiliams— 


uiet 
om- 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Raleigh (North Carolina) 
barge News, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the petition for relief of Leverett H. Town 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of M. A. Noyes, Walter Glozier, 


and 24 other citizens of Lottridge, Ohio, against any reduction of the 
duty on wool and woolens—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARNER: The petition of John Tweedy, postmaster at 
Danbury, Connecticut, for relief—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON : The petition of L. C. Granger and 210 others, 
that the title to the Rancho El Rio de Santa Clara 6 La Calonia, in 
Ventura County, California, be not disturbed—to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: The petition of Mrs. Emeline 
S. Walcott and other citizens of Ripon, Wisconsin, for a sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution guaranteeing woman suffrage—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michi : The petition of James McKen- 
zie, attorney in fact, on be of Mary Butler, M. G. Emery, and 
other citizens, claimants against the District of Columbia—io the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of W. A. Hall, S. P. 
Patterson, and others, against reviving the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of H. B. Claflin & Co., Spring, Kayne & Co., and 
about 1,000 others, for the immediate repeal of the bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WREN: A paper relating to the establishment of certain 

. in Ne to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost- 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 2, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McCREERY presented the petition of William J. Marshall, 
executor of John G. Holloway, deceased, praying for the passage of 
a law for the purchase of the Camp Chase (Ohio) burial lot and to 
make the same a national cemetery ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OGLESBY. During my recent absence from the Senate, sev- 
eral memorials were received directed to my care to be presented to 
the Senate from citizens of Evanston, Illinois, and the vicinity of that 
place, protesting against the transfer of the life-saving service from 
the Treasury Department to the Nayy Department; also from the late 
governor of the State, the lieutenant-governor, the president of the 
Northwestern University, together with a number of citizens 
living in that community. I understand that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs have had the subject under consideration and have reported 
a bill to the Senate. I therefore move that these memorials lie upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. ' 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of R. H. Logan, of Salem, 
Virginia, praying for the removal of his political disabilities; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of William S. 
A Margarette Souther, Caroline E. Wakeman, C. W. New- 
comb, and others, citizens of Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Wis- 
consin, and the petition of Mrs. Emeline L. Wolcott, Elizabeth Har- 
ris, Henry W. Wolcott, Almon Osborn, and others, citizens of Ripon, | 
Fond du County, Wisconsin, praying for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, prohibiting the several States from 
disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privil and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs, George M. Harrington, of 
Dunn County, Wisconsin, and the petition of Mrs. Susan Massure, of 
Arcadia, Trempealeau County, Wisconsin, praying for the removal of 
their political disabilities; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. s 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of Simon O. Day and 95 others, 
citizens of Muskegon, Michigan, remonstrating against the transfer 
of the life-saving service from the Treasury Department to the Navy 
Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of William Willis and 73 others, 
citizens of Hamlin, Michigan; the memorial of Delos L. Filer and 
100 others, citizens of Ludington, Michigan, and the petition of Rob- 
ert Magnesson and 37 others, citizens of uanga, ichigan, remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 3689, to protect the 
fisheries on the great lakes; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BURNSIDE presented the petition of Mrs. Mary F. McKeever, 
widow of the late Commodore Isaac McKeever, of the United States. 
Navy, praying for an increase of pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of Harmon Vann, of Hunts- 
ville, Alabama, praying for a pension on account of services rendered 
the Government by his son, Levi De Bow, late a private in the Seven- 
teenth Regiment, United States Colored Troo ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. BUTLER ee the petition of George W. Williams and 


others, citizens of Charleston, South Carolina, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a pension agency at Charleston; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORDON. I present a petition signed by the mayor of the cit 
of Savannah, by the president of the cotton exchange, by the ass 
dent of the Central Railroad of Georgia, and by the officers of a 
number of banking institutions and other respectable citizens of 
Savannah, 3 the appropriation heretofore granted to the 
light-house at Ty Island be not discontinued. I move that this 
petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) peann the use of 
artillery, tents, &., at the national soldiers’ and sailors’ reunion to 
be held at Marietta, Ohio, reported it withont amendment, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 629) for the relief of Sidney S. McLane, 
have duly considered the same and report adversely, recommendin 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed, that the claim be disallowed, 
and that the report be agreed to; all of which I hope will be duly 
entered upon the record, as this is the second time this adverse report 
has been made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The re 
bill will be 5 indefinitely, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COC The Committee on ausy Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 40) to authorize the President to restore 
George W. Smith to his former rank in the Army, have duly con- 
sidered the same, report adversely, and recommend that the bill be 
indetinitely postponed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be entered. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I hope thatthe record will show that the re 
in these cases have been adopted, so that we can bring to bear 
58 of the Senate hereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The record will so appear. ' 

Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 824) establishing the rank of the senior 
inspector-general, reported it with an amendment. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Emma G. Nelson, daughter of and one of the executors of the 
estate of W. F. Nelson, deceased, late chaplain United States Army, 
praying to be allowed an amount of money equal to the amount of 
commutation for quarters and rations claimed to be due to her late 
father while on duty at Washi n Park United States Hospital at 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in 1862, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of Albert 
Towle, ter at Beatrice, Nebraska, re it without amend- 
etd and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 
x Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 213) to survey the Austin-Topolovampo Pacific 
route, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report there- 
on; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER. I am directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the message of the President of the 
United States, communicating, in answer to a Senate resolution of 
November 13, 1877, information in relation to the cause and probable 
cost of the late Nez Percé war, to report it back to the Senate without 
suggestion and for such action as may be deemed proper. I move 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of William S. Benjamin, praying for the 
amendment and correction of his muster-rolls and for payment of 
back pay and bounty, submitted an adverse report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 156) for the relief of John M. Goodhue, submitted an adverse 
report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of 
John H. Evans, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bili (S. No. 868) to provide for a code of Army regulations, 
reported it with amendments. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2287) to authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe rules 
and regulations to be observed in the 9 submission, and 
opening of bids for contracts under the War Department, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


rt will be so entered, and the 


rts 
ule 


Mr. MAXEY. Iam also instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of C. J. Whiting, formerly lieutenant-colonel 
Sixth United States Cavalry, praying the passage of a law reinstat- 
ing him to his former rank and position in the United States Army, 
to report it adversely. I wish to state to the Senate that the princi- 
ple involved in this report applies to a great many officers. 1 move 
that the report be printed and the committee discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 185) to amend section 2931 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States so as to allow repayment by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the tonnage-tax where it has been exacted in 
contravention of treaty provisions, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 926) for the sale of timber lands in the States 
of California and Oregon and in Washington Territory, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. OGLESBY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1135) to authorize the issue of a pat- 
ent of certain lands in the Brothertown reservation, in the State of 


Wisconsin, to the persons selected by the Brothertown Indi re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 984) for the relief of William H. Merritt, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McDONALD asked, nn unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1029) for the relief of John M. Lord; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr, RANDOLPH TEA ETES unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1030) donating material of war to the 
Washington Association of New Jersey; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. BOOTH, it was 


Ordered, That the papers accom 
gress, for the relief pf Luther Tall, 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 


On motion of Mr, ALLISON, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and pepee e aone delegation, in favor of the 


claim of Lewis Downing, Joseph Evan Jones, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred ote Committee on Military A fairs. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Senate bill N Fourty-fourth Con- 
ison trees the Ales of te Senate, and 


WRITS OF ERROR IN CRIMINAL CASES. 
Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and hereby is, instructed to 


inquire into the justice and propriety of . defendants in criminal and 

the higher es of misdemeanor cases, the righ to a appeals on writs. 

* 2 to the Supreme Court of the United States; and that the committee report 
y oro ; 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL, 


Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No, 802) establishing post-roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

THE BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to take up the joint resolution I offered 
2 about transferring the electoral records to the Secretary 
of State. 

Mr. McCREERY rose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Kentucky rises to offer a reso- 
lution, I withhold my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For what purpose does the Senator from 
Kentucky rise? 

Mr. MCCREERY. I rise to ask unanimous consent to make Senate 
bill No. 35 the ial order for next Friday. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the bill? 

Mr. MCCREERY. It is the bill to re the bankrupt law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to all special orders, I do not care what 


the bill is. 
It is the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It ought not to be made a special order. It can 


be moved after we finish the railroad bill, in the regular course. H 
. The Senator from Vermont had been rec- 
ognized. 
Mr. MCCREERY. I thought the Senator would probably give way 
until I could get the permission of the Senate for this purpose. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not agree to special orders. It must be a 
very extreme case, I think, to warrant making a special order. The 
rules require two-thirds to do so, implying that it must be an extra- 


ordinary case. : 
Mr. McCREERY. This bill was introduced more than five months 
and by this time it ongni to be entitled to some consideration. 


. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly it is entitled to consideration, and 
I assure the Senator he shall have no difficulty, so far as my voice 
goes, in getting it up by a motion, as soon as we dispose of this rail- 
road afi 


air. 
Mr. MCCREERY. Butif I make the motion now, will it not an- 


swer? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No; because we cannot dispose of it in the morn- 


ing hour. ‘ 
Fir. McCREERY. I do not want to dispose of it in the morning 
hour; I want to have it taken up next Friday. 

ive notice that he will move 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can 
to take it up then. I presume there be no objection to it. 

Mr. McCREERY. I give notice that I shall move to take the bill 
up next Friday. 


RECORDS OF ELECTORAL COMMISSION, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to take up the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
22) providing for a place of deposit for the records and proceedings 
of the commission appointed under the act entitled“ An act to pro- 
vide for and regulate the counting of votes for President and Vice- 
President, and the decision of questions arising thereon, for the term 
commencing March 4, A. D. 1877,” approved January 29, 5 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs that 
these records and proceedings shall be deposited by the secre of 
the commission with the Secretary of State, who shall preserve them 
among the archives of his office. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
chief clerk of the War ras trp I transmitting a copy of a resolu- 
tion of the General Assembly of the State of Pennsylvania in rela- 
tion to the graves of soldiers of the late war interred in the cemetery 
at Harrisburgh, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS J. CHOATE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 333. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceededed to consider the bill (8. No. 333) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Choate, Erastus Foster, Milton Ladd, Clarence E. Haney, 
William A. Hill, Kneeland F. Huckaby, and William Blackburn, late 

rivates in Company F, Third Regiment Arkansas Cavalry Volun- 
cae, It authorizes the Secretary of War to amend their records by 
causing the ch of desertion to be removed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 
age VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there any report accompanying the 


Mr. PLUMB. There is a written report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 

1 8 read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB, 
arch 19: 


The 
as relief of Thomas J. C 


Com J Aid Regiment Arkansas 
ent Ar’ 
5 and submit the following rt 
This bill moe to relieve the 
tion from their military 


bein; 
anxiety todo something for the relief of 


oy aie lundered and on 
to the a officer of the regiment to send a 


their 
scouting 


t. r en ap be 
e other officers, resided in the neighborhood apokon of, for leave to be absent for 
FFF 
mo em to a place o ety. ion was 
and the men e to be absent a week or thereabouts. 
They failed to report for duty at the time specified. It is shown that after 
had left for their homes the Nr became thoroughly infested w: 
Lewis! were com to abandon 


now rg was ony give the evidence shows, prior to the expiration of his leave. 


e. e 
under the control of the re 
shelter and safety in the secl: 
ally, when opportunity served, to minister t. 
their families. So Moma rang é were they cut off from communication with the 
Union forces it appears that fora long period they did not even know where the 
command was. 


th r 

had ela; eg 

determined at the time when all the facts and circumstances were fresh in the 
rupee authorities. It ap 

same company, Burk Johnson and Hugh M. 

partment, relie 


stances, and = aay testimony substantially the same as has been 
mmittee. The fact that these men 


testimony of the 2 
It appears to be clearly established, also, that these 
men had been and subsequently were faithful soldiers, and thoroughly Joyal to the 


The committee are therefore clearly of the opinion that the ms named are 
entitled to the relief sought, and they recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. HICKAM. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 378) for the relief of William L. Hickam, of 
Missouri. There can be no objection to the bill when the report is 
read. It is a bill which the Senate at the last Congress. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause the pension agent at Saint Joseph, Missouri, to issue 
and deliver to William L. Hickam a Soper check, numbered 61872, 
for the sum of $1,616.33, in favor of William L. Hickam, for one lost 
in the mail November 30, 1876, if the Secretary of the Interior is sat- 
isfied that it has not been paid; and Hickam is to give bond, with 
security approved by the Secretary of the Interior, to hold the United 
States harmless against the payment of the original draft. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mor- 
GAN, March 27: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 378) for the 
relief of William L. Hickam, of Missouri, have had the same under consideration, 


and report the bill with amendments, and recommend its 5 
From the evidence before the committee, which is submitted as part of this 
reper and is marked Exhibits A.B C, and D, it Sey ears that the 
d William L. Hickam is the la guardian of the minor chi of Hillary 
J. J. late private of Com vA Sixth Regiment of Missouri State Militia, 
No. 75447 on the pension-rolls. 
It appears from the letter of the pension agent at Saint J conn Missouri, that a 
check was drawn by W. T. J. Saasen pannon agent at that place, in favor of William 
t United States treasurer at Saint Louis, Mi 


mile the da of Congress to provide by law so that th be 
Ww 
paid to the 3 entitiod. if jj 5 

The bill is herewith He apices is believed to be guarded sufficiently to pro- 
vide against the payment of original draft. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments: in line 5, before the word “ Missouri” to strike ont “Saint 
Joseph” and insert Saint Louis ;” in line 9, after William L. Hick- 
am” to insert “as ian of the minor children of Hillary J. Jen- 
kins;” and in line 13, after the word “ paid” to strike out— 

And that said Hickam give bond, with security approved by the Secretary of 
= Interior, to hold the United States harmless against the payment of the origi- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the last amendment reported 


The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of the bill it is proposed to strike 
out— 


And that said Hickam bond, with security approved by the Secretary of 
3 AS nited States 3 the origi- 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Why ought those words to be stricken out? 

Mr. COCKRELL. For the simple reason that the draft never has 
been indorsed. It is payable by the subtreasury at Saint Louis, and 
written notice has been filed there that there has been no indorsement 
and no actual receipt of the draft, and payment has been stopped, 
and it cannot be paid at any other place. It would simpy be to 
require the guardian of these minor children to do something that 
pon be of no benefit whatever to the United States and no protec- 

on to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Apparently the only evidence that this draft was 
not received by Hickam and indorsed by him for value is his own 
affidavit. That, as I understand it, is the only evidence of that fact. 
Of course, if it never has been indorsed by Hickam and there is any 


way to prevent his indorsing it hereafter, there would be no need of 
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the bond; but as we only have to take Mr. Hickam’s word for the 
fact that he has not already indorsed the draft or that he may not 
hereafter, it appears to me that the usual security that we always re- 
quire in such cases ought to be given. Although he is a guardian, it 
is a business t ion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a business transaction,and the subtreasury 
has been notified, and that notice has been entered upon the books. 


I state as a proposition of law that if Mr. Hickam were, after the 
passage of the bill, to get his original draft and indorse it, the Gov- 
ernment would not be liable to pay it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, Mr. President, if this draft was drawn by 
the pension agent porsaan to law, as I suppose it was, the Govern- 
ment would be liable as a drawer as well as an acceptor; and there- 
fore if Mr. Hickam received the draft at the time and indorsed it 
for value to somebody, no matter if payment has been soppaa; when 
the holder of that draft presents it at the Treasury and the Govern- 
ment will not pay it, he then has a right to have recourse to the 
drawer, that is to say to the United States whose authorized officer 
drew the draft and drew it lawfully. So then the liability of the 
United States, after all, would turn upon the question whether Mr. 
Hickam has already indorsed the draft, though perhaps as it is so 
old a transaction an indorsement now would throw such suspicion 
upon it that the Government would not be liable as the drawer. 
should not think it would myself, as at present advised; but I sub- 
mit to my friend that as the only evidence we have that the draft 
has not y been passed for value to some holder is the state- 
ment of Hickam himself, we ought to apply, although he is a guar- 
dian, the universal precaution that this bill, as my friend originall 
introduced it, contained. Of course I do not wish to interfere wii 
the committee; I only make these suggestions for safety. 

Mr. COCKRELL e considered that matter at the last session of 
the Forth-fourth Congress, which was very soon after this occurrence. 
Then the committee of the Senate put on this proviso as an amend- 

ment to the House bill. We considered this year that after this great 
3 of time there was no occasion for putting in the requirement of 
a bond at all; that these minor children had been kept out of their 
money for nearly a year and a half, and that they ought to have it 
now without these conditions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think thisis the first instance in which we have 
been asked to pay lost drafts without the giving of security, no 
matter whether the drafts were in favor of people who were not sui 
juris, as the saying is, or in favor of people who were acting as trus- 
tees; and I submit to my friend from Missouri, however clear the case 
se! seem to him—and I do not doubt it does, and I have no reason 
to have any ee about it at all—that we shall depart from a 
wholesome rule in these cases of giving substituted drafts if we doit 
without the usual security. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not particular about the matter at all. If 
it were not that the facts are just as they are, we should have adhered 
to that bill. I introduced it myself in that form, and at the last ses- 
sion of the Forty-fourth Con I reported that proviso as an amend- 
ment myself; but we thought sufficient time had elapsed to justify 
the p: of the bill now withont throwing any impediment in the 
way. It is a long distance from here to Tati n, Missouri, and 
there may be some trouble in filling a bond that the Secre of the 
Interior will accept, and I think it would be a mere matter of justice 
to these minor children that 2 should have their money speedily. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That begs the very question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendments 
reported by the Committee on Claims. 

. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the vote on the last amend- 
ment taken mera up. 

The VICE-FRES T. The question will be put on all the 
amendments except the last. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

oe VICE-PRESIDENT. The last amendment will now be re- 
ported. 

The Cuter CLERK. The committee report at the end of the bill to 
strike out: 

And that said Hickam m give. bond, with security approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, to hold the U; States harmless against the payment of the original 


Mr. INGALLS. If this amount were not in excess of $500, no mat- 
ter at what time the draft had been issued or what period had ela 
since it was sent to the claimant, he would be obliged, in case of its 
non-receipt, to give an indemnifying bond such as the Secretary of 
the Treasury might rescribe. Section 4770 is the one that bears 
directly upon this subject, and it provides that 


In place of original checks issued for pensions, when lost, stolen, or destroyed, 
disbursing officers and agents of the United States are authorized, after the 
tion of six months from the date of such checks, to issue duplicate checks, and the 


Treasurer, assistant 3 aud designated depositaries of the United States 
are directed to pay such ch drawn in pursuance of law by such officers or 
ice and proof of the loss of the original checks, under such - 
lations in regard to their issue and payment, and upon the execution of such bonds, 
with sureties, to indemnify the United States, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may prescribe, 

And as this sum is in excess of 8500 it would seem as if the same 
rule ought to be followed as would be followed in case this had come 


under the section of the statute. I am inclined to think that although 


agents, upon no 


the case is one that presents some strong features upon the sympa- 


thies of Congress this is not an instance where we should depart 
from the rule laid down in the statute. I therefore hope the prece- 
dent will not be set of allowing this duplicate draft to issue without 
an indemnifying bond. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam certain that neither the Senator from Ver- 
mont nor the Senator from Kansas can desire more safeguards thrown 
around the legislation of the country than I do, and I shall make no 
captious effort to secure the adoption of this amendment. If the 
Senate think it should not be adopted they can adhere to the original 
bill. I have no objection to it at all, and I have consulted with the 
Senator who made the report and with his consent I will withdraw 
the proposed amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the withdrawal of 
the amendment? The Chair hears none, and the amendment will be 
regarded as withdrawn. 

r. INGALLS. If that clause is to stand requiring an indemnify- 
ing bond to be given it should be amended by requiring the instruc- 
tion to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, and not the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as it now stands in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That puts it on the same ground that the statute 


does. 

Mr. INGALLS. The same ground as the statute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the present statute require that the bond 
in the case of a draft under shall be to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out “Interior” and insert“ Treas- 


* 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
8 — 3 fe y wae 
0 was ordered to be en or a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. Eam 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Will- 
iam L. Hickam, of Missouri, the guardian of the minor children of 
Hillary J. Jenkins.” 
ENLISTMENTS OF COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I desire to call up a bill which has been a special 
order on the Calendar for some time, the bill (S. No. 178) to remove 
all restrictions now existing in regard to enlistments of the colored 
citizen in any arm of the United States Army. I move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. ‘a 

— — first amendment was to strike out section 1, in the following 
words: 

That hereafter the word “ color” shall not be used to desi, any soldier of the 
United States Army; that the colored citizen shall be entitled to all privil and 
rights of any citizen to enlist in any arm of the United States Army, and no dis- 
tinction hereafter be made in the assignment of the soldier on account of color 
or previous descent; that all arms of the service, engineers, artillery, cavalry, in- 
fantry, signal corps, irrespective of color, shall be open to him. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 

oa 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, 
rej . 

The next amendment was to strike out the first paragraph of sec- 
tion 2, in the following words : 

Sec. 2. That the President is authorized to fill the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry, Twen- 

-fourth and T wenty-fifth Infantry, with enlisted men without reference or distinc- 

ion of color; that he shall use his on in keeping regiments above the 


minimum stren, uired by law, assigning men from the general recruiting and 
ot 8 as they are requived: by the — without . to 
color. 


The next amendment was in the beginning of line 8 of section 2 
to strike out the word “and” and insert “that;” so as to 7 


That nothing in the above act shall be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth 
8 Twenty-fourth and Twenty. fifth Infantry, are not part of the United 
rmy. 


Mr. INGALLS. I hope we shall hear some explanation of this bill 
before we are called upon to vote on it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The first section of this bill as originally offered 
by me reads as follows: 


That hereafter the word "color ” shall not be used to 2 any soldier of the 
United States Army; that the colored citizen shall be entitled to all privileges and 
rights of any citizen to enlist in any arm of the United States Army, and no dis- 
tinction shall hereafter be made in the assignment of the soldier on account of 
color or previous descent; that all arms of the service, engineers, artillery, cavalry, 
infantry, signal corps, irrespective of color, shall be open to him. 


And the second section reads as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the President is authorized to fill the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry, 
‘Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, with enlisted men without reference or 
distinction of color; that he shall use discretion in keeping these regiments 
above the minimum strength required by law, men from the general 
recruiting and general mounted service as they are required by the regiments, 
without regard to color. 

And nothing in the above act shall be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth 
Cavalry, Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, are not part of the United 
States Army. 

Upon examination it was found that the ee of the bill could 
be accomplished pyte repeal of sections 1104 and 1108 of the Revised 
Statutes; so the Military Committee recommend striking out all of 
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the first and second sections after the enacting clause and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 
That sections 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, 


They read as follows: 
SEC. 1104. The enlisted men of two regiments of cavalry shall be colored men. 


Src. 1108. The enlisted men of two regiments of infantry shall be colored men. 

These two sections, Mr. President, are the only ones in the Revised 
Statutes which in any way affect the rights of colored men. It may 
be said that they in no way restrict their rights, that all arms of the 
service are open for their enlistment, because nothing in the statutes 
forbids it; but in point of fact they are not enlisted for any other 
regiments than the four referred to, and the implication is fair as long 
as these two sections remain on the statute-book that all arms of the 
service are closed to colored men except the infantry and cavalry, 
and that in those arms their enlistment is confined to these four regi- 
ments referred to by these sections. 

Now, Mr. President, the position of an enlisted soldier in the United 
States Army is the only position not freely open to our colored citi- 
zens, and 1 can see no reason why they should not be as free in this 
respect as in all others. If the colored people are fit for soldiers at 
all they should be enlisted for any duty for which they may be per- 
sonally qualified, and sy to the corps when the 71 8 interests 
require their services. The mode of assignment should be left to the 
Secretary of War and the officers of the Army properly intrusted with 
such duties. It would be a waste of time after all the discussion of 

ast years in reference to the rights of the colored 88 to enter 
into an elaborate argument to prove that they have the same rights 
of enlistment and assignment as other citizens. It is objected that 
the mingling of colored soldiers with white ones would be a 3 
to the whites. I can see no justice in this argument. If it is a hard- 
ship to the white citizens of our country to associate with the colored 
citizens in the performance of public duties and if the rights of col- 
ored men are to be restricted, then the rule should apply to all public 
positions. The right to go to the polls, the right to hold State and 
national offices, the right to occupy aseat upon this floor, the right to 
occupy the presidential chair should rest in the white man. hat 
would be thought of a statute which required that four specified 
States should be 5 by colored Senators, particularly if by 
implication it took from the other States the right to send colored Sen- 
ators? We have upon this floor an honored representative of the col- 
ored race, who is rrepecied by all of us and with whom we are all 
glad to be associated; but he does not come here because of a law 
requiring that Mississippi should send acolored Senator, He is here 
because his fellow-citizens of that State have honored him by their 
free suffrages. Any other State in this Union can send here a colored 
Senator, and if he conducts himself honorably and properly he will 
be respected. 

The right to enlist in the naval service of the United States has 
always rested with the colored people, and there is no disposition on 
the part of the naval officers to have that right restricted, 

I grant, Mr. President, that there is a division of opinion in the 
Army upon the question of enlisting colored men in the Army; I 
mean upon the subject of mixing the white and colored men in the 
same regiment; but there is no difference of opinion as to the lack of 
wisdom in the present organization of the four regiments referred to 
in this bill. General of the Army and the general officers in com- 
mand of the departments in which these regiments serve agree in the 
opinion that the be system of enlisting colored men is bad. 
Aneng e evils of the present organization of these regiments is the 
great difficulty at times in keeping their ranks filled. Just now there 
is t trouble in getting colored recruits, so that the ranks of the 
3 cavalry regiment in New Mexico are but half filled, and, 
although white recruits are abundant, they cannot be assigned to 
this regiment. 

But, Mr. President, I base my ent in this matter upon the 
high ground that the colored man should be allowed to enlist in any 
arm of the service he may choose, if he is found by the recruiting 
officer to be a suitable man, and that he should be assigned by the 
proper authorities to the corps for which he is best suited and in 
which his services will most conduce to the public good. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I was one of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs who dissented from the report of this bill, 
and it is but just to myself that I should give the reason which caused 
me to do so. 

Under the law as it now stands, the Ninth and Tenth Regiments 
of Cavalry and the Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Regiments of 
Infantry are required to be made up of colored troops. That act was 
doubtless carefully considered and thought to be a protection of the 
right of the colored people to enter the jee and at the same time a 
protection to the rights of the white recruits. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would like to ask the Senator from Texas a ques- 
tion. Why cannot colored troops enlist in the Army without sections 
1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. MAXEY. Before replying to the question I will finish what I 
began to say. The effect of this bill is to my mind a question of very 
great doubt. It is eee the duty of the recruiting officer 
to select, without the slightest regard to color, the very best possible 
material that can be obtained for soldiers in the Army of the United 


States. There can be no question about that. If the white man is the 
better man for the service, the white man should be selected ; if the 
colored man is the better man for the service, the colored man should 
be selected. The best recruits that can be obtained for the service of 
the United States should be obtained by the recruiting officer. 

The effect of mixing up white troops and colored troops in the same 
companies and the same regiments is, to my mind, of doubtful pro- 
poa We know as a practical fact that there is a certain amount 
of what a great many pors see proper to call prejudice existin 
between the races; and when you take white troops and colo 
troops and mix them in the same companies, at the same messes, in 
the same tents, it is a very grave question whether or not the effect 
of that would not be to demoralize the entire Army. 

Now, in reply to the question which was asked by the Senator from 

, were these sections stricken out what would prevent colored 
troops being enlisted in any of the regiments? I infer that the Sen- 
ator refers to rights under the fourteenth amendment. My judgment 
about that is that enlistment is controlled by the clause of the Con- 
stitution which grants to Congress the power “to make rules for the 
government and re tion of the land and naval forces,” and what- 
ever may: be considered by Congress as the better rules and better 
regulations Congress has a right to adopt. In the eri apts Corps, 
for example, a certain class of soldiers is required with certain ac- 

uirements not required of those in the other branches of the service. 

he rules and regulations are prescribed by Congress for the govern- 
ment of the Army and Navy, and if Congress believes that it would be 
a better rule and better regulation to Kooy the colored troops in regi- 
ments by themselves, I know of nothing in the spirit or letter of the 
Constitution which would prevent Congress from prescribing those 
rules and regulations; and I apprehend, without knowing, that that 
was the principle which actuated Congress when they adopted the 
law as it now stands. A 

Mr. ALLISON. But what is there now, may I ask the Senator, in 
the law to prevent colored men from being enlisted in other regi- 
ments than those specifically mentioned in the last section of this 
bill? What is there in the law that prohibits that? 

Mr. MAXEY. There may be nothing in the strict letter of the 
law; I am not sure of that; but certainly there isin the spirit of that 
law asit has been construed by the recruiting officers of the Army. 
They have construed that act to mean that the colored recruits are 
to go to the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry and to the Twenty-fourth and 
Twenty-fifth Infantry, and no recruits have been sent to any one of 
the remaining eight regiments of cavalry or twenty-three regiments 
of infantry, save white recruits. That has been the construction, 
believed donbtless by the recruiting officers of the Army, and sus- 
tained by the Secretary of War and the General of the Army, to be a 
correct construction of the spirit of this act of Congress, which did 
specifically prescribe that these four regiments—two of the cavalry 
and two of infantry—shonuld be filled up with colored troops, and I 
think this the correct construction. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not the Senator from Texas think that if this 
bill became a law it would result in the absolute exclusion of all 
colored soldiers from the Army! 

Mr. MAXEY. That has been the very grave question to my mind 
as to what would be the effect. As I stated before, I am in favor of 
taking the very best recruits that can be obtained for the service; I 
believe the white troops to be the best; and if I were a recruitin 
officer I would without hesitation, not regarding it as a question o 
color at all but regarding it as a question of duty, select white troops 
because I believe them to be the best. If that construction were 

laced bs the law by the recruiting officers, my judgment is if the 

nator desires my . about it, that you would have the Ninth 
and Tenth Regiments of cavalry and the Twenty-fourth and Twenty- 
fifth Regiments of infantry better than they are now. That is my 
judgment; but it is the fear which I have as te how this bill if passed 
as presented by the Senator from Rhode Island may be carried out 
by the recruiting officers that occasions me the slightest doubt as to 
my course. If I believed it would result in converting these two 
regiments of cavalry and two of infantry into good white regiments, 
the service would be bettered. On the contrary-andit isavery doubt- 
ful question as the Senator must see—if the effect of it would be to 
put colored troops all through the Army in all the various messes, 
companies, and regiments, in my judgment it would be exceedingly 
dangerous and raga to the entire Army. It is a very grave 
question presenting two sides, and I have endeavored candidly to 
present it. If I believed it would have one effect, the ultimate re- 
placement of the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry with white troops, because 
the best, I should certainly vote for it; if on the other hand it would 
have the other effect, I am against it. 

I beg not to be misunderstood. Under the fourteenth amendment 
all persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to 
their jurisdiction, are citizens of the United States, but the halt, the 
lame, and the blind cannot, because citizens, claim entry into the 
Army. The recruiting officer looks under the Constitution and laws to 
that class of citizens which will make the best soldiers, without regard 
to nationality or previous condition. I believe the white man makes 
the best soldier. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and a question. If I understood his remarks on this bill aright, the 
effect would be precisely what is feared by the Senator from Texas, 
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namely, that all the 
the colored troo 
tor from Rhode d. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is the object of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the real object of the bill, then I sug- 
gest that it can be reached much more certainly and simply by pro- 
viding that colored troops shall be enlisted in all the regiments. 
Then the Senator from Texas will have no doubt as to what the fut- 
ure effect of the bill will be, and it will carry out precisely the object 
of the majority of the committee; but as it is now I think it is open 
to the objection made by the Senator from Texas, namely, if it is con- 
strued one way it will exclude colored troops entirely from the Army, 
and he says that is the way he would like to have it construed ; and 
if it is construed the other way, of course the Senator from Texas 
would not be pleased. If I understand the Senator from Texas, his 
object is to break up practically the four colored regiments that are 
now in the Army and to substitute in the place of those colored men 
white troops. 

Mr. MAXEY. And for the reason—— 

Mr. ALLISON. You gave the reason. 

Mr. MAXEY. Not on account of color, but because they are better 


troo 

ME ALLISON. You want more efficient troops. That is a question 

a fact on which I might differ very much with the Senator from 
‘exas. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The Senator from Texas, of course, has his own 
reasons for acting as he proposes to do on this bill, I have my own 
reasons for desiring its passage, and I have stated them to the Senate. 
My purpose is to remove a restriction which rests u 
people of thecountry. A colored man now cannot enlist in the Engi- 
neer Corps; he cannot enlist in the artillery ; he cannot enlist in any of 
the regiments of infantry except the two mentioned, nor in any of 
the ments of cavalry except the two mentioned. My object is to 
open all the arms of the service to the enlistment of colored troops. 

I do not mean to say that this is going to put a sprinkling of col- 
ored troops in all the regiments of the Army of the United States 
within six months or within a year, possibly not within six years; 
but a process is going on in the United States which makes it very 
clear to me that there will be a e of colored troops in all 
the arms of the military service in a very few years. The prejudices 
of our people are being overcome every day. You may enact laws 
until the cows come home,” and you cannot remove these prejudices 
by those laws alone; the people themselves have got to become intel- 
ligent and unprejudiced, and they will become so on this subject 
within a very short time, and we shall have colored troops—and effi- 
cient colored troops—in all the regiments of the service. Men will 
sit down at the mess-table with colored troops, just as I sit down 
now in the omnibus and the horse-car with the colored man, and just 
as I sit by him in other places where he could not have sat by me six 
or ten or twelve years ago. All of our people are overcoming these 
prejudices. 

I based my argument on the broad ground that there should be no 
restriction. If we were to pass here to-day a law in the terms sug- 
gested by the Senator from Iowa, that colored troops shall be enlisted 
in all the regiments, there would be the same reason for ing a 
Jaw that Germans should be enlisted in all the regiments, that Irish- 
men should be enlisted in all the regiments, or that native American 
citizens should be enlisted in all the regiments. I see no more reason 
for the one 5 than the other as eee requirement of law. 

Mr. N. The Senator will pardon me a moment. As I un- 
derstand the construction now given to the law by the officers of the 
Army, colored troops are enlisted only in certain regiments. Now, 
the way to remedy that is to remove the restriction simply, so that 
bes Sage Ee enlisted in all the other regiments. 

B SIDE. In my remarks I made the very suggestion the 
Senator from Iowa has now made; but they have the right now to 
offer for enlistment in all the iments, and the recruiting officers 
have the right to enlist them, but by implication their enlistment is 
confined to these four regiments because the law says these four regi- 
ments shall be com of colored men and colored men N 
I say it is a wrong upon the white man to declare by law that he shali 
not.enlist in the Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. Suppose some intelli- 
gent, respectable white man from the locality of that regiment wants 
to enlist in it to serve three years; he comes up and says “ I want to 
enlist as a soldier in the Ninth Cav: the recruiting officer says 
“You cannot be received.“ Why?!“ “Because you are a white 
man.” The whole thing is unjust on its face. If our Army is in such 
a condition, if our people are in such a condition that they will not 
enlist in the same regiment with a colored man, that is something 
which we cannot meet by law; but I do not think that is the case 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I can see nothing in the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that the Senator from Rhode Island be 
allowed to finish his observations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I have no more to say unless something be said 
by others in o 8 to the bill. 

Mr. EDMUN! S. Ishould like to ask the Senator, though I donot 
want to take up time, what is the object of this amendment? His 


ents will be opened up to the enlistment of 
+ I understand to be the object of the Sena- 


n the colored. 


original bill as it stood, affirmatively declared that distinction in 
enlistments into the Army should not be made on the ground of color. 
That is right; that is the Constitution in its true sense I think; but 
now the committee has struck that all out and simply repealed two 
sections of the Revised Statutes which declare that there shall be 
two regiments of colored infantry and two regiments of colored cay- 
alry, leaving the rest of the law just as it stands on the statute-book. 
The consequence is that the law which now compels the enlistment 
of four colored regiments is repealed, and the Jaw is left under the 
interpretation—a wrong one in my opinion—that is said to have been 
given to it, that does not admit colored troops into any regiment at 
all. I think the Senator, if he is desirous to accomplish what I am 
sure he does, had better stick to his original bill. I should be very 
much afraid of the amendment. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I certainly have no objection to the original bill. 
I made this report myself. I do not know that it will be objected to 
in the committee. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 


bill goes over. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I move that this bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on 1 1 Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection to enter- 
taining that motion. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BLAINE. Suppose you take the bill as reported and add to it 


And hereafter colored men shall have the right to enlist in all arms of the service. 


Mr. ALLISON. That will do. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Under the law they have that right, but we have 
in the statute-book two sections which restrict that right by 18 7 
tion only. Now, there is no reason why those sections should be on 
the statute-book, and 1 SoD wanted to save time and trouble by 
recommending their repeal; but I have no objection to the bill going 
back to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been recommitted to the 
Committee on eae irs. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask to have my amendment committed with the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That course will be taken. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment of the 
Committee on Military Affairs: 

„ men shall have full right to enlist in all the arms of the 
ce. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. IfI can have the consent of the Senate to finish 
this bill, I will say now that I accept the amendment so that we can 
have the action of the Senate upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHYTE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is before the 
Senate, on which the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me for 
a moment for a personal explanation ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, yesterday, under instructions of 
the Committee on Railroads, I re an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute to the bill authorizing the extension of time for the 
completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and also submitted a 
report under instructions of the committee. At the time I did so the 
Senator from Minnesota (Mr. WN Do] asked leave to submit a minor- 
ity report, to which there was no objection and leave was 5 
Subsequently, under the head of “ Bills introduced“ I happened to 
be temporarily absent in the cloak-room—the Senator from Minnesota 
introduced a bill on the same epg Be bill providing for the exten- 
sion of time to the Northern Pacific Railroad, and, as is usual on the 
introduction of a bill, it was referred at his instance to the committee 
designated by him, which in that case was the Committee on Public 
Lands. As 1 say, I happened to be absent in the cloak-room and had 
no knowledge of this until late in the afternoon yesterday. I only 
desire to call attention to the matter now, because it strikes me that 
the course taken was, to say the least, a very extraordinary one, that 
after the appropriate committee—and certainly the Committee on 
Railroads was the appropriate committee to consider that subject— 
had, upon a careful and thorough investigation of some two or three 
months, considered the whole subject and made a report with but one 
dissenting voice from the committee, then a bill on the same subject 
should be introduced and referred to another committee, not the appro- 
paea committee in my judgment to consider the matter. I simply 

esire to call the attention of the Committee on Public Lands to the 
history of the eg so that when they come to consider that 
bill they may understand the whole history of the case. 

Mr. WINDOM. I was not aware that I was violating any rule of 
the Senate or was guilty of any impropriety in making this reference. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I did not intimate that the Senator from Minne- 


sota had violated any rule of the Senate, but I did intimate and do 
say that the course taken by him was, to say the least, a very extraor- 
nary and unusual course. ‘ 

Mr. WINDOM. Nor was I aware that it was so very extraordinary. 


di 
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If I were to deal in terms that are not quite parliamentary, I should 
say the course taken by the honorable Senator in the Committee on 
Railroads was very extraordinary ; but I shall not apply the language 
to him which he has 7 77 to me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. at does the Senator refer to, if he charges 
that n took a very extraordinary course in the Committee on Rail- 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it is not proper now to state it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; the accusation is made, and I should 
like to know what itis. I am ready to meet any accusation of that 
kind made by the Senator from Minnesota or any other Senator. 

Mr. WINDOM, One thing I say is 3 and I will state 
what it is. The Senator says there was but one dissenting voice to 
the bill which he reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And that is the fact. 

Mr. WINDOM. I happen to know that there were at least three 
dissenting voices in the committee. I do not know whether the Sena- 
tor knows it or not. I know that fact. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator will allow me. There was but one 
dissenting voice. I do not know that that was material. There are 
5 of the committee, as long as the Senator has referred 
to t. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Oregon referred to it first or I 
should not have done so. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I referred to what took place in the Senate. I 
referred not to what took place in committee, because I knew it was 
improper to do so. I simply referred to the fact that the honorable 
Senator from Minnesota had asked leave to make a minority report, 
and that that was granted him, which was all proper. I will say, 
however, that the records of the committee will not bear out the 
ee made by the Senator from Minnesota, neither will the 

acts. 

Mr. WINDOM. I shall not discuss what occurred in the Senator's 
committee. Iam entirely willing to leave that to the recollection 
of members of the committee themselves, as to which of us is right 
on that subject. 

Now, as to the reference of the other bill to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, I can see no impropriety in it whatever. I think that 
committee may zey fairly and very properly take the matter into 
consideration. In the first place itis certainly a committee to whom 
the matters relating to public lands should be referred. They under- 
stand that subject as well as anybody else. It is a committee that I 
take it will examine that bill without any prejadices but that will 
give us a fair report upon it, and that is all we want. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ApaMs, its Clerk, announced that the House had to the sixth 
and ninth amendments and d to the other amendments of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
to employ temporary clerks, and ing an appropriation 
for the same; making an appropriation for detecting trespass on 
ublic lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 
Btates, and for other purposes. 
The m e also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
4 bill (H. R. No. i establishing the salaries to be paid the col- 
lectors of customs of Plymouth and Nantucket, Massachusetts ; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 3123) extending the privileges of sections 2990 to 
2997 of the Revised Statutes, inclusive, to the port of Bath, in the 
State of Maine. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the 8 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appro- 
priation for filling up, draining, and placing in good sani condi- 
tion the grounds south of the Capitol along the line of the old canal, 
and r other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President. 


er of the House had 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (8. No. 528) to authorize the Worth- 
ington and Sioux F Railroad Company to extend its road into the 
Territory of Dakota to the village of Sioux Falls. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 
the pending question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
MATTHEWS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the interests involved in the pend- 


ing bills relating to the Pacific railroads are of such extraordinary 
magnitude that it is not astonishing that they have attracted the 
attention of more than one standing committee of the Senate. The 
legal and financial problems presented, even after the most elaborate 


continuance o 


study, seem to afford the basis of widely different conclusions. M 
own conclusion will be very briefly stated, and it is that we shoul 
exercise our right, imbedded in the statutes, to “add to, alter, amend, 
or repeal” the charters of these companies in such a manner as not to 
destroy but to preserve this great thoroughfare forever for the use of 
the public, for the reimbursement of the United States to the full ex- 
tent of its investments therein, and also for the permanent preserva- 
tion of the property of the stockholders. 

Can all this be harmoniously accomplished? This must be an- 
swered in the negative if the policy pursued by either the United 
States or the stockholders shall be to snatch all the current earnings 
of the companies for the next twenty years, and then leave the rest 
to the tender mercies of railroad wreckers. But, by a more far-sighted 
policy, it seems to me that the rights of all parties, moderately as- 
serted, can be secured and the t highway thus be handed down 
to future generations as a public blessing, earning perennial divi- 
dends for those who may succeed to its ownership, and without fear 
of fore-ordained bankruptcy from excessive indebtedness. 

Sound policy would seem to dictate that the United States should 
be a liberal rather than a harsh creditor, but not a weak nor a sill 
one; and that policy equally dictates that the stockholders should 
not be too eager for present profits; that they should forego some- 
thing of immediate gains in order to preserve a long and prosperous 
life to their companies, and therefore that they should be willing to 
postpone something of fat dividends in order to diminish an indebt- 
edness which threatens their ultimate extinction. If the vitality of 
the road and its obligations can be destroyed by extravagant de- 
mands on the pert of the United States, it is not less certain that a 

the past omission on the part of these companies to 
provide for any reduction of their colossal indebtedness will, in 
3 years, make both their present valuable capital stock, and the 
second mortgage of very doubtful value and possibly utterly worth- 
less. The bare interest upon the first and second mort will be- 
come so ponderous and unman: ble as to swallow up all the net 
N and from sheer necessity the property must then be fore- 
closed by the first-mortgage bondholders. e United States, hold- 
ing the second mo e, as a last resort, for its own protection, ma 
be compelled to pay off the first mortgage, amounting to $57,062,192, 
and take the slender chances of realizing sy ultimate repayment ; 
but the capital stock of the companies would be extinguished. Of 
course, should the United States not intervene, and a foreclosure be 
pushed by the first-mortgage bondholders, many of whom are present 
olders of stock, the first mort; would become the sole owners 
of the whole property, and any other lien would be forever barred. 

I do not propose to consider at any length the legal questions aris- 
ing in the bills which are pending, but I may be permitted to sa 
that where the right has been reserved in terms of the most radi 
latitude by Con to “add to, alter, amend, or repeal” a charter 

ted, it would seem that Congress; beyond all controversy, must 
ve the whole of that right, with no great limitation to its exercise 
save the discretion of Con itself. The paty with whom discere- 
tion is lod must use it and no other. “To add to, alter, amend, 
or repeal,” were each and all exclusive rights reserved to Congress 
and not to the courts nor tothe companies. Of course I do not mean 
to say that Congress can annul gifts or disturb the past; but it may 
regulate the future and may interdict gifts made at our expense, may 
reform abuses, and impose any additional rip oss upon the pr 
administration of the trust at its will and pleasure. Undou tedly 
the Supreme Court disappointed some members of Congress—perha 
with sufficient reasons—by its decision that the interest paid by the 
United States annually on account of these railroad companies was a 
debt not due until the prineipal of the debt became due, or thirty 
ears after the date of the bonds; but I do not understand that the 
upreme Court have decided that upon these large sums, greater 
much than the face of the bonds, no interest will be due and charge- 
able when the principal of the bonds becomes due; nor do I under- 
stand, whether that be so or not, that the Supreme Court have decided 
anything only on the basis of the law as it stood at the time of the 
decision; and should the law be altered or amended by the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government, with the approval of the Executive, 
it would be a gross mistake for any party to hope or expect any sub- 
sequent decision of the judiciary could be based upon anything but 
the law as amended. 

If the power of Congress to touch these corporations were even 
held to rest upon the technical grounds of some default on the part 
of these ape > ple can it be said that soey have been so clear in 
their t office as to be void of all offense? Has there been no de- 
fault ie the prompt payment of the 5 per cent. of their net earnings? 
Is it no default that they have received and issued, as has been often. 
stoutly asse beyond the bonds of the United States to the ex- 
treme legal limit, their own first-mortgage bonds in excess of the 
amount actually required for the construction of the road, and have 
distributed the proceeds of this excess as though it were legitimate 
profits from earnings of the road—an excess, also, which must at 
once ascend into the bosom of the first mort; to the prejudice and 
manifest detriment of the security of the United States? I do not 
know what the facts may be, but the charge has been made as I have 
stated it. Their grand subsidy was granted to secure the construc- 
tion of the road, and we never contemplated an additional thirty 
years’ tax upon our people to enable the companies to distribute 
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munificent dividends . unpaid-for stock. Is it no default that 
the law, which required the capital stock to be paid for in money at 
par, was notoriously disregarded? 

Is it not some default that these companies have been long and 
regularly distributing larger dividends than they could have done 
except by the postponement of the repayment of the large sums paid 
out semi-annually on their account by the United States, and thereby 
steadily increasing their own indebtedness? Is it possible that there 
is no legal remedy for a policy of “stripping and waste” in the open 
and defiant grasp of dividends steadily derived from the United States 
Treasury to the amount of $3,423,731 annually? Cannot Congress 
say that dividends must cease until they can be made without an in- 
crease of liabilities? Cannot Congress meet the exigency of impend- 
ing insolvency by an adequate remedy? 

n the case of the Central Pacific, their resources, including those 
of this indirect character, have been equal not only to 8 per cent. 
dividends, but they have a surplus of over $10,000,000 with which they 
are said to be extending a monopoly by bnilding another trans-conti- 
nental railroad, upon which the United States will have neither first 
nor second mortgage security. With such an exuberance of means 
it would seem that running hopelessly in debt to the United States 
was wholly inexcusable, and, if they so persisted, that it would be 
such evidence of a purpose to incapacitate themselves for the future 
repayment of the debt as to justify a prompt and vigorous inter- 
ference. 

The original intention of the acts of Congress must be carried out; 
and that intention was, that the companies, if able, were to honestly 
pay honest debts. No one proposes to take from them an acre of 
granted land. No one at present proposes to interfere with theirrates 
of freight and transportation. No one proposes to add to the number 
of Government directors, Noone 224 eal to restore onr second mort- 
gage to the position it originally held as the first lien. No one pro- 
poses to reclaim the rich and extensive coal-fields. No one proposes 
to divert a dollar of the earnings of the road to any other use than 
to the strict and direct lasting benefit of the road; that is to say, to 
the ultimate extinction of some share of the rapidly accumulating 
debts of the companies. It seems to me that so farthis would not be 
oppressive. What prudently managed corporation would not eagerly 
do the same thing? It would be but a slight change in the practical 
economy of the railroad companies, and such as might often result 
from a mere change in a board of directors. It is not a change of 
what is called the contract that is desired, but it is to ward off a fatal 
change threatened by the railroad companies, through a wrong and 
blindly selfish administration of their affairs, that is songht to be ar- 
rested. Unless the present stockholders regard a twenty years lease 
of the Pacific Railroad as more valuable than its ultimate perpetual 
ownership, free from debt, they cannot look with disfavor upon any 
measure calculated to diminish their indebtedness and to give them 
an unincumbered title to their property. 

By the sixth section of the act of L802 it is quite obvious that a 
greater payment than for services to the Government and 5 per cent. 
of the net earnings were contemplated, as will be seen from the fol- 
lowing words: 

Said com: may also the United States, wholly or in in the same or 
other bond ‘Tx “A dn pa other evidences of 3 United States, 
to be allowed at par. 

But still more significant are the words which follow, by which it 
appears that 5 per cent. of the net earnings was only fixed as a min- 
imum, as “ the least” that should be paid, and that they might be 
required to pay, or mient voluntarily pay, much more. The con- 
cluding part of the section reads as follows: 

And after said road is completed, until said bonds and interest are paid, at least 
5 per cent, of the net earnings of said road shall be annually applied to the pay- 
ment thereof. t 
This lets in a flood of light and shows that from the net earnings 
to be annually applied to the payment of the bonds, as well as the 
interest, 5 19 51 cent. was not to be anything more than “ the least” 
that should be required. 

As to the question of the power of Congress to pass the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee or that of the Railroad Committee, there is this 
difference in principle, that the latter bill assumes that Congress has 
no ones to legislate yes the subject but with the consent of the 
railroad companies or that we are wholly at their mercy. That bill 
oppen to have been projected upon the idea of making the consent 

the companies certain by giving them better conditions than they 
now enjoy. The interests of the United States appear to me to be of 
sufficient magnitude to warrant Congress in claiming to be at least 
an equal party und notinferior to the railroad companies in the deter- 
mination of the questions at issue. The bill of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee assumes so much, perhaps rather more, and asks no questions. 

For one, I would not use the power of Con tyrannically, nor 
unjustly ; but this power will be evoked when extravagant claims 
are presented, no matter by what astute argumentation they may be 
enforced; no matter how potential may be the array of private in- 
terests; and the managers of these roads, if they do not want their 
affairs, at some cost to themselves, perpetually sweltering in the 
Halls of Congress, should comprehend the point clearly, and promptly 
tender or accept such fair and equitable terms as would be ratified 
and confirmed forever by the people, and such as the railroad compa- 
nies, upon “second sober thought,” would cheerfully accept. Great 
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benefits were originally from the road, and these, let us 
cheerfully admit, have been realized in far cheaper rtation 
service and in the stronger ligament which binds the shores of the 
Atlantic and Pacific together; but these benefits were the induce- 
ments prophesied, which called forth unstinted liberality in advan 
and there can be no well-founded demand for compensation a seco 
time. 

Have we been liberal or not with the Pacific Railroad Companies? 
By looking at what has been done, all can better judge what more 
shonld be done. 

First. We have given to them, as estimated at different times by the 
General Land Office, from twenty million to thirty million acres of 
public lands, not wholly of much present value, but with abundant 
coal-fields of priceless value, exceeding even the inexhaustible an- 
thracite-coal fields of Pennsylvania, and affording a large and mar- 
ketable product as well as a supreme element u the cheap operation 


of the road. 
Second. We aided by lending the companies our 6 per cent. bonds 
for thirty years to the amount of $57,062,192, sec at the outset 


by a first mort , and these bonds now bring in the market over 
18 per cent. premium. We gave our security and took theirs to cover 
an exactly equal amount. 


Third. We consented to change the place of our mortgage security 
from the first place to that of a subordinate, and gave to the com- 
a prior lien. 


panies the 8 of issuing an equal amount wi 

Fourth. The whole of their charges for services in carrying the 
mails and other transportation accounts by the act of 1862 were to 
be at once applied on their indebtedness, but by the act of 1864 only 
one-half was to be so applied. 

Fifth. In the first act all coal-mines were reserved to the United 
N in the last they were wholly surrendered to the railroads. 

Sixth. We have thus far paid the accruing interest on the seeond- 
mortgage bonds (less the amount reimbursed) to the extent of $24,- 
343,812.36. We must continue the payment of this interest as it falls 
due for twenty years longer, or a further sum of $66,110,620.40. Noth- 
ing of this will be due, according to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, until the principal is due. Simple interest u these pay- 
ments at 6 per cent. will amount to nearly or quite $70;000,000. If 
this also is not a debt, when we are paying 6 per cent, upon a loan of 
millions, then it is a gratuity largely in excess of the original bonds, 
and one of those things never dreamed of in the philosophy of Con- 


The account stated as between merchant and merchant, or between 
man and man, would show that besides lands, besides coal-mines, be- 
sides credits, up to the year 1900, we shall have aided these companies, 
as already indicated, to the extent of not less than 82 ., 516,024.76. 
From this sum there should be deducted whatever sum has or shall 
have been repaid ; but, if that should reach no higher than for 
the past ten years, it will be comparatively er insignifieant in 
amount. Through the aid of the United States these com 
have issued certificates of stock representing for the Union Pacific 
$36,762,300, and for the Central Pacific, $54,275,500, or $91,037,800 of 
capital in all, upon which it would be a preposterous exaggeration to 
suppose that even 10 per cent. was ever paid at par in cash as cap- 
ital; and upon this very rotund fiction the fortunate stockholders 
have been receiving dividends just the same as they would have done 
on a capital fully paid up at one hundred cents on the dollar. And 
yet, my friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MaTrHEws] is elequently 
distressed at the idea of interference by Congress at any time before 
the dividends shall exceed 10 per cent, when, if they were to be re- 
stricted to 10 per cent. dividends upon the cash originally actuall 
pro for each share of stock, one dollar per share instead of ten weul 

altogether too much for even a 10 per cent. dividend. 

Here is where, as I think, there is fair ground for an equitable ar- 
rangement between the United States and the man of these 
gigantic corporations. The stockholders must see that it will be for 
their interest in the long run to accept smaller dividends rather than 
to receive larger at the risk and cost of the United States, already 

rhaps an exasperated creditor. They might distribute 4 or possi- 

ly even 6 per cent. dividends and preserve their plant. Six dollars 
annually on shares costing even sixty or seventy dollars ought to 
make the owners conten They have their choice: big dividends 
absolutely terminable after a brief period, or moderate dividends for 
a brief period and then larger ones in perpetuity. The Union pays 8 
per cent. and the Central 8 per cent., with a very heavy and inereas- 
ing surplus. The net earnings of the Union, after deducting operat- 
ing expenses, in 1877 were $8,317,091.58, and those of the Central in 
1876 were $9,137,004.73. Such a net revenue makes its own argu- 
ment. 

I know that some considerable part of these stocks have passed from 
the hands of the original owners, and now brings in market about 
$70 per share for the Union and a good deal more than that for thestock 
of the Central, which, being owned by asmall number of individuals, 
is rarely offered for sale, and yet ere long I fancy, even with dividends 
temporarily reduced, the stock of both companies would take its 
place, without a r, as the best among all American railroad stocks. 
The through business has by no means yet reached its maximum, and 
the local business, along with the rapidly increasing local population, 
may be e to double within a brief time after the country shall 
have once more arrived at the condition of its usual prosperity. I 
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have no donbt these companies will be able to contribute liberally to 
a sinking fund, and still make sure and respectable dividends, or with 
so little diminution as to cause only a slight and temporary depres- 
sion in the price of their stock. They have been exceptionally suc- 
cessful and can afford, while mainly holding a stock with all the ear- 
marks of a bonus, to be just toward a benefactor to whom they are 
indebted for fortunes of many millions, possibly too blindly bestowed. 

But what is it that the bill of the Railroad Committee proposes to 
do, and which has been urged with so much pertinacity ? 

First. They propose that the United States shall pay, as we have 
DNS; the coupon interest, and wait without interest nntil the whole 

ebt matures. 

Second. Instead of applying to their credit annually, as the law 
now compels them to do, the pledged 5 per cent. of their net earn- 
ings and the one-half of the transportation accounts against the Gov- 
ernment, they propose to add 6 per cent. interest, compounded semi- 
annually, to the several sums, though the largest would be interest 
on the actual money of the Government, and then twenty years hence 
to apply it with all the accretions to their credit. With that method 
of borrowing and of payment, fat dividends might be paid by the 
railroads without any other business, although it would be mnch 
simpler and far more advantageous to the United States to provide 
that for every dollar paid by the railroad companies they should have 
a credit of . 

By the mode of computation proposed the compensation for Gov- 
ernment services to the amount of say $600,000 in 1876 weuld entitle 
the railroads in the year 1900 to an inflated credit of more than four 
times that amount, or to $2,479,350.92, being $1,879,350.92 in excess of 
what they would be entitled to under existing law. This is not wip- 
ing out their debt with a sponge, but it is the mode of wiping it out 
by the bill of the Railroad Committee, and entirely a new and rare 
gift to the companies. The Senator from Ohio on my right [Mr. MAT- 
THEWS] has no doubt they will accept of it. It being a new and very 

subsidy, I do not think he is any too confident. 

ird. It is finally proposed that the railroad companies shall add 
to the 5 per cent. of net earnings and to the Government transpor- 
tation account a sum sufficient to make altogether an annual contri- 
bution to the sinking fund of $1,000,000, but the addition would be a 
supplement insufficient to offset the magnificent railroad arithmetic. 
The addition is a cipher only, but serves the magical purpose of 
bagay N eir credits. 

b will be seen that the chief merit of this sinking fund is its semi- 
annual compound-interest fertility, while the semi-annual advances 
made by the United States are to be absolutely barren of interest. It 
is a new way of paying debts, by which a mole-hill overtops the 
mountain, aud, if successful, the inventors should be rewarded with 
a compound-multiplying patent. If the companies are truly too poor 
ever to repay what they really owe, let us ey proclaim the fact 
and release them to the extent of 50 per cent.; but do not let us vainly 
undertake to befog our constituents nor ourselves with this bald, if 
not impudent, system of book-keeping and arithmetic, which the 
merest school-boy would be ashamed not to discover reached a like 
result by a much less circuitous process. 

As I understand it the 5 per cent. on net earnings and one-half of the 
services for Goyernment transportation by the Union Pacific may be 
reckoned to average about $666,972, This would leave $166,514 as 
the pitiful sum to be semi-annually added to the sinking fund to 
make ap the annual amount to one million, and this is the meager 
outcome of all the new and old advantages so hopefully tendered to 
the railroad companies. We are to settle and compound our debt 
and have very little to show for it but the pomp and sublimity of 
semi-annual compound interest. Beyond these telling advantages, 
e with as lavish a hand as though the d was yet un- 

uilt; there comes an appendix providing that, after the year 1900, 
we are to reloan to the railroad companies the same amount of ca; 
ital for twenty-five years longer, to be repaid semi-annually in half- 
million installments, with no other nor better security and with the 
e that no more than the lowest av rate of interest our 
public debt may then bear shall be exacted. we should then owe 
no debt and be Paying no interest, the inference might be that no 
interest could be c an but with this bill as an example of our 
guardianship of the financial interests of the country, there need 
not be much eee that the country will be out of debt. 

The bill of Judiciary Committee may need some amendment 
something less complicated and more direct might be better—and I 
should y prefer some changes that would, if possible, simplify 
the various propositions it contains; but I am very clear that the 
financial position of the United States relative to these railroad com- 
panies would not be improved by the passage of the bill of the Rail- 
road Committee, and, rather than accept of its conditions, it would 
be wiser, as it appears to me, to wait until the managers of these 
ro if we cannot act without their consent—find it for their inter- 
est to offer better terms. In fact, I cannot persuade myself that any 
of these b could, with a sober face, ask those who are here, 
charged with the duty of protecting the interests of the United States, 
to vote for the bill of the Railroad Committee, as they must know 
that the cry for a ee would be sounded before the ink was dry upon 
the parchment. It may be true that the bill would send them along 
on road to Paradise, but it is manifest that the interests of the 
Government would keep equal pace on the road to ruin. 


ject to the wish of any Senator to be heard u 


Finally, if the Pacific Railroad Com; 
dends up to the present rate and at the same time 
debtedness, business forecast and reasonable prudence require the 


panies cannot keep their divi- 
iminish their in- 


directors to make some 7 appropriation to this important 
end from their dividend funds. Nothing will answer their pur- 
pose nor that of Congress; and perhaps the best thing the railroad 
companies can now do would be to ask their friends not to identify 
themselves with a bill which professedly aims to create a sinking 
sung but which instead proves to be only a mask to hide a fresh sub- 
sidy. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] a question. I understand the Senator from Vermont to 
find fault with these companies for declaring large dividends on their 
stock. I would call the attention of the Senator to the eighteenth 
section of the act of incorporation, wherein it is specially declared 
that they are entitled to 10 per cent. on the whole cost of the road. 
I ask the Senator if he claims that that is repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Read the section. Let us hear that special reser- 
vation. 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CI. Read the section, and see how much they are 
entitled to receivo. 

d TELLER. The eighteenth section of the act of 1862 pro 
vides— 


That whenever it appears that the net 


of the entire road and telegraph, 
including the amount allowed for services rendered for the United States, after 
deducting all ex 


ditures—including repairs and the furnishing, running, and 
managing of said road—shall exceed 10 per cent. upon its cost, (exclusive of the 
5 per cent. to be paid to the United States)— 


Then the Government may interfere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May do what? 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Government may interfere and fix the 
rates. That is a tacit declaration, at least, that they are entitled to 
receive that before the Government can interfere. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the Government could fix the rates; but, 
in the mean time, the Government wants to have this money kept to 
pay the debt. 

. TELLER. That is not the ae and I ask the Senator 
whether he thinks they are not entitled to dividends on their stock? 

Mr. HARRIS. If there be no Senator who desires to continue the 
debate upon the railroad bill this evening, I move that it be inform- 
ally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Warren Mitchell. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have every N in the world to oblige 
the Senator from Tennessee, but I do hope if Senators wish to speak 
on the railroad bill that they will proceed. I gave notice last week 
that I would ask for a vote to-morrow. If I had not given that no- 
tice I should ask fora vote to-day. I hope that we may ‘Ret to a vote; 
but if we are to have only one speech a day on this bill, and some- 
times a very brief one, (as the very brief discussion to which we 
have listened this morning, and none the less instructive because it 
was brief,) I do not know when we shall get to a vote upon the bill. 
I hope, if there is any Senator who is prepared to speak on the bill 
now and desires to do so, that he wil i proceed to-day. If he does 
not, I am sure he cannot complain if to-morrow I ask the Senate, and 
ask the Senate earnestly, to bring this discussion to a close, and to 
sit the bill out. 

I propose to offer an amendment to the original bill to be considered 
by the Rate: I believe the bill can only be laid aside informally 
by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. RoLLINS in the chair.) The 
Senator from Tennessee asks that the funding bill be info: y laid 
aside, and that the Senate take up for consideration 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio, as he desires 
to offer an amendment, that it be offered and printed, so that we can 
understand what it is if the bill is to be laid aside informally. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not the amendment prepared formally, 
but I can state its substance in a few words, so that the Senate may 
understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I submit to the Senator from Ohio that I distinctly 
stated that, if there was any Senator who desired to continue the 
debate on the railroad bill this evening, I should not propose to inter- 
pose my motion; but, if there be no Senator who desires to be heard 
this evening upon the railroad bill, then I mere my friend from Ohio 
will consent that the railroad bill may be informally laid aside and 
the bill I su t, Senate bill No. 855, be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. TH URMAN. Of course, as I gave notice that I should ask a vote 
to-morrow, I cannot press the bill to a vote to-day. If there is no 
Senator ready to proceed, of course I shall not resist the motion made 
by the Senator from Tennessee. e 

Mr. HARRIS. I make the motion indicated a moment since, sub- 
n the railroad bill. I 
shall withdraw the motion instantly if any Senator announces such 
a purpose. 

. INGALLS. I should like to hear the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to say that if the bill is to go over 
until to-morrow I should like to hear stated the amendment which 
the Senator from Ohio proposes. 

Mr. THURMAN. I state now the amendment that I shall offer. 
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The third section of the Judiciary Committee bill provides as fol- 
lows: 


That there shall be established in the Treasury of the United States a sinking 
fund, which shall be invested by the Secretary of the 7 Bo bonds of the 
United States; and the semi-annual income thereof shall be in like manner from 
time to thee Invested, sal those shall eocummaiate ena Na of as here- 
inafter mentioned. d in 8 such investments the y shall prefer 
the 5 per cent. bonds of the Uni States, wales Pe good reasons appearing to 
him, and which he shall report to Con hes at any time deem it advisable 
to invest in other bonds of the United States. 

In opening the diseussion on this bill I explained the reason why 
the committee directed the Secretary to prefer the 5 pe cent. bonds, 
To repeat, and very briefly, the reasons were that the five percents are 
the only bonds not subject to call that will mature about the time 
that the subsidy bonds of the United States will mature, except the 
subsidy bonds themselves. But we did not think it wise to require 
the Secretary to invest in the railroad subsidy bonds because of the 
very high rate of premium that those bonds bear. Therefore we pro- 
vided that he should give preference in met, these investments to 
the five percents of the United States, especially as the five percents 
with componnd interest upon them will make more interest than the 
interest which the railroad companies would have to pay upon the same 
amount of money thus invested at 6 per cent., toy paying interest 
without rest and the five percents being compounded ; so that perfect 
justice would be done to the companies by their investment in the five 
pereents. But it has been su ted to us, and it strikes me with a 

t deal of force, that the difference between the market value of 
 first-mortgage bonds of the companies and the five percents is so 
little that it would be better for the sinking fund to allow the Secre- 
tary to invest in the first-mortgage bonds of the companies as well as 
in Government bonds, because the first-mortgage bonds of the com- 
anies bear interest at 6 per cent., whereas the bonds of the United 
States here mentioned bear interest at only 5 per cent. An investment, 
therefore, in the ſirst- mortgage bonds would produce 1 per cent. more 
interest, and compounded it would produce u very considerable amount 
more interest than an investment in the five percents, while the security 
for the purposes of the sinking fund would be just as good as would 
be the five percents or any other bonds of the United States. I there- 
fore give notice that at the proper time I shall move to amend the 
third section, so as to add the first-mortgage bonds of the companies 
as one of the securities in which the Secretary may invest the sinking 
fund. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Giving the Secretary of the Treasury discretion 

to select the five percents of the Government or the 6 per cent. first- 


mort bonds of the companies? j 
Mr. THURMAN. Yes, the five percents or the first-mortgage bonds 
of the companies. Of course you have to give the discretion to some- 


body, and I think that everybody would be willing that it should rest 
in the Secretary of the Treasury. I have not prepared the amend- 
ment in words; it will require some little care, perhaps; but I give 
notice that I shall move such an amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. BLAINE. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion merely for information. In the way the sinking fund is pro- 
posed to be constituted in his bill, does it imply or require that the 
actual investments made shall themselves be retained for this pur- 

ose, that it shall be a specific fund, that these specific securities shall 
Be deposited and their interest invested, the specific securities bought 


to be deposited ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Undoubtedly it does. 

Mr. BLAINE. Suppose any accident or loss should occur to that 
fund, as occurred in the Interior Department with the Indian trust 
fund, which has never I believe been made up, upon whom would 
the loss fall? 

Mr. THURMAN. I will sa; vay friend that we expect to get into 

wer about the 4th of March, 1881, and then everything will be so 

onestly cared for that there will be no need of apprehension. 

Mr. BLAINE. But it was under the Senator’s own party that the 
loss occurred in the Interior Department, and it was just that possi- 
ble dread that made me address the inquiry to the Senator from Ohio. 
I believe that nothing of that sort has happened since the republican 
party came into power, but it did once occur under the democratic 

Seriously, I wanted to know that, because it seemed to me 

hat whatever you a upon as the rate of the sinking fund the 

money should be paid in and should be credited to the companies. I 

do not know that the United States have ever held a sinking fund in 

any other way. The naval pension fund, which amounts to some 

$13,000,000 I believe, is not held in any specific bond, nor is theGeneva 
award fund, I believe, so held now. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Geneva award was putin a single bond of 
the United States. 

Mr. BLAINE. Not now, I think. 

Mr. MORRILL. It was originally held that way. 

Mr. BLAINE. As long as it was in the State Department it was; 
but it has now been put into the Treasury, I suppose, thdugh the 
Geneva award fund is not held in specific bonds, and, if any particu- 
lar bonds happen to be stolen or burned, the Geneva award fund 
would not be considered to have vanished out of existence. 

Mr. THURMAN. If I am not mistaken—the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance can tell me—the sinking fund of the public debt 
is held in the very bonds that are purchased. 


Mr. MORRILL. No, it is not. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think not. 

Mr. BECK. They are all canceled. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is theoretically a specific fund, but practically 
it is not. ` 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the chairman of the Judiciary Committee or 
the Senator who reports this bill know of any fund in any Depart- 
ment of the United States Government that has ever been held this 
way except those funds in the Interior Department which took wings 
unto themselves and flew away! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, there are heaps of them. But it is not 
necessary to go into that. This bill stands upon an entirely different 
principle, and that is the power of Congress, under these acts, and 
its regulating power, as States have, according to a dozen late decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States, to regulate the 
transactions of people who are engaged in Pierre tl lic inter- 
ests, for the benefit of their creditors, to establish sinking funds, or 
to accumulate money in order to do one of the things that their au- 
mony compels them to do, and that is to keep their promises to their 
creditors. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator is running beyond the point. Iam 
= touching that point at all. I am not within a thousand leagues 
of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if the Senator asks me a question he should 
give me time enough to answer; it may take a week. 

Mr. BLAINE, I want the Senator to answer my question, and 
not some other one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what Iam doing. It is just pos- 
sible the Senator cannot perceive it, but I am. The Senator wants 
to know why we do not consider this as a payment into the Treasury. 

Mr. BLAINE. No; I do not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that if any bonds are lost or stolen it will not 
be the loss of the companies. Is not that it? 

Mr. BLAINE, Yes; practically. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; practically that is it. I say that the 
foundation of all legislative jurispradence, (which I think is an apt 
term for this kind of business of compelling paip engaged in public 

ursuits and under public power to keep their obligations all around,) 
is the ee and control to compel them to do their duties to 
their creditors as well as to the publie in carrying the freights and 
passengers, and so on. Now, then, everywhere, in every State, and 
in every civilized country, the ordinary method of accumulating 
money to pay off debts is a sinking fund of some sort. The sinking 
fund is required by courts and by Legislatures and by Con, 
and so on, to be invested in the best securities that can be found to 
accumulate the most money where the debtor furnishes the money; 
but where, as under the Railroad Committee bill, the United States 
furnishes the money, it might be a little different thing. That being 
the case the people who furnish the money, and the Government or 
the courts that control its security, doing their best to preserve it, if 
there happens to be a loss, that loss, as in all such must fall 
upon the fund, upon the debtor. That is a principle of universal 
jurisprudence. But in this particular case, let me say to my friend 
from Maine, there is not any practically conceivable r of loss, 
because this investment in bonds of the United States or in the first- 
mo bonds of the company, as is now suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio, is an investment in bonds that as they come into the 
Treasury can be andshould be (if you havea Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that is good for anything as we have now) so indorsed and 
stamped that if all the thieves in Washington, which is saying a 
deal, were to get into the Treasury and carry them off, it would not 
do the companies a bit of hurt or the thieves a bit of good. That is 
a practical answer, I su t, to my friend. 

. BLAINE. Then I must say that is just tantamount to keeping 
the books, because you do not put into the sinking fund a negotiable 
security. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We do not intend to do that. 

Mr. BLAINE. You simply put in that which shall appear on the 
books as a credit, because you destroy the character of the security 
as a negotiable piece of paper at once. It occurred to me in this wise, 
thaf the money which is paid in under this bill, if it shall become a 
law, will be paid in at stated periods. It can be anticipated, I sup- 

„with as much certainty as any other source of revenue, for 
tance, thongh this I suppose is not to be regarded as revenue. We 
have a very large amount of 5.20 bonds, unhappily too large, 6 per 
cent. bonds in gold that are payable on call. e can call them in at 
any time we choose on numbers, so that every dollar the railroad com- 
nies would pay in might be used to destroy for the time being or 
diately a similar amount of 5.20 bonds on which we are paying 

6 per cent. interest in gold; and you might credit it to the company 
just as you choose, you regard the 5 per cent. as a sufficient inter- 
est or the 6 cent. as a sufficient interest, whatever it is you credit 
them with that and call it that; but it seems to me that is its state 
now if you put in the 6 per cent. bond of the company, which I think 
is a good suggestion, because there is no thing you can invest in so 
good as your own notes in the shape of protecting your credit. If 
you put that in and then the 5 per cent. bonds and then give the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury discretion, as this bill does, to run down 
through the 44 or 4 per cent. bonds according to his discretion, which 
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leaves the thing in a very uncertain attitude, you do not know 
exactly what it is going to be. 

Of course while it is a very proper provision to put in the first- 
mortgage bonds, the Senator from Ohio knows even better than my- 
self that that will at once very materially advance the value of those 
bonds. Nothing advances the value of any bonds so much as to have 
them bought for a sinking fund, and they may very soon of course be 
out of reach. It does seem to me that whatever you order it to be 
invested in, or whatever discretion 7 may invest the Secretary of 
the Treasury with in dealing with the question of the sinking fund, 
you ought as between the company that you are collecting the money 
from and the Government to agree upon a specific rate. You can 
very easily make it good. Whatever that rate may be in the judg- 
ment of Congress it should be specific and specified, and stand at 
that. Instead of hunting around for bonds at a premium, or this 
kind, or that kind, or the other kind, I think the wisest thing the 
Secretary of the Treasury can do when he receives this million or 
two million, or whatever it may be, semi-annuall, to buy up the 
6 per cent. securities of the United States, which are now out by hun- 
dreds of millions and which can be brought in on call any day you 
choose, and stop that much of gold interest. That is a privilege 
which will still be open to the Secretary of the Treasury for the next 
ten or twelve years, until the five-twenties are entirely exhausted. 
I do not know 80 valuable and so useful a mode in which the sinking 
fund should be administered, although I may be entirely mistaken 
in it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the error, with great deference to my 
friend from Maine, into which he falls about this proposition is this: 
the duty of the United States as the trust company, so to speak, into 
which this sinking fund is to be paid, being the safest possible trust 
company, of course, is to make the most that it can as a trust com- 

y, so tos out of the money that is contributed by the debtor. 
t is a plain duty of right and of trust, as in the case of all sinking 
funds and trust. 

Very well. Now, if my friend says then “ Why do you not take 
the 6 per cent. bonds of the United States?” the answer is, that the 
Secretary, if he took those, would have the same right to call them 
as against the sinking fund and the companies that he has against 
the present holders. Just as soon as he can borrow money from the 
people at a reduced rate of interest he would be bound to call those 
very bonds. The consequence would be that you would drop down 
then to the lowest rate of interest at which Government securities 
can be got. The first business of a sinking fund is to have it abso- 
lutely safe, and therefore the duty of the person Who holds the sink- 
ing fund, be he Government or bank or trust company, is to invest 
at the highest rate he can in a perfectly safe security, as far as human 
contrivance can make it safe, and of course the bonds of the United 
States are supposed to be that. Therefore, it does not do any good 
to the United States to take its 6 per cent. bonds and cail them in, 
for the reason that just as soon as the Secretary of the Treasury can 
borrow that money at a lower rate of interest under existing laws he 
is to call them in; and it would be unjust to the United States to 
make the United States as the holder of this sinking fund pay a 
greater rate of interest to these companies than it paid to any other 
persons from whom it should borrow money ; because in the attitude 
of a debtor, or a borrower, the United States has a right, and it is its 
duty, to borrow money at the lowest ible rate of interest. So the 
moment you separate the two ideas of the United States as a borrower 
of money upon bonds, and as the holder of a trust, and keep those two 
notions separate as they ought to be, there is no difficulty in the case. 
The money is paid in, as this bill provides, to be invested in the best 
securities you can, in order to make it accumulate the most. If they 
can be invested in the bonds of the United States which are the 
highest ones of safety, then invest them in those bonds that bear the 

test rate of interest that the United States is obliged to pay. But 
it is not obliged as we can all see now, unless we pass some more 
silver bills, and so on, to pay 6 per cent. interest. It can borrow 
cine even now at 4} per cent., as we are told by the Secretary of 

e Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. Since the silver bill passed ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Since the silver bill. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury says so. Whether he is correct or not, I do not know; I hope he 
is. I hope we can borrow it at 4; I hope we can borrow it at 3, at 
the lowest possible sum, no matter what it is. But in t of these 
companies our duty as a holder of a trust fund is simply to invest it, 
first, in securities that are absolutely safe, that is to say, the securi- 
ties of the United States or these first-mort bonds, estes they 
must be paid; but there is another difficulty about that which I will 
come to presently; second, to invest it at that rate of interest which 
will get the most money. But if the Secretary invests in United 
States bonds he must paan invest in those that bear the lower 
rate of interest; but the United States can now borrow money upon 
those bonds to pay off those of a higher rate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Suppose he invests in the bonds issued to these 
companies, which are 6 per cent. bonds not payable until thirty years? 

. That is exactly what the Senator from Ohio has 
refe — 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not mean the first- mortgage bonds of the com- 
panies. I mean the bonds of the United States issued to these com- 


panies which bear 6 per cent. interest and which are not payable 
until thi ears. 
3 Does the Senator know what rate those bonds 

Mr. ALLISON. They are above par. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me tell the Senator that they are 118. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly the practical obstacle, if you take 
a piece of paper and figure out the interest, to investing in bonds 
ever so good, if they bear a very high rate of premium because you 
are obliged to charge your trust fund with the premiam you pay and 
to reduce the profit to the debtor who is accumulating a Jand by just 
that much; so that the only practical thing to do is to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as this bill does, to do the best he can in 
the public securities of the United States for the benefit of this fund, 
15 in the first- mortgage bonds of the companies, which are paramount 

ours. 

The only practical objection that occurs to me as to the first- mort- 
gage bonds is as to one contingency. Suppose there are now, in re- 
spect of these companies, about ,000,000, in round numbers, or 
$54,000,000 or whatever it may be of these first-mortgage bonds. Sup- 
pose the Secretary of the Treasury invests these securities in those, 
and at the end of the period, 1895 or 1900, no matter what, he has 
caught up half of them. They are in bonds, they are not in money. 
Some disaster that nobody can foresee comes upon all this railway 
business, and the companies cannot earn money enough to more than 
pay the running expenses and keep up the road; it is a failure as 
many 2 companion have been. I cannot foresee that ; I do not 
think it at all likely to happen; but if it should, where would we be 
then? Here would have been a sinking fund accumulated, which, in 
respect of one half of these bonds that had been brought into the 
Treasury was very well, but how is it in t of the other half that 
were outstanding and for the benefit of the holders of which this fund 
is accumulated, as well as of the other creditors of these com es 
in due order? How are you to produce equality between the holders 
of these bonds? You cannpt take the bonds that you have bought 
in, which will not sell for anything in the case I have supposed, and 
divide them around among the other people. The consequence is that 
the man who has transferred his first-m e bonds to the Govern- 
ment at this rate, the present rate, at par and above, gets his full pay; 
the man who has not transferred, and who is entitled to be protec 
by this sinking fund gets no practical benefit from it. So, if you are 
to have a liquidation at that time and a liquidation in cash, as every 
liquidation must be theoretically and practically in almost every case, 
you cannot make adivision. That is the objection to investing even 
for a sinking fand, except where the company itself is buying up its 
own bonds in the nature of payment, which is another thing—but as 
a sinking fund, the objection to such an investment is the possibility 
that at the end you will be unable to do equal justice to the creditors 
of that class. It may be in this instance, I dare say it is, that that 
possibility is 20 romot that practically there is not much danger in 


as the 2 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, in to the last suggestion 
made by the Senator from Vermont, it does not strike me as bein 
any very serious objection against the amendment that I indicated 
would offer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not suggested that it was, as I think the 
possibility very remote. 

Mr. THURMAN. In the first place it is too remote a possibility, as 
it seems tome. I cannot conceive it ible that these two roads 
should ever be worth less than the principal of the first-mo 
bonds. My own opinion about them is that they will be worth a 
great deal more; but even if we were to suppose a case in which they 
were not, and in which their first-mo bonds would have abso- 
lutely no market value at all, and if at that time say one-half of those 
first-mortgage bonds constituted the sinking fund, I do not see that 
any 5 3 would be done b cancellation of those 
bonds in the discharge of the sinking fund, because that would leave 
the road as a Larne oo for the remaining ne- mortgage bonds, and 
those whose bonds not gone into the sinking fund would be bene- 
fited and not be injured. Butit is so remote a possibility that these 
companies would ever be unable to pay the interest on the first-mort- 

e bonds that I do not think it is ne to speculate aboutit. If 
t time should ever come there will be a Congress here to take such 
steps as shall be necessary. 

A word now in regard to the suggestion of the Senator from Maine. 
If I understood his suggestion, it was that the United States should 
take this money and not invest it in bonds or securities of any kind, 
but treat it as its own money and use it as its own money, paying it 
out for its own debts or liabilities or current expenses, but crediting 
it to the sinking fund and allowing a rate of interest upon it. That 
I understand to be the idea of the Senator from Maine. In the first 
place, it is perfectly plain that if the United States were to do such 
a thing’ as that, justice to the Government would require that we 
should fix the rate of interest at the very lowest rate that the United 
States can borrow money at. Anything else would be a gift or tu- 
ity from the United States. That is one of the objections to bill 
reported by the Railroad Committee. Itin effect proposes two things: 
one, that we shall allow interest at 6 per cent., semi-annually com- 
pounded, on our own money; and secondly, that as to the portion of 
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the monty which the railroad companies are to pay in, and which is 
their money, we shall allow interest at 6 pr cent., compounded semi- 
annually, on that until the 1st day of October, 1900, a period of twenty- 
two yearsand more. In other words, that the Government shall make 
a loan for twenty-two years and more, diminishing year by year in 
point of time, and pay interest at the rate of 6 per cent. compounded 
semi-annually, when the Government can borrow every dollar that it 
wants at 44 per cent., and can borrow in nbacks, as the money is 
to be paid by these companies into the sin a Sit payable at 4 per 
eent., and the Government is now every day borrowing money at an 
average of nearly $100,000 per diem at the rate of 4 percent. Ido 
not know that Senators have paid attention to the fact that scarcely 
a day passes over our heads, Sundays excepted, when the Government 
does not borrow from $50,000 to $100,000 at 4 per cent. interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. The 4 per cent. bonds are above par. 

Mr. THURMAN. The 4 per cent. bonds are above par; they were 
above par in = esterday in New York, being at 1001; so that 
it is wholly admissible that the Government should take this 
money and credit it to a sinking fund and agree to pay a stjpu- 
lated rate of interest upon it higher than the Government can bor- 
row money at. But sup the Government should do that; 
suppose I am right in that and the Government takes this money and 
agrees to pay 4 per cent., at which it can borrow all the money it 
wants. The 4 per cent. compounded annually would not be equal to 
the 6 per cent. without rest that the companies have to pay; it falls 
a little short of it. Four and a half per cent. is a little above it; 5 per 
cent. is very considerably above it, as the amount of interest that the 
Government would have to pay; but we should be guilty of the in- 
queues, if we were to take money and credit it with 4 per cent. 
nterest, of taking the money of these companies and not making as 
much interest npon it as they are compelled to pay to us. That would 
not be fair to them, and is no necessity for it. 

In respect to the d. which the Senator from Maine suggested, 
and which I undertook to answer jocosely, and I believe got the worst 
of the poker in that busines¢. the hot end of it, let us see whether 
there is any danger. In the fifst place, I do not know that I quite 
aie with my leader, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, on 

e subject of the Sy oy pened of the Government. I am strongly 
inclined to believe if the Government by the exercise of its own legis- 
lative power, per vim, as you may aay) takes the money of these com- 
panies to invest in a sinking fund, that it becemes responsible for the 
sinking fund. It is rather my opinion that it becomes responsible for 
the sato keeping of that sinking fund, because the companies may be 
said to have paid it in invitum, and where that has been the case, where 
we have by mere legislative power, and on that I rest this bill, and 
believe it as sound a foundation as the granite rocks of the moun- 
tains, on our power as a Congress of the United States; when we exer- 
cise that power and take this money and put it in a sinking fund in 
our own ury, it ap to me that we become guarantors for its 
safe keeping. I have not the least doubt in the world that the Gov- 
ernment would make it good, whether the Government was absolutely 
liable or not; but there is no difficulty in making it safe, even where 
you invest it in bonds, What is to prevent every bond being stamped 
that is 5 N What is to prevent Aa seaming P to be gona E 
necessary, by making a requisition in this proposed law to amend the 
bill so as to require that every bond which is thus purchased shall be 
stamped with the word “sinking fund,” or any other appropriate des- 
ignation, which would prevent its circulation, prevent its negotia- 
tion? Nothing is more common than to do that. I have seen with 
my own eyes, done with a machine, twenty millions of bonds and cou- 
pons stamped, every coupon stamped by a machine, so as to prevent 
their circulation, to show that they belonged to a court in which the 
litigation was pending. There is no difficulty at all about doing it. 
They can stamp all these bonds at the Treasury Department. They 
can stamp half a million of them in a day if they were to buy half a 
million. If any amendment is n to the bill to require that 
these bonds thus purchased shall be stamped and the coupons upon 
them too, so as te prevent their negotiation, and therefore to prevent 
their being stolen and used, I shall be very happy to join with the 
Senator from Maine, or any one else, in framing such an amendment 
to the bill, of course for the safety and security of the Government, 
and of the companies too, in respect of this sinking fund. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, the Senator who reports the bill and 
the Senator from Vermont differ a little as to the responsibility of 
the United States in case of loss in the sinking fund. Both Senators, 
I think, a little misapprehend me in my position. I was not speak- 
ing at the time in an adversary sense at all to the Senator’s bill. I 
was trying to pear the bill if I could. 

THURMAN understood the Senator. 

r. . I will ask the attention of my friend from Vermont. 

I think both Senators leave out of view a consideration which has to 
my mind a great deal of what I may call equitable weight in this 
matter. I understand the theory of this bill to be that you estab- 
lish a sinking fund out of the net earnings of this company for the 
tection of all the persons interested init. Here is a first-mortgage 
nd, and a Government bond, and a land-grant bond, and a sinking- 
fund bond, and stockholders behind them all, and this bill jiroseds 
on the theory, which I am not disposed to say is an unwise one, that 
the stoekholders should not have the di ition of all the net earn- 
ings, and a wise provision should be made, which the stockholders are 
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themselves quite ready to make, for the security of the other persons 
interested in the roads. i 

Now, the stockholders say that they desire to make a sinking fund ; 
that if they were e or if it were regarded as judicious or on 
the whole advisable for them to make and continue and administer 
that sinking fund that they could realize upon it at least 7 per cent., 
certainly beyond doubt 6 per cent., and some of them claim 8 per 
cent. In oe cache the 5 per cent. of net earnings and the half trans- 
portation which belong to the Government under the acts of 1862 
and 1864, there is no dispute at all here in this argument. The sink- 
ing fund is taken beyond that, out of something which the law does 
not now provide for and which they, if permitted themselves to put 
into a sinking fand, could realize very much more than you propose 
to allow them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As they think. 

Mr. BLAINE, As they think and as they believe, and they are 
very competent business men, whose opinion on that point probably 
would be better than that of the Senator from Vermont or mine— 
very much better than mine. They say that they could doit. We 
say that is not safe, because although we might be perfectly willing 
to trust those who are now administering these roads we have not the 
least idea who may happen to be directors and administrators of this 
great trust twenty years hence, and after forty or fifty or sixty mill- 
ions or more may be accumulated in the sinking fund somebody may 
come in as successors and think they can devote it to wiser purposes, 
and it may take wings to itself just as the Indian trust bonds did in 
the Interior Department, and you would not find them when you 
come to look for them at the maturity of the mortgage. 

Therefore it becomes of course a wise provision that the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall be and must be the custodian of this 
sinking fund; but does not there come in there just a grain of equit; 
that we ought to pay some consideration to the fact that they coul 
realize as business men far more for this fund if they were permitted 
themselves to administer it? If you confine the Secretary of the 
Treasury to a 5 per cent. or a lower bond in his discretion you really 
deprive him of doing that thing which is not only most advantageous 
to the sinking fund but which is most advan us to the Govern- 
ment itself, because no one, I apprehend, will doubt that the very 
wisest use that can be made of any surplus that beppeng in the 
Treasury of the United States from any source is to buy the 5.20 bonds 
of the United States which are now bearing 6 per cent. interest. 
The Senator from Ohio, I repeat „says if that should happen to 
be lost the Government is responsible. The Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMuNDS] says it is not. The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
CuRISTIANCY, ] who is an able lawyer, says he thinks the Government 
would be responsible. Here is a difference as to the nsibility, 
but there cannot be the slightest doubt in the world that you are 
entirely safe if you agree to take this money from the company and 
treat it just as you do the Geneva award, which is in your Treasury, 
which is answerable for any appropriation Congress may make, but 
which is swept into the general hopper and ground in with the entire 

rist, just as the naval pension fund is. e have a naval pension 

und of $13,000,000, but it is not in a separate safe, it is not in any 
separate bond; it exists as a credit to that fund, to be dis of 
by Congress as they please. Why is it not the safest thing and the 
fairest thing both to the Government and to the sinking fund to treat 
that in the same way? That is what occurs to me. 

One other thing, Mr. President. I am not disposed to think in 
looking at the bill reported from the Judiciary Committee that the 
sums which it exacts of the railroad companies are excessive. I do not 
think the sums included in that bill are more than the companies can 
fairly pay, but I wish to submit one thing to the consideration of those 
who are responsible for the bill and who are advocating it. The bill 
proceeds upon a theory which I will not here and now stop to dis- 
cuss. It has been discussed, very ably and vay elaborately, by the 
lawyers pro and con. The bill proceeds on the theory that under the 
reservation to alter, a or amend Con has the perfect right 
to dictate and direct the companies shall do; that that rests in 
the discretion of Con and that in this bill which is now proposed 
Con shall exercise that discretion. It is a “ sic volo, sic jubeo.” 
We have the power reposed in us, and, with the discretion which 
should of course characterize all votes and all actions in Con 
we are about to exercise that power. We take a white sheet of paper 
and we write down on it what these companies shall do, and, as I 
said, I am not disposed to say, for Ihave not examined as closely as 
I might, that what you demand the companies shall do is either ex- 
cessive or 8 But in your discretion yon say it shall be thus 
and so. Under your power to alter and amend and you here 
demand and direct what the céfiipanies shall do. Then at the close 
of the bill—not willing to part in any wise with this power, not pos- 
uoy exhausting it by any exercise of it—you still say that nothing 
in this act shall be construed or taken in any wise to affect or impair 
the right of Con at any time hereafter to further alter, amend, 
or repeal the said acts hereinbefore mentioned.” TheréTore yor do 
not that this settlement which you order or the thing which 
you direct the companies to do will last a single year. You propose 
to leave this open, greatly, I think, to the detriment of the compa- 
nies, which we are not possibly first bound to consider, greatly to 
the detriment of the interest of sound legislation, greatly to the 
detriment of the dignity and propriety of legislation ; you propose, 
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Mr. THURMAN. Within about $40,000,000. 

Mr. BLAINE. That probably will not be very embarrassing ; that 
can be dealt with as they of that day may choose; but, whatever you 
do, let us at all events not keep it as a running sore for the next 
fifteen or twenty years, as it has been for the last fifteen or twenty 


years. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I shall not go into an exhaustive 
answer to the Senator from Maine on his amendment to-day; but 
there are a few words that I want to say right on the spur of the 
moment. 

The Senator imagines that if we do not make a finality from now 
until the maturity of the bonds, that is to say, for twenty years, for 
the avona of the bonds will mature about July, 1898, there will be 
an ete turmoil here in Congress; that men e ged in bulling or 
bearing this stock will come and pester Congress for more legislation 
and legislation inimical to the railroad companies. Now I want the 
attention of the Senator from Maine. : 

Mr. BLAINE. I will try to give it. 

Mr, THURMAN, Experience is a complete answer to every word 
he said on that subject. For two years this subject has been before 
the Senate; for more than twe years it has been before the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate; and in all that time I have never seen or 
heard of one man hostile to the railroad companies lobbying Con 
not one. I have seen this Senate Chamber filled with the railro 
lobby ; I have seen the galleries filled; I have seen the corridors filled; 
I have seen the committee-room besieged ; I have seen Senators be- 
sieged at their own houses by the r: lobby: but never did I 
see one man or hear of one man here urging legislation hostile to 
these ene The whole legislation on this subject has been the 
origin of the thoughts and feelings and sense of justice of members 
of Congress themselves in the di of, their public duty, and 
there is not the least danger in the world such as the Senator from 
Maine supposes, 

But now as to the proposition to tie us up for twenty years, if this 
bill should pass, irrespective of what change of circumstances ma 
take place. If thatis to be 8 theu I want a very different bi 
from this; I want a bill that will require a great deal more from 
these companies than this bill requires if our hands are to be tied for 
twenty years. Does the Senator know how much these companies 
will have to pay under this bill if it becomes a law, in actual cash 
in addition to the half-transportation account which we take? We 
put it in the bill that the Union Pacific shall pay $850,000 a year, and 
the Central Pacific $1,200,000 a year, or so much thereof as with the 
5 per cent. and the whole transportation account shall make 25 per 
cent. of the net earnings of the roads as defined in the bill, and be- 
fore we get net earnings we allow them to deduct from their gross 
expenses the interest on the first mortgage. I have had a calcula- 
tion made to show how much they will have to pay in the future in 
addition to the half-transportation account which we take—how 
much additional cash they will have to pay upon the hypothesis that 
their earnings in the future shall be the same that they have been in 
the last six years on the average. The Judiciary Committee in their 
report show to the Senate that the half-transportation account and 
the 5 cent. of net earnings of these two companies upon an aver- 
age of their six years’ business last past would be about $1,166,000 
perannum. I take it in round numbers at $1,200,000 per annum, and 
upon that I submitted to the chief of accounts of the Treasury De- 
partment, who is perhaps the best expert in Washington, this ques- 
tion: 

T. net " as defined in section 1 of Mr. Tu. N. - 

e 5 og gh net and the E 
the fu as follows, namely: Union fic, $700,000 annually, and Central Pacific, 
$500,000 annually ; together, $1,200,000 annually; what addit sum would each 
company have to pay into the sinking fund to make a sum equal to 25 per cent. of 
its net earnings? 

Now, remember we only require 25 cent. We put in the sum 
of $850,000 for the Union and $1,200,000 for the Central Pacific, but 
we only require so much of that sum as with the transportation ac- 
counts and the 5 per cent. of net earnings will make 25 per cent. of 
the net earnings of the companies; and how much do you 3 the 
companies will have to pay of additional cash beyond the half-trans- 
portation account which we retain? The Union Pacific only $100,000 
a year, and the Central Pacific only $800,000 a year. 

Now, are we to tie up our hands for twenty years, and as to the 
Union Pacific, no matter how great may be its gains, no matter how 
much its business and its profits may increase, say that if it will allow 
us to retain the half-transportation account which is now payable to 
it, about $400,000 a year, and pay us $100,000 more, making 8500, 000, 
we will continue to pay for it $1,600,000 every year in interest on its 
subsidy bonds? j 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me at that point? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the difference, I want to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, between the amount then, if his calculation is cor- 
rect, that is to be paid in by these companies under the Judiciary 
Committee’s bill and under the Railroad Committee's bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. 


after you have written down exactly what you demand of them, that 
you will not say to them that that shall last over a twelvemonth. 

Now I submit that in the full exercise of this power, which I am 
not debatin g and which I do not now assent to or deny, you your- 
sé ea out asking the companies one way or the other, direct 
that they shall do this thing. Now, is it not fair, is it not a business 
proposition, is if not that which they have a right to expect and 
which we have a right to expect, that it shall for a time settle and 
remove this question from Congress? Do you want it here all the 
time? I ventured to say in a short debate last winter on a bill then 
pending somewhat similar to the present one, that for every one of 
the fifteen years I had had the honor to serve in either branch of 
Con the Pacific Railroad had been, like the poor, always with 
us. It at least has that resemblance to the poor, that we have it 
always with us. I have some ambition to survive that condition of 

i I want it away from here, I want it so directed, if you 
choose, that the Government shall get precisely what it thinks it 
should have, but that when you say that you shall also say to these 
companies Do this as we direct, and you shall for a certain term 
have full power to operate your roads. Faithfully comply with all 
that we direct you, and it shall be held and taken, for the point at 
issue in reference to the debt, as a settlement between us.” 

Suppose you do not—I should like the attention of my honorable 
friend who reports the bill—suppose you do not do it, suppose you 
direct what is to be done here, and you pass the bill, but reserve the 
right at the next session of Congress, eight months ahead, to come 
here to reopen the question if you choose. You reserve to yourself 
the broadest power with the broadest possible intimation that you 
will exercise that power. 

Now we are bound to take cognizance of current events; we are 
bound to take cognizance of what is likely to happen and in my judg- 
ment will inevitably happen. Ithink the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MORRILL] said that the stock of these two companies was $91,000,000. 
You cannot have $91,000,000 of speculative stock, for it necessarily 
becomes such, on the stock boards in New York without every shade 
of interest growing up that is known to the technology of Wall street 
speculators. There will be “bulls” and “ bears” and “puts” and 
“calls” and “longs” and “ shorts” on it all the time; one side will 
be interested in putting the stock far above and another far below 
its real value, and the very first scheme they will seize upon to effect 
their interest will be to get some legislation started in Congress, 
and Con will be used perpetually under that clause as the bob- 
tail to the kite of Wall street ulations on this subject. All 
the scandal that grew out of the Pacific Mail subsidy, which was so 
serious at the other end of the Capitol, arose entirely from a dispute 

in Wall street that was adjourned from there to Washington to see 
if they could not get some egies to affect favorably one side and 
unfavorably the other side. You will have that just as certain as the 
first Monday in December brings Congress together each year. 

Just leave that open; just say as you say in this bill that, although 
we pores lenary and absolute power to provide what these com- 

es shall do, we do not propose to say anything further, that we 

o not propose to say that we will not do anything for any, consecu- 
tive ninety days, and you declare to every person outside who is inter- 
ested in the agitation, “If you want a real lively row got up over 
these Pacific railroad stocks, the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives at Washington furnish the place to start the machine going; 
just come here, and here we can have it any day you choose; some- 
ee will put in a memorial, somebody, E imposed upon, will 
put in a bill, somebody will move one thing or move ano vou 
Will have it on the anvil to be hammered the whole time. 

I do not believe that it is the least in opposition to the theory on 
which even this bill goes (a theory which I am not now discussing) 
to add to the end of it, to section 12, what I shall indicate. I propose 
to offer an amendment that shall at least get the sense of the Senate, 
and I shall at least acquit myself of any future trouble that may come 
from that source. I have that satisfaction. The bill says— 

Sayed aor iy fag Pera dep ep Prag eset E Lane kega 5 e 

e o atan e * r, amend, or re. 
JJ enter le a 

Now I propose to add right there, striking out the remaining words 

of that section: 


bonds prior to the maturity thereof. 


I limit it wholly to this question, limit it exactly to the point of the 
indebtedness on the bonds. Unless I have miswritten it or miscon- 
ceived the meaning of it, I do not put it one particle beyond the case 
in hand, nor do I say what the Congress assembled here in the year 
1900 shall do when the bonds mature. They will probably be as wise 
or possibly a good deal wiser than we are abont that, and the com- 

ies will probably long before that have passed into other hands. 
t the future deal with the future, but we have laid down what 
they shall do. Now let us say that, if they faithfully do it, the thin: 3 I Will tell the Senator. 
can run until the bonds mature. It will operate as a sinking fun Mr. MITCHELL. Before the Senator answers that, will he permit 
I think the Senator from Ohio considers it to go very near paying off | one other question? I understand the Senator that according to his 
the whole obligation. I have not made a calculation, but will take expert the -transportation account and the 5 per cent. of net earn- 
his figures. nings amount to about $1,200,000 or a little less than that. 
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Mr. THURMAN. That is theestimate of the J eee 


Mr. MITCHELL. I say according to the expert, under the Judi- 
ciary Committee bill, the amount of the 5 cent— 

Mr. THURMAN. No, the Judiciary Committee estimate that. 
This expert, this chief of accounts who has been detailed to the ge- 
counts of these railroad companies for the last two years, is of the 
opinion that the 5 per cent. and the half- rtation, instead of 
amounting simply to $1,200,000, will amount to $1,700,000. s 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the estimate of the Judiciary Committee is 
that it will amount to little less than $1,200,000. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. í r 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Taking the companies’ statement as evidence of 
it. He takes the companies’ accounts, i 

Mr. MITCHELL. simply wanted to understand the different 
estimates. 

Mr. THURMAN. I put it to the Senate if they are willing to say 
that if this Union Pacific shall pag in the half- tion account 
which we retain but which under existing laws it is entitled to re- 
ceive and $100,000 more, a half million dollars a year, for twenty 

ears, while we are paying for it $1,600,000 a year, we will not legis- 
5 85 any more on the subject; our hands shall be tied; we will not 
exercise the reserved power of Con ? No, Mr. President, that 
will not do. That proposition will not do at all. There is no neces- 
sity for it. These companies are in no danger from fa, oe if they 

ill do what is right, and they know it perfectly well. The difficulty 
is even to get a bill that will make them do what is approximately 
right. That is the whole trouble. They are in no danger whatsoever. 
In the Girst place there is no hostility to them in Congress, and never 
has been. No measure has been proposed here in hostility to them. 
The only defect of the very bill of the Judiciary Committee—no, I 
will not say its “only defect,” but its chief defect—is that it is 00 
lenient to these.companies; it is too conservative; it does not require 
what it eught to require. That is its chief defect ; and to say that 
we shall take this measure, so lenient, so conservative, and abnegate 
the power that we possess to legislate as circumstances may require, 
tie up our hands for twenty NN is what I, for one, can never agree 
to. I would a great deal rather let the law stand as it is than agree 
to any such proposition. À 

Mr. EDMUN. Mr. President, I should like to add a word on this 
subject. The preposition of the Senator from Maine that Congress 
is to provide by law that these payments into this sinking fund shall 
be unchangeable for twenty years, is, in my opinion, founded upon an 
erroneous principle entirely, The attitude of Congress in respect of 
these great corporations and of their creditors, is not that of an adver- 
sary party who is making bargains with these people like a private 
citizen; it is not that of a hostile operator who wishes to speculate 
out of their stocks and their o tions; but it is that of an impartial 
tribunal that, like a court of justice in respect of the subjects that it 
deals with, stands always ready to adjust its operations according to 
the condition of each particular case all the time. You might there- 
fore, on principle, just as well require in a judiciary bill that a court 
of justice that had once made an order for the appointment of a re- 
ceiver, or for an assessment upon stockholders when a case is in court 
that would warrant that, or whatever should treat it as a finality, 
and that never in the diseretion of the court should it be changed 
according to changing circumstances and the necessities of justice as 
to makè a provision of this kind. The principle that the Senator 
stands upon is a principle that was equally forcible when these very 
charters and acts of incorporation were passed. Why could it not 
then have been said “ whatever you agree that these companies may 
do in your law as you have written it, let that be a finality; reserve 
no power to exercise future control according as public interest and 
public justice may from time to time require?” It would be the 
same principle exactly. That will not do, Mr. President. No State 
could live by such legislation as that; and the most that States in 
respect of corporations have found occasion to regret in the legisla- 
tion of the last fifty years has been that they have been misled or 
entrapped into granting of sai: or conceding rights without a 
reservation of future control, by which the public interest and the 
rights of private creditors of such corporations have been greatly 
prejudiced and injured. Therefore, if I am right in my proposition 
s I am sure it will commend itself to every Senator who hears 
me—that the attitude of Con is that of perfect impartiality in 
the nature of a legislative tribunal controlling these great public 
corporations for the duties that they were designed to perform as well 
to their creditors as the public, that right of control is inherent all 
the time; and hence while we require particular things to-day, it 
may happen that in the near future it will turn out that the things 
which appear to be perfectly just and right now may need alteration 
and change even in eight months. 

It may be that some great disaster will so affect these companies 
that even 25 per cent. ought not to be paid in; and, on the contrary, 
we ought to provide for giving them further aid in order to keep up 
the communication between the distant and still intimately con- 
nected parts of the Republic. It may be that their business will so 
develop or that their operations will be so carried on as that justice 
to the public and their creditors will require that this tribunal, just 
as a court would in a case it was administering before it, shall exer- 
cise its supreme and impartial power to require them to do more and 
different — what they are asked to do now. It is inherent in the 


administration of our duties in respect of all such subjects. The 
same t might be applied, as is pressed by the Senator from 
Maine, to every law that we about national banks, to every law 
that we pass about tariffs and internal revenue. They affect ein ein 
interests as directly as this legislation affects private in and. 
yet who would for a single moment to provide that the tariff 
should stay so and so for a given length of time, or that any of the 
operations of the Government that affect the welfare of the public 
and the rights of private citizens should be foreelosed from the free 
judgment of this great tribunal, Congress, at any moment its own 
sense of justice should call upon it to interfere ? 

That is the principle, Mr. ident; and then, as the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] has so well said, there is never any danger that 
private interests in corporations will be unduly pressed to the injury 
of those corporations by the action of either Legislatures or 
The pressure of the people for justice, for protection, for fair play, 
is always a slow and a diffused pressure. The pressure of corporations 
for favorable legislation, by Lacey ed lobbies, by subsidized newspa- 
pers, by that concentrated force that the Senator has alluded to and 
that has been seen here on more occasions than one, is always con- 
stant and is always ready. The danger, therefore, in respect of future 
legislation in this case and in every other is not the danger that the 
judgment of Senators representing the people and the public inter- 
ests will lead them f to propose injurious le; tion ; the 
danger is, as it always has been, t nu ape legislation will come 
from this constant and concentrated effort of bee eres be to 
press through Congress legislation favorable to them and injurious to 
the poopie and injurious to their creditors. 

I have seen that in respect of these very companies when the dan- 
ger to public interests and the danger to the credit of these compa- 
nies in respect of all their creditors, inclading the United States, was 
first brought to the attention of this body, and a bill was about to be 
considered taking some first and mere initial step about it, I have 
seen the officers of the companies in this very Senate Chamber on 
the day a bill was to be up, distributing their with an osten- 
tatious impudence that was amazing. I hope it did not affect any 
Senator; I suppose it did not. I have seen fifty cents a line paid to 
affect legislation in the editorials of newspapers. That is a very 
small price now. That was in old times. I suppose the present edi- 
torials are paid for at rather higher prices. But we shall find out b 
and by, by an inquiry, if the two Houses are willing to direct it—an 
perhaps the present Government directors may be able to look after 
it a little-how much money has been paid by these companies “ to 
protect their rights,” as they call it, at this present session of Con- 
gress; not to any Senator or Member of Con, I beg everybody 
not to misunderstand me—but to pme everybody to his house and 
appeal to his personal friendship for this director or that director, to 
appeal to his interest in protecting his constituent who sold some 
bonds or some other thing, to excite his prejudice, to mislead his 
judgment; everything that goes to make 3 influence upon legis- 

tion may have taken place to a greater or less degree. 

So that the practical ger, Mr. President, in all cases of this kind 
is not the danger that after this bill shall have passed, as I hope it 
will, the Congress of the United States will suddenly take some ste 
which will embarrass these companies by new legislation unfavorable 
to them. That is a danger that never has happened and never will. 
The danger will be, as it always has been, that poopie interested in 
these great corporations that are said to control the politics of States 
and have been known to control the iy Papuan of Congress in old 
times, when I could not muster a co ’s guard to vote for some of 
these earlier steps of inquiry and holding on until the Credit Mobilier 
exposure came out, and then everybody eet his views all at once. 
The danger is, I say, sir, quite in an opposite direction. There is 
therefore, in my judgment, neither sound principle upon which our 
hands can be tied up, nor the slightest danger to the real interests of 
these companies. 
ee IS. If there be no further discussion on the railroad 

1 — 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to say a few words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, in all matters of any im it 
is worth while to consider the stand-point. Congress in 1878 and Con- 
gress in 1862 stood in a very different attitude with reference to the Pa- 
cifie Railroad measures. I had something to do with the I tion 
under which these Pacific railroads were built, The great difficulty in 
the House of Representatives when the original bills were considered 
was in satisfying members of that House that the iegislation pro 
would build the Pacific Railroad. Any one who will look at those 
debates will find Toumbe ah through them evidence of the incredu- 
lity of members of the House and afterward of the Senate that the 
grants made by Congress would build the road. That incredulity. 
notwithstanding the predictions of those who favored the road and 
thought that the legislation was sufficient, seemed to have some war- 
rant in 1864, when additional privileges were given to the Pacific 
Railroad Companies, and under those additional privileges the rail- 
road was built. Š 

At that time it was urged that Congress would be liberal with the 
companies in final settlement for advances, and the bill which origin- 
ally passed the House made no requirement fer the payment of the 
bonds and interest except by the transportation and the 5 per cent., 
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subsequen in the Senate. There was a vast tract of unset- 
tled country between the Missouri River and California, and the Gov- 
ernment was paying millions for transportation annually, while our 
Pacific ions were subject to great danger in case of foreign 
war, enterprise see difficult, gigantic, and Congress was in 
a pleasant mood, and ready to make almost any contract that would 
secure the national advantages springing from such a road. Now we 
hear only curses and threats, often as unjust as undignified, against 
those who then accepted our smiles and promises, and the Govern- 
ment resolves itself into a hard creditor that makes Shylock respect- 
able. 

Is it well now for Senators to ignore the fact—the Senator from 
Vermont blinks it out of sight; the Senator from Ohio entirely omits 
to give any value to the fact—that there has been saved in annual ex- 
penditures to the Government of the United States by the yearly oper- 
ation of this railroad millions of dollars? A value like that conferred 
upon the Treasury, is it not worth while to consider when we are 
determining the question whether we will put the screws a little 
tighter and reserve the right to screw them up a little more by and bai 
Against the debit side in argument here against the companies should 

the credit that there has been an annual value to the Treasury of 

© United States by saving for transportation of troops, of 

mails, &c., ever since the last spike was driven upon the Pacific Rail- 
road of over $4,000,000. 

In 1862 it was provided that 5 cent. of the annual earnin 
should be paid to the of United States, and the whole 
transportation. Men who desired to embark in this enterprise came 
before Congress, and notably among others Horace Greeley, and rep- 
resehted that it was impossible for the enterprise to start. They had 
started it on the Pacific side and were toiling and working up toward 
the mountains under the original legislation; but upon the Atlanticside 
it was said that it was impossible to make an o ization that could 
ore with this work; and then Capen did what? It doubled 

land grant by the legislation of 1864. oad oh ge that one-half 
of the money for transportation might be retained by the companies, 
retained the clause still with reference to the 5 p cent., and made 
the Government bonds a second lien. Why was that? Was it under- 
stood by the companies and those who were enlisting in the enter- 
priso that subsequently Congress should take back the original land 
which was given, or that Wey eonia subsequently make new condi- 
tions as soon as the road was built and was in . N stating that 
the whole of the transportation should be paid to the Government 
and more than the 5 cent. should be ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Isay it was not, and obviously it was not, and for 
this reason: capitalists were induced to put their money in there to 

on with the of lence The Government did not build the roads, 

ut these persons did upon the faith pledged that only one-half of 
the transportation should be required; and to say that it was under- 
stood by those men that that was the meaning of the congressional 
enactment, that this provision should only last until they had put 
their money into it and built the road, is the height of absurdity ; 
and, as much respect as I have for the Senator from Ohio, I believe 
that, aside from a very strong feeling that impels him to push this 
measure through, in his cool moments or deciding upon it judicially 
he would say that the proper constraction was that that was a con- 
tract to rum until the maturity of the bonds, and not until the mere 
completion of the railroad; otherwise, where was the value of the in- 
ducement held out to capitalists? The question answers itself: there 


was none. 
Now he comes in and says that Con has a right to exact 25 
y not fifty?” 


per cent. of the net earnings instead of 5 per cent. 

suggoste the Senator from Connecticut, (Mir. ExroN, J and I ask why 
no y? Why not proceed and, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Georgia (Mr. HILL] the other day, reverse the priority of the 
lien of the bonds? For in the act of 1864 the Government lien was 
subordinated to what are now called the first-mortgage bonds. Why 
can you not erase that contract? The Senator from Ohio will proba- 
bly say “why can you not do it?” in the same spirit that he replies to 
me when I ask how can you alter another part of the contract? 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator certainly does not wish to misrepre- 
sent me. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not at all. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have said nothing in the world that intimated 
that we could destroy the lien of the first-mortgage bonds and make 
the lien ef the Government paramount under the right to alter, amend, 
or re That exactly marks the line of distinction. Every holder 
of a first-mortgage bond bas his vested right to that bond and to the 
lien created by it, and you can no more take it e from him than 
you can take away from a man to whom the railroad co 


1 sold a 
tract of land and made a conveyance for it, his land. That marks 
exactly the distinction. What I said in answer the Senator’s 


uestion was that it ought to have been unders if it was not, 

t that provision in the act of 1864 that says one-half the trans- 

ion account shall be paid to the companies is subject to repeal. 

did not touch the question of the lands; I did not touch the ques- 

tion of the lien of the first mores but it is the right to repeal 

that provision which says one-half the transportation account shall 
be paid to the Government. 
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the words the company “shall pay said bonds at maturity” being | Mr. SARGENT. There is no distinction in the act and there is no 
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distinction in morals between one of that contract and another, 
and there is no distinction in right between the men who loaned their 
money to the men who built the road and the men who, building the 
road, put in their own money, as they did to a certain extent. I say 
there is no distinction in morals whatever, and there is no distinction 
in law, and to that point the logic of the Senator necessarily drives 
him. But if this obligation of these first-mo bonds is so per- 
fect, why do we find in the whereases of this bill suspicion thrown 
upon them, that “ if they are prior to the Government bonds,” that 
“if they have priority,” and phrases of that kind, the only effect of 
which can be to cast suspicion upon them in the public mind as con- 
nected with the reservation of power still to alter and amend con- 
tained in this proposed bill. It draws the supposition that your 
power to amend and repeal goes so far as to repeal the prior lien of 
these bonds. . 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator want to know why that is in 
the preamble ? s 

. SARGENT. Ido. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ithink the Senator must have heard why it is 
in the preamble. Does not the Senator know that it has been as- 
serted—lI believe it has been sworn to—that more than two millions 
of these first-mortgage bonds never were issued by the companies at 
all, but were surreptitionsly taken, or in plainer language stolen ; 
that is, what would amount to stealing. I do not pretend to say who 
all it, because I do not undertake to show the fact was so. The 

of the preamble did not see fit to foreclose that business; 
but that the first-mortgage bonds lawfully issued are a paramount 
lien on the road has never been disputed and is fully admitted in the 
report of the Judiciary Committee. Out of abundant caution the 
Senator who drew the preamble used that lan because of the 
fact I have stated; and if the Senator wants the evidence to be pro- 
duced here, it will not be very difficult to produce the evidence; 
whether it is true or not I do not know. 

Mr. SARGENT. A very practical question I think will arise from 
the explanation given by the Senator; and that is how, if the fact is 
as he states, that two millions of these bonds are surreptitious, what 
two millions are they? How are they to be segregated? How are 
you to arrive at them? Whoswore to it the Senator does not state ; 
nor who stole the bonds is not stated. Whether they were stolen or 
whether it has been sworn to or not, I do not know. Certainly the 
committee do not show it in any report which they have made on 
this bill; but the effect of it is, as I said before, to cast suspicion on 
the whole body of these bonds, and coupled with the further reserva- 
tion of the power shows that there is an assumption on the part of 
Con of a power to change the priority of the liens as between 
the Government and these parties, to take back one-half of the land, 
and why not? Why not take back one-half the land as well as re- 
serve an additional half of the transportation? They are covenants 
running together, inducements for building the road, having exactly 
the same validity, found in the same statutes, and of the same nature. 
The courts will construe this legislation not by the Senator’s speech 
or by mine, but by its language. 

Mr. President, am in favor of a sinking fund being created for 
these companies; I am in favor of legislation that will accomplish 
that ope but Í am not in favor of a sinking fund being created of 
such a burdensome character that the commerce of the Pacific will 
be taxed beyond endurance, or that any inducement for the next 
twenty-five or thirty years to the men who have the road shall be 
held out to let it go into dilapidation and out of repair. The inten- 
tion of Con was that a first-class road should be built and main- 
tained ; and now comes in a provision, provisional, for the time being, 
that they shall pay 25 per cent. of their net earnings, provided the 
other 75 per cent. shall be sufficient to pay mere operating expenses 
and the interest on certain debts. If they are not able out of that 75 
per cent. to realize one dollar on any investment they may have made 
in it, or one cent of compensation for their services or on their capi- 
tal, nevertheless the 25 per cent. must be paid in to the Government, 
and the nec effect must be one of two: either the road will go 
to dilapidation, will not be kept up, or commerce will be taxed so 
heavily that it cannot bear the burden. I do not know that it can 
be expected that the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from Ohio 
would look upon this matter as I do, representing a Pacific State. I 
desire to divest myself of any prepossession for or against the men 
who have built this road, but I cannot justly dispossess myself of the 
inclination in fayor of my own people, of those whom I represent. 

This bill does not propose to keep down the rates which will be 
collected by these companies, and if the burden laid upon them is 
excessive, the necessary effect and consequence of it is that the rates 
of toll for travel and transportation must be increased, or else there 
is an insufficiency of revenue and the road goes to dilapidation and 
decay. Now, there is a medium which can be reached; there is a 
course which will be just to the Government and just to the companies, 
and the great object of the Government ought to be to safely secure 
the ultimate payment of its debt, and not to compel it necessarily to 
be paid by a certain time. 

ere are vast amounts to be handled, and the Government can 
well afford to require that a sinking fund shall be made of such a 
character that it will ultimately receive principal and interest upon 
its debt, but to shorten the time and increase the burden is to pro- 
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duce consequences which are not to be desired in a fair spirit by 


Con and certainly injurious to the companies. If a compromise 
of this kind can be arrived at- and I do not say it is the Railroad Com- 
mittee bill, for there are things in that bill which I think should be 
changed for the benefit of the Government, and I do not think it is 
the Jndiciary bill as it stands, especially with this further claim of 
power to increase exactions on the companies—but if a compromise 
can be arrived at which will avoid litigation hereafter, certainly a 
pa point is gained. The Judiciary bill is full of litigation, from 

ginning to end. There is scarcely a section in that bill that will 
not necessarily be litigated before the courts, and especially with the 
threat held ont in the speech of the Senator from Ohio to-day. If 
Con shall assert that it can change from time to time, as it sees 
fit, the obligations of the companies, and compel greater and greater 
payments, even to the whole amount of the revenues of the road, 
even to the extent of violating everything that was supposed to be 
a contract in 1864, then the railroad companies are compelled at the 
very start by every instinct of self-preservation to contest with all 
their power in the courts the admission of any such principle. I 
myself believe that the courts will never hold that there is power to 
violate the contract which was made in 1862 and 1864. I believe 
2 hold further, that those acts, where they relate to the power 
of Congress to re are to be construed in pari materia, and that no 
more under the act of 1864 than that of 1862 can Congress alter, 
amend, or repeal without having due regard to the rights of the 
parties. 

But, Mr. President, I did not intend at this time to enter into this 
debate. I thought what I have said was necessary after the declara- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. One moment. Before the subject passes from the 
consideration of the Senate I wish to take the floor with a view of 
submitting a few remarks to-morrow. 

Mr. ISON. Very well. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask that my amendment may be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Roruuxs in the chair.) That 
order will be made. 

METHODIST CHURCH SOUTH. 


Mr. BAILEY. Before the motion of the Senator from Iowa is put, 
I ask the Senate that the bill (S. No. 910) for the relief of the book 
agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South may be made the 

ial order for this day week. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course it is not to interfere with the bill which 
is now the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved that Senate bill No. 910 
De ss ie the special order for Tuesday of next week. Is there objec- 

on 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that had better not be fixed as a special 
order for any time, but let the matter be brought up upon motion 
1 Senate is full. The Senate should be full on an occasion of 

t kind. 

Mr. BAILEY. I asked that it be made the special order for that 
day in order that the Senate might have notice of the time fixed for 
it, and I trust the Senator will agree to it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should not have any objection to taking it up 
at any suitable time, but I dislike to have it fixed as a teas sd order 
for a particular day. 

Mr. BAILEY. Lask that the Senate may fix it for that day, so that 
all Senators may know when the case will be presented who take an 
interest in the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate bill No. 910 be made the special order for Tuesday of 
next week. 

The ot being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion requires a two-third 
vote; the negative prevails. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now insist on my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, 585 (at four o’clock and 
six minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 2, 1878. 
The Hi t at twelve o'clock i > 
1 7 5 ee elve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RAILROAD AND TELEGRAPHIC LINE IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. KIDDER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4226) for the construction of a railroad and telegraphic line from Bis- 


marck to Lake Kampeska, in the Territo: 
a first and second time, referred to the 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution: which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Whereas the clerk and experts of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, by an inadvertence, were not sworn into office at the date of their 
8 appointments and date of service, and for which reason pay ment is 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and hereby is, directed to pay out of 

the contingent fund of the House said clerk and experts from the date of their 

3 appointments as though they had been sworn into office at the proper 
e. 


Mr. GLOVER moved to reconsider the wote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4227) to provide for the auditing and adjusting of 
claims against the Post-Office Department, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATION OF THE BLIND. 

Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Education and Labor, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 1031, 
a bill Bee R. No. 4228) to promote the education of the blind, accom- 
panied by a report in writing; which bill was read a first and second 
time, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, and re- 
committed to the Committee on Education and Labor, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


P. S. RUSH. 
of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 


2 lace upon the -roll the name of P. 

S. Rush, captain of the "Thirtee nth 1 of Kentucky Infantry 

Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PRINTING OF TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BALLOU. I ask unanimous consent to submit for considera- 
tion and adoption at this time the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, and hereby instructed 
to Bp aga and have printed for the sie pe the 28880 2800 copies of House bill No. 
. . popes Soo) and proposed Seia ea 
imports in columns opposite each other: x 

Mr. HALE. Ithink there better bea sei e number printed. There 
isa t demand for the bill, and when these emendations are made 
there will be a still greater demand. I would suggest that the num- 
ber be increased to 4,000. 

Mr. BALLOU. I will modify the resolution as su 

There being no objection, the resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. BALLOU moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WORKS OF ART. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4230) to provide for the free importation of works of 
art in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. GAUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4231) to provide for the more economic sale and di of the public 
lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. VANCE. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents to ask 
unanimous consent to report for consideration at this time the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. ‘ 

The Clerk read as follows: y 

That 5,000 copies of the ts and statements before the Senate 

Resolved, 5,000 copies eei emaii nyer en! 


bo patents snd for o er purposes: f K No. 1612 and B. No. 800) be printed for the 
to nts, an 0 Œ. Yo. ani Yo. ‘or 
use of the House of entat follows: 500 


for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Patents and resentati 


of Dakota; which was read 
mmittee on Railways and 


Mr. CALD 


ves, as 3 copies 
copies for the use of the House of Rep ves. 


Mr. EDEN. Let that be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. VANCE. I think if the gentleman will hear me a moment 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois ebjects to its present 
consideration. 

Mr. VANCE. If the gentleman will hear me, I think he will have 
no objection. The Senate has ordered 2,400 copies to be printed. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the order. 

Mr. VANCE. It is now in type, and it will cost very little to print 
these additional copies. 
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Mr. EDEN. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. VANCE, Then let it be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

There being no objection, the resolution was received and referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour 7 55 at half past twelve o’clock, and the first business in order 
during the morning hour is the call of committees for reports of a 
e character. The call rests with the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BONDS. 


Mr. SAYLER. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to report back with a favorable recommendation House bill 
No. 1257, to prevent default or delay in the payment of the interest 
on the bonds authorized by an act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order on that bill that it contains 
an appropriation, and under the rule must receive its first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. > 

Mr. SAYLER. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that point 
of order. 

Mr. EDEN. I certainly will. 

Mr. SAYLER. This bill might as well be considered now ; there is 
no reason why it should not be. Iam willing to give the amplest 
time for discussion of the bill upon its merits in the morning hour as 
in Committee of the Whole. If that is the only purpose the gentle- 
man has in view—— 

Mr. EDEN. I shall certainly insist on this bill going to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman means, then, that he will take every 
technical advantage to delay the bill. I am as willing to give as full 
opportunity for discussing it in the morning hour as could be had in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] makes 
the point of order that the bill must receive its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was about to call the attention of, the Chair to 
the fact that this bill takes no additional money ont of the Treasury, 
because this interest is already guaranteed by law and by the terms 
of the bond. It must be paid, and the only question is as to the 


manner of payment. 

The SP. The Chair thinks that it not only takes money 
out of the Treasury for this year, but provides for taking it out for 
all time to come, until the principal of the bonds is paid. 

Mr. BUTLER. The guarantee is as long as that. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to give notice that at a very early day (not 
interfering with the business of the Committee on Appropriations) I 
will eee go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration 
of this bill. 


PAYMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE OFFICERS. 


Mr. BURCHARD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, with an amendment, the joint resolution (H. R. No. 105) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain officers of the in- 
ternal-revenue service the amounts due them for their services as 
such officers previous to the time of executing their bonds and taking 
the oath of office as prescribed by law. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows : 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That in the cases of John C. Cartwright, of the collection 
district of Oregon; Clark Waggoner, of tho tenth collection ct of Ohio ; Ell- 
ery M. Brayto: of the collection district of South Carolina; W. H. Wheeler, of 
the fifth collection district of North Carolina; William M. Woodcock, of the fifth 
collection district of Tennessee; Otis H. Russell, of the third collection district of 
Virginia; and Burt Van Horn, of the twenty-eighth collection district of New 
York, who were respectively appointed collectors of internal revenue for the dis- 
tricts mentioned during the recess of the Senate, which existed until the 15th day 
of October, 1877, and duly entered the discharge of the duties of such appotnt- 
ment, and were during the 3 the Senate which began on the last-mentioned 
date nominated, and, upon confirmation by the Senate, appointed and commissioned 
as collectors for their respective districts, and continued in the discharge of their 
official duties, without having delivered the official bonds or taken the oaths pre- 
scribed by law, under the last-mentioned appointment, until subsequent to the 
adjournment of said session of the Senate, the Secretary of the 8 hereby 
authorized to pay such collectors the compensation and expenses belon; to their 
respective offices, and which would, 8 law, have accrued to them, had 
they, béfore entering upon the discharge of their duties under their last sopalar- 
ment, or before the expiration of the said session of the Senate, given tho bonds 
and taken the oaths prescribed by law: Provided, Such bonds sl bave been 
given, and such osths taken, prior to the passage of this resolution. 


Mr. BUTLER. Irise to a point of order. In the first place this is 
a private bill for the relief of certain gentlemen; and, secondly, it 

es money out of the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER, The first point is not valid; the second one is. 
The bill must receive its first consideration in Committee of the 
Whole. It will be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. STAUBER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, 2 tri 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1326) for 
the relief of Samuel B. Stauber and others; which was referred to the 


Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


CUSTOMS COLLECTORS AT PLYMOUTH AND NANTUCKET, 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
back, without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1271) establishing the 
salaries to be paid the collectors of customs of Plymouth and Nan- 
tucket, Massachusetts. 

The bill was read. It provides that there be allowed and paid to 
the collector of customs of the district of Plymouth, Massachusetts, 
a salary of $150 per annum, and to the collector of customs of the 
district of Nantucket, Massachusetts, a salary of $250 per annum from 
the 22d day of June, 1874, to the 27th day of February, 1877, provided 
toat this salary shall not increase the maximum now provided by 


W. 
Mr. BANKS. This bill makes an appropriation but if the House 
will hear me one moment I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. EDEN. I will reserve a point of order till I hear the gentle- 
man’s statement. 

Mr. BANKS. This bill is designed to correct a mistake in the re- 
vision of the statutes. The salary for the collector of Plymouth was 
established in 1799 and that for the collector of Nantucket in 1824. 
One was. established at $150; the other at $250. In the revision of 
the statutes the provision for the payment of these salaries was unin- 
tentionally omitted. In 1877 Congress passed an act to remedy the 
error in the revision of the statutes by appropriating money for the 
payment of these salaries, but that act only took effect from the date 
of its . The salaries have been paid from that date; but 
there was an interval from June 22, 1874, when the revision of the 
statutes was enacted, till February 27, 1877, when the act anthor- 
izing the payment of these salaries was passed; and there is no 
authority of law for the payment of the salaries for that interval. 
This bill is to remedy that 1 

Mr. EDEN. Does this bill provide for paying these officers during 
that interval at the rate fixed in the last appropriation f 

Mr. BANKS. At the rate fixed by law, whatever it may be. 

Mr. EDEN. The act of 1877, as I understand, made an appropria- 
tion to pay these salaries; but there is a period of time back of that 
for which payment has not been provided. Is the amount fixed in 
this bill the same amount fixed in the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. BANKS. The amount fixed in this billis the same that it was 
by law during the interval between 1874 and 1877. 

Mr. EDEN. Iunderstand that. But theappropriation bill passed 
in 1877 fixed the compensation for these officers; but I want to know 
whether this bill changes that rate of payment so that they are to 
receive a l r amount. : 

Mr. BANKS, I understand that it does not. 

Mr. EDEN. If it does not change the amount, and does not 2 
these officers more than they were allowed by the appropriation bill, 
I have no objection. 

Mr. B. . Iam unable to say precisely how that is, because I 
do not know how much of the interval between 1874 and 1877 would 
be covered by the appropriation. But Ido not desire that there shall 
be any increase of salary. 

Mr. SAYLER. As I understand, this bill napy legalizes the action 
of these officers during that time, and provides for paying them the 
same salary they would have been paid if the formalities of law had 
been observed. 

Mr. BANKS. I am willing that the bill shall be amended so that 
these officers for the interval referred to shall receive no more than 
the amount authorized by the appropriation of Congress. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BANKS. On examining the bill,I find that it contains this 
proviso: 

Provided, That this salary shall not increase the maximum now provided by law. 

I think this covers the point suggested by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois, [Mr. EDEN,] and no amendment is necessary. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasoa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ST. GEORGE SOCIETY, PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am instructed B the Committee of Ways and 
Means to report a joint resolution (H. R. No. 151) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refund to the Society of the Sons of St, 
George, established in Philadelphia, the sum of $1,440.25 in gold, being 
the amount paid by said society upon the colossal statue of St. George 
and the Dragon. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause to be refunded to the Society of the Sons of St. 
George, established at Philadelphia, the sum of $1,440.25 in gold, be- 
ing the amount pag by said society upon a colossal bronze statue of 
St. George and the D n imported by them and specially designed 


for the ornamentation of the building of said society in Philadelphia. 

Mr. EDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
why this exception is made? Why not allow everybody to import 
these things free of duty? 
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Mr. KELLEY. The letter of the Secretary of the Treasury will ex- 
plain the whole matter. I ask the Clerk to read the letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE 
Washington, D. C., 
Sm: I bave the honor to transmit herewith a N from the Society of the 
0 


RETARY, 
arch 5, 1878. 


r the advice and assistance of 
has paid as im 


Sons of St. G 
Englishmen in d 
St. George 


sum of $1,440.25 in the 

s y, that society, and which has been raised to its allotted 
above the portico of the building of the society in Philadelphia, and praying Con- 
gress to remit and refund such duties. 

I also transmit copies of certain papers on file jn this Department bearing upon 
the subject matter. 

The free list of the Revised Statutes exempts from duty statuary imported for 
the use of a society or institution incorporated or established for philosophical, 
educational, scientific, literary, or religious purposes, or for the encouragement of 
the fine arts, and not inten for sale. 

It does not are that this statue falls within the language of this exemption, 
the Society of the Sons of St. George not being of the character mentioned, but it 
does fall within the spirit and general of the act. The statue is a work of 
aste, and was imported by a charitable society of 


established at Philadelphia 
representing that said 


rt duty the 
ld on a bronze statue 


art . # PHORA by persons of t 
long stan , composed largely of naturalized American citizens who would seem 
to entitled to the benefits of the exemption granted to works of art imported by 
municipal 8 and I therefore recommend that Congress authorize a 
ee of Modal’ to. 
ery y, 
0 JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, į 
Speaker of the House of Representatives 


Mr. COX, of New York, I understand this to be a proposition to 
remit the duty on the statue of St. George and the Dragon. 

Mr. KE Y. It is a proposition which has been sent to the com- 
mittee through the S er from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is a free-trade bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. It comes from the Treasury Department, recom- 
mending the refunding of the duty on the statue of St. George and 


the age x 
Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to any free-trade 


roposition. 
8 . KELLEY. Then do not make any. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I do not, coming from that quarter. Mr. 


Speaker, I have no objection to the proposition. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam only the organ of the committee. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The gostan recurred on the passage of the resolutiôn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 34. 

So (no further count being demanded) the joint resolution was 
passed, 

Mr. KELLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PORT OF BATH, MAINE. 

Mr. BURCHARD, from the Committee of Ways and Means, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 3123) extending the privileges of sec- 
tions 2990 and 2997 of the Revised Statutes, inclusive, to the port of 
Bath, in the State of Maine, with the recommendation that it do pass, 

The bill, which was read provides that the privileges of sections 
2990 to 2997 of the Revised Statutes, inclusive, be extended to the 
port of Bath, in the State of Maine. 

Mr.CONGER. What is this for f 

Mr. BURCHARD. Itsimply provides that the privileges accorded 
to other ports by the sections of the Revised Statutes referred to of 
. in bond be extended to the port of Bath, in the State 
of Maine. 

Mr. CON GER. That is one of the interior ports of entry, and I 
have no objection. 

The bill was a to oe : torr eg third time; and 
being 17 7 77 t was according’ e time, and passed, 

Mr. BURCHARD moved n Bike the vote by which the bill was 
re and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported as 
a substitute for House joint resolution No. 76, a joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 152) to enable the joint commission to 3 effect the act 
of Congress providing for the completion of the Washington Monu- 
ment; which was read a first and second time. 

The joint resolution, which was read, provides that the joint com- 
mission created by the act of Congress entitled “An act providing 
for the completionof the Washington Monument,” approved August 
2, 1876, be, and they are hereby, authorized to apply a portion of the 
money appropriated by said act, not exceeding $34,000, to give greater 
stability to the foundation, if they deem it advisable. 

Mr. CONGER, Is that joint resolution open to a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Ohio 


whether he understands correctly the purpose of the joint resolution 
mele Sek e the manner of the expenditure of the original appro- 
pria 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr.Speaker, as I understand it, it does not changeit. 


It merely directs or authorizes the joint commission to do what they 
have some doubts about their having the right to do; that is to say, 
whether they have any right under the original appropriation to use 
a portion of it to strengthen the foundation of the monument. 

he SPEAKER. Hasthe appropriation already been made? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. This changes the manner of expenditure only, as 
the Chair understands, and does not contain an appropriation of any 
money. 

Mr FOSTER. That is all. 

The PPA ROIR What point, then, does the gentleman from Michi- 

make 

Mr. CONGER. The original appropriation was for the erection of 
a monument, and this proposes to divert a portion of that appropria- 
tion to strengthen the foundation of the monument. 

The SPE. It does not embrace any appropriation or any in- 
crease of the amount already rook BL mas in any respect. 

Mr. CONGER. By the original resolution the money could not be 
used at all, unless the foundation was found to be sufficiently strong. 
It has been found not to be sufficient, and it is now proposed to divert 
a portion of the money to make it sufficient. There was a limitation 
in the original act inthis very direction. No appropriation was made 
for the foundation. The appropriation was expressly excluded from 
being used at all unless the foundation was found to be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that in the case of an appropri- 
ation, for instance for the collection of internal revenue, the number 
of collectors could be increased by law and yet the act increasing the 
number might not contain an appropriation and would not be sub- 
ject to a point of order. Their compensation would be allowed to 
come out of a general appropriation already made for the purpose of 
the payment of the salaries of collectors, and that would not be sub- 
ject to the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. But if the appropriation oooh to be diverted by 
this joint resolution was made upon the condi that the founda- 
tion was already sufficient? 

The SPEAKER. That runs to the merit; and the merit seems to 
be in the view of the Chair that it would be very inadvisable to put 
a monument anywhere that the foundation would not sustain. 

Mr. CONGER. That is why the appropriation was limited, not to 
be used if found insufficient; and being found insufficient, this bill 
pro s to use it cee to the provisions of the law. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to see that the joint resolu- 
tion is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I move, then, that it be referred to the Committeo 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman to make 
that motion. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not when he reported the 
joint resolution make any demand for the previous question. The 
sense of the House can as well be tested in the one way as the 


other. 

Mr. FOSTER. It ought not to go to the Committee of the Whole. 
If this thing is to be done it is important that it should be done at 
once. ` 

Mr. CONGER. It ought not to be done at all. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let the House determine that now. 

The question being taken on Mr. CONGER’s motion to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
there were—ayes 59, noes 53. 

Mr. FOSTER. I must ask for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers; and appoints the gentlemen from Ohio, Mr. FOSTER, and the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let the joint resolution be read again, that the 
House may understand what it is voting on. 

The joint resolution was again 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 84. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question was on the engrossment and third reading of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. FOSTER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, [Mr. 9 

Mr. CON GER. . Speaker, my objection to diverting the appro- 
priation as required by this joint resolution is that it is in the opinion 
of the engineers very uncertain whether the foundation of this monu- 
ment is sufficiently strong to hold the intended superstracture as it 
is now or whether it cau in any manner be made sufficiently strong. 
It is finished now but about a quarter of the way with perhaps a 
third or a half of the weight resting upon the foundation; and it is 
claimed that it has already become a leaning tower. 

Now, sir, if this sum of $30,000 or $40,000 is appropriated to 
strengthen the foundation, the remaining superstructure will be com- 
pleted upon it whether it is sufficient or not. It is the opinion of 
many gentlemen in this House that the true way and the most eco- 
nomical way to complete this structure, which I think we all desire 
to have completed, is to take that material down; and inasmuch as 
the object of such a structure is elevation, eminence, position, where 
it may be seen from all the surrounding country, to remove it to some 
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one of the high points around the city, some high point, for example 
in the grounds of the Soldiers’ Home or in the neighborhood of t 
Scott Monument, where a good foundation can be obtained and where 
appropriations to build it can be secured in this Honse any day and 
any hour from all those who oppose the present transfer of this appro- 
priation for this purpose, to build a monument worthy of the Father 
of his Country, and worthy of the American people to-day. 

When the location down in the swamp was selected, it was supposed 
that the approach to this capital city would be mainly by water, on 
the Potomac. The modes of transportation and of travel since that 
time have entirely changed; and now the object in the construction 
of such a monument must be that it may be in view of the napika 
city, on some elevation which itself would be higher than or as high 
asthe top of the monument where it is now being constructed. You 
should begin with an elovation as high as its top in its present situa- 
tion, in full view of the city; and then the erection of a monument 
four hundred or five hundred feet . would be a matter of pride 
to every American citizen, and it could be seen from every part of the 
city and from every part of the District, and for miles and miles around 
the country in every direction. 

I desire, in common I believe with every patriotic citizen, that some 
monument to Washington may be erected and thatit may stand while 
time lasts in memory of that great man. But the reason for fixing 
its location in the central view of the approach by the Potomac no 
longer exists. That never will be the great thoroughfare of approach 
to this city ; and the effect of a massive monument which has only 
its massiveness and its height to commend it will be increased four- 
fold by placing it on some elevation. I believe it is the universal 
voice of those who visit this city when they see where that monu- 
ment is situated that it is in a very inappropriate place; and I believe 
every member of Congress now or hereafter would vote for the com- 
pletion of that monument, whatever sum might be necessary, if it 
should be taken out of the swamp and placed upon the hill. 

That is my objection to the passage of this resolution, which pro- 
poses to divert a portion of the appropriation made by Congress and 
compel its use in — the monument on this uncertain and 
insecure foundation, Where it has been commenced, Now, the build- 
ing of this monument was stop come and years , because the 
engineers then believed, and still believe, those who have expressed 
an opinion upon it, that its foundation on the muddy bottom of the 

old Potomac where the land had once been washed ont far deeper than 
has been reached now, was insecure. A foundation composed mostly 
of gravel, clay and mud, the mere filling up of the deposits from the 
river, cannot be made suitable for the foundation for a monument of 
this altitude of four hundred and fifty feet high. 

Mr. HOUSE. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. CONGER. I will. 

Mr. FOSTER. Has not the time of the gentleman from Michigan 


ired ? 
1 CONGER. It would not have expired; but for the interrup- 


tions. 
Mr. HOUSE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Michigan this 
uestion: whether it would not cost more to take the monument 
down and remove it to some other location, than it would to strengthen 
the present foundation? 

Mr. CONGER. I do not think it would cost more to take it down 
and remove if a proper temporary railway was constructed for that 
purpose, to the top of some elevation around the city than it would 
to strengthen the foundation. 

Mr. FINLEY. Have not the foundations been found to be inse- 


cure? 

Mr. CONGER. If gentlemen have visited the location they will 
know that around the monument the whole ground is honey-combed 
with borings to find what the material is upon which it rests, and the 
material brought up from those borings is composed of a filling in of 
gravel, clay, and alluvial deposits and decayed vegetable matter, such 
as fills up any place where there has been a washing out of a deep 
trench and its su nent filling up with such deposits from the river 
as generally accumulate in such places. 

wish just to say this: that that is the sole reason why I have 
from time to time in this and former Con opposed an appro- 
priation for the completion of this monument where it is. And I am 
very glad of the opportunity of saying that that is the only reason. 
I will join heartily with all other gentlemen in the House in any 
reasonable mode in securing a proper foundation for the erection of 
a monument which shall be an honor to the father of our country 
and an honor to all who may assist in its erection. 

Mr. FOSTER. I now demand the previous question. 

The beer question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. FOSTER. This attempt to build a monument was first com- 
menced in 1789, in the Continental Congress, I believe. It was re- 
newed from time to time, and I think some time in seventeen hundred 
and ninety odd, General Washington himself selected the spot where 
this monument now stands. It was then in the exact phical 
center of the District. It was in full sight of Mount Vernon and of 
the vessels approaching the city up the river. The present purpose 
is to build this monument four hundred and eighty-five feet high. 1 
think with that height it can be seen above the tops of the hills in 
any approach to the city. 


Now the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] proposes to tear 
down this monument, carry it away, and put it on the top of some 
high hill in theneighborhood. Does he know that we have ceded juris- 
diction oveg this ground on which the monument stands to the Wash- 
ington Monument Society, and that every dollar that has been ex- 
pended up to this time has been expended by that society. 

We have no more control over the ground upon which this monu- 

ment stands than we have over the ground across the river. It belon 
to the monument society, and without their consent we are not able 
to touch it. 
_ What I want to say further is this: that the society has gone on 
in good faith, and has honestly expended the sum of $250,000, and 
have erected the monument now over 200 feet high, and that is more 
than half the work done already to-day. Perhaps the $200,000 that 
we have appropriated may not complete it, but the question now 
arises as to whether the foundation is secure or not. Ihave read the 
reports upon this subject with great care, and the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] is mistaken when he says that all the en- 
gineers in the past have condemned this foundation. That is not 
true, and that is not the reason why the Washington Monument So- 
ciety have not continued on this work. The reason is the want of 
funds. If gentlemen will examine the reports of the engineers they 
will find that the weight of testimony is in fayor of the sufficiency 
of the foundation to sustain the monument now proposed to be built 
upon it, but the board of commissioners, out of abundant caution, 
propose to use a portion of the money appropriated by Congress for 
the ips rie of the foundation. 

Mr.CLYMER. Is it not a fact that the monument society have 
some $60,000 in their treasury ? 

Mr. FOSTER. No, sir; they have nothing in their treasury, or 


r little. 
r. CLYMER. I was told that they had $60,000. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all. You will find, if you will take the trouble 
to look at it, in the speech which I made two years ago when this ap- 
8 was made, a full statement of the whole transaction from 

ginning to end; and I undertake to say, although the conduct of 
the monument association has not been brought in question here, but 
I have heard it brought in question in private, that their action has 
been perfectly square and straight and they cannot be assailed in any 
particular. 

Now, all there is of this question is this: will this House permit a 
portion of the $200,000 which we have appropriated, if in the opinion 
of the board ôf commissioners who have the matter in charge it is 
necessary to do so, to be used to strengthen the foundation of this 
monument? That is the whole 8 

I now yield to the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hax.) 

Mr. HALE. The trouble with me about this matter is that I be- 
lieve if we do not cone this monument we shall not have any 
monument to General Washington in this city, It is all well enough 
to say it would be better to have it somewhere else than where it is 
now located. That might be an argument of some weight if we 
were just starting upon the enterprise. But a great sum of money 
has already been expended upon this monument, and the contribu- 
tions failing, the enterprise came to a stand. 

This whole subject was considered and discussed very carefully 
and thoroughly in a previous Congress, and we then appropriated the 
sum of $200,000 to complete this monument. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] omitted to state just now that when that appro- 
priation was made the then Washington Monument Association turned 
over to the Government the whole matter. So that if we go on and 
spend upon this monument the money which has been appropriated 
we will have the entire control of it and the advantage of all the 
benefactions which have been given by the people in the years past. 
The whole matter will be entirely under our control. 

When the change of management was made under the appropria- 
tion the representatives of the Government believed it necessary to 
take extra pains in order to ascertain whether there was any truth 
at the bottom of the statements which have been made from time to 
time that the foundation of this monument was insecure. It was 
determined to have an examination made by skillfal engineers, and 
it was made. The conclusion of those engineers, derived from exam- 
ination and from borings, is not that the foundation is insecure. 
The conclusion derived from their investigation is that even as the 
foundation now is, (and it is remarkable that if the foundation is so 
bad, as has been claimed, there has been no jarring or leaning of the 
monument,) it is a good one and the monument, if completed, would 
stand upon it for ages. But,as has been said, it is proposed to spend 
a portion of this money from extra precaution to e what is already 
certain doubly certain. 

Now you may turn this enterprise awry, and say that we will have 
the monument somewhere else; but as sure as you do that we will 
still have this unsightly structure, this unfinished monument, with 
its bald, ragged, jagged top, staring us in our faces, an offense in the 
sight of every citizen that comes to Washington for years and years. 
But if this money which we have already appropriated is allowed 
to be spent, after due consideration, as it is proposed to spend it 
then the shaft will arise and the monument will be completed; am 
although it will not attain such a height and will not tower so loftily 
as if it had been placed on Capitol Hill, for instance, still it will be 
a magnificent monument and an honor to the country. Every man 
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of us ought to feel ashamed that this monument was not completed 
years and yearsago. I hope that the attempt, or perhaps the inclina- 
tion only, to stop this enterprise and leave it where it is, for that is 
what it really amounts to, will not be permitted to prevail, 

Mr. ITTNER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. ITTNER. Has it been conclusively demonstrated that this 
monument does not lean? I have seen it repeatedly stated in the 
press of the country that it does lean, and it seems to me that if this 
monument does lean in the least degree, it would be unwise to pro- 
gress further in its construction. 

Mr. HALE. The engineers find, after examination, that there has 
been no material inclination of the monument, perhaps not even in 
the slightest degree; and even if there is the slightest inclination it 
is not of any account as indicating an insecure foundation. In fact 
it is claimed by some that there is no inclination whatever from the 
original design. And even by those who claim that there has been 
an inclination it is not claimed to amount to more than the seven- 
eighths of an inch. 

. FOSTER. I now yield to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Cox. 

Nr! COX, of New York. I believe that it is 5 conceded that 
all the ground in that pa of the city, formerly called“ the swamp,” 
is made up of alluvial soil, and is very uncertain as a foundation. 
Not long since an attempt was made to test the soil down herein the 
Botanical Garden for the purpose of ascertaining if it would afford a 

roper foundation for the erection of a Congressional Library build- 
ing; but it was found that it was oozy and wet and would furnish 
no stable foundation. 

Now have no doubt myself that the foundation of the 3 
Monument is at best very insecure and uncertain; and anything 
which is uncertain will always call from me a negative vote on ap- 
propriations. One thing is very sure, and that is that if that monu- 
ment is ever finished, it will still be almost as unsightly as it is to- 
day. It is not the kind of monument which we should erect in this 
city to the memory of George Waan bn The A monument 
would be an arch; and the material which is already collected there, 
if properly used, wonld make a splendid monument to Washington, 
a decoration to the city of Washington in every sense of the word. 

We have already appropriated $200,000 for the completion of this 
monument. The very fact that this bill is now brought in here in- 
dicates that these engineers are uncertain about the foundation of 
the monument, else why should they ask for this sum of money to 
be devoted to this special purpose? They are not sure of the founda- 
tion. And in fact no one can be sure in the strict sense of the word 
of the foundation of anything, either of ethics, sig nen spl or poli- 
tics, as gentlemen on both sides of this House have found out. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I simply rose to say that if it were possible to- 
day I would vote to re e law giving $200,000 for the purpose of 
completing this monument. I would vote to remove the material to 
one of these eminences around Washington, and there erect an arch 
or something else that would be a decoration to the city and an honor 
to the Father of his Country. Butif we go on in this uncertain sort 
of way, if we divert a portion of this $200,000 for a foundation, we 
shall find when the structure has been carried one hundred feet higher 
that we shall have nothing but a mere unshapely mass, having no 
ee in connection With the memory of George Washington. 
Therefore, without intending in any sense to impinge on the rights 
of the Appropriations Co: ttee, I will move to this bill on the 
table, and at the proper time I will ask that the bill of my colleague 
(Mr. EICKHOFF] be taken up and considered, and that we shall pro- 
vide that no more money shall be spent upon this matter until we are 
sure of our foundation. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the leave of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Foster,] I want to call attention to one point that seems to have 

assed sub silentio. It is assumed that this monument is down in a 

ole or a swamp. Now, I submit that any gentleman who will step 
out here to the west side of the Capitol and look out will find that 
the monument is on a very considerable elevation, the third or the 
fourth in height within the limits of the city of Washington. 
Although viewed from some points there may appear to be a depres- 
sion, gentlemen will be very much pecs | to find how high the 
base of the monument is. 

There is another consideration. Washington knew where he wanted 
his monument a great deal better than I do, and I think he should be 
gratified, even at this late day, in having his monument on just the 
spot that he selected, and where he e a reservation for the pur- 
pose in laying out the city. If it is only going to cost $26,000 to make 
a good foundation, I think we should certainly authorize the expendi- 

ure. y 

Some gentlemen have referred to the statement that the structure 
already built leans. One of the engineers told me that in a height of 
two hundred feet there was a variation of seven-eighths of an inch 
from a vertical line. Now, if any man who is building (and I have 
had some experience in that matter) has workmen engaged during 
twenty years and finds that in an elevation of two hundred feet the 
variation from a plumb line is not greater than seven-eighths of an 
petal his workmen will have been better mechanics than are usually 

‘ound. 

But all this matter is to be left to the 8 of the commis- 

sioners. If they find that with this expenditure of money they can- 


not make the foundation sufficient, they will not go on and complete 
the structure. What is wanted new, as I understand, is to put a con- 
crete wall around on the outside of the monument, a circular, brace- 
like abutment, so as to prevent any possibility of any e or} 
giving away hereafter. This is what is wanted, as the engineer told 
me. I cannot conceive of any reason why we should not allow those 
to whom we have intrusted this matter—one of them at least a 
engineer—to go on and build this monument, without unde ing 
here in this House te decide questions of civil engineering. 

Mr, CLYMER. In the Forty-fourth Congress it was determined, in 
a fit of patriotic fervor, that we would give $200,000 for the comple- 
tion of the Washington Monument on condition that the foundations 
were found to be sufficient. Examination has demonstrated that the 
condition has failed; that the foundations are not sufficient to justify 
8 structure to the height originally contemplated. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is not a settled matter. 

Mr. CLYMER. It is so far settled that those to whom we have 
intrusted the determination of the fact have reported to us that they 
need $36,000 to make good the condition without which we said we 
would not make the appropriation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that at any other time than in 
that exceptional year, the centennial year of which we have heard 
so much, Congress would ever have given one dollar to complete that 
monument. For thirty years it has been building. For thirty years 
the patriotism of the people has been appealed to; and while a con- 


siderable of the original design has been accomplished, yet the 
structure stood for twenty years untouched, and in the minds of 
many a di and a shame to the American people. I am sorry to 


say that in my judgment and in that of many with whom I have held 
intercourse regarding this subject the structure, if finished, would be 
unworthy of our great nation as a monument to him who was “ first 
in war, in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen.” It 
is e es it is a mere shaft. There is nothing in the pas: like 
it; and I do not believe that the future will ever repeat an experi- 
ment of this kind. In the judgment of those in whose taste I have 
great confidence a monument to Washington should be something 
that would have a meaning; for instance, an arch, as the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] has suggested, on which there might be a 
collosal . ela statue of W: gton. 

The difficulty is that the present monument belongs to an associa- 
tion, the Washington Monument Association, composed of excellent 

entlemen, many of whom have devoted much time and attention to 
its erection and completion. And we, representing the Government, 
have no right to come in and say what be done with that pile. 
If the association cannot complete it, there it will stand always a dis- 
grace, and they can only complete it by appealing to us. Therefore 
it is to be decided by this House to-day whether we will consent it 
shall so be completed on that spot and in that shape. If there was a 
condition annexed to the appropriation of $200,000 that it should only 
be available provided the present structure should be razed to the 
ground and its material used for the erection of a memorial which 
would be approved by those who have refined judgment and taste in 
matters of art, I think this House would be doing what would be best. 
It should be removed to some a, point; and I have the judgment 
of others, sir, when I say it would cost less to take the present monu- 
ment down and use the material in the erection of an arch upon some 
high point within this District than to complete the monument in its 
present aape 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CLYMER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is whether in the history of the world any arch 
can be found built over a place where nobody goes? Can any arch 
be found anywhere at a place which leads nowhere? [Laughter.} 
Ido not know of any place we want an arch over. And let me ask 
the gentleman another question, whether he wants any exhibition of 
modern taste in the building of a few monuments like the exhibition 
of taste we have in the present calico fence at the foot of the hill 
near Pennsylvania avenue? [Laughter. 

Mr. CLYMER. If mistakes are made it is not to be assumed we are 
to continue to make them. As to whether we have any place which 
would be appropriate for the construction of an arch, there may bea 
difference of opinion. I would suggest the approach to the eastern 
front of the Capitol, three or four squares off, and if we should there 
build a grand arch one hundred or one hundred and fifty feet high, 
with an equestrian statue of Washington, it would have a meaning, 
it would tell a story, it would be an honor to his memory and acredit 
to the generation which erected it. 

Mr. E. Is there any objection to finishing the monument, and 
then if you want an arch building that afterward? There is no in- 
compatibility between the two. I agree with what my friend from 

chusetts has said. 

Mr. CLYMER. I have no doubt the gentleman will wee with me 
it would be impossible after completing the one to build the other, 
for if you waste money on the present monument we will never appro- 
priate money for another: 

Mr. HALE. It is just as easy to build the monument and then build 
the arch afterward, if we want it, as to take down the monument and 
build the arch now. It would cost no more to get the arch with the 
monument than without it. . 

Mr. WRIGHT. I will detain the House but a moment. Irise, Mr. 
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Speaker, for the purpose of vindicating history, the history connected 
with that 5 I was a e of Con when the foun- 
dation-stone was placed under that monument. I was there, sir. The 
foundation is of hard, cemented gravel. I saw men testing the gravel- 
bed with crowbars, making an effort to enter the gravel at the bottom 
of the pit, and they could not effect it. The foundation of the mon- 
ument itself is of huge rocks that weigh separately ten and fifteen tons. 
I saw one of the first of those huge rocks placed at the bottom of that 
monument. 

Now, so far as regards the foundation, I will tell you what I know: 
I have no doubt in regard to the sufficiency of the foundation to sup- 
port and sustain that monument. That is not the trouble, sir. The 
trouble is whether the material can stand the crushing weight of the 
designed height of the monument. I saw them making experiments 
at that time in crushing the material put in the monument to see what 

wer of resistence it possessed and what weight it would sustain. 
That was the question when the monument was started, whether the 
material composing a single column five hundred feet high, of the 
size and dimensions pro could sustain the pressare brought by 
the accumulation of weight as the monument went up toward its 
full height. 

That was the difficulty at that time. I have no doubt in my own 
mind, after the experiments made at the time which I saw, and from 
the opinion of experts then given, the monument can sustain itself ; 
that is, the material of which it is composed will sustain the monu- 
ment, notwithstanding the t pressure brought upon it. 

I am in favor, Mr. Speaker, of completing the monument. I have 
no idea of abandoning it. If we now abandon the appropriation of 
$200,000, that will be the end of it. If we could be sure the object 
would not be abandoned, I would be willing to yield the Eppa 
tion of money ; but I believe if that be done it will be the end of this 
monument. And I got up for the purpose of telling, not what I read 
in the newspapers, not what scientists have said, but what I saw and 
what I know in regard to the ius! of this monument. 

It I am a reliable man, I hope what I have said will be taken, there- 
fore, as authority. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does not the gentleman know some time 
ago a convention of engineers was held in Baltimore, and that, after 
taking this matter into consideration, they decided the present monu- 
ment was unstable! 

Mr. FOSTER. No such thing ever happened. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have heard there was such a commission, and 
that commission recommended Baltimore as the spot where this mon- 
ument should be placed. [Laughter.] I have so been informed. I 
cannot vouch for the truth of the assertion. [A Volck. It is so.] 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have an idea that there is solid ground in other 

arts of these United States as well asin and around Baltimore; and 

believe the spot where that monument stands to-day is good enough 
for all the purposes it is designed to be used for, and the strength of 
the te an is as I have stated. Is the gentleman from New York 
satisfied ? 

Mr, COX, of New York. I am so much satisfied that I will make a 
motion to lay the joint resolution on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER. I demand a vote. 

The question being taken on the motion to lay the joint resolution 
on the table, there were—ayes 51, noes 88. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Would it be in order to move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the main question was ordered so that this 
matter could be referred again to the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The motion was not made to reconsider the vote 
ordering the main question and to Jay that motion on the table. The 
motion to reconsider is therefore in order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I make that motion, 

Mr. FOSTER. And I moye to lay it on the table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Before I yield the floor I desire to say just 


a word. 

Mr. FOSTER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to debate, except to say 
to the House I propose to move to send this matter back to the com- 
mittee that we may have this whole question as to the monument 
reconsidered in every way. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 94, noes 59. 

So the motion to reconsider the vote ordering the main question 
was laid upon the table. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Se and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. : 

Mr. FOSTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint reso- 
lution of the e Hue; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an nied Sb papas for fillin 
up, draining, and placing in good sani condition the grounds sou 


the Capitol along the line of the old canal, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr, HARRISON. Has the morning hour ended ? 
The SPEAKER, It has. 
Mr. N. I rise to a privi question. 


. HARRISO vileged 

Mr. SCALES. I move that the rules be s ded, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on state of the 
Union. And I give notice that when we get into Committee of the 
Whole I will the committee to take up the bill to transfer the 
office of Indian Affairs from the Interior to the War Department. 

Mr. DURHAM, Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment for 
explanation ? 

. SCALES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DURHAM. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions gave notice that on to-day he would call up the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial appropriation bill. Mr, ATKINS is sick and unable 
to be here. He has been in bed now for eight or ten days; and I ask 
the House on his behalf to be quiet about this bill for two or three 
days till he can be here as I hope he will be. It is a matter of jus- 
tice to him as chairman of the KEN committee and of the subcom- 
mittee which prepared this bill, together with the gentleman from 
omo LME Eare] and myself, that he should be here and take charge 
of the bi 

The SPEAKER. The bill has a continuing privilege and right. 

Mr. HARRISON. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I rise to report from the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service a report which was recommitted to that com- 
mittee on the 19th of March, reserving, however, its privilege to be 


brought up at any time. 

The SP. The gentleman has already reported from that 
committee, the Chair thinks. The Chair will examine the Journal to 
see whether that be so or not. 

Mr. HARRISON. The report was recommitted, and when I asked 
to have it brought up the other day the House would not consider it. 
I now move to take it up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sup , When the matter was up the 
other day, the question was whether the House would consider the 
report; but the Chair will not cut off any rights from the gentleman. 
The House has the right to do that, not the Chair. 

Mr. HENDEE. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER, As to what? 

Mr, HENDEE. As to the proposition of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr, Harrison] to consider the Polk business. Idesire to have 
the unfinished business, which is the District of Columbia bill, taken 


up. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the House determines not to hear a report 
from one of its own committees in to one of its own officers, 
charged with doing wrong, then let it go to the country and let the 
country understand it. 

Mr. DEE. That is very eloquent; but let the gentleman wait 
a moment until I state 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The Chair listens to the 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois that he did not make the 
report the other day when the question of consideration was ap; bat 
the Chair has sent for the Journal, to see what are all the facts. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I had risen to controvert that statement. 
The gentleman from Illinois has exhausted his privilege. He did 
report to the House, and the House refused to consider. 

: HARRISON. The Chair stated, and most emphatically, that 
the report did not lose its privilege. 

A ER, It is on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON, Yes, it is on the Calendar and before the country. 

The SPEAKER, The entry in the Journal of March 28 will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: * 


Mr. Hansor, as a question of privilege, from the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, to which was the resolution ted January 31, 1878, direct- 
ing it to inquire into the matters and things all against John W. Polk, the 
e Aa of the House, submitted a report, accompanied by the following reso- 

utions, viz: 

Resolved, That the position of Doorkeeper of the Howse of Representatives be, 
and hereby is. declared vacant; and 

Further resolved, That, until the appointment of a new Doorkeeper, the duties 
of io office be, and hereby are, devolved upon the Sergeant-at-Arms. 


Mr cates raised the question of consideration; 

And the question being put, viz: 

Will the House now consider the said report! 

And it was decided in the negative. 

The SPEAKER, The Journal shows that the gentleman from IIli- 
nois made the report; and the report went upon the Calendar. The 
entry on the Calendar will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1878, March 28.—Mr, Hannison.—Reform in Civil Service.— Report 422. 
That of Door! ti 
EE VE 
un eni new J 

the office be, and hereby are, devolved upon the BATAS ANNA. i : 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, the resolution was not read. I 
simply asked that the matter be brought up. The RECORD will show 
what was done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like the gentleman from IIli- 


1878. 
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nois to direct his attention to any statement of his on that day in 
which he said that the gentleman did not lose his rights. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I do not think the Chair made any such state- 
ment, nor will it be found in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois a few moments ago 
said that the Chair had stated to him that he did not lose any rights, 
which would seem to be an intimation that the Chair would recog- 
nize him in to make this report. 

Mr. RISON. I understood the Chair so to state; but I do not 
know whether it got into the RECORD or not. 

Mr. FINLEY. That statement was made at the time the report 
was recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never altered anything connected with 
this matter, and the Chair will now facilitate the gentleman from 
Illinois in any way that the rules will it to reach action on his 
report if the House so desire; but the gentleman from Illinois stated 
a few moments ago that the Chair had assured him that he would not 
lose any of his rights to report. 

Mr. HARRISON. I so understood; but if I made a mistake, of 
course there is an end of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to have that alleged state- 
ment of his pointed out, because it is very material. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. If the Chair will allow me, I think I can 
state from recollection the way in which the matter occurred. When 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] made the report he 
moved to recommit it, and, as I remember, the Speaker stated that 
he would lose pose by the motion to recommit, because he could 
bring it back before the House. Afterward, when the question came 
before the House on a motion to reconsider the committal, the ques- 
tion of consideration was sprung on him by the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. HENDEE] and others; whereupon in exercising what he 
deemed to be his right he abandoned the motion to reconsider and 
reported the resolutions to the House as a question of privilege, and 
in that way they came before the House. 

The SPE. The Chair desires to have read from the RECORD 
exactly what he did say. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The SPEAKER. The report was made and recommitted to the committee, and 


ordered to be printed ; the Chair supposes that the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Harrison] now intends to report it back to the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read another paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Speaker. The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Harrisoy,) from the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Service, ts the report of that committee touching 
on the matters referred to it, as to the . co of this House, and the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] raises the question of consideration, and 
he gives notice that if this subject be not considered by the House he will move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the ole on the state of the 
Union, and to lay aside the bills upon the Calendar until the committee shall reach 
the bill relating to the transfercf the Indian Bureau to the War Department. 


Mr. HARRISON. What is the Clerk reading from; the Journal or 
the Recorp? 

The SPEAKER. From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. HARRISON. I find upon page 2109 of the RECORD, proceed- 
ings of March 28, the following: 

Mr. Harrison. I rise toa 8 question, and it is to call up the report of 
the Committee on Reform in Civil Service, in the matter commonly known as 
the Polk matter. 

Mr. BLAIR then said something, and after that I find this: 


Mr. Enex. I submit that the report of the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service has not yet been made. 

Mr. Hariisox. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. Enex. My understanding is that bk aang was ordered to be printed and 
recommitted to the committee, and that therefore it is now in the committee. 


I do not therefore know how it lost its privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The report has not lost its privilege, but it has 
got into another position before the House as the report of a commit- 
tee or bill undisposed of. 

Mr. HARRISON. TheRecorp does not show that it got into a new 
position, as will be shown if the Clerk will read what I have marked 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had a right under the rule to make 
the report at any time, and the report was presented by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. HARRISON. On the 29th? I tried to present it, but the House 
refused to receive it. 

The SPEAKER. The pontem had a right to report at any time, 
and it was received, and the only question was one of priority of 
business, but the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] raised 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. HARRISON. Did not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
take the position that the report had been recommitted, and was in 
the hands of the committee? That was the gentleman’s position. I 
saw that the friends of Mr. Polk did not want the report brought up 
then, and therefore I yielded and made no antagonism. 

A MEMBER, You called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, the yeas and nays were called for on the 
other side of the House; I never asked for them. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
had a right to report at any time. When the subject was recom- 
mitted he made the report, and he has now exhausted his privilege. 


Mr. HARRISON. I would simply ask the Chair to decide whether 
I egg the report or not. The gentleman from Missouri cannot de- 
cide it. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I submit to the Chair that the question of con- 
sideration could not be raised if the report was still in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It could not have been raised unless the report 
was before the House for consi tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When any motion or proposition is made, the question Will the House now con 
sider it?“ not be put unless it is demanded by some member or is deemed nec- 
essary by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. As stated by the gentleman from Ilinois, [ Mr. 
SPRINGER, ] if the report had not been made, the question of consid- 
eration could not have been raised upon it; but having been made 
the question of consideration came up and the House voted that it 
would not then proceed to considerit. The House refusing to proceed 
to its consideration at that time, under the rules and practice of the 
House the report of necessity went to the calendar of reports of com- 
mittees and bills undisposed of. 

Mr. HARRISON. Lappeal to the Chair to state if I did not several 
times ask him if the report was not of a privileged character, such 
that I could make it at any time, and the BS eena said thatit was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, on the very day 
after the House refused to consider the report, could have moved a 
reconsideration. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, I could not; I voted with the noes and 
could not have moved areconsideration. I am always voting wrong, 
it would seem. [Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not disposed to deny the statement 
that the gentleman from Illinois repeatedly came to him in regard 
to this subject; but the Chair is bound by the record of the proceed- 
ings of the House. The Chair will listen to anything that will facil- 
itate the purpose of the gentleman to have the House proceed to the 
consideration of this report. It occupies the same situation exactly 
as a contested-election case in which a report has been made, 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to say to the Chair, in the language of 
Mr. Pennington, of New Jersey, that I have not sense enough to un- 
derstand the rules and I must rely entirely upon the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly has not said anything that 
would warrant the statement by the gentleman that the Chair has 
intimated that the gentleman did not understand the rules, 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, no; I say that myself. eer). 

The SPEAKER. If the House desires to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, it can do so by voting down the other proposition, so as to 
enable the gentleman to reach it by proper motion. The remedy is 
not with the Chair, it is with the House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire to ask the Chair a question in regard 
to the provisions to be found on pages 287 and of the Digest in 
relation to questions of privilege. At the top of page 289 will be 
found as one of the questions of privilege “ TPES ip misconduct on 
the part of an officer of the House.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not a doubt that this is a question 
of privilege, and the committee had the 8 reporting upon 
it at any time. The committee did so report, and therefore their privi- 
lege, as alluded to in the report, is restricted in that respect to the 
right to report. When once reported, such report is in the House. 

LUTTRELL. Was the vote taken upon the report ? 

The SPEAKER. The vote was upon the priority of business. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Would it be in order now to move to proceed 
to the consideration of that report, so that a vote of the House can 
be had upon it? 

The SPEAKER. It would, exactly as in a contested-election case, 
both being ery gg as questions of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. And I call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. SCALES. I believe I have the floor, have I not 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have the House express its 
wish upon the question. The gentleman. from North Carolina [ Mr. 
SCALES] has moved that the rules be suspended and the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole; and he states that in 
case that motion shall prevail he will ask the committee to lay aside 
all bills on the Calendar as they are reached until he can bring the 
committee to the consideration of the bill to transfer the Indian Bu- 
reau from the Department of the Interior to the War Department. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] gives notice that in case the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina is voted down he will then 
move to proceed to the consideration of the report he has indicated. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Pending the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Scalxs, ] is not the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
entitled to make his motion as a question of appa ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that he is, if he insists upon 
that course. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. That is what I desire to do. 

Mr. BURCHARD. And in that case the House will be first called 
upon to vote upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The House has and always should have within 
its power the right to say what business it will to consider. 
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The Clerk will read from the Digest one of the questions of privilege 
as stated in the Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Alleged misconduct on the part of an officer of the House. Journal, 1, 44, p. 868. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Harrison] that he is mistaken in saying that the Chair 
informed him that he lost none of his rights. If the gentleman will 
look at the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD he will find that that statement 
was made on a prior occasion, to wit, on the 19th ultimo, in the fol- 
lowing language: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Harrısox} wishes that the two W shall be e and recommitted. The gen- 
tleman is not divested of any of his rights by the recommittal. All he does now 
is to give notice to the House of his intention to call up the report. 

Mr. HARRISON. I beg the Chair's pardon, The Chair misunder- 
stood me. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisall night The gentleman bas confounded 
my language on March 19 with the language used on the 28th ultimo. 

r. COX, of New York. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My point of order is that the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] must be first put. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair proposes to do, the gen- 
tleman having insisted on having his motion first voted on. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] moves that the House now proceed 
to the consideration of the report of the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service, in the matter of the charges alleged against the Door- 
3 the House. The resolutions accompanying the report will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the position of Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, 
and hereby is, declared 


vacant; and 
Further resolved, That, until the aj pointment of a new Doorkeeper, the duties 
of the office be, and hereby are, devolved upon the Sergeant-at-Arms. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is now upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] that the House proceed to consider the 
resolutions just read. 

Mr. SCALES. In case that motion is voted down, will my motion 
be regarded as pending? 

The SPE R. The Chair will consider that question when it 
occurs. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] has indicated 
his desire to submit a popotni to the House antagonistic. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I call for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 148, nays 79, not 
voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—148. 
Acklen, Cutler, Keightley, Ryan, 
Aldri Da Kelle 5 x —. 
Davis, Horace Kenna, Sexton, 
Bagley, Deering, Shallenberger, 
„John H. Denison, Landers, Sinnickson, 
Baker, William H. iar 8 a 
u. c sey, pringer, 
Ba: Ering fi ohn 1. Lende „ 
e, le, 
Bell, Felton, Hach. Stone, John W. 
Bisbee, Fort, Marsh, Strait, 
Blackburn, Foster, Mayham ‘Thom 
pair EN ir j RT 
à ‘ownsend, Amos 
Bouck, Faller, Mahon, Townsend, 
Boyd, Gardner, Metcalfe, T 
Brentano, Giddings, Mitchell, er, 
Brewer, Glover, Monroe, Van Vorhes, 
Harris, Benj. W. Nag Waddell, 
fa; Hart, des Walch, 
Buckner, Patterson, G. W. Ward, 
Haskell, Patterson, T. M. Warner, 
Burdick, Hazelto Peddie, Welch, 
Hendee, Phel te, 
Henderson, Phillipa, White, Michael D, 
Casw Henkle, Pollard, Wi ton, 
Claflin, Hewitt, Abram S. Pound, W. drew 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hiscoc Williams, C. G. 
Clark, Rush H Pugh, Williams, James 
Ch x Hump; ù 7 Williams, Richard 
Cobb, Hunter, ph, Willis, Albert S. 
Cole, Ittner, Rea, Willis, Benj. A. 
Conger, Jam Reed. Willits, 
Cox, Jacob D. Jones, Roberts, Wood, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Jones, John S. Robertson. Wren, 
28, er, Robinson, M. S. Wright. 
NAYS-—79. 
Aiken, Cook, Garth, Joyce, 
A Cravens, Gause, Knapp, 
Bicknell, Crittenden, Goode, Knott, 
Bland, Culberson, Gunter, Ligon, 
Bliss, Davis, Joseph J. Harden ý Luttrell, 
Boone, Dibrell, Harris, Henry R. Manning, 
Bright, Dickey, Harris, John T, Martin, 
Butler, Dunnell, Hartridge, Morrison, 
Caldwell, 5 un W. Eden 2 aller“ 
en, enry, uller, 
Cald W. P. Ellis, Hewitt, G. W. Neill. 
Cam Ellsworth, erbert, „ 
Chalmet Tinley, Honto, Rice, Americus V. 
mers, J. un ce, cus 
Clark, Alvah A. Forne J od ames T. idle, 
Clark of Missouri, Franklin, Jorgensen, Robbins, 
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Ross, Smith, William E. V; Wilson, 
Scales, — —— Whi Yeates, 
Shelley, cker, Williams, A. 8. Young. 
Singleton, Turney, Williams, Jere N. 

NOT VOTING—64. a 
Atkins, Dwight, A 
Beebe, Elam, Hacks d Saß e y 
Benedict, Errett, McCook, Schleicher, 
Bragg, I. Newton McGowan, Slemons, 
Bridges, Garfield, Mills, Smith, A. Herr 
B A Gibson, Money, Southard, 
Cain, Hale, Morse, Steele, 
Serin Hamilton, Oliver, Stenger, 
Candler, Hanna, Ov Stephens, 
Chittenden, Harmer, Potter, Stone, Joseph C. 
Collins, Hayes, Powers, Sw: 
Covert, Hubbell. Pridemore, Thornbargh, 
Crapo, Hungerford, ipton, 
Danford, Killi $ Reilly, Veeder, 
Dean, Kimmel, Rice, William W. Walker, 
Douglas, Lapham, Robinson, G. D. Watson. 


So the motion of Mr. Cox, of Ohio, was a to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. STEELE, who is absent by leave 
of the House, is paired with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. DIBRELL. On political questions I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. THORNBURGH. As I do not consider this a political ques- 
tion, I feel justified in voting“ no.“ 

Mr. BEEBE. Iam paired generally on all questions with my col- 
league, Judge LAPHAM, 

r. HISCOCK. My colleagues, Mr. Camp and Mr. BENEDICT, are 
paired. Mr. Camp, if present, would vote “ ay“ and Mr. BENEDICT 
“no. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman from New York, Mr. CHITTENDEN, is 
paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. STEPHENS. 

Mr. TUCKER. I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
GARFIELD, on political questions; but not regarding this as a politi- 
cal question, I vote “ no.” 

Mr. BAYNE. ne pennon from New York, Mr. DWIGHT, is 

aired on all political questions with my colleague, Mr. BRIDGES. 

r. DWIGHT, if present, would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleagues, Mr. OVERTON and Mr. REILLY, 
are paired. Mr. OVERTON, if present, would vote “ay” on this ques- 
tion, as he did the other day. 

Mr. PRICE. My colleague, Mr. Sapp, is detained from the House 
on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks consent of the House that he may 
insert in his remarks this morning a quotation from his remarks of 
March 19, which the gentleman from Min ois [Mr. HARRISON], some- 
what confused with what occurred on March 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. When does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
HARRISON] ropese to call for a vote on this question? 

Mr. HARRIS N. I propose to allow four hours’ debate, two hours 
on each side, before calling the previous question. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Does the gentleman propose to have a vote to- 
day or to-morrow ? 

. HARRISON. That depends upon whether members are will- 
ing to stay here to-day until the vote is taken. My friends who con- 
cur in the report of the majority desire to occupy at least two hours 
and I wish the other side to have an equal time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands from the gentleman from 
Illinois that the majority of the committee desire to tig Rel hours 
in debate and that he proposes to allow the minority of the commit- 
tee to control two hours. 

Mr. YEATES. Perhapssome others than members of the commit- 
tee would like to speak on the question. 

The SPEAKER. If the House desires to hear them it will vote 
down the call for the previous question. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not understand that there is any arrangement 
being made; it is merely a su, tion. 

The SPEAKER. That is all. The gentleman from Illinois states 
that at least four hours’ debate will be allowed ; that two hours will 
be claimed by the majority of the committee and that he desires to 
place two hours under the control of the minority, so that the debate 
shall cover at least four hours. Of course, if the House desires fur- 
ther debate, it will be within its province to vote down the previous 
question if that should be asked. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to record my vote on the question just taken. 

385 SPEAKER. The gentleman can state how he would have 
voted. 

Mr. GIBSON. I would have voted “ 1755 

Mr. LUTTRELL. We are anxious to have the gentleman having 
charge of the matter state at what hour he proposes to demand the 
previous question on this report. Many of us have business outside 
of the Hall which we would like to go and attend to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman not the power to say when 
the vote shall be taken. It is for the House to determine that. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The gentleman from Illinois can give notice 
when he ieee to call the ee question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can give notice when he proposer. 
to make an effort to have a vote. 
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Mr. LUTTRELL. That is all I suggest: that he shall give notice 
now when he toposes to call for a vote. 

Mr. HARRISO . Ishall call the previous question at the end of 
four hours’ debate. j 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Does the gentleman propose to call it to-day or 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. HARRISON. That depends upon how long the House sits here 
to-day. If the House adjourns before the debate has been concluded, 
I will call for a vote then to-morrow. 8 

Mr. YEATES. Four hours’ debate will only give opportunity to 
four persons of the committee to make speeches on this question. If 
the gentleman wishes every one of the facts to come out, then let us 
have a free debate. 

The SPEAKER. If the House wants a free and long debate the 
remedy is to vote down the previous question. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The understanding is that the chairman of the 
committee will not call the previous question until after four hours 
of debate. 

Mr. HARRISON. If I have the floor I now wish to say—— 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I believe I have the floor, and I only wish to 
state what I deem to be the understanding. It is that the chairman 
of the committee will not call for a vote until after four hours of 
debate, and it may be longer, but he certainly will not call for the 
previous question until after four hours of debate. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I think that is clear. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. The sooner we get to work the 
sooner the previous question will be called. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to say to gentlemen I have no desire to 
restrict debate on this matter. I was asked how short a time would 
be required, and I stated four hours as the shortest time. Beyond that 
I do not care how long the House takes. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to make a personal explanation. I under- 
stand my vote is recorded “no.” I voted no by mistake and ask that 
it be chan to “ay.” 

Mr. BROWNE. On this question I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Hamitton. When the last vote was called I inadvertently voted. 
I desire now to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


29. No member shall vote on any question in the event of which he is immedi- 
ately and e Saget ra or in any case where he was not within the bar 
of the House when the question was put. When the roll-call is completed, the 
Speaker shall state that any member offering to vote does so upon the assurance 
that he was within the bar kalore the last name on the roll was called: Provided, 
however, That any member who was absent by leave of the House may vote at any 
time before the result is It is not in order for the 8 er to en 
any request for a member to change his vote on any question after the result shall 
have been declared, nor shall any member be allowed to record his vote on any 
question, if he was not present w. such vote was taken. 


The SPEAKER. The subject of pairs does not come within the 
province of the Chair at all. They are matters of personal conve- 
nience. 

Mr. BROWNE. My vote would not change the result. I will be 
content to have it put on record that I voted inadvertently. I would 
not have done it had it occurred to my mind I was paired with my 
colleague. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen have accomplished their purposes 
by the statements they have made. 


CHARGES AGAINST THE DOORKEEPER OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HARRISON. I now ask that the Clerk read the report which 
I have submitted. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 


Your Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to which was referred the reso- 
lution adopted Janay 31, 1878, directing it to inquire into the matters and things 
alloged against John W. Polk, the Doorkeeper of the House, having had the same 
under careful and patient consideration, most respectfully reports: 

That it has caused to be sigue noe before it all persons whose testimony it has 
reason to believe would bear rially upon the subject, (see Mis. Doc. No. 36,) 
and has come to the following conclusions: 

First. That during the extra session of this Co the said Doorkeeper did 
8 or permit to act as messengers, pages, and la rs in and about the House 
of Representatives, in excess of the number authorized by law, and over and above 
the so-called cloak-room men who clean this Hall, sixty-odd persons. (Mis. Doc, 
36, page 392.) This was done with the full knowledge that such excess was with- 
ont warrant of law, ( 77 and 78,) and was not ontinued even after he had 
learned that the tee of Accounts would not justify his acts in the premises, 
and would not make provisions for the payment of such illegal force. (Pages 
361-395.) His manner of making appointments was such that he did not know 
number employed or who had claims for services; the result whereof was that the 
sum of money voted by the House December 16th to pay this extra force, and 
which was based upon furnished the Committee of Accounts by him, proved 
insufficient to pay all who had claims under him for services rendered, and the 
were forced to submit to a reduction of 20 per cent. from the pay they supposed 
themselves entitled to. (Pages 93, 8 to 305) 

In extenuation Mr. Polk pleaded necessity of an increased force, the prac- 
tice under former Congresses, and specifically under the Forty-fourth Congress, 
and the pressure brought to bear upon him by members of Congress, (page 77.) 
In his testimony, however, he finally admits his mistake as to the necessity, admits 
that he was aware the extra foree under the Forty-fourth Congress was au- 
thorized by 8 (page 315,) and corrects his statements as to pressure from 
members. e 106. 

Second. That up to a late day in this session he has authorized or permitted per- 
sons to perform services who at the time were borne on no roll, and continued 
others in service after striking them from the rolls, promising or suggesting that 
they would be paid under resolution or that they should be placed on a roll when 
his force should be increased. (Pages 59, 210, 212, 354.) 
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Third. That he employed on the floor of the House during the session 
ber fifty-six pages, just double as many as the law warrants, and although he had 


made up his 
Rett peta 96,) placing thereon twent; h 
ctitious pay-rol pago en 
the Ist tothe Toth, An i 2 arn 
(pages 67, 87, vet the first twenty-eight being paid 
ight bein 


e- roll on the 3d of the month, ( 87, 88,) the boys thereon being 
8 its recess he made a 


ceounts he represented t the on the roll for the last half of the month 
were to be his regular (page 372;) yet on the January roll are found eleven 
of the pages who had ped on the 15th of December. (Page 71.) In ex- 
tenuation, Mr. Polk pleads the poverty of the boys, the urgent pod gree! of parents 
and friends, the consent of the pages to their being so paid, that it was a 
work of a ( 303, 308, 312.) 

Fourth. That he has continuously 5 one mail and two over 
and above the number authorized by 


w, stating that they were i 
Wa that 


127. 
Fifth. That the Doork: r laced upon the soldiers’ roll men who had never 
been in the Army, (pages 


January in order to give pay,” and because o was a vacancy on 
that rofl for that month,” (pages 44, 101, 316;) and ae soldier, contin- 
uously from 1, got no pay for the first of 9 was 
dropped on the 15th. and a third was on the 10th, and name was re- 
laced on the pay-roll the last of the month to enable him to draw the pay, which 
she and Eai the Sye a ec) it ox to 1 20 Maton en his 

place, but who was not q ed for the roll. 
ny note two of his em és to be 


Sixth, That the Doorkeeper did receive money 
paid over to a third, who had been promised one or the other of their p , for 
the pu; of making his salary equal to the one promised. ‘The t 
that was a voluntary contribution, and was afterward repaid. But the 
that Mr. Polk had let these es know of his intention to make up this salary 
© transaction. — sedate e 
of the insufficiency of labor force he đe- 

sev. 


eral of 
ful) salaries and g their substitutes about one-fifth thereof. 190, 193, 
135, 236, 249, and 325.) 

Eighth. That he “ created an office” at a high salary, e e eee on the 
Doorkeeper’s rolls, for the purpose of making a place for a gentleman who could 
not accept a $1,200 place, for it would not 8 him.” 

Ninth. That his manner of makin his rolls was sueh, that employés would 
find out only at the end of the mon their names were not on any pay-roll. 
One man appointed December 1, for the soldiers’ roll, found at the end of the month 
that his name was left off the i Rae edd first seven days ; and, at 
January, that he could not pay for the first half of the month, 
service was continuous. (Page 84.) 
of 9 who, after perf 
would find at the end of the month ey 
colored man was employed by Mr. Polk and set to work by his assistant 5 
was shown his name on a roll by the janitor, yet he was never put on a peyor 
(Pages 143, 144.) These ties grew, to a is extent, out of tho 
onth. 


he iar pio te gave divers 


ay web herd oral at the end of the m and worked injustice. 
3 . That the testimon Wee eee ly interested 

any claims now pendin; gress. Com; owes 
hin gn anes ed Jud has © bill for ite relief before the [pages 116 


Mr. Polk seoms 8 
pretended claim to influ- 


ence with a con . (Pages 118 to 120.) 
eee ee dlr some eh e, Mee, herein set forth, but in ex- 
tenuation p the necessities of department, rawness in position, the 
clamors of needy licants, and past custom. 
Your commi n , the lawful force under the 
Doork: has been quite sufficient, and that it was his duty to find out as ear 


restraint shown b; 
ineft 


ciency, 
(only the more panin Y cog manate ci render him, in the o 
sar: 3 unfit for the 88 and Gator position of e eee 
Your eee recommend the l of the following resolution: 
House of Representati 


Resol: That the positión of Doorkeeper of 
eee declared vacant; 7% 
resol: That until 


Further ved, until the pointment of a new Doorkeeper, the duties of 
the office be, and hereby are, develeed upon the t. at. Arms. S 
— H. HARRISON, 


C. 
Chairman of the Committes on Reform in the Civil Service. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I now ask that the views of the minority be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The . of the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 
feel constrained to differ from the majority in the report made upon the resolution 
offered by Hon. Jonny H. BAKER, and referred to the said committee on the 1st of 


February, 1878. After long and tedious invest giv 
the testimony, we find, as to the first allegation, John W. Polk, Doorkeeper, did 
employ many in excess of the number aw by law, who, toge 

with others serving without eed oben or a tment amounted to the 
number of 1 and all of these rer by resolution of the House adopted 
December 15, 1877, under the supervision of the Committeo of Aecounts; that this 


employment was notorious and public, Polk, on the 9th of November, 1877, having 
uni to the chairman of the Committee on A 

As to the second, that men had been employed by said John W. Polk, Doorkeeper, 
who were not borne on the roll of pers. as from the finding as to the 
first allegation ; and that William H. Holt, and eee were continued 
ere from the roll, in expectancy of pay by the action of 
the House, or in lieu of others. 

As to the third, that said John W. Polk has not been guilty of corruption in 
office or guilty of other malfeasance than the employment of persons in excess of 
the number required by law; and he is ressly exonerated from the charge of 
rear iring 3 under him to pay to other employés a part of the salaries to 
which they are entitled by law as a condition of their appointment or retention in 


office. 
And as to the fourth and F find from the evidence that 


John W. Polk, Doorkeeper, is in claims and bills pending or about to 
be brought before ouse for action. 

‘The evidence is voluminous and discloses numerous mistakes by the Doorkeeper, 
especially in the earlier of his service, arising from inexperience, a desire to 
comply with the demands and repo necessities of the House and its commit- 
tees, and the belief on his his paramount duty was to perform and cause 
to be performed such as were to his mind apparently necessary, 
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tosupposed precedents for appropriations to pay such force as he might employ for 
such purpose. Man: are attem tod ta be magnified b the majori and 
declared of the t class an character but we feel confident in the assertion 


ury of a dollar or to 


to pay frem his own for ces rendered the House. The "8 
department we find at present in very good practical operation, being run on about 
as economical a scale as is usual. 


We, without any sort of fear of the correctness of our position, unqualifiedly dis. 
sent from the resolution of the majority, because the committee was not authorized 
to so report by resolution, and for the manifest inconsistency eB Hye an officer 
of corruption and finding him guilty of, and recom u removal 

with larceny 
ly created for 
t case the offense 


ground for removal from oflice by 
House to remove any of its selections 
each and every man’s character enti- 
tled to as much protection by the law and law-makers as his 


i 
tted, Aai 
No cor- 


PHILIP COOK, 
JORDAN E. ORAVENS, 
WM. W. GARTH, 
DAN’'L M. HENRY, 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, when the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr, BAKER] was referred to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil ice it was so referred without any solicitation 
whatever on the part of that committee or of any member of it. It 
was a source of regret, as far as I have since been able to learn, to 
every single member of that committee that this investigation should 
have been sent to them. 

Sir, seven of the eleven members of the committee are democrats, 
believing that the success of the democratic party is conducive tothe 
success and p ity of our country. e knew, whatever ver- 
dict that committee should render, there would be used by the party 
prose of the country in opposition to us the fact that these charges 

been made, to Injure party to which we were attached. We 
entered upon that investigation as a matter of duty, and not as u 
labor of love. Mr. Polk had from the beginning to the end as kindly, 
as fair an investigation as it is possible for any man to have by any 
committee not p to acquit regardless of the testimony. If 
there was one single feeling of party prejudice felt by any member 
of the minority of that committee, I have been wholly unable to dis- 
cover it. I was present, sir, at every meeting of that committee. I 
presided over it at every single meeting and during every moment of 
time. I do say, if there was one single question, one single vote, one 
single conclusion arrived at by the r of that committee 
which was influenced by partisanship, I was too blind to discover it. 

One of the first questions raised before the committee by Mr. Polk 
and 14 his very able counsel, Judge HANNA, was that the committee 
should confine itself to the resolution of Mr. BAKER as a petit jury 
should be confined to an indictment: that we should inquire and 
consider only into the technical charges made in that resolution 
and that we should give Mr. Polk the benefit of every technicality ; 


that we should weigh no testimony which would not bear strictly | 


upon the matters and things seoa in the resolution, and render a 
verdict simply upon the matters e . 
Sir, the resolution which gave that committee its existence is in 
these words: 
‘hat a select com: members be appointed by the Speaker, 
3 abali be a — E mage 3 of the United States ALA 
— ee its efficiency, and that the committee shall have leave fo report by 


Now, sir, we believed and still believe that under the very resolu- 
tion which gave us birth as a committee, we would have had the right 
and it would have been our sany to moye in this matter as of our 
own motion. The only additional strength that was given us by the 
resolution was the power to send for and papers. We held 
and hold, that if during that investigation matters and things should 
have been proven against the Sergeant-at-Arms or inst the Clerk 
of the House it would haye been not only our right, but our duty to 
report to the House the facts as they came before us. 

herefore, sir, we did not feel that we were confined, as the minor- 
ity say, in such a way that we could not report an assault and bat- 
tery under an indictment for larceny. Sir, what a spectacle it would 
have been before this country if a committee on reform in the civil 


service of the country should havefound proven before it facts show- | i 


ing that Mr. Polk had been guilty of some other wrong: do or of 
erimes, other than those alleged, and we should have come here 
and reported on the resolution referred to as not guilty and remained 
silent as to the facts brought out. Sir, we did not believe that that 
was our duty, and so we made our report. 

What, sir, do we find? We find that Mr. Polk did, * — the extra 
session, employ a large number of messengers, laborers, pages, in 


excess of the number authorized by law. The minority do not gain- 
say this, and admit even more than the facts justify: that there were 
sixty-three. In trath, however, by analyzing the pay-roll, on page 
292, it will be found that a part of that pay-roll—some fifty—were 
employed at one time—— 

. COOK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOK. Did not Mr. Polk report that fact to the Committee of 
Accounts on the 9th day of November? 

A MEMBER. What fact? 

Mr. COOK. That he had put sixty-three men on the pay-rolls, and 
asked the Committee of Accounts to take action in regard to them. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; he did not make such a report, for he did 
not have them at that time. Iam sorry that the gentleman who was 
rarely pren in the committee and yet signs the minority report 
shows he knows so little of the testimony. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Was there no member of the majority who signed 
the report who was not present at the meetings of the committee? 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not aware of it. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Wasthe gentleman from New York [Mr. Por- 
TER] present in the committee? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ask him. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, I am asking you for information. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ask the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I did not expect to get much information from 
you when I put the question. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANKLIN] 

seems determined to get me off my balance. I tell him he cannot move 
me just now. Iam not under discussion; it is Mr. Polk. 
_ Now, the facts are that fifty-five or fifty-six of this extra force were 
in employment at one time—not sixty-three, as the minority report 
admits—and we found that Mr. Folk was aware when he made this 
illegal employment of messengers, pages, and laborers that it was an 
illegal act. At page 77, in a written statement prepared with the 
advice of his counsel, not brought out in the excitement or heat of 
interrogatories put to him, but coolly and calmly made a part of his 
testimony and sworn to, Mr. Polk says this: 

When I entered upon my position I found the force in my department, as au- 
thorized by the appropriation act, inadequate to an eflicient management of it; 
and having from the 15th of October to the 1st of November to consider the mat- 
ter, and navini Spend caer to make no general chan in the employés before 
that od, I ample time to examine into the n of my department, stud 
its history, and consult with the democratic members as to the cy that sho! 
govern me. I found 

Not “find;” but that between the 15th of October and the Ist of 
November, the two weeks taken by Mr. Polk to study the history of 
his department, he“ found“ 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question right there. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam reading now from the testimony, and the 
gentleman will get more information if he will listen to it calmly 
than he will by asking me questions. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Iam perfectly aware that if the gentleman con- 
8 ener ies I will get more information than I possibly can from 

mself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. CLYMER.) The gentieman from 
Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will gentlemen please remember that my time 
is being extracted from me by this sort of process. I continue read- 
ing the statement by the Doorkeeper : 

I found that the Doorkeeper’s department of the House had never been worked 
with so small a force as was then and is now authorized by the law, and that the 
oan -fourth Congress, which had fixed, in the legislative and civil appropriation 


e number, character, and pay of the Tote oreo by ution of the 
mp 


House the employment of forty-seven extra e vs under the Doorkeeper for 
of that Co 


the second session ngress. 

Mr. Polk knew, during the two weeks taken by him to study up 
this matter, that he had so many employés assigned him by law, and 
he concluded to make a law unto himself. That is not all, sir. We 
found that Mr. Polk did not stop this matter when he found that the 
Committee of Accounts would not justify his acts. To prevent taking 
too much time I will simply refer to the testimony without reading 
it all. Mr. MCMAHON, page 361, says that Mr. Polk came to the com- 
mittee to get a justification of his acts. There was a question as to 
when exactly this thing was done. Mr. MCMAHON says between the 
Ist and 8th; certainly between the Ist and 9th, because Mr. Polk, 
finding that the Committee of Accounts wonld not justify his acts, 
went to another tribunal, to another committee to have an appro- 
priation made, the Committee on Appropriations. A letter addressed 
to its chairman, Mr. ATKINS, on the 9th of November, is given at page 
78. At the time when he addressed that letter, Mr. Pol in his own 
testimony, page 301, states this, speaking of this letter: 

This letter was addressed to the committee on the 9th of November, after I had 
begun employing this extra force, and really before I had employed the whole of 
t. use the employment extended along the month of November. 
The Committee of Accounts would not justify him up to that time, 
so he goes to the Committee on Appropriations, and still continues to 
employ these men thronghout a month more. 

Mr. 8 states on page 266: 


On the Ist day of November this apportionment of Colonel Polk's was sent out, 
on which there were eleven men in excess of the law. During the month of No- 
vember that excess was bly increased by appointment of parties to places, 
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On page 298, Mr. Polk, in speaking of the fact that a larger 
ber were added to the list of his . who were not 1 


num- 


employed, in answer to the question how many persons were inclu 
in that statement that were not on the extra force said, “I think there 
were ten or eleven.” 

On page 299 he says: 

started out by not man intments on the 1st of November, proba- 
bly ot mave thes fourtoan of ALEPO oll bald. i 

Now, sir, there were fourteen or sixteen all told on the list, yet, 
says the minority of the committee, Mr. Polk has not robbed the Treas- 
ury. Now, by referring to Page 392 you will find that he paid fifty- 
one employés from the Ist of November and two from the 2d of No- 
vember. Only fourteen or sixteen were on the roll when he started 
out, and afterward (page 298) ten or eleven were added. This is 
from his own statement, and by Mr. Donovan’s statement only eleven 
in excess were employed on November 1, (see page 266,) and yet he 
reports to the Committee of Accounts fifty-one men from the Ist of 
November, and the Government has to pay men for time not spent in 
its employ. 

Let me recapitulate, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Polk says on November 1, 
or about that time, he had employed fourteen or sixteen extra men. 
Mr. Donovan, his assistant, says that on November 1 there were eleven 
on the rolls in excess of law. Then Mr. Polk and Mr. Donovan say he 
added tothislistduringthemonth. Yetfifty-oneare paid from the Ist, 
and two from the 2d, on and through or partly through the month; 
atterward he says that ten or eleven were added to the pay-roll 
after the resolution of December 15 was passed. Now, give him the 
advantage of these ten or eleven andit gives about thirty who were 
paid from November 1. We know not when these twenty-nine or 
thirty went to work, anywhere during the month of November; yet 
they were paid from the Ist. And yet the minority say the Govern- 
ment lost nothing. It certainly lost what was paid to these men for 
the time they were not in its employ. Mr. Polk told the committee 
that he considered a promise to a member of a position the same as 
an employment, and thus accounted fer the employment of part of 
this illegal force throughout November. This pay-roll looks as if he 
dates pay also from time of the hinge being made. 

Mr. Polk is a kind man, sir. I will say here in a place that when 
I went into that committee I went in with the resolution, if possible, 
to save Mr. Polk. I was desirousof saving him. I wanted to be not 
only fair, but I leaned toward the employé of my party. I had voted 
for him, not only on this floor but in caucus. He was my candidate, 
I was friendly disposed toward him. But Mr. Polk has employed 
men outside of the law; making a law to himself; disregarding the 
law. The democratic pery has pledged itself by its platform to 
civil-service reform, and are they going to the country to tell it that 
our pledge and our platform was but a promise to be broken; that 
we will punish a republican for guilt or wrong, but we will spread 
whitewash over our own friends? I do not believe it; I never have 
believed it. If the party does that I am not one of them. I am not 
schooled in the whitewash business. I read our platform as an hon- 
est expression of my party. L read it as an honest promise to the 
people, a promise to be fulfilled to the letter, and I will do what I 
can to fulfill that promise, whether it be a deniocrat or a republican 
who gets hit, whether the wrong-doer be high or low. Never while 
Iam a member of this body will I consent to cover up or overlook 
violation of law in any officer of the law. 

Again I find Mr. Polk employing on the 31st day of December BA 
= pages. Twenty-eight of them he put upon the roll. On page 

© says: 
ssistant Doork: hada 5 
2 * list of the twenty-eight pages that were in 


beginning of December. 
94. g Were those boys then set at work by your authority? 
A. Yes, sir. 


95. Q. Which boys are they 

A. I cannot name them exactly. They are the boys that are now on the roll. 

On page 88 he says: 

106. Question. Then I understand you that on the 1st of December all the pages 
axcept twent; 7. 55 were notified that they were discharged, and these were ga 1 
AIN ADE ͥ ͤ ↄↄ cater 
won G. 1 
1070 ero thoy notifed ofthat?! e on Tae 

A. Yes, sir; and then there was a great scramble. 

He bad notified these little boys, twenty-eight of them, of the fact 
of their appointment. He notified these twenty-eight, the number 
that the law allows, but he had fifty-six here. The Government is 
rich, and Mr. Polk was the almoner of the party, and thinks that we 
employed him for that purpose, when I thought we employed him to 
penean duties around this House, as one of its officers. You will 

d by Mr. Polk’s testimony on pages 87 and 88 and Mr. Donovan’s on 
pose 277, that he notified these boys who were on the regular roll for 

ecember, notified them December 3; yet, when this House went into 
recess on the 15th of December, weeping mothers and their little 
orphans came around him, and his heart could not stand it, and so 
he says that— 

You have all the facts about the i for December before you in the testi - 
zon I have but little to say on that subject. When I discharged all the boys 
on the 15th of December, one-half of them y. the other twenty-eight with the 

romise of reappointment on the 1st of January, it would have Deen just as 

or me to have made up my roll with the aerea for the 
appealed to them to divide their salaries with Hels comrades (who had no 


t month an 
hope of reappointment) as it was to arrange the roll in the manner I did; there 
v 


wi been no objection or murmuring on the patt of the boys, as there has 
been LY pansy edie kes pu eved it was 
I still believe so. Iam 


o acts on record. I 
persuaded 


ould have 
non t 
Sih 
man on committee who, if he had witnessed, as I did, the tears of these sad- 
earted little representatives of widowed mothers and orphan sisters and brothers, 
would not have taken some responsibility to comfort them, when he was doing no 
harm to the Government, costing it no more, and doing them great good. 

Sir, I appreciate the kindness of heart which prompted him to take 
the pay which belonged to twenty-eight and to divide it with fifty- 
six, the pay of twenty-eight legally employed pages and to give 
the half of it to another twenty-eight who were not legally ser! age 

Sir, it is a good thing to be kind, but when a man is in an office and 
has sworn to obey the law, it is a better thing to be obedient to that 
law. Itisa rood thing to be charitable, but when a man gets into a 
position where his example may be followed all over the country—for 
the people are only too prone to look to ms in high places for 
example—when he is in such a position, charity is not the question ; 
it is the performance of his duty and obedience to the law. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly, if it does not occupy too much time. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Do I understand you to say that fifty-six pages were 
upon the roll at one time? 

Mr. HARRISON. No; not on the proper roll, but on the floor at 
one time, and then put on the pay-roll, half of them the first half of 
the month and the other half the latter half of the month. 

Mr. BRIGHT. On the floor? I understood you to say that they 
were borne on the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON. I said that twenty-eight were put on the roll, 
and were notified of their 9 fg Aaa ao while fifty-six were actually 
employed upon the floor until the House went into recess. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then there were twenty-eight more that were upon 
the roll for the same month, but not for the same time? 

Mr. HARRISON. The testimony is that the whole fifty-six were 
on the floor doing duty from the Ist of the month. 

i ar BRIGHT. The question is, were they on the floor at the same 
ime ; 

Mr. HARRISON. All on the floor at the same time. 

Mr. BRIGHT. And all on the roll at the same time? 

Mr. HARRISON. All upon the pay-roll, but not from the same 
date. By reference to the pay-roll it will be found that Leonard 
Nackman was paid from the Ist to the 15th of December $37.50; T. 
K. Hackman was paid from the 16th to the 31st of December $40. So 
the roll goes on all the way through, a boy from 1 to 15, then a boy 
from 16 to 31; one-half of the boys were paid $37.50 each from the 
Ist to the 15th of December and the other half were paid $40 each 
from the 16th to the end of December, (I hold the roll up so you can 
see it,) although the House was in recess. But the plea was charity; 
weeping mothers and sad-hearted little representatives of widow 
mothers. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Les, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the evidence show that the Government suf- 
ferred at all by that arrangement? 

Mr, HARRISON, No, sir. His intentions may have been good, but 
there is an old saying that hell is paved with good intentions. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iunderstand that. Let me ask the gentleman another 

uestion. 
8 Mr. HARRISON. Very well. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does not the evidence further show that that arrange- 
ment was by consent between the pages ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman asks if it was an arrangement 
consented to by the pages. These little minors were generous, but 
they were also powerless, Who were the boys entitled to a place on 
the re; rroll? The twenty-eight boys who were on the roll on the 
3d of mber, and Mr, Polk says the same who were on the roll in 
January and February, those were the boys the Government had em- 
ployed, But because of some weeping little boys, the sons of widowed 
mothers, he took psn! oo of these and gave half of it to other boys. 
Who was the widowed mother of John W. Polk, jr., who drew pay from 
the Ist to the 15th of the month, and has not been on any roll since f 
If you will go to the testimony you will find that Mr. Polk says that 
he never pa his son on any roll, never had him on any roll. 

Mr. YEATES. What page is that? 

Mr. HARRISON. Pages 114 and 294. On page 294 he says, “ My 
son has been continuously at work since about the Ist of December. 
He has worked two months and a half without any pay at all.“ He 
was testifying on the 28th of February. That was in answer toa ques- 
tion put to him by his own attorney. He says “ My son has been con- 
tinuously at work since about the 1st of December. He has worked 
two and a half months in my office without any 7 pay at all.“ Then 
he says that his daughter has received one month and twelve days’ 
pay, and that this was for the work of son and daughter. 

Now, when I think of the little boys who were clustering around 
him, of the little boys who have widowed mothers, who were regu- 
larly on the roll on the 3d of December, I am constrained to think 
their tears ought to haye been heeded. He says, in answer to the 
question who these boys were, that they were the boys who are now 
on the roll; that is when he was testifying; but his son has not been 
on any roll since December. On page 294 I find this: 

By Mr. HANSA: 


Question. Tell the committee about your daughter being employed by you asa 
clerk and your son as & page. 
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not do myself. That is all there is of it. I considered that having both in my serv- 
ice one of them was entitled to some pay. 

And he further says the boys who were on from the 16th to the 31st 
of December were to be his regular pages, (see Mr. McManon’s tes- 
timony :) 


Question. You understood distinctly that twenty-eight of those boys were dis- 
charged and that twenty-eight more were employed, and that those twenty-eight 
were considered by the ‘keeper as his 1 


regular page 
Answer. Unquestionably. I said to him, “Now I understand that these boys 
that are on roll, 


to 
this from the 16th to the 31st, are your re force ; yer of 
course, we don’t want to approve their 1 in advance oo we know that ney 
are your permanent pages; and he said. Yes, they are eR pat C] 
Said, course 


m 
rvation which I thought perfecti Ho I 
don't feel bound to k 5 all theso boys, if, on Trial T find any of them unfit for 
the service. I reserve the usual right to make a change here and there in my roll.” 

And yet, by looking at this page roll you will find eleven of the 
boys discharged on the 15th of December again on the roll for Jan- 
uary. The twenty-eight pages notified on the 3d of Decemberof their 
being on the roll were the lawful pages. Who are they? Mr. Polk 
says they were the pages who were on the roll in February when he 
was testifying, (see his answers on page 87 :) 

94. Question. Were those boys then set at work by your authority? 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

95. Which boys are they! 

A. I cannot name them exactly. They are the boys that are now on the roll. 

96. Q. a they nas identical that are now on the roll or did you make 


A. I think I make some changes in Jan 8 

N. Q. Did mare make some in . 

A. Perhaps I did. I make frequent changes. 

His son is not one of them, for he says he was never on the roll. 
Therefore twenty-eight arly employed boys were robbed of half 
of their pay, and that half was given to boys who were not 8 
employed. The Government is indebted to those regularly employed 
boys. 


ou shake your head, [turning to Mr. ELLSWORTH.) I will put a 
legal question to you. These little boys worked from the Ist to the 
15th of the month, while the House was in session; the House then 
took a recess and were not in session for the remainder of the month. 
What right had these boys to be on the roll from the 15th to the 31st 
of the month and to be paid for that time? Was it not because they 
had been at work from the Ist to the 15th, while the House was in 
session? Yet we find that other twenty-eight of these boys were put 
on the roll and received the pay from the 16th to the 31st of the month. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Now look here—— 

Mr, HARRISON. My time is running out fast. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Then you ought not to fire at me. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, I did not know that I was firing at you at all. 
However, what is it that you want to say? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I say that there is nobody on that roll but who 
was paid for the month of December; and the Government is not 
liable to yee who was not on the roll. 


Mr. H ON. No? A member of my committee, who for, I 
think, twenty years was a judge of the supreme court of New York, 
thinks that these boys are entitled to pay, because they performed the 


work and were told that they would be paid. I do not know how it 
is; I do not claim to be much of a lawyer. 

Mr. Polk first put the blame on the Committee of Accounts. He 
said that they made up the rolls, and he put the blame on them. One 
day he says that the members of Congress are responsible for his 
extra roll, then he says the Committee of Accounts is responsible for 
the manner in which he makes it up, and, with a remarkable facility 
for correcting his testimony, he comes in the next day and corrects it 
and says he takes the 5 

Mr. YEATES. What does the gentleman mean by that? 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, if you will look over the testimony you 
will find what I mean. 

Mr. YEATES. I thought the gentleman was speaking as the chair- 
man of a fair committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Polk says in his written statement, on page 
77 of the testimony : 

The „ yd considerations, backed by the incessant demands and importuni- 
ties of the House for appointments of their friends, and the repeated assurances 
from them that my force should be increased to the necessary n 
appointments thereby legalized; the 
committees for special messengers fo: 

And then on page 103 is this testimony: 

Question. There has been an impression given out that it was from pressure from 
members of Con that all this difficulty arose in your department. Now, was 
not part of the difficulty owing to the fact that you appointed your own friends, 
and that then, having no ability to make the other appointments that were re- 
quested, you allowed this large pay-roll to grow up? 
no 


Answer. No, sir; that d nfiuence me. I believed that the force was insuf- 
ficient, and I believe so yet. 


Q. Then it was not the pressure of Congressmen that made you employ this 
extra force ? 

Mr. CRAVENS. Who asked that question ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Exactly. 

Mr. HARRISON, (reading:) 


Answer. Well, sir, there was a t deal of pressure b; ry cep mye persons, 
and a great many promises made. Siis not to be expected that am going to mention 


umber, and all my 
urgent requests of chairmen of the leading 
r their committee-rooms, &c. 


thi of embers of Con; h but I that th 

ek E e GR aa ee rp erp 
time. I said to them,“ I am not authorized by law to put these men oa, but the 
precedent justifies me,” and the universal reply, with hardly an aroo pian Was 

Question. You do not mean to say, then, that the cause of your putting on these 
extra appointees was the pressure from members of Con 7 

A. No; but I will tell you one cause, the promise that I would be justified by 

that they would confirm and | my acts. 

Now, in another place—— 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Will you let me ask you a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I want to know whether you did not bring 
some Snagit to bear on Mr. Polk yourself in regard to these appoint- 
ments 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. You say here that you did not apply to 


him—— 
Ah! 


Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Oh! answer my question. Will you say to 
me that * did not apply to Mr. Polk for an appointment and did not 
succeed 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. You say you did not ? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Will you swear to that ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I appli for an appointment and got it. 

es, 


Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

Mr. HARRISON. It was given to my delegation. I asked Mr. 
Polk the question on page 104, “Did you ever intimate to me that 
he was on an ill roll?” And he told me he did not, and that he did 
think me entitled to an appointment. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Then you did apply to him? 

Mr. HARRISON. I Speed to him, of course, and got the position. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. hy did you say you did not? 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not say so. I would advise the gentleman, 
as he cannot understand 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Yes, I can understand. 

Mr. HARRISON. I said “that I did not apply and not succeed.” 
I also said, “I did not press Mr. Polk;” nor did I. Sir, it has gone 
out from this floor through the friends of Mr. Polk 
5 om ELLSWORTH. ill the gentleman allow me another ques- 

on 
k Tha SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield for a ques- 
ion 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, if the gentleman wants to ask me a short 
question I will listen. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. It will be very short. Did you not apply for 
the appointment of one Whalen? 

Mr. ISON. 3 and had him appointed. 

A ve you not had him on a committee since ? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. Then you did bring a pressure to bear on Mr. 


Polk, did you not! 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. Mr. Polk notified my committee that 
to Illinois so many appointments would be due; and my delegation 
indorsed this appointment. 

Mr. SPARKS. Oh, now, HARRISON, allow me! . Was 
not your man already appointed when we met? I simply want my 
colleague 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will come to order. Gen- 
tlemen standing in the aisles will take their seats, The gentleman 
from Illinois will not proceed until order is restored. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois whether he has not as many offices to give out as the 
Doorkeeper had? Members seem to be as thick around him as they 
were around Mr. Polk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, Mr. S — 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I would like to ask another question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Go on. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Did not Mr. Polk discharge your man, Whalen, 
and since then have you not had him waiting upon the Committee on 
Civil Service Reform? 

Mr. HARRISON. Now you have found a “mare’s nest,” have you 
not? [Laughter.] I think the gentleman had better go to the other 
side of the House. He does not get on well here. This side does not 

with him. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Answer my question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Whalen was 8 by Mr. Polk. During 
the examination of Mr. Polk I asked the question—— 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. He was appointed at your request ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Wait a moment. I asked Mr. Polk the question, 
“You appointed a friend of mine, didn’t you?” His answer was, 
E Yes, sir.“ I then asked, “Did you ever tell me or intimate to me 

hat“ 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I did not ask you 

Mr. HARRISON. I am answering as I choose. 

. I did not ask you what Polk said, but what 

on did. 
7 Mr. HARRISON, (reading :) 
Did you ever tell me or intimate to me that he was noton a force authorized by 


law?! 
Answer. I do not know, I know I felt that you were entitled to the appoint- 
ment. I don't remember that I did tell you that; I don’t think I ever did. 


$ 
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Mr. ELLSWORTH. Idid not ask for the reading of the testimony, 

Mr. HARRISON. But I am reading it. I have the floor. 

I do not think that I did. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan will 
not interrupt the gentleman from Illinois save by his consent. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, I can stand a good deal of this sort of thing. 
[Laughter.] The gentleman has got over on the democratic side and 
feels so happy at being here that he is trying to stir up a little fun. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Is that the way to answer a question? 

Mr. EDEN. I insist that my colleague shall not be interrupted. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Whalen was appointed by Mr. Polk. When 
the extra session ended Polk eee him. ter that Whalen 
came to me and I went to Mr. Polk, who told me his reappointment 
depended on an increase of the force, I went to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. McManon] and asked him if the Committee of Accounts 
intended to give any merease of force, He replied that it did not. 
I then told my man to go home, Then when my committee met Mr. 
Thompson appointed him a deputy sergeant-at-arms to summon wit- 
ness before that committee, and Mr. Polk requested Thompson so to 
appoint him, so I was informed. 

. FOSTER. Was that done at your request? 

Mr. HARRISON. You have come over here too, have you? 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I remember seeing the gentleman from Ohio just 
after the election last fall when he came on in a director’s car all to 
himself. [Laughter.] He rode from the interior of Ohio to the city 
of Washington, now and then coming out upon the platform for some 
of us democrats to look at him; but the election was over, sir, and 
he did not invite any democrat into that car. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ELLSWORTH rose. 

Mr. HARRISON. Just sit down for a while; I am now talking to 
the gentleman from Ohio, LMr. Foster.] [Laughter.]} 

Mr. FOSTER. Did you pay to ride in that car? 

Mr. HARRISON. Bo, and you did not either. [Langhter.] It 
was given to you to ride in to the city of Washington, you and your 
friends. We poor democrats could not get into it; we had not done 
anything for the railroads by which we could get such a favor. 

. FOSTER. Was this man appointed at your request or not? 

Mr. HARRISON. I rather think I told Mr. Thompson if he had a 

lace I would be glad to have a man there whom I could trust. 
Praughter.} I did not want some of those whom you said were not 
to be trusted. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Did you refuse to speak to Mr. Polk because he 
dismissed soa yonr man? 

Mr. ISON. No, sir; that is not true. I remember speaking 
to Mr. Polk the very day or the day before Mr. Baxkn's resolution 
was offered. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I am told it is true. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let the gentleman from Mississippi take my 
word for it, as a man and a gentleman, that it is not so. 

Mr. CHALMERS and Mr. SWORTH rose. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro . The regular order is the preservation 
of order and that the Chair is desiring to do. Members will take 
their seats and order will be preserved in the Hall. The gentleman 
from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now let me read the testimony of Mr. Polk: 

Question. Did not = say that the extra force was employed by the pressure of 


members of 
Answer. No; I didn’t mean to say that. If I did say it, I correct it. 
Mr. BRIGHT. In justice to Colonel Polk I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to continue to read what Colonel Polk said. 
= 27 5 . Very well; J will continue to read what Colonel 
olk states: 


I have tried to say this: that the force fixed by law is inadequate, and when I 
8 of my department I found that the force was inadequate for the efti- 
ent and pro 


ent of the de - 
= a propre ditional help. partment, and I had the precedent for em 

I do not see that adds to it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is only fair to read everything that Colonel Polk 
said in response to your interrogatory. 

Mr. ISON. Iwill try to be fair. I know I have that dis- 
position. We found, in addition to the page roll, that Mr. Polk con- 
tinnously employed three riding-pages, or two riding-pages and one 
mail-page. It is nnnecessary to refer to the precise page as to this, 
for it is not denied. We have shown now that Mr. Polk had disre- 

ed law by his extra force. He disobeyed law when he put these 
fifty-six pages here and paid them in the way he did. 

ow, let me read what he says in answer to a question of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr.,Cox.] 

By Mr, Cox: 

estion. The statute explicitly provides for three riding-pages regul: 
ian how then can you — that vou are authorized to oe other conn in their 
reg and then insist upon their being retained as extra foree because of the neces- 


nswer. The law simply says, “three of whom shall be riding: pages. 
. Yes; butif you, as the officer in charge, say that certain pages shall be the 
riding- agos; that brings them within the statute, does it not? 
A. V , I think itis impossible to do the work with that force. The gentleman 
who framed that law probably knew nothing abeut the management of the 
of the House or the necessities of the case. Twenty-eight pages are not enough. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH. What page is that? 

Mr. HARRISON. That is on page 127. Mr. Polk was a law unto 
himself. He was above law. 

Now, before going further, I believe it is understood, as I have 
yielded to these interraptions, that my time will be extended beyond 
the hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can reco 
pane Every interruption of course comes out of 

e. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has been agreed, I believe, that my time shall 
be extended. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Let the gentleman proceed until his hour 
has ge et and them an extension will be granted to him, 

Mr. RISON. Very well. Now, sir, these peste, Sip es were 

ut on continuously. Mr. Polk put himself above law. He disobeyed 

aw. We are asked to retain a man in place to whom law is no re- 
straint. Sir, in a 3 obedience to a king may be loyalty, but 
in a republic obedience to law is the only loyalty. The law demands 
this on the part of a citizen, and the citizen has a right to it on the 
part of an office-holder. How does Mr. Polk look upon law? Let me 
read from page 127 two questions and Mr, Polk’s answers: 


ize no agree- 
e gentleman’s 


-pagos on the 
ou say that you are authorized to put other ple in their 
t upon their being Patained 9h CLE foros bacnces OF Gas 


W dy The law simply says, three of whom shall be riding-pages.“ 
. Yes; but if you, as the officer in charge, say that certain pages shall be the 
elt tha 5 them within the statute, does it not? 
A. Well, I think it is impossible to do the work with that force. The gentleman 
who framed that law probably knew nothing about the management of the pages 
of the House or the necessities of the case. Twenty-eight pages are not enoug 


Now, sir, when an officer rides over the law he sets an example to 
the people which the evil-disposed and the weak too readily follow, 
and which should not be set by one in ition. He has no right to 
be kind at the expense of duty. His duty is to be just and to obey 
the law. Now, sir, Mr. Polk went on after this, and employed persons 
outside of the law, and disobeyed and violated the law. How? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 
I want to ask him a question as a lawyer? 

Mr. HARRISON. Do you want me to answer as a witness ? 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I want you to answer as a lawyer. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not a lawyer. 

Mr. SPARKS. Then you can answer as a gentleman. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ah! Very well, for I am one. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Then 975 are all right. [Laughter.] My 
question is this: Do you hold this Government liable to pay for extra 
labor put in here by Mr. Polk or anybody else in violation of law ? 
Was anybody liable but Mr. Polk himself? 

Mr. HARRISON. I hold this—— 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. If you do not know anything about the law, 
then no matter. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have not answered the gentleman’s question 


yet. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. If you do not know the law I do not ask for 
au answer. 

Mr. HARRISON. But you asked me a question asa gentleman and 
I will answer it as a gentleman, and will teach you a little law and 
a good deal of ethics. 

r. ELLSWORTH. You said you did not know. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not at all. I did not say so. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Well, I will take your answer. Š 

Mr. HARRISON. When the Government puts in a position a man 
who apparently has the right to employ others to labor, to work, 
under him, whether or not the Government is legally bound it is 
equitably bound to pay for the services those men rendered. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH, Equitably, not Jogally. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not say legally. Therefore, a man placed 
in office should be doubly careful to guard against doing anything in 
excess of his authority, anything that is wrong. ; 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I desire to ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. Could the Government be held in equity for the payment of 
that extra labor? 

Mr. HARRISON, For some of it I think the Government could be 
held not only equitably but in law. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Conld they be held liable in any court by 
the rules of equity? 

Mr. HARRISON. You cannot sue the United States in a court. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Yes you can; in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ah! you are learning. 

a ELLSWORTH. And that is the very place where they can be 
sued, 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman from Michigan comes over here 
and argues as a lawyer. He ought to know you cannot sue the Gov- 
ernment of the United States except upon a claim on which this 
Congress has passed. 
Mr, ELLSWORTH. 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the gentleman is right, then I acknowledge my 
law is bad. Now, sir, let us go on. 

There is what is known as the soldiers’ roll. In the first place it con- 
sisted of disabled soldiers. This continued for years. Appropriations 


I say the Government can be sued in the 
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wero made to pay fourteen soldiers, the defenders of the country, as 
messengers on this floor. That is a law. Mr. Polk testified that in 
his own opinion the soldiers’ roll meant disabled soldiers. A few 
weeks ago we had that question up on this floor and my colleague from 
Tlinois Fur. Sparks] declared that we had democratic soldiers put 
in the place of republican ones. My colleague stated properly that 
there were democrats enough to fill the roll; that the North was full 
of democrats who had fought for the Union. 

Mr. SPARKS. Was not that the fact? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; and we have got them. But it seems 
Mr. Polk could not find democrats one coming from the Army. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I desire to ask the gentleman just one ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the gentleman will keep his seat. I will 
not be interrupted any longer. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH, I have a right 

Mr. HARRISON. If the gentleman has a right let him enforce it. 
tosh SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan is out 

order. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Will the gentleman not allow me to ask him 
one question ? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I want to ask you about those republican 
soldiers. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have been exceedingly courteous and I think 
the gentleman has rather taken savanas of it. Iama very good- 
natured man except when moved. But I am like Othello— 

Being wrough 
Perplex'd in the —.—— 

Well, sir, the soldiers’ roll is a law. Mr. Polk says he has thought 
it was more of a sentiment than anything else. (Fage 101.) But he 
does not deny that, while a sentiment, it is a law. The law appro- 
priates so many thousands of dollars to pay fourteen soldiers as mes- 
sengers. In the first instance, soldiers who were disabled. Now, the 
law does not say “disabled;” but Mr. Polk says he admits that he 
considers it means disabled soldiers. Yet we find that Mr. Polk, in 
his testimony, (page 101,) says that he put on a lad by the name of 
Fitzhugh: 

T had that vacancy, and as Fitzhugh had done this service in the 8 
and as he was very essential, I, under the impression that I was entitled to my 
fall roll, without ever „ him on that roll, or notifying him in any 

on 


way that I should appoint it, just took advantage of the fact that I was 
entitled to the full roll, and put him on it for that month in order to give him his 


pay. 
And at page 316 you will find some interesting reading on that 
question. Here he says again: 


Therefore, without ever a ting Mr. Fitzhugh on the soldiers’ roll—that 
would be an absurdity, for he isa boy—I just bad that vacancy there and I put 
him in there to pay for his services. 


Now, the Government had appropriated a hundred dollars to be 
paid in the month of January to a soldier. But this man had a 
vacancy and he just put this boy in to fill it. 

If you will turn to the February roll in this book—the Clerk’s book 
of pay-rolls—you will find this: Mr. Polk commenced his testimony 
on the 11th or 12th of February, just after Fitzhugh had been put on 
the soldiers’ roll because there was a vacancy, for he put him on the 
last of January. 

But when the roll comes to be made up in February that vacancy 
very . and Fitzhugh remained on the roll from 
the Ist to the 12th of that month. 

eth the hammer fell. 

. COOK. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time 
be extended. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. For one hour. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. KARIEN 

Mr. SPARKS. My colleague has been very much interrupted, and 
I trust there will be no objection to extending his time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to extending the 
time of the gentleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. H. ISON. Now, Mr. S. er, this vacancy occurred and it 
continued to occur, and young Fitzhugh was a valuable boy; he was 
the best workman in the document-room and was indispensable, but 
there were plenty of other places where he could have been put. 
There were other panes on other rolls. But Mr. Polk had no right 
to put him where he would take the place appropriated by law for a 
man who has periled bis life for the cause of the Union. Sir, this 
law may be a sentiment, but it is a sentiment which goes to the heart 
of countless millions of Americans. 

Sir, Mr. Polk is a kind-hearted man, but he cannot learn that the 
law of the land ought to prevail. He cannot see or understand that 
disobedience to law in the simple citizen entails a penalty only when 
the disobedience works an injury to some other person. But disobe- 
dience in an officer is itself a wrong and should be punished. 

Now, sir, let us see some other case—some other ns that he 
has put on the soldiers’ roll that were not properly soldiers. 

Mr. Polk, when asked the question on page 310, “At that time 
were there any applications made for appointments as soldiers on 
that roll under the apportionment to delegations,” said “No, sir.” 

He says that there were no applications under the apportionment, 


but Mr. Alcorn was here from Ohio, a gallant soldier who fought for 


three years and nine months. He was the man who fired the first 
shot across the Potomac River during the war; he was here apply- 
ing for a position, but because Ohio already two employes Be. 
Polk took a boy from the South, who was only nine years old when 
the war ended, and put him on the soldiers’ roll. He could not put 
Alcorn on the roll, because he had given only one place on that roll 
to Ohio, so he put the boy in to fill a place which the law said a sol- 
dier should fill. Sir, will this House say to the country that there 
are not democratic soldiers to fill fourteen places? Will this demo- 
cratic House forget that it is our boast that for every republican in 
the late war there was at least one democrat; that in the North- 
west the democratic soldiers were largely preponderating? Will this 
democratic House say its officer may violate the law with impunity? 

But let us Jook stillfurther. He put Mr. Prescott on the roll, but 
on the 10th of January Mr. Prescott was dismissed and Mr. Holt was 
put in his place, Mr. Holt who came to us and testified that he was 
a soldier. He was asked, “ How long did you serve?” and he said 
“three years,” and yet he stated on cross-examivation that his cam- 
paigning was in a Boston militia company and never out of Massa- 
chusetts. He was a soldier in the militia of Massachusetts durin 
the war, and he has been kept in employment when what he had 
sworn is known to Mr. Polk to have been false. 

87 HEWITT, of Alabama. Has not the Doorkeeper since removed 

m 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; but he continued to work, and Mr. Polk 
got Prescott to let his name remain on the roll and to draw the pay 
and give it over to Holt. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, Did not this man at the time of his appointment 
write to Mr. Polk that he was a soldier? 

Mr. HARRISON. He told him he was a soldier; but what I am 
objecting to is that Mr. Polk continued him in office after he had thus 
deceived him. What Iam blaming him for is keeping this man here 
drawing pay and turning away disabled soldiers who have come here 
qualified to fill the place and making a disabled soldier draw pay and 
hand it over to this valiant warrior who never smelled powder. 

Mr. CRAVENS. I would ask the gentleman whether the appoint- 
ment of these men from New England was not controlled by the 
members from that section and not by the Doorkeeper ? 

Mr. HARRISON. No; I understand that he keeps his own control. 
He may give patronage to members; but he never gives them the 
control o is intments. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Cannot a man be a soldier in Massa- 
chusetts? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON. But he was merely a militia man. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Was not this man employed by request of the 
democratic delegation from New England? 

Mr. HARRISON. Read Judge PHELPs’s speech made in this Hall 
last night, and you will find that he denies the statement made by 
Mr. Polk. He stated that it was not so; that Mr. Polk was mistaken. 
Holt, it seems, had helped Mr. Polk in his election, and therefore he 
gave him a position. 5 

Now, Prescott was put on the roll and discharged in ten days after- 
ward and Holt put on in his place, as a soldier, as he claimed to be, 
and the ink was scarcely dry with which his appointment was writ- 
ten when it was found that he was not a soldier, and Prescott was 
told about the 16th of the month that he would be replaced in Feb- 
ruary, and on the last of the month Mr. Polk went and told him, “TI 
have left your name on the roll 5 pay And he did draw pay, 
not to keep, but to hand over to Holt. Why did he do this? Because, 
as he swears, Mr. Polk requested him so to do. 

in, sir, Mr. Knight; of Wisconsin, was here seeking for one of 
these positions. He was a soldier and was appointed in December and 
continued to work throngh January; but the last of the month, after 
he had been working all that time, he was told that, owing to some 
mistake or pressure, his name was dropped from the roll for the first 
fifteen days of the month; and yet Mr. Polk appointed this beard- 
less boy from Texas to a place on the soldiers’ roll, while this soldier 
was turned away. Alcorn was here idle, a gallant soldier. Knight 
was here, a soldier, working and getting only half of his pay. 
Schulties was here, a soldier, and discharged on the 15th. But Mr. 
Polk’s “attention was called, in the Clerk’s office, to a place on the sol- 
diers’ roll that he was entitled to.” So he just put this boy on it, and 
that place continued conveniently vacant in February, and the same 
boy was put on it, and not dropped from it until the second day Mr. 
Polk was on the stand before us, and the very day he gave this testi- 
mony about it. 

Now, sir, let us look at another man, Mr. Dulin. His testimony is 
that he was an apothecary’s clerk, or an apothecary in the Navy. 
His testimony is on e 180. Now this Mr. Dulin was put on the 
soldiers’ roll, and continued on the soldiers’ roll untilin March. Who 
is this Mr. Dulin? He was pepe’ an apothecary of the first-class 
July 2, 1869, and served honora Iy under the following officers: Lewis 
J. Williams, medical director; William Johnson, medical director; 
Minian Pinckney, medical director; and soon, five years. An apoth- 

tour years after the war was over. You will find it on p 181 
of the testimony. That apothecary is put on the roll as a soldier. 
Mr. Polk put him on that roll, and he is on the roll for March. That 
is not all; there is Mr. Rodgers. 

Mr. SPARKS. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 
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Mr. SPARKS. Who appointed Mr. Dulin on the soldiers’ roll? 

Mr.HARRISON. My understanding is that Mr. Polk makes appoint- 
ments of all the men under him. 

Mr. SPARKS. Do you not know that the testimony shows that Mr. 
Patterson appointed Mr. Dulin, and he was in the place when Mr. 
Polk came into office. i 

Mr. HARRISON. This testimony to which I refer was taken in 
Febru Why bad Polk continued him? ` 

Mr. SPARKS. I asked ion the question whether or not Dulin was 
notin the place when Polk came into office? 

Mr. HARRISON. He was. 

Mr. SPARKS. And Polk simply kept him there. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; but because Mr. Patterson did wrong that 
does not justify Polk for continuing the wrong. 

Mr. SPARKS. Do you want to turn Polk out because he kept ina 
man that Patterson put in? r 

Mr. HARRISON. If Patterson violated the law, that is no excuse 
for Polk to continue the violation. It is no excuse for a man who is 
bong tried for theft to say that somebody else before him has been 
stealing. 

Mr. SPARKS. Does not the testimony show that this identical man 
who was put on the rolland kept there for a year or more by Patter- 
son, Polk’s predecessor, had been five years in the Union service? 

Mr. HARRISON. An apothecary in the Navy from July 2, 1869, to 
September 2, 1874. Here is the testimony; he had been an apothe- 
cary. ` 
Me. SPARKS. Does not the testimony show that fact! 

Mr. HARRISON. I am reading the testimony to you. 

Mr. SPARKS. Does not the testimony show that he had been five 
years in the Union Army? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. 

Mr. SPARKS. In the Union service, I mean; in the Navy? 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh! inthe Navy, as an apothecary. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPARKS. For five years. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let us see what the gentleman, my colleague, 
himself thought about this matter awhile ago. Let us see what he 
thought in November, I read from his speech, November 22, 1877: 

In a word, he has turned out some republican sold who have been feedin, 
at the public crib for many years, for the of filling their places with crippl 
Union democratic soldiers, whose claims have been disregarded by former republican 
Houses, This much he has done and no more. 

And further down he continues: 

I know Colonel Polk well, and em and Iam responsible for 
not only 5 side of ry Toa eat Hoy Sr 845 of the H butto el eer ia 
that he will fill these places with Union soldiers. But I insist upon it that 
he fills them with soli . democratic soldiers. We have abundant 
material to do it. The country is full of them. 

Mr. SPARKS. That is just it; that is what I meant. 

Mr. HARRISON, Ay; is this apothecary a“ e Union demo- 
cratic soldier” that you made that fine speech for 

Mr. SPARKS. He says he served for five years. 

Mr. HARRISON. And you say “ he has dismissed republicans ”— 
that is your s; h—* to put on crippled Union democratic soldiers.“ 
Was this apothecary in the Navy a Union democratic soldier? 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not know whether he was a democrat or a 
republican. 

r. HARRISON. Was he crippled? 

Mr. SPARKS. I do not know. 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, I know he was not. 

Mr. SPARKS. He served for five years. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now let us go on a little further. Not satisfied 
with this, you will find on the February roll, page 189, H. M. Rodgers 
as a disabled soldier. Now, Mr. Rodgers was before some of the com- 
mittee this morning and said that he had never been in the Union 


y: 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Did you say “ this morning?” 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes, this morning. 
Did the committee take testimony this morning 
He was before the committee this morning. 
I thought the case was closed. 
I am stating facts. 
Me thought the committee had closed the case. 
Mr. HARRISON. Iam stating facts. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Did you advise Mr. Polk that the case would 


be reopened this morning ? 
Mr. HARRISON He was not there at that moment, though he was 


there part of the mornin 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
advise Mr. Polk. 
Mr. HARRISON. There was no secrec 


This was a secret session and you did not 


at all. 
. Polk that the case would 


It was not opened. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. You said awhile ago that the case was opened 


this morning. 
Mr. HARRISON. I said nothing of the sort. But I am stating 


Mr, FRANKLIN. You acknowledged that you opened the case. 
Mr. EDEN. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EDEN. L inisist that my colleague [Mr. Harrison] has no right 


after the case has been closed and submitted to the House to come in 
here and state what took place in his committee this morning. 


Mr. HARRISON. I have a right to open this book. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The committee been a uting body. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Oh, he is a fair man, he would not do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot say what the gen- 
tleman shall say in his speech. 

Mr. HENDE N. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There are some gentlemen on this side of the 
House who desire to hear what my colleague [Mr. HARRISON ] is say- 
ing ; and I insist that he shall be allowed to proceed without these 
interruptions. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please come to order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe I can balloo them down. 

Mr. FINLEY. There is a point of order pending. 

Mr. HARRISON, What is the point of order? 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to say a word on the point of order. 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state his point of 
order, 


Mr. FINLEY. I desire to Speak iir the point of order now pend- 
ois 


ing. The gentleman from Illi Mr. EDEN] made the point of 
rye that his colleague [Mr. a= say cao UN 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The C 


of order was not well en; that the Chair cannot underta 
decide what the gentleman from Illinois shall state in his speech. 

Mr. FINLEY. I did not understand thatthe Chair had decided the 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had so decided. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire, then, to make another point of order. 

The SPEAKER tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FINLEY. My point of order is this: I ask to have excluded 
from the Recorp the statement of the gentleman from I unois as to 
what took place in his committee this morning. It does not appear 
in the evidence as presented to the House by the commi tee, but the 
gentleman is giving it as evidence. 

Mr. ON. Iam giving you facts. 

Mr. FINLEY. I do not know whether they are facts. Iknow what 
appears here in the record before us. I ask that so much of the gen- 
tleman’s statement as purports to represent what was given in evi- 
dence before the committee this morning, but which does not appear 
in the evidence as it lies before us, be excluded from the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair in deciding the point of 
order will say that it is not usual for any gentleman in debate to state 
what has occurred in committee, and it is against the rules to do so; 
yet the Chair cannot enforce the rule on this point and cannot ex- 
clude from the speech of the gentleman anything that he chooses to 
utter on this floor. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Then the gentleman from Illinois did act in an 
unusual“ manner. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois will pro- 
ceed, and other gentlemen will not interrupt him without his consent. 

Mr. HARRISON. .“ The gentleman from Illinois ” is acting in so 
“unusual” a manner that he does not get offended at gentlemen get- 
ais Vp here and trying deliberately to confuse him. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman how many mem- 
bers of the committee were present at the meeting this morning. 

Mr, HARRISON. If the gentleman had waited, he would have 
heard me state that. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. We shall be glad to know all about it. 

Mr. HARRISON, I will state the matter precisely. I heard Mr. 
Rogers was not a soldier 

Mr. EDEN. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam giving the information which the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] has asked for. 

Mr. EDEN. My colleague certainly does not intend to violate the 
rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not the province of the Chair to 
interfere with any statement that the gentleman from Illinois may 
choose to make. 

Mr. EDEN, But the gentleman has no right to make a statement 
of what occurred in committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have aright tomake a statement upon my own 
information on this floors y 

Mr. EDEN. Ido not object to that; but I object to a statement of 
what took place in committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good. Iam giving a easements; and if 
you will only take care of your own honor, [ will take care of mine. 

t is not ron to read me lessons of duty, 

Mr. EDEN. Iam trying to take care of the rules of the House. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman has no right to try to catechise 
me as to my duty in committee. I state here that Mr. Rogers is on 
the February roll. I take the book from the Clerk’s office. I state 


has decided that the et 
0 
h 


that Mr. Rogers is not a soldier, 

1155 N of Missouri. What proof have you that he is not a 
soldier 

Mr. HARRISON. I will state it on my own assertion, and support 
it by his own statement, that he is not a soldier 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Where and when? Tell us all about it. 
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Mr. HARRISON. That he was never in the Union Army. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN rose. 
Mr. HARRISON. Iam giving my statement; believe it or not, as 
‘ou choose. If you do not believe it, the majority of this House will 
Feia me when I say that I know from this man’s own statement 
that he is not a soldier. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I want to know whether the evidence that 
he was or was not a soldier was not developed only this morning. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to know whether it is in order for more 
than two gentlemen from Missouri to interrupt my colleague at one 
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time. [Laughter.] 
The SP R tempore. The Chair will state that it is not in 
order for any e dee to interrupt the member upon the floor with- 


out his consent. — : 

Mr. HARRISON. I will answer this question. Mr. Rogers is found 
on the soldiers’ roll. When he was put there Ido not know. Ifound 
him there for February. I went to Mr. Rogers to know whether he 
was a soldier. 

Mr, CLARK, of Missouri. When? 

Mr. HARRISON. Some time ago. Mr. Rogers told me he was. 
This morning he told me he was not. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Which statement did you believe? 

Mr, HARRISON. The last. In addition to that, Mr. Rogers is no 
longer on the soldiers’ roll for March; but Mr. 8. J. Rogers, who is 
not here, is on the roll; and Mr. H. M. gore is filling his place with 
a power of attorney to draw his money. There are your books; the 
books from the Clerk’s office containing the pay-rolls. Do not talk to 
me about my testimony. The books show what your Doorkeeper is 
doing and what he is continuing to do. 

Mr, FRANKLIN. Is that in the testimony ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I raise the point of order that the pros- 
ecuting attorney has no right to testify in a case. r 

Mr. RISON. Oh, I am not an attorney, my friend. am a 
Con a of the United States, who is sworn to do his official duty, 
and who ha not yet learned to shield any public officer because he 
is a member f his own party. I come here sworn to do my duty as 
chairman of he Committee on Civil-Service Reform; and I care not 
whether a man be of my pay or of another, he shall not do wrong 
ware my knowledge without my bringing it to the attention of the 


ouse 
I present to you a part of the records of this House, the pay-rolls 
of this House. They are testimony. These are facts which have 
transpired since the testimony closed. They are the pay-rolls for 
February and March. And there are the names of men who were 
never in the Union Army on the pay-roll of “disabled soldiers.” 
These things show that Mr. Polk is continuing to violate the law in 
February and March, as he did violate the law in January. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the further point of order that 
the chairman of the Civil-Service Reform Committee has no right to 
go outside of what the committee has done and come into this House 
with evidence that he has gathered himself, without any action of 
the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON, (holding up a book.) There is your own record. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That record was never submitted to 
the committee. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am making a speech, my friend, and I have 
the right to appeal to such documents as I please. Iam not speak- 
ing as a lawyer. 

r. FRANKLIN. It is not necessary for the gentleman to state 
that he is no lawyer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In nse to the point of order of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hewirt,] the Chair will state 
that the gentleman from Illinois is speaking on his own responsibility 
and he has a right to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, sir, I am making a npa Iam arguing 
this question, and I have aright to bring in the facts. I havea right 
and it is my duty to tell this House anything I have of information 
which will enable them to come to a just verdict. If I heard this 
morning some facts having an importaat 3 this case 1 
would be derelict to my duty if I did not tell the House those facts. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Would it not be your duty, then, if information 
came to you concerning this case since your committee closed the 
testimony and made its report, would it not be your duty to ask the 
House to allow your committee to reopen the case and to take further 
testimony? I do say here, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from 
Illinois has no right, as chairman of a committee of this Honse, to 
drag in information from sources other than the sworn testimony 
taken in the case which was delivered to him and to his committee 
to try and a just verdict render on the evidence. 

A MEMBER. And when the Doorkeeper had no chance to cross- 
examine. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The gentleman from Illinois has no right to 
bring any facts here outside of the testimony in the case and when 
the Doorkeeper has had no oppertunity to meet and disprove those 
statements. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have the floor and I will go on. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The gentleman, however, promised to answer 
my question. 

. HARRISON. In a moment I will answer the gentleman from 
California. 
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Mr. LUTTRELL. Idesire to ask the gentleman from Illinois aques- 
tion, which I hope he will answer. He has stated to the House that Mr. 
Polk had Sar sore a larger number than he was authorized by law 
to employ. I now ask him whether he, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service, has examined into what was done 
in the Forty-third and Forty-fourth Congresses on this very question, 
and whether he has made comparison between the expenses under 
Colonel Polk and the expenses under previous Doorkeepers in pre- 

ing Con — whether he has made a comparison between Mr. 
Polk’s administration of this office and that of his predecessors, to 
see whether Colonel Polk’s administration has not in reality been 
more economical than that of his predecessors? At least will the 
gentleman tell us what is the difference? 

Mr. HARRIS! The committee of which I am chairman has not 
the dead past to rake up. We think it onr duty to act within the 
living present and to remedy the wrongs which have now been done 
and which it is our duty to correct. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. But that is not an answer to my question. My 
question is a legitimate one. 

Mr. THO. N. No, it is not. 

The SPEAKER e tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has the 
floor, and the gentleman from California will not interrupt him un- 
less by his consent. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. But the gentleman yielded to me. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yielded to the gentleman, but he takes up the 
whole time. id 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I wish an answer to my question, and it is this: 
the gentleman says the Doorkeeper has violated the law in employing 
a larger number than the law authorized him to employ. I wish to 
know whether the Doorkeeper in employing a number in excess of 
the law has expended a larger sum than was e by his prede- 
cessors in the rere lag for a smaller number of employés? 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, I should like to know whether it is any 
defense of Mr. Polk, and that he is to be justified in doing wrong, 
because somebody else has done wrong. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Oh, no; answer my question. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would like to ask the gentleman whether if 
donn Sherman were to pay money out for which there was no appro- 

ation 
z Mr. LUTTRELL. The gentleman is not answering my question. 
He proposa so pot a question to me instead. 

Mr. N. Suppose Mr. Sherman should pay a bill for which 
there was no . he should pay a just claim even 
when there was no law providing for its payment, would not the 
gentleman have an investigation committee on him at once ? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. No, sir; that is not an answer to my question. 

Mr. HARRISON. I teil the gentleman from California that if John 
Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, had paid out the people’s money 
in defiance of law, even if the claim were really a just one, the gen- 
tleman would have been one of the first to send articles of impeach- 
ment against him to the bar of the Senate. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. That is an entirely different sort of affair. The 
gentleman dare not answer my question. He dodges the issue. Why 
not come up like a man and try this officer on his merits? 

Mr. HARRISON. Why, sir, I should like to know whether it is a 
defense which can be set up in any court where a man is accused of 
stealing that he is to be acquitted because it is done in some other 
country by some other man? 

Mr. HUBBELL. I would like to ask the Chair whether, when the 

entleman from California puts a question to the gentleman from 
filinois and he refuses to answer it, the gentleman from California 
can force him to doit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HARRISON. He can lead me to the branch to drink, but he 
cannot make me drink. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California must 
confine himself to the legitimate purpose of asking a question, and 
he disregards the rule of the House when he retains the floor against 
the desire of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I did not intend to be out of order. [Cries of 
“ Order! “Order!”] I simply asked a question, and wanted an answer 
to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is out of order at this 


moment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will just say this, in reply to the gentleman 
from California, that it is no defense for misconduct on the part of 
Mr. Polk that he had bad predecessors. , 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I do not say it is. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is no defense for violation of law on his part 
that he has saved money by illegal acts. Why, sir, a year ago, when 
Captain Eads was entitled to his pay for opening and deepening the 
mouths of the Mississippi River, he came to the Treasury of the United 
States to get his pay, but there was no appropriation made, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury refused to pay it. In the end we had to 


pay it, and we had to payi in bonds which bore a large premium. 
And no one thought the 
Mr. CRITT. 


Eads 7 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir. It is no defense on the part of any man 
that somebody else has committed an 
no defense on the part of Mr. Polk that 


cretary of the Treasury wrong. 
EN. Did you not vote against paying Captain 


ually heinous offense. It is 
r. Patterson or Mr. Buxton 
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It is true Mr. Buxton testified that in the Fortieth Con- 
before, the hiring of substitutes was notorious. Is the 
same thing to be justified on the e of Mr. Polk by this democratic 
House of Representatives, when the democratic party put in its plat- 
form at Saint Louis a civil-service reform plank ? 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Oh, yes, they put hard money in their platform, 
but they went back on it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Because the 7 U party has done wrong, is 
that any excuse for us to do wrong 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Is the gentleman to go back on the hard-money 
platform ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Sir, I contend that it is the duty of the demo- 
cratic party to carry out civil-service reform. We have gone to the 
people with a plank adopted by that party, that we would have civil- 
service reform. And as long as I am able to help the cause and to 
strike a blow for civil-service reform, whether it hurts a democratic 
Con an, a democratic Doorkeeper, or anybody else, I am ready 
todo it. I do not believe in using whitewash. I do not believe itis 
the interest of the country or the party to cover up the wrong-doings 
of one of our own men. We have gone before the country with our 
honest pledge. I believe it was honest. It is for this House to deter- 
mine whether it was honest or not. We have gone before the coun- 
try pledged that we will uncover wrong and unearth iniquity wher- 
ever it is found, whether in high places or inlow. Wechased Bel- 
knap last year for doing illegal acts, and only illegal acts. Wehave 
now found that Mr. Polk has been guilty of illegal acts. I do not 
charge Mr. Polk with putting one dollar in his own pocket. That is 
not necessary. Au officer of the law is amenable, not for making 
money out of his office, but for disobeying the law under which heis 
there to act; for disobeying the laws he has sworn to uphold. He 
may be pure, he may be kind, he may be charitable; but if he vio- 
lates the laws he is unfit to hold office. I am a democrat because I 
believe the democratic saps to be the party of law. It knows the 
Constitution and the laws of the land, and it believes in no doctrine 
of “higher law.” When I find that party not the party of law I 
sial conyo to be a democrat. A! Pets a 

e democratic y, now springing in wer an ing the 
people for a lease gee daig his ment our years, cheated out 
of its President at the last election and not likely to be cheated the 
next time, has pledged itself to the people that it will give an honest 
administration of affairs, And yet we are told this man, who has vio- 
lated the law, who has despised the law, who has disregarded the law, 
and who disobeys the law, shall not be put out of this office because 
he has not taken money himself. Sir, you might as well say that the 
man who steals my purse for the sake of building up a church with 
it has committed no crime because his act was intended for a good 
purpose. You might as well tell me the man who robs my house and 
takes from it my furniture or my goods for the sake of giving them 
to a charitable institution is immaculate because his intentions were 
good. I appeal to the democratic party. We have gone before the 
country ope ourselves to give civil-service reform. Do not 
let it be said that the first democrat who is caught in its clutches is 
going to escape because he is a democrat or because he is kind and 
charitable. You put out Fitzhugh because he spelt “ big r“ with 
one single “g.” But here is a man who is robbing the soldier of the 
pittance the Government has given him and putting in his place a 
man who is not a soldier, who is disobeying the law willfully because 
the law hampers him in his management of the affairs the law has 
devolved upon him. If you pass these things over, then I ask you if 
you can go to your constituents and justify the act. 

Mr. Speaker, I have not covered half the testimony, but I have 
already wearied the House and I thank it for its kind indulgence. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Before the gentleman sits down will he allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will hear it. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I want to know whether the gentleman, after 
making this speech and after proving to this House that he went out- 
side of his duty on the committee—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I deny it. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. And took this case into his hands without 
notice to Mr. Polk—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I deny it. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Whether he still persists in being considered 
a friend of Mr, Polk. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; I am a friend of Mr. Polk and his fam- 
ily; but I am a friend to my country and to its laws. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. » Then yon do not deny it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would do as much for him as any man on this 
floor; but I would never consent to drag my party down to save any 
man, it makes no difference however kind and good he may be. 

Mr. CRAVENS obtained the floor. 

Mr. COOK. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


T. W. SEGAR AND T. F. ALEXANDER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting the 
military history of Thomas W. 1 and Thomas F. Alexander, 
Pinnen Illinois Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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FUEL AND QUARTERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting 
report of the Quartermaster-General in relation to fuel and quarters’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

J. E. QUENTIN. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting 
petition of J. E. Quentin for correction of his record in the volunteer 
service; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


NEWTOWN CREEK AND EAST RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmittin 
reports relative to deposit near the junction of Newtown Creek an 
the East River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REMOVAL OF ROCKS IN GEORGETOWN CHANNEL. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting 
report of Engineer Abert on cost of removal of rocks in Georgetown 
channel; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in the case of M. 
Cook & Co., of Paducah, Kentucky, no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A ies gs from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution of 
the following titles ; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


nested : 
: An act (8. No. 333) for the relief of Thomas J. Choate, Erastus Fos- 
ter, Milton Ladd, Clarence E. Haney, William A. Hill, Kneeland F. 
Huckaby, and William Blackburn, late privates in Company F, Third 
iment Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers ; 
act (S. No, 378) for the relief of William L. Hickam, of Mis- 

souri, guardian of the minor children of Hillary J. Jenkins; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. No. 22) providing for a place of deposit for 
the records and proceedings of the commission appointed under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for and regulate the counting of votes 
for President and Vice-President and the decision of questions aris- 
ing thereon for the term commencing March 4, A. D. 1877, approved 
January 29, 1877.” 

JAMES A. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. DEERING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4232) granting additional pension to James A. Guthrie; which was 
read a first and second time, with a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Iowa relating to the same subject refe to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. HARTZELL. I ask leave to present and have printed in the 
RECORD the petition and memorial of 346 citizens of Union and Pu- 
laski Counties, in the State of Illinois, asking Congress to pass the 
bill recently introduced in the Senate by Senator COCKRELL, provid- 
ing for the appointment of a commission to devise plans for the sur- 
vey and improvement of the Mississippi River and for the protection 
of such portions of the great Valley of the Mississippi as are now sub- 
ject to inundation. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

The petition is as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

The undersigned, your petition citizens of the State of Illinois, and others, 
interested in the. — | of the ppi River, recognizing the im ement 
of said river asof great national importance, and believing that the bill introduced 
by Senator COCKRELL providing for the appointment of a commission, under whose 
a ion the survey of the river and construction of the works for said improve - 
ment shall be carried on, will effectuall 5 the means for said 3 
respectfully request that your honorable es will, without delay, enact said 
into a law with a view to a speedy removal of the grievous burdens now imposed by 
the uncertainties and prp i of the navigation of said river and to a speedy proteo- 
tion of such portions of the great valley of the Mississippi as are now subject to 


inundation. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE APALACHICOLA RIVER. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4233) making an Lek goat ar for the improvement of the mouth of 
the Apalachicola River, in the State of Florida; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4234) to provide that all pensions on account of death, or wounds 
received or ee contracted in the service of the United States 
during the late war of the rebellion, Which have been nted or 
which shall hereafter be granted, shall commence from the date of 


death or discharge from the service of the United States, for the 

payment of arrears of pensions, and other purposes; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ISSUE OF ARMS TO TERRITORIES. 
` Mr. FENN, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 153) providing for issue of arms to Territories; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
DENNIS LOONEY. 


Mr. GUNTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4235) for the relief of Dennis Looney, of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF RESERVATION, 


On motion of Mr. WREN, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
373) to amend an act to provide for the sale of a portion of the reser- 
vation of the Confederated Otoe and Missouria and the Sac and Fox 
of the Missouri tribes of Indians, inthe States of Kansas and Nebrask 
was taken from the Speaker's table, read a first and second time, an 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CONGER. Are all these references subject to that order! 

The SPEAKER. Yes, except those that come back under the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Imove to reconsider the vote by which these various 
references have been made; and move to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. COOK. I now insist on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and refe as stated: 

By Mr. BLAIR: The petition of A. J. Shepard and 235 other eiti- 
zens of Raymond, New Hampshire, for an amendment to the Consti- 
tution prohibiting the manufacture and sale of distilled liquors after 
the year 1900, and for a commission of inquiry—to the Committee on 
the J 2 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of R. H. Porter, for compensation 
for services rendered the United States to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CASWELL: The petition of Mrs. George M. Harrington, 
R removal of her political disabilities—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: The petition of Mrs, Nora Walsh, for com- 
pensation for pro taken by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHITTENDEN: The petition of 60 citizens of Brooklyn, 
New York, against reviving the income tax—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr, CLAFLIN: Resolutions of the Board of Trustees of the 
Boston Marine Society, favoring the introduction of Courtenay’s au- 
tomatic signal buoy—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey: The petition of Robert Brown, 
for the extension of letters-patent numbered 32556—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: The petition of C. J. Walden, Thomas 
S. Carter, Kilby & Freeman, and H. E. Smith, against the adoption 
of the pro tariff on type—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANFORD: The petition of William Armstrong and others, 
citizens of Belmont County, Ohio, against any change of the tariff on 
wool—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FULLER: The ponon of the Evansville, Cairo and Mem- 
phis Packet Company, to be reimbursed for money expended in light- 
ing, buoying, an staking the Ohio River in the interests of com- 
merce—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petition of William D. Parks, John K. Chil- 
dress, and other citizens of Jackson County, Alabama, in regard to 
the additional bounty land granted by the act of 1855—to the Com- 
mittee on Milita A Tire, 

By Mr. HATC : Memorial of citizens of the fourth con 
sional district of Missouri, for the distribution of the sales of the 
public lands among the several States in aid of popular education— 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HENDEE: 3 of James W. Ryan, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mary L. Hubbard and Ellen Smith, of Guil- 
ford, Vermont, for the removal of their political disabilities—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. A. P. Walters, Mrs. E. B. Wilson, and 
other citizens of Washington, District of Columbia, for an amend- 
ment of the Constitution prohibiting the several States from disfran- 
2 United States citizens on account of sex to the same com- 


ttee. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: The petition of W. P. Webb and 
other citizens of Eutaw, Alabama, for Government aid to the Texas 
Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railway. 

Also, the petition of J. A. MeLester, S. J. Gaines, and other citizens 
of Northport, Alabama, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of R. P. Hulbert, Horace A. N. 


Todd, and 75 other citizens of Mackinac, Michigan, against the pas- 
sage of the bill for the protection of fisheries—to the Committee on 


mme;rce, 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of Eliza W. Ogden, of 
Mobile, Alabama, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr, JOYCE: The petition of citizens of Bennington, Vermont, 
ae the amendment of the bounty laws—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington County, Vermont, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ERS: The penson of J. Francis Goodrich, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIGON: The poeton of citizens of Rockford, Coosa County, 
Alabama, to raise a fund for popular education from the sale of public 
lands—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. McGOWAN: The petition of Mrs. F. L. Wright, Sarah E. 
Dart, and other citizens of Lansing, Michigan, for an amendment to 
the Constitution prohibiting the several States from disfranchising 
United States citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, against 
the revival of the income tax in any form—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of New York: Resolutions of the Legislature 
of New York, opposing the sale of the arsenal at Watervliet, New 
York—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of 23 citizens of Deadwood and vicin- 
ity, Dakota Territory, for a charter for the Whitewood Flume Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. RIDDLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Dayid 
McComb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of Lizzie Bailey, Albert Allie, and 
other citizens of Reynolds, Minnesota, for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting the several States from disfranchising United 
States citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Richmond, Virginia, 
for the establishment of export tobacco warehonses—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Richmond, Virginia, against the 
establishment of rt tobacco warehouses—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of H. H. Sibley, for leave to prosecute his claim 
against the Government under contract, in respect to the Sibley tent— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of J. E. Merrill and others, postal clerks, route 
agents, and other postal officials, for an increase of their salaries—to 

e Committee on 2 Reerniregg 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of Levi Price, for relief from pay- 
ment of liquor tax, charged in excess of production—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of L. Snodgrass and 42 other 
citizens of Ventura County, California, against the p of a bill 
authorizing a resurvey of the Raneho El Rio de Santa Clara 6 La 
Calonia, of that State—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petition of Mrs. Lydia A. Car- 
ter, Angela Brown, and others, of New Era, O n, for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting the several States from disfran- 
chising United States citizens on account of sex—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

8 By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the claim of 


oun Benham—to the same committee. 
By Mr. WILSON: The petition of L. Caywood and others, against 
say reduction of the duty on wool—to the Committee of Ways and 
eans. ? 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 3, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of the Board of Trade of Bos- 
ton, praying that a law may be enacted for an equitable rule to au- 
thorize the correction of errors in the assessment of duties. I wish to 
say in regard to this petition that it not only comes from a very highly 
respectable body of men, but men of great experience in the matter 
to which it alludes, and who have as ardent a desire as anybody can 
for not only the honest collection of the revenues, but also for sim- 
plicity and the removal of all difficulties in e questions Which 
may arise between the Government and the importer. The need of 
such an act as they suggest here has long been felt by the merchants 
of Boston and of New York and all en in the import trade. I 
move the reference of this petition to the Committee on Finance, 
whose attention to it I invoke. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. ROLLINS presented the memorial of George B. Chandler and 
others, citizens of Manchester, New Hampshire, remonstrating agai 
the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a resolution of the Board of 
Trade of Buffalo, New York, and a resolution of the Board of Trade 


of Oswego, New York, against the pro transfer of the life-say- 
ing ata from the Treasury to the Navy Department; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. EATON presented the petition of J. H. Wolcott, executor of the 
last will and testament of Abbott Lawrence, deceased, praying the 
assage of an act authorizing the Secre of State to pay to him 
nterest on æ% cer! sum of money exac from Mr. Lawrence in 
violation of the treaty of 1815, as is alleged, by Great Britain between 
7 years 1815 and 1822; which was referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of Peter Cooper, W. H. Webb, 
A. A. Low & Co., and 70 others, of New York, merchants, ship-owners, 
and members of the New York Maritime Exchange and Chamber of 
Commerce, ange iio e the 3 transfer of the life- 
saving service from the ury to the Navy Department; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. KIRK WOOD presented a joint resolution of the General Assem- 
bly of Iowa, in favor of the passage of an act granting a pension to 
James A. Guthrie on account of services rendered the United States 
ea the Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. MCPHERSON presented a resolution of the board of aldermen 
of Jersey City, New Jersey, in favor of the passage of an act making 
that city a port of entry; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of the Seneca Nation of In- 
dians, praying for the passage of an act providing for the appointment 
of a commission to ascertain the value and divide the lands in the 
Cattarau Allegany, and Oil 1 reservations, in the State of 
New York, between the individual Indians belonging to the Seneca 
Nation as their rights may appear; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of the Lowery Industrial 
Academy for the instruction of colored youths, of Huntsville, Ala- 
bama, praying for an appropriation for endowing that institution to 
aidin the growth and culture of silk; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
December 11, 1877, copy of correspondence and reports on the subject 
of the construction of a dry-dock on a portion of the United States 
properes at Fort McHenry, Maryland; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 14th 
ultimo, a copy of the report of Special Agent J. F. Evans in relation 
to the claims of laborers and material-men arising out of the construc- 
tion of the revenue-cutter Corwin, recently built at Albina, Oregon; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, The Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the ecg No, 834) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret A. Spencer, 
have considered the same and instructed me to report it back askin 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed and this report agreed to. 
hope the Clerk will make the proper entry, so that it will be a bar 
to the subsequent presentation of the same thing. 

The report was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the sub- 
ject was referred, submitted a re accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1031) for the relief of the estate of E. Rouff, eee 5 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the réport was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 951) relating to the Pagossa Hot Springs, 
in the State of Colorado, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 907) granting a pension to Louis 
Koerth, to report 8 thereon and ask to ischarged from 
its further consideration, the application not having been made to 
the Bureau of Pensions. 

The bill was 8 indefinitely. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I am also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of the heirs of Anthony Schworer, 
late private of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, praying for an adjustment of their claim for a pension, to ask 
to be discharged from its further consideration, as the Pension Bureau 
have since the pending of the petition here allowed the pension. 


The pee as agreed to. 
Mr. KI OOD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 889) granting a pension to John Etzell, 


it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
ich was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CHRISTIAN CX, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
was referred the bill (S. No. 43) providing for taking testimony and 
collecting information to be used by Congress, reported it with an 
amendment. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


re 
w 


„to whom 


ferred the bill (S. No. 487) for the relief of Mrs. Maria B. Wolfe, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
8. No. 337) for the relief of Thomas H. Halsey, paymaster United 
tates Army, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. C RON, of Wisconsin. The Committee on Claims, to whom 

was referred the bill (H. R. No, 622) for the relief of workmen em- 
proged in the construction of Poverty Island light-house, Lake Mich- 
gan, have instructed me to report it with a recommendation that it 
be indefinitely postponed. I am authorized by the committee to ask 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 690) to amend an act entitled “An act to au- 
thorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within 
the Cattaraugus and er reservations, and to confirm existing 
leases,” approved February 19, 1875, reported it with an amendment. 
Mr, HAR IS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 288) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South 
Carolina, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of James C. McBurney, late collector of internal 
revenue for the second district of Georgia, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No, 1033) for the relief of J. C. McBurney. 

This bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be Sarre 

MORGAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 319) for the relief of the Metropolitan police 
force of the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am instructed by the Committee on Mili 
Affairs, to whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 8 remove 
restrictions now existing in re; to enlistments of the colored citi- 
zen in any arm of the United States Army, to report it with amend- 
ments. After the conclusion of the morning business I shall ask for 
the immediate consideration of this bill, 

Mr.COCKRELL. Asthe report is just made and the bill as amended 
has not been printed, and as the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxxy] 
and another Senator interested in the bill are not here, I suggest to 
the Senator from Rhode Island that the bill be printed as reported 
and that it be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Very well. 

Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 105%) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
aid in the construction of a rai and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” ap- 
proved July 1, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof and supple- 
mental thereto; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1034) granting additional pension to James 
A. Guthrie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, . 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. No. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain and certify the amount of land located with military war- 
rants in the States described therein, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 

Mr. SPENCER (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1036) to incorporate the United 
States Commercial Company; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1037) for the relief of John B. Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF MISSOURI, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 
13, Revised Statutes of the United States. The bill is reported from 


the Committee on the Judiciary favorably. It merely changes one 
county in Missouri from the eastern to the western district. 
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The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which pee to amend sec- 
tion 540 of chapter 1 and title 13 of the Revised Statutes, so as to 
read: 

. 540. £ Missouri is divided into two districts, which shall be 
called ihe eee western district of i. The —— district in- 
cludes the counties of 1 a — Shelby, ere raphe omer 
Jan 11857, with all the counties peer of them. ithe western district Includes 
the Teaio of said State. * 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORRECTION OF ERRONEOUS ASSESSMENT. 


Mr. ROLLINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 1012) authorizing the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to abate a certain tax erroneously assessed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to cause to be made, by the proper officers, 
a readjustment of the assessment of taxes upon property situated 
about two and one-half miles north of the Capitol, being the prop- 
erty of the estate of the late Chief-Justice of the United States, 
Salmon P. Chase, known as Edgewood, upon a valuation not to exceed 
$18,000, including the pro and improvements; which readjust- 
ment, when so made, shall be, to all intents and purposes, as effectual 
as if made at the date of the original assessment; and the commis- 
sioners are to abate so much of the taxes now due and unpaid upon 
the propery as arè in excess of such valuation, together with the 
interest and penalties for the four years prior to the passage of the 
act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. ADAMS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 997) for the relief of William L. Adams. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the proper account- 
ing officer in the settlement of the accounts of William L. Adams, 
formerly collector of customs for the district of Oregon, to credit him 
with the sum of $13,257.30. 

Mr. McDONALD, Is there a re anying the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is. m West Virginia [Mr. 


gon gh nt Re the report. 
The VICE-PRESIDE Does the Senator from Indiana desire 
the reading of the report? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, or a statement of the grounds on which 
this relief is pro À 

Mr. MITC L. The report is rather lengthy. 

Mr. McDONALD, For my part I should like to have a statement 
of the grounds on which 
pretty aa sum of money. 


Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from West Virginia understands 
the case thoroughly, and can make a statement perhaps briefer than 


the report. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will state briefly the facts in the case. This 
claim has been before Congress since 1866. Three reports have been 
made upon it, two by the committee of the Senate and one by the 
committee of the House of Representatives. A report was made 
from the Committee on Claims by Mr. Pratt, of Indiana, May 25, 
1874, which report in its main statement of facts has been adopted 
brte committee in this case. The facts are briefly these: In 1866, 

Adams was instructed to carry from Astoria, in Oregon, to San 
Francisco, in California, for the purpose of depositing there with the 
United States assistant treasurer, the money belonging to the United 
States then in his hands as collector. The Senate will bear in mind 
that he was instructed to carry these funds from Portland to San 
Francisco in person. The amount that was in his possession then 
was $46,500 in gold coin and a thousand dollars in currency. He 
ety fi those instructions and went on board of the steamer Oregon 
at Astoria on the 3d of February, 1866, and made the voyage to 
Francisco. He placed the money ina trunk securely fastened and 
engaged a stateroom by himself, so that no other person conld have 
access to it but himself. He was cautious in taking care of thé money 
thus intrusted to him and which he had been ordered to carry in 
person to San Francisco. There is no allegation and no proof that 
there was any aa or any default of any nature or kind what- 
ever on his part. e trunk was taken from the steamer and carried 
to his hotel in San Francisco. When he went to take the money to 
the proper officer in San Francisco he found that there had been ab- 
stracted $20,500. The detectives were informed of the fact and search 
was immediately made. 

Without occupying the time of the Senate to go through all the 
details, I will state that it was ascertained beyond any doubt that 
this $20,500 was taken from his trunk while he went to one of his 
meals a few hours before his arrival in San Francisco. A part of 
this money was recovered, some of it from one of the parties while 
in San Francisco and a part of it in New York. Mr. Adams now asks 
that the proper accounting officer be instructed to credit him with 


rt accom 
e Senator 


the balance. There is no pretense whatever that he had any com- 
plicity in the robbery or that he did not use due diligence in carry- 
ing the monen non one place to the other. He was instructed, as I 
said, by the Department at Washington City to carry the money in 
person, not being allowed to sendit 22 It is true that under 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States he is not in 
law entitled to relief, and he and his sureties would be responsible 
upon their bond for the amount. Neither I nor the committee have 
any fault to find with the law or any fault to find with the construc- 
tion of the law as placed upon it by the various decisions of the Su- 
preme Court. We think the law is wise and that the constructior 
placed upon it is the true construction; but, on the other hand, the 
committee think that in a case of this kind, where the money was 
taken from him without any negligence on his part whatever, the 
officer of the Government should be relieved. 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
if the bill credits him with just the amount of the actual loss and 
covers nothing for his expenses. 

Mr. HEREFORD, It is exactly the loss that he incurred. 

Mr. McDONALD. I understood that the bill provided a credit of 
a larger amount than the sum stolen. There was a certain part of 
the stolen funds recovered. 

Mr. HEREFORD. A certain part of the stolen funds was recov- 
ered, and the bill is to instruct the proper accounting officers to allow 
him credit for the balance that was not recovered. The amount re- 
covered was passed to his credit and the bill is to allow for the dif- 
ference; in other words, for the amount of money that was never 
recovered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia that if 
he will look at the facts I am inclined to think he will find that $1,000, 
or some such amount, expended in San Francisco at the time the loss 
was first discovered, is allowed in this credit, and that therefore to 
that extent his expenses are included, 

Mr. HEREFORD. About $1,000 was paid out to employ detectives. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But no part of his 5 in going to New 
York and in arresting the robbers is included. 

Mr. HEREFORD. No part of his own expenses is included in the 
bill whatever; simply the money paid out to detectives in San Fran- 
cisco and the money paid out to certain detectives in the city of New 
York. Part of the money was taken by the thieves to New York. 
They made their escape and went to New York, and part of it was 
recovered there, while part of it was recovered in San Francisco, 
Detectives had to be employed and were employed to hunt up this 
case, and he is allowed by the bill the money that was thus paid to 
them in detecting the thieves and in recovering this amount, In 
round numbers, about $6,000 was thus recovered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senate and to the Senator from 
Indiana that this bill has passed the Senate twice heretofore, and in 
precisely the shape it is in now. 

. HEREFO If the officers of the Government in a case of 
this kind are not to be relieved, I do not see how the Government is 


e bill rests. It directs the credit of a | to get along at all, because, under the law and under the decistons of 


the Supreme Court, if Mr. Gilfillan, the Treasurer of the United States, 
2 every officer in the Treasury were gagged to-night and contined, 
and every dollar in the Treasury taken from it without any fault 
whatever on his part or that of any of his subordinates, the Treas- 
urer would be responsible in law for the untold millions that are in 
his charge. The committee think that in a case of that kind the 
officers of the Government should be relieved, and that is just this 
case. As all the testimony shows, Mr. Adams is in no way culpable. 
If anybody is to blame, certainly it seems to the committee—at least 
it did to me, who had the examination of the case and reported it— 
that the Government is more to blame than this officer for instruct- 
ing him to carry that amount of money in person from Portland to 
San Francisco. A few days afterward they issued an order to him 
that he might send the money by express. If they had allowed him 
to do that, it would have been safe. There was an express company 
carrying money from Portland, Oregon, to San Francisco, But they 
would not allow him to do that. ey directed him to carry it in 
rson. If he had been left to exercise his discretion either to carry 
it in person or to send it by express, that would have made a differ- 
ent case; but that was not this case. In this case there is the order 
of the Department at Washington to carry this money in person from 
one of these places to the other, and also without delay. We say 
then, in a case of this kind, that the officer certainly should be re- 
lieved. As I said a moment ago, as the statutes of the United States 
now provide and under the decisions of the Supreme Court which I 
have examined in this connection, if the Treasury of the United States 
were robbed to-night of every dollar in it, the Treasurer of the United 
States would be responsible for it. I do not believe there is a Sena- 
tor on this floor who would not say that a bill should be passed for 
the relief of the Treasurer in such a case as that. 
These, Mr. President, are the salient points in the case. There is 
a report here which if Senators desire can be read. In making my 
report I adopted the report of Mr. Senator Pratt, made on a former 
occasion while a member of the Committee on Claims. I have come 
to a different conclusion from that arrived at by him, although we 
do not disagree about the facts. 
Mr. Mc . Mr. President, it is perhaps due to myself that 
Isbould say that while there is no minority report in this case, as I 
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did mt think the facts called for that, I did not concur in the report 
as made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say in reference to this claim AA that 
I could not concur in the opinions of the majority. While the facts 
as stated by the Senator from West Virginia are accurately and well 
stated, I was of opinion that this collector had not used that degree 
of care and diligence in the matter of putting twenty-odd thousand 
dollars in a trunk and depositing that in a state-room on a steamer 
that custodians of the public money should be held to by this Gov- 
ernment, and as a general policy I am opposed to relieving custodians 
of public moneys unless it is shown that they have not only been dili- 
gent, but have used the highest de of diligence and care to take 
care of the funds intrusted to their hands. For that reason I did not 
concur with the majority of the committee, and I cannot vote with 
the majority of the committee upon the proposition to pass the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong this 
discussion, but in view of what has been said I feel it my duty to say 
1 word ak least in response to what the Senator from Tennessee has 

ust said. 

The facts in reference to this matter of the robbery are simply as 
they have been very fully stated by the Senator from West Virginia. 
The collector of the port at Astoria, Oregon, Mr. Adams, the claimant 
here, was ordered by the Secretary of the Treasury to take a large 
amount of money—some $50,000 or about that—in person and carry 
it from Astoria to San Francisco to the subtreasury there. In pur- 
guance of that instruction he took the money in gold coin, placed it 
in large bags, put it in a trunk, a solid trunk securely fastened, 
took it to his state-room and staid with it all the while, according 
to the testimony, with the exception of the time when it was abso- 
Iutely necessary for him to leave his room in making the trip on the 
steamer from Astoria to San Francisco. On his arrival at San Fran- 
cisco it was discovered, after the trunk had been carried to his hotel, 
that the parties who had charge of his room, as it was learned after- 
ward, the boys who cleaned up the room, had taken out from the 
bottom of the trunk a section and extracted two of the gold bags. 
taking considerably less than one-half of the whole amount he had 
in his trunk. Detectives were set to work, and after a long hunt 
these men were arrested in the city of New York, brought back to 
San Francisco, confessed the crime, part of the money was found 
buried in the city of San Francisco, and Mr. Adams, after a very 
lengthy and expensive hunt, succeeded in getting this much of the 
money. 

It was said by my honorable friend from Tennessee that he was 
not careful, that he had not acted as a prudent man. What more 
could he have done? 

Mr. McDONALD. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if 
the loss of this money was not discovered until the trunk was carried 
up to the hotel? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was not. 

Mr. McDONALD. How did it happen that one-half or more of this 
large amount in specie could have taken from the trunk with- 
out tlie fact being discovered before he left the boat? 

Mr. MITC. That is a very pertinent question and I will tell 
the Senator why. The question occurred to me at the time the case 
was before the committee and I looked into it. The answer is this: 
the trunk with the whole amount in it was so heavy that it had to 
be handled by two men; two men put it on and two men 
employed by Mr. Adams carried it off, different men; of course Mr. 
Adams could not carry the trunk himself. If he had been able to 

it either on or from the ee: he in all probability 
would have discovered the difference in weight, but he did not. He 
had two men to carry it up, and still it was avery heavy trunk. Mr, 
Adams did not discover any difference in the weight; but when he 
came to his hotel and opened the trunk, he then discovered that a 
part of the money was fone, and it was a mystery tohim. He exam- 
ined the lock, and the lock was all right. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Willthe Senator from Oregon allow me to read 
from the report right on that point? 

Mr. MITCHELL. When I finish the sentence. It was with some 
difficulty that he satisfied himself as to how this money had been 


extracted. 
Mr. HEREFORD. I wish to read from the report the testimony of 
Mr. Adams in that connection : 


The trunk was heavy, egg, onan, over two hundred pounds, and I could 

not, in my poor state of health, it. The men who carried the trunk from my 

room on the steamer to the Russ House coach acted as though it was still heavy 

enough to weigh over two hundred pounds. During the entire Bake oe Twas seldom 

al t from my room, never leaving it except for my meals, g on deck for 

8 Ko., when I was ul to pass near or in sight of my robm- door very 
requently. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not wish to add anything further than to 
state that Mr. Adams is one of our most respected citizens in Oregon. 

Mr. GROVER. I wish to speak of the character of Mr. Adams. I 
have been acquainted with him more than twenty-five years, and I 
can state to the Senate that a man of higher character for honesty 
does not live in the State of Oregon or in any State, in my judgment. 
If he has been in fault in any respect, I am satisfied it was not an in- 
tentional fault, and I hope there will be favorable action on this bill. 

The bill was sy yoy to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS A. WALKER. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I move to take up Senate bill No. 954. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 954) for the relief of 
Thomas A. Walker. It provides for the allowance to Thomas A. 
Walker, late register of the United States land office at Des Moines, 
Iowa, of $5,117.75 on account of money Pps out and Ne oye by 

ce rent in his office 


him as register for hire of clerks and o during 
his incumbency. 

Mr. HARRIS, I ask that the report of the committee be read. It 
states the facts very fully. 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Harris 
on the 20th of March: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the two petitions and accompany- 
ing papers of T. A. Walker, late register of the United States land office, at Fort 
Des Moines, Iowa, have carefully considered the same, and submit the following 


report: 

2 tho petition No. 1, petitioner asks to be reimbursed moneys ded by him for 
clerk hire and office rent, rend necessary by the unusually large 
land entered at his said office for the first two years of his offi term. 

And petition No. 2 asks to be reimbursed gop e e ee by the petitioner for 
the hire of one additional clerk and the rent of a larger office, rendered absolutely 
necessary by the consolidation of the Iowa City land office with the Fort Des Moines 
office during the third and last year of his official inaumbency. 

Petition No. 1 was referred to the Senate Committee on 8, second session of 
the Forty-fourth Congress, when the following report was made by said committee, 
which report your committee find, upon examination, well sustained by the evi- 
dence, and adopt the same, as follows: 

Four committee wrote a letter of ven ag Sd the SeT of the Interior, and re- 
ceived through him the following report from the C. er of the General 


Land Office, to wit: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1877. 


ment, of a letter from Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
States Senate, dated the 8th instant, and in reply to the inquiries therein contained 
y state that Thomas A. Walker, late of the United States land 
(bond dated June 1, 1854,) entered upon the duties 
over to his successor the books, papers, &., 


rcs bo 15, A 
The pubhe lands disposed of d his official incum! the amount of mili- 
ity-land warrant collec: and the amount him, 3 to a 
d. on of the United States Supreme Court, January term, 1841, in case of the 
nited States vs. Dixon, receiver of Choctaw Mississippi, (15 Peters, 141,) 


d regis- 
com- 


pai 
* 


mili bounty- 
9 * 


Area located with 


1854, June 15 to December 31. 
1855, Jan 1to December 31. 
1856, June 1 ber 31... 
1857, January 1 to September 15. 


we Amount 
ter as 
missi 


288 
282 
288 
8233 
8888 


1, 682, 026.72 | 1, 190, 232.20 


It has been held that the entire amount of register’s and receiver's fees collected 


for locating military goon See warrants is to be accounted for by the receiver, 
to be by h . © United States Treasury, as other from the 
of public lands; the said fees to be again paid out Le Benoa. with limi- 
pcre preg soe the legal maximum of compensation to respective officers 

W le 

The fees received, amounting to 685.81, referred to in the foregoing table to 
have been accounted for by the 3 receiver, and is presumed to — tens paid 
into the Treasury, inasmuch as but a small balance appears against him upon the 
books of this office. 

The following United States land offices were allowed for evens to clerks, ren- 
Teatan TEn LO EEr TAV O ME ñ toe PECAN ae 

ndian e sums to a t as 

expenses incident to the sale of such lands, namely: 
David B. Emmert, receiver at Humboldt, Kansas. 
William Q. Jenkens, register at Wichita, Kansas.. 2 
M. W. Reynolds, receiver at Independence, Kansas 


account of payments for the services of clerks, upon the 
ment was necessary, owing to the large number of entries of land at that office. 
act of 18th Fe 861, section 2255, sed Statutes of the United Sta: 


I have not the data which enable me to state precisely what additional force was 
necessary or was employed at the Des Moines office during the period referred to, 
but know that the requirements were far greater than those of most other offices, 
on account of the large excess in sales of land over other offices, and it was during 
this period that it became a consolidated land office; and I know that clerks were 
employed, and the merits of a claim for reimbursement, therefore, are to my knowl- 
edge far superior to those of the Decorah and Osage offices, in regard to which the 
evidence was ample beyond all doubt. 

The letter of Senator COCKRELL is herewith returned. 

Very respectfally, your obedient servant, 5 4 k 
. A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commiss ioner. 
Hon, Z. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
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The following certificate accompanied the petition, to wit: 
Ds Morxes, Iowa, November 22, 1876. 


L F. G. Clarke, ister of the United States land office at Des Moines, Iowa. do 
hereby certify that the records of this office show that while Colonel T. A. Walker 
was register of said office there was entered from the 15th day of June, 1854, to the 
15th day of June, 1856, at said office, the following amount of public lands, to wit: 


Acres. 
--- 1,169, 831. 00 


By military land warrants, various acts... 
1, 558, 198. 75 


By cash entries 
Making a total entered, during said time, of.. 2728, 027. 75 


I also certify that quite a proportion of said lands entered by warrants were 
small warrants, calling for forty and eighty acres each. 
F. G. CLARKE, 


Register. 


“The claimant, in his petition, verified by affidavit, states that during his first two 
years he was obliged to employ a large clerical force to disc e the duties of bis 
office and to accommodate the public, and that he did so belie that he and the 
receiver were entitled to the land-warrant fees received, and that during these two 
years he paid out $5,340 for clerk and never received any allowance or com- 

tion therefor, and only received his salary, $3,000 per annum, and that the 
of clerks hired by him was absolutely necessary to subserve the public. 

“The facts stated are substantiated by the sworn evidence of many witnesses, 
who were present and had knowledge of what 8 5 say. 

„The necessity for this course is so forcibly stated by Judge Love, of the United 
States circuit court, in his opinion in Babbitt's case, that your committee introduce 
the following extract from his opinion: 

The his of the land sales of 1855 will place the ohject of Congress, in pass- 
ing the sixth section, (act of 1855,) in a clear and definite light. Tho rage of specu- 
lation had, during that year, nearly reached its height. Multitudes Daigle be: 
sieged the land offices, clam 6 the location of their warrants. 
Many ons of acres of land were disposed of in Iowa in an incredibly short space 
of time. Under these circumstances, it was manifest that no ordinary force of 
clerks and no ordinary means and nee were suflicient to meet the exigencies 
of the service, The salaries of the were wholly inadequate to meet these ex- 

had either to provide the means of pa: such expend- 
Treasury, or of enabling the land officers todo it by author- 
uate to that purpose as those for whose benefit 


the services the 
native least burdensome to thè publio Treasnr 


to 


“In the opinion above referred to Judge Love pone out the greatly increased 
labor and responsibility of land officers under the land-warrant sym, He says: 

In cash sales the officer had but to count the gold and issue the certificate. In 
cash sales, one written application and one certificate were sufficient for a whole 
section. How different is it under the land-warrant system. In the location of 
warrants, the officers have to examine the assi ents, oftentimes numerous, and 
sometimes by guardians, &c., and pass upon their validity. This isoftena delicate 
and responsible duty. A se te application and separate certificate have to be 
written for every warrant. With one-hundred-and-sixty-acre warrants, four appli- 
cations and four certificates were required for a section of land, and with forty-acre 
— ts seer § applications and sixteen certificates were required for the same 

nantity o 1 

. * Noallowance whatever has ever been made him for any clerical or other expenses. 
Hence the officer has paid out of his own pocket all the expenses for g the 
office and transacting this large amount of business in so short a time. 

“ Under these circumstances, your committee are of the opinion that the Govern- 
ment ought to reimburse this officer for the money he thus necessarily paid out 
. for clerical assistance for the benefit of the Government and the 

ablic. 
— In the case of Ariel K. Eaton and James D. Jenkins, receiver and register at 
Decorah and Osage, Iowa, referred to in letter of Commissioner of General Land 
Office, ofa ep a er ia Drak session allowed each of them $3,600. The claim of 
3 Wal 
our 


is equally if not more meritorious.” 
ttee titioner be paid the sum of 


ker 

commi therefore recommend that the pe 
$3,600, to reimburse him for money paid by him for clerk hire and office rent for 
and d the two years beginning June 15, 1854, and ending June 15, 1856. 

In petition No, 2 petitioner asks to be reimbursed the sum of ESB paa by 
him for the hire of an extra clerk and the rent of an additional room from April 15, 
1856, at which time the Iowa say Mer office was consolidated with the Fort Des 

tember 27, 1857, at which time petitioner retired from the office. 


" The undersigned, being re; of the land office at Fort Des Moines, was com- 
pelled, in consequence of the 3 of business, to remove his office into larger 

an additional clerk, the vouchers for which are herewith trans- 
mitted. The business devolved upon the office by the consolidation ren- 
dered the employment of one additional clerk 


le, as well as added to the 

labors and duties of the ae 
“ The clerk pee James A. Moore, (see voucher No. 1,) was engaged upon 
business thrown into the office after its consolidation, and the room rent paid (see 
voucher No. 2) was paid for rooms occupied and rendered n by the consoli- 
dation, and at no time during the charged for could the serv of the addi- 
dispensed with or would suitable rooms have been obtained 


tional clerk have been 
for less price.” 
This statement is corroborated by the vouchers referred to and various affidavits: 
The act of Feb: 18, 1861, 12 Statutes at Large, 131, being section 2255 of the 
Revised Statutes, reasonable allowance for the hire of clerks, &., on 
application to and a; val by the Secretary of the Interior. 


t the petitioner, at the time ignorant of this statute and believ him- 
self entitled to the fees co ected, expected to and would have been a tly 
able to pay all these expenses out of said fees, and reserved to himself afterpaying 
them a much compensation than the mm per annum allowed by law. 

Hence, without consulting the Department, he incurred and paid these expenses 
out of his own funds, and subsequently paid into the Treasury, as he was required 
to do 3 fees collected by him, amounting to over $29,000, and received his 

0 annum. 

Clear as the Asmira petition and accom ng vouchers and affidavits seem to 
make this care) 1 addressed oh pas to the Secretary of the pee 
asking such Tma! e records ment tained chin, 
claim, and — the following answer: prints Sci = 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1878. 
Sm: Your letter of the 23d instant, calling for information concerning the claim 


of T. A. Walker, cpr yd register of the land office at Des Moines, Iowa, for allow- 
ance for office rent and clerk hire, was received and referred to the Commissioner 


of the General Land Office. I have the honor to transmit herewi 
report on the subject, received to-day. . 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 
Hon. Isnax G. HARRIS, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND 
Washington, D. 


OFFICE, 
Sm: I have the h as 
z ve the honor to rage retaken. a the receipt, by reference of the 24th 
. HARRIS, dated the aad instan estin; 
5 behalf of the Senate Committee on Gnas such information as 8 at 


is ent afford touching the claim of T. A. Walker, „som time ter 
of the Fort Des Moines (Iowa) land office, for an allowance of $1,517.75 as reason- 
able com tion for expenses incident to the consolidation of the Iowa Cit: 


office with his, in 1856, said claim being presented under act of February 18, 186 

12 Statutes, 131, now embraced in section 2255 of the Revised Statutes) T Son 
ting this claim, I find from the records that it was duly filed for settle- 

in January, 1862, but for some unexplained reason was not acted upon at 


ment 
t time. 


dated land offices, 

This account was filed in this office on Jan 25, 1 
acted upon. It a — be just and regular and is sus 
of the register. though held in abeyance for a long period, there seems to have 
been no sufficient reason why it should not have been allowed at the time, and, if 
7 — is now doubly important that it be settled without further delay. 

e third section of the act referred to indicates cases of this character, and in 
my opinion the account may be defrayed out of the appropriation for contingent 
ae of local land offices for the current year. 

therefore submit the matter for your consideration, with the recommendation 
that this office be authorized to state the account and submit it to the ‘Treasury 
Department for ent. 
Very respec’ ly, your obedient servant, 


but has never been 
ed by the affidavits 


J. A. WILLIAMSON, 


To this communication the following reply was received : ERT 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. 0., February 20, 1877. 


ent and referred to your 
to sleep these fifteen years is 
th my sense of otöcial 
The papers are herewith returned. 


CHAS. T. GORHAM, 
Acting Seerctary. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. J, A. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissioner General Land Office. 


meager OR ty — 2 8 cover 1 y ted beri ze ppa I havo oniy 
what I at the firs my judgment Mr. Walker was justly 
ed to tho compensation which was poder provided by the act of 1¢61 for 
precisely such cases ; and if by reason of long obviously 
claim has passed beyond the power of the Department to satisfy, it should be placed 
by 9 on its i propor footing, and rendered capable of speedy adjustment. 

ery y. 


Th 
to 
enti 
proper delay the 


respec 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, 
issioner. 
Hon. C. Scuunz, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Being satisfied that the petitioner is entitled and should be reimbursed the sum 
of $3,600 for clerk hire and office rent him during the first two years of his 
official term and the sum of $1,517.75 for clerk hire and office rent rendered neces- 


sary by the consolidation of the two offices during the third and last year of his 
nes reek, ra mah oe, the committee report the accompanying bill and recom- 
mend that it pass. ` 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator who made this report would 
explain this long delay of twenty years, why this claim was not pre- 
sented in the time of it and settled either by Congress or by the 
Department ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The application was made to the Department soon 
after, but, for some unexplained reason, it has been pigeon-holed and 
allowed to lie there. Some two or three years ago, as the report 
shows—I do not remember exactly the date—the application was 
made to Congress, but the claimant has been appealing to the Depart- 
ment to make the allowance. The facts of the case show that the 
claimant regarded himself as entitled to the fees on the various entries 
in his office. They aggregated over $29,000. But on ascertainin 
the fact that the fees to be paid into the Treasury, he was left 
on a salary of $3,000 to pay all his clerk hire and all his office rent. 

Mr. ED DS. When was it ascertained that these fees must be 
paid into the T. ? What I want to get at is how it happens 
that it is twenty years since these events occurred till Congress for 
the first time is called upon to go over these accounts of twenty 


Ar HARRIS ithi 
Mr. . It was ascertained within a year or two of the pe- 
riod when the expenses were incurred, and then application was made 
to the Department, and it has been diligently pressed to give a de- 
cision. If the Senator will look to the letter of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office he will find that the application has been 
pending and has been twice or thrice recommended by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, but for some reason or other unex- 
lained the Secretary failed to approve the recommendation of the 
ommissioner. The Commissioner's recent letter reviewing the whole 
matter is filed with the papers showing these facts: that he has been 


1878. 
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insisting w the adjustment of his accounts by the Department, 
and some ‘tires or four years ago made bis application to Congress for 
the relief that the Department had failed to grant him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REVISION OF PATENT LAWS. 


Mr, ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
a resolution to print extra copies of the arguments before the Com- 
mittees on Patents of the Senate and House of Representatives to 
amend the statutes in relation to patents, have instructed me to 
report it back and recommend its passage, and also to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution preliminary to it: 
Resolved, That the arguments on the bill to amend the statutes in relation to 
patents before the Senate and House Committees on Patents be printed and bound. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
The following resolution was also considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 
That 1,000 extra copies of the arguments on the bill to amend the stat- 


utes in relation to patents, before the Senate and House Committees on Patents, be 
printed for the use of the Senate Committee on Patents. 


REPORT OF ENTOMOLOGICAL COMMISSION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution of the House of Representatives to print 5,000 
copies of the report of the United States entomological commission 
have instructed me to report back the same without amendment, anc 
recommend its passage. I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and con- 
curred in, as follows: r 

Resolved Representatives, (the Senate concurri That there be 

rinted 5005 o 5 


000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of tatives, 1,500 for 
o use of the Senate, and 500 copies for the use of the commission. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to whom was referred a 
resolution to print 10,000 copies of the same report, have instructed 
me to report it back and ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. 

The report was agreed to. 

JOHN A. DARLING. 


Mr. SPENCER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill No. 1254. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. No. 1254) for the re- 
lief of John A. Darling was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the President to nominate, and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint John A. Darling, late captain 
Second Artillery, a captain of artillery in the Army of the United 
States, with his former rank and date of commission; and said Dar- 
ling is to be assigned to the first vacancy of his grade occurring in 
the artillery arm of the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles and ref to the Committee on 
Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. No, ee establishing the salaries to be paid the col- 
lectors of customs of Plymouth and Nantucket, Massachusetts; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3123) extending the privilege of sections 2990 to 
2997 of the Revised Statutes, inclusive, to the port of Bath, in the 
State of Maine. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASS, ETC. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to employ temporary 
clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; also making ap- 
propriations for detecting trespass on public lands, and for bringing 
into market public lands in certain States, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Resolved, That the — ee on its amendments to the said bill disagreed to 


by the House of Representatives and ask a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


By unanimons consent, it was 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Vice- 
President. 


a VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Wrxpom, Mr. DORSEY, and 
T. DECK. 
AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr, MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 802) establishing post-roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was ref to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 


act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 


approved July 1 7 also to alter and amend the act of Con- 

gress approved July 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 

an e e question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
TTHEWS. 


Mr. THURMAN. Before the Senator from California [Mr. BOOTH] 
proceeds, I wish to submit an amendment which I shall offer. I ask 
to have it laid on the table and printed. I do not offer it now but 
ony give notice of it. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and lie 
on the table subject to the order of the Senator. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I should like to hear the amendment reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is at the end of section 3, to 
insert: 

All the bonds belongin: e eee e e eee 
fn the bande of other holders than the Secretary of the Treamury, ff they shail 
have been indorsed by him and publicly disposed of, pursuant to this act. 

Mr. BOOTH. Mr. President, this subject has been so long discussed 
that I can scarcely hope to say anything new; it has been so ably 
discussed that I can scarcely aspire to say any old thing better than 
it has already been said; but feeling impelled to say something, I 
shall at least study to be brief. 

The immediate question before the Senate is the motion to substi- 
tute the bill reported by the Committee on Railroads for that reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary for the creation of a sinking fund 
for the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railroads; and the discus- 
sion involves necessarily a comparison of the merits or defects of both. 
The history of this whole subject is too familiar to require more than 
that passing reference which is necessary to continuity of speech. 

By the acts of 1862 and 1864 grants of land and loans of the credit 
of the United States were made to the Union and Central Pacific Rail- 
road Companies for the p of building a railroad from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific „and the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal was made as absolute as it could be in express words. 

ese loans were to be repaid as follows: Five per cent. of the net 
earnings of the road and one-half their accounts against the Govern- 
ment for 555 were to be applied from year to year and the 
residue was to be paid at the maturity of the bonds. Estimating this 
yearly payment by the average business of the roads since their com- 
pletion, their indebtedness to the Government as shown by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. MCDONALD] will amount in the year 1900 to 
88 Add to that the principal of the first- mortgage bonds, 
$55,000,000, and we have the sum of 8177, 000, 000, for which the se- 
Suniy is two thousand miles of railroad, or at the rate of $88,500 per 

e. 

No one who has investigated this question will claim for a moment 
that this property is adequate or reasonable security for that amount 
of debt. The officers of the road themselves admit that it is not, and 
make that admission a claim for a settlement in the nature of a com- 
promise. This admission, and the facts on which it is based, are 
utterly at variance with the representations of the companies as to 
the cost of this line of road. Their reports claim that there are 
$90,000,000 of paid-up stock; that is that $90,000,000 of actual capital 
has been paid into the treasuries of these companies and paid out in 
the construction of their roads. If that statement be true, the cost 
of construction would be about as follows: 


Amount of the first mortgage nne 855, 000, 000 
Amount of Government bon dd 55, 000, 000 
Amount of land mortgaggge 20, 000, 000 
Capital stock paid up 90, 000, 000 

Win 8 220, 000, 000 


for the construction of these two thousand miles of road, four- 
fifths of the distance being over a country as favorable to the con- 
struction of a railroad as any on this continent; and then this line 
of road, which they allege cost $220,000,000, with a constantly 
growing business, with a constantly 3 value, in twenty- two 
years is not an adequate security for 8177, 000,000! There must be 
some huge mistake upon one side of this question, and it is not diffi- 
cult to see upon which side the mistake is made. 

The bonds of the Government were the basis of the credit upon 
which the companies were enabled to place their first-mo: bonds. 
These two classes of bonds, omitting all mention of the land bonds, 
amount to $52,000 per mile to the Union Pacific and $64,000 per mile 
to the Central Pacific, and they not only built the road, but left a 
large margin of profit ating millions of dollars. The $36,000,000 
of stock in the Union Pacific and the $54,000,000 of stock in the Cen- 
tral Pacific do not represent money paid in. If it had been paid in, 
that with the land bonds alone would have built the roads This 
$90,000,000 of stock claiming dividends, standing between the com- 
panies and their obligations to the Government, does not represent 
one dollar nor the phantom of a dollar nor the semblance of a phan- 
tom. If it represents anything, it is simply an arbitrary profit upon 
fraudulent contracts. The assumption that it is actual capital is a 


bare, naked assumption, without a fig-leaf covering of fact. 
This is the character of the investment which the Senator from 
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Ohio on my st [Mr. Matraews] says would not have been made 
except upon the faith that Congress would not alter in any particu- 
lar an act which it reserved to alter in every particular! Over this, 

with the glamor of his genius, he attempts to throw the sanctity of 
vested rights! That bad system of bui ing railroads for the sake of 
the profits to be made out of their construction by swelling the cost of 
construction to the t possible amount, leaving the roads them- 
selves burdened with debt for the benefit of an interior ring, found 
its culmination in the construction of these railroads. 

On this condition of facts as to these two roads, so munificently 
endowed, earning now annually more than $16,000,000 of net profits, 
with $90,000,000 of stock which does not represent one dollar of act- 
ual capital while this Government is annually esl aaa anges for 
the benefit of theseroads and of that fictitious capital, that $90,000,000 
of stock claiming the right to absorb the whole of the enormous prof- 
its of the roads, leaving the Government without adequate security 
for the $122,000,000 which is due and to become due, these two bills 
are repo. for our consideration covering the same ground but dif- 
fering widely in details and fundamentally in principle. 

One notable difference in detail is that the bill of the Railroad Com- 
mittee proposes to take the 5 per cent. of net earnings and the half- 
transportation account, which should be paid annually to the Gov- 
ernment, and place it in a sinking fund for the benefit of the railroads 
upon which the compound interest is to be estimated annually at the 
rate of 6 cent. It is not to be invested; a computation is simply 
to be made, and they are to receive credit for that. That is, we are 
to allow to these railroads 6 per cent. compound interest on our own 
money. I wonder if they could not be induced to allow us to keep our 
own money by paying them simple interest! Such a principle ex- 
tended upon 1 of this nature for one hundred years would 
bankrupt this Government; limited to twenty-two years it simply 
amounts to a coy these companies of $25,000,000. 

Mr. THUR . Thirty-five million dollars! 

Mr.BOOTH. Thirty-fivemillions! Thenmycalculation was wrong. 
Macaulay, I believe, relates—I am sorry I cannot quote his language 
accurately—that when Lord Clive was accused of rapacity he answered 
that when he remembered the princes who had been at his feet, the 
treasures that were open to him, his boundless opportunities for plun- 
der, he only stood astonished at his own moderation! 

The fundamental difference between these bills, however, is that 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee asserts the power of Congress, and 
proposes to enact a law; the bill of the Railroad Committee denies 
the power of Congress, and proposes to negotiate. The bill of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if enacted, will require the companies to 
pay a sum which together with the sums they are now required to pa 
shall not exceed one-quarter of their net profits into a fund, 
the accumulations of which shall belong to the companies but held in 
trust for the payment of their debts. isis the main pu of the 
bill, and the very height and front of its eee. If any legislative 
body in this country should enact by a general law that all corpora- 
tions under its jurisdiction and over which it held and reserved con- 
trol should set apart one-quarter of its profits to secure creditors and 
protect itself from bankruptcy, I can scarcely imagine the character 
of mind which would not recognize this as wise, proper, and consti- 
tutional legislation. This provision, so wise, so honest, so moderate, 
applied to these companies, confessedly under the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress, companiesthat have been so munificently endowed, is denounced 
with the ad vehemence of invective. It is pronounced a violation 
not only of the Constitution, but of those moral instincts and princi- 
ples of natural justice which underlie society and make civilization 
possible. 

Mr. President, there is something in this more than natural, if phi- 
losophy could only find it out. 

Sir, the fact that the Government is a creditor neither adds to nor 
takes from the power of Congress to legislate on this subject. We 
legislate as a sovereign, not as a creditor. If the rights of these 
companies are not safe here under the protection of the majesty of 
the law, where are they safe? Sir, we are here to legislate, not to 
negotiate. The Senator from Ohio on my right [Mr. MATTHEWS] 
says, “ I deny utterly the power of Congress to declare that a debt 
not due is due, and to make the debtor pay it before it is payable.” 
He might deny any other proposition which he could state for the 
pe of demolishing it; he could fight any number of imaginary 

ttles and gain imaginary victories, and wear imaginary laurels ; 
but he is able to fight real giants, and gain real victories, and should 
not waste his strength upon wind-mills. I assert the right of Con- 
gress to compel any corporation under its jurisdiction to provide a 
sinking fund out of its profits to protect its creditors, to maintain its 
solvency, and I emphasize the assertion when it is a quasi-public 
corporation and sustains relations to the public and Government to 
which its solvency is an essential condition. And I reassert that the 
fact that the Government happens to be a creditor of the corporation 
impairs no right of Congress over it. We are not disqualified from 
interest, and have lost no power because its exercise is necessary to 
protect the whole public. I deny the right, and I resist the power 
of any corporation to borrow the money of this Government and 
destroy its ability to repay by dividing the whole of its profits upon 
stock, whether that stock be real or fictitious, genuine or spurious, 
and I resent the lan ge that we must accept such compromise as 
the company may offer or do worse. 


I repeat, Mr. President, that the bill of the Judiciary Committee 
pro legislation, the enactment of law as a matter of sovereign 
nght. The bill of the Railroad Committee proposes negotiation, a 
kind of treaty between high contracting powers, the sovereignty of 
the Government on the one side and the sovereignty of these two cor- 
porations on the other. Suppose the bill of the Railroad Committee 
should pass and the President should approve it; it has then become 
a law so far as compliance with the constitutional forms can make 
it, but it is by its terms a law to take effect upon an uncertain con- 
tingency, and as that contingency is under the control of these rail- 
ro CoD eee it is virtu a law which vests a power of defea- 
sance in the companies. Would it not simplify this matter if upon the 
pasigo of such a bill we should send it simultaneously to the Presi- 

ent of the United States and to the presidents of the railroad com- 
panies, with power to them also to return it in ten days with their 
joint approval or objection ? 

But these railroad companies have more power in the premises than 
the President of the United States, for they can at any time after it 
becomes a law defeat its operation by their action or non-action. 
Suppose the act should pass and the companies accept it under sec- 
tion 5 of the act, and thereafter make default; refuse to pay, there is 
no power in the bill to compel compliance. Then section 6 repeals 
all acts and parts of acts in conflict with that act. The United States 
has surrendered the 5 cent. of net the half-transporta- 
tion account; and what is there left but the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal reserved in this bill in the very same words that it was reserved 
in the act of 1864. Then the Senator from Ohio to my right [Mr. Mar- 
THEWS ] and the Senator from Georgia who has spoken upon this ques- 
tion [Mr. HILL] argued that the reservation was worthless to provide 
a new remedy in the act of 1864, and if their reasoning is correct it 
is equally worthless in this. 

Much stress is laid on the condition of default introduced in this 
bill; but a default does not enlarge the rights of the creditor so as 
to give him power to change the contract. It only entitles him to a 
remedy to enforce it. 

If Con has the eee to reserve a power to change a contract 
after default, it has equally a right to reserve it to change it without 
default. It is a distinction without a difference, for Congress is made 
the judge of thedefault. It becomes simply a question, not of power, 
but of tion, the properexercise of power. The right is reserved, 
Irepeat, to the sovereign, not tothe creditor; and if these words“ alter 
amend, or repeal” are to have any value in the bill of the Railro 
Committee, they must have just the significance which we ascribe to 
them in the act of 1864 as a part of the contract, entering into it, 
qualifying every one of the conditions upon which it is accepted 
by the party of the other part, an express reservation of jurisdiction 
in Con over the whole subject. The right to alter, amend, or 
repeal is a right to alter every section, every line, word, and syllable 
of the act, su ject only to such limitations as are in the Constitution 
of the United States. Outside of that, it is a question of discretion, 
of the sense of justice ; it ceases to be a question of power, 

Now, what provision of the Constitution is applicable? It is saick 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee impairs the obligation of con- 
tracts. It is immaterial to me whether there be such a restriction in 
the Constitution or not, for I should recognize the obligation of morals, 
to be as strong as though it were in express law. Can alaw violate 
the obligation of a contract which simply compels corporations under 
the jurisdiction of Congress, quasi-public, creatures of the law, to. 
make suitable provisions for the fu ent of their contracts? To. 
me this seems to be worse than a confusion of language; it is a per- 
version of terms. 

Why, Mr. President, let us recur for one moment to the circum- 
stances under which the act of 1864 was paama, The companies had 
been unable to proceed under the act of 1862. Then pongen came 
in and doubled the land grant; it extended the time for the comple- 
tion of the road; it released one-half the account against the Govern- 
ment for transportation; it took a second mortgage to the Govern- 
ment in place of the first; it released the 25 per cent. reserved; it 
gave them coal lands, gave everything asked or that could be asked, 
and reserved the right to alter, amend, or repeal. The cost of this 
pras eee was a matter of estimate, of guess; none knew 

ow much it would cost or what the profit would be when it had been 
constructed. Congress might well say, “We are giving liberally; we 
are giving for a great purpose; we stand ready to give more, if more 
be necessary; but we reserve the right to alter, amend, or repeal, in 
5 to protect the interest of the Government and the rights of the 

ple. 

The roads were finished at less real cost, I imagine, than any one- 
conjectured; their profits have exceeded the most sanguine expecta- 
tions of their projectors. How is it proposed to exercise this reserved 
wer? By touching the rights of property acquired under that 

w? Not at all. By withholding any of the money? Not at all. 
Simply by requiring these companies, as Congress might require any 
other corporations under its jurisdiction, to pay one-quarter of their 
net earnings into a sinking fund to secure their creditors, to main- 
tain their solvency, and enable them to fulfill their obligations and 
comply with the express conditions under which the grant was made. 
This is the outrage so monstrous in its proportions that it violates 
the Constitution of the United States, the moral instincts and the 
natural sense of justice which underlie society, and which frights. 
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the souls of Senators from their propriety and shocks their moral 
sensibilities beyond the power of intelligible utterance! 

The Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL, ] in order to avoid the legal 
effect of the right to alter, amend, or repeal, as a part of the contract 
itself, attempted to show that the act was not a contract, but thatit 
authorized a contract to be made; and there was about this portion 
of his argument a subtlety of metaphysics which I think would have 
delighted the heart of Thomas Aquinas or Duns Scotius. It is true 
as he tells us, that the act contains the terms of the contract, (and 
they are to be found nowhere else,) but the contract itself is an inef- 
fable something which exists outside and apart from theterms. The 
act, he insists, only gave authority to the Executive to make a con- 
tract. What contract did the Executive make? How did he make 
it? The law required the Executive to determine when the com- 
panies had complied with their contract. That was a duty imposed, 
and the only power conferred was one incident to that duty. Had 
the Executive any option in the matter? Was he at liberty to disre- 

the law or change its terms? He had but one duty, to execute 

e law. Had he refused to discharge this duty, had he exercised the 

wer corruptly or vexatiously, the rights of the companies under the 

aw would have been in no wise impaired, while the Executive would 
have been liable to an im ent. Every act done by the Execu- 
tive was done under the law, received its validity from the law, and 
became a part of it. Sir, this is a Government of law, and every act 
done by authority of law is the act not of the officer or Department, 
but the act of the law. If this Government be, as we believe, “per- 
fect in every part and cannot but by annihilation die,” it is because 
oray part of it is permeated and vitalized by the spirit and potency 
of law. 

The Senator from Georgia seems to me to proceed on the assump- 
tion that Congress cannot alter or amend the act of 1864, unless a 
court of equity on the facts presented would decree the specific relief 
sogns by the amendment. Like a bold reasoner as he is—— 

Will the Senator from California allow me? 

Mr. BOOTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL, I am not aware that I have ever said on any occasion 
that rg in cannot alter, repeal, or amend the act. 

Mr. H. I understand that this bill does propose to do that. 
I shall speak further on that subject and perhaps the Senator from 
Georgia may desire to 

Mr. . L said it took the authority of Congress as well as the 
other things to complete the contract. Con did not make the 
contract by the p of the act. When that authority was exe- 
cuted, the rights and obligations of the parties were fixed. By com- 
pliance with the terms, then, the authority became executed. Con- 
gress by the repeal of the act could not annul the contract. I have 
always conceded that Congress could repeal the authority to make 
the contract. 

Mr. BOOTH. Precisely, but I have been endeavoring to show, and 
if I have not shown that I have not shown anything, that this was 
not an authority to make a contract but was the contract when it 
was enacted and accepted by the companies. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from California hold that when these 
acts were passed and approved by the President, the contract was 
made and complete ? 

Mr. BOOTH. So far as it could be made by the Government. 

Mr. HILL. Ah! So far as it could be made by Congress, the 
pipes was complete, but the parties were not compelled to accept, 
the parties were not compelled to comply with it. No obligations or 
rights had been fixed. 

. BOOTH. The Senator will pardon me. But he has gone over 
this subject, and if we can ever understand him we do. I do not 
profess to be so skilled in metaphysical subtleties and dialectics as 
to be able to understand that proposition and I have not seen any one 
who does. 

Mr. HILL. That may be. 

Mr. BOOTH. Like a bold reasoner, the Senator from Georgia does 
not shirk consequences. He takes hedge, fence, and stone-wall at a 
flying leap and accepts logical results, answer to the Senator from 

ermont he avowed the proposition “ that if Con grant a char- 
ter toa particular national bank to be called the Bank of North 
America in the District of Columbia for twenty years, and that bank 
accepts the charter and complies with every provision in it, there 
being at the end a section which says Congress may repeal this act 
at any time, then Congress cannot repeal it within the twenty years, 
unless the company shall violate some of the provisions of the char- 
ter.” This is the logical inference of the whole tenor of the argu- 
ment against the power of Congress to enact the bill of the Judiciary 
Committee. Congress so exhausts its power in the creation of a cor- 
1 that it can reserve no right of control even by express words. 

imes and circumstances may change, a measure beneficent at its 
passage may become a stumbling-block, or an instrument of oppres- 
sion; the corporation created by the law is fixed above the power of 
its creator. 

There is a story told of an inventor who constructed a machine 
with such marvelous ingenuity that it became instinct with life, 
endowed with will and motion, but without a soul. This monstrous 
thing became the superior of its inventor. He could neither alter 
nor it. It became his master and reduced him to a loath- 
some tude. This fiction, so wild and weird it scarcely seems the 
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e of a sane imagination, if the construction of the Senator 
m Georgia be correet is to be realized in law. 

The Senator from Georgia having proven to his satisfaction that 
the sections of the law which set forth the contract cannot be changed, 
and then that the provisions which constitute the charter cannot be 
changed, I have been at a loss to know what portion could be reached 
by the power to amend so plenary and absolute in terms. After much 
study and thought ã have discovered one portion of the act which is 
not covered and protected by the ægis of his construction. That 
portion is the title. We cannot change the thing; we are at libert 
to-day to change the name of the thing, and I think we ought to do it, 

Mr. HILL. I will ask the Senator if I did not concede that the 
reserved power related to the charter, the corporation, the franchises 
of the corporation, and I ask the Senator if the franchises are con- 
veyed by the title? Are not the franchises conveyed by the body of 
the bill, and are not the regulations of the franchises contathek in 
the body ? 

Mr. BOOTH. I believe I must claim the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair.) The 
Senator from California is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BOOTH. I was about to say, and I believe I will say, that I 
think we ought to exercise the power and change the title, for I am 
convinced that if the Senator from Georgia could make another argu- 
ment as powerful and subtle as the first he would take away that 


wer. 

P The bill of the Railroad Committee has been called a settlement. 
To my mind it is a surrender, The whole amount of money involved 
in this subject is of trifling importance compared with the principle 
which it pro tosurrender. Sir, the question is before us; let us 
not barter, let us not dicker; let us legislate. If we are as powerless 
as is contended on behalf of the Railroad Committee, let us learn that 
from the highest judicial authority, for if that be so there will be no 
more charters granted, nor aids bestowed while the world stands and 
the Congress remains sane. 

The Senator from Georgia in his eloquent peroration said that these 
railroad companies are not the kind of corporations which he dreads. 
What he dreads is the great and growing power of the corporation of 
the Federal Government. I accept the term from his stand-point. 
From that point of view these 5 swell into the imperial 
proportions of sovereignty or in their overshadowing presence this 
Government dwarfs into the dimensions of a corporation. I accept 
the term. The stockholders in this corporation of the Federal Gov- 
ernment are forty-five million free people entitled to share and share 
alike in all its benefits. Its charter is the Constitution of the United 
States. It holds in its hands the title deeds to liberty for countless 
millions yet to be. I trust it will ever be, as I believe it has ever 
been, fall of grace, mercy, and loving-kindness to its friends ; dreadful 
only to its enemies. Look upon this picture and then upon this. The 
record of the corporation he does not dread can be in the trans- 
actions of the Credit Mobilier and the Contract Finance Companies. 
His‘election is not mine, but I thank the Senator for the boldness of 
his speech. He has cloven this subject to the center; he has cleft its 
heart in twain. It is a question as to where our allegiance is due. 
We cannot serve two masters. Which shall we serve? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to lay aside this bill temporarily and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 913. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I hope that will not be done. I 
have tried again and again to speed this bill, which I think ought to 
be passed, and I hope it will be passed without further delay. If 
there are other Senators who wish to s on this bill, surely some 
of them must be pre to speak ay, and I do not wish it to be 
laid aside. I have given notice time and time again that I would ask 
the Senate to sit this bill out to-day; but owing to the sickness of some 
Senators and the n absence of others I am compelled to refrain 
from doing that; but I shall certainly ask the Senate, most respect- 
fully, but most earnestly, to sit this bill out to-morrow, and as that 
will leave comparatively but little time for Senators to k upon 
it and consider all the amendments that may be offered to it, I do 
hope that those who wish to speak will speak to-day, as many of them 
as can. I beg leave most humbly to submit that this bill ought not 
to lie over from day to day for set speeches to be made: The t 
features of both these bills have been ips! considered and we have 
got to that stage of the debate which is the business of 
a debate, when we can get down to the concrete of these two bills, 
and I hope that therefore the consideration of the subject will be 
continued. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had no design at all of interfering with the pres- 
ent consideration of this bill, but I supposed that we should proba- 
bly proceed upon the theory which we have heretofore pursued of 
one speech a day and then an executive session. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have been trying to defeat for a week this 
theory of one speech a day on this bill, If there are to be more 
speeches I hope we shall have two, three, or four of them to-day, so 

at we may come to an end some time or other. I know very well 

our Gevern- 
I want to see 


that these are corporations in perpetuity and we ho 

ment is in perpetuity, but we are not tual, an 

this thing ended before I die. fe eat 
Mr. P . Lentirely agree with the Senator from Ohio as to the 
ropriety of this bill being continuously considered until it shall be 
i of. I was only chafing somewhat under the delay which 
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had occurred through no fault of mine and no fault of his. I desired 
if this bill was not to be further spoken upon to-day that we might 
proceed to the Calendar and make some 1 Past with it instead of 
adjourning or going into executive session. suggestion was only 
made with the design of expediting business. Of course, if any Sena- 
tor desires to speak presently upon this I will cheerfully withdraw 
my motion. 
. EDMUNDS. If none wish to speak, let us vote. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will say one word more. If there is no Senator 
who wants to speak to-day, let us take the vote on the motion of my 
colleague to substitute the Railroad Committee bill. Iam ready to 
take the vote on that now without one single word more on my side. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is entirely sable tome. I cannot conceive 
of anything more so. I desire to have this question disposed of, and 
now will suit me better than any other time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Iam willing that the vote shall be taken on the 
substitute now without one single word from me or those who sup- 
port the J qua Committee bill. 

Mr. PADDOC I am one of those Senators who are not entirely 
satisfied with either of these bills, I understand that the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. CHAFFEE] this morning introduced a bill asa 
substitute for both. That was ordered to printed. I should be 
glad to see that bill before we proceed to action on either of these 
others. It is possible that after that bill is brought to the attention 
of the Senate and is laid before the Senate, I may wish to make a 
remark in relation to the whole subject. A 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator might state to us now what his ob- 
jections are to these two billis. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have not seen the bill; I cannot state. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, but the Senator says he is not satisfied with 
the Judiciary Committee bill or the Railroad Committee bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am not ready at the present moment to state 
my objections to these bills, until I have seen the other bill and seen 
5 it is obnoxious to the same objections. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Iwas about to say that I hope the Senator from 
Ohio will not press a vote now. I have introduced to-day a bill upon 
this subject which will be printed within an hour and be here on the 
desks'of Senators, and I desire very much that the Senate shall look 
at that bill. I intend to press that bill as a substitute for both of 
these bills, and I have enough faith at least to believe the Senate will 
agree to my bill in lieu of either of the other bills, and I should not 
be mrpr if the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] would agree to 
my bill himself. I believe him to be a just and fair man. I hope the 
Senator from Ohio upon a subject of this moment will not press us to 
a vote upon a single day, but at least allow the discussion to run until 
Saturday. I desire myself to make some remarks on these bills, but 
I am not ready to-day, and should like to have the discussion continue 
at least until 5 

Mr. THURMAN. The Railroad Committee reported a bill and my 
colleague moved to substitute it for the Judiciary Committee bill. 
The Senator from Colorado has this morning laid upon the table a 
substitute that he will offer when it is in order for him to offer it. 
The pending question is the motion of my coll e to substitute 
the bill of the Railroad Committee for that of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. Now, if there is any one who wishes to speak in favor of 
that substitution I hope he will go on. There have been a t 
many Page made against it and in favor of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee bill. There have not been many speeches made in favor of the 
Railroad Committee bill, and if there is any one who still stands by 
the Railroad Committee bill I hope he will s If not, let us vote 
upon the motion, That cannot affect the substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Colorado, His motion will come up as a distinct and 


substantive proceeding. 

Mr. CHAF FBE. I am in hopes that the Senator from Ohio having 
charge of the Railroad Committee bill [Mr. MatrHews] will accept 
my bill, and I have the same hopes that the Senator from Ohio on my 
right [Mr. THURMAN ] will accept it too, and therefore I wish to have 
1 bill printed and laid on the table, and it will be here within an 


our, 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, in order to remove one of the grounds upon 
which my friend from Colorado wishes this bill laid over—his hope 
that the Senator from Ohio will consent to his bill—I must tell him 
at once that I have looked into it enough to know that I never can 
consent to it as a substitute for the Judiciary Committee bill. In the 
first place, it proposes to tack on to this bill his proposition to require 
these s to prorate with the Kansas Pacific and perhaps some 
other road. 

Now whatever may be my opinion in re to the duty of the 
Union Pacific and the Central Pacific to prorate, I am totally opposed 
to connecting that proposition with this bill for the creation of a 
sinking fund. I want this proposition for the creation of a sinking 
fund to stand by itself, upon its own merits. I think every Senator 
will see that it ought to stand as a perfectly distinct and independent 
measure. Therefore my objection to the substitute of the ator 
from Colorado, without at all committing myself against the prorat- 
ing proposition, or expressing any opinion upon the one or the other 
beyond what I have heretofore done in the Senate, my fundamental 
objection to it is that it seeks to tie that to this sinking-fund bill, 
whereas the sinking-fund measure ought tostand alone. Each meas- 
ure ought to stand on its own merits. 


Then I have another objection to the sinking-fund provision of the 
substitute proposed ef the Senator from Colorado. In some respects 
itis precisely like the Railroad Committee bill. The difference is that 
it requires a rsum than the Railroad Committee bill requires and 
a less sum than is required by ce Judiciary Committee bi 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I do not believe that the Senator from Ohio has 
read the substitute that I presented thismorning. If he will examine 
it he will see that it proceeds upon the same theory exactly and recog- 
nizes the power of Congress to deal with these corporations. 

Mr. THURMAN. I agree to that. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It surrenders no right the Government has at the 
18 moment and proceeds upon the same theory as the bill of the 

udiciary Committed. I had great hopes, therefore, that the Senator 
from Ohio would accept it. 7 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not say that it surrendered the rights of 
the Government; but from the hasty glance that I have given to the 
bill, unless there are some provisions that have escaped my attention, 
it has a radical defect in it that is in the Railroad Committee bill. 
It takes our own money and allows these railroad companies interest 
upon our own money compounded every six months at the rate of 6 
per cent., and it allows them interest upon all that they shall pay at 
the rate of 6 per cent. compounded annually for twenty-two years 
558 this time, when we can borrow all the money we want at 4 per 
cent. 

These are fundamental objections with me to the Railroad Com- 
mittee bill and to the substitute proposed by the Senator from Colo- 
rado. I do not wish to speak of that substitute at any length until 
I shall have read it in print and seen that I perfectly understand it. 
But be that meritorious or not, let it receive ever so much or so little 
consideration, we have a pending question before us, the motion of 
my colleague to substitute the Railroad Committee bill for the Judi- 
ciary Committee bill. If auy one wants to speak in favor of that 
motion to substitute, I pray him to speak now. If not, then let us 
have a vote on that pending proposition. I see so many guns in bat- 
tery on my colleague’s desk that I take it for granted he is prepared 
to apoak, and I pray him to do so. 

r. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, when the Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY | addressed the Senate in support of the bill 
reported from the Judiciary Committee, L rose for the purpose of put- 
ting a question to him, to which he objected on the ground that I 
would have appie opportunity for future reply. I expect to make 
that reply, but I did not come here this morning fully prepared to do 
80, because I understood the arrangement was that the Senator from 
California, who has already spoken, would be followed by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] I understand from that gen- 
tleman that he is too unwell to proceed with his argument to-day, 

The gentleman may think this argument is exhausted. Perhaps 
it is; but certainly I am not willing that it should rest, so far as I 
am concerned, where it does now, having failed of the opportunity 
to correct gentlemen on the floor in regard to an understanding of 
my own position. I see no occasion for extraordinary haste about 
the matter. No time hasbeen lost. We have transacted other busi- 
ness as though this measure was not under discussion. I think it but 
an exercise of ordinary courtesy that no attempt should be made to 
force either the debate or a vote at the present time. I have had no 
opportunity of considering the proposition I understand to have been 
made by the Senator from Colorado this morning. I had a brief con- 
versation with him, in which he explained some of the leading feat- 
ures of his substitute. He has su ted that it might possibly fur- 
nish to my mind, and to those who like myself have been opposing 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee, a better substitute than we have 
offered. I should like time to consider that, but it cannot be done 
until his bill is puntos and laid upon the table. I am ready to go 
on to-morrow; I am not entirely unpre , if the Senate insist 
upon it, to go on to-day, but it would tter suit my convenience 
to ag en my remarks until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President I do not like to occupy the position 
of one advertised to make aspeech. I had intended all along to sub- 
mit some remarks before the debate closed, somewhat in the nature 
of criticism upon both these bills, and not as really the advocate of 
either. I did not come here to-day expecting to do so or feeling like 
doing so; but rather than have it supposed that I am taking time to 
prepare a speech, what little I have to say about this matter I would 
just as lief say to-day as at any other time. If it is agreeable to the 
Senate, if the Senate desire to continue the discussion to-day, per- 
haps it is just as well that what I have to say should be said now as 
at any time. I take no part in any struggle for mastery between dif- 
ferent methods of accomplishing the same purpose now before the 
Senate. Any intellectual tournament of that kind, however enter- 
taining or instructive, nevertheless tends to lead those who partici- 
pate in it into positions and arguments that, after it is over, it is dif- 
ficult to sustain by sound reason. : 

The great amount of indebtedness of these railroad companies, as 
well on their prior mortgage bonds as to the Government itself, is 
such that it is utterly useless to expect a liquidation of that indebt- 
edness without legislation. According to the reports of these two 
committees, that indebtedness will amount in twenty years from this 
time to the enormous sum of $208,258,137, minus what the Govern- 
ment itself may receive in for the half-transportation account and 
the 5 per cent of the net earnings, Whatever they may be. All are 
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agreed su y that in 1898 there will be not far from $175,000,000 
to be met by these companies. That they will have on hand sufficient 
assets at that time accummulated of their own accord and lying in 
their treasury awaiting the time when this indebtedness shall become 
due, no one e ts. To expect it is to expect of these corporations 
in their dealings with the public and with their stockholders and 
themselves a line of conduct that finds no parallel in any other busi- 
ness transaction. That they would accumulate in their treasury and 
have ready an idle capital of $175,000,000 in 1898 to liquidate this in- 
debtedness, no one, I say, expects. In looking to the means of meet- 
ing this indebtedness every one turns to a sinking fund. The Goy- 
ernment directors of the Union Pacific Railroad have called the atten- 
tion of the Government to the propriety and the necessity of such a 
fund. In the very last report they say: 

If no definite plan for a permanent and final adjustment of the relations exist. 
ing between the Government and company, relative to the full reimbursement of 
the former on account of the subsidy bonds issued to the latter, be adopted, then 
the Government directors would respectfully su t that Congress recom- 
mended to pass an act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to receive from 
the com from time to time, such sums as it may elect to pay into his hands, for 
the establishment of asinking fund for the extinguishment of the liability of the 
company to the Government on account of said bonds. It is believed that the com- 
pany would at once, upon the determination of mint ng cent. suit, avail itself of 
such a provision of law and commence payments er it for the purpose named. 
Such a plan would be a great improvement on the present want of one, and would 
be preferable to the establishment of a voluntary sinking fund, with its funds re- 
maining in the hands of the company and subject to its control. 


The Union Pacific Railroad Company itself, at its very last meet- 
ing, on the 6th day of March, passed this resolution; 

Resolved, That the stockholders acknowledge the necessity for a sinking fund 
to provide for the final payment of the Government debt, and the delay in provid- 
ing one has occu! from their that some proposition would come from the 
Government w they could accept and from a preference that the funds should 
be held by Government, as more satisfactory to both parties to the contract; that 
the company is willing to anticipate the debt upon any basis or plan submitted 
vai will not be a burden upon its present and a menace to its future prosperity 


I do not know what action has been taken by the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company or What is its disposition in reference to this 
matter. This action of the Government directors of the Union Pa- 
cific and of the Union Pacific itself is in perfect unison and harmony 
with the object and purpose professed, and I have no doubt sincerely, 
in both of the methods proposed here. Therefore it is proper for us 
to consider what is the best method of establishing a sinking fund, 
and it is to that what little I desire to say this morning shall be ad- 
dressed, leaving for others the discussion of the question what is the 
absolute and Mage barat power of the Government over the subject- 
matter, With the companies ready to co-operate with the Govern- 
ment in the establishment of a sinking fund to be kepi by the Goy- 
ernment itself and with the Goverment impressed with the necessity 
of such a sinking fund, it does seem to me strange if it be not within 
the power of this Congress and these companies in co-operation so 
to adjust the questions and the basis and the terms of a sinking fund 
as to accomplish the end sought by the Government: the protection 
of the creditors of these companies upon terms least burdensome to 
the corporations themselves and most conducive to that ety apie 
and development of the country through which they run, which was 
one of the controlling e and objects of the original grant itself. 

Now, sir, what are the elements that constitute a true and proper 
sinking fund? Evidently, as all will admit, first and above all is 
security to that fund. It is of no practical use, it is a broken reed 
upon which to lean, if it do not contain within itself the element of 
absolute security. To obtain absolute security is the first thing to 
be sought after in legislation here upon that point. Any legislation 
which fails of obtaining absolute security to this sinking fund fails 
in accomplishing the great end for which we should endeavor to 
legislate in this matter. We legislate not for to-day; we legislate 
for 1898. We cannot tell what may be the influences or what may 
be the conflicting and antagonistic elements which shall be encoun- 
tered between this and 1 We must provide for every possible 
contingency that human foresight can discover, or else we fail in the 
attainment of the object these bills profess to search for. Let me 
say that first of all no sinking fund has the element of security in it 
hick is left under the control of the debtor. It is in essence no 
sinking fund which is left under the control of the debtor, subject to 
his will, his present gain, his present ideas of what is for his inter- 
est. It is equivalent to leaving the whole matter where it was before, 
subject only to his sense of propriety and the obligation of his con- 
tract with the creditor, if you leave your sinking fund under his 
control. . 

Equally so, Mr. President, if you leave your sinking fund under the 
control of the creditor alone. The sinking fund is the property of 
the debtor. It is his property, to be set aside for a purpose superior 
to present obligations. To put it into the hands of the creditor is to 
put it under his dominion and control, and actually to make it a 

resent payment. There is no difference in essence, no difference in 
t, between present payment and putting the 855 rty of the debtor 
under the absolute control of the creditor. Absolute control on his 
pan implies the power to make such appropriation of it as he pleases. 
bsolute control on his tis to put in his power anticipation of 
ayment; and not only is that in contravention of the obligation 
tself and of the faith which exists between debtor and creditor and 
the terms of the relation between them established by themselves, 


but it makes war upon the very first principle upon which a sinking 
fund is to be founded, namely, security that that fund shall be in 
1898 present, untouched, unimpaired, ready for that application for 
which it is founded, and for no other. 

Then, if it is not to be put under the control of the debtor as bein: 
useless and idle and leaving the creditor with no possible additio 
security, and if it cannot be put under the absolute control of the cred- 
itor without violating the very terms of the contract for which pro- 
vision is to be made in the future, it must be put either out of the con- 
trol of both parties or under some joint arrangement or assignment of 
the sinking fund, so that neither can exercise control over it without 
the assent of the other. It is upon this principle that all sinking 
funds which have proved a success and not a snare have been estab- 
lished. The history of the philosophy of sinking funds lies in these 
two elements: absolute security against the debtor or the creditor 
alone and certainty that the accretions to the fund shall exceed the 
yearly accumulations of interest. Those two elements established in 
a sinking fund make it absolutely certain that the debt will be can- 
celed. They do not make it absolutely certain that it will be canceled 
at one time or another, but those two elements of themselves make it 
absolutely certain that in due time the debt will be canceled. How 
those two elements shall be secured in a sinking fund for the pay- 
ment of the debts of these railroad companies is a question to which 
the Senate ought to address itself, and I have no doubt supposes it is 
addressing itself. It is to that end that my vote shall be governed, 
and to that measure which shall best accomplish that end I propose 
to give my support, 

In order to make the security most certain the present burden of a 
sinking fund must be most light. Just in proportion as you increase 
the present burden of a sinking fund, just in that proportion do you 
lessen the security of the fund. We can learn wisdom from the sink- 
ing fund which the United States established for the ultimate pay- 
ment of the national debt itself. That was established when the 
debt was only a little over $150,000,000, upon a plan measured by the 
amount of that debt; yet the debt itself to which the terms of the 

sinking fund were applied went on increasing to such an enormous 
extent as to make the yearly accretions to the sinking fund, coming 
in the shape of additional burdens upon the people, continually in- 
creasing until, if the sinking fund continue unimpaired, it will extin- 
guish the whole of this great enormous publie debt in a little over 
thirty years from the time it was contracted. No man dreamed at 
that time that the burdens of the sinking fund, the accretions to it, 
were of such an amount. And what has been the effect? Already 
we hear note of warning of attacks upon the integrity of the sink- 
ing fund itself. Bills in both Houses of Congress have been intro- 
duced for the purpose of abolishing that sinking fund; and to-day, if 
it were simply a fund of so many dollars and cents, actual funds of 
the United States, lying in the Treasury awaiting the final vig 0 18 
tion for the payment of the public debt of the United States, I hardi, 
think any Senator would be bold enough to say that it would stan 
intact five M parki Looking at the dangers coming to that sinkin 
fund from the temptation to impair it—a fund of hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars accumulating so rapidly every year in the Treasury— 
Congress wisely, in 1870, extinguished the whole of that accumula- 
tion of wealth in the sinking fand and turned it all into the Treasury, 
canceled all the bonds held by it, and now so much of that sinking 
fund is safe. What it may be in the future, growing out of this 
very element of excessive accumulation, the discontents that it stimu- 
lates and aggravates, the desire to relieve the people from it that is 
growing every year and imperiling the fund itself, may have a les- 
son in it which we ought to heed in establishing this sinking fund, 
which is to run twenty years at least from this time. While the 
accumulations to this fund should be enough to secure ultimate liqui- 
dation, they should not be so much as to stimulate discontent and a 
disposition in any quarter to attack with hostile legislation a fund 
designed, like this, to be kept at least twenty years, for the ees 
of the special liquidation of a particular indebtedness of and to the 
United States. 

Let us, in view of these pene upon which I conceive every- 
body will that a sinking fund ought to be based, in order to 
make it secure and certain, turn to the propositions of these two bills 
end see whether they meet these ends, and, so far as we can see, an- 
swer these two requirements. First, the Judiciary Committee pro- 
pose to gather into a sinking fund enough to liquidate the first and 
second mo bonds in about twenty eare—$175,000,000 in twenty 
years. With the exception of the sinking fund to which I have 
alluded, which got its vast accretions without deliberate intention on 
the part of the Government, there is no sinking fund that I have ever 
read of that gathered into itself the vast amount of $175,000,000 in 
the brief period of twenty years; and whence is it to come? It is, 
every dollar of it, to be gathered off the traffic upon these roads. It 
is, every dollar of it, to bec to those who use these roads as 
passengers and as freighters. This burden is proper enough to be 
borne if propery distributed, if so adjusted as not to be made un- 
reasonable and excessive, and yet to be madecertain. It is proposed 
by the Judiciary Committee bill to gather up the whole of $175,000,000 
off the traffic over these roads in the short period of twenty years. 
That, sir, of itself is an element of insecurity. It is to be gathered 
substantially off the local traffic of these roads, for within five or six 
years there are to be two other roads competing with these for the 
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transcontinental freighting and ong 2 business which is to be 
done for all the time covered by this sinking fund. 

Therefore, up to a certain limit it will be impossible for these roads 
to do transcontinental business and charge upon it an excessive bur- 
den to meet the obligation of this sinking fund. It must be d, 
then, largely in the end 5 the local traffic upon these roads; but 
whether charged upon the local or the through business of these roads 
it is a burden upon the people in the end. 

I do not use this argument for the purpose of saying that the bur- 
den ought not to be imposed at all, but for the purpose of saying that 
care should be taken, that it should not be excessive, just as men now 

e against provision for the yearly accretions to the sinking fund 
of the nation. It is better to extend it overa ter length of time 
they say. We have po they say, our full share of the burden of 
the public debt, and it is better to extend it over a longer period of 
time and distribute upon those who come after us some of these bur- 


ens, 

I submit that no sooner will it be enacted that these companies must 

ther from off their business enough ones ATAY year to amount to 

75,000,000 in twenty years from this time than yon will begin to hear 
the mutterings of discontent in every part of the country that shall 
do business upon these roads. The whole cheap- rtation senti- 
ment of the country, which has been so strong, and for aught I know 
is as strong now as ever, will be invoked against the terms of such an 
exactive sinking fund as this. Therefore, I submit that, in the interest 
of security and permanency to this sinking fund, without impairing 
the ultimate certainty of it, it is better that its exactions should be 
less and the time for its consummation be postponed for a few years 
thereby not only lightening its burdens but rendering the fund i 
mae secure from a disposition to pervert it or to impair it or to re- 

it. 

The character of the sinking fund, the exactions of the sinking 
fund, are not all. What is the inevitable effect upon the roads them- 
selves? I have not expressed thus far a doubt of the power to im- 

any obligation that Congress in its wisdom may see fit to impose. 
am not here as the advocate of any of these roads or a defender of 
its past or a eulogizer of its future. I know none of the parties in- 
terested in either of them. I was in Congress when they started in 
1862 and in 1864. I have watched as a legislator all that has been 
done. Iam of the opinion that the accomplishment of the building 
of these roads in the time of war was one of the grandest of all the 
achievements of that war, whether you look at the grand character 
of the undertaking or the results obtained through it. Whatever 
was done that 8 5 5 ee f in the m er 45 
carrying out the powers n ongress, I have nothing to do 
with to-day. Here isa aish eee line to live by the side 
of two other equally d transcontinental lines, and it cannot be 
treated wisely in any other way than by the establishment of a sinking 
fund that shall be absolutely secure and certain of the ultimate result, 
and yet so distributed in its burdens that it will not cripple this line 
by the side of competing roads nor exact unnecessary and unreason- 
able burdens from those who must patronize and use these roads. 
Otherwise the roads, as the Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] 
has said, and in the very nature of things, must be abandoned to the 
. or so run that they will cease to fulfill the p for 
which these laws were passed and this money taken from the Treas- 
ury of the United States for the accomplishment of the great work. 
Yet with this enactment that 8175, 000, 000 at least shall athered 
by these roads off the traffic on them in twenty years, this bill goes 
further and for the security of this exaction mortgages every particle 
of property that these railroads now or hereafter may possess, not 
only for the fulfillment of the yearly exactions of this bill but for 
the ultimate payment of this debt in 1898. Let me read. The ninth 
section of the bill is in these words: 

That all sums due to the United States from any of said companies respectively, 
whether payable presently or not— 

That includes not only the yearly exactions but includes the ulti- 
mate payment in 1898 of all the bonds of these roads, All the sums 
due to the United States, whether payable presently or not“ 
and all sums required to be paid to the United States or into the Treasury, or into 
said sinking faxi under this act, or under the acts hereinbefore referred to, or other- 
wise, are hereby declared to be a lien— 

That is, a mortgage 

m all the , estate, rights, and franchises of every description ited 
or conveyed — nited ‘State 2 any of said companies, 33 or jointly, 


And this is what I particularly desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to— 
and also u all the estate and real, personal, and mixed, assets, and 
income of the said several wach areal grt neta Sh respectively, from . — pincer 
derved, subject to any lawfully, prior and paramount mortgage, lien, or claim 

ereon. 

Therefore, sir, though the roads pay punctually and faithfully every 
dollar exacted by this bill year by year into the Treasury of the 
United States, still every dollar of the assets and of the income of each 
company is pledged, and must, or this act will be violated, be kept 
till the end. Not a dollar of dividend can be paid, though every 
obligation of this bill shall have been fulfilled to the letter year by 
year. Every dollar of income from these roads, if it is in the ee 

out 


of Con to put a mortg on another man’s . 
his will is pledged and inast be kept, and this law 3 olated if it be 


not kept, till the end. Who is to run the roads? Who is to main- 
tain them? Whose capital is to remain in these roads for twenty 
years idle and unremunerated? Certainly I do not exaggerate the 
meaning of the words of this bill, if I know what they are. The law 
before this bill provided that all the property received from the 
United States, but none other, should be under mortgage for the ful- 
fillment of the companies’ obligations, and then authorized the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, only in case of default, to enter upon and take 
possession of such of the Property as was then in the possession of the 
companies, leaving them to dispose of the land, leaving them to dis- 
of any other property that they might acquire, as they saw fit. 
ut this not only puts a mortgage for twenty years upon all property 
derived from the United States in the language of the old law, and 
not only upon all property, in the ordinary sense of the term, acquired 
from whatever source, but upon all income by name, however derived. 
If I know what may be the force of a lien or mortgage, it sets it apart, 
renders it utterly impossible for either company, though it has ful- 
filled every other provision, every exaction of this bi , to make a 
penny dividend ; it cannot sell an engine; it cannot part with a foot 
of land. Whatever it may acquire hereafter is stamped, if it be 
in the power of Congress to stamp it, although the highest courts 
of many of the States have declared it to be an impossibility for 
creditor and debtor together to put the stamp of a mo upon 
after-acquired a pale The ner. ipo of this bill and the power 
asserted in this bil to the length, not only of covering every dol- 
lar of property now held, but all the com es’ income. 

Wit these elements, the nature, effect, and tendency of which 
are to breed dissatisfaction and discontent with the sinking fund thus 
established, the Judiciary Committee by. their bill, as if to mock cer- 
tainty and security, as if to hold it up as a thing least to be sought 
after, and as if to make it certain as an invitation in every contin- 
gency that may hereafter arise to every spirit of gain or of hostility 
to this purpose, not only base their sinking fund upon the theory 
(with which I am not quarreling at this moment) that Congress has 
the absolute control over it, can create it and can unmake it at its 

leasure, but lest anybody might infer the possibility that the sink- 
ing fund stood upon some more secure basis than that, they expressly 
provide in the bill that any future Con may at its will turn it 
over, pervert it, repeal it, amend it, abolish it, appropriate its money 
to any other purpose they please. 

Of course these do not seem to be very weighty objections in the 
mind of the Judiciary Committee, and they may not have any weight 
in the mind of any other Senator; bat, ee desiring yest to 
accomplish the end sought by these bills and to be sure that it has 
been accomplished, I have found no other way that satisfied my mind 
so well as to vote asinking fund, out of the control of either the debtor 
or the creditor alone, to make the accretions to it such as to be sure 
and certain that those accretions shall every year exceed the accum- 
ulations of interest and yet so moderate while keeping them certain 
that their burden shall not create discontent and dissatisfaction and 
that their exactions shall not tempt and provoke opposition and effort 
for relief from the sinking fund itself. And yet, sir, I find that the 
chief merit of this bill is—what? I hear Senators argue that they 
would rather give it up and lose the whole debt than to lose the very 
element of insecurity. I hear Senators say that rather than fix this 
sinking fund so that it shall be beyond the reach of a majority here- 
after it were better for the Government to lose the entire debt. I 
have to ask Senators if really there is, in the idea that the Govern- 
ment of the United States can make a contract that shall bind it, 
anything so alarming to the liberties of this nation that it were worth 
while to give up so much rather than concedeit? Isit, afterall, the 
fact that no Co can bind its successor, as I understood the Sen- 
ator who repo: this bill to sayin the course of the debate, that no 
Congress can bind itssuccessor ; that it is not in the power of Con 
to do so; that it is worth while to hold up to the people of the United 
States the fact that there is no force in the spirit of the express, posi- 
tive inhibition in the Constitution of the United States against violat- 
ing contracts, because it does not specifically apply to Congress? Have 
Senators quite considered how far this carries them ; how little it is 
within our power to maintain the Government for an hour if we 
abandon the idea that it can make a contract that shall be inviolate 
in the future, that must be adhered to, if you adhere to good faith and 
honor? But Senators think that rather than admit—I do not say how 
at this time—the principle that the Government shall be able to bind 
itself and bind future Congresses so that they cannot in honor and 
in good faith violate that contract, they would give up this whole 
thing! Isubmit that it is within the power of Congress to fix this. 
sinking fund upon a basis that will abide, which will abide, too, 
whatever may be the contingencies of the future ; which will abide 
in the forum of the Supreme Court of the United States, where con- 
tracts are enforced ; and I think it is our duty to so base it that it 
will stand. 

The Judiciary Committee, in arguing in support of their measure 
and in support of the idea that the best element of it is the fact that 
it keeps the control of the matter in the majority of Congress, have 
sought to meet every suggestion that possibly the ority might be 
hostile to the bill itself and to the fund itself with ridicule and with 
denunciation. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY] was 
eloquent in what he described and what he wished us to understand 
to be the confidence necessarily to be reposed in the majorities of 
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Con , that everything under the Constitution rested upon ma- 
jorities, and the . was that majorities acted justly and 
properly. And when the Senator from Ohio on my right LMr. Mar- 
THEWS] spoke of the danger of trusting individual rights to the 
caprice of the majority he turned in astonishment toward the Senator 
from Ohio and said that the Senator from Ohio had used the word 
“ caprice” in a sense exceedingly offensive to any idea which the Sen- 
ator from Michigan entertained of the actual tendencies of the ma- 
jorities in Con, and said that he might as well call majorities in 
Congress lunatics as to speak of any danger that might exist to the 
rights of individuals in the majorities in Congress. I should have 
been exceedingly impressed with the eloquence and force of the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan had he not been equally forcible 
and eloquent in denouncing the course of those same majorities in the 
past when he called attention to the fact that the majorities in the 
past had pursued a course which astonished the nation ; and he even 
went so far as to hint at the fact that in 1864 5 had been 
induced by bribery to the course which it had pursued. Sir, he broke 
entirely with me the whole force of any confidence which he might 
otherwise have inspired on my part in the action of future majorities 
by expressing his indignation at the course of majorities in the past. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
has been commenting on the ninth section of the bill reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary as raising difficulties and doubts, and 
so on, to persons interested in these companies, to explain to the Sen- 
ate the substantial difference between the ninth section of the bill 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary and the fifth section 
of the act of 1862, which declares as to the eee by the 
United States that the very fact of its advance “shall ipso facto con- 
stitute a first m on the whole line of the railroad and . 
together with the rolling-stock, fixtures, and property of every kin 
and description ” of the companies? 

Now the Senator says that this ninth section declares that the right 
of the United States to its debt as well as the sinking fund shall con- 
stitute a lien on all the property of the companies and on their income, 
which he seems to lay stress upon. The Senator of course can see 
that in t of this sinking fund itself, the duty to pay into that 
is not provided for by the act of 1862, because the act of 1862 does 


not create the sinking fund, and therefore of course it is n „if 
you mean to be in earnest about this business, to say that this debt 
to the sinking fund of so much a year not to ex 25 per cent. of 


the net earnings shall constitute a lien. But in respect of the other 
part of the debt to the United States, what is the difference between 
the ninth section of this bill and the fifth section of the act of 1862 
which says that the money advanced by the United States shall con- 
stitute a first mo now a second N by the act of 1864— 
upon all the ‘property of every kind and description” of the com- 

anies? Is not the income of a company, that is its tolls, a part of 
its property; and is it not therefore merely re-enacting the fifth sec- 
tion of the act of 1862 with the addition that this duty to pay into 
the sinking fund shall be also a lien, bringing it all together! 

Mr. DAWES. I will answer the Senator if he will first tell me 
what is meant by the next line after where he stopped: and in con- 
sideration of which said bonds may be issued.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The next line where? 

Mr. DAWES. You Stop) at the word “ description.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. “ in consideration of which said bonds may 
be issued.“ Now before the Senator answers my question he wishes 
me to answer him one. Is that it? 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator what is his understanding of the 
meaning of this line? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After the Senator shall have explained to me, in 
answer to my question, I will try to explain to him. 

Mr. DAWES. We will not stand upon the order. I understand 
the difference between the act of 1862 and the bill to be just this: 
that the act of 1862 proposed to make a mortgage upon everything 
that was obtained from the United States, and I infer it from these 
particular words: 

Shall ipso 3 b a — — more te on the — line of oe 8 ee 
telegraph, er wi e ro i xtures, and propert; ev an 
— be — in consideration of Which said bonds — be issued. 5 


Whatever the United States grant in consideration of the issue of 
the bonds is subject to the mortgage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That, as the Senator states it, in consideration.” 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator tell me what is the meaning of 
this line? He asked me the difference. The difference I think is— 
and I infer it from those lines I have read, which are very blind and 
hardly intelligible—that in 1862 Congress never undertook to put a 
mortgage on . except that which they granted to the rail- 
roads and furnished them the capital to purchase. That is the form 
in which they undertook to express that idea in the line which I 
have read. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Supposing that to beso—and I do not say whether 
it is or not—what was it that the United States granted to the com- 
pany? Was not one of the things that it granted to this company 
the power to take tolls, to gather in money for traffic? That was 
one of the franchises of the company. That even the Senator from 
Georgia, with his entirely novel views about the law, concedes to be 
3 power of Con to regulate and repeal under the 
reserv 


power. What is this franchise, then? One essential part of 


a franchise —it is not all of it, but the most valuable part of a fran- 
chise except that of taking private property ii the right of taking 
tolls from the public for doing a public business. The tolls, there- 
fore, the right to take tolls, the money got from tolls, came from the 
authority of the peye granted by Congress to these companies to 
build their railroad and to operate with the public and receive from 
the public an income for doing it. They are the tolls. Now the stat- 
nte says that every kind and description of the 8 of the com- 
panis shall be the subject of this first lien of the United States, now 

y the act of 1264 the second lien. Now the Senator reads “and in 
consideration of which said bonds may be issued,” and he says that 
is very blind. I do not think it is blind at all. That is to say, there 
is authority to the Secretary of the Treasury from time to time to 
issue the bonds of the United States in consideration of the fact which 
the law declares that every particle of the property of these com- 
panies, real and personal, franchises, everything that is property, tolls, 
and everything else, are the security, and that being so, the Secretary 
of the Treasury in consideration of that may issue these bonds. 

It does not require a vast amount of scholastic education, as it a 
pears to me, to understand that simple proposition. These bon 
may be issued in consideration of what has been previously stated, 
and that is that preening that the companies may obtain in the 
nature of property is m subject to the duty that the law of cor- 
porations everywhere without it would make the duty of the corpo- 
ration to devote to the payment of its debts, That is all there is 
to it. 

My honorable friend, who is familiar with that excellent book in 
New England, Angell & Ames on Corporations, and that excellent 
English book, Kyd on Corporations, must know that according to 
those authorities and by the decisions of courts without a difference 
anywhere, every particle of the property of a corporation, whether it 
is in money, or in tolls, or in rights, or franchises, or whatever it may 
be, is a trust fund first devoted to the duty of paying its debts, after 
that to the duty of dividing it among the persons who have engaged 
in the operation. 

Mr. DAWES. That is quite a different subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think so. It is quite the same subject. 

Mr. DAWES. I admit that the franchise was mortgaged. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, what was the franchise? 

Mr. DAWES. Mortgaging the franchise does not mortgage what 
can be made out of the franchise. The franchise is held by the mort- 

r for his use until default, and what he can make out of the 

chise until default is his unless the terms of, the mortgage cover 

not only the franchise but the income and use of jt. I mortgage my 

farm to the Senator from Vermont and unless I expressly mortgage 
the income of that farm its income he cannot exact from me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to my friend from Massachusetts that 
the very act that authorizes the mortgage of the franchise does spe- 
cially mortgage a special amount of the income, 5 per cent. and no 
more. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it is perfectly plain, that without ex- 
press words in the mo that the income of this road is also 
pledged to the fulfillment of the obligation in 1898, you cannot hold 
it and recover it out of the hands of a stockholder when paid in the 
form of dividends; and the Senator from Vermont knew that when 
he used the word “income” inthis bill. He knew he had added 
something, and he knew that when he added“ from whatever source 
derived” he had added something. He knew that he had made a 
broader mortgage because he had used broader terms. There is 
nothing in the terms of the statute of 1862 that can be construed by 
any fair interpretation to embrace any after-acquired property any 
more than income, and the Senator from Vermont does injustice to 
himself when he says that all these additional words are words of no 
effect, pn in here without any occasion for their insertion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave not said anything of the kind, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senator will excuse me. The Senator says that the act 


of 1862 is only a morigage upon existing property at the date of the 

of the act. Now, at the date oft che assage of the act, I take 
it that the existing property of the Union Pacific Company was nil. 
It had not even the land grant until it accepted it. It had not any 
railroad line. It had not the iron or the ties or the embankments or 
the cuts or the bridges or the grading. 

Mr. DAWES. If I said “the passage of the act,” the Senator must 
have understood me to mean when the act went into effect. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; that is what I mean by the passage of 
the act, when it went into effect, of course. Very well. When it went 
into effect the company had not any track; it had not any cuts; it 
had not any bridges; it had not any cars or engines or anything what- 
ever; and yet the statute says that this shall ! be a mortgage upon 
every description of the property of the company; and the Senator 
says that after-acquired property is not the subject of such a mort- 

e. I beg most respectfully to differ from the Senator. The plain 
import of this section is that aroro that the company may have 
at any time, that it gets under the authority of the act that creates 
it, or in respect of the Central Pacific that authorizes it being an 
existing corporation of a State to go into the Territories of the United 
States and build a railroad, shall be the subject of this lien; and if 
the Senator says that after-acquired property does not fall within 
that section and is not therefore a security, he says in effect that there 
is no security at all. That will not do. The law about after-ac- 
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quired pro , Which has been settled over and over again in every 
court that has considered it, has been that where a railroad mortgage 
made to private citizens, to private persons, whoadvanced their money, 
in its terms went beyond the track and the line and the right to run 
the liue, as distinguished from the tolls, and said that it should be a 
mortgage upon all the property of the railroad company of every 
description, it wasa mortgage upon after-acqnired property; that it 
spoke all the time; and that when one engine was worn out by the 
company and another one built, the new engine was just as much the 
subject of the mortgage as the old one. 

And let me suggest to my friend also that courts of equity every- 
where according to my information—I may be mistaken ; 1 do not 

retend to be so versed in the law as he is—have held that the income, 

y name, of a railway company is just as much in a court of equity 
the subject of a mortgage and is just as much to be devoted to the 
payment of its debts as its real estate. The only qowan would be 
in any of those cases whether that income was to be applied to the 
first mortgage or the second or to the general creditors, and in what 
order; but that every creditor according to his right and according 
to his priority had upon the general principles of the law of corpora- 
tions a lien upon every item of Property: of the company, whatever 
you call it, never has been denied that I know of. 

Mr, DAWES. Mr. President, I am aware that courts have decided 
that the income of a corporation can be mortgaged, and I think it 

` was because the Senator knew that that he concluded he would mort- 
it. He had not done it up to that time; the Legislature had not 
KER it; the Senator was disposed to do it and he put it in the bill. 

The Senator says that when the act of 1862 took effect the company 
had not any land, miey bad not any property, they had not any roll- 
ing-stock. Does not the Senator understand that the act took effect 
by sections; that they built a section of the road, and then had prop- 
erty, then had land, then had bonds, in consideration of the receiving 
of which and of property from the United States a lien was ipso facto 
fastened upon all the property which they themselves received, qual- 
ified, however, by this statement in the same section: 

And on the refusal or failure of the said company to redeem said bonds, or an 
part of them, when required so to bg deal pect yd o the Treasury, in nocd: 
ance with the provisions of this act, the said road, with all the rights, fanctions, 
immunities, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, and also all lands ted to 
the said company by the United States, which, at the time of said default, shall 
remain in the ownership of the said company, may be taken possession of by the 
Secretary of the Treasury for the use benefit of the United States? 

Making the exception lost sight of in the bill before the Senate, 
extin by the bill before the Senate, that the property, after 
all, to be taken pogsession of for default of the company was the 
property undisposed of by the company, so far as its lands were con- 
cerned, at the time the default should occur. Now, sir, all of that 
property is by this bill put under a lien that cannot be lifted for 
twenty years. Every acre of its lands as well as every dollar of its 
income is put under a lien that fastens and holds it for twenty years; 
and the bill in another section provides farther for making it a peni- 
tentiary offense in any director, officer, or stockholder who shall vote 
a dividend in violation of this act, and every dividend received by a 
stockholder in violation of this act may be recovered back in an 
action. 

When I was interrupted I was calling attention to the perfect satis- 
faction which seemed to have taken ion of the minds of the 
Judiciary Committee, if they could impress upon the country that 
they established a reels, (ree that has no security against the 
future action of Congress. They have not only taken pains to base 
it upon the theory that it is impossible to make it so that any future 
Congress cannot undo it, but they have invited interference with it 
by express invitation in the act itself; and the Senator from Michi- 

has gone on at ped to assert the perfect confidence he had in 
2 jorities while condemning in denunciatory lan the 
conduct of majorities in the past. The Senator from Ohio, who re- 
ported the bill, said that it was a perfect answer to this suggestion, 
that nobody in the interest of the 5 80 5 for the two or three years 
this bill had been before Congress, had ever shown himself here to 
lobby in favor of such a measure, while the lobbies and corridors of 
this end and the other of the Capitol were crowded with those who 
were exercising or attempting to exercise undue and improper and 
corrupt influence against this measure; and the Senator from Ver- 
mont, rising still higherin the argument, declared thatthe only danger 
that could possibly arise, that could possibly imperil this sinking fund, 
was the corrupt influence of these roads themselves, and their friends 
and the holders of their securities, and he went so far as to say that 
he had ascertained just what they expended by the line and para- 

h and column in the newspapers in influencing public sentiment 
against this bill, and said that the time would come when Congress 
would investigate it. 

I Lgo heartily with him in all that work. I have seen as much of it 
as the Senator; I denounce it as freely as the Senator; I will inves- 
tigate it as long as the Senator; but I tell the Senator that the danger 
is not all on one side. The Senator has seen no other influence. Can- 
not the Senator see that those in the interest of competing railroads 
may derive an advantage by securing such burdens to rest upon the 
tratio on this road that it will be utterly impossible to compete with 
transcontinental roads that have no such burden, and the greater the 
burden the surer the success in competition against this road? The 
Senator can see and feel no influence around these corridors and upon 


these halls that has a tendency to stimulate legislation that shall 
increase and make more grievous the burdens laid upon the traffic 
over this road for the 3 of competing roads! Sir, the inno- 
cence and confidence of the Senators that compose the Judiciary 
Committee who see no danger upon one side is equaled only by that 
of the ancient character in the fable who kept her blind side turned 
toward the sea ever and looked ont for danger only upon the land. 
The fable tells us that nevertheless she fel], and I say to the Senators 
that, although now the public sentiment is such toward these roads 
that there may not be in this hour any danger except on the side of 
the land, yet in the disguises and devices and plans and schemes of 
the future neither they nor any one else can be quite sure that upon 
this very blind side itself may not be the very approach that will 
prove fatal to this whole scheme. 

Sir, in attempting to establish this fund and to justify this legisla- 
tion, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON ] brought forth 
an argument of another kind. He presented for the consideration of 
the Senate as a reason justifying severe measures toward these roads 
the fact that those who contracted with the companies to build them 
had cheated the roads themselves, and he paraded here in support of 
that argument the enormous profits made out of the roads themselves 
by those who contracted with the companies to build them. Pre- 
cisely the same ment and for the same 82 was used here in 
another debate. You will find in a speech delivered by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] on the 12th of January a table showing 
the enormous profits made out of the Government of the United States 
by those who dealt-with the United States in the beginning in the 
purchase of her bonds. I do not know how accurate the table is; I 
think I have seen it in at least thirty speeches this winter. It had 
its origin five or six years ago and it is always used with precisely 
the saine aid to argument. he position, as I understood it, of the 
Senator from North Carolina was that those who contracted with 
these railroads had made enormous profits out of them, and that lent 
some sort of support to measures that otherwise would not be en- 
tirely justifiable. The table to which I allude shows that those men 
made the enormous profit of $1,012,500,000 out of the United States 
in the purchase of the bonds of the United States; and upon the 
same parity of reasoning some support to a icular treatment by 
the United States of those bonds is derived from the fact that those 
men are alle; to have made an enormous profit out of them. Sol 
understood the argument of the Senator from North Carolina to be 
that the men who built these roads for the roads themselves, no mat- 
ter by what sort of unjustifiable machinery it was done, had made 
thereby enormous profits out of the roads, and we could well treat 
the roads in the light of that fact. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I do not suppose the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts desires to place me or ee. I said in a false light. 
What I said was this, and I think it was 27 that it was proper 
that we should inquire into the history, the practices, and the spirit 
of these corporations in order to enable us to determine what meas- 
ures we ought to take for the protection of the Government; and it 
was in that view that I referred to their history and their practices 
and to the spirit manifested by them. As J understand, the principal 
stockholders in the Central Pacific Railroad Company, particularly 
at the time the frauds were pepetrated on the Government, are the 
same stockholders now, and that in very measure the stockhold- 
ers in the Union Pacific are the same. But whether that be so or not, 
I maintain that it was fair, legitimate, and proper that the Senate 
should inquire into the history, the practices, and the spirit of these 
corporations in order to determine what legislation isnecessary for the 
protection of tho Government. If we find that they perpetrated frauds 
on the Government; if we find that they have been obstinate and are 
so now, that they are insolent in their demands, then surely that is 
an argument which addresses itself to us in favor of measures that are 
vigorous and strong and decisive; and it was in that view that I re- 
ferred to their history. I did not desire to do them an injustice. I 
am very sure I did not. I jvould not deprive them of one dollar of 
their property to-day. But in the exercise of the power reserved to 
Congress, and which is in Congress even without reservation, I do say 
that Congress owes it to the Government and to the people of the 
Union to provide a measure by which they can be protected. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand the explanation of the Senator 
from North Carolina to militate against anything I have said. I un- 
derstood the ad uae of the Senator to be, as he states it, to show 
that those who built the roads for the corporation had made enor- 
mous profits, and had done it fraudulently, out of the corporations. 

Mr. MERRIMON. No, sir; I do not care what they made, if they 
made it legitimately they are entitled to be protected. That weighs 
nothing with me. 

Mr. DAWES. To show how utterly unsafe a sinking fund of this 
character is if left to the changing sentiment of the majority, to 
which I have already alluded, I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to another fact. The Committee on the Judiciary themselves, 
since this matter came under their consideration, have changed their 
views three times. The first report from the J udiciary Committee 
upon the subject of the relations of the Government to these roads 
concluded in these words: 


Your committee were not called upon to criticise the wisdom of these acts of 
Con, but to answer as to their true construction; and, in this 
duty, the committee is obliged to report the law as it is, without to what 
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miit desire iita pa Itis , however, to suggest that the com is 
pod und to keep its road in repair and in use; and any failure of the company 
in this respect would authorize the Government to take possession of the f, 
The refusal of the company to perform the services for the Government provided 
for by the sixth section, or to a riato 5 per cent. of its net pi is, would 
also authorize the Government to take possession. But while the company shall 
continue to comply with these requirements, the Government, if it has not all the 
security it might desire, has all it ever stipulated for, and has no co ene complain, 
And at the maturity of the bonds, if 8 fail to pay principal and interest, 
the Government may take possession of the road, which the company, in the mean 
time, must keep in use and repair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be good enough to tell us in 
answer to what resolution of the Senate that report was made; 
whether it was not a resolution directing the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to report the existing state of the law without any reference 
to any power of Congress to change it? 

Mr. DAWES. Very likely it was. I 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely ;” but you had better state it. 

Mr. DAWES. I state it so far as I am able to state it from the 
report: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, who were authorized by resolution of the Sén- 
ate of December 9, 1370, to inquire and report whether the railway companies 
which have received aid in bonds of the United States are lawfully bound to reim- 
burse the United States for interest paid on such bonds before the maturity of the 
principal thereof, and, if so, what eee if any, is necessary to compel such 
reimbursement; and by resolution of February 16, 1871, were instracted to inquire 
and report as to the right of the Tou Department to retain all the compensa- 
tion for services rendered for the United States by the Union Pacific Railroad and 
its branches, to apply on the interest of the bonds issued by the United States to 
aid in the construction of said roads, respectfully report. 

And among other things they report this: 

But, while the company shall continue to comply with these requirements, the 
Government, if it has not all the security it might desire, has all it ever stipulated 
for, and has no right to complain. 

And its remedy is that 

At the maturity of the bonds, if the com fail to rincipal and interest, 
the Governmedt — possession of the rosd 2 in the mean 
time, must keep in use and repair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The peculiarity about my friend’s reading, which 
he did not intend undoubtedly, is that he has imported from his own 
inner consciousness into his reading two or three words. 

Mr. DAWES. What are those? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where he Pei to say that its remedy is at 
the end of the time to do so and so. I am not able to see that in the 
report. 3 

r. DAWES. I wish to be entirely fair and frank—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know my friend does, or I should not have inter- 
rupted him. 

r. DAWES. I did not e anybody who was looking at me 
would presume when I said “ that the remedy is” that I was reading 
those words from the book. I had once read the report of the com- 
mittee, word for word, just as it is in the book already, and, after 
reading part of it again, I said “ the remedy is,” and then I read: 

At th turity of the bo if the com fail to rincipal and interes: 
the Governi sn 1 es take possession of the rosi which the 3 mu the mires 
time, must keep in use and repair. 

If the Senator inferred that I meant to use those words “ the remedy 
is” as part of the report, it is due to him that I should disabuse him 
of that impression. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not myself make that inference; but any 
person in the public reading the RECORD to-morrow would suppose 
that that committee has said that “the remedy,” that is to say the 
only remedy that Congress had, if they were not satisfied with the 
existing state of things, was to wait until the bonds mature. That 
the committee never said and were never called upon to say and 
never intended to say. f 

Mr. DAWES. I want to read it once more, and if the Senator has 
not confidence in my reading he may look over me. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave entire confidence when yon read. 

Mr. DAWES: . 

But, while th hall conti t with these requirements the 
3 if it hag nos all the security it wink p Bakes has ail Seaver sti ulated 
for, and has no right to complain. And at the maturity of the bonds, if the com- 
pany fail to pay principal and interest, the Government may take possession of 
the road which the company, in the mean time, must keep in use and repair. 

If that is precisely the same position that the Judiciary Commit- 
tee occupies now, then I have misunderstood the two positiona. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question 

Mr. DAWES. Ves, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order not to misunderstand my honorable 
friend from Massachusetts, whose sincerity I do not doubt, I wish to 
ask him if he understands that report to mean, in auswer to that res- 
olution asking the committee to report what the state of the law then 
was, that Congress had no power tochange theregulations that already 
existed in respect of security to the public interests and to private 
rights? 

r. DAWES. I understand the report to mean precisely what it 


says, 

Mt. EDMUNDS. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. DAWES. When it said that the United States determined 
what security it would take for what it gave, and if it did not take 
enough had not any right to complain, I did understand it (and the 
Senator must take my answer as explicit) to mean the common notion 

that when they made their contract they ought to be satisfied with it. 


Peng EDMUNDS. The Senatorentirely misunderstands the report, 
en. { 

Mr. DAWES. That was one position occupied by the Judiciary 
Committee. Two years ago the committee reported a bill—— 

Mr. THURMAN, Ido not want to interrupt the Senator if it is 
disagreeable to him, but I should like to say one word on that first 
report. 

r. DAWES. I shall be through this point in a moment and then 
the Senator can do so. x 

Mr. THURMAN. It is in reference to the report that he has just 
read from that I wish to say a word. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. That report was made under these circumstances : 
under the law as it stood at that time and as it now stands, the Gov- 
ernment agreed to pay to the 8 one-half of the transporta- 
tion account. That, I say, is the law, and that will continue to be 
the law if it shonld not be altered by Congress. Mr. Akerman, the 
Attorney-General, gave an opinion that the Government might offset 
against that half of the transportation account due by it to the com- 
ponies an equal amount of the interest which it paid on the su 

onds upon the law of offsets. It was distinctly upon that groun 
as a right to offset what the Government had paid for the companies 
upon the subsidy bonds against what the Government owed the com- 
panies for transportation; and the question was whether the Goy- 
ernment had that right of offset asthe law then stood. That was 
the whole question that was referred to the Judiciary Committee. It 
involved simply a consideration of what was the law then, and no 
question whatsoever of what ought to be the law, no question what- 
ever of the power of Congress to alter, add to, amend, or repeal the 
charter. No such question was in the remotest de involved in 
thatinquiry. The Judiciary Committee reported that as the law then 
stood the right of offset did not exist, that the companies were not 
bound to pay the interest until the maturity of the bonds. 

The only question that was submitted to the committee was whether 
the Attorney-General’s opinion was correct. The Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate reported that that opinion was erroneous and that 
under the law as it then stood the Government was bound to pay the 
half-transportation account to the companies annually, and bey ac- 
cordingly reported a bill requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to 
comply with the law. That bill passed this body. The Judici 
Committee of the House re the same way, and the bill p: 
the House. Two years after, there being much dissatisfaction with 
the conclusion at which the two committees had arrived, and at 
which the two Houses had arrived, in order to raise the question for 
2 determination, another act or resolution was passed, direct- 

g the Secretary of the Treasury to withhold the half-transportation 
account, and authorizing these companies to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims so as to test the question judicially. That was done. The 
money was accordingly withheld, simply for the purpose of making 
a judicial question for the determination of the courts. The Court 
of Claims decided as the two Judiciary Committees had decided, and 
as the two Houses had decided; and, on appeal, the Supreme Court 
affirmed that decision. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. DAWES. Doubtless the Senator has stated the circumstances 
under which the Judiciary Committee submitted the report, and I 
think I have stated accurately the language of the report. I wish to 
call attention now to the fact that two years ago the Judiciary Com- 
mittee reported a bill to this effect: 

Be it enacted, de, That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1862 of said 
railroad companies, respectively, shall be ascertained by deducting from the gross 
amcuntof their carnings respectively the necessary and actual e 
ing the same and keeping the same in a state of repair, and not otherwise, and 
excluding from consideration all sums owing or by said companies respectively 
for interest upon any portion of their indebtedness; and the foregoing provision 
aAa aretoa and taken as an amendment of said act of 1864 as well as of said 
act o! 

Now, in the bill beforeus, they have changed thetr mind since then; 
they use the following language : 

That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1862 of said railroad com 

bo ascertained by 


respectively, shall bo deducting from 6 groe amount of their 
earnings tively the necessary expenses actually paid within the year in 
ing the same and keeping the same in a state of repair, and the sum paid by 


them respectively within the year in of 

bonds, whose lien has priority over the lien of the United States, and excln 
from consideration all sums owing or paid by said companies respectively for in- 
terest upon any other portion of their indebtedness. 

The personnel of the Judiciary Committee has not changed more dur- 
ing the years that these three positions have been entertained by that 
committee than the personnel of Congress and the onnel of Con- 
gress in the future; and, if these three positions of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee are not alike, it only shows that in the few years that have 
transpired since this matter has been before Con for adjudication 
the Judiciary Committee have changed their minds and altered their 
ideas of what wonld be just and fair and proper for the sinking fund 
about to be created. Two years ago they were of opinion that the 


sinking fond should include the net earnings substantially, this very 
interest which they think now, for reasons they have given, ought to 
be excluded from the sinking fund. 

Mr. THURMAN. May I interrupt the Senator there ? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will look at the bill reported two 
years ago he will find that practically there is very little, if any, dif- 
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ference between that and the present bill in the particular to which 
he refers, because it was expressly provided in that bill that if in any 
rf 75 cent. of the net earnings of the road, as defined in the 

section, should be insufficient to pay the interest upon the first 
mo „then the Secretary of the Treasury was bound to make an 
abatement so that that interest would be paid. Thus under that bill, 
and under this bill, the provision is complete for the payment of the 
interest on the first mortgage before there can be anything paid into 
the sinking fund. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the Senator himself to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this change in the provisions of the bill and to 
give a reason for this change and modification. I do not speak of it 
in reproach or criticism. I only allude to the fact that even the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the Senate have changed their views in relation 
to what should constitute this sinking fund, and being at perfect 
liberty, as they say,in any year that is to come between now and 
1898 to alter, amend, or repeal this law, what assurance can we have 
that Congress itself will not undergo as much change as the Judiciary 
Committee, whose certainly is as conservative and as cer- 
tain as that of Congress itself That is the force of the argument, if 
there be anything in it. : 

The very treatment which this committee have given the subject 
is the evidence itself that in the years that are to come the changes 
in the relation of these roads and this fund to the public and to the 
United States are certain to be such as to tell upon its security and 
its permanency. 

Before I sit down, I wish to call attention to the fact that in su 
port of this bill the position is taken that it is necessary to provide 
protection against the contemplated acts of bankruptcy on the part 
of these ro bankrupt act cannot be enacted in Congress appli- 
cable to a single estate. A bankrupt act to be constitutional must 
be uniform and applicable to all estates and to all persons. Let me 
read what the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BAILEY ] gives as one of 
the reasons for justifying the enactment of this bill: 

Now, may not the remedy be advanced without injustice to the stockholders? 
If the conduct of the officers manifests an unmistakable gag to bring the cor- 
poration to astute of bankruptcy, if they shall refuse to be governed by the ordi- 
nary rules of business dence and care, the necessity is obvious to refuse to 
provide a sinking fund Paty the payment of debts to mature in the future that can- 
not otherwise be paid. Can they with any propriety object that the law-makin, 

er shall require them to do so or provide a remedy that will protect the orod. 
tor against a meditated wrong? 

That is an attempt to make applicablè to a aoe estate the prin- 
ciples of the bankrupt law, and I can find no authority for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to enact any other than a uniforn system 
of bankruptcy. The cases which the Senator cites from his own State 
and Georgia I desire to read to the Senate, and see whether they apply 
to this bill. The Senator says: 

In my State and the State that is represented by the honorable Senator from 

we have a law providing that, if a debtor in anticipation of the time of 


payment of a debt is ma g a fraudulent conveyance of his property with a view 
to evade the payment of debt, the creditor may sue out an attachment and im- 
pound the property and hold it— 


Hold it how, Mr. President 


under the jurisdiction of the courts until the debt shall become due. This is 
T S but has anybody ever questioned the power of the Legislature to 
enact su 

Most certainly not. If this Legislature should provide a tribunal 
into which these railroad companies could be summoned upon an alle- 
gation that they were about to make conveyance of their property for 
perversion of their funds, to the defranding of their creditors, and the 
court should be clothed with power to pass judicially upon that ques- 
tion, it would meet the Tennessee and the noes statutes, and not 
otherwise. But that is not the proposition in this bill. The propo- 
sition in this bill is to find the fact here and adjudicate it here. It 
is based upon the allegation here in this body that these roads are 
about to make fraudulent conveyances and to commit acts of bank- 
ruptey, and then to pass judgment here. The Senator from Vermont 
has brought this out more strongly in the manner in which he states it: 

Mr. Epmunps. But the Senator from G carefully leaves out the proposi- 
tion that I put to bim, that upon the univ principles of law applied to corpo- 
rations, no matter whether you have a mortgage security or not, every dollar of 
tho assets and income of a n is a trust fund for the payment of its cred- 
itors first, and for division among its stockholders afterward. Therefore, if a cor- 
poration, without regard to whether there is a mortgage lien or not, divides up its 
earnings among its stockholders to the danger of its creditors, it is violating the 
law of its existence. 

And the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BAILEY] adopts this language 
and says: 

But there is another reason which has been alluded to by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, or which was alluded to a few months ago, why this legislation may take 
place, He stated, and he stated what is unquestionably the tal done the property 


of ev ration is a trust fund for the ent of its de made so by in- 
8 of law. Sates a R; 


True, but does that authorize Congress to ad¥ninister the trust? 
Does that authorize Con to constitute itself into a court and 
judicially decide whether the trustee is perverting the fund or not? 

t is perfectly competent, I doubt not, for Congress to erect, if there 
is none as yet, a judicial tribunal into which we can summon this 
corporation or sny bony else clothed with a trust, upon an allegation 
that it is perverting the trust, but it is a judicial tribunal, and not 
a legislative one, that must administer trusts. The legislative author- 
ity may establish the trust, the legislative authority may define the 


powers of the trustee, the legislative authority may declare that 
certain acts shall constitute a perversion of the trust; but whether 
those acts have been performed or not, whether that trust has been 
perverted or not, whether the trustee is false to his trust or not, is a 
judicial question and must be decided in a tribunal where the par- 
ties can be heard and can deny, if they please, the allegations upon 
which this whole bill rests, if it rests upon the claim of a trus ip 


at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, does not my friend’s conclusion 
about that depend a little on an underlying question, as to whether 
the legislative authority over this corporation in this pope e nane 
and other corporations in other cases to declare a foundation for such 


a trust and require a duty of paying in it, is the exercise of constitu- 


tional authority; in other words, whether there does not reside in 
the legislative power of visitation of public corporations or quasi- 
public corporations created or authorized by it to do particular thin 

the authority to direct how much of the corporate funds shall 

divided among the stockholders, and so taken away from the credit- 
ors, and how much, as in Massachusetts, shall be paid over to some 
hospital or whatever it may be? If there is the legislative power of 
Visitation and requirement, then undoubtedly under that just as 
under this bill it remains for the judicial authority to carry into 
3 and enforce the provisions which the legislative authority 

as made. 

Mr. DAWES. I had stated just exactly the qualifications which I 
understand the Senator from Vermont to restate for me in so much 
better language. 

Mr. ED. S. Then wea 

Mr. DAWES. Istated that it is competent for the legislative power 
to define the trust, to declare what it shall be, to declare what shall 
be the . the violation of it, what the trust has been estab- 
lished for. e relation between these roads and the Government, 
according to the theory of the Judiciary Committee bill itself, is that 
of a trustee and cestui que trust. The Government is to hold this fund 
in trust for the creditors and stockholders, It is to hold it according 
to established law and liability. No new liability not existing before 
can be imposed upon the companies inconsistent with the terms upon 
which they accepted the trast without violating the contract upon 
which they accepted it. I do not understand this requirement to be 
based upon any such ground as that, but upon the simple ground 
that they are trustees holding trust fands, and therefore, if they un- 
dertook, as the Senator from Tennessee said they were proposing to 
do, an act of bankruptcy, dividing up in the shape of dividends funds 
which belong to creditors and stockholders, doing that act or propos- 
ing to do that act which he styled an act of bankruptcy at one time 
and a perversion of trust at another, they are to be visited with this 
law. Isay that if you have not a court of sufficiently broad juris- 
diction, to call them to an account, it is your duty to make the court, 
and not assume the judicial function here, because it depends upon 

uestions of fact and of law, to be judicially determined, whether 
they have committed the act of bankruptcy or breach of trust, or 
contemplated committing either, which are made the foundation and 
justification for the law itself. 

I have tired the Senate, Iam conscious. I have very imperfectly 
presented what seem to me to be some objections lying essentially at 
the bottom to the sinking fund as proposed by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee; not that I have the slightest desire to prevent the establish- 
ment of a sinking fund; but I desire that one shall be established 
which shall last after the disposition now prevalent rh in 
Con shall have away. I wish to provide a sinking fund 
that shall outlive any temporary disposition; that shall withstand 
any change of public sentiment; that shall withstand any encroach- 
ments me it that may be made through corrupt motives, through a 
false public sentiment, through a crowding of these corridors with the 
lobbyists of these railroad eompanies, against this bill or of com- 
peting roads for this or any other bill; that shall stand until tke pur- 
poses of its creation have been accomplished, and the indebtedness 
of these roads liquidated dnd they stand unincumbered among the 
monuments of the courage of the United States manifested in time of 

ril, able to fulfill all of the functions and all of the powers devolv- 
ing upon this and its sister roads across the continent, building up 
States, developing uninhabited places, making rich and strong the 
nation in the years that are to come. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I correctly understand the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts he means to maintain that he believes this bill reported 
from the Judiciary Committee requiring the establishment of this 
sinking fund to be unconstitutional as a violation of private rights 
in undertaking to require these corporations, instead of dividing up 
their profits among their stockholders, to take a part of them and 
keep them in a safe place for the benefit of their creditors. I ask 
him if I am right about that? 

Mr. DAWES. So far as I discussed the constitutionality of the 
bill, it was in this way: that if it were the intention of the bill to 
establish Congress into a court of equity to administer trusts, there 
was no authority in the Constitution for that pur; ; and if it was 
the object of the bill to provide a special law of bankruptcy appli- 
cable to a single estate, there was no authority in Congress for the 
enactment of any such law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, Mr. President, the Senator has not answered 
my question. Iam unable to know from what he states whether he 


i 
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believes this bill to be constitutional or not constitutional. If he does 
not wish to express an opinion, that is one thing; if he does, I shall 
be glad to have him state it. F 
.DAWES. I stated that it was endeavored by the Senator from 
Tennessee to find support for this bill in the statement that these 
roads were contemplating acts of bankruptcy and a conveyance of 
their estates to avoid paying their debts, and if that were so it was 
just like a law of Tennessee and of Georgia Which summoned them 
into a court and impounded their property until they answered to 
that charge in court. I answered that reason for supporting this bill 
by saying that an act of bankruptcy could not be made applicable to 
this estate alone, and if it were an attempt to administer a trust it 
could not find any support in the Constitution. Thus far and no 
further have I disc the question of the constitutionality of this 
bill. I do not desire to enter, as I stated in the beginning I had no 
intention of entering, into any contest or controversy with the Judi- 
ciary Committee upon the general power of altering or amending the 
law of 1862 or of 1864; I was desirous of co-operating with them in 
obtaining a sinking fund that would have in it two elements; I did 
not care much about the details beyond that; one element was abso- 
lute security, and the other was accretions yearly that would be sure 
to exceed the accumulations of interest, and with those everything 
else would follow that I cared for. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend from Tennessee will excuse me, I 
am not able now to understand, what the Committee on the Judiciary 
I have no doubt would so ladiy know, What the opinion of my hon- 
orable friend from Massachusetts is as to the constitutionality of the 
bill, as he understands it, no matter how the Senator from Tennessee 
understands it or his grounds or mine; but I should be glad to know 
and the Senate would be glad to know, as the Senator has evidently 
studied the subject and is a master of all the objections to getting 


*on, what his opinion is as to the constitutionality of this bill in the 


light in which he reads it. If he is willing to answer, I should like 
to have the benefit of his views; if he is not, of course I have nothing 


to say. 

Mi. DAWES. Mr. President, I am somewhat weary and it is late 
in the afternoon. If Iam to be put upon the witness stand under the 
cross-examination of the Senator from Vermont at any great length, 
Ishould like to have it done in the morning. If it is essential to un- 
derstanding what I have said that what I have not said and what I 
have declined to argue shall be argued by me, in my poor way I will 
do as well as I can in the morning. i 

I will say to the Senator that in to some features of this 
bill I should like to have some more satisfactory reason given for 
their constitutionality than I have yet heard; and to follow his exam- 

le a moment ago, I think I shall sit down until he has given a satis- 
8 reason for the constitutionality of some features contained in 
the Judiciary Committee bill. : N 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Mr. President, I am entirely satisfied with 
the answer of my friend, because it is perfectly luminous. If he 
would be only kind enough to point out the features that still are 
obscure to him, then the committee will endeavor to see what they 
can do in the way of relieving his doubts; but which particular linea- 
ment it is that troubles him just now under the Constitution, he has 
not been kind enough to tell us, and I suppose he does not want to. 
The real fact — 

Mr. DAWES. I did not hear the last remark of the Senator; but 
I imagine that he insists upon my making my speech in the way he 
shall mark out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no; far from that. 

Mr. DAWES. I have submitted some views. I do not suppose they 
are worth anything; I did not suppose they were before I submitted 
them; but there were some reasons which governed me in trying to 
make a sinking fund that I thought good. I am not to be forced from 
that line of remarks by anybody asserting any control over me, what- 
ever control he may have over corporations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Far be it from me to exercise any control over 
my friend from Massachusetts. He had been kind enongh to state 
that there were some features of this bill that he wished to hear a 
better reason for their constitutionality than he had yet heard, and 
my only attempt to exercise control over him, if that was it, was to 
invite him to tell us what those features were. - 

If that is offensive, then I apologize with the greatest ible 
humility. If the Senator has not yet discovered which the par- 
ticular feature is, we can wait until to-morrow, until he can dig it 
over again and see where his trouble does lie, if he is not able now 
to find it. The trouble with the Senator’s argument is that he has 
unhappily missed a discussion of the fundamental ground on which 
the bill stands even to his own mind, and that is the public power 
of this nation over public corporations and the particular power 
that these very acts creating one of these corporations and confer- 
ring privileges upon the other as a part of the contract, if you call 
it a contract, that the companies themselves have agreed to, that 
this tribunal should be at li according toits judgment and con- 
science to regulate their future conduct. That is it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, then it isa power of visitation that is 
exercised here, is it, when you take the property of this corporation 
and all its future earnings, every dollar of them, and set them apart 
in a fund to hold for yourself until the end? That is a power of 


visitation, is it? And that is a proper power for the ture to 
exercise? I supposed that was very power for a judicial tribu- 
nal to exercise. I sup that was one of the incidents of the 
supervising power of a court over a trustee. I did not suppose the 
Legislature would do that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend seems to be 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will my friend from Vermont allow me? 

Mr: EDMUNDS. Not quite yet, if you please. I will take one at 
a time. f 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I merely wished to make an inquiry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But let me dispose of the inquiry of my friend 
from Massachusetts first. My friend from Massachusetts seems to 
have studied every part of this 1 58 — except the particular one to 
which I addressed my inquiry. Now he comes to the power of visita- 
tion, to which I referred, and says he understands that to be a 
judicial power. So it is in respect to corporations to which the judi- 
cial power applies; but if he will only be good enough to look into 
the works on corporations he will see that in respect of those quasi- 
public corporations and indeed private corporations that have deal- 
ings with the public as a public, like common carriers, millers, &c., 
there is a legislative power of visitation that does not undertake to 
decide in the judicial sense of a final winding up and distribution of 
the assets by an edict, but undertakes to prescribe the duties which 
such corporations shall perform toward their creditors and toward 
the public, and which, when that prescription is made, just as in this 
case when this is made, it will be the business of the judicial power 
to see is duly carried into effect. Thatis the distinction which in the 
haste of my friend’s studies he has evidently overlooked. 

. DAWES. I suppose that the Senator from Vermont calls this 
the power of visitation in the first section of the bill, when he defines 
what shall be the net earnings of this road by providing hereafter 
the net earnings of this road shall be so and so. The United States 
lent these certain bonds due, say, in 1898, except so far as they 
should be paid presently by one-half of the transportation account 
and the 5 per cent. of net earnin They are due presently to that? 
extent, and as to the remainder in 1898, Now, the creditor steps in 
and says he has the power to define what shall constitute net earn- 
ings; that is, to say how much of these bonds shall be presently due 
and how much shall be left till 1898. The creditor can say that the 
net earnings, as the Judiciary Committee proposed in 1876, shall be 
all excluding interest on the Arst-mo bonds, and therefore they 
can make more of these bonds payable in presenti than in 18908. When 
they say that the net earnings shall not include the interest on the 
first-mo: bonds, they say there shall not be so much due in 
presenti, That is to say, the creditor holding the obligation of the 
debtor is at liberty himself to say how much of this debt is due to-day 
and how much is due twenty years hence, and he can determine from 
year to year, the creditor holding the obligation, and I understand 
the Senator from Vermont to say that that is the power of visitation. 
It is the power of visitation with a vengeance! 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Well, Mr. President, the power to define what is 
net earnings in 1876 that the Senator speaks of was in my opinion 
a clear 1 of Congress if there had been no provision in the char- 
ters and grants reserving the power to control and regulate the man- 
agement of these corporations, and the Senator will tind, if he will 
turn to the last volume of the reports of the Supreme Court of the 
United States ting the exercise of similar powers by the i 
latures of the various States, a great many cases all in a row that 
arose between States and railroad companies of exactly that char- 
acter. But there is no inconsistency either in point of theory or in 
point of practice between what was reported in 1876 and this. In 
this instance now the committee thought it better to put into what 
was the definition of net earnings what does not belong to net earn- 
ings under any just construction of that term; and if you look at all 
the railroad reports to their stockholders you will see that we are 
right about that; they do not put in the payment of interest as a de- 
duction from earnings and strike out a balance. It was to put into 
that what did not belong to it naturally or legally, a power in these 
corporations to apply as wpa of their net earnings, before the lien 
of the other creditors would come in, this money necessary for the 
payment of interest on the first-mort; bonds, for the reason of 
simple policy and good sense that if this money was thus applied, as 
another section of this act provides it shall be, to the payment of the 
interest on the first-mortgage bonds, then they had applied it to the 
very uses to which it . to be applied instead of dividing it among 
their stockholders; and so as a matter of convenience that addition 
to the true meaning of net earnings was putin. If the Senator has 
any fault to find with that as a practical matter, that is one thing; 
I do not suppose he has; but if he refers toit as an evidence that the 
opinion of the committee has changed at all in respect either of the 
theory or the policy of what these companies are not to divide among 
their stockholders but are to pay to their creditors, then he is vastly 
mistaken. 

But now the Senator comes back again to the power of visitation 
which he calls the power of visitation with a vengeance. He says it 
is the right of the creditor at his will to say how much of the debt 
shall be due to-day and how much due to-morrow. Mr. President, I 
wish tostate once more that the Senate of the United States, in my 
opinion, is not the creditor of these corporations any more than the 
judicial tribunal that sits next door to us is the creditor of these cor- 
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porations when it in the exercise of its functions has to deal with 
them. We are not the creditor of the corporations in any earthly 
sense, either theoretical or 3 We are, unless we have been 
dealt with as I am sure no Senator has by these corporations them- 
selves, a perfectly indifferent and impartial tribunal, to whom the 
corporations that accepted these privileges and benefits and preoa 
agreed in the very charters of their incorporations and grants of their 
peer there should be always referred, as an impartial arbitrator 

tween them and the Treasury and between them and their credi- 
tors, the regulation and control of their affairs. That is our attitude. 
It does not do, therefore, in my opinion, for the Senator to say that 
the creditor is undertaking to deal unjustly and arbitrarily with the 
debtor. The Congress of the United States does not stand in any such 
attitude in my opinion, and I think I may safely say in the opinion of 
my friend if he will think of it a minute. 

‘But now let us go another step. The Senator says that this does 
not fall within the power of visitation which he seems to have re- 
membered now does exist to some extent somewhere, and I am not 
surprised that he concedes that much because of the decisions of the 
highest tribunal of his own State, none more honorable, none more 

none more learned, none more conservative. It was long 

since decided there by a unanimous court upon principles of soli 
jurisprudence that it was within the competence of the legislative 
wer of that State to declare that an incorporated company which 

y its charter was required to pay a certain portion of its net earn- 
ings or net profits—I forget which was the phrase, but it is of no 
consequence now—to certain public hospitals in that State and to 
declare afterwards that the meaning of the term “net earnings” or 
“net profits“ should be so and so, different from what its meaning 
was in the original charter, and that thus defined a certain balance 
and proportion of net earnings should be paid to those hospitals. 
The companies resisted (just as the companies here through their 
friends resist) most manfully and stoutly the constitutional right of 
the Legislature of that State having no power to impair,the obliga- 
tion of contracts to do anything of the kind; but the venerable Chief- 
Justice Shaw and the honored Mr. Justice Dewey and all the others, 
by a unanimous decision that has stood from that day to this with- 
out question and certainly without reproach, said that was an entirely 
untenable position because the general laws of that State had already 
provided that every act of incorporation hereafter granted should be 
subject to legislative control to alter, amend, or repeal, reserving to 
the Legislature, in spite of their having made a contract by such 
charter, this power of complete visitation and control. The court 
held, therefore, that there was nothing in the objection made by the 
companies that the Legislature had undertaken to put a new defini- 
tion upon the term “net earnings” or “net profits” to make it to 
include a fs Se boa of the earnings of the corporation than had by 
the original c: been the true construction. If that is the law, 
as I have no doubt it is and as the Senator has no doubt it is, how 
can he say that we are transcending the just limits of constitutional 
authority or the poet limits of the pro: exercise of this power of 
legislative visitation to which I have called the attention of the Sen- 
ator, when we say in almost the very same words that the net earn- 
ings of these companies shall be defined and understood to be what 
every report of every company to its stockholders has always defined 
them to be; and that is the result after the payment of the operating 

mses of the company and not including the payment of its debt 
or the interest upon its funded debt. I should be glad to know how 
the Senator distinguishes. No distinction can be made in my opinion. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I yield my opinion to that of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only state the opinion of his own supreme 


court. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator said no distinction could be made, in his 
opinion. I say I yield my opinion to his. I only say this, that when 
he can find a case in Massachusetts where the State of Massachusetts 
holding the obligation of any corporation or any individual payable 
in presenti by certain terms and in futuro as to the remainder, the 
supreme court of Massachusetts has decided that it is competent for 
the Legislature of that State to make the in presenti part of it just 
as large or just as small as they please, or change it when they please— 
when he.shows me that the venerable Chief-Justice Shaw and Mr. 
Justice Dewey or any other 3 has said that was in the power of 
Massachusetts, then I will admit he has a precedent; not till then. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly in substance what those vener- 
able justices and that venerable court decided. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not, I beg leave to say. The Senator will allow 
me to interrupt him. It is not that. There is all the difference in 
the world between this case and the one he cites. Here is the cred- 
itor assuming, because nobody can call it to account for so assuming, 
to interpret the contract that he has made with his debtor, and make 
what he has to pay to-day just as much as he pleases and making the 
balance to be paid twenty years hence just as small as the creditor 


leases. 
P Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, we will even take that case. 
What is a creditor? Is it not a person or a being, a corporation or a 
State, or whatever it may be, that according to the existing arran 
ment is entitled to have a certain sum of money paid to it? I take 
it that is what a creditor is. Now the State of Massachusetts in the 


* 


very instance to which I have referred, under the charter of incorpo- 
ration of an insurance company I believe it was—but no matter 
what the company was—was entitled to have paid to it for certain 
purposes named, its hospital purposes, a certain percentage of the 
net earnings of the sere a So it was a creditor of that company 
in the general sense of that term. It was a being entitled to receive 
from the company a certain sum of money a year. Now that same 
creditor in the sense in which the Senator speaks of it, the Legis- 
lature (which I say is not the creditor at all), the Legislature of the 
State of Massachusetts undertook to say “ we will change the defini- 
tion of net earnings upon which you are to compute the sum that 

ou are to pay into our or to our hospital, and so arrange 
ee its meaning you are obliged to pay more than you were 

ore. 

That the company resisted, and said it violated justice, and violated 
the contract that had been made. The supreme court of that State 
said that that was a perfectly lawful and proper thing todo. The 
substance and effect of it was that by an act of legislative will in 
changing the definition of the terms used in the charter the com- 
pany was obliged to pay money to-day that it was not 8 0 88 to pay 
yesterday. If that is not a parallel case clear up to the handle, as 
the saying is, I should like to know what is; and as my friend from 
Ohio suggests, it is still more. If the Legislature requires them to 
pay more than they would ever be bound to pay, as was the case in 
Massachusetts, because there was no ultimate debt to be paid, but 
it was a yearly stipend that was to be paa into this hospital fund, 
then according to the Senator it would be all right. True, that is. 
not this case; but it a great deal further. 

In this case this bill does not provide for making anything due to- 
day that is not due till to-morrow at all. It does not take a dollar 
of money from these companies of any kind, not a penny. It only 
says that they shall keep the money in a safe place until their debt 
is due, and then it shall be kept for the benefit of the creditors and“ 
applied accordingly. There is therefore no taking by this bill of 
money that is due next year and making it due to-day. It only says 
that the income of these companies derived from tolls and franchises, 
that Congress alone has empowered them to take, shall not be put 
where nobody can get it that is entitled toit in the fulfillment of their- 
e pan but it shall be preserved in order to meet those obliga- 

ons. 

Is that saying that a debt which is due next year is due to-day ? 
Far from it. Is that saying that a debt that is not due at all shall be 
made a lien upon anything. Far from it. It is only saying that the 
people who are en in these public operations shall keep them- 
selves in an attitude where, when the time comes that they are called 
upon to apply their assets to the payment of their debts, there shall 
be some assets to apply; and that the Senator says is taking the prop- 
erty of A, is an invasion of private rights, and undertaking to turn 
ourselves into a judicial tribunal to dis of theassets of these com- 
panies. Nothing of the kind, Mr. President; that all rests in the in- 
ventive genius of the friends of these corporations who have instilled 
into the minds of Senators somewhere or somehow the notion that 
we are going to disturb the value of some of these subsequent secur- 
ities where they are held: but instead of disturbing the value of sub- 

uent securities we are conserving them by every step we take in 
this direction. Every million dollars that is saved and is not put 
beyond the reach of creditors by being divided among the stock- 
holders is a million of dollars saved to the very lowest security there 
is that these railroad companies owe. No matter how far off tlie bond 
is, be it third or fourth mortgage, or be it merely a general creditor 
who has no special security at all, every dollar that is preserved and 
not divided up among the stockholders is a dollar for him. 

Whether you apply it to the first mortgage or the second mortgage 
or any mortgage, just to that extent it increases the assets of the 
company to be distributed in due order, as this bill says, according 
to law and under a judicial administration, if necessary, to everybody 
that has a nent Is not that right? Is not that equitable? It ap- 
pears to me that it is; and there is the difference between my honor- 
able friend and myself. 

prar court, and latterly and most the Supreme Court of the United 
States has now settled as far as judicial decision can settle the power 
of State Legislatures in respect of these public corporations; and as to- 
every corporation, be it private or public in its nature, that has to- 
deal with public affairs, the general welfare of the public as carriers 
or millers or warehousemen or whatever, there restsin the Legislature: 
the power of conserving its management to the protection of public 
interests and to the protection of its creditors. That is all. So I repeat, 
Mr. President, that we do not propose to make a debt due next year 
due to-day ; we do not propose to take a part of the money of A and 
give it to B ; but we only say to these corporations under this plenary 
power reserved in these charters and ts and under the visiting 
power that I have described that is universally laid down in all the 

ks, that they shall so regulate the future administration of their 
affairs that they shall not pocket the money that they have earned 
from tolls and franchise to the injury of their creditors. That isthe 
whole case. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the Senator be good enough to inform me 
what case it is in the Massachusetts reports that he refers to? The 
case of the Hospital Life Insurance Company ? 
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5 EDMUNDS. It is in 4 Gray; I do not remember the name of 
è case. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Now, I should like to inquire of the Senator 
what I rose to ask before, whether I understand him to mean that he 
justifies the bill of the Judiciary Committee upon an alleged power 
in Congress as the legislative authority to visit the corporation, and 
he cites the case in Gray and the cases in 4 Otto as instances of that 
power of visitation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, Ido not cite the case in Gray as an instance 
of that power of visitation, because by a previous act of the Legisla- 
ture, a general act, it was provided that all corporations thereafter 
incorporated should have their charter subject to alteration, amend- 
ment, or repeal, and the case in 4 Gray was put without going into 
the question of visitation at all, because perhaps that was nota public 
corporation that dealt with the public except as private persons chose 
to deal with them in the way of insurance, which perhaps would not 
fall within the clause. The case there was put onthe ground of exactly 
the words contained in the acts of Congress of 1862 and 1864, that 
the companies who had taken those charters and privileges had them- 
selves contracted as a part of the contract that the Legislature should 
be the tribunal to decide as to their future management and operation, 
and therefore that it was competent for the Legislature in its discre- 
tion to decide what “net e meant and what should be done 
with a certain percentage of them. And that would be entirel 
enough for this case, to say eleven or the power of visitation, whic 
is the real power upon which rest the decisions in many of these later 
cases as it respects public corporations and as it respects private 
warehousemen, private individuals. But I do not put it on the ground 
of visitation alone; I think it may rest there with perfect safety. It 
is enough for my honorable friends from Ohio and from Massachu- 
setts to say that instead of violating a contract or rd parse it, in this 
instance we are doing precisely what the contract, if you call it that, 
provided we should do, and that is that we should alter, amend, or 
repeal these provisions according as the solemn and responsible judg- 
ment of Con standing independent (just as much so asa judicial 
tribunal) between public interests and the private interests of credit- 
ors and these t corporations. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I think there might be more con- 
fidence felt in the emphatic declarations by the members of the Judi- 
ciary Committee as to what the law is if, in dealing with this sub- 
ject heretofore, they had not come, sadly for themselves, so stron ly 
into collision with the Supreme Court of the United States, an 
think there might be more confidence in the fairness of their inten- 
tions if they were disposen, after having, as they said, submitted the 
case to the Supreme Court, to live up to the decision of the Supreme 
Court and to the rights of parties as ascertained by it. 

Mr. THURMAN. What decision does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. SARGENT. I intend tospeak but a short time, and I will show 
the Senator fully before I get through. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to know what the collision between 
the Judiciary Committee and the Supreme Court is. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is exactly what I am going to show in my 
own way, and if I am not permitted to do that I will yield the floor to 
the Senator. In 1871 the question arose whether the interest on the 
bonds was 3 due, and whether the whole trausportation money 
should be kept in the Treasury of the United States in order to be 
applied upon that interest, instead of one-half of it being paid to 
these companies. At that time a Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
2 the following amendment to an appropriation bill then pend- 

8 ; 

In accordance with the fifth section of the act approved way 2, 1864, entitled 
An act to amend an act entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to 
the Government the use of the same Tor porat, military, and other purposes,’ ap- 
poren 1, 1862,” the Secretary of the is hereby direc ig fad 

in money, to the Pacific Railroad Companies mentioned in said act and performing 
services for the United States, one- of the compensation for such services here- 
tofore or hereafter rendered. 


To that proposition the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN ] offered 
an amendment which I will read, and he prefaced it with some re- 
marks. Considerablé debate having intervened, among others the 
present Secretary of the Treasury having spoken and insisted that 
there ought to be some judicial determination of the question whether 
this other half transportation should be retained in the Treasury or 
not, and covering that idea, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] 
offered his amendment, saying: 

My colleague made a suggestion that there ought to be a judicial determination 
of this question. Tam for my own part, that Congress shall decide it, and 
decide it definitely ; or I am willing that there may be a judicial determination, if 
that will be more satisfactory. Legal questions are much better argued in court 
than they are in legislative assemblies. 

That was the opinion of the Senator in 1871. 

I have, therefore, sitting here, drawn a rather crude substitute for the proposi- 
tion of my coll e, which I willread, and perhaps he may be willing to adopt it 
instead of the amendment which ho has offered. tt is to insert after the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada these words: 

7 That for the gapas of procuring a judicial determination of the ques- 
tion whether the United States have a right to be repaid in full each installment of 


suits or cases; and either party to such suit may appeal from the decision of said 
court to the Supreme Court. 

Upon this amendment so pending the Senator from Vermont who 
last addressed the Chair [Mr. EDMUNDS] spoke as follows: 

I confess that I like the amendment of the Senator from Ohio who sits farthest 
from me [Mr. THURMAN] rather better than any of these; and for one reason 
cially ; that, as a matter of curiosity, I should be glad to find out what princip 
of construction are to be adopted by our courts in construing statutes, and how far 
the debates (which are undertaken to be foisted in here to di e what the 
statutes mean) have a place in modern jurisprudence. 

The power of the Judiciary Committee, the power of Congress, has 

8 wonderfully since that time. To discuss these questions in 

ongress then, to attempt: to pass upon them, was foisting them in. 
This bill, however, goes upon the theory that whatever the Supreme 
Court may have decided at that time, it is proper now to have this 
legislative jurisprudence, according to the newly invented term of 
the Senator from Vermont, and I suppose he does not now consider 
that that is being foisted in here: 

I should be very glad indeed to have the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
termine what the law is on this question. If it determines it in favor of the com- 
panies, there is an end of the question. 7 

The Supreme Court did decide it in favor of the companies, and 
that is the “end of the question.“ The Supreme Court decided that 
the companies had a right to have one-half the transportation money 
paid over to them, and that was the “end of the question,” was it? 
They decided that the interest was not presently due. You mean to 
treat it as if it were presently due; indirectly you attempt to do 
what you are not allowed by the court to do directly. You were not 
allowed directly to lock it up in the Treasury and say it should not 
be paid over to these ies, and therefore you pass it from your 
right hand into your left; therefore you invent what you call a sink- 
ing fund, and claim a power over these corporations certainly not 
named in the original act, which enables you now to come in and 
take not only this but an amount equal to 25 per cent. of the net 
earnings of the companies. I ask where is the “end of the ques- 
tion?” The bill you here introduce and ask the Senate to adopt 
gives us a long vista of con ional action in the future, and t 
Senator himself declared with great heat last night, in reply to the 
Senator fromi Maine, [Mr. BLAINE, ] that even if the companies lived 
up to this bill in all its terms in conscientiousness and exactness, it 
should not stay further legislation saan them. It is complained 
that they come to Washington by their agents. But if they stay 
away from the city of Washington and never offend the Senator from 
Vermont by getting wearying constituents of his to go to his house 
and committee-room to plead that the security of bonds be not dis- 
turbed, that shall do them no good in restraining farther aggression, 
It seems to be troublesome to be approached even in a respectful 
way, and we are not to be moved, even like the unjust judge of 
Scripture, hy much asking. Though none of these importunities 
trouble the leisure of Senators hereafter, and the railroad companies 
stay away and keep away their friends, and do all that we demand 
of them, pay the 5 per cent. and the whole transportation, and hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars besides, as we now with full light on 
the subject demand, nevertheless za insist that your action shall 
have no finality, but your demands shall be increased at your will 
until every right given to them by previous statutes is taken awa 
if you so please. Oh, yes, that was to be the “end of the question!” 
It rather looks like the beginning. It would be better to make an 
end of it by confiscating the and sere D the men who dared 
to build them under the inducement held out by legislative contracts, 
not worth for their protection the paper they were printed on. A 
statutory contract, it seems, is of less sanctity than “ legislative 
abe pete pete The latter is used to destroy the former. Itisa 

ind of Flora McFlimsey affair, which “is binding on you and not 
binding on me.” 

The Senator from Vermont goes on: 

If it determines it in favor of the United States, as we cannot possibly suppose 
it will after the report of our learned brethren on the Judiciary Committee— 

It seems to me that was rather like a sneer at “our learned brethren 
on the Judiciary Committee“ $ 
then of course there will be an end of the question, and all parties will be satisfied. 


That is, if the Supreme Court of the United States should decide 
that the other half of- the transportation could be retained by the 
Government and that the interest was presently due and was paid 
then the Government would be satisfied ; and yet by this ve bill 
there is a proposition to go even beyond that, when the Supreme Court 
has said exactly the other thing, and to pile up a sinking fund, not 
merely taking care of the interest, which is not due, but of the prin- 
cipal, and not merely the principal of the amount due to the Govern- 
ment but of the other debts that are owed by the companies and are 
secured by first-mortgage liens. i a 

With what would all parties be satisfied? With the “end of the 
question” which gave to the Government its interest as it was paid. 
There was no talk here of repudiating contracts or amending or 
repealing them. It wasa mere construction that was aimed at, and 
3 way the Supreme Court might decide the question was 
en . 


But next to the amendment of my friend from Ohio farthest from me, [Mr. 
THURMAN,) or the substance of it, I think that of the Senator from Ohio near me 
[Mr. Sherman] is the one to which no man who is honest and just—and of course 
that includes every Senator - would object. 
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Now, to show the spirit of that debate and to show how far certain 
Senators went in declaring that the law as subsequently given by the 
Supreme Court could not be law, and how far Senators who sympathize 
with this present movement were then disposed to go in denouncing 
the action of the railroad companies in claiming the rights which they 
su uently asserted in the Court of Claims, and which were vindi- 
cated by the United States Supreme Conrt, I want to read a remark 
made by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] I am aware that 
he is not a member of the Judiciary Committee, but still he is a lawyer, 
and I have no doubt will declare that this was his legal opinion at that 
time. I do him no injustice in recalling his remarks, although founded 
on an error in law. I observe he is absent. I refer to the Congres- 
sional Globe of 1872-73, No. 2, when the proposition came up again 
and an amendment of the same character was offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. The Senator from Delaware said: 

The amendment offered by the Senator from Vermont, as it has been perfected 
and as last read by him, meets my entire approval, and I think it a most just and 
reasonable proposition that the Con of the United States should now interpose 
and through its courts endeavor to have a proper solution of this question to save 
further outlays of public money, especially in the face of the ino: te and mon- 
tires for u prstponanienth of tas payment of thats obligation to pay the intent spon 
the bonds ed by the United States. 

That very menstrous and inordinate proposition—the Senator is 
now in his seat, and I am glad of it—was the very one that was sub- 
mitted to the Supreme Court of the United States, and it decided 
that, under the contract made by Congress with these companies, the 

roposition was not monstrous and was not inordinate; that these 
the right which they asserted ; and yet it was the whole theory 
of the legislation favored by this Senator and the Senator from Ver- 
mont at that time, and the amendment of the latter meant just that, 
that the companies did not have any such rights. Therefore I say, as 
I said before, that if the members of the Judiciary Committee had 
been more fortunate in the conflicts which they have had with the 
Supreme Court of the United States in their interpretation of these 
contracts heretofore, there might be more confidence in the discretion 
with which they now decide upon these things. And, furthermore, 
if they had, after submitting this matter to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, allowed it to be an end of the thing, as the Senator 
from Vermont then declared, and as the Senator from Ohio, Mr. Sher- 
man, from whose remarks I have not read, declared, and other Sen- 
ators said, then I might believe that there is a desire for fair play in 
their propositions at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from California certainly does not 
mean to say that the Judiciary Committee has got into a difference 
of opinion with the Supreme Court on the law as it was, because the 
Judiciary Committee reported that the law was just as the Supreme 
Court have since said that it was. 

Mr. SARGENT. I referred to members of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and not to the Judiciary Committee itself. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah! 

Mr. SARGENT. I referred to the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS, ] I referred to the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] I re- 
ferred to the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] not a member 
of the committee. The member of the Judiciary Committee whom 
I named, Mr. Stewart, and the others have away. The Su- 
preme Court vindicated their judgment notwithstanding the sneers 
of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But it so happens that the Senator from Ohio 
agreed with the Supreme Court of the United States, that the law as 
it stood did not require the companies to pay the interest that the 
United States paid from year to year as soon as the United States 
paid it. So I do not see that the Senator from Ohio is put into any 
very disagreeable position, nor the Judiciary Committee, It happens 
that one member of the committee, being myself, thought the law 
was otherwise, as I think it is still, with great deference to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and to the Supreme Court; and I suppose that is an 
opinion that I am entitled here to still have without being guilty of 
any violation of the Constitution of the United States. Now the 
Senator says that I stated that if they so decided there was an end of 
the thing, as he last put it. I did not say that. I said “ there will 
be an end of the question.” So there would be. The question was 
whether the law as it stood authorized the United States to sue these 
companies for the interest it paid every half year on these bonds. 
The Supreme Court having decided that it does not, there is an end 
of the question, because the United States must sue these companies 
on the law as it stands in the courts of justice and I assume they 
will decide as they did before although we have often seen that even 
the Supreme Court of the United States sometimes changes its mind 
on very important questions, and it is very far from being certain 
that if my friend from California could be permitted to argue the 
side of the People before that court on that very question they would 
not, as ey did in the legal-tender cases and in a good many others, 
oono that they had made a mistake the first time and decide 
otherwise. 

But all that the Judiciary Committee was called upon to do was to 
tell the Senate what it thought the law was as it stood; and in order 
to have that question decided by the courts a provision was made for 
having it tri It was tried. The Judiciary Committee was never 
called upon until now and until the bill of last year to advise the 


Senate as to what it was wise that Congress should do in respect of 


controlling the management of these corporations for the protection 
of public and private interests. The Supreme Court has never yet 
decided or undertaken to decide that Congress has no such power. 
On the contrary, they have decided as to States, which 8 can- 
not have any greater power than Congress over such questions, that 
wey have the fullest capacity to do this very sort of thing. 
r. SPENCER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. Before that is done—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama with- 
draw the motion? 

Mr. SPENCER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wantto know who poe to speak to-morrow 
on the pending bill. If any one does, I hope he will take the floor 


to-night for that purpose. 

Mr MATTHEWS. Then, if it is agreeable to the Senate, I will 
speak to-morrow at one o'clock, 

Mr. THURMAN. My colleague takes the floor for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio on the left 
(Mr. MATENE has the floor. 

Mr. T. . After what has been said by the Senator from 
Vermont, I do not feel that it is 3 for me to waste the time 
of the Senate in noticing the remarks of the Senator from California 
except to say that instead of fulfilling his promise to show a collis- 
ion—that was the very word he used—between the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and the Supreme Court of the United States, the case that he 
cites is one of a perfect concurrence between the Judiciary Commit- 
tee and the Supreme Court. He said that the Judiciary Committee 
had made out so badly in its former collision with the Supreme Court 
that it had some feeling on this subject, when the fact shows that 
the Judiciary Committee and the Supreme Court were exactly of the 
same opinion. I do not know how long it will be necessary for me 
to repeat that the oniy question that was then before Congress or 
before the committee or before the courts was the question of what was 
the then status of the law. And, in regard to the amendment I offered, 
why, Mr. President, I offered that amendment because, although I 
Aarona to the report made by the Judiciary Committee, I did not like, 
if I could ibly help it, that we should positively legislate on this 
subject, when it could be submitted to a gadina tribunal to deter- 
minh what the law then was. Therefore, I suggested that & case be 


e. 

Mr. EATON. Can we not make one now? 

Mr. THURMAN. What! make a case to determine what Congress 
shall do under its power to alter, amend, or repeal! Yes, we can make 
a case. Pass this bill of the Judiciary Committee, and if these com- 
panies see fit to contest it, let them do it; but do not let us decide that 
we will do nothing but what they demand and thereby make a case 
im ible. Until we assert the power we believe we possess, how 
will you have any case? If we are to resolve all doubts against the 
Government, if we are to resolve all scruples against the exercise of 
any power whatever, if we are to be astute to find out that we are 
absolutely helpless, how will you ever get a case? If the bill of the 
Judiciary Committee is unconstitutional, the courts will so decide it. 
But they never will decide it unconstitutional unless it becomes a 
law, because they never can have a case to decide it. But I do not 
wish to occupy the time of the Senate to-night. 

Mr. SPENCER. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and twelve minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 3, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PRIVILEGES OF NEWSPAPER CORRESPONDENTS. 


Mr. BANKS. I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to report 
back with an amendment the resolution referred to that committee 
in relation to the admission of correspondents of public journals to 
the halls and passage-ways adjoining the Hall of the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to consider the expediency 
of so amending the rules of the House as to provide “that one representative of 
each public journal that employs a permanent telegraphic correspondent for report- 
ing the proceedings of Congress may be admitted, at the discretion of the Speaker, 
to the halls and passage-ways adjoining the Hall of the House.“ 

Mr. BANKS. The Committee on Rules direct me toreport an amend- 
ment striking out the word “ telegraphic” before the word ‘“corre- 
spondent,” so that this shall apply to all permanent correspondents of 
public journals. I call the previous question upon the resolution and 
amendment. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the amendment was 8 

Mr. CARLIS This appears to be a resolution directing the 
Committee on Rules to inquire into the expediency of the amend- 
ment to the rules. 
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Mr. BANKS. The Committee on Rules reported back this resolu- 
tion, with an amendment striking out the word “ telegraphic,” so as 
not to limit the privilege to telegraphic correspondents, but to let it 
be given to all public journals that bag td permanent correspondents 
for reporting the proceedings of the House. The privilege granted 
by this resolution is not to admit any person to the floor of the Hall 
of the House, but to admit one correspondent of each journal described 
in she resolution to the passage-ways and halls adjoining the Hall of 
the House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The resolution is reported back in its original 
form as a direction to the committee to make an inquiry; and, if 
adopted by the House, will it be anything more than a repetition of 
the direction to make that 2 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the rules proposed in the res- 
olution is contained between quotation marks. 

Mr. EDEN. Would these correspondents under this resolution be 
allowed to come in on the floor of the House? 

The SPEAKER. They would not. On the contrary, the Commit- 
tee on Rules maintain the voice of the House, as expressed hereto- 
fore, that no one shall be allowed on the floor of the House except 
those named in the rule. This resolution does not propose to change 
that rule. 

Mr. BANKS. It does not admit any person to the chamber which 
we occupy, but to the halls and passage-ways adjacent to the cham- 
ber, so that these correspondents can go around the chamber which 
we occupy ; nothing more. 

Mr. WOOD. Is it designed to relax the existing rule so as to allow 
persons to come upon the floor of the House? so, I am opposed. 

Mr. BANKS. It not authorize the § er to allow any n 
to come upon the fidor of the House who has not that right under the 
rule of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the correspond- 
ents of the press of the country complain that they do not now have 
facilities for calling out members of Congress to give them informa- 
tion. They ask the right to come and go to and fro through the 
lobby immediately behind the chair of the Speaker. 

Mr. B It does not admit an ms to the cloak-rooms or 


to any room opening from the Hall of the House. 


The SP. R. Nor to the committee-rooms of the House, which 
are under the control of the committees tively. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. There should be no objection to that, I 


think. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. ‘ 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WOOD. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The re order is the unfinished business of 
3 being the resolutions reported from the Committee on 

orm in the Civil Service. 
CHARGES AGAINST THE DOORKEEPER. 

The resolutions were as follows: 

Resol: Keg nde Bh pacer Paha eae eat OE: Hapee ves 

ray i, del il th appointment of 3 mi a 5 

un a new * nties 
of the office be, and are, devolved upon the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Arkankas [Mr. CRAVENS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRISON. So far as I could control the matter, the 
ment was that the debate should continue for four hours, two hours 
vog allowed to each side. Before I had finished my first hour, when 
1 spoken but forty minutes, the House extended my time. I 
occupied more than an hour. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman occupied one hour and thirty-five 
minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I was given an extra hour, and I reserve the bal- 
ance of that extra hour to use hereafter. 

Mr. YEATES, Oh, no. 

a. SPARKS. The time of the gentleman was extended indefi- 
y- 

The SPEAKER. The House had power to extend his time for one 
additional hour, but not indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is what I said. 

Mr. YEATES. It meant that he should occupy that hour at the 
time, not reserve it for some other time. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have the right to reply to arguments which 
may be made, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON ] 
say that he did not surrender that twenty-five minutes which was 
left of his second hour ? 

Mr. HARRISON, I did not. 

Mr. BRIGHT. There was nothing said of it, according to my recol- 
lection ; no reservation. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman is entitled to go on this 
morning. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not intend to say another word till I move 
the previous question, and then I shall be entitled to an hour under 


‘ 


the rules of the House. I shall not attempt to call the previous ques- 

tion before half past three or four · clock to-day. 

5 Mr. BANNING. After that, I presume, there may be one hour's de- 
ate. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. As I under- 
stood the arrangement yesterday each side was to have two hours of 
discussion. The gentleman from Illinois occupied yesterday an hour, 
and then by unanimons consent his time was extended until he had 
occupied a much longer period. Now I wish to inquire whether that 
extension of time is to be charged against the two hours originally 
provided for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should not be, because the 
time, as the Chair understands, was previously assigned to other 
members. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The reason I make the inquiry is that a few 
days ago the opposite zaling was made in Committee of the Whole, 
which I then thought and think now was not right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with proceedings in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I know that. 

Mr. PUGH. I think the arrangement was that the previous ques- 
tion was not to be called until four hours had been wed for dis- 
cussion. 

The SPEAKER. There was no limitation. 

Mr. PUGH. No limitation beyond that. 

The SPEAKER. There was an intimation given, as stated by the 
gentleman from New Jersey, that the previous question would not be 
called until at least four hours had been allowed for debate. The 
Chair thinks that under the understanding there are yet three hours 
for discussion, 

Mr. YEATES. Do I understand the Chair to say that there was an 
agreement about this? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that on yesterday the under- 
standing was that the previous question should not be called until 
after four hours of discussion been allowed—two on each side. 

Mr. YEATES. Thechairmanof the committee said that he would 
not call the previous question till the expiration of four hours; but I 
stated that there were others besides members of the committee who 
wished to s ; and the Chair said that the previous question if 
called could be voted down. ; 

Mr. HARRISON. That is for the House to determine. 

Mr. YEATES. There was no agreement, 

The SPEAKER. There was no agreement except that the discus- 
sion should occupy at least four hours. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to say now that he will not call the previous question before four 
o’clock. I wish to inquire how the three hours and a half from now 
until that time are to be occupied ? 

Mr. HARRISON. The understanding was that another gentleman 
on my side of the question should corms about an hour, and two 
hours should be occupied by the other side. There are three hours to 
run maaar, the agreement before I will attempt to call the previous 
question, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. May I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois how many hours still remain under the agreement? 

Several MEMBERS, Three. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. How are they to be divided? 

Mr. HARRISON. It was agreed yesterday that the opponents of the 
report should have two hours out of four. Three of the four hours 
are 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see justice done. The gentleman 
from Arkansas had better proceed. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Mr. Speaker, the time has about arrived in the 
affairs of this House when, especially on this side, a little plain talk 
might be profitably indulged. I fear my extreme modesty will pre- 
vent me from indulging in it, yet my sincere judgment leads me to 
believe that this is a fit occasion for it. 

The honorable chairman of the committee, in the opening of his 
remarks yesterday, read the resolution creating this committee as 
authority for making the sort of report which been submitted 
by the majority. I now beg leave to call the attention of the House 
to the terms of that resolution : 

That aselectcommittee of eleven members be aj ted by the 
whens Baty it shall be to consider the civil service of the e of de Walted 


States and measures to promote its efficiency ; and said committee shall have leave 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


Now, I submit to the House whether this resolution authorized the 
investigation of the Polk case or any other similar case of an indi- 
vidual officer, or whether, on the contrary, it does not refer to the 
general civil service of the Government of the United States. The 
chairman of the committee called attention to this resolution as mili- 
tating against the position assumed by the minority of the commit- 
tee, and in doing so he ignored altogether the order of the House under 
which this action was taken. Now, I desire the Clerk to read the 
resolution authorizing this investigation. 

The Clerk read as follows: » 

Whereas it is alleged that Jobn W. Polk, the Doorkeeper of the House, has em- 


ployed sixty-three persons in the service of the House in exeess of the number 
aw mined ti iar; and 
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Whereas it is alleged that men have been 1 by said Doorkeeper who were 


not borne on the roll of employés and that 
after they had been dismissed and dropped from said roll; and 

Whereas it is alleged that said Doorkeeper has been guilty of corruption and 
malfeasance in office, ee employés under him to pay to other = a 
part of the salary to which they are entitled by law, as a condition of ap- 
pointment or retention in office; and 

‘Whereas it is mg cheers he is interested in claims and bills now pending or 
about to be brought the House for action: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be, and it is hereby 
directed to inquire into the several matters and so as aforesai 

t said Doorkeeper, and to report at any time to this House whether said Door- 

keeper is guilty of any of said alleged acts. And the committee is authorized to 


for persons and papers. 


Mr. CRAVENS. Now, Mr. Speaker, ié will be observed that by this 
resolution the committee was authorized only to pass upon the case 
of the eres as to the charges contained in the resolution. 
That was all. It will be remembered that at the time this subject 
was referred to the committee there was considerable side-bar dis- 
cussion as to the proper committee to which to refer the matter. At 
that time, apparently, it was not clear that this was the appropriate 
committee. If this matter had been referred to the committee in the 
ordinary way, without any ial resolution or any specification of 
ef Oe the question would have arisen whether we would have been 
entitled to make such a report as has been made here. It might, in 
that case, have been insisted with some plausibility that we would 
have been authorized to make such a report because the Doorkeep- 
er's office might be considered a part of the civil service of the Gov- 
ernment. But, sir, the House having given special directions in this 
resolution, our authority is limited by the terms of that resolution ; 
and we, as a committee, have no right to pass on any other question 
than the trath or falsity of the charges referred to us for examination. 
Such are the views expressed by the minority in their report. Mark, 
sir, we are required only to pass upon the question of this officer's 
guilt. Weare not called upon to make any recommendation as to 
the punishment that should be visited upon him. We have no such 
authority with reference to any officer under this Government. 

Why, sir, if we could arrogate any such authority in this case we 
could exercise the same authority in respect to all officers, from the 
President of the United States down to the very least; but I appre- 
hend no sane man upon this floor would take upon himself to insist 
that this House has any such right. But I will waste no more time 
on that subject. 

What is the first allegation in the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER, ] which was adopted by the House 
and under which this committee acted? It is that John W. Polk, 
Doorkeeper, did employ many persons in excess of the number au- 
thorized by law. The minority find that he did employ a number 
who, together with others serving without employment or appoint- 
ment by him, amounted to the number of sixty-three; that these 
were paid by resolution of the House, and that such employment was 
notorious and public, Colonel Polk, on the 9th of November, 1877, hav- 
ing communicated the fact to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

riations. What is the second allegation? That men were employed 

y said John W. Polk, Doorkeeper, who were not borne on the roll of 
employés, &c. Full and satisfactory answer to this charge is made by 
the minority ; besides, by reference to the records of the House full 
information can be gained not only as to this but the preceding 
charge also. There was no need of investigation upon these charges 
if the House had only taken izance of its own record. The rec- 
ords themselves acquit Colonel Polk. 

The third allegation is that the Doorkeeper had been guilty of cor- 
ruption and malfeasance in office, requiring employés under him to 

y to other employés a part of the salary to which they are entitled 
175 law, as a condition of their appointment or retention in office. This 
is the gist of all these charges, and is the only one requiring any sort 
of investigation further than that which could have been made by 
consulting the records of the House. The minority so state in their 
report. We felt called upon to upon his guilt or innocence as to 
this allegation, and the minority in their report say that he is ex- 
pressly exonerated from the charge of requiring one under him 
to pay to other employés a part of the salary to which they are en- 
titled by law as a condition of their appointment or retention in office. 
The majority do not say otherwise. 

The fourth allegation is that Colonel Polk is interested in claims 
and bills now pending or about to be brought before the House for 
action. We investigated that matter, and both the majority and 
minority declared him not to be guilty. 

Now, the question to be determined here is whether Mr. Polk is 
guilty or not of any sort of corruption. It is the only thing amount- 
ing to a feather’s ree in the charges preferred against him. Does 
the investigation by the committee show a single act performed by 
the Doorkeeper, Mr. Polk, from corrupt motives? Do the majority 
in ee eee indicate anything of the sort except by indirection and 
innuendo? Does the report charge malfeasance or corruption in the 
direct and manly way, in which truth would warrant its being made? 
Do the majority charge that Polk is interested in any claims now 
pending in Congress? They do not, but on the contrary he is exon- 
erated and declared not guilty. Notwithstanding this they propose 
to visit upon Polk the severest punishment which could possibly 
follow a finding of guilty upon every charge made against him, and 
this House is called upon to take action upon such a report. Task 


ers have been continued in service 


members to read the minority rt, 
— to every one of the tions and charges against Mr. 

0 

Now, as to the majority report, I wish for a moment to call the 
attention of the House to it. There are different statements made in 
that report, and I undertake to say they are as ‘strongly made as 
they can be upon the testimony which has been taken. 5 do not say 
that a partisan view has been taken of the testimony in order to give 
foundation for the assertions made in the majority report, but I do 
say that the majority report takes the strongest possible view which 
can be taken of the testimony in the case. 

In the first place the majority report states that— 

During the extra session of this C the said Doork did emplo: 8 
mit to act as messen p pA arer about the House of Bi 4 
atives, in excess of number authorized by law, and over and abo 
cloak-room men who clean this Hall, sixty-od (Mis. Doc. 36, page 302.) 
This was done with the full knowledge that such excess was without warrant of 
law, (pages 77 and 78,) and was not discontinued even after he had learned that the 
Committee of Accounts would not justify his acts in the premises, and would not 
make provision for the payment of such — force. (Pages 361-395.) His man- 
ner of making appointments was such that he did not know the number employed 


or who had 8 for services; the result whereof was, that the sum of money 


voted by the House December 16 to pay this extra force, and which was based upon 
data furnished the Committee of Accounts by him, proved insufficient to pay all 
2 b —.— s 2 him sire 128 8 1 8 to submit 

a uction o r cent. from the ey su ves ontitled to. 
(Pages 93, 95, 363 to 365.) ee, 


They go on further to state that 


and speci: 


gresses, 
pressure brought to bear upon him members of (Page 77.) In his 
testimony, however, he fi admits mistake as to the necessity, admits that 
he was aware that the —— under the Forty. f was authorized 


There is no denial of the truth or proof of the A pa of what 
Colonel Polk asserts as to the practice of former Congresses. The 
proof bears him out in the assertion that heavy 3 estas was brought 
to bear upon him by members of Congress, and shows that what he 
did was done in the belief that it was his paramount duty to supply 
the demands and apparent necessities of the House. The encon 
ment given Polk by members of Con led him to believe that he 
was perfectly justitied in what he did. The proof sustains his asser- 
tions as to the encouragement given. The testimony will support his 
explanation of his conduct and that such employment has been the 
practice in former Congresses under like circumstances. Every gen- 
tleman upon this floor who has been in a legislative body before, or 
who has hsa a member of previous Co: knows there never 
has yet assembled a legislative body when ns were notemployed 
under and for whose employment there was not the strictest 
warrant of law. There cannot be a single instance found in the rec- 
ords of any State from Texas to Maine or in any Congress where such 
has not been the case. So, then, I say there is some sort of excuse or 
apology for the action taken by Mr. Polk. Take the testimony of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McManon,] a member of the Committee 
of Accounts, and it is there shown what was the pressure bronght to 
bear upon Mr. Polk. He gives a description of the crowd of office- 
seekers hanging around here at the organization of the House, and 
of the practice which has grown up of persons disc ing duties 
around this Hall whose names are not borne upon the ro 

Second. That up to a late day in this session he has authorized or permitted per- 
sons to ‘orm services who at the time were borne on no roll, and continued others 
in service them from the rolls, g or sugges! that they 


atter striking romisin, 
would be 9 772 under resolution, or that they ‘should be placed on a roll when his 
force should be increased. 


As a matter of course those men who were in the employ of chair- 
men of committees, hanging on here in tancy of pay by resolu- 
tion of the House, could not be borne on the roll. 

Third. That he employed on the floor of the House during the session in Decem- 
ber fifty-six pages. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this assertion is directly in the teeth of the tes- 
timony. The testimony is to the effect that there were twenty-eight 
pages on the floor of the House who had no sort of employment what- 
ever, yet e ee served. They, together with those employed 
by Polk, double the number autho: bylaw. Now, the ven- 
erable gentleman from New York and our honorable chairman think 
there was something terrible in the manner of making up the Decem- 
ber page-roll. Those regularly rer ge by a fiction of law, although 
they had only served half a month, might have drawn pay for the 
whole month had the roll been so made up, while the others in law 
were entitled to no pay at all unless put upon the roll. Each class of 
these pages had only served half a month, the latter class having 
come upon the floor to wait upon members temporarily, in the 585 
that something might turn up whereby they might receive pay. = 
Polk’s own views as to the mene of those to pay employed by him 
were that they were only entitled to pay for the time actually served. 
On consultation with officers familiar with making out pay-rolls it 
was ascertained they were entitled to pay for the whole month if he 
saw proper to put their names on for the whole time. 

With the consent of the little boys emplo; by him, he was per- 
mitted to and did put the other little fellows on the roll for the 
remaining part of the month to draw pay. Thatisall. Ah! gentle- 
men, he whose heart is so steeled as that want creates no impression 


where will be found direct 


* 


1878. 
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upon it or whose ears are closed to the cries of widowhood and oryan: 
is neither fit to be a pray here nor in the house of our Lord. 
This action on the part of Mr. Polk shows the generosity and mag- 
nanimity of the man. It is no sort of disparagement, nor does it in- 
dicate any sort of disqualification on his part to be a Doorkeeper. It 
does not indicate anything else than that he was a generous-hearted, 
magnanimous man. It was right; right as opposed to wrong. 

Fourth. That he has continuously employed one mail and two riding pages over 
and above the number authorized by law. 

True it is, Mr. Speaker, the proof sustains this allegation, this charge 
in the majority report. But desire the attention of the House to this 
fact: that the testimony also shows that the Sergeant-at-Arms, to 
whom it is proposed to turn over this office, likewise employed a page 
without any sort of authority of law; and this House, subsequently 
to the making of this report; has passed a resolution for the payment 
of that p So, then, sir, that charge falls to the ground. 

You will remember, gentlemen, when the question was up here a 
few days ago, many of you on that side of the House took part in 
the discussion as to the payment of those men in the cloak-room; and 
there was not a man on the floor, so far as I heard any expression of 
opinion, who was not in favor of their payment. Yet it was known 
to each and every member of this House that they were there with- 
out any sort of authority of law by resolution or enactment either. 

So it is always in legislative bodies. It ought not to be so; and if 
indeed this Committee on Civil-Service Reform can ever reorganize 
with any sort of harmony and get to work again, there ought to be 
a bill reported so that the number of employés of this House would 
be as permanently settled as the number of Representatives on this 
floor. But, sir, you know it has not been so in times past either here 
or elsewhere. 

Fifth. That the Doorkeeper placed upon the soldiers’ roll men who had never 
been in the Army. p ei 

The proof in this case shows that no man was put upon that pay- 
roll as to whom Mr. Polk had not good reason to believe from the 
statement of himself, as well asin many instances from his Repre- 
sentatives, that he was entitled to a position upon that roll, except 
in one case, and that was the case of Mr. Fitzhugh. And, sir, there 
is no sort of mention made by this majority report as to the excuse 
offered for that transaction. e-testimony which you will find on 
page 316 is to the effect that he found at the end of the month that 
that roll had not been filled; and it was for the reason that members 
to whom he had awarded positions on that roll had not filled it. It 
will be understood that as he apportioned out a goodly part of his 
patronage to members they were to make the selections, and if there 
was any fault in regard to that matter at all the members of this 
House or some of them are the responsible parties, and not Mr. Polk. 

Sixth. That the Doorkeeper did receive money from two of his employés to be 
paid over to a third who had been promised onè or the other of their places, for 
the purpose of making his salary equal to the one promised. 

The testimony is that this was a voluntary contribution and was 
afterward repaid. But the fact that Mr. Polk had Jet these parties 
know of his intention to make up this salary out of his own pocket 
taints the transaction. 

Now that is the gravamen of the charges made in the resolution 
referred to this committee. And what is the proof in regard to this 
transaction? If Senator Lamar is to be believed and if Mr. Bacon 
is to be believed, this charge cannot be sustained. Mr. Bacon stated 
he had notice of his permanent appointment on the roll two or three 
days before he had any knowledge of Mr. Polk’s proposal to pay any 
money out of his own pocket. 

Seventh. That while complaining of the insufficiency of his laber force, he de- 
tailed some of his laborers to do other than laborer’s services; and permitted sey- 
eral of them to hire substitutes to perform their entire work, they drawing the fall 
salaries and paying their substitates about one-fifth thereof. (Pages 190, 193, 135, 
236, 249, and 323.) 

Now, unfortunately in the appropriation bills passed by this House 
the services to be performed by any of its employés are not set forth, 
so that that charge falls to the ground. 


Pm. e That nog 3 an pore ata high 5 8 on ae 
8 r the 
not chet oy twelve hundred Aeliar N karg it 5 7) ped pawns im = 
Well, now, 8 8 in regard to that I will say that if Mr. Polk 
is at fault and is guilty of any crime the Committee of Accounts of 
this House are particeps criminis, and I do not want any member of 
that committee to be astonished at this suggestion on my part. I 
desire to call the attention of the House to the proof upon which I 
make the assertion. It is this: that when the Hous passed a reso- 
lution for the payment of these men that Committee of Accounts 
allowed one man more than any other man on that extra roll. I do 
not remember the exact page of the report on which that testimony 
is to be found, but it is there. 


t their names were not on any pay-roll. 
December 1 for the soldiers’ roll, found at the lee the 
month that 


last of January that he could not get 
his service was continuous. ( 18 840 


of appointments, who, after rming services as they supposed under t 
would find at the end of th south that th ‘dng per — 
stant in 


his name on a roll b. the janitor, yet he was never put on a 
grew, to a great extent, out of the 


habit of making up the regular rolls at the end of the month, and worked great 


If any gentleman will scrutinize the testimony in this cause he will 
find that many of these men supposed themselves to be upon the pay- 
roll, and, when examined minutely on the subject, it was found in 
almost every instance—in every one, I might say—that their being 

ut upon the permanent roll depended upon the fature action of the 
onse; and each and every one of these men was serving in expect- 
ancy of compensation by resolution of this House, 


Tenth. That the testimony does not show that Mr. Polk is tively interested in 
any claims now pending in Congress. The Neufchätel Pa Company owes him 
an unsettled balance, and has a bill for its relief before the House, ( 116 to 


118,) bnt he claims to have no interest in it. In 
prior to the second session of the Forty-fourth 83 Mr. Polk seems to 
employed, or continued in employ, a man because of his pretended claim to 
ence witha Congressman. (Pages 118 to 120.) 

Now, gentlemen, I undertake to say that there is not a single scin- 
tilla of testimony in this cause to warrant such an assertion as that 
contained in the majority report, and I say it because the proof dis- 
tinctly shows, if you can trust the testimony of Mr. Polk himself—and 
his was the only testimony—he had not a dollar of interest or a dol- 
lar of demand against that company. 

I have now called your attention to the particular items of the 
majority report, and I think I am borne ont in the assertion that the 
strongest possible view is taken of this testimony against Mr. Polk 
by the majority of the committee. 

There is some sort of mention made in this report as to Mr. Polk’s 
connection with lobbying in times past and the intimation of a pos- 
sibility of his being interested in claims now pending before this 
Sonera: I say that the testimony does not show anything of the 

ind. 

It is also asserted in the majority report that Mr. Polk continued 
in his employment a man because of his pretended claim to influence 
with a member of Congress. I say that on a careful consideration 
of the testimony, such as an honest jury would give to it, it does not 
warrant the assertion; it is false. 

I say this because it is only by garbled extracts from the testimony 
of Mr. Polk that any such conclusion could be arrived at. If you 
take the context it discloses an entirely different state of affairs. 
The testimony shows that that man was a sort of hanger-on around 
Polk’s room here, and that because of the promise of an interest in 
some future operations in Missouri Mr. Polk agreed to give this man, 
3 some sort of employment and share in such operations 
there. 

It is true that Mr. Polk did state that at one time this man said 
that he had some influence with an honorable Representative upon this 
floor; but when that honorable Representative came before the com- 
mittee, he stated that the man had never approached him on the 
subject, and that there was no need for him ped mea him, because 
the bill then pending before the committee of which he was a mem- 
ber had only reference to providing for the pavement of the streets, 
without employing any particular person or company to doit, while 
Mr. Polk’s unde ing seems to have been for the procurement of the 
contract under the law proposed after its 

Now, sir, there is a great deal of complaint made inst Polk be- 
cause he has employed and now employs men and allows them to 
employ others 33 to perform their duties while they receive 
only a portion of the pay. I will say thatif I am the true represent- 
ative of any class upon this floor, it is of the great brotherhood of 
men who earn a living by the sweat of their brows—the democracy. 
I am as much op to the oligarchy of the few against the democ- 
racy of the many as aiy man in this House. It is my sincere desire 
to so dignify labor as that a man may pass from the plow-handle to 
the Presidency and back again, and be all the while in the line of 
American honor. 

Yet with these exalted views on this subject, I can see no very great 
deal of harm, when a man bas a hard job before him and has means 
to employ somebody else to do it, if he is allowed to do so. These 
men were employed on several oceasions because of the absence of 
the regular capers of the House to perform their work. As shown 
by the testimony they were employed only temporarily. Now it seems 
to me that the committee on the great W of civil-service re- 
form ought not to object to that, especially when it is known that 
the highest salaried officers of this Government, the Chief Executive 
and the members of his Cabinet, frequently go off for weeks at a time, 
as the newspapers term it “junketing” over the country. At this 
no sort of complaint is made here by me or anybody, so far as I know, 
with any degree of seriousness. ‘ 5 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him to read 
some testimony which I have here? 

Mr. CRAVENS. You can read it yourself. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman used rather a harsh expression 
toward me. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Arkansas yield? 

Mr. CRAVENS. He must do his own reading. t 

The SPEAKER. It will come out of the gentleman’s time. 

me CRAVENS. Well, you will sit down, then. [Laughter.] 


r. HARRISON. Very good; I will sit down. 
Mr. CRAVENS. In conclusion I appeal to lawyers of this House 


from every quarter and section of this Union to say whether or not 
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the majority report in this case is in accordance with the instructions 
of the House; and whether the ae taken by the minority report 
is not correct. Have these gentlemen of the caps Bean reported upon 
the guilt of Mr. Polk in connection with these charges, as they were 
directed todo? I say they have not. I say that they have disobeyed 
the direct order of the House, to about the same extent a jury did the 
instructions of the court in a celebrated case in Alabama. In that 
case a party was accused of larceny, the property charged to have 
been stolen being a hog. The jury brought in a verdict of guilty in 
the first degree. The court instructed the jury that the value of the 
hog must be assessed, besides there were no degrees in larceny, and 
directed them to retire and bring in a verdict in proper form. The 
jury retired and there was some hot debate in the jury-room as to 
what was the proper form. But there happened to be an old Georgia 
justice of the peace on the jury who was the foreman and saw through 
the situation at once. He returned to the court with the following 
verdict: 

We the ni the defendant gilt in the um f 1 dollar and a 
p espr aa ey Pn “4 ty * 

[Great laughter. ] : 

There is just about such a disobedience of the direct order of the 
House in the report of the majority of this committee, barring the 
murder of the King’s English, as there was disobedience of the instruc- 
tions of the court in that verdict. I want the verdict of that jury to 
go down to posterity with the report of the majority of this com- 
mittee. (Laughter. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman said that my report was false. 
Will he look at the testimony I have marked here on page 118 of the 
book of testimony? I ask the gentleman to read it. 

Mr, CRAVENS. I will read it: 

8 Was Mr. Silver interested in this matter jointly with you? 

nswer. Indirectly. He had no kind of connection with the company. 
> What was his with the matter? 
. His connection was through me. 
g You employed bim 
I ee him. 
What did you employ him to do? 
I do not know. He claimed that he had some influence. 
. With whom? Be frank about it. 
. With a member of Congress. 


What member! 
Do you want me to name him 


Les. 

T Mr. HENKLE. 

The context of the testimony which I before read shows that this 
occurred long subsequently to his employment. Now, I apprehend 
it is not in the power of the Committee on Civil-Service form or 
3 else to prevent dead-beats and lobbyists from indulging in 
boastful talk as to their influence with members of Congress or other 

TSsons. 
aes ee A Do you want the Doorkeeper to employ men for 
that 

Mr C VENS. He has not yeas hag them. Inasmuch as there 
are other members of the minority who desire to address the House, 
I will yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Henry. ] 

The SPEAKER. There are twenty-five minutes of the gentleman’s 
time remainin ng. 

Mr. HENRY. As a member of the minority of the committee re- 

rting upon the subject under consideration, I feel that it is incum- 
1 — 5 n me to say a few words in to the views expressed by 
th sas ead also in opposition to the conclusions which have 
been reached by the majority of that committee. I must do this very 
hurriedly in the short time allowed me. 

How was this matter first presented to this House? It came here 
with a sinister aspect. Two ms, who had been justly removed 
from the employment of this House, in their disappointment and cha- 
grin came forward and volunteered their affidavits. It seems that one 
of them, a day or two after he was removed, went to work to make 
out a memorandum of a conversation which occurred just before his 
removal. Having made this memorandum about the 5th day of Jan- 
uary, on the 8th of January he made oath to it, as he says in order 
that his “memory ‘ht not fail, and in order to make it certain.” 
This shows evidently that he was inclined to disbelieve his own state- 
ment in to the matter until it was fortified and accredited by 
an extrajudicial oath to convince him of its truth; otherwise he 
seemed to fear that he would not be able to maintain any faith or con- 
fidence in his own statement. 

Notwithstanding his prudence in that respect, his statements are 
not sustained by an tness in the case; and his own extrajudicial 
oath is insufficient to establish the truth of them. 

The other affiant contradicts himself; at least whenever confronted 
with witnesses who heard him make statements he takes back his 
denial of having made them with readiest facility. I must commend 
the majority of the committee for their high sense of propriety in this, 
that although these affidavits are the foundation upon which these 


charges are made, they in their elaborate report have not dignified |’ 


either of these persons with,a reference to either of them or to their 
testimony. Yesterday we were discussing in this House the founda- 
tion of amonument in honor of the Father of his Country. Now, can 
we erect a monument to civil-service reform upon the miry founda- 
tion of two such affidavits as these? Yet they are the only basis upon 
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which this investigation is founded. After their griefs had rankled 
for amonth in their bosoms these malignant men finally give them to 
the public through a gentleman of this House and make them a ground 
of e inst one of its officers. This is not a very promising 

ct in which this matter presents itself at the very start. 

ut a great question arises here: What is the law applicable to this 
case ? fore the committee, as appears by the report of the majority, 
the Doorkeeper relied upon custom and to a considerable ex- 
tent for his defense in regard to many of the special charges against 
him. The majority of the committee speak ve slightingly of usage; 
yet, sir, what is u ? What is that great body of the common law, 
the prondest birthright of the Anglo-Saxon race, but the embodiment 
of customs which had their life and being in the hearts of a ple 
determined to be free, before they were established by the broad- 
sword and the battle-ax and written un parchment and printed in 
the books of the law? Is the lex non scripta less 4 than tho 
lex scripta? Why, sir, the adolescent youth breathed this unwritten 
law at the fireside; he saw it in the field; he heard it in the forum; 
he felt it in the house of God; and it has come down to us as the very 
noblest embodiment of the principles of human right and regulated 
liberty, the grandest code of laws ever devised by the philosopher, the 
statesman, or the legislator of any nation, ancient or modern. Such is 
custom, such is our common law, the surest guarantee of all the rights 
that we enjoy. 

Is custom of no availin interpreting the law? Suppose the law 
is obscure or ambiguous, or suppose it is silent upon a particular sub- 
ject; do we not refer to custom as the key to its interpretation? Do 
we not find out what the law means by consulting the practice and 

under it? Is not this the only certain mode by which we can 
ascertain what the lawis? Surely every lawyer knows this to be the 


If we apply these principles to the case now before us, we find that 
there is scarcely one of these imputed delinquencies which is not 
5 to usage and which cannot to a great extent be justified 

y it. 

My friend from Illinois, [Mr. Harrison,] in the report of the ma- 
jority, says: 

Mr. Polk does not deny the major of the things herein set forth, but in ex- 
tenuation pleads the necessities of his department, rawness in position, the 
clamors of needy applicants, and past custom. 

Why, sir, is it wrong in a land of liberty, where the common law 
is the corner-stone of our institutions, that a man when put upon 
trial before an American Con on charges affecting his official 
integrity should undertake to show that his conduct is legalized by 
custom? The chairman again says: 

No rawness in office and no custom can be set up in defense of a palpable viola- 
tion of known law. 

Now, if the report had said “unknown law” it would have been 
nearer the truth, and I may say, without disrespect to my friend 
from Illinois, that the law in regard to this matter can only be known 
when considered in connection with the usage, practice, and customs 
which have accompanied and construed it from the very foundation 
of the Government. 

Again, I find in the report of the majority this language : 

The utter disregard of legal restraint shown by Mr. Polk, his open violation of 
known law, to say nothing of his inefficiency as shown throughout the testimony 
(only the more glaring instances being herein cited,) render him, in the opinion o: 
your committee, unfit for the responsible and delicate position of Doorkeeper. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the statute-law on this subject? If any 
known law has been violated by the Doorkeeper I challenge the gen- 
tlemen representing the majority of the committee to produce the 
statute and show that it has been violated either in letter or in spirit. 
I find in sections 32, 33, and 34 of the Revised Statutes an embodi- 
ment of the act approved February 21, 1867, being chapter 56 of the 
laws of that year. I will read from the Revised Statutes: 

Sec. 32. In case of a poy an 6 the office of Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, or of the absence or inability of the Clerk to discharge the duties imposed 
on him by law or custom relative to the ration of the roll of Representatives 
or the 5 of the House, those duties shall devolve on the Sergeant-at 
Arms of the next preceding House of Representatives. 

Src. 33. In case of vacancies in the offices of both the Clerk and the 1 er il 
at-Arms, or of the absence or inability of both to act, the duties of the Clerk rela- 
tive to the 3 of the roll of House of Representatives or the organiza- 


tion of the House shall be performed by the Doorkeeper of the next preceding 
House of Representati 


To the extent therein stated we find in the statute law an express 
Sh oar of custom as regulating the action of the different officers. 
of this House. 

Then again we find in section 73 of the Revised Statutes the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 73. The Doorkeepers of the Senate and House of Representatives shall per- 
form the usual services pertaining to their respective offices during the session of 
Congress, and shall in the recess, under the direction of the Secretary of the Senate 
and Clerk of the House of Representatives, take care of the apartments occupied 
by the respective Houses, and provide fuel and other accom tions for their sub- 
sequent session. 

Now that is statute law upon the subject. There is another statute 
more singular in its phraseology which is embodied in section 53 of 
the Revised Statutes, und that begins in the words, “The following 

rsons are employed in the service of the House of Representatives.” 
t is taken merely from the appropriation bill of the preceding year, 
the act of March 3, 1873, chapter It then goes on to give the list 


ves. 
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of the officers in the employment of the House of Representatives and 
the appropriation for theirsalaries. It merely states“ The followin 
parao are employed in the service of the House of Representatives. 
hat is remarkable phraseology, Mr. Speaker, to be used in so solemn 
an embodiment of the statute-law of this land. You do not find the 
language there, “the following persons shall be employed,” but “The 
following persons are employed in the service of the House of Repre- 
sentatives.” Itis only a digest of the language used in the appro- 
. bill passed probably the year before; and it seems merely to 

e used in the way of recital, and not in the ordinary form of perma- 
nent enactment. And in the statute which enacts the Revised Stat- 
utes you will find that discrimination is made as to the effect of 
appropriation bills, that their retrospective operation is limited, and 
I think it is but fair reasoning that their future effect would also be 
considered as limited and controlled to some extent, at all events, 
because sppripeiadion bills are intended to be but temporary in their 
nature and provide only for a pins year. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to refer to the parliamentary law, to see 
what the rules of the House have to say on this subject. I find on 
pages 218 and 219, under the heading of “ Doorkeeper,” what the rules 
provide in reference to the duties of that officer. First: 

10. There shall be elected at the commencement of each Congress, to continue in 
office until their successors are 9 a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, 
and Postmaster, each of whom shall take an oath for the true and faithful 
of the duties of his office, to the best of his knowledge and abilities, and to keep the 
secrets of the House; and the beg. Aeon of the Doorkeeper and Postmaster shall 
be subject to the a val of the Speaker; and, in all cases of election by the House 
of its officers the vote shall be taken viva roce.—March 16, 1860. 

That is Rule 10, to be found on page 103 of the rules of the House. 

He is also required by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes to take 
an additional oath, &c. 


Then comes the following: 
27. The Doork shall execute strictly the one hundred and thirty-fourth and 
one hundred and thirty-fifth rules, relative to the privilege of the —March 


1838. And he shall be required at the commencement close of each session o 

Congress to take an inventory of all the furniture, books, and other public prop- 
erty in the several committee and other rooms under his and shall e 
mmittee on Ac- 


min 
day, to see that the floor is cleared of 
uring the sessions of the House.— 


The Doork shall perform the usual services 
8 and shall, in the 
take care of the apartments occupied by the 
acco! thi bsequent session. N. 
When a message shall be sent from the Senate to the House of Representatives, 
it shall be announced at the door of the House by the Doorkeeper.—Joint Rule 2, 


page 143. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I find that the compiler of this book, Mr. Smith, 
who of course had no authority to change the law, and whose whole 
duty was confined merely to embodying what were the statutes and 
the usages and customs on the subject—I find that he has inserted 
in brackets what I doubt not has been the law and usage of the House 
in respect to the position of Doorkeeper. He says: 

The Doork r (with the aid of his appoin 
as Welding wum ph “ document-room, sr pote scan (bear ers, peo pooh 
ers) disc! various duties which are not enumerated in the rules, namely: he 
announces at the door of the House all m es from the President, &c.; keeps 
the doors of the H. folds and distributes extra documents, furnishes members 
with printed copies of reports, and other documents; conveys messages from 
members, keeps the Hall, galleries, and committee-rooms in order, &., &c.] 

Wade are brackets within brackets and parenthesis within paren- 
thesis. 

And you will find three et ceteras in this enumeration of the duties 
8 upon the Doorkeeper by and for which there is no ex- 

ress statute law. If there were but one of them it would give my 
rd Coke, if he were here to-day, an opportunity to discourse most 
learnedly and profitably, I have no doubt, as to its meaning, but not- 
withstanding there are three of them I will only say that I consider 
them full of significance and as showing a vast field of unlimited 
power confided by usage and custom to the Doorkeeper of this House. 

What is most striking on the examination of this law is that you 
do not find in any statute, in any rule, or in any embodiment of the 
custom as contained in this written compilation one single word which 
clothes the Doorkeeper with power to appoint a single officer. 

That power is not expressly given to him; and he has no power at 
all upon that subject except what he has derived from usage under 
the supervision of this House. He has no appointing power what- 
ever. It is Ag, sors indirectly when it is provided that the ap- 
pointees of the rkeeper— 

Shall be subject to the approval of the Speaker. 

And then it is provided that— A 

[The Doorkeeper (with the aid of his appointees, namely, the superintendent of 
= } folding-room” and “ document-room,” messengers, pages, folders, and labor- 
ers) |— 

This being in double parenthesis— 
discharges various duties which are not enumerated in the rules. 

It is thus recognized that it had been the custom for him to appoint 
these men by usage, but not by the authority of any express statute 
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or written law of any nature or description whatever. That is the 
condition now in which we find the law. Shall we assume that we are 
wiser than our predecessors? I, for my part, have not the vanity or 
audacity to do it. 

And I believe, while I would most willingly—and I hope we may 
do so—define the duties of the Doorkeeper and of all the officers of 
this House as far as it is ible to define them, that it is wise to 
leave to them a discretion in regard to certain matters and hold them 

msible for the corrupt or dishonest exercise of it. 

ow, sir, if we will look into this subject we will find that many 
of our most important officers, the civil officers in the States, have 
not their duties ressly defined; it is impossible to doit. How is 
it with your sheriffs, your coroners, and all that class of officers ? 
Why, sir, how is it in the Departments here? Is there any law say- 
ing what each clerk shail do, what each FEA shall do, at what 
desk he shall sit, how much he shall write, and all that sort of thing? 
Not at all. He is under the control of his superior and he may 
transferred from one desk to another, may be assigned to other duties; 
or may be made to exchange with one of his fellow-clerks, just as 
the exigences of the pabis service may require. 

But there is this danger, and I presume it was foreseen, that on 
account of the exigencies which may arise in legislation, the contin- 
gencies which may happen, it would be hampering ourselves and 
stopping the pro; of our important pro if we regu- 
lated our officers by a Procrustean system to which they must adhere 
at all times and from which they could not depart. I would like to 
define their duties as far as it is possible to do so. I would like to 
give the express power that is required for the proper regulation of 
our proceedings here, and I would go as far as any one in regulating 
these matters in a definite way and as far as it is possible and expe- 
dient to do so. But it would be most unfortunate if in the effort to 
bring about this certainty we should find ourselves tied up in the 
hard knots of red tape or lost in the endless labyrinths of cireumlocu- 
tion at a time when important measures were pending before us which 
demanded our prompt action and which our constituents were anxious 
to see consummated. And if we go too far in this direction there will be 
many occasions when the time of this House, so important to our con- 
stituents, will be occupied in vapid discussions as to whether a little 
orphan boy, with a widowed mother and little brothers and sisters 
dependent on the pittance he receives and a thousand miles from 
home, shall be paid $10 or $20 during a short recess of this House or 
not, or perhaps in grave and profound disputations on a question bet- 
ter suited toa college of medieval schoolmen than to a body like this, 
intrusted with the legislation of a mighty and intelligent people, 
whether it be contrary to any law, human or divine, for a messenger 
or a laborer to employ a substitute or proxy to kindle a fire or wash 
a spittoon. i 

ur constituents will not tolerate this. They expect from us bet- 
ter things. They expect of us that we shall go on with the impor- 
tant business that is assigned to us, and that we shall attend to it, 
and that, so long as our officers act honestly, so long as they act with 
good intentions and under the eye and supervision of this House and 
its committees faithfully, we are not to take up the time that should 
be devoted to great public interests in the discussion of such petty 
and insignificant questions as would be constantly recurring if we 

uired special legislation in reference to such trivial matters, 

. Speaker, I had propona to refer briefly to some of the testi- 
mony in this case, but I fear that my time is so far advanced that I 
shall not have the opportunity to do it or to apply — 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, obtained the floor, and yielded twenty minutes 
to Mr. FRYE. 

Mr. FRYE. Some considerable time ago I had occasion to call the 
attention of this House to what was known as the soldiers’ roll. Now 
I think every man on this floor knows what the soldiers’ roll was. It 
was a roll of fourteen men receiving the highest pay for that class of 
service received by any men in the employment of this House, to wit, 
$1,200 a year. They were to be “crippled and disabled Union sol- 
diers.” d during five or six Con you could see them at every 
door around that gallery, men without arms, men with one leg, men 
entirely crippled and disabled, whom “the wayfaring man though a 
fool” looking upon would recognize at once as “crippled and disabled 
soldiers.” And, sir, I take it that no man can hesitate one moment 
in determining whether or not a man is a crippled and disabled sol- 
dier, whether or not he is entitled to go upon roll. We here knew 
them, honored them, and tried to repay them for their great services 
and compensate them in part for their sacrifices. 

Well, sir, Isaw one after another of these soldiers disappearing. 
I saw able-bodied men taking their places. I saw the record of the 
a ropriation bills enging and dropping “crippled,” dropping dis- 
able d,” dropping “crippled and disabled Union soldiers.” And I 
called upon the House to know what it meant, whether it was the 
purpose of the Committee on An ropriations to doaway with the law 
creating the crippled and disabled soldiers’ roll. And I demanded 
of them, if that was their purpose, to announce it like men, do away 
with the crippled soldiers’ roll, save their $2,800 extra pay, and put 
in their places able-bodied men. I distinct] 
it was not a question of politics with me; that I was perfectly will- 
ing, ay, more, that I expected, the democratic party, having power 
in the House, to remove the crippled and disabled soldiers of the 


stated at the time that 
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republican faith and put in their places crippled and disabled soldiers 
of the democratic faith. Ay, more, I went further. I said I do not 
personally object to > yon displacing these soldiers and even putting 
on that roll “crippled and disabled” confederates. 

Now, sir, Mr. Polk, in his testimony, says that in this matter of 
crippled and disabled soldiers he thinks there may be a great deal 
of sentiment. But, sir, I do not look upon it as sentiment. These 
men are as able to perform the duties assigned to them as able-bodied 
men are. They have suffered where able-bodied men have not; and 
I say, unless the law is repealed, it is a high, conscientious, overpow- 
ering duty upon the democrats of the House, as it was upon the repub- 


licans to put upon the roll men who have been soldiers, men who have 
been crippled and disabled in the service of the country. 

When I called the attention of the House to this, twenty men rose 
on the democratic side at once to their feet and dec with em- 


phasis, “ We will keep up the crippled and disabled soldiers’ roll; we 
will turn out your republicans, but we will put crippled and disabled 
democratic soldiers in their places.” 

Sir, I made no objection to that. Thank God, there was loyalty 
enough in the democratic party at the North to send thousands, ay, 
tens and twenties of thousands of democrats into the service of the 
country, and they fought and were disabled. I honor them totay 
as much as I honor (if not more) the soldiers of the republican fait. 
who went into the Army, and no word either here on this floor, no 
word of mine on the stump or elsewhere, shall ever be uttered 
against the loyal democrat who forgot his party and remembered his 

atriotism; who in spite of his party and against the policy of its 
e ee buckled on the armor and went forth to battle for his coun- 


ow, sir, did the democratic side of the House carry out that prop- 
esition made on the floor on that occasion? Did they put in crippled 
and disabled democratic soldiers? I call the attention of the House 
to the testimony of Mr. Polk on page 99. I commence with New 
England, because there were democratic soldiers crippled and disabled 
from New England. 

Go through her valleys, over her mountains, through her hamlets, 
her villages, her cities, you can find, I know, crippled and disabled 
democratic soldiers—ay, thousands of them. Were they found? 

Mr. Polk says: 

Tho New En d del on has always acted as a unit, (leaving out Massa - 
chusetts,) and among themselves to adistribution of the appointments 
apportioned to them as one delegation; thatis, the members from New 8 
and Connecticut so agreed. I am speaking, of course, of the democratic del 
tion from those States. In readjusting my roll I put down Mr. Holt to go on the 


Holt having the place; I can't give but so man pares to New 3 and only 
one on the soldiers’ roll, and they insist upon aving that best p! 
Now turn to page 61. Mr. Holt was on the witness stand: 
estion. You have been a soldier! 


wer. Zane 
Q those you been in the service! 


years. 
As an enlisted soldier from Massachusetts ? 


. Yes, sir. 

What did that mean? What did Holt mean when he Dt teen in that 
way? He meant that he had been a soldier in the Army of the United 
States, fighting for his country for three years, from 8 
or he meant nothing. 

Now turn to page 65. He Was again on the stand: 

By Mr. Cox: 
Question. Seeing that the matter has been referred to, I will ask to state 


what was your service in the Union Army during the war of the rebellion ? 
Answer. I did not do any. I belonged to an independent company in Boston. 


Now Holt to-day is in the employ of the democratic party of this 
House, notwithstanding that he committed—in spirit, at any rate 

jury, and every man on that committee and every man in this 
Fose knows that in spirit he committed perjury. When he was put 
upon that roll he either deceived the members from Connecticut and 

ew Hampshire or else he deceived Mr. Polk, and thus got himself 
put on the soldiers’ roll. Isit worthy of the democratic pariy to keep 
that man from that time to this in the employ of the House? Isit 
New England democracy to do so? 

Oh, you New England statesmen, could you not, hunting all over 
the democratic ranks of soldiers in all New England, find a single 
orippled and disabled democratic soldier, and were you compelled to 
take this man Holt who served three 215 in an independent com- 

y in Boston? 2 What become of your promises? 
Were the of sand? 

Mr. F. Y. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

5 FRYE. I have but a short time, and I will not yield to any- 
y- 

I want to say further that Mr. Polk informed the statesmen from 
New England that Mr. Holt must. go off the roll, and they held a 
meeting. They were terribly exercised. They consulted as to what 
should be done upon this quota to which New England was entitled. 
What was the quota? One laborer, one fireman, one soldier! Glo- 
rious old New England, stick for your quota! To be sure, you have 
not a single chairmanship, but you have a “quota.” Meet together 
and eonsult about your “quota.” To be sure, each of you represents 
one hundred and fifty thousand people. To besure, you, each of you, 
represents millions of capital. To be sure, you are interested more 


than any other part of the country in 
be sure, the tariff is a matter of life or death to the industries of your 


t financial questions. To 


districts. But, for God’s sake, gentlemen, for; 
tariff, and stick to your “quota 
What does Polk say further ? 


I did make outa roll with a few names, putting Prescott’s name on the 
soldiers’ roll, from the Ist to the 10th of Jam , and certified it. I went imme- 
diately, that same day, to Judge Puetrs and Mr. LANDERS, two members from 
Connecticut, and said to them, “I can't put Holt on the soldiers“ roll; there must 
be some other arrangement made; you must find me a soldier to goon there.” 
They were a good deal 1 and annoyed abont it, and they said. Wait, let 
us see; let us fix something.” The same day I notified Mr. Prescott that Mr. Holt 
could not go on the soldiers’ roll, but inasmuch as Holt was there on the floor and 
more suited to the place than Prescott, I thought some arrangement would be made 
soon by which they both, perhaps, could ise on the rolls. In the mean time I had 
stated in writing to Judge PHELPS and Mr. LANDERS, The best I can do for you 
is to give you one man on the soldiers’ roll. I will appoint Prescott on the soldiers’ 
roll for you, and will appoint Holt on the firemen’s roll, and McDonnell on the 
laborers’ roll;“ and knowing that they had before led the salaries of Prescott 
and McDonnell, I said, “ Now, that is the best I can do for you and you can do just 
as you please with it.” They got together and they came and informed me that 
they would make these men l their salaries so as to give an equal division to 
each, and they asked me if I would consent to it. This arrangement was to go 
into effect on the 1st of February. I said that I could make no change then; that 
Mr. Prescott must remain on the soldiers’ roll, but if he chose to let Holt do the 
duty I had no objection to that; that Holt was better qualified to do the duty on 
the floor, and that I had no objection to that arrangement, but that Prescott must 
remain on the roll and draw the money; that it was a question altogether among 
themselves, with which I had nothing todo. I went k several times to Mr. 
LANDERS and Judge PHELPS and said to them, Gentlemen, I want it distinctly 
understood that I have nothing at all to do with this arrangement; I just consent 
to appoint these men, and what they do with their salaries is none of my business. 


And they stuck to their quota of three, like food, faithful demo- 
cratic Representatives. And what did they do? They concluded to 
take Polk’s offer, that as Prescott, who was a fireman, had served in 
the Army, he should come over here and be put on the soldiers’ roll; 
and that Holt, who had been a soldier in an independent milit 
company in Boston, should perform the duties of Prescott on the sol- 
diers’ roll. tt must still act as fireman, but he might use Holt 
as his substitute. 

Ah, but that will not do; Prescott will then draw $1,200 salary. 
And here comes in the New England economy. What shall be done 
about it? Oh, we will fix that all up. The salary of Prescott on the 
soldiers’ roll is $1 ; the fireman’s pay is $900; the laborer’s pay is 
$750; we will add all three of the salaries together, and then we will 
divide the total by three and that will give $940 each. And in that 
way the whole quota of all New England will be perfectly adjusted. 
(Laughter. (It is just to say that Mr. PHELPS, of Connecticut, in a 
speech Monday evening, denies the statement of Mr. Polk as to his 
part in the play) 

They notified the Doorkeeper, Mr. Polk, and Mr. Polk said: Amen 
gentlemen ; it is as you say, and not as I say. And the New England 
statesmen were fully and completely justified. They had got their 
soldier on the soldiers’ roll. 

Oh, gno- logged democrats, marching up to the polls to vote for my 
friend from Connecticut, [Mr. LANDERS.} Oh, one-armed democratic 
soldiers, fighting all day long in the beautiful old city of Portsmouth 
for my friend from New Hampshire, [Mr. JoNxs.] The next time 
qe hobble along up to the polls, ask the Congressmen you vote for 

ow their rabbit hunt for a oe soldier ended thuslamely. [Great 
laughter.] So much for New England. 

hat comes next? I will not take delegation by delegation now; 

I shall not have time. There was a vacancy on the soldiers’ roll, an 
a gallant horse-marine 3 forward for the place, [laughter ;] 
William S. Dulin. Crippl No. Disabled? No. Democrat? Yes, 
every time. [Great laughter.] You served, I suppose, in the Union 
Army? No, sir; inthe Navy. You look quite young; when did you 
enlist inthe Navy? In 1869, as apothecary’s clerk. fienewed laugh- 
ter. 

Oh, you democrats, who are bound to fill up this soldiers’ roll with 
crippled and disabled soldiers, where did you find Dulin, who was 
almost a babe at his mothers breast when the war broke out? 
Could not you find one wounded democratic soldier? Were you 
reduced to this maritime druggist ? 

William M. Patton. Capek 7 No. Disabled? No. Democrat? 
Yes. Confederate? Yes. , then, you democrats cannot find a cri 
pled and disabled Union democratic soldier, ond you resorted to the 
confederacy. Well, gentlemen, if you cannot succeed any better than 
you did in your grand hunt through old New England for crippled 
and disabled democratic soldiers, thank God, you turned your eyes 
to the confederacy, where you can find thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of poor, broken, 5 8 soldiers of the confederacy. I 
blame you not for going face-about, after such luck as that. 

James G. Knight was a soldier; in 1861 ‘sprained his ankle” while 
drilling. Served until 1864 after he had sprained his ankle! A crip- 
9 5 and disabled nemom ao ae x paki cutee 

J. ; never a soldier, always a democrat; put on the eri 
ee roll ia nE PR 

Jacob Fouke. Oh, what a terrible necessity there was upon my 
democratic friends who were so valiant for the soldiers of the Union. 
Jacob Fouke was in the war of 1812. [Laughter.] They could not 
find a crippled and disabled soldier of the late war against the Union, 
but were actually driven to the extreme necessity of going away back 
to the war of 1812, and bringing here a venerable old gentleman 


t finance, forget the 
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eighty, ninety, or u hundred years of to help fill up the crippled 
auld digabled soldiers’ roll! 4 75 Ep 
Mr. BUTLER, He may have served in the Mexican war. 
Mr. FRYE. Òh, no; he was notin the Mexican war; too old for 


that. They got one Mexican soldier. They went over the rolls of 
every war this country ever had to get disabled soldiers; they took 
the revolutionary roll, but could not find a man who was able to travel 
to Washington; they got the roll of 1812 and examined that, and they 
hit a man who was in that war; they took the roll of the Mexican 
war and hit a man in that roll; and yet they were not happy; and yet 
the roll was not full; and yet the hunt continued. 

Herman J. Scheellies: you will find his testimony on page 179. 
Were you in an wy crippled or disabled ? No, not by wounds received; 
I had a fever, p aughter, ] and was discharged. Since the war have you 
been in tolerably good health? Well, I have suffered ever since, par- 
ticularly from—the asthma. [Laughter.] What business have you fol- 
lowed? I have been in the General Land Office. The doctor in Wis- 
consin told me I ought to go to a warmer climate—to cure the asthma, 
I suppose: In what capacity were you in the Land Office? First-class 
clerk. I went there in 1866 and was discharged in 1867. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. Does the 
gentleman from Ohio grant additional time to the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. FRYE?] 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. How much? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will not limit the gentleman. 

Mr. FRYE, I thank the gentleman from Ohio, and dislike to tres- 

ass — his time, but desire very much to complete this roll of 

‘crippled and disabled Union democratic soldiers.“ Now I go on to 
Michael G. Flannegan, [laughter, ] “on the soldiers’ roll.” 

ee Were you a soldier in the United States Army during the war of the 
re on 

Answer. Yes, sir; I was sworn in for ninety days, in P. 1 armed and 
equipped, in the Thirty-ninth Pennsylvania Bans haiitis Company’ G, Captain 
Samuel Harrison. We were sworn in for ninety days’ service when came into 
Pennsylvania. I was out also previous to that, in 1862, but they decided that the 
troops would not go out of the State; but I am sure we were sworn in and mus- 

and I have got a copy of the muster. roll. 
Q 3 did not go out of the State in 1862 


Q Where were you d the ninety days? 
. Around Chambersburgh and down by Greencastle; some went out of the 
State and some did not. 


Your command, then, did not meet the enemy ? 
No, sir. 


By Mr. MORGAN: 
You were not disabled, of course 
No, sir; I was not wounded, but I have had a disease for some years. 
. 
Now, sir, I have no doubt there are one hundred thousand demo- 
erats who have been di for a many years. [Renewed 


laughter.] Who can blame Polk for overrunning in his appoint- 
ments if every diseased democrat is to go on the soldiers’ roll? Why, 
I always thought disease with that was chronic. 

I next come to the case of John R. Bennett—a soldier of the Mexi- 


can war, who received a flesh-wound in that war—a good soldier, I 
have no doubt, but having no more right on the soldiers’ roll than I 
have; neither crippled nor disabled nor pretending to be. 

Another man on the soldiers’ roll was T. Moore—never in the 
a at all; only a democrat! Another man on this roll is James 
P. Alcock—a first-class soldier, undoubtedly, but not disabled, never 
asking for a pension, Rogers also was on the roll. He never was 
disabled, never tig, see was not in the Army at all, but was a demo- 
erat. ember, I am taking this from the sworn testimony before 
the committee. f have not time to read the evidence. 

Another man on this roll was C. R. Faulkner, an old man with 
nothing to show that he was crippled or a soldier, and nobody knew 
that he was crippled. Swint was put on in place of Holman’s one- 

ged soldier who had been here for years. There was nothing in 
the evidence to show that Swint was ever a a But I must stop 
this, for I must not ass upon the time and courtesy of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] longer. 

Now, even with men like these on the soldiers’ roll, that roll got “hard 
up.” Mr. Polk says in his testimony that he appointed Fitzhugh. On 
looking at Fitzhugh every member of the committee knew that he 
was not born when the war broke out; he could not have been a 
soldier. How he ever got on the soldiers’ roll I do not know, unless 
on the same principle that we pension children of dead soldiers, Fitz- 
hugh’s father, the old Doorkeeper, that biger man than old Grant,” 
was a dead democrat; there is no doubt about that. [Laughter.] It 
may be that he was put on the soldiers’ roll because his father was a 
deceased democrat. But Polk does not say so. What does he say? 
He says “I yielded to the democrats of the House—the various dele- 
gations—this soldiers’ roll to keep it full;” and he says “there was 
almost always a vacancy on it.” Only think of that. Only fourteen 
positions on this roll and the whole United States to draw from ; yet 
you gentlemen who promised to treat us fairly could not keep the 
soldiers’ roll full to save your lives! You went to the revolutionary 
war, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, the confederate army, the 
Union Army, the street, the field. You picked up anybody you 
pleased. You went to the volunteer companies; you went to the in- 


dependent companies. You visited the muster-field, you searched 
high and low, broad and deep; yet Polk says that you could not keep 
your soldiers’ roll full, and because you could not keep it full he put 
on . 

Oh, spirit of the immortal Falstaff! 
and at tap of drum and squeak of fife this glorious battalion o 
democratic ERA st and disabled soldiers. [Laughter.] See them 
fall into line! Here comes the venerable gentleman of the war of 
1812. Then the Mexican war contributes its share; then the Navy 
sends in its boy; then the son of the dead Fitzhugh comes into view; 
then comes the Irish brigade with Michael J. Flannegan, “diseased for 
many years ;” then the man that sprained his ankle when drilling in 
1861; and then that asthmatic fellow. [Langhter. ] So they march 
up to drill, one after another; and the spirit of Falstaff, disgusted with 
the display, takes heavenward its flight, [laughter and applause, ] 
shouting back as it goes: 

If I be not ashamed of my soldiers, 1am a soused gurnet. I have misused the 


give us one hour of thy tim 


tlemen, &c., and 
not — — Ooveniey with theme that’s flat. 
[Great N on the floor and in the galleries.] 
Mr. COX, of Ohio, obtained the floor and said: I yield for a mo- 
ment to the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ] 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce a bill (H. R. No. +s) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that double the usual number of copies of 
this bill be printed. 

et SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it will be so 
ordered. 
DOORKEEPER OF THE HOUSE. 


The House resumed the consideration of the resolutions reported 
from the Committee on Civil Service Reform relative to the Door- 
keeper of the House. 

. COX, of Ohio. Mr. S er, I ask the attention of the House 
to a statement, as brief and compact as under the circumstances I 
shall be able to make, of the grounds upon which the majority of the 
committee have reported that they find the Doorkeeper guilty of the 
ch which have been made against him, (except one,) and that 
they think the office should be vacated. They thus report because 
they believe that the law of the land has been so plainly, so grossly, 
so persistently violated that unless we are prepared to say there shall 
be no responsibility upon the part of an officer in such a position we are 
absolutely obliged to enforce a penalty adequate to the offense, and 
such a penalty cannot be less than removal from office. 

I propose to show by a very brief reference to the facts proven in 
the testimony before the House that this is not a matter which can 
be condoned on the ground that it was done under pressure; that it 
is not a matter with which the ordinary pressure for appointments 
has anything at all to do; that the offense of the Doorkeeper is one 
of which the blame must rest distinctly upon him, the responsibility 
being with himself alone; for though there may have been pressure 
to induce him to make appointments, he cannot shift the burden of 
making appointments contrary to law and conducting his office in 
violation of law upon others. Official responsibility would cease if 
this could be done. 

Now, sir, it is by both majority and minority of the com- 
mittee that the Doorkeeper, without 5 of law, and I think 
in plain violation of law, appointed in the early part of the session 
some sixty-three persons more than he was authorized to appoint. 
But that, Mr. Speaker, is only a small part of the offense. If the 
persons who were put upon the roll in violation of law had been 
sany told that they were there without real authority, that they 
might take their chance of the House hereafter paying them by its 
own volition and upon resolution, and a roll had n made of those 
who had been employed and became the servants of the House under 
some form of employment binding both the Government and them. 
the case would have been different, although I still think it would 
have then been one the House could not overlook. But it is neces- 

that gentlemen shall understand, if they attempt to be respon- 
sible for his acts and to condone that which the Doorkeeper has done, 
they must meet a state of facts wholly different from this. 

These sixty-three persons who were appointed were in no way dis- 
tinguished from the ordinary and regular appointees of the House. 
There was no roll made of regular employés and another of irregular 
employés. A man who was pee upon that roll did not know whether 
he was to be paid or not. He was told that he was employed; he 
was sworn into office. In every case an oath was administered pre- 
cisely the same in all cases. There was no discrimination made except 
in afew instances. In those instances the discrimination which was 
made was in favor of some who thought more formality had been 
used in their case; but it was only made to disappoint them more 
completely. This must be remembered. You had then double the 
number the law allowed of ordi Lagat en in the classes referred 
to about this House, no one of whom the slightest means of 
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knowing or proving whether he had a contract of employment with 
the United States. They all believed they had. They were all in the 
same relation to the Government. An officer authorized to employ 
them told them they were pores put them, as he said, upon the 
roll, swore them into offiee, and they went on holding the office. Some 
of them at the end of one month and some at the end of two months 
were told there was no provision for their payment ; not because they 
were in any way discriminated against by law, but because the same 
Doorkeeper, acting in violation of law, at the end of one or two 
months chose to bars Ae some, “ You have no regular employment,” and 
to others, “ You be paid.“ It was a mere matter o capricious 
determination on his part, without system or check. 

That was then the fact. Mark you, he gave to none the evidence 
of their agreement with the Government to serve it. He left them 
in that situation purposely, in order that he might have the whole 
roll under his own control. Their utter helplessness was his stren, 
as we shall see, I insist upon it that these peuple, sae hundred an 
twenty or more of them, had rights against the Government. The 
law provides that men shall be properly employed. It fixes their 
camber. It provides that he who makes a false roll shall be regarded 
as guilty of embezzlement and punished by imprisonment in the peni- 
tenti Let us see what Congress in its wisdom has seen fit to enact 
upon this subject. We have in section 5438 of the Revised Statutes 
the provision that— 

Every person who makes or causes to be made, or presents or causes to be pre- 
sented, for payment or approval, to or by nay peron or officer in the civil, military, 
or naval service of the United States, any el upon or yj mowed the Government 
of the United States, or any De; officer thereof, such claim to 
be fictitious, or fraudulent, or who, for the purpose of obtaining or aiding to 
obtain the payment or approval of such claim, es, uses, or causes to be or 
used, any false bill, receipt, voucher, roll, account, claim, &e.— 

Shall be held to be guilty of a fraud upon the Government, and— 
shall be imprisoned at hard labor for not less than one nor more than five years and 
fined not less than one thousand or more than five thousand dollars. 

We have another provision in section 5483 : 


Every officer charged with th ment of f th ropriations made b. 
any act of Congress: vro og to a clerk, yelp frs 37 of the United States, 
a sum less than that provided by law, and p such 2 to receipt or give 
a voucher for an amount greater than that paid to and received „ is 
guilty of embezzlement, and shall be fined in d the amount so withheld from 
any employé of the Government and shall be imprisoned at hard labor 
term of two years. 

You have still another provision, section 5488, that every aburing 
officer of the United States who transfers or applies any portion o 
the public money intrusted to him for any purpose not prescribed by 
law shall be deemed guilty of an embezzlement and shall be— 

Punished by imprisonment with hard labor for a term not less than one 
more than ten 8 fine of not more than the amount em 
than $1,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

You have still further, in section 5501, the provision that— 


officer of the United States, and feed person acting for or on behalf of 
the United States, in any official capacity er or by virtue of the authority of 
— t or office of the Government thereof; and every officer or person 
g for or on behalf of either House of Congress, or of any committee of either 
House, or of Houses thereof, who asks, accepts, or receives any money, or 
any contract, p undertaking, obligation, gratuity, or security for the pay- 
ment of money, or for the delivery or conveyance of anything of value, with intent 
to have his decision or action on any question, matter, cause, or proceeding which 
eee terest bebe 
otic: r , 2 
ished as prescribed in the preceding poder ap x a 
Which also is by fine and imprisonment. You have made these 
rovisions of law for the purpose of protecting the employés of the 
cite ga and for the protection of the Treasury. Every person 
who has intelligently read the pepo | before us will find that ex- 
cept by the merest technicality it would be impossible for the Door- 
keeper of this House to 8 penalties provided B your statutes 
if he were before a jury of the country. And why? In this matter 
of these employés was he not bound to put upon the roll of the House 
the men who were employed in accordance with law? The statute 
provided the number of messengers who were to keep the doors and 
wait upon committees, the number of laborers to serve under the jan- 
itor, the number of pages to do duty upon the floor. Mr, Polk made 
no such roll. He admits that he has employed a greater number than 
he had legal authority for, and he admits in his testimony that he has 
made no discrimination. Some of these employés had valid contracts 
with the United States. Who were they? How shall you find them? 
Where is the contract, or the valid entry of their appointment or list 
of their names? You look for it in vain. There is none. 

He did not give you his lawful roll or make any record of the legal 
appointments. He has mixed the names on his liste and kept them 
mixed so that no man of them all till this time knew and no man at 
this time knows whether he is one of those who has a valid contract 
with the Government for his services, and for the lawfully estab- 
lished compensation. i 

Look a moment at one of the particular cases. We have the case 
of a poor colored man named Lyle who had been employed under the 
Doorkeeper of the preceding Congress, upon the understanding and 
with the assurance of the officers of the House that he was em Sayed 
as a regular laborer at $60 por month. The testimony shows that he 
had N served as a laborer all the summer sweeping and scrub- 
bing the hall and the corridors, doing all the menial work that he 
was called upon to do. Then at the beginning of the session the jani- 


for the 


nor 
or less 


tor, who was in that respect the agent of the Doorkee showed 
him his name on a list and told him those whose names woes on that 
list were the regular employés of the House. Under those circum- 
stances he served on till the 2lst of December, and then was told 
there was no provision for his payment. That was his first discovery 
of the fact. e was further informed that as a mere gratuity from 
the House he ht be paid $1 a day for the time he had actually 
served prior to the cn ve session of Congress, and he was obliged to 
take that, not as payment of his contract with the United States 
Government, which had been made by its officers and solemnly 
repeated when he was sworn as their servant; but as a tuity from 
this House, out of its contingent fund, under a resolution which we 
passed at the close of the called session, in order to give some money, 
as we were told, to those serving here without any regular orauthori- 
tative Arg gi faa no other means having been provided for their 
paymen 
otice, if you pleno; that this man was not a hanger-on ; he was 

a man who had n at work in a regular manner, and whom the 

resent Doorkeeper found at work; who had been informed by the 
anitor that he was 8 on the roll. Now where is the con- 
tract? Does it become this House to allow him to bo treated as ono 
having no lawful claim? But this was only one of the many in- 
stances proven in the evidence before the committee—and the more 
it was examined the worse the facts became—one of the nt in- 
stances in which the Doorkeeper having employed a man lawfully, 
and that man haying faithfully done the work for which ho was 
employed, he has failed to get payment of the amount due for his 
services. I do not care where the money has gone. I do not care 
what plea of poverty or of eee is set up by gentlemen as an 
excuse for unlawful employment of men who have got this man’s 
money. The money which the United States had appropriated for 
that laborer to do its work was not for pay to men who idled about 
here and did no work. Whether such were on the regular roll or not, 
I care not. To put them there and leave this poor laborer off, was onl 
to add insult toinjury. His title to his pay was sacred, and we sh: 
not be held blameless if we do not boil the officer who has applied 
this man’s money to other purposes. 

Here was a contract made by an authorized officer who could bind 
the Government, and who did bind the Government to the extent of 
his power; and instead of putting that poor man’s name upon the roll, 
who had earned the money, he keptit off the roll and paid the money 
to somebody else. Under the statutes I have ref to, you would 
find it very difficult to defend any officer from conviction under an 
indictment for that offense and from a verdict which would send him 
to the ee It will not do to talk of these things as trifling. 
We had before us several other cases of a similar kind, testified to b 
witnesses of respectable appearance and apparent truth. John F. 
Edwards, a most respectable man so far as appearance goes, was in 
October regularly appointed on the annual roll at the rate of $1,000 per 
Spe and SODDA. e was secure in his place. Toward the last of 

ovember he was told that he was not on the roll, but to keep on at 
work and it would all be right. He did keep on under the personal 
direction of the Doorkeeper, who gave him a written promise of per- 
manent employment, which was presented before the committee and 
was evidence of the fact that the Doorkeeper had given this man not. 
only a verbal but a written engagement of permanent employment 
by the Government at the salary stated. But without any pretense 
of fault on his part, at the mere whim of his superior, or upon the 
pressure ” which is to excuse everything, he was summarily dis- 


missed, 

His pay at the rate of $1,000 a year was $83.33 per month, but at 
the time he was discharged he was paid at the rate of $62.25. Twenty 
dollars a month of his pay was kept back and used for some other 
purpose ; we are told it was to pay others who were i arly em- 
ployed; but whether or not that be true, (for it requires all our char- 
ity to believe it, as there is no conclusive evidence) the statute was 
violated and the money which was pe at seco for his pay and which 
ought to have gone to this employé of the Government was used 
elsewhere. 

We have then the case of a Mr. Alcorn, another apparently respect- 
able man, who worked steadily from the 9 of the called ses- 
sion until the 24th day of December. He was paid up to the 15th of 
that month only, but received no official notice of discharge until 
the 15th of February. His member of Congress told him that Mr. 
Polk had promised to put him permanently on duty. Mr. Polk put 
him on duty, as he says, on the assumption that Congress would pass 
a special resolution to pay him. Now mark yon, in these cases the 
men were not irregularly employed. There were not more than two 
or three men who were told that they must look out for their own 

ay. There was an instance of that kind in which the witness testi- 
ed that he had been working, but that he knew all the time that he 
might get something or get nothing. He ae a that the general 
benevolence of the House would pay him for doing nothing, for sit- 
ting at the door of a committee-room where no one wanted him. 
ut the cases which I have cited are not such cases; they are cases 
of regular employment. What I want the House to understand is that 
in the case of. the whole of these sixty-three their employment was 
as regular as that of a member of the House; they were sworn into 
office; they were told that they were employed by those who were 
anthorized to act for the Government, and we cannot get around that 
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fact by declaring that these are irregularities. The roll in the Door- 
keeper’s department was made twice as large as it should be in the 
usual form under the law, and in some cases money was taken from 
some to be paid to others, as is alleged, though there is no book of 
accounts by which we can tell what men had claims and who had 
not. The Committee of Accounts tried to determine this in Decem- 
ber, but were forced to rely upon such statements as the Doorkeeper 
chose to give them, for he testifies that he kept no time-book of the 


work done by men in his employ, and no regular list of appointments, 


or discharges. None such has been prodaced. 
Take next the pages’ roll. The pages are employed under a statute 
which says that ioe shall be pai .50 a day for the time that they 
are actually employed. In fixing a daily payment the statute intended 
to limit the claim to workin tay but lax custom is said to have 
modified this. In the EEN 0 cember double the number of 
ages authorized by law were actually employed, as the Doorkeeper 
himself testifies. at do the rolls show? Nothing that accords 
with the facts. The truth is this: the Doorkeeper employed during 
the first half of the month, when we were here in session, that is to 
say, until December 16, when we took Christmas recess, which lasted 
until the 10th of January, or fully three weeks, double the number 
of es allowed by the statute. But when we come to examine the 
roll we find this state of facts certified to by the Doorkeeper, as he 
was bound to certify on his official trath and honor to his roll, 
namely, that there were sweaty Sane pages employed from the Ist 
December down to and including the 16th of the month. That on 
the 16th day of December he discharged twenty-eight and employed 
twenty-eight others, whose names are given, and whom he officially 
certifies were employed during the remainder of that month. Now 
every member here knows that there was no session of Con dur- 
ing the remainder of the month, and the roll, therefore, was a fiction 
was a false roll within the statutory definition. You may say that it 
was a laudable and benevolent thing to make it, after the unlawful 
thing of e fifty-six pages been done; but the fact re- 
mains that he certified to that which was false. The truth is that 
there were three or four boys detailed at their own wish to serve 
during the recess, and no others were here at all. This also is admit- 
ted by Mr. Polk in his testimony. What form of excuse is attempted 
for this? 

The claim is made that a habit has grown up of allowing those who 
are employed by the day to be paid during short recesses; usually 
our recesses are for one or two days, or a week at most, and no atten- 
tion had ever been formally called to the matter. So faras we know, 
no such long vacation as this three weeks’ vacation had occurred 
before in the progress of the connected sessions of Con Mr. 
Polk pleads that he was informed that pay was usually given to em- 
ployés for the recess, When they were serving continuously before 
and after such recess, and that his decision was not necessary to get 
the payment from the Treasury of this extra money. But it will be 
seen that this is very far from excuse or explanation. The officers 
consulted, the Clerk of the House and one of the Comptrollers, put the 
matter on the ground that if the Doorkeeper himself officially certified 
that he had employed certain persons during a given time they could 
not deny his 3 and could not refuse to allow his vouchers to 
be paid under the circumstances. He made a certificate which was 
false, for if he had made it in accordance with the truth the money 
could not have been drawn from the Treasury. If anybody was by 
custom or otherwise entitled to pay for the recess it could only be 
the twenty-eight who had served during the first half of the month 
and had been discharged on the 16th of December. They did all the 
service which was in fact performed in the month, if they were the only 
regularly employed pages during the time stated, namely, from the 
Ist to the middle of the month. The custom pleaded, if a real cus- 
tom, (which is doubted,) gave those boys the pay for the month. 

It was either that or no one was entitled to it. But what was done 
was that a roll which accorded with no facts whatever was made up, 
and this fictitious roll was used to give pay to those who had been 
appointed contrary to law and in excess of the number allowed. Now, 
will you, merely because there had been great pressure from mem- 
bers or others to have more boys assigned to duty as pages than were 
allowed by law, justify a falsification of the records of the House and 
say that this is a trivial thing, to be condoned and not in any way to 
be treated as a serious offense, which should be poche so severely 
as by declaring the office of Doorkeeper vacant? Then for consist- 
ency’s sake let us repeal at once the statutes I have read which de- 
clare these things to be crimes. 

The pope which have thus been done are not matters for which the 
members of this House are nearly as much responsible as some gentle- 
men are inclined to assume. The members were not fully informed, 
or if ec one was he owes it to himself and to the Doorkeeper to rise 
in his place here and say that he knew an appointment would be made 
at his request which the law did not allow, and that he and his em- 
poss were notified that the appointment was irregular and illegal. 

ut no such information was given. 

There was a pressure upon the Doorkeeper no doubt, as there always 
is upon every one having the appointing power, to 5 this man 
or that man, without inquiring whether the roll was füll or not. Gen- 
tlemen here often feel obli to go and do go to the Departments 
and ask for appointments. I wish it were not so, but so it is. They 
do not inquire personally into the condition of the rolls there. They 


assume that the officer himself making the ap ointment shall be re- 
sponsible for it; that he shall know whether Tote are any vacancies 
to be filled. They say to themselves that if he appoints the men it 
is because he knows he has legal authority to appoint them anda 
proper place in which to put them. 

I will say in justice to members on this floor that I do not find in 
the testimony before us, and I am familiar with it all, that any mem- 
ber of the House deliberately asked to have an unlawful appointment 
made. I find that the Doorkeeper himself took these appointments 
into his own hands, determined how many he would make and made 
them merely to gratify his own feelings, to satisfy his personal friends, 
or to pay his political debts. 

For example, we have the case of a man named Duffy, who made an 
affidavit at the beginning of this case. Upon bis own testimony it 
appears that he was a member of the Pennsylvania State central 
committee of the democratic party; that he had served as chairman 
of his county and district conventions ; that he bore such relation to 
his party as we may suppose pointed him out as a man fit to ocoupy 
a position here. 

ut he was not appointed for that reason. The Doorkeeper admits 
on the stand distinctly that he appointed him because he exerted his 
influence prior to his (Mr. Polk’s) election in his favor, and with suf- 
ficient zeal and success to create what he 9 alg as à personal obli- 
gation. Mr. Polk therefore appointed Mr. Duffy, and subsequently 
quarreled with him and discharged him, and out of that quarrel 
grows a part of the exposure here. Duffy was to have a place with 
one of the larger salaries, $2,000, he claimed. There were difficulties 
in Polk’s way in h 2 the bargain. It did not seem so easy after 
his election as it did before. He tried to arrange it by having Duffy 
take a place with a twelve-hundred-dollar the remainder to 
be made up in some irregular way. Mr. Duffy testifies that Polk told 
him that he knew he could force the payment of their salaries to all 
the 3 he created, for he had a “corner on Congress,” mean- 
ing thereby that members were so much under obligation to him for 
appointments and favors that he could secure the payment of all his 
a appointments by law or by resolution of the House. 

r. Polk denies that; but he is contradicted by so many witnesses 
on so many points that I am justified in assuming that the testimony 
of those witnesses, who are not themselves o ed with any offense, 
must be relied upon rather than his, when they conflict. We followed 
this matter up and we find that it is corroborated both Satis § and 
circumstantially. The whole of Mr. Polk’s reckless system of pro- 
cedure in disregard of law can be explained only by assuming that 
he was inflated with the belief that he could use his patronage to 
secure the legalizing of his unlawful acts and argued, with the fool- 
ish sharpness or sharp folly of wrong-doers, that the more he in- 
creased his list of employés the ter would be the number of the 
members of the House who would be interested in covering up what 
ho had done. 

This man Duffy was, as I have said, to be paa a larger sum than 
the law allowed to be paid to any such employé of the House. He 
was made a messenger on the floor, and in order to pay him what had 
been promised to him money was taken from the pay of two other 
employés of the House and handed over to him. One of those other 
employés, in his anxiety to shield Mr. Polk, attempted to swear that 
e up a part of his monthly salary without knowing that Polk 
needed it for any purpose, to be kept by him as a gratuity in appoint- 
ing him to place, 

Of course Mr. Polk repudiated that explanation, because it came 
so plainly under the statute referred to by me in regard to accepting 

ayment for appointment to or continuance in office as to have made 
it a plain case under the criminal law of the land. This is the manner 
in which the thing was arranged: two of the employés each month 
gave up to Polk about $16.66 each, in order that he could make up 
to Duffy a part of the salary which he had promised bim for helping 
to secure his election as e of the House. 

Although these men testified that they did it voluntarily, (every- 
body testifies that way under the same circumstances,) no one can 
doubt that the spirit of the law was violated. The thing was done 
under such circumstances as indicates, as the committee show in their 
report, that these men were coerced into paying over this money. 
Duffy swears that Polk told him that unless they paid that amount 
he would oust them from their places at once. 

And so on through the whole of this case similar things are found 
to exist at every turn. Take the case of Holt, the militiaman from 
Boston, to whom the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] referred. 
The testimony shows that during the month of February Holt was 

aid the money which had been earned by Prescott, a disabled soldier. 

he testimony shows that Prescott did not know that his name was 
put on the roll after the 10th of January, when he was told he was dis- 
charged, Let the name was put back on the roll without hisknowledge. 
He was told that he was not on the roll, but that his name would 
there from the Ist of February. Meanwhile the month expired, when 
Prescott was called upon to receive the amount of pay due to him ac- 
cording to the roll; but at the same time that he receipted for it, he 
was uired to pay it over to this man Holt. He did so, and Holt 
received the money. On this point there is no difference among the 
witnesses. : 

Prescott did this under the direction of the Doorkeeper, acting by 
his command as the evidence showed, being in such & position that 
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* 
he had no choice except 
was due to him was 


to do it or to lose his place. The money that 
en from him and given to somebody else. But 
it is said that Holt had been doing the work and Prescott had not. 
Prescott had been here; was kept in idleness, it is true, during those 


days, but he had been on expense; he was in this respect not differ- 
ently situated from a score of men around the House, while at the 
same time the money which the official record showed was due to him, 
and which he alone could receipt for, was handed over to Holt. Will 
any one pretend that the criminal law of the land was not violated 
in this? The roll with Prescott’s name on it was a “false roll.” The 

ayment to Holt was making Prescott receipt for more money than 
fe got. Both these acts are penitentiary offenses, as I have shown. 

Now, to my astonishment, and I will also say to my satisfaction, 
when one of the gentlemen from New England [Mr. PHELPS] rose 
the other day for a personal explanation he stated that he had him- 
self been told thatthis man Holt was to be 9 because he had 
helped Polk in his election; not because the delegation from New 
England wanted it, but because Polk had incurred such obligations 
to the man that he [Mr. PHELPS] felt that the only thing to be done 
Was to acquiesce. We thus see that this careful arrangement by which 
Holt, who was the sham soldier, was to receive $1,300, the highest 

ay gran any class of messengers, and by which the money was to 
taken from the real soldier, was not to gratify the New England 
delegation but to pay Polk’s election debts incurred in his efforts to 
secure election as Doorkeeper of this House. Isay this with pleas- 
ure in justice to the New England members. 

We had also before us evidence which came out incidentally that 
Mr. Polk had said that these personal debts should be paid, he did 
not care where the men came from; that State or position made no 
difference; that he did not care if the men were from Patagonia, they 
should have the places, if they were among the friends to whom he 
had been indebted for active service among the members of the House 
in his favor prior to his election. When he wanted to use the public 
funds to pay these debts we were told that these men were necessary 
to the routine business of the House. The Committee of Accounts 
deserve great credit for their firmness (which I think in this respect 
has been almost unexampled) in metne that they would recommend 
no payments except in accordance with law already enacted. It was 
this that brought the matter to a crisis. When it was found that 
the Committee of Accounts would not report in favor of payment, 
except where the appointment was made in accordance with law, 
an application was made from the Doorkeeper to the Committee on 
1 to allow him a Ee force, he stating officially, in 
a letter which you will find in the testimony, that the number of em- 

loyés authorized was not sufficient to do the business of the House. 
ow, what do we know by experience ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him by 
an inquiry ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman has alluded to what was stated by 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. PHELPS] in a personal expla- 
nation the other day. Now, onthe very subject upon which the gen- 
tleman is speaking, Mr. PHELPS said: 


The matter remained in that condition until, in conse uence of an excess of ap- 
pointments by the Doork: „it became necessary to reduce the number and 
revise the roll, when I was wn by Mr. Polk a printed . New Eng- 
land three appointments, namely, a soldier, a pore eet On this list 
the name of Mr. Holt aR as a soldier and Mr. tt, of New Hampshi 
and Mr. McDowell, of Connecticut, as fireman and laborer. I immediately state 
to Mr. Polk that I thought Holt was incorrectly designated as a soldier, and that 
unless the mistake was corrected it would lead both himself and Holt into difficulty. 
He said Holt represented to him that he was a soldier and was entitled to that des- 
ignation. I replied that I would see him and ascertain tively about it. I did 
so and found that my impression was correct. I at once to Mr. Polk, and 
he promptly made the necessary change by substituting the name of Prescott for 
that of Holt and entering Holt as fireman. In first Bygone Holt on the soldiers’ 
roll, I have no doubt he acted in good faith. After the oy te made, which 
considerably reduced the compensation of Holt, I stated to I was confident 
Mr. Polk had doos the best he could for him, and advised him to besatisfied. Hesaid 
Ba ay was small, but he thought an arrangement could be made with McDowell 


tt to equalize their salaries and have it satisfactory to them all. 


That is the statement of Mr, PHELPS. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Itis the statement of Mr. PHELPS ; but it does 
not 2 all what I said, that the man was given the ition 
to pay Polk’s election debt and not at all to 3 the delegation 
from New England. But further than that, (and the gentleman is 
too just to gnore the effect of this evidence,) after these facts had 
occurred and after Mr. Polk had thus been informed that this man 
was not entitled to be on the soldiers’ roll, he produced him before 
the committee and had his counsel make him testify in the di ce- 
ful manner exposed here by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE. ] 
He puts him on the stand to swear that he had been three years in 
the military service from Massachusetts. Mr. Polk’s counsel put that 
question to the witness in order to draw out astatement which might 
excuse this nefarious employment. Things like this bear directly 
upon the question of the good faith, the credibility, and the honesty 
of your Doorkeeper in this matter. He could not innocently put the 
man on the stand to swear that he was a Union soldier from Massachu- 
setts. Itis evident that there was a deliberate design to cover these 
things up and to put them in such a gue as should not be at all in 
accordance with the facts, and should mislead the committee. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. CLYMER. Iaskt 


at the gentleman’s time may be extended. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRI 3, 


Mr. YEATES. If time is to be extended toothers also, I do notobject. 

The SPEAKER. The time of other gentlemen has already ; 
extended. 

Many MEMBERS. Go on! 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. YEATES. I shall not object if the same courtesy be allowed 
to others. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I trust there will be no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the extension of 
the time of the 8 from Ohio, and he will p 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will not detain the House lon 
purpose is to touch only the outline of this matter. Nothing short 
of reading these four hundred pages of testimony could do it full 
justice. I call the attention of members to the fact that these are 
not things of which we can talk slightingly. The majority of the 
House should understand that if they vote to sustain Mr. Polk they 
will be and ought to be held responsible for all the disgraceful facts 
that this book of testimony discloses. We have here before us evi- 
dence that the employés of the House as authorized by law are abun- 
dantly numerous to do the work. There has been no lack of service 
during the past two months. There have been one or two employés 
needed, who ought to have been taken from the list of those not 
doing any necessary work and transferred to the folding-room and 
elsewhere. You cannot get your Committee of Accounts or the com- 
mittee whose report is now being considered to give any other infor- 
mation than that the employés of the House as authorized by law are 
in excess of its real needs. When, therefore, the Doorkeeper under- 
took to appoint twice as many subordinates as were n , thus 
extending his own patronage and power, he was doing it on his own 
responsibility. He owed it to the majority in this House, looking 
at the matter simply in a party point of view, as he had the credit 
of the party in his hands, to ascertain at the very earliest day the 
number of those already in his 3 see whether they were 
sufficient for the work. On the 9th of November, three weeks after 
this House was organized, he reports to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that the force authorized by law was not enough. 

That report, as all the evidence before us shows, was made without 
any authority of fact. It was made purely and solely to increase the 
poronga of that office. It was made when not one solitary man 
was needed. It was made when, if those who were allowed by law 
were dili pay employed, your work would be thoroughly and easily 
done. Therefore we say there was no necessity for his action; that 
the necessity was manufactured and the appointees were manufact- 
ured also to suit the occasion. 

But thisisnotall. We found upon examination that a class of the 
employés of the House engaged in the janitors department were be- 
ing allowed to rae até substitutes. Now mark, there were two ways 
in which substitutes have been employed about the House of Repre- 
sentatives. The men who are engaged as messengers and have charge 
of committee-rooms have been often allowed to employ some other 
person on the Doorkeeper’s list to do some small portion of the work, 
such as sweeping the room and the like. But the class I now refer 
to are the laborers of the House, about the corridor, scrubbing and 
cleaning, doing perpetual daily work requiring full daily time. The 
testimony before the House is that more than two-thirds of those now 
employed by the House are hiring substitutes at one-sixth of the pay 
which the United States gives them; that the work which is done 
under your janitor costs actually to those who do the work $10 per 
month while the parties af Sanat to do it are receiving $60 a month; 
that they are thus able to farm out at $10 per month the actual work 
and to receive the other $50 a month for themselves upon which they 
may live in idleness, 

In this case there is no pretense the time is used otherwise. The 
men who are thus pno by the Government at a high rate are not 
doing any duty. The laborers who do it at $10, as the janitor him- 
self testified before us, do the whole labor required, working through 
the whole day, while the fortunate nominal laborers upon the “ Tegu- 
lar roll” receive $60 a month. In other words, thoy et, after paying 
their substitutes, 850 a month fordoing nothing, an this enables them 
to live at ease upon the Government or torun into the temptations of 
a vicious kind, to which idle men about town are subject. Gentlemen 
who believe in economy must understand they have that to face. It 
is not a system of . a man in charge of a committee-· room to 
have some work of a trivial character done by a fellow-laborer, but 
it is the absolute and complete substitution of men at $10 a month to 
do the work for which another class who do nothing at all are paid 
from the Treasury $60 a month. We have had testimony before us 
bearing upon the question whether this has been done in former Con- 


gresses. 

Mr. YEATES. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio whether it is 
not in the testimony that it has been done in preceding Congresses? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will tell you exactly what was the testimony 
before the committee. The Doorkeeper of the Forty-third Congress, 
Mr. Buxton, was brought before us and testified that in his time it 
never was permitted at all; that nothing of this class of substitu- 
tion was allowed; that only a little trivial work was done by one for 
another, both being in the employment of the Government. This 
hiring of men to do full work at, a small price for those who got the 
piaca as a piece of political patronage and letting these secure an 
dle living without labor was unknown and not permitted. 


because my 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the work was not done more economically under Mr. Polk 
than under his . ? What is the comparison between the 
two systems—which cost the most ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will answer that very gladly, because fallacies 
of that sort need to be exposed when made. It is not a question as 
to which cost the Government the most. It is the question whether 
you will take money out of the Treasury and employ a man at $60 a 
month to do certain work while he gets some poor negro to do it for 
$10 and puts the rest into his pocket, or whether you will see that 
the man who does the work gets his yey If the work only brings 
$10 a month to the man who really does it, it is too clear for argu- 
ment that the remainder should stay in the Treasury and then five- 
sixths of all it now costs will be saved to the tax-payer. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him with 
a question ? 

r. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understood the gentleman to say the testimony 
shows nothing of that kind had been done before. Does it not show 
that some officer in charge of the statuary room of this Capitol, who 
was put in charge of it many years ago, and has continued to have 
charge of it, has a negro boy employed to do his work there for aless 
sum than he himself receives? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I spoke simply of the Doorkeeper's employés. 
There has been a question raised which needs to be investigated to 
which my colleague has just referred. But the testimony before the 
committee was that the person spoken of neither is now nor ever has 
been in the employ of the Doorkeeper, and consequently it was no 
part of his case. It is uncertuin whether the person is in the employ 
of any officer of this House. The payment has been by special resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. YEATES. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a, moment, I wish to call his attention to the evidence of 
Mr. McManon, a member of this House, page 368. He says: 

There are a many evils about the running of the House. There are men on 
the rolls who do not do any work, but who have other men do their work. That is 
not an evil that grew up in the present House; it is inherited from the past. 

That is the evidence of Mr. McManon. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. But I beg to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact that Mr. MCMAHON does not testify to that as a matter within 
his own knowledge. He speaks of it precisely as I have heard scores 
of other gentlemen speak of it, and when go come to sift it by re- 

uiring witnesses to testify to what they know, you will find that 
the evil we are now talking of has grown up in this Congress, or the 
last at farthest, and had not existed for some years before that. 

Mr. YEATES. The witness, Mr. McManon, further says: 

The Committee of Accounts have been Faye Sage eradicate these evils, and 


I think that before we get through we will have en success. This resolution 
was communicated to the Doorkeeper. 


It was communicated to the Doorkeeper by the Committee of Ac- 


ounts. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir; I have said the Committee of Accounts 
of this House have most nobly done their duty in endeavoring to 
stand between the House and this sort of raid upon the Treasury ; 
and I have pleasure in saying this, because I know they have had to 
face all kinds of importunities and to act in the face of all sorts of 
statements as to what the custom had been. The plea of custom has 
been used to them, with every other ingenious plea that could be 
devised. What Mr. McManon has said is strictly true, as shown to 
us from other sources; and what I want is that the House shall stand 
by their Committee of Accounts and shall co-operate with them in 
their earnest effort to correct abuses. When that is done, I am sat- 
isfied this abuse will be corrected among others. But you will never 
do it except by putting the ax to the root of the tree. You will not 
do it by letting your rkeeper or any other officer put on his roll 
twice as many as are needed in order to make patronage for himself 
or $ egor for your constituents. You will not do it by calling it a 
trifling and insignificant thing, when it is shown that work is done 
here for $10 a month for which the Treasury pays $60. You will not 
do it until you insist there shall be honesty and strictness of admin- 
istration among all your officers, and by making it plain that, as you 
wish to investigate the Departments of the Government generally, so 
you are prepared to investigate your own officers and punish their 
malfeasances. 

Mr. YEATES. If the gentleman will look to page 325 he will find 
the testimony of Mr. Buxton, the former Doorkeeper. Being asked 
whether this was ever done before, he said it was: 

Mr. Cox. Fix the time. 

The Wrrxess. It was in the Fortieth Con , Ithink. There was some trouble 
about the employment of substitutes, and the Committee of Accounts introduced 
a resolution that no man should be put upon the Doorkeeper’s rolls unless he had 
actually performed the service, and they required the rkeeper, that is, they 

uired me after I came into office, to certify that every man who appeared on the 
rolls had performed service except during the one month's holiday. 

He says this was done in the Fortieth Congress, and there was a 
special resolution from the Committee of Accounts that prevented 
his continuing the practice.. And there were none such here. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The Fortieth Congress was ten yearsago. This 
is the Forty-fifth Congress. What I ask is, are you so determined 
that abuses which existed prior to the Fortieth Congress shall be 
revived, that you will go back over a period of ten yearsand say that 
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because it can be shown they existed then and were corrected and 
prohibited, your Doorkeeper shall go acquit because of the precedent ` 
thus shown? 

Mr. YEATES. Notatall. But the tleman will bear in mind 
this was an abuse which crept in ually, and there never has 
been any action on it heretofore except what come from the Com- 
mires of Accounts. It has not been by any investigation of this 

ouse, 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. But,as Mr. Buxton testified, in the Fortieth 
Congress the Committee of Accounts reported a resolution that the 
abuse should be corrected, and it was corrected ; and during the time 
that gentleman was Doorkeeper it was not tolerated. And now it is 
no defense for Mr. Polk to urge that he can go back over a period of 
ten years and find prior to that time a similar abuse. You are not 
able to show that it has existed in the interim. The argument the 


| gentleman urges would give license to every kind of corruption you 


can think of. Because it was corrected then, we are bound to see 
that it shall stay corrected, and that he who introduces it anew shall 
be held to a most rigid accountability. 

Mr. CLYMER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether these abuses 
exist now :? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir; I venture to say that they do, from 
the knowledge I have been able to get of the facts, as a member 
of the committee. The progress of the investigation has not even 
begotten caution for the moment in the practices of the Doorkeeper. 
The tolerance of substitutes, such as I have described, exists to-day. 
No regular method of employing or discharging subordinates has been 
adopted. Every man in the rkeeper’s employ is in uncertainty 
now, as before, whether he is on any permanent roll. The Govern- 
ment has no contract with him and he no contract with the Gov- 
ernment upon which he can rely, 

There have been within the last month, ay, within the last week, 
changes made in the rolls of those employed the previous month, put- 
ting off one man and putting on another, according as the Doorkeeper 
saw fit to regard the one or the other as an 8 of the House. 

I know that one man who worked here as fireman has been put 
upon the disabled soldiers’ roll, and is credited with pay there, when 
he himself was not notified of the change at all when it was made, 
and did not know it was done till he drew his pay the present week. 
In this way the whole thing has been a mere sham and a cheat, in 
which the Doorkeeper claims to have the whole of his roll, as he calls 
it, to use as he pleases, and at the end of the month employés aro in 
doubt as to whether they will find their names upon any roll or not. 

What honesty is there in this treatment by the officer of the Gov- 
ernment of the laboring man, after he has been employed and sworn 
into an office, to let him find at the end of a month or two that he 
has no claim at all upon the Treasury and his pay is simply a ques- 
tion of mercy or charity between him and the House. 

It should be insisted upon that from the inception of the business 
the refusal to make a distinction between regular and irregular em- 

loyés is a fraud upon the Government and upon every man whom the 

yovernment employs. He has a right to know whether he is in the 
employment of the House or not. Inquire among your constituents 
who have come here seeking 3 and all of them wil tell 
vou that they came believing that their employment was as thovoughly 
valid and reliable as appointments to clerkships in the Departments; 
but afterward they found out that they had no appointment at all. 
Somebody cheated them, and it is no answer to say they were impor- 
tunate for place. The Doorkeeper owed it to the House and to the 
country to tell applicants plainly and honestly that EN so many 
could be appointed by law, and when the number was full to say so. 
The plea of good-natured pading to pressure is, in plain English, a 
confession of having yielded to temptation to violate the criminal 
law of the land. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like the gentleman from Ohioto point to the 
page in the testimony in reference to the removal of this fireman. 

r. COX, of Ohio. I beg pardon of the gentleman; he was not 
listening to me. A question was put to me by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [ Mr. n things existed to-day, and 
I answered that they did and instanced this case as one of them. 

Mr. EDEN. Where shall I find the ovidence of that in the testi- 
mony, so that I may examine it? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman is still misapprehending me, I 
have been answering a question as to my personal belief whether 
these things have continued since the committee has been making 
the investigation, and since the Doorkeeper was thereby put on his 
good behavior. ` 

Mr. EDEN. Then you were not speaking of anything that appears 
in the testimony ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I repeat that I am answering the question of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as to what has occurred sinco the 
inyestigation began. If gentlemen do not want me to refer to any- 
thing that has occurred since that time, they must not ask me ques- 
tions about it, butif I am asked I must answer the question candidly. 

Mr. Speaker, we have no rule, no order, no adhesion to law on the 
part of this officer of the House in the performance of his duties. I 
would therefore repeat my demand upon gentlemen to answer how 
the Doorkeeper could escape if he were before a jury under indict- 
ment, under the statutes which I have cited, by whose provisions to 
make a false roll is a penitentiary offense ? 
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Every time the zortia juggled with and a man is told that he is 
employed, and afterward learns that he is not employed, a false roll 
is made, and for every timeit is done an indictment would lie, under 
the statute, or else your statutes are not worth a coppa 

Before I sit down I want to call the attention of the House for an 
instant to the e ves position in Which the minority of the com- 
mittee have p themselves here. They tell us at the outset of their 
report: 


feel 
offered b; sai 

ruary, 1878. After ong ana tedious investigation and due consideration given the 
testimony, we find, as to the first allegation, that John W. Polk, Doorkeeper, did 


employ many persons in excess of the number authorized by law, who, together 
y him, amounted to 


with others serving without em t or appointment 
the number of six w ahree, and 4 — were paid by resolution of the House 


adopted December 15, 1877, under the supervision of the Committee of Accounts. 


Now there is a fact, a substantive fact. They then go on to say: 


That this employment was notorious and public, Polk, on the 9th November, 
ne el communicated the fact to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


I put it to gentlemen upon this floor what does this language mean? 
Why was an open and notorious violation of the law any the less an 
offense because of its openness and notoriety? Yet these gentlemen 
who are defending the Doorkeeper admit, nay, they allege with em- 
phasis, that it was open and notorious, and was even made known 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Has this House at any time said that it would strip itself of the 
power to punish this open and notorious violation of law? And will 

ntlemen rise here and tell us that the majority of your committee 

ve not acted in accordance with their duty, when they have said, 
what is admitted by the report of the minority, that this open, noto- 
rious violation of law is the very thing that was charged in the 
resolution that was presented by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


t 

Mr. CRAVENS. I wish you would read all that sentence. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Some gentleman on that side can read it; or, if 
there is anything I have not read which should be read to make my 
statement of the case fairer and more plain, I will read it. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Does it not further state that, with the knowledge 
that this so-called violation of the law was notorious and public, 
this House 5 money for the payment of these persons? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Let us Iook at that. That is precisely tlie kind 
of argument that you will always hear in such cases as this, and which 
demonstrates the necessity of such action as the majority of the com- 
mittee recommend. What did this House do? On the 16th of Decem- 
ber cog a Committee of Accounts brought in a resolution to appro- 
priate the sum of $3,800 to pay the poor men who had been serving here 
and who could not get their pay. Who were these men? They were 
men whom your Doorkeeper told they had been regularly employed. 
They were men who had been sworn into your service. They were 
men whom he, as the agent of this House, made your employés and 
then refused topay them. Either his pretended appointment of them 
was a fraud upon them and upon you or his refusal to pay was a 
fraud ; one or both. 

Now, when we were told that these men had not been paid, what 
was done? Your Committee of Accounts would not make any rec- 
ommendation, but only reported to the House the fact for its action, 
as your RECORD will show. They stated to us that certain men had 
been at work under employment not authorized by law, and presented 
a resolution appropriating $3,800 to pay them, if the House desired to 
do so; but they did not recommend the p: e of the resolution. 
In the hurry of the last hours of the session, with no time for inquiry, 
unwilling to have men go unpaid who had worked, even irre; rly, 
the House passed the resolution. Á 

What is argued from that? Why, that the House has justified the 
employment of these men! Now if my knowle of either law, 
decency, or justice amounts to anything, I tell you that we shall be 
bound to pay a t many more men for work which they have done 
under contracts which have been made in the name of the Govern- 
ment by your authorized agent. 

There is the poor colored man Lyle, who served all through last sum- 
mer and never had a penny paid him. He was never informed that 
he was not regularly on the roll until the 29th of December last. 
He hasaclaim on you. You elected a man to make contracts for the 
Government; he is ostensibly clothed with authority to employ these 
men, It would be dishonorable to every man of us here if we did not 
pay them and then punish the one who put them falsely on the roll, 
or who refused to put them on the roll when they had performed the 
service. Instead of this being a condoning of the offense, it shows 
that the United States Treasury has already been mulcted in $3,800 
in consequence of this man’s illegal acts. And yet gentlemen tell 
us that that is a condoning of the offense! 

Mr. CRAVENS. It is very remarkable that a man should serve 
here for eight months, knowing that the employés of this House are 
paid monthly, and not find out in all that time that his name was not 
on the roll. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, it is very remarkable. 

Mr. CRAVENS. The testimony in this case shows that each and 
every one of the men was paid by resolution of the House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman is surely mistaken. The testi- 


mony shows that there are still some men who are served in that 


had Various pretexts have been given them to keep them quiet 
and at their labor. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Who put this Lyle at work; Mr. Polk or Mr. 
Patterson? 


Mr. COX, of Ohio. Both of them are responsible for it. There 
have been but two democratic Congresses here lately; and both of 
the democratic Doorkeepers are responsible for this man being in the 
service here. Patterson put him in, and Polk found him in and kept 
him in. Polk found him here, and swore him in anew into the same 
position on the 3d day of November. That is what was done. 

Mr. REED. Ask him some other questions. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Isay, then, that the fact amounts to this: abso- 
lutely without any necessity whatever, absolutely without law, as 
the gentleman who has just interrupted me [Mr. CRAVENS] has him- 
self reported, in a manner that was a public, open, and notorious 
violation of law, you have been forced to pay $3,800 out of the Treas- 
u and will haye to pay much more, unless we dishonestly repudiate 
obligations which we gays this Doorkeeper the opportunity to impose 
upon us by clothing him with authority in the matter. 

There is no distinction between these men. You cannot point to 
any of the testimony and show that one of these men has not as 
a right as another to receive his pay. If you pay anybody whose 
name is on the roll, or who has been employed here in this House, 
you must pay them all, because they were employed here by the au- 
thority of your officer, who swore them into office and told them that 
they were to receive such and such wages for their service. There 
was never any possible opportunity given to them or to anybody else 
to learn that there was any difference between them. 

Your Doorkeeper has used simply “ his own sweet will” to employ 
and pay whom he liked. If a man he had employed offended him in 
any way he simply caper his name from the roll at the end of the 
month, and the man had no redress and could get no pay for the labor 
already done. An examination of the rolls of the House will show 
that they have been scratched and rescratched, so that no employé 
could possibly tell whether he was on the roll or not. 

In one instance, as the testimony shows, the attention of Polk was 
called to the fact that the name of one man that he favored was not 
on the roll. He simply scratched the name of another man off the 
roll and put the name of his friend in the place, saying that some 
one had to be off the roll, and it might as well be that one. The 
one whose name was scratched off had served during the month, had 
been promised his pay, and the pay was not given tohim. When we 
asked him if he was authorized to put on the soldiers’ roll the names 
of any except those who were really disabled Union soldiers, what 
was answer? He said, No; he did not claim that at all; he 
thought, himself, that the law requires that disabled Union soldiers 
should be upon that roll; but he was driven to do it by his kind- 
hearted inability to do the right and lawful thing and stick to it. 

When he was asked if he was authorized to make payments in the 
manner in which he had made them, and to make up his rolls as he 
made them for the month of December, for instance, he said, No; I 
do not think that was right. But I thought I ought to pay by the 
day those who were employed for so much a day, and not to pay 
them to the last of December, when the House was not in session. 
But the clerk told me I could do so and that the Treasury officers said 
I might do it. 

But when your committee called the Clerk of the House and in- 

uired of him in regard to this statement of Mr. Polk, they were told 
that when the Doorkeeper of the House on his responsibility as an 
officer submitted a certificate with his name signed to it that these 
men had served in the manner in which and for the time the roll in- 
dicated, they were not authorized to go behind his certificate but were 
compelled to pay the men as he certified. 


lf anybody believes that that takes the responsibility from Mr. 
Polk, they are welcome to the belief. Thus the matter stands. Do 
not try to laugh it down. Iam dealing as a friend with gentlemen 


on the other side of the House in giving them the case on which their 
action will be judged by the pie 

It cannot be said that this practice has been followed because there 
have been no warnings given. 

Mr. Polk has been warned that neither the Committee on Appro- 
priations nor the Committee of Accounts will favor the introduction 
of resolutions to pay unnec men, men not authorized by law to 
be employed here. And all honor to those committees for that. 

Nor is this all. The Doorkeeper tells us in his testimony that he 
himself drafted a bill which he got the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. YounG] to introduce here and have referred, to change the roll 
of his employés. If you will look at that bill you will see the man- 
ner in which he has attempted to profit by it. I have here the bill 
itself, and find this clause in it: 


For salary of forty-six messengers, at the rate of $400 each for the short session, 
and $800 each for the long session of the House of Representatives, and at the 
samo rate for extra sessions. 


Here it is pro 
to the present 
another item: 

For salary of forty-six pages, at $2 per day while employed. 

The Jaw now authorizes the employment of e of 
whom three shall be riding-pages. This is the plan prepared by the 


to employ forty-six messengers when according 
w there should be but thirty-two on the roll. Take 
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Doorkeeper himself, and introduced here into the House for the pur- 
pose of increasing his patronage and increasing the rolls of this House 
unnecessarily. Yet he was bound to know from the first week of his 
employment that he had more men than he needed for his work. 

ut this is not all. Under his idea of his “corner upon Congress,” 
(for, whether he used that term or not, he acted upon the idea,) he 
appointed a man to an entirely new place, one not provided for by 
law. That man actually drew $160 a month, although there was no 
law for the place and no authority for his employment. The Door- 
keeper made the place for him; he enacted the law for you, and suc- 

ed in getting pay for the man for at least one month, until the 
Committee of Accounts put its foot on that matter also. Thus the 
thing has gone on. n 

And now a word or two as to the charge of Jobbying and I shall 
have done. Your committee has reported that we do not find that 
during the present session of Congress the Doorkeeper has an inter- 
est in anything commonly known as a lobby scheme. He deseryes 
the full credit for that fact, whatever it may be. But since allusion 
has been made to the testimony on this point, I will say that there is 
here an instance as significant as you need for, showing how this 

stem of giving the rkeeper such enlarged patronage has led to 
the employment of meu who ought not to be tolerated about the 
House. ; 

The Doorkeeper admits that he was concerned in one lobbying 
scheme during the last Congress. 

We have his statement that he employed a man to assist him at that 
time, in part at least because that man claimed to have influence over 
a member of Con who was also a member of the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. Now, if there is anything which members 
of Congress have learned to despise, about which they have rightly 
been sensitive, and toward which they are unwilling to show the least 
leniency, it is the lobbyist who trades upon the pretense of being able 
to control the votes of members. If there is one thing more than an- 
other which is not to be lightly condoned, which deserves execration 
from every man on this floor who is conscious of honesty, it is the 
conduct of him who makes profit by falsely pretending to have power 
to control the votes of members. Yet here is a man who admits, as 
though it were a trivial affair, that he did employ in a lobbying scheme 
assistance for that purposs, the member of Congress being named— 
a gentleman of such repute that the moment his name was given 
there was no trouble in the mind of the committee as to his freedom 
from any such influences. But the man who employed this person, 
guilty of falsely pretending to be able to sell out one of this body, is 
your successful candidate for Doorkeeper. Further than that, in the 
prosecution of his canvass, we find that this identical man was his 
confidential agent, carrying on the correspondence from which ex- 
tracts have been made, in which he was assuring Mr. Coryell, who 
has been referred to, Mr. Duffy, and others, that Polk would stand by 
them though they came from Patagonia and that your democratic 
members of Congress should not control the patronage to their dis- 
advantage, because they had made themselves useful to him. This 
is the person who was the confidential go-between of the Doorkeeper, 
managing his canvass for him. 

These are facts which appear in the book of evidence. The major- 
ity of this House must face them, and had much better do so here 
than face them before the country by and by. If gentlemen on this 
floor choose to say “ We did right in making this selection ;” if they 
wish to say, as has been jocularly said, “ We have about as honest a 
man as we are likely to get as things go;“ if they want to sanction 
such uses of official patronage, such modes of employing and dis- 
charging, paying and refusing to pay, all they need do is to vote that 
the resolutions offered by the majority of the committee are not such 
as ought to pass; and the responsibility will be of course where we 
must assume that they as well as we shall be glad to have it. 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure that I understand the pre- 
cise question that the House is called upon to decide in this case. 
had not 5 that we were to determine in this controversy 
whether Mr. Polk was the very best man that could be selected as a 
Doorkeeper, or whether he had done 5 right in every instance 
since he has filled that office, or whether he had corrected all the 
abuses that have grown up in that department of the House for the 
last twenty years. I had supposed we were called upon to determine 
the question whether or not he had been guilty of corruption and 
malfeasance in office that would justify this House in giving judg- 
ment against him, to deprive him of his office, and put the brand of 
disgrace upon his brow. If I understand the issue aright, it is rom 
whether Mr, Polk has been 8 misconduct that would justify 
such a judgment by this House. Hence I shall not undertake to meet 

entlemen who have discussed this question with the view of determ- 
ining whether in every single instance Mr. Polk has done what was 
precisely nghi Nor will I undertake to decide whether he has cor- 
rected all tbe abuses which we know have existed in his department 
for a long time past. This House, in submitting the subject to its 
committee, adopted a resolution reciting— 


Whereas it is alleged that John W. Polk, the Doorkeeper of the House, has em- 
e. sixty- three persons in the service of the House in excess of the number 
authorized by law ; and 

Whereas it is alleged that men have been 5 by said Doorkeeper who were 
not borne on the roll of employés, and that others have been continued in service 
after they bad been dismissed and dropped from said roll; and 

Whereas it is alleged that said Doorkeeper has been guilty of corruption and 


malfeasance . . pa; 


to other employés a 
part of the salary are by law, asa tion of their appoint- 
ment or retention in office; an: 


Whereas it is alleged that he is interested in claims and bills now pending or 
about to be brought before the House for action. 

In view of these allegations the resolution directed the Committee 
on Civil-Service Reform to investigate the charges and report their 
conclusions to the House. The committee has investigated, and has 
submitted its report. The testimony, which I have examined with 
a great deal of care, fully bears out the statement of the report that 
there is no evidence whatever to convict Mr. Polk of any corruption 
or lobbying in reference to any legislation pending before this House, 
or to come before it. So far from any proof being presented that he 
was interested in such legislation, the proof is clear, conclusive, and 
overwhelming that he is not so interested. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I apprehend if there had been no charge made 
against Mr. Polk when this resolution was adopted except that he had 
been employing a force in excess of the number req , the commit- 
tee would never have had anything to do with the case at all, because 
after the House had been informed by Mr. Polk and by the Committee 
of Accounts that he had employed an extra force, after the House had 
been asked to pay that extra force nearly $4,000, after it had passed a 
resolution to that effect and the money had been paid, I do not suppose 
the House would have been guilty of the farce of referring that ques- 
tion to the Committee on Civil-Service Reform to make any investiga- 
tion. 

Mr. HOOKER. And it was passed by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. EDEN. Yes, sir; it was passed by a unanimous vote of the 
House, without a dissenting voice. If it be true, then, that the only 
real charges preferred by this House and sent to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service have not been sustained, but on the other 
hand have been 5 I ask if we would be doing our duty as 
Representatives of the people and doing just ice to Mr. Polk by finding 
him guilty, discharging him from office, and putting the brand of dis- 
grace upon his brow? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propos to shield myself for my respon- 
sibility for anything I have done on this floor ind Mr. Polk. I 
voted for this resolution to pay for this extra force with my eyes open 
and I understood exactly what my act meant when I did it. I pre- 
sume other gentlemen on this floor understood it as I did, and I do 
not intend to try and sneak out of my responsibility by throwing it 
on Mr. Polk, whatever may have been my own opinion as to the neces- 
sit. = this Sore tity a 

o not seek to justify any „Mr. er, by a wrong prece- 
dent. I do not intend to go very fac back inthe history of this ouse 
and show what the precedent has been. I do not think there is any 
politics in this question at all. We have heard a great deal said in 
this House about judicial questions. If we have ever had a judicial 
question before the House this strikes me as being one, because the effect 
of our verdict is to deprivethe accused of a valuable office and to brand 
his name with infamy and disgrace. I do not think any gentleman 
upon this floor, no matter what may be his political predilection or 
what may be his opinion as to the qualifications of Mr. Polk for this 
office, can afford to give a judgment in this case other than such as 
he would give if he were sitting on the bench and trying the man 
under the rules of law. 

The real charges being dis; of leaves but little more to be said. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] referred to some statute (I have 
not time to refer to it specially just now) under which 3 
officers are not permitted to pay out money except in pursuance o 
appropriation made by law. Nor did Mr. Polk violate that law. He 
never paid out a dollar, and could not pay out a dollar, until the 
House authorized him by the resolution which we passed. Neither 
could he create any liability on the part of this House, or on the part 
of the Government of the United States, to pay for a single emp. hs 
that he put on service about this House in violation of law. Mr. 
Polk is not a disbursing officer, as I understand it. There are cer- 
tain specific appropriations made for payment of services under the 
Doorkeeper of the House, but not a dellar can be paid to any employé 
of the Doorkeeper except in pursuance of law. 

A MEMBER, Payments are made to all these officers by the Clerk 
of the House, 

Mr. EDEN. These officers are paid by the Clerk of the House, and 
not by Mr. Polk. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that whatever of abuse exists in the Door- 
keeper's department in this House came to Mr. Polk by inheritance, 
and the fault has been more the fault of Congress than of the officers 
of the House, because Congress held in its own hands the power to cor- 
rect whatever evils were found to exist, and ithasnotdone so. What 
are the facts? Inthe last Congress—and I shall not go back further 
than that as I am not seeking any political advan atall and I do 
not intend to go back and quote precedents of republican Congresses— 
going back to the last Congress, what do we find? We find in the last 
session of the last Congress, a short session which lasted but ninety- 
two days, this House by resolution paid $8,959.21 for extra force under 
the Doorkeeper. We have appro riated $3,832 under the present 
Doorkeeper for extra force, and if you intend to put this question 
before the county as a question of economy Mr. Polk has a right to 
claim a balance of $5,127.21 in his favor. I do not think it would be 


civil-service reform if this system prevailed when Mr. Polk came into 
office by which this large amount was paid at the last session of the 
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last Congress—I do not think it would be good civil-service reform 
to turn him out because he had been more economical than his prede- 
cessors. 

But that is not all, Mr. Speaker. I find that on the 15th day of 
December last, the same day the resolution passed to pay this extra 
force to which I have y referred, another resolution was passed 
to pay nineteen more employés of the House who had been at work 
during the recess when there was no law whatever authorizing their 
employment, and the whole amount appropriated by that resolution 
was over $3,000, almost as much as was appropriated to pay this extra 
force employed by Mr, Polk. And who do you sup op the pas- 
sage of that resolution? I confess, Mr. Speaker, I was alittle shocked 
myself when that resolution came in; and I was looking out for my 
leader in civil-service reform and in the practice of economy because 
ever since my distinguished colleague from gay. 2 [Mr. HARRISON] 
made that eloquent and glowing speech of his in favor of paying one 
and a half millions of the people’s money to the centennial exhibi- 
tion, and especially ever since he made that still der effort in be- 
half of the marine band, I have always followed in his footsteps on 
these questions of economy and civil-service reform. And when this 
resolution came in I looked for the white plume of my distinguished 
colleague to lead the way in the path of retrenchment and civil- 
service reform, but did not see him, Before I got over the shock I 
found the resolution had passed the House by the unanimous vote of 
every gentleman init. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that was a resolution paying the employés of 
this House during the vacation between the close of the Forty-fourth 
Congress and the commencement of the Forty-fifth, men who were 
on no roll, men for whom the law made no provision, and for whose 
appointment Mr. Polk was not responsible. Let us see what was 
done in the last session of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

On the 3d day of March, 1877, the House by resolution authorized 
the payment of sixteen laborers during the session which was then 
just closing at the rate of $720 per annum, deducting what they had 
received. (See RECORD, volume 23, page 2244.) 

On the 3d March, 1877, the same day, a resolution passed to pay 
Thomas Dugan, messenger, for two months, at $60 per month. (See 
RECORD, same volume.) On the same day, as appears from the same 
page of the RECORD, a resolution was passed to pay a messenger for 
the post-office $300, 

On the 3d March, 1877, a resolution passed to pay William Deegan 
$240 for services under the Doorkeeper. (See RECORD, volume 23, 
page 2244.) 

In the 3d March, 1877, as will be seen by reference to the same 
volume and page, a resolution passed to pay Henry A. Olcott $3.60 per 
day from January 1, 1877, as messenger to the Clerk. On the same 
day, as appears from the same volume and page, a resolution passed 
to pay Frank S. Donnelly $193.60 for services as messenger. 

n the 3d March, 1877, a resolution passed to pay Patrick Doran, as 
messenger to a committee, $3.60 per day during the session. (bee 
RECORD, volume 23, page 2250. 

On the same day there will be found on the same page of the same 
volume a resolution to pay Nathaniel S. Clark as messenger under 
the Doorkeeper from the 1st of September to December 4, 1876, at 
$3.60 per day. 

This makes twenty-three messengers and laborers, all but two of 
whom, I believe, were under the Doorkeeper, provided for just at the 
close of the last session, who had been employed and had already 
rendered service without authority of law. 

Then in the case I have already referred to the N was 
made for nineteen more laborers at the extra session of the present 
Congress, making over forty extra employés of the last House pro- 
vided for by resolution after the services had been rendered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Polk came here an entirely new man at the 
beginning of the extra session, and however honestly and anxiously 
he may have desired to make the number of employés correspond 
with what the law requires, I say it was utterly impossible in the 
first month or two of his service to break up this custom in that 
department which he found existing when he came. But he may 
well have believed from the precedents that he saw before him that 
a larger force than the number required by law was necessary, and 
that following those precedents he would appoint the force he re- 
garded to be necessary and submit the matter to the House of Re 
resentatives for them to make the appropriation, as had been done in 
preceding Congresses. 

This resolution of investigation passed on the 31st of January, and 
I verily believe from the examination that I have made of this testi- 
mony—and I have examined it very thoroughly—from tlie moment 
that Mr. Polk ascertained it was not the disposition of this House to 
continue the employment of this extra force, he has done the very 
best he could under the circumstances, with his inexperience in the 
office and in the business of the House, to try to make his rolls con- 
form to the law. At all events, knowing as I do that he is not re- 
1 for these customs, I do not propose to find a verdict against 
him and dismiss him in disgrace from the office to which we elected 
him, because he failed in the first two months of his service to correct 
all these irregularities. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be understood as saying that all 
this extra force was nece I do not wish to be understood as 
saying that I am in favor of the employment of extra force at all. 


On the other hand, I am of the opinion that the force ought to be fixed 
and prescribed by law in such a way that it would be impossible for 
any man to be paid whose name got upon the roll, unless the law au- 
thorized the payment and the employment before the service was 
rendered. Ido not wish, I repeat, to be understood as saying that 
the employment of all this extra force was necessary, but I do insist 
that this House was responsible for the payment of this extra force 
by the unanimous vote of the House, the extra force that Mr. Polk 
e e at the beginning of the session, and that the last Con 

and preceding Congresses ure responsible for the custom out of Which 
those appointments grew, and in the opinion of Congress the employ- 
ment of such extra force was necessary. Should Mr. Polk, after hav- 
ing seen the determination and disposition of the House to have no 
more of this extra force, persist in going on and employing extra force 
in opposition to the known will and determination of the House, then 
I should be ready to vote to dismiss him from office, not upon the 
charge of corruption, but upon the charge that he has violated the 
will of the House and the law of the land willfully and defiantly, and 
therefore is not longer fitted to serve in that or any other capacity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have heard a good deal said here about the 
employment of persons on the soldiers’ roll who were not entitled to 
it. Upon that subject I can readily conceive that Mr. Polk would be 
liable to be imposed upon in making up that roll. But I have yet to 
see the evidence that shows that he has been gailty of willful viola- 
tion of the law in reference to the soldiers’ roll. I have in my hand 
the soldiers’ roll for the month of March last. There are five men on 
that roll who were on the roll before Mr. Polk came into office. I 
notice that two or three of them are republicans. I do not complain 
of that, for I think there ought to be no discrimination in that regard 
so far as the soldiers’ roll is concerned; and I will state that, so far 
as the action of the Ilinois delegation is concerned upon that sub- 
ject, the man from that State upon the soldiers’ roll is a republican, 
retained there at the request of the democratic delegation from Illi- 
nois. 

The first man upon the soldiers’ roll is from the Soldiers’ Home, 
J. H. Ensign; then comes the name of S. H. Decker, a republican 
with no arms; J. D. Hutton, one-armed; J. H. Knapp, disabled and 
a pensioner ; John Ryan, one leg; C. E. Diemar, a republican, and 
one-armed; D. L. Payne, who has a surgeon’s certificate of disability; 
W. H. Prescott, seriously wounded. 

William S. Dulin is the next on the roll, and was employed from 
the Ist to the 7th of the month, only he was on the soldiers’ roll 
when he was not entitled to be on it, but he was put on there by the 
predecessor of Mr. Polk in 1877, and Mr. Polk continued him en the 
roll until the 7th of March, when, owing to the fact of his being dis- 
quanin, he was discharged and another man, I think his name was 

hag te was put in his place, and he was disabled by two wounds. 

Mr. PUGH. I would ask the 1 from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
if Mr. Polk was not notified on the 9th of January that Dulin was not 

ualified for the position, and if after that notification he did not con- 
tinue him on the roll until the 7th of March last? 

Mr. EDEN. If the evidence discloses that fact it has escaped my 
attention; but at all events Mr. Polk found him on the roll when he 
came into office, and continued him there until the 7th of March. 
When he was first notified that Dulin was not qualified for the place 
Ido not know, but if the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PUGH] 
— that fact of his own knowledge, of course I accept his state- 
ment. 

The next name on the list is that of William Swint, who was em- 
sag sg from the Ist to the 8th, and had received two wounds. 

he next name is that of J. I. McConnell, who has but one leg. 

The next name is that of M. J. Flannegan, to whom referenee has 
been made, and who served ninety days up in Pennsylvania, and was 
put upon the roll in May, 1877. I suppose that when Mr. Polk found 
these persons on the roll he had a right to assume that they were 
qualified for the position. He could not travel all over the country, 
up in Pennsylvania, Connecticut, and Massachusetts, and everywhere 
in order to ascertain whether the men he found on that roll were 
qualified or not. 

But on the 7th of March Flannegan was removed and Mr. Knight 
was put upon the roll; and I have here his affidavit showing that 
he served during the entire war, and became disabled; and there is 
no doubt that he is qualified to fill the place. 

So far as Rogers, who has been referred to, is concerned, I have 
here a certificate from the War Department stating that this man 
ee served during the war, and was honorably discharged at its 
close. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. EDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I wish to call his attention to the fact that the 
Mr. Rogers to whom he refers has not served here at all, but that his 
pay has been drawn by his brother, by power of attorney. 

r. EDEN. I do not desire to go outside of the testimony. Ihave 
not seen that in the testimony, and I feel bound in this case, as I 
would be in a court of justice, to decide on the testimony that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] end the other gentlemen on the com- 
mnittee saw fit to report to the House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. My reason for interrupting the gentleman was 
to state that the appointment of this soldier was not made until the 
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testimony had been closed. The man who served on the soldiers’ 
roll under the name of Ro was not a soldier at all. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not dispute that; but if it was desirable to brin 
these facts before the House for our information and judgment I think 
it would have been proper to have the case reopened and the new 
testimony brought before the House so that we could have read it for 
ourselves and judged of it, to see what effect it should have. I know 
that my friend from Ohio is too good a lawyer, if he were sitting on 
the bench trying a case, to allow somebody to come in with an ex parte 
statement after the evidence had been closed and to take that ex parte 
statement into consideration in making up his judgment without any 
opportonity for cross-examination. 

find that Mr. Eugene Durnin, who was on the roll in March, has 
a certificate of discharge. 

Mr. HARRISON. Have you the certificate ? 

Mr. EDEN. I have not the certificate in that case, though I have 
in another case. I am speaking upon information which I credit. 
Mr. Bennet, who was on the roll at that time, served, 1 
the information that I have, in the Mexican war, as well as the late 
war; and if that isso I think he ought to be qualified to serve on 
the soldiers’ roll. 

Now some complaint has been made about Mr. Holt. The truth is 
that he never served a single day on the soldiers’ roll. He was placed 
there, but almost immediately afterward, or, as Holt expresses it 
“ before the ink was dry,” Mr. Polk learned that he was not qualified 
to serve on that roll and discharged him. Mr. Prescott, who was 
placed on the roll in lieu of Mr. Holt, is amply qualified for a position 
on that roll, according to the testimony. 

I have not time to talk further about this soldiers’ roll. I repeat, 
I have seen no evidence to convince my mind that Mr. Polk has will- 
fully omitted to put proper persons on the soldierg roll or that he 
has willfully placed there persons not entitled to be there. There are 
numerous instances given in the testimony where he did put on per- 
sons who were not qualified; but, so far as I know, as soon as the 
facts were brought to his attention, he discharged such persons from 
the roll and put others in their place. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is another peculiarity about the soldiers’ 
roll. When this investigation was set on foot, when these charges 
were made against Mr. Polk, there was no charge that he had violated 
the law in reference to the soldiers’ roll. There had been no complaint 
brought before this House that he had been derelict in his duty in 
that regard. If it was intended to go into an investigation in refer- 
ence to the soldiers’ roll, it was no more than right and proper that 
the matter should have been regularly laid before the committee and 
that Mr. Polk should have been allowed a fair opportunity to answer 
any charges in reference to the matter. Mr. Polk had a right to as- 
sume that he was only called upon to answer the charges that had 
been made against him by the affidavits filed in this case and recited 
in the resolution authorizing the investigation. The other side of 
the House may be more sensitive upon this subject of the soldiers’ 
roll than I am; and yet if I were satisfied that Mr. Polk had willfull 
and intentionally violated the law in reference to the soldiers’ roll, 
would upon a proper presentation of the case before the House vote 
to dismiss him, I think that when these gallant men who 
served their country in the hour of danger have been promised by 
the resolution of the House and the laws of Congress that they 
should have fourteen of the 3 under the Doorkeeper of 
the House, that promise shoul er biti Co . 

But I will not turn a man out of office ost as soon as he has re- 
ceived the appointment because he has made some mistakes or per- 
haps has been im upon in some instances in reference to whether 
men upon that roll were qualified or not. I repeat that I believe Mr. 
Polk has in good faith attempted to carry out the law on this subject. 
At the same time I give notice to the House and to Mr. Polk that, if 
he is not removed under this proceeding and if it shall appear at 
any future time that he is willfully violating that law, I will, upon 
a fair investigation of the and upon proper evidence, vote to 
turn him out. Before I take my seat I intend to offer a resolution 
upon this very subject and upon some other questions which I think 
require the action of the House. 

Now this whole proceeding is taken in the interest of civil service 
reform. This committee, composed of gentlemen for whom I have 
very high regard—especially my distinguished colleague from Chi- 
cago, [Mr. HARRISON ]—is constituted for the express purpose of bring- 
ing to the attention of the House remedies for all the evils found in 
the civil service, not only in this House, but in all departments of the 
Government. They have found what they deem a very serious and 
crying evil in reference to the employment of extra force under the 
Doorkeeper of this House. They find that at the time of making their 
report eighteen men were nominally under the Doorkeeper and belong- 

Bec e his department whom Mr. Polk did not appoint and whom he 
notified he had no right to pay. Ten of these persons are employed 
ngis under the noses of members of Congress; I refer to the “ boys” 
who wait upon themin the cloak-room. These eighteen persons, 
according to the finding of the committee, are now employed in the 
Doorkeeper’s department without any authority of law, and only 
three of them, the riding re . aro there by appointment of Mr. Polk. 
All the others he has notified that he has no power under the law to 
pay them, and that they must not look to him for pay. 
et this Committee on Civil-Service Reform, seeing these facts and 
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seeing these evils which have grown up about the employment of an 
extra foree—which have existed here so long that the memory of man 
runneth not to the contrary—instead of bringing in a law which would 
correct these evils, propose as a grand victory in the interest of civil- 
service reform to turn out old man Polk as Doorkeeper and to putin 
some one else, and then to startin with these eighteen officers without 
warrant of law, and I suppose as soon as they got him in to turn him 
out again to make way for some other. And that is the way civil- 
service reform is to be glorified in this country. I do not know that 
I have any reputation on this subject any how. I have been follow- 
mg sko leadership, as I said awhile ago, of my distinguished colleague. 
ut, sir, there is one thing I do know : I endeavor on all occasions 
when I can, as a member of this House, to prevent extrav: ce in 
the appropriation or use of the money of the Government. But when 
ou call upon me as a judge to pronounce sentence inst a man 
use he has not performed a miracle and himself instituted and 
carried out reforms which could my be instituted and carried out 
by this House, I beg to be excused. It is a grave and serious matter 
to try a man for an offense which is to deprive him of a valuable office 
and consign his name toinfamy. I have had some little experience 
in courts of justice. I used to be a prosecuting attorney, but I could 
never equal my Dy pases be in the zeal he has shown in this case, and 
I have been considered a pretty good prosecutor; but I was a great 
deal younger then than I am now. 

When I have seen men arraigned at the bar, the jury called, and 
the witnesses in the stand to testify to the truth, and the jury to 
decide according to the law, whenever I have seen anything wrong 
attempted against the accused, the slightest deviation from the rules 
of law, I have always taken prompt measure against it. Therefore, 
when you call upon me, upon charges which have been disproved, to 
find old man Polk guilty, I beg to be excused. If the democratic 
party cannot live and do justice to Polk it ought to die; and if my 
republican friends, sitting here as judges in this case, cannot do jus- 
tice to Mr. Polk they ought to resign, because there is no partisan 
advantage to be found in the decision of this case one way or the other. 

I say to you, Mr. Speaker, with all my prejudice, if you please, 
against extra ce in the expenditure of the public money, favor- 
ing the strictest and closest economy, when you call upon me to vio- 
late the law and rules of evidence, to consign a man, however humble 
he may be, to infamy and di , beg to be excused. I will have 
no part or lot in it. I will not attempt to shield my responsibility, 
if anything has been done by this House in reference to the payment 
of extra force, by making John W. Polk the scape-goat. 

Before I take my seat I give notice I shall move the following as a 
substitute for the report of the committee: 

Whereas neither the majority nor the minority of the Committeo on Reform in 
the Civil Service, to whom was referred Se ere ee John W. Polk, Door- 
keeper of this House, have found or re that said Polk has been guilty of any 
corruption in the administration of office, but have found and reported that 
he has in some instances placed upon the rolls a greater number of employés than 
was authorized by law, trustin; to the House to ratify said action and provide com- 
pensation for said employés, which was in fact done, in part, by the House before 
any charges were o against said officer; and $ 

ereas it sppeara from the testimony taken before said committee eee 


to the House that the names of some persons who were not in fact cri, 
abled soldiers have in some instances been, by mistake or otherwise, p. upon 
the soldiers’ roll: Now, ore phen 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House it is essential to the and eco- 


proper 

nomical administration of said office that the number of its employés and the 
amount of its expenditures should at all times be and controlled by the 
laws in foree when the 12 are employed and the expenses incurred, and hence 
the conduct of said Polk in making appointments in excess of the number author- 
ized by law, and in a placing even temporarily, under any pretext, on the soldiers’ 
roll persons not entitled to be there, is hereby disappro and censured; and that 
the said officer is hereby ordered and to examine and revise the soldiers’ 
roll at the earliest practicable moment, and remove th the names of all per- 
sons, if any yet remain, who are not crippled or disabled soldiers; and that he shal) 
hereafter conform strictly to the statute and rules of the House in regard to the 
employés on said roll. 

red, That the report of the Committee on Civil. Service Reform relating to 
the charges against the Doorkeeper of the House be recommitted to that commit- 
tee, with instructions to inquire into the organization of the employés servin; 
under the Doorkee and to ascertain the number necessary in each branch 
that service, and what c if any, are demanded to secure greater efficiency 
and economy in transacting the business of the House under charge of the Door- 
keeper; and what further legislation, if any, is required to 3 the employ- 
ment or payment of any messenger, Ia or other employé of the Doorkeeper 
in excess of the number authorized by law; and whether the appointment of 
laborers under the Doorkeeper should not be discontinued and the duties now 
performed by the laborers be turned over to a sw tendent or janitor, with 
authority to hire, at the usual and fair price for labor, such persons as may be 
necessary to do the work required to be done by the laborers now appointed by the 
Doorkeeper ; with leave to report at any time by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. COBB. I desire to move an amendment to the substitute of 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN, ] just read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois stated that he had 
his substitute read for information, and that at the proper time, if 
permitted, he would offer it as an amendment to the report. 

Mr. COBB. And at the proper time I will submit an amendment, 
if I am permitted to do so. 

Mr. EDEN. If I have any time left I yield it to the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Coox.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has ten minutes of 
his time remaining. 

Mr. COOK. I wish to know if the time for this debate is limited. 

The SPEAKER. The time has not been limited. 

Mr. COOK. Then I propose to speak in my own right. 
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Mr. EDEN. Ido not desire in any way to limit the gentleman 
from Georgia. I merely desired to place at his disposal the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Harrison] 
who made the report merely re notice that the previous question 
would not be asked till the debate had e ape four hours. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to know, when the gentleman from Geor- 
gia has occupied the ten minutes yielded to him, if I will then under 
parliamen rules have the right to move the previous question. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope that will not be done. There are other gen- 
tlemen who desire to be heard besides members of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois who makes the re- 
port has the control of it. 

Mr. EDEN. We have yielded time to gentlemen on the other side 
until they have occupied some four or five hours. 

Mr. HARRISON. At the end of the ten minutes yielded to the 
gentleman from Georgia I propose to move the previous question. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, if I had not been one of the minority of 
the committee who made the report in this case 1 should not consume 
the time of the House. On the 31st day of January last this House 
by resolution referred to the Committee on Civil-Service Reform the 
following allegations: 

Whereas it is alleged that John W. Polk, the Doorkeeper of the House, has em- 
ployed — 7 55 Persons in the service of the House in excess of the number 
aut y law; and 
Whereas it is all that men have been employed by said Doorkeeper who were 
not borne on the roll of ee, and that others have been continued in service 
after they had been dismissed an from said roll; and 

Whereas it is alleged that said Doorkeeper has been snr A corruption and 
malfeasance in office, requiring employés under him to pa other employés a 
part of the 8 they are entitled by law asa condition of their appoint- 
ment or retention in office; an 
> ed that he is interested in claims and bills now pending or 
about to be brought before the House for action: Therefore, 

Resol: That the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service be, andit is hereby, 
directed to inquire into the several matters and ry n so as aforesaid alleged against 
said Doorkeeper, and to report at any 22 this House whether said rkeeper 
is guilty of any said alleged acts. And the committee is authorized to send for 
persons and papers. 

It is a universal rule, Mr. Speaker, prevailing in all the courts of 
this country and I trust of all others, that whenever a man is ch: 
with crime it shall be specified, he shall be notified distinctly of the 
charges and accusations made against him; and in most States—it 
is so in mine—the name of the accuser has to be upon the accusa- 
tion or indictment and the person accused shall be furnished with 
a copy of it and with a list of the names of the witnesses who are 
to testify against him and he shall be confronted with them. I say 
I believe such # rule is universal in all countries where the rights of 
a citizen, his property, and his character are to be protected and vin- 
dicated ; and where crime is to be punished the trial shall be public 
and he can be tried before no criminal court in this country upon any 
other accusation than that which is contained in the written charge 
preferred t him. 

Now, sir, as to these specific charges referred to this committee by 
this resolution, I undertake to say that not asolitary one of them has 
been sustained by such evidence as any twelve men selected from this 
House upon a sworn jury would find sufficient to induce them to re- 
turn him guilty. We are required by the specific terms of this reso- 
lution to inquire into these specific charges and to say whether he is 
guilty or not guilty upon those charges. That is the precise and the 
only verdict which we have to render in this case. It matters but 
little to this House or to this country whether one man or another be 
its Doorkeeper, provided he discharges the duty of that office in good 
faith to his country; but when a man has been elected and put in 
charge of that office it does amount to a t deal to him and his 
posterity whether he shall be degraded and driven in dis from 
our portals upon false e es and false accusations which he never 
was called upon to defend himself This man, sir, bears a 
name honored in the history of our country, the name of a man who 
presided in your place, to whom he is closely allied by blood, and 
who conducted as dent of this country the only foreign war ever 
waged by us, adding to the distinction and renown of our arms and 
extending our borders to the Pacific Ocean. And I undertake to say 
on the evidence submitted here that this man has brought no dis- 
grace and no discredit upon that name 3 act or willful violation 
of law, by any act for his own personal benefit, by any act of corrup- 
tion. He has committed blunders and such blunders have been com- 
mitted and have been condoned by every Congress that has assembled 
here since this Hall was opened. 

Now, sir, the first accusation in this bill of indictment against Mr. 
Polk is that he employed sixty-three persons in the service of this 
House in excess of the number authorized by law. The gentleman 
from Illinois, the chairman of the committee, said with a great flour- 
i . that our committee had discovered this fact. 

the gentleman or others who desire to read it will turn to the 
evidence in this case, to the preis to it, they will see that as far back 
as the 9th of November Mr. Polk reported that fact to the House. 

Remember that Congress assembled on the 15th day of October and 
on the 9th day of November, twenty days after, Mr. Polk reported 
the fact that these employés had come down upon him for their pay. 
‘They were Mr. Patterson’s appointees who had remained during the 


absence of Congress in power and place; that they claimed that they 


were rightfully and lawfully entitled to it, until the Ist of December 
and ought not to be turned out on the 15th day of October when the 
extra session assembled. That fact was reported to the House, and 
the House passed a resolution appropriating an amount of money to 
pay all these men, many of whom never saw Mr. Polk, but had been 
retained in power because they had been inherited from Mr. Patter- 
son’s administration. The committee, therefore, did not make that 
discovery ; they could not make it; it was an open and notorious fact 
and had been reported to the House. 

These men wish to speculate on their chances of drawing money 
from the Treasury of the people. 

But Mr. Polk on the 9th day of November notified the Committee 
on Appropriations of this excess in the number of employés and of the 
claims of these men, and asked what he should do. Does that show 
bad faith? Does that show an utter disregard and contempt for the 
authority of law, as the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Cox] with all his 
fairness insisted on so strenuously? On the contrary, does it not 
show the utmost good faith on his part and that he was calling the 
attention of Congress to the fact ? 

Why, sir, he testified that some of these men he could not kick off 
the floor; he could not drive them away; they were standing around 
at every threshhold and in every corridor. No matter where you 
turned you were met by these men, who claimed that they were right- 
fully in office and were entitled to their pay. I say, therefore, that 
if that was wrong it was done before the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service this matter committed to it; that the House 
had full notice of it and the the committee discovered no such fact ; 
it was discovered by Mr. Polk himself a month before the committee 
ever undertook to investigate the matter. 


Now, sir, as to the other charge: 

Whereas it is that men have been — — by said Doorkeeper who 
were not borne on the roll of employés, and that others have been continued in 
service after they had been and dropped from said roll. 


Now, Mr.Speaker, and I ask the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Cox] to it, the evidence of every witness who was cognizant of 
the fact, Mr. MCMAHON and the Clerk of the House swore to the fact 
that there was no law that required any roll to be made out until the 
end of the month, and that no roll has for years and years ever been 
made out of the employés of the House until the end of the month. 
The gentleman doubtless recollects that that was the testimony. 

Mr. MCMAHON, when before the committee, said: 

We wanted this rule for various reasons, among others for the protection of the 
paint The roll has been made up for years at the end of the month. If there 
is a roll in existence prior to the end of the month it is a secret affair in the desk 
of the Doorkeeper's office ; it is not known to the law or to any outsider, so that 
panere can tell until the end of the month who is actually on it. We considered 

that gave too much power to the officer. 


The committee of which that gentleman is a member, offered a res- 
olution, and it was referred to the Committee on Rules, requiring that 
ere omon: of the House should make out a roll of his employés on 
the ist of the month and put the name of every 8 upon it, and 
that proposed rule is before the committee yet. The Doorkeeper, 
therefore, has violated no law, because there is no law requiring that 
he should make out a roll at the end of the month. He had a right 
to dismiss any pase messenger, or laborer at any time during the 
month that he ought proper, without consulting anybody. He has 
the absolute power of appointment and dismissal. He could dismiss 
a man on the 10th day of the month and put a man in his place, who 
would draw pay from that date to the end of the month. 

How, then, can it be said that he violated a law when there was no 
such law in existence, except in the opinion of the committee or of 
some gentleman on it, that it ought to be the law. And in that opin- 
ion I concur, but that never has been the law; it has never been the 
practice. So much for that accusation. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] made the statement, 
as did the ira from Ohio, which I was surprised to hear from 
him, though not from the gentleman from Illinois, because he does 
not know what fairness is; he has no knowledge of it; he has no 
more knowledge of it than he has of the precise location of the North 
Pole, and if it was suggested to the committee, I have no doubt he 
would start out in search of it in the interest of civil-service reform. 
{Laughter.] Another statement was in reference to the number of 

ages on the roll. I desire to say this, and I ask the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House to hear it: that while it is true that 
the Doorkeeper had upon his roll fifty-six names as testified to, he 
swore, and the Clerk of the House swore, and the man who pays 
the employés of the House swore, that but twenty-eight pages were 
d for the month of December, the number which he was allowed 
y law, and that only the amount allowed them by law was paid them. 
And yet the press of the country have complained of the matter, 
and gentlemen upon this floor have come to me to-day and asked how 
it was possible to defend Mr. Polk from that charge when he had 
fifty-six names on his roll. Yet the testimony is clear, as will 
be seen upon examination, that there were but twenty-eight pa 
paid for the month of December. Remember that on the 15th 
of December Congress took a recess. Mr. Polk then had twenty-eight 
pages on his roll. He then notified them that they were no lon 
needed, and they were dismissed. He says that upon a conversation 
with the Clerk of the House, and with the approval of the Auditor 
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of the Treasury, who said that it had been the universal practice of 
the Government, and that the House was entitled to have twenty- 
eight pages during the recess, he put on the names of twenty-eight 


whom he e to retain as permanent pages ; and they were paid 
from the 16th to the 31st of December. That accounts for the fifty- 
six names that ap for the month of December. Mr. Polk had a 


right to discharge these pages on the 15th of December, and he did so. 

say that as the law a bec him to keep no roll he had a right to 
put on a man and to take him off when he pleased ; and that he made 
up his roll according to the practice of every Doorkeeper of the House 
for years before him. 

r. PUGH. Is it not a fact that he had fifty-six pages on the floor 
of the Honse at the same time ? 

Mr. COOK. No, that is not the fact. Mr. Polk said that members 
would come to him and get permits for boys to come on to the floor; 
that the sons of members would come up here and slip in on the 
floor by the doorkeepers and they could not prevent it; and being 
upon the floor, then members would call them up and send them ou 
for documents and for other things as though they were pages. I 
have myself called upon a dozen little chaps here that I supposed 
were pages, and afterward found out that they were sons of members 
or of gentlemen who were visiting here. The Doorkeeper could not 
keep them out, they were a in here by their fathers as they 
5 in here to-day. Polk is not responsible for it, nor 
should he be censured for it. 

The next catie against Mr. Polk is that he has been guilty of cor- 
ruption and malfeasance in office. And the specification is that he 
has required employés under him to pay to other employés a part of 
the salary to which they are entitled by law, as a condition of their 
vig) e or retention in office. f 

ow, I say that every witness that we examined upon that subject 
swore that that was an absolute falsehood. Take this New England 
delegation, the three men who were appointed from New England. 
Every one of them swears that when they pooled their salaries it 
was done without Mr. Polk’s knowledge, consent, or su tion. 
Prescott, Holt, and the other man swore unqualifiedly that Polk had 
no knowledge of it, that it was an a ent between themselves. 
They all testified that they never spoke to Polk about it until after- 
ward. They say that the agreement was written at their 
tion by one of the members of this House, reciting that fact, about 
which Polk had no more to do than the man inthe moon. That 
charge is absolutely false and unsustained by any evidence. Two 
other men, Mr. Payne and Mr. Bacon, pooled their salaries. 

Mr..PUGH. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman to 
some testimony on page 47 of this testimony. 

Mr. COOK. What is it? 

Mr. PUGH. The 
ever speak to him ( 
answer is: 

Not at all. I might remark here my member suggested the arrangement to 
Colonel Polk, — WAS a ible to — Polk that we would enter Fag it and 
arrange the places as we 

That is not only the testimony in this instance, but there is testi- 
mony in other pines that Colonel Polk did know of this pooling 
arrangement. 

Mr. COOK. That is after the agreement had been made between 
the parties; Polk had nothing to do with making the arrangement. 
When a man draws his salary, if he chooses to give it to me or to 
anybody else, what has Polk to do with it? He has nothing to do 
with the salary after it has been drawn. What authority has he to 
say whether a man shall pool his salary with another man or give it 
to his family as he ought todo? Nothing. The men did it because 
they had the right to do it. They felt that it was justice amon 
themselves and to their delegation, and they agreed to doit. Po 
had no knowledge of the agreement until after it was made. Then 
one of them asked Polk if he had any objection to it, and he told him 
that he had nothing to do with it. at control had he over a man’s 
salary after he had drawn it? That is my reply to the gentleman. 

Now what is the truth about Payne and Bacon? It seems that Mr. 
Polk had promised a worthless fellow a position here, and that is the 
yrs complaint I have against him. 

o agreed to give this man Duffy some place that would be worth 
$1,600 or $1,800. In consequence of his annoyance and the pressure 
brought to bear upon him by persons for places, he found it neces- 
sary, in order to accommodate some of his friends, to give this eighteen- 
hundred-dollar place to some other man, as he swears. To keep from 
being annoyed by Duffy, what did he do? Youwill find if you will read 
the testimony that D tracked him like a dog, hour by hour, day by 
day, in the hotels and on the highway, in his office and at his residence; 
wherever he went Duffy was forever pegging away at him for office 
and place. In order to shake him off Polk said to Daffy, ‘I cannot 
give you the place I promised to you, but I will give you another 
place, and I will pay you the difference out of my own pocket be- 
tween the salary that that place will give you and the I was 
to give you.” Had not Polk the right to do with his own money what 
he pleased? That is the fact about Mr. Daffy. He said, “ Get that 
place and I will see that you get the difference—$200; I will pay it ;” 
and when Bacon and Payne found that Mr. Polk was going to pay 
this money they came up like men, and Mr. Bacon anid, “Mr. Polk, 
we won't expect you to pay this $200 3 we will pay it ourselves.“ 


— is there asked of Mr. Holt, “Did you 
t is, to Colonel Polk) on the subject?” The 


They paid him, I believe, one month, and Polk took the money and 
gave it to Duffy. But r that he went and told these men, “ This 
is all wrong; don’t pay Duffy another dollar.” This is what they 
swear to; and the money was returned long before the resolution for 
this investigation was introduced. 

He has proved himself utterly unworthy of credit. Why, sir, he 
was taken from the seat of a member on this floor in a drunken stupor 
and carried out of the Hall by the employés of the House. For that 
offense he was most properly and righteously dismissed from the 
service of the House, and Mr. Polk is censurable for suffering himself 
to be imposed upon by so trifling a man as Duffy. 

When this House had Hallet Kilbourn in confinement Duffy, then 
an employé of this House, was put in charge of him, was his custo- 
dian, required under the obligations of his office to keep him in prison 
every night. What did he do? Heswears himself that he took Kil- 
bourn out at night to visit his family. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this whole proceeding was predicated upon the 
affidavit of Mr. Ingham Coryell. Now, any gentleman who examines 
the affidavit furnished by Coryell to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BAKER] as the foundation for this investigation, and then reads the 
testimony of Coryell before the committee, can arrive at no other con- 
clusion than that Coryell swore to a lie from beginning to end. If 
gentlemen will take the trouble to follow me I will convince them 
of that. If the candidate from Chicago for this e 1 suppose 
that Coryell will be one of his aids. Here are the charges that Coryell 
swore to: 

I charge John W. Polk, the present Doorkeeper of the House of resentatives, 
being cognizant ae is on — 


with and interested in bills now before or to be introduced in the 
present oy .— 
In proof, I was offered by J. W. Polk, in consideration of my sending him my res- 


igna on as clerk, an interest in the several bills as aforesaid, by which, as he said, 
Kage make more Aegean: h than I could by the 7 and salary a clerk. tipe 
offer was mado me a residence, on the evening 
December 31, 1877. x 

The majority of the committee find no such fact to be true. 


I further CCC due him 
for lobby service parties who had the contracts for paving Pennsylvania ave- 
nue during the past year, and that the now dependent on 
future a N erested in aiding such fur - 
ae le; is Door- 


In proof of this charge I name H. A. Silver, of Mexico, (whoisinterested 
with Mr. Polk in the ted „) Mat Taylor, of the city of New York, and General 
esses, 


Averill, of this city, as wi 
INGHAM CORYELL. 


I also charge that H. A. Silver, above named, told me that Mr. Polk, in consider- 
ation of Polk e him in him we a position under him, made 
him (Silver) sa tially the same offer he (Polk) made me, and refer to said Silver 
as a witness in proof. 

INGHAM CORYELL. 

JANUARY 28, 1878. 


CSE eee ne eae ae AOE g AN, 
ZACH. B. BROOKE, 
Justice of the Peace. 


Now, when Coryell was brought before the committee he does not 
sustain a singleallegationthusmade, He virtually shows that every 
statement in his affidavit is absolutely untrue. 

Mr. HARRISON. In justice to Mr. Coryell, I will ask whether Mr. 
8 does not confess that he led Coryell to believe these charges 

e 

Mr. COOK. Well, I believe he did. He said Coryell went down 
to draw his molasses, and he drew Coryell’s molasses. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is, he led Coryell to believe all these things 
that Mr. Coryell swore to in the affidavit. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Coryell does not swear upon information and be- 


person by the said 


lief ; he swears positively. 
Mr. HARRISON. But he says he will rors it by this man Silver. 
Mr. COOK. But he does not doit. Silver swears that Mr. Polk 


was never interested to the extent of one cent in any measure before 


ongress. 

But who is Coryell, to begin with? He was the clerk of Mr. Pat- 
terson, the former Doorkeeper, and to secure his place under Mr. Polk, 
when he thought his chances of an election were best, he goes to 
Polk’s friends and tells them, “I am the private secretary of Mr. Pat- 
terson; I know his plans, his schemes, and his hopes; I know how 
he expects to be elected, and if Mr. Polk will help me I will put him 
or his friends in possession of ovary teet in rẹ to Colonel Patter- 
son’s movements.” This he did. m day to day he kept Mr. Polk’s 
friends posted as to every move, every step that Patterson was mak- 
ing to secure a re-election. This is a nice man to come to your com- 
mittee and ask any decent man to believe him upon his oath! 

Mr. br of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a motion 
to adjourn 
Mr. COOK. 8 I yield for that p only. 
Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I move that the House now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. CALD- 
WELL, of Tennessee, and Mr. FREEMAN, for ten days, on account of 
their duties as a subcommittee of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
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nounced that that body insisted on its amendment to an act (H. R. No. 
3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ese! temporary 
clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; making ap- 
propriations for detecting trespass on public lands, and for bringing 
into market public lands in certain States, and for other purposes, 
and asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed Mr. WWDOx, Mr. DORSEY, and Mr. BECK as man- 
agers of said conference on its part. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills without 
amendments : 

An act (H. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John H. Daning j and 

An act (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 13, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills; in which 
concurrence was requested: : 

An act (S. No. 954) for the relief of Thomas A. Walker; 

An act (S. No. 997) for the relief of William L. Adams; and 

An act (S. No. 1012) authorizing the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to abate a certain tax erroneously assessed. 

It further announced concurrence in the resolution of the House to 
print 5,000 copies of the report of the United States entomological 
commission. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
ing cases: 

o Mr. ELLSWORTH, indefinitely, on account of important business; 

To Mr. RAINEY, for three days, on account of illness in his family; 

To Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania, for two days; and s 

To Mr. HUMPHREYS, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. ELAM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 23, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; and 

An act (H. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John H. Darling. 

ABOLITION OF THE FOURTH AND FIFTH AUDITORS’ OFFICES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secre of the Treasury, relative to the proposed abolition 
of the offices of the Fourth and Fifth Auditors; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

POWELL’S REPORT ON ARID LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting report of Major 
J. W. Powell, geologist in charge of the United States geographical 
and geological survey of the Rocky Mountain region, on the lands of 
the arid regions of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HOT SPRINGS COMMISSION. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, announcing the time pre- 
scribed by the act authorizing the appointment of the Hot Springs 
commissioners has expired and ng Congress to take action to 
extend the time; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


HOG CHOLERA. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolution for action at this time: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of Senate Executive Document No. 35, second session, 
Forty-fifth Congress, being the report of the Commissioner of Agriculture on the 
subject of hog cholera, be printed for the use of the House. 

The SPEAKER. This must under the law be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. The gentleman will lose nothing by its refer- 
ence, as the Committee on Printing has the right to report at any 
time. 

tr. SAMPSON. It will not cost $500. 

r. CLARK, of Missouri. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. SINGLETON. This resolution has not been heard by the House, 
and I hope it will be referred. 

By unanimous consent the resolution was received, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

WILLIAM A. AND ADELICIA CHEATHAM, 


Mr. HOUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4237) for the relief of William A. and Adelicia Cheatham, for property 
taken and used in the construction of Federal defenses at Nashvill 
Tennessee; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, iad 
ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WILLIS, of New York, (at four o'clock 
and forty-five minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 
By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Boards of Trade of Buffalo 
and Oswego, New York, against the transfer of the life-saving service 
to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. BAYNE: Memorial and resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, favoring the protection of Amer- 


ican labor, commerce, 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: Memorial of 7 Dean, of Clark County, 
Indiana, relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River to the 
Committee on Levees and Improvements in the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Wisconsin State Grange, against 
any reduction of the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans, 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of William Crawford and W. G. 
Wheelock, crockery dealers, against the proposed tariff on earthen- 
ware—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petitions of John D. George, Robert J. 
Mitchell, H. C, Home, J. J. Hunt, and 275 other citizens of Griffin; 
of Robert A. Alston, J. N. Wilson, John B. Wommack, and 135 other 
citizens of De Kalb County; of Campbell Wallace, A. Austell, P. 
Brown, V. R. Tomme, Lucius Gartrell, A. C. & B. F. Wyly, Garrett 
& Bro., Dunn, Ogletree & Co., Benjamin E. Crane, R. F. Maddox, E. 
P. Howell, Frank P. Rice, and 1,400 other citizens of Atlanta; and of 
R. C. Harris, J. G. Phinazee, D. G. Proctor, Jefferson Hegan, B. H. 
Napier, and 400 other citizens of Forsyth, Georgia, that Government 
aid be extended the Texas Pacific Railroad - to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of 96 citizens of 
North Carolina, for the creation of a fund from the sales of public 
lands for distribution among the States in aid of popular education 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, opposing the passage of section 21 of the 
new tariff bill—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr, EWING: The petition of Samuel Barr and others, against 
the reduction of the duties on imports—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of citizens of Galveston and Har- 
ris Counties, Texas, for an appropriation to remove the bar at the 
mouth of Cedar Bayou, Galveston Bay, Texas—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HASKELL: The petition of citizens of Kansas, for the im- 
provement of the Osage River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HISCOCK; The petition of citizens of Oswego, New York, 
and of Keokuk, Iowa, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Gom- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUBBELL: The petition of Henry T. Alcott, Charles T. 
Sprague, and 75 other citizens of Antrim County, Michigan, for an 
apona to build a ship-canal from Torch Lake, Michigan, to 
Lake Michigan—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 100 citizens of Moran township, Mackinac 
County, Michigan, against the passage of the bill to regulate fish- 
eries—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the State grange of Wisconsin, 
for the protection of the wool-growers of the eountry—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of Mrs, Margaret Snowden, Miss 
Margaret L. Buckley, Frank Shoop, and other citizens of Freeport, 
bin ee for an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the 
several States from disfranchising United States citizens on account 
of sex—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LYNDE: The petition of 75 citizens and members of the 
Board of Trade of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, for the appointment of a 
joint committee to investigate the working of the interstate railread 
system of the United States—to the Committee on Commerce. S 

By Mr. MANNING: The petition of 8, P. Pool, for compensation 
for property taken for the use of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. METCALFE: The petition of Thomas R. Cross, of Missouri, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'NEILL : The petition of Samuel B. Hutchinson, 
for the restoration of a pension for the benefit of Mary A. 
his ward—to the same committee. 

Also,.the petition of Frederick Heidelman, for an increase of pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Samuel L. Webster, S. A. Geodwin, Ellie Kelton, 
and other citizens of Jennersville, 5 for an amendment 
to the Constitution prohibiting the several States from disfranchising 
United States citizens on account of sex—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Davis Hatch, of Norwalk, Con- 
83 an investigation of certain transactions between the 
United States Government and the Republic of Dominica, and for 
indemnity and compensation for personal injuries and loss of prop- 
erty—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: Papers relating to the petition of John C. 
kiss, papers solating to the bill for tie zellat of John Hipp tat 

a re e bill for the relief of Jo i 0 
Committes on the Post-Otfice and Post Roads, ET 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of G. E. Langston, Henry S. Taylor, 
George T. Rosenteel, jr., and 42 others, against reviving the income 
tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: Petitions of citizens of Effing- 


ships, and manufactures—to the Committee of 


tats, 
hurlock, 


ham County, Illinois, for the passage of the bill repealing certain 
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sections of the Revised Statutes in relation to the removal of causes 
from State to United States courts—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Jearum Atkins, for relief—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, the petition of W. H. 1 W. W. Stringfield, and 64 
others, of ood County, North Carolina, for the abolition of the 
Western North € Carolina judicial district—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Wisconsin State 
Grange, against any reduction of the duty on wool, and for specific 
instead of ad valorem duties—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Mary Beasley, (by James E. Beas- 
Jey.) of Memphis, Tennessee, for, the refunding of the amount for 
which her laud sold for direct taxes in excess of tax and expense of 
sale—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Meshack Franklin, administrator, &c., for com- 

nsation for quartermaster stores taken by the United States Army— 

the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 4, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of 
the 28th ultimo, a copy of the report of a board of engineers on the 
preservation of the water front at Vicksburgh, Mississippi; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a copy of letters and telegrams from Colonel 
B. H. Grierson, Tenth Cavalry, objecting to the reinstatement of 
officers dismissed from the Tenth Cavalry, &.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting the petition of certain officers of the Fifth Infantry, 

raying reimbursement for losses sustained by the sinking of the 
ee steamer Don Cameron; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on herr peed Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers and a copy of a report 
from Captain Charles B. Paripe, Corps of Engineers, upon the im- 
provement of the Cape Fear Harbor, in North Carolina; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 1st instant, 
a report showing the number of vacancies in the naval establishment 
above the grade of captain, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I present the memorial of John G. Campbell 
and a large number of others, citizens of Prescott, Arizona, in refer- 
ence to certain legislation in that Territory in aid of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad, in regard to which there is pending in the Senate a 
joint resolution disapproving of the same, and in favor of the pas- 
sage of that measure. As the measure is before the Senate, I suppose 
the proper course is for the memorial to lie upon the table. I make 
that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I present the . 8 of Thomas M. Brad- 
ford, Cornelius D. Harper, Thomas J. Hughes, and others, citizens of 


Clarksville, Habersham County, Georgia, praying for an amendment | p 


to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting theseveral States 
from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex. This 
petition is signed by gentlemen, and it does not appo that any women 
want the privilege. I move its reference to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

‘he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of Hon. N. H. Brown and others 
citizens of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, praying for a grant of land to aid 
in the construction of the Warrior and Tennessee River Railway; 
which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the memorial of William Woodward, Will- 
iam W. Taylor, and others, citizens of Baltimore, Maryland, remon- 
strating against the pai eof any act imposing a tax on incomes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of 5 B. Coale, 
Merchants’ Mutual Insurance Company; George J. 4 pold, president 
of the Boston and Baltimore Steamship Company; A. Schumaker & 
Co., C. Morton Stewart & Co., E. G. Merolla & Co., agents of the 
‘Transatlantic Steamship Company; and a large number of the lead- 
h merchants of Baltimore, Maryland, in favor of the p: e of the 
bill proposing to transfer the life-saving service from the Treasury 


president of the 


OR erp to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on 
o table. 
Mr. CONKLING presented the peson of George Hill and others, 


citizens of Steuben County, New York, praying for the 1 an 
act for the equalization e Ay 8 to the Com- 


mittee on Mi yati Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of the Wis- 
consin State Grange, remonstrating against any reduction of the duties 
on imported wools; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented additional papers relating to the case of 
Dr. Edward Evers, late United States Navy, praying the passage of an 
act authorizing hisreappointment as an assistant s min the Navy; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval irs. 

Mr.SARGENT. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of San Francisco. This memorial recites that— 

Whereas silver certificates issued by every sub’ e Unii 
are redeemable in the city of New York erent those of tho e 127 eine 
city, (San Francisco ;] and whereas this interferes with their free use and circula- 
by all the other subtreasurieg, and groat kalte in erb) dome to the initereata of 
this coast by this discrimination aguinst us; a S 
They therefore resolve— 


That our ee in Congress is hereby requested to use its influence to have 
this evil removed and to secure to us the same advantages which are granted under 
the law to the citizens of every other section of the country. 


I wish to say briefly that I do not think silver certificates should be 
redeemed at any subtreasury except the one that issues them ; other- 
wise the Government is put to the enormous cost of transporting a ve 
heavy metal backward and forward. To allow certificates issue 
in the city of San Francisco to be redeemed in New York and those 
issued in New York to be redeemed in San Francisco would require 
the transportation across the continent of a t bulk of metal with- 
out any advantage or compensation to the Government, and it would 
soon wear away in effect the whole value of that metal in the hands 
of the Government by the way of expenses of transportation; and the 
same is true if they are issued at Buffalo or Cincinnati or any other 

lace where there is asubtreasury and redeemed in New York. That 
is an objection to the silver-certificate system, and it will be intensi- 
fied and enhanced provided the certificates are issued for silver bullion; 
but if the eastern cities are to have this advantage, then I join with 
the petitioners in claiming that the same privileges be extended to 
the city of San Francisco, 

I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 478) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents 
to extend the patent of Horace A. Stone, for improvement in the 
manufacture of cheese, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 72) for the relief of the heirs of William A. Graham, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam also instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 231) for the relief of Herman E. David- 
son, and the heirs of Charles H. Davidson, to report it adversely with 
a written report, and to ask that it be indefinitely tponed. Inas- 
much as the Senator who introduced the bill [Mr. Hoar] is absent I 
move that it be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 
committee. 

The motion was agreed to. d 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 134) making further appropriations for con- 
tinuing the improvements of Galveston Harbor, and for continuin 
the work in Galveston Bay, State of Texas, reported it with amend- 
ne ih an submitted a report thereon, whieh was ordered to be 
rinte 
3r HEREYORD, Sm 5 Season Claims, to maya was 
refe the petition of Jesse Turner and others, praying the passage 
of a law n them from liability as 9 on tbe bond of 
George W. Clarke, former agent of the Pottawattomie Indians, sub- 
mitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1038) for the 
relief of Jesse Turner and others, sureties upon the official bond of 
George W. Clarke, formerly Indian agent. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORT ON FORESTRY. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a House concurrent resolution to print the report of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture on the subject of forestry, reported it 
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent 
and concurred in, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring,) That there be 
rinted 17 — copies of Sa report upon ET, transmitted by the President to 
* pees m the Commissioner of Agriculture on the 13th day of D. last; 
15,000 copies thereof for the use of the House of Representatives, 7,500 for the use 
of the Senate, and 2.50% copies for the Commissioner of Agriculture: Provi 


1225 That the total number of pages of said report shall not exceed six hun 
an y- 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1039) for the relief of Jacob Brandt, jr; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1040) granting a pension 
to Richard Middleton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1041) to provide for the protection of attor- 
neys doing business before the Patent Office and the other bureaus 
and Departments of the Government; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. No. 1042) to remove the political disabilities of R. 
T. Chapman, of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 23) providing for the 
distribution and sale of the new edition of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BAILEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1043) for the relief of William A. and Adelicia 
Cheatham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WHYTE. I desire to introduce without previous leave, and 
ask unanimous consent to do so, a bill conforming to the suggestions 
of the War Department in relation to a dry-dock at Baltimore City. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1044) granting a site for a dry-dock in the city of Baltimore, upon 
certain conditions; which was read twice by its title, and ref to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. McMILLAN, it was 
relating to the claim of Elisha which was re- 
8.8 tot 1 whereon an adverse — 5 was made, be 
withdrawn by the attorney in said case. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


On motion of Mr. CHAFFEE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Territories be authorized to have the testimon 
printed in the investigation now pending in regard to matters in the Indian Terri. 
tory. 


TENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Senators be appointed to take into 
consideration the propriety of making some provision for taking the tenth census, 
and report by bill or otherwise. 


I merely desire to say that this is an important subject of legisla- 
tion, and should be attended to at the present session. At the next 
session, which will be a very short one, there will not be time to 
properly consider a measure of this importance. I think it is none 
too early to take into consideration the propriety at least of this 
legislation, and, if the committee see fit, to report a proper bill. 

he resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed 


JAMES FISHBACK. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late col- 
lector of internal revenue, tenth district, State of Illinois. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to James Fishback, late collector of internal revenue 
of the tenth district of the State of Illinois, $521.35; being the amount 
paid by him for services of a clerk in his office as collector for the 
period from July 1, 1873, to December 20, 1873, inclusive, and for 
which he has not been reimbursed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAR- 
RIS March 20: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the 
relief of James Fishback, report as follows: 

Having carefully examined the evidence in the case, we adopt the report of the 
House Committee of Claims, as follows: 

“That said James Fishback was collector of internal revenue from the 23d da: 
of May, 1873, to the 16th day of August, 1876; that said collector loyed in h 
office, a8 a clerk, George - Balsley, from the 1st day of July, 1874, to the 20th 
day of December, 1873. and paid for his services as such clerk for the time 
mentioned the sum of $521.35; that said clerk was actually necessary to enable the 
said collector properly and faithfully to discharge the duties of his office, and was 
continuously and constantly employed in said office during the period named in 
making the ov required, keeping the records of said oftice, and performing 

other work clerical in character; and that during all the time stated said collector 
pr his constant mal attention to the duties of his office, and was occupied 
the gute of his official duties and in the supervision of his office. 

“The ttee further report that said collector had a largo district, abano 
ten large counties; that when said collector entered upon the duties of his sai 
office on the 23d day of May, 1873, he found said clerk in the collector's office; that 
he was allowed pay for said clerk up to the Ist day of July, 1873; that after that 
time he continued said clerk, and did not know he was not to be allowed a clerk 


until in the month of September, 1873; that then said collector instituted a cor- 
satisfying the 


respondence with the Internal-Revenue Office, with the view of 


Commissioner of the actual necessity of such clerk in his office, but, not succeeding, 
e EEE DONE, 1873. 

‘Inasmuch as it clearly appears that such services were actually rendered b; 
said George W. Balsley, and were for the benefit of the Government, and that said 
clerk was „ to a re and faithful discharge of the duties of 
said office, and as compensation of the collector was not large for the labor and 
responsi’ of his office, being only $2,500, out of which he had to all his 
travelin other expenses, the committee believe said collector should be reim- 
bursed the amount paid by him to said clerk. 


A letter from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to the committee states 


that vouchers were filed with the accounts of said collector for the services of said 
clerk, and that the collector has not been reimbursed the amount paid for the same ; 
that by the act of Congress of February 8, 1875, the Department is now debarred 
from making an allowance to cover this aE iep iaa more than a year having 

since the services were rendered: and the Commissioner recommends the 


passage of the bill. 
“From the statement of said collector it further ap that, after his corre- 
e discharge of said clerk, 


spondence with the Internal-Revenue Office, prior to 
ber 20, 1873, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue became satisfied that a 
clerk was , and allowed said collector to, and he did, re-employ the said. 
Balsley as a clerk in his said office, and retained him while he held the office. 
“The committee therefore report back the bill, and recommend its passage.” 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Tennessee 
how much the compensation of this collector was during that time ? 

Mr. HARRIS. His salary was $2,500 a year. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I merely wish to say that if this case shall 
be opened to further remuneration of the collector, I suppose there 
are thousands all over the country who have employed clerks and 
paid for them out of their own funds. It seems to me it would be 
setting a precedent that would perhaps plague us hereafter with a 
great many similar cases. There is a fixed and certain sum by law 
as the compensation of all these collectors throughout the whole 
country; and now if we are to treat one with this additional favor 
four or five years after the time, I am very sure that it would open a 
large batch of these accounts to be considered by Congress. Not- 
wi ing the recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, I should feel very reluctant to open the door to a class of 
claims of this character. 

Mr. While I quite concur in the general rule announced. 
by the Senator from Vermont the case now under consideration does not 
fall within the rule that he suggests and which I concede is a very 
proper one. Under the law, a collector is not authorized to employ 
a clerk except with the permission of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. en this collector was appointed this clerk had been in 
the employment of his predecessor under the authority of the Com 
missioner to so employ a clerk up to the Ist of July, 1873. The au- 
thority Begs by e Commissioner did not extend beyond the Ist of 
J — 7 his collector supposing he had a right to employ the clerk, 
and finding it absolutely necessary to retain him, did retain him in 
the office. He supposed he had the right to do so, and was not aware 
of the fact that he did not possess such right until September, 1873. 
The collector then 5 to the Commissioner for permission to em- 
ploy a clerk. The Commissioner hesi for some time, up to the 
$ of December, when the collector discharged the clerk, having 
paid from the Ist of July to the 20th of December out of his own 

ket for the services of the clerk. Immediately afterward the 
ommissioner of Internal Revenue became satisfied that a clerk was. 
absolutely n to the proper discharge of the duties of the office. 
Under this authority the clerk was re-employed and was retained in 
the employment of the collector up to 1876, when the collector's term 
of office expired. The Commissioner had authorized the employment 
of this clerk and the predecessor of this claimant had his services in 
the office under the authority of the Commissioner, but that authority 
extended only to the Ist of July, 1873. The authority to employ the 
clerk was regranted in the latter part of December, 1873, but between 
July and December the collector had retained the clerk in his office 
without the authority of the Commissioner and therefore the collector 
was not reimbursed the salary paid the clerk for that time. i 

That the clerk was absolutely n appears clearly from the 
proof. The officer who had the clerk prior to July, 1873, was author- 
ized by the Commissioner toemploy him, and he was so employed. His. 
services were absolutely necessary. The only question is whether the 
Government shall pay the salary of the clerk or whether it shall come- 
out of the salary of the collector, who receives, in view of the respon- 
sibility of the office and the labor of the office, a very small salary, 
in my judgment, it being $2,500 a year. 

Mr. MORRILL. I still think it is a very bad precedent. The igno- 
rance of the law on the part of the collector that this clerk was not 
authorized is no reason why the amount should now be paid, and 
it is not shown that the salary received by the collector was not an 
adequate one and full compensation for his services. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The facts in this case have been very correctly 
stated by the Senator from Tennessee. It seems to me the facts stated 
in the report fully justify the conclusion at which the committee 
have arrived. The duties to be performed in this office of collector 
were so t and onerous as to require in fact the employment of a 
clerk. Konk had always been employed with the consent of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue up to the Ist of July, 1873, a por- 
tion of which time the collector Fishback had been in office. Whether 
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it was from ignorance of the law or from the fact that he supposed 
the authority of the Commissioner would justify the retention of the 
clerk is not stated distinctly, but it does appear the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue assented to the necessity of the employment of 
a clerk in the office by his subsequent consent to the employment of 
this clerk by this collector, Fishback. Where the Commissioner has 
given his assent to the employment of a clerk on the ground of the 
necessity of such employment both before and after the period em- 
braced in the time for which this allowance is to be made, I cannot 
see why it must not be inferred that there was a necessity for his 
employment at the time this collector paid him. It seems to have 
been merely an 54 A upon the part of the Commissioner in with- 
holding his assent to the ecg ade e of a clerk by the collector. The 
salary of the collector was bnt $2,500 and he was compelled to pay 
this clerk, and did pay him out of hisown means. The services were 
rendered to the Government, they were necessary, the Government 
received the benefit of the services, and I cannot see why the collector 
should be compelled to pay the clerk, and therefore I think the bill 
should pass. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, I would be glad if the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee would let this bill pass over. I have a letter 
here from a lawyer of standing in Jacksonville, Ilinois, who has no 
objection to the passage of this claim. He does not know anything 
about it, but he states that Mr. Fishback was a defaulter and his 
bondsmen paid $3,000 to relieve themselves from liability and he 
wants to get the benefit of this payment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Illinois inform me as to what 
position it is alleged Mr. Fishback was a defaulter in? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not know except what is stated in 
this letter. I gave the letter to the Senator feom Alabama [Mr. Mon- 
GAN] who is upon the Committee on Claims and requested him to 
show it to the committee. Ido not know anything about it except 
what is contained in this letter. I do not know whether the defalca- 
tion grew out of the same transaction or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. If this be a request that the consideration of this 
bill shall be postponed at the instance of some creditor of this claim- 
ant in order that he may intervene for the purpose of saying a 
debt 

Mr. DAVIS, of IIlinois. That is all. 

Mr. HARRIS, Then I am not inclined to consent to its going over; 
but if there be a question as to whether or not this claimant isa 
defaulter to the Government, either in the position of collector or in 
any other position, I shall most cheerfully consent to the bill going 
over. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I can read the letter, and that is all I know 
about it. The writer says: 


It appears from the Senate proceedings, in the newspa) 
reported for the relief of James Fishback, late collector of 
the tenth district of Minois. I wish toinquire whether there is any proviso made 
as to N of bis defalcation. If not, can you have it donet . Fishback 
was a defaulter, and his bondsmen paid $3,000 to relieve themselves from liability 
and settled with the United States. 


Now, whether it was his bondsmen as collector or not who had to 
Fs do not know. 

. HARRIS. The bill. is reported from the Committee on Claims, 
with the recommendation that it pass; but the claimant is u constit- 
uent of the Senator from Illinois, and if the Senator from Illinois 
desires that the further consideration of the bill shall be postponed, 
so far as I am concerned I shall consent to its postponement. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The only reason why I wanted the bill 
postponed is that I may ascertain whether the defalcation grew out 
of this same transaction, that is, if he was a defaulter to the Govern- 
ment as collector; then if he gets any money back from the Govern- 
ment it ought to go to the bondsmen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yon can find that out at the Treasury by letting 
the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If there is no great hurry about it let the 
bill go over for a week, and I can find out. 

Mr. McMILLAN. So far as the Committee on Claims is concerned 
this is the first intimation it has received that this collector was a 
defaulter or that Mr. Fishback was a defaulter in any other capacity. 
If he is a defaulter, perhaps it would be just that any allowance of 
this kind should go to his bondsmen; but I confess that it is not a 
very professional way of collecting a debt, as it seems to me, for an 
attorney to apply through the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, The attorney is one of the men who has 
paid the grans for him. 

. HARRIS. The Senator from Minnesota will allow me to call 
his attention to the fact with reference to this very claim, that the 
Committee of Claims of the House of Representatives corresponded 
with the Commissioner of Internal Revenne, and the answer of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue is here discussing this officers 
connection with the Government, and there is not the slightest inti- 
mation of default to the Government upon the of this officer; 
there is no intimation of any other than a faithful performance of 
duty, and that his accounts are all right with the Department. This 
is the first intimation that I have ever heard of this claimant being 
a defaulter in any sense or to anybody. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Surely Ihave no objection to the case going over, 


that a bill has been 
ternal revenue for 
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but I rose more to advert to the fact that this was an unusual mode 


of e ee tE it 

Mr. MO But the Senate, Mr. President, should know the 
facts as to whether he is at the present time a defaulter or not, whether 
it has been compromised with asmaller sum than was due to the Gov- 
ernment, and all the facts in the case. I trust there will be no objec- 
3 allowing the Senator from Illinois to communicate aud gather 

e facts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee accept 
the suggestion that the bill go over? 

Mr. RIS. So far as I am personally concerned, I do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I take entire issue with the Senator from 
Minnesota. If any persons have paid money for this man, and they 
believe that if this — — is paid to him directly from the Government 
it will not be paid to them, and if the claim has grown out of this 
transaction, I think that the bill should pass with some proviso secur- 
nye Soar bondsmen. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President 

775 OGLESBY. Do I understand that the pending bill has gone 
over 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has gone over. 

Mr. OGLESBY. By the consent of the Committee on Claims! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator mov- 
ing the bill and advocating it to assent to its going over. 

Ir. MCMILLAN. In this connection I desire to state that I have 
just been called to the door by Mr. Fishback who says that his accounts 
are fully settled with the United States. 

Mr. OGLESBY. 5 l T de and settled long ago. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Les, but by his ede e say. 
one FICE Steere The bill is not before the Senate, unless 

ed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask the Senators to wait until I hear 
from my correspondent. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I have no objection to the bill going over. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I only want to state that, so far as my knowledge 
of this matter is concerned, it is utterly new to me. Mr. Fishback 
was one of the most competent and efficient officers the Government 
ever had in the revenue service, as I understand; and, finding that 
this claim had been passed upon by two committees and was in- 
dorsed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, I felt quite sur- 
preon mnt any serious Objection should be made to the passage of 

e bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I want to reply to my colleagne if he dis- 
cusses the matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is not before the Senate. 

ps OGLESBY. I will look at the letter to my colleague and see 
what it is. 


WAR DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2287) to authorize the Secretary of to pre- 
scribe rales and regulations to be observed in the preparation, sub- 
mission, and opening of bids for contracts under the War Depart- 
ment, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary 
of War to pronis rules and regulations to be observed in tbe prep- 
aration and submission and opening of bids for contracts under the 
War Department; and he may require any bid to be accompanied by 
a bond in such penal sum as he may deem advisable, with good and 
sufficient security, conditioned that the bidder will enter into a con- 
tract bly to the terms of his bid, if the same be awarded to 
him within sixty days from the date of the 5 . of the bids, or 
otherwise pay the penalty. No bidshall be withdrawn by the bidder 


within the period of sixty days. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state in connection with the bill that it passed 
the House of Representatives on the 26th of February, It is stated 
by the Secretary of War to be necessary for the protection of the 
Government. It was sent to the Senate and by the Senate referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, unanimously concurred in by 
that committee, and reported here. The report is in writing, and, if 
desired, it can be read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


DAKOTA SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 927) to authorize the construction of a narrow- 
gauge railroad from Bismarck to the Black Hills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Cerk read the bill. ; 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I notice that the eighth section of this bill 
raises some new and unprecedented questions, and for myself I want 
a little time to consider them before taking up this bill for considera- 
tion. I will say that I am in favor of the general object of this bill, 
and, if the committee or the Senator having it in charge will allow 
it to go over until to-morrow or next day, it will give me the time I 
desire. 
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I would say further that in the three minutes remaining of the 
morning hour there will be no time to offer such amendments as 
strikes me are necessary. 

Mr. WINDOM. In view of the remarks made by the Senator from 
Michigan, I will not press a vote now. I wish to say, however, that 


the particular p of this bill is to build a connecting the 
Black Hills with the Northern Pacific Railroad at Bismarck, and it 
is believed tkat it can be built this summer if the right of way be 
given early and the 5 authorized to build. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is there any subsidy in the bill? 

Mr. WINDOM. There is no subsidy, no land grant, nothing in the 
world but the right of way. 

Mr. WHYTE. Not in the way of money, but all the timber they 
pet for cross-ties, I judge, could be obtained under one section of 
the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will take all the timber there is. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am entirely willing if desired that that be 
stricken ont, because there is no timber along that region of country. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is very little timber there. I should not 
think there would be any objection to its being taken for the pur- 
pose if there was. 

Mr. WINDOM. I give notice that I will try to call up the bill in 
the morning hour to-morrow. In the mean time the Senator from 
Michigan can prepare his amendments. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL, 


Mr. WINDOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 802) establishing post-roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SARGENY. I wish to say that, if Ican have the consent of 
the Senate to-morrow morning after the strictly morning business 
shall have been concluded, I shall ask that during the remainder of 
the morning hour the Senate consider the naval appropriation bill. 
There are not many amendments to it, and those are not of an im- 

rtant character. I think we can get through with it in the morn- 
ing hour, if there is no more than the usual amonnt of morning 
business, and not interfere with the untinished business, at any rate 
not to much extent. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. DORSEY. I offer the following order: 


Ordered, That the Fe bo directed to request the House of Representatives 
to return to the Senate the bill (S. No. 490) er to an act entitled “An 
Sp in ee the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas," approved 

arch 3, . 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator would explain what that means, 
as the bill passed the Senate two or three weeks ago, and the time for 
reconsideration has gone by. 

Mr. DORSEY, The bill as it came from the Committee on Public 
Lands provided fer the extension of the time fer the commissioners 
appointed to dispose of the Hot Springs reservation. An amendment 
was put upon the bill by the Senate on my motion which seems to be 
objectionable to the committee of the House and also to some of the 
citizens at the Hot Springs, I ho I might get unanimous consent 
that the bill be sent back to the Senate and then to have the amend- 
ment stricken out, and simply pass the bill extending the time of the 
commission. Early action is very important indeed. The time is now 
out, the commissioners are there with all the records in their hands, 
and aoak further can be done until some legislation is passed by 
Congress. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not object. Iex- 
penra to get unanimous consent. Of course I can do nothing with 

t except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope, if it is within the rules, that the resolu- 

tion will prevail. The bill as reported from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands had simply the scope that the Senator has indicated. The 
amendment which he proposed, of course, related to a subject that 
the committee had not considered; they knew nothing whatever of 
it; and they accepted it from the Senator of that State, believing 
that he knew best what should be done in t to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think I shall object to the passage of 
this resolution, but I think it a very bad precedent to establish as 
one to be followed. Here a bill has passed the Senate two, three, or 
four weeks ago, whatever the time was, in a particular condition. It 
is now suggested that it be recalled for the reason that some of its 
provisions are understood not to be agreeable to the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, and then to get unanimons consent to reopen the question 
and put it in a condition so that it shall be agreeable to that Tody: I 
do not think that is a very good precedent for legislation as between 
the two Houses; but as my friend from Arkansas wishes to do it at 
this time and as itis a local affair, I do not know that I shall under- 

take to make any great opposition to it, but I should not want it to 
be drawn into a precedent by a good deal. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (8. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 


ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approrod July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 
coe pending question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 


TTHEWS. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, it is with very great and sincere 
reluctance that I intrude again upon the attention of the Senate in 
this debate. I should not have done so but for a turn which it took, 
which it seemed to me made it necessary that I should have some 
words to say in TOPI: 

Thedignity of thedebate (whichis usually synonymous with its dull- 
ness) has been relieved to some 1 1 by the entrance into it of what 
seemed to me to be some personal feeling and at least some extraneous 
matter. I was, for instance, somewhat taken by surprise when I ascer- 
tained that my distinguished colleague who has charge of the bill on 
behalf of the Judiciary Committee, [ Mr. THURMAN, ] whose organ for 
that p he is, seemed disposed to resent with some zeal and some 
indignation what appeared to me to be nothing more than proper oppo- 
sition growing out of differences of opinion; and he seemed to think 
that, if what had been said by Senatorsas grounds and reasons for their 
opposition was true, it amounted to such a condemnation of the mem- 
bers of the Judiciary Committee as toindicate that they were no longer 
fit for their functions and that they would have nothing to do after 
such a sentence but to admit the judgment and resign, 

I am unable to agree, Mr. President, with my distinguished col- 
league in his opinion construing the constitutional powers of Con- 
gress in their proposed application to thissubject. Am Ito be silenced 
on this floor because to speak makes me to differ with that commit- 
tee? What becomes of the propriety of his complaint when in the 
same debate he accuses the other committee of this body with haying 
brought in a bill which subsidizes these companies beyond the origi- 
nal grant? Certainly, Mr. President, I cannot yield to the argument 
which he made on the floor yesterday that it was sufficient ground to 
support his bill because it was unconstitutional ; otherwise we could 
never have that question judicially settled! I think that it is a suf- 
cient reason to vote against any pro legislation that in my judg- 
ment it comes in conflict with the limitations of the fundamental law, 
and on such a question no Senator has a right to surrender his own 
personal convictions. I have unfeigned respect, which I take the ut- 
most pleasure in publicly avowing, for the Judiciary Committee of 
this body and for each individual member of it, including my honored 
and distinguished colleague, whose value and worth as man, lawyer, 
judge, and citizen I have known so well and so long, but I cannot 
afford to yield one jot or one tittle of my own deliberate and consid- 
ered opinions on a question of constitutional right out of mere defer- 
ence to any person. 

There was another matter referred to ebe Senators, and I 
believe particularly by the Senator from Vermont who is on that 
committee, [Mr. EDMUNDS, ] that I was very much pained to hear 
broached as the ground of argument in such a discussion; and that 
was that the corporations in reference to whose rights and interests 
this legislation was proposed were powerful bodies seeking to influence 
legislation in their favor by improper approaches and solicitations 
the tread of whose messengers and agents it was said was to be he 
on the very floor of the Senate, who were packing the lobbies and 
filling the galleries. Whatever grain of truth may be in such a state- 
ment, certainly the language is the lan of hyperbole; and unless 
Senators are pre to make distinct and specific charges involving 
the integrity of the body itself orof its members, the only possible effect 
of such insinuations, however ed and professedly excluding accu- 
sations of impropriety of conduct on the part of public men, is, never- 
theless, that they go forth to the world calculated, if not intended, to 
throw the cloud of suspicion upon those who for reasons satisfactor; 
to themselves feel impelled to a course different from that approv 
by the committee. And my friend, the Senator to whom I allude, 
referred only yesterday afternoon to those who, like myself, found 
insuperable objections to supporting the bill of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee as the friends of the railroad companies, as if the railroad 
companies were a public enemy and as if they, and they alone, were 
re 5 and the champions of the public interest and the pub- 

ic rights. 

I 8 again my sincere respect not only for the wisdom and the 
learning, but for the disinterestedness and patriotism of the members 
of the Judiciary Committee. They are the select men out of this 
select body, “the expectancy and rose of the fair state.“ And yet 
Mr. President, I cannot yield to them one particle in the advocacy of 
opinions and doctrines that however in this case in their application 
may seem to favor a corporate right, in my judgment nevertheless 
lie at the foundation of every right that is dear to a freeman. 

But, Mr. President, it was reserved to my distinguished friend 
from Michigan ey CHRISTIANCY ] to direct the shafts of wit and 
argument intended for my exclusive and personal benefit. In form 
he was not otherwise than complimentary, and yet he represented 
me as making a great show of apparent law without any law at the 

ttom. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator will excuse me for saying that 
I did not pay him quite that compliment of saying it was apparent 
law, but I said no man had succeeded in making a thing appear so 
much like law with so little law in it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Of course, Mr. President, as usual and as always 
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my friend is literally correct, and if I had the same means of arriving 
at a knowledge of the truth which he informed us he him- 
self, I should be without that excuse for my error and shortcoming 
that I trust under the circumstances he will graciously allow me, be- 
cause it appears from his own speech what his way of arriving at a 
knowledge of legal conclusions was, and it turns out to be an instinct; 
for, while reproaching me with having referred deliberately to all 
the authorities which were favorable to my view and as deliberately 
ignoring all those the other way, he spoke of that mental paralysis 
which had come over me when I stopped at the first volume of Otto 
and refused to make the Senate aware of that array of authorities 
sontained in the fourth volume which it seems he not himself at 
the time when I delivered my speech either read or studied. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I had read them. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Well, I find on the thirteenth page of his 
printed speech that in referring to these cases he said: 

I read these cases when they first came out. But from that time until I had pre- 
pared all the 15 ing portions of my argument, last Saturday evening, I never 
exa one o ~ 

Now the Senator from Michigan proceeds to inform us how he ar- 
rives at his conclusions. He says: 

When I undertake to reason upon principle I prefer to carry out the principle 
first, without mixing up cases and authorities with the line of thought. Then I 
am in the habit, when I have the time, of looking into authoritics to see how others 
have reasoned upon the same principle: and to see if there is any occasion to mod- 
ify my own course of reasoning: and to correct myself, if I find I have been wrong. 
But, in this case, having since looked carefully into those authorities, I find not 
one word to correct, 

The wonder is that the courts have so often guessed the law as co- 
incident with the instincts of the distinguished Senator from Michi- 
gan; but the most amazing part of the whole performance is that the 
authorities which I cited were the very cases quoted by the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and that I stated them as proving in the same sense 
the very conclusions which they reached and stated that the only 
difference between us was as to the application of the principles which 
they establish, for after citing the very extracts referred to by the 
Judiciary Committee from several cases I said: 

‘These expressions constitute the best judgments attainable in our decisions upon 
this question, and I have quoted them because they constitute the common ground 
of our argument, as they are relied upon not only by myself but by the distin- 

ed member of the Judic’ Committee who speci argued this question. 

© difference between us, then, is not so much what constitutes a true expression 

of constitutional law on this point as whether it is rightly applied in this case in 
the bill reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

And now, Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate to lis- 
ten again to the propositions which in point of fact and as matters 
of law I maintain as against the essential principle of the committee’s 
bill. In the first place these corporations are private corporations. 
They are not public corporations in the sense in which this bill 
touches them, and in the sense put upon them in the argument. The 
fact that they were chartered or empowered by act of Congress im- 
presses no public character upon them that would not have equally 
existed if they had been chartered by the general assemblies of the 
States through which they pass. They are not public corporations 
in any sense other than that in which all railroad companies are pub- 
lic. In respect to their proprietary rights, in respect to their con- 
tracts other than the public contract which constitutes the franchises 
of the corporation as a corporation and as a railroad company, they 
are as private in their artificial persons as either of us is in our nat- 
ural person. They have the same rights of property and the same 
rights of contract and the same rights of defense, and this proposi- 
tion I establish by the authority of the case in the eighteenth volume 
of Wallace’s Reports, where the direct question was presented to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, the companies seeking to defend 
themselves 8 the State of Nebraska levying a tax upon their 
property on the ground that they were a public . char- 
tered for the purpose of executing an agency on behalf of the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore not capable of being taxed by State author- 
ity ; but the Supreme Court of the United States held that for all the 
purposes of acquiring and possessing or using property they were 
private corporations and subject to the law of private persons. Of 
course they were called into being for a public purpose, for the pur- 
poses of the United States, for the purpose of constituting great high- 
9 of 217 ane travel Recon the ee dee and the Pacific 

order for military een or commerci urposes, for postal 
purposes. But just as the Government could And might adc does 
continually use private persons and private property in the execn- 
tion of its public objects, here, rather than construct and operate 
these lines of road itself, it called into being artificial persons whom 
it endowed with existence and with certain rights in order to enable 
those persons to execute those uses. 

So that, Mr. President, and itis one of the most significant features 
in this discussion, when it is proposed to adopt and apply to these 
artificial persons in that relation which they occupy to the United 
States Government by virtue only of their private powers and their 
private interests certain rules, it ought to be remembered that we 
are laying down the rules that govern every natural person situated 
in like circumstances and that if we are putting into force hostile 
rules directed against corporate authority the same rules will de- 
termine private rights. We cannot hereafter shield and protect and 
defend ourselves against the application of identical principles where 
np corporation has any interest. The doctrines which belong to this 


case are the doctrines which belong to the case of every man and of 
every citizen, and affect equally and everywhere the interests of 
property and all that property means as well as the interests of cor- 
porations. It is a very cheap and easy thing to join in the hue and 
ery against unpopular things and people, but it is a very dangerous 
thing. No man knows how soon his curses may come home. 

The next point which I wish to call attention to is this, and it was 
well and forcibly brought out by the Senator from California who spoke 
yesterday, [Mr. BOOTH, ] and that is that the fact that in this case 
the United States is a creditor and that it is legislating in reference 
to its own interests as such is utterly immaterial and irrelevant. The 
fact that the United States has advanced these bonds which at some 
distant day these corporations are under the obligations of the con- 
tract contained in these laws to repay, neither gives to the United 
States nor takes away from its Government any right of legislation 
whatever. 

The rights of the United States as a creditor, with the single ex- 
ception of its statutory preference and priority in the distribution of 
an insolvent estate, are exactly alike and exactly equal to the rights 
of any other creditor. They are neither greater nor less; they are 
not other and different; they are the same. And the situation, Mr, 
President, is precisely as if these railroad companies did not owe tc 
the United States, and were never bound to pay to the United States 
a single dollar; the situation is exactly what it would be if these 
companies owed their first mortgage to the bondholders secured 
by it, and their second mo e to other bondholders scattered 
throughout this and other lands, private persons, and had never had 
a pecuniary transaction with the Government. Tf the United States 
Government has the right, by a change in the law, to anticipate the 
promised payment to itself, it would have the same right to make 
the same alteration of the law in favor of the first-mortgage bond- 
holders or the second-mortgage bondholders, being private persons, 
and it would apply not only to these railroad companies but to every 
corporation created by the United States or subject to its jurisdiction, 
in respect to whom it had the power of general legislation. Now, I 
think there can be no reasonable doubt of this. It is the same prin- 
ciple which was announced and applied by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the case of Davis vs. Gray, in 16 Wallace, on page 
232, in reference to a precisely similar state of things between the 
State of Texas—the- Senators from that State know well the facts 
and the law of the litigation—between the State of Texas and the 
railroad e created by it; and the Supreme Court in referring 
to it said: 

When a State becomes a party to a contract, as in the case before us, the same 
rules of law are applied to her as to private persons under like circumstances. 
When sho or her representatives are 8 ht into the forum of 9 
neither she nor they can assert any right or ty as incident to her politi 
sovereiguty. Davis vs. Gray, 16 Wallace, 233. 


We are therefore in a situation in which we have a right to lay eut 
of view as immaterial and irrelevant the fact that the United States 
has made an advance of bonds in reference to which there arises the 
ultimate right of repayment, and we are at liberty in this discussion 
to treat the case precisely as if some third person indifferent and a 
stranger was the holder of that lien and mortgage which in point of 
fact the United States now holds; so that all 5 5 exhortations in 
reference te the duty incumbent on us as members of the National 
Legislature to look carefully to the interests of the Government as a 
creditor, while perfectly just and appropriate, should not be allowed 
to carry us one inch further in the assertion of power and the exer- 
cise of authority than we would do if it was to secure the debt of the 
Senator from Kentucky or any other private person, 

The United States as a creditor, as a co-contractor, has the right to 
negotiate, has the right to parley, has the right to treat, and if its 
debt is of present obligation to sue and to recover and to pursue with 
all the processes of the law; but it cannot while in that attitude 
and pursuing that interest put on the crown and the scepter of sov- 
ereignty and make use of those national rights and those powers of 
government given for the equal benefit of all the States and all the 
people for the petty purpose of collecting its own debt. It has a 
9 its debt when due according to the terms of the obligation; 
it no more, and it cannot give itself any more. It is a mistake 
to suppose that the frame and instrument of government organized 
under the Constitution of the United States is an original and indefi- 
nite reservoir of power on which it can draw at any time for any 
purpose and to any extent under the plea of public necessities and 
public interest, and we ought to thank God that it is so, and not 
otherwise ; for in spite of the exhortations of my learned fricnd the 
Senator from Michigan, I shall never live long enough and grow old 
enough to forget to be jealous of power wherever it is placed. 

Why, he asks, not bestow generous confidence upon the publie au- 
thorities and believe that they will not abuse unlimited power? Mr. 
President, do the records of history furnish an example of unlimited 

wer that was not abused? What is the meaning of our Bill of 

ights? What is the meaning of our several constitutional amend- 
ments? What is the meaning of our written ordinances of Govern- 
ment? It sounds like reciting axioms to repeat the plain and simple 
words that protect life, liberty, and property against the arbitrary 
exercise of the powers of Government. But, Mr. President, who can 
count the cost of those truths? How much treasure, how much blood 
have been shed in order to establish the simple and axiomatic prop- 
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ositions that life, liberty, and property shall not be taken without 


due process of law, that private pro shall not be taken for public 
uses without jast e acorn and that it shall not be taken for 
rivate purposes at all under any circumstances and at any price? 
hy, Mr. President, the whole of civilized life is wrapped up in these 
simple axioms of political conduct, and it is no mere sentiment that 
extols Magna Charta as the most valuable possession of the English- 
speaking people. Let us take care that in assuming the protection 
of pecuniary public interests we are not overriding that higher, that 
ter, that more valuable public interest worth more than all the 
fons of gold and silver that come from the rich States of the Pa- 
fic. 

Mr. President, it has been assumed by those who have ed in 
favor of the bill of the Judiciary Committee, without proof, that the 
reservation of power in the statutes which constitute the charters of 
these companies is unconditional and unlimited; that it is absolute 
and dependent on the existence of no other fact than the mere will 
and pleasure of Con It is true that in the act of 1804 the lan- 
guage is simple and general and unconditional, a reservation without 
any qualifications in that section, of the right to alter, amend, or 
repeal what? That act, the act of 1864. But it is said by the Sena- 
tors on the other side of the question that by a well-known canon of 
interpretation the two acts must be construed together because they 
are in pari materia. Iadmitit. What does that mean? It means 
that they must be construed as if, instead of being two separate stat- 
utes, they were only one actual statute; in other words, as if they 
had been passed at the same instant of time. 

Now, then, they say that construing the two statutes in that way, 
as if they were but one, you must import the unconditional reserva- 
tion of the right to repeal into the language and context of the act 
of 1862, so as to strike out of that act all the qualifications and condi- 
tions that are admitted to be in it; in other words, you must put the 
two statutes into one and then, merely for the purposes of construc- 
tion and interpretation, you must blot out and erase and cut away 
from the section of the statute of 1862 the words and the language 
and the ideas and the restrictions which Congress put into it. By 
what right; by what authority? Here my learned friend from Mich- 

comes in with another one of those wise saws which I suppose 
were evolved by his instinctive knowledge of jurispradence, of legis- 
lative jurisprudence; and that is that the section contained in the 
act of 1864, being the latest expression of the legislative will, must 
be construed as repealing all prior and inconsistent provisions, 
Latest! Latest expression of the public will; when, by the suppo- 
sition, it was at the same instant! How can there be former 
and later when they were both brought forth eo instanti ? 

aa CHRISTIANCY. I wish to inquire what that remark applies 
to 


Mr. MATTHEWS. To what! 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Does the Senator apply that to the acts of 
1862 and 1864 as taking effect at the same time 

Mr. MATTHEWS. the Senator had been as intent upon hearing 
me he would not have needed to ask that question. I was replying to 
the ment made by the Senator that the repealing clause of the 
act of 1864 is a substitute for the repealing clause of the act of 1862, 
on the ground that they are to be construed as one act, and then, hav- 
ing gotten them together into one statute, which implies of course its 
passage as an integer at one moment of time, he substantiates his argu- 
ment by speaking of the act of 1864 as the latest expression of the 
legislative will. 

r. CHRISTIANCY. Then, if the Senator will permit me, if he will 
turn to my speech, he will find that I took a very different ground 
from that. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Well, Mr. President, the Senator’s speech is 
quite convenient, and I will on that challenge exhibit the proof of 
what I say. I read from page 8 of the pamphlet edition of his 
speech, wherein he says: 

And clearly, according to well-settled principles of construction, if the 
power to alter, amend, or in the act of 1 was a restricted power, then, 
the unrestricted power in the later act, covering the entire ground of the same 
Soy venir ters in the limited pra of the act of 1862, and even more, must re- 

that limited provision; because being the later provision on the same sub- 
Se ey 

© 8 
extent from the time of its adoption, whether declared to be an amendment or not. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, That is not the point. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Ido not propose to read the entire speech. 
Now, the only pha on which the repealing clause of the act of 
1864 can be made to reach back to the act of 1802 at all is upon the 
ground of the canon of interpretation that requires them to be con- 
strued as one act, in pari materia, because the language of the clause 
in the act of 1864 expressly confines its operation to that particular 
statute. Now, then, Mr. President, I say conversely that construing 
the statutes in the way required, and welding them together as if 
they had sprung into existence at the same moment, the conditions 
and qualifications which belong to the right of repeal, as reserved 
in the act of 1862, immediately lay hold of and embrace and con- 
form to themselves the otherwise unlimited and unrestricted section 
of the act of 1864. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Let me point to the Senator a part of the 
speech to which he has not alluded. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, I am a little fatigued, and shall be more so, 


and I humbly submit to my learned friend from Michigan that as far 
as I am concerned he shall have abundant op unity to reply. 
There is nothing that I more desire than that this debate abel be 
prolonged sufficiently to enable every Senator thoroughly to under- 
stand the principles on which he is expected to act. 

Now, Mr. President, what are the conditions and qualifications con- 
tained in the act of 1362? They are contained in the eighteenth sec- 
tion of that act. They are as follows: 

That whenever it that the net carnings of the entire road and tel 
including the pieknie ee for pecyione rendered for the United $ Sta 3 
deducting all expenditures, including repairs and the furnishing, running, and man- 
aging of said road, shall exceed 10 per cent. upon its cost, (exclusive of the 5 per 
cent. to be paid to the United States,) Congress may reduce the rates of fare there- 
on, if unreasonable in amount, and may fix and establish the same by law. And 
the better to accomplish the object of this act—namely, to promote the public 
interest and welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegraph line and 
keeping the same in working order, and to secare to the Government at all times 
(but particularly in time of war) the use and benefits of the same for postal, mili- 


tary, and other may at any time—having duo 
rights of said Dee to alter, EANA DETO ma 
The first qualification upon thatright of amendment and repealis 
that you shall not lay your hand upon the net earnings of this road 
until you have allowed the stockholders to have received from its 
operation, in addition to the 5 per cent. to be paid to the United 
States, 10 per cent. upon its cost, for the reservation is in Congress 
to change the rates of fare and freight established by the companies 
only when, and in the event of, the net earnings exceeding that 
amount ; and in violation of that, in utter disregard of that solemn 
legislative pledge, the Judiciary Committee of this body call upon its 
members to vote away the entire control of these companies over 
their earnings to the extent of 25 per cent. of their net amount. 
More than that: the power reserved to amend is described in this 
section as reserved for certain express and specific purposes and no 
others. It is to promote the public interest and welfare by certain 
means, and those means are first the construction of the railroad and 
telegraph line, second keeping the same in working order, and third 
securing to the Government at all times, but particularly in time of 
war, the use and benefit of the line for postal, military, and other 


purposes. 

For those purposes you may add to, alter, amend, or repeal the act, 
and for no other; and these is wi and all who either put their 
money originally into them or who have since become interested by 
the negotiation of their securities had a right to rely that whether 
Congress had the power abstractly and as a Fe or not, here 
was a solemn legislative pledge that it should be used only in these 
contingencies and to accomplish these objects, And now on the in- 
vitation paneer shape ya on the anatua Wo are ovise to the 
exertion of power which a Congress wit ual power has agreed 
should not be exerted, and that to . no purpose of the 
original act. It is not even professed or pretended to be for any one 
of the enumerated purposes contained in this section. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the purpose is altogether different. Although it is not avowed, 
it is so plain that it cannot be disguised. The pu of this enact- 
ment, if it becomes such, is that it may not so much alter, amend, or 
repeal these statutes as that it may reverse a judgment and decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. That court has decided 
that these companies do not at this present time owe the Government 
on account of interest a single cent, that nothing will become due 
until the maturity of the bonds themselves. If that decision had 
been otherwise, this proposed legislation would not have been thought 
of, there would have been no plausible pretext for it, and it is 1 — 
cause there is poning due, because there is nothing accruing, because 
the Supreme Court of the United States has so decided, that we are 
called npon, not by direct act, but by indirection, to put the compa- 
nies into that position as if the Supreme Court had decided the 8 
way. 

Mr. President, every single authority that has been cited or that 
can be cited admits that even in reference to a reservation of a right 
of repeal in absolute and unconditional terms, nevertheless there 
is a limit. What that limit is is a more difficult question. That 
there is a limit, the authorities all say. That there is a limit must 
be, if our Government is a free Government, and if we are a free 

ple. Otherwise, we are uyog under the dominion of absolutism, 
of that unlimited authority and power and government which, in 
old times, was supposed to be of divine origin, when kings ruled by 
right divine. That doctrine, which found so illustrious an exponent 
in Hobbes, and which is not altogether exploded even in modern 
times, and who describes it where he says, in endeavoring to demon- 
strate the origin of government in that consent and concord which 
constitutes the community as if it had but one will: 

Asif every man should say to every man. I authorize and give up my sen of 
governing myself to this man, or to this ly of men, on this condition: that thou 
give up thy right to non and authorize all his actions in like manner. This done, 
the multitude so united in one person is called a COMMONWEALTH, in Latin UIVITAS. 

is is the generation of that great LxVIATHAN, or rather, to ak moro rev- 
erently, of that MORTAL GOD to which wo owo, under tho IMMORTAL GOD, our 
peace and defense. Hobbes a English Works, volume 3, page 158. 

That is the doctrine of absolutism. Do Senators understand what 
that means? Do they suppose that that as an exploded theory of 
human duty and human right in the constitution of government 
has been relegated to the limbs of lost and unremembered things ? 
It is living to-day. Its name is COMMUNISM. It means that the 
state absorbs unto itself all the power of all the individuals that 
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com it, that there are no such things as separate or 1 in- 
dividual rights, that all rights are common rights, that the Govern- 
ment must own and regulate and operate all the railroads and all the 
telegraph lines, that it ought to own as common stock all the lands, 
no citizen having a right to acquire a fee, an inheritable estate, but 
only a tenancy, that the state shall control and own all the work- 
shops and employ all the labor and fix all the wages and all the 
incomes of all its people: 

It may be thought, certainly a few years ago it would haye been 
thought, a very vain alarm to sound, that any such wolf as that was 
at our doors; but nevertheless, the offspring of poverty and hard 
times, of discontent and of ignorance, it is here, and is hunting every- 
where for legislative precedents on which to build and found its the- 
ories and justify its vagaries, and when the time comes, as the time 
soon may, when the organs and representatives and exponents of such 
ideas find their authorized places in these seats or in the Chamber at 
the other end of this building, they will look a long time before they 
will find a case more completely in point to establish that theory of 
constitutional power in the Federal Government which they most 
desire and n than in the very bill which we are considering, the 
bill which, in the minds of many of its advocates, does not need to 
rest upon reservations of power contained in express words in the 
statutes themselves, but rests upon an inherent right, a supreme power 
that cannot be subtracted from, no matter how much itis spent. But 
as lawyers, in undertaking to define, at least negatively, what limits 
there are upon such a power, there is as yet, so far as I have been 
able to discover, in point of doctrine theoretically no actual difference, 
for it is admitted by all who have spoken on the other side that, no 
matter how unconditional and absolute is the right in question, it 
cannot extend so far as to divest a vested right, and the question 
really is, what are vested rights, and how are they affected by this 
pro legislation? 

y learned friend the Senator from Michigan undertook to do what 
none of his colleagues attempted, and that is to draw the line; and 
in order that I may not misrepresent him I will refer to the lengoage 
of his speech; I read from the eleventh page of the pamphlet edi- 
tion: 

I do not contend, I never have contended, that the power extended so far as to 
55 to divest property or rights which, though originally depending 
upon, or gro out of, that contract, have become so far vested as to be able to 
stand upon peters Hs foundation, without the direct present or future support of that 
contract. The lands which have been patented to the company, for instance, which 
might rest upon the patent, and so of any other He 210 not dependent for immedi- 
ate support upon the contract, whether those rights are still vested in the com- 
panies or in third persons derived from them. Property or righta thus vested can- 
not, I admit, be divested by tho legislative power. 

Now, Mr. President, let us apply that rule, let us sony Hine and 

lummet, and see whether the learned Senator from Michigan has 
Pailt square work. A right which, though originally springing from 
the law, has uired another foundation than the law, is a vested 
right, but one which must continue to depend upon the continuance 
~~ subsistence of the law itself is not. That is the standard and 
rule, 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The Senator will allow me. I put it on the 
ground not of the law as a law but as a contract. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, Call it what you will, it isthe 9 which you 
are talking about repealing, and it is the contract though in the form 
of law. Now premise, any man acquiring a right, for instance, 
under the contract between the United States and the railroad com- 
panies under the act of 1864 has no other, better, or higher rights 
than the corporations, for whoever takes takes under the law, by 
virtue of the law, through the medium of the law; he has notice of 
its provisions; he is nota stranger. There is a privity of title, of 
estate, of contract, so that his right has not become vested on this 
account; the repeal of the contract contained in the law takes it 
away just as thoroughly and effectually as it takes away unyested 
rights of the corporation. 

Now one step further. The act of 1862 reserved in favor of the 
United States as security for the repayment of its advances of bonds 
a first-mortgage lien upon the property of the companies. The act of 
1864 authorized the corporation to make an issue of first-mortgage 
bonds, and subordinated the lien of the United States, which by the 
prior act wasa first lien, to the now first lien authorized undertheact of 
1864. That mortgage has been executed and those bonds are outstand- 
ing. Are the rights of the holders of those bonds vested, or are they 
not? Why, my learned friend from Michigan, I anticipate, will say 
“Certainly they are.“ Certainly they are, as holdersof amortgage and 
bond against the corporation; but the priority of the lien of that 
mortgage is continuously, daily, hourly dependent on the continuing 
subsistence of the act of 1864. Take away the act; your mortgage 
is there, your bonds are there, but where is the priority of yourright? 
Where is your 3 7 It is gone; gone by the repeal; 
gone -—if the Senator from Michigan is right in his definition of what 
constitutes u vested right—because the distinction is between the 
claim of the bondholder against the company and his claim of priority 
as against the United States. The claim of the bondholder against 
the United States is dependent tually on the continued exist- 
ence of the statute which constitutes the contract. 

x 2 ene Does the Senator mean the first- mortgage bond- 
er 


Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly. Iam not arguing that they are sub- 
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get to any such contingency, but I do argue, as I do most 

lieve, that if Congress has the power to compel the companies to do 
what they will be required to do by the terms of the pending nape 
then Congress has equally the right to subvert the present priority 
lien vested in the first-mort, fondholders. 

Mr. President, the contrast is so striking that it continually reverts 
to the fact that lately this Chamber resounded with appeals to the 
national honor and to the national faith to stand by contracts, where 
the contract as it was interpreted was against the express letter of 
the only laws under which it was claimed to have been made and 
based upon, an implication merely resting upon the expectation of 
the parties claiming the benefit of it. Those who were then argu- 
ing in favor of the contract as written, as expressed in the statute, 
were handled as breakers of the national faith, as violators of the 
national public pledges, as repudiators of the national credit. Some 
of the same Senators are now clamoring for the exercise of power in 
another direction, directed against other parties, upon the ground 
that it is derogatory to the dignity and honor of the nation to admit 
that it can be bound by its own pledges. 

What are vested rights? An estate in land is a vested right; a 
title which gives right to a future possession, a contingent estate as 
distinguished from a mere expectancy, is a vested right; it cannot 
be taken. An estate in personal property, a right to its possession, 
present or future, cannot be taken. Are there none others? Cer- 
tainly there are. A right of action is a vested right; a promissory 
note, though not yet due, an obligation to pay money held by another, 
is a vested right, and that right of action cannot be taken away. So 
a right of defense is a pac. right. Ifone holds against another a 
right of action which has 8 by law to be such, as, for instance, 
where it has been barred by the operation of the statute of limita- 
tions, the right to plead that statute in bar of that action cannot be 
taken away. The DEOR of action cannot be taken away by the pas- 
sage of a statute of limitations which gives an unreasonably short 
time in which to bring the suit. A right of defense once perfected 
under an 1 58 | law is not affected by the repeal of the law. 

Can the Uni States sue the railroad companies for the recovery 
of money to be put into a sinking fund? Can it sue these companies 
for the recovery of money due on account of the interest on these 
bonds? That has been tried and decided. It cannot sue to recover 
money to go into a sinking fund, because there is no such existing 
right. If it should bring any such suit as that, the company has a 
perfect defense to such an action for the recovery of any money on 
the ground that by the contract with the Government it owes noth- 
ing. Unless, indeed, it can be claimed that the right to a sinking 
fund is an implied incident to every debt payable in futuro. To state 
such a claim is to refute it. 

You propose to take away that defense, you propose to alter that 
contract, you propose to change the relation between these parties 
established originally by their joint consent, so that now, without the 
consent of the defendant, the United States may lawfully bring an 
action for the recovery of money not due and never promised, and 
failing that, not merely to have 1 8 rendered for the specific 
sum with execution awarded, but to forfeit every other right, every 
ngne which by the existing law it has to all its possessions, That is 
what the distinguished Senator from Vermont calls E better juris- 
prudence. Without intending offense, it is what I call legislative in- 
justice, legislative wrong. 

If what is proposed can be done, why cannot a law be passed de- 
claring that, whereas the United States are largely in advance on ac- 
count of the interest on these bonds, hereafter from this time, by 
virtne of this amendment and enactment, that amount of money 
shall become presently due from these companies to the United States ? 
Why not do it in that express and direct way? for the objection is not 
to the form of the thing; it is to the thing itself. If you cannot do 
that I defy mortal man to point ont a rational distinction, an intelli- 
gible, common-sense distinction, between that and that which is pro- 
posed. 

It has been said by the advocates of the Judiciary Committee's 
proposition that they do not claim they have the right to make the 
debt now not due for twenty-odd years presently due. They admit 
that that would be divesting a vested right, but that although not 
due they can make the defendant pay it; for where is the difference 
between contributing annually to a sinking fund compulsorily ex- 
acted and required to be paid and piled up in the coffers and treas- 
ury of the other party, to be held there and applied by it when the 
time does come for the maturity of the debt, and to declare in express 
words that the debt is now due and to be collected? It would take 
a Damascus blade to draw the line of distinction. As it stands it is 
aclumsy subterfuge. It is not legislative jurisprudence, it is a legis- 
lative stratagem. It is doing one thing by indirection where there 
is neither the courage nor the manliness to doit outright. Whatisthe 
difference between declaring an obligation due and payable which 
is not so and declaring that the obligor shall pay an obligation now 
which is not due for twenty years? What is a sinking fund but a 
mode of anticipating payment by paying before maturity? Or, if it 
be mere security, where is the right to demand security when the 
agreement was to lend withont security ? 

What are the excuses put forth? On what pretenses founded in any 
system of jurisprudence is this thing based? My friend the Senator 
from Vermont said yesterday afternoon that it was sufficient to found 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 4, 


it on the right of visitation, and I understood him to express a little 
sort of impatience, not to designate it by any other name, at the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts for not knowing enough of the horn-books 
of the law to know that that was a 1 and perspicuous ground 


upon which if could be based. Now, I read from a horn-book of the 
law, the second volume of the commentaries of Chancellor Kent, on 
the subject of the visitation of corporations, wherein he says: 

I proceed next to consider the power and discipline of visitations to which cor- 
porations are subject. Itisa power applicable only to ecclesiastical and eleemosy- 
nary corporations; and it is unders that no er corporations go under the 
name of eleemosynary but colleges, schools, and hospitals. The visitation of civil 
corporations is by the Government itself, through the medium of the courts of justice. 


Again: 
This visitorial power arises from the p rty which the founder 1 wa to 8 
ee charity; and as he is the author of the charity, the laws give and his 
a visitorial ; that is, an authority to inspect the actions and regulate 
the behavior of the members that partake of the charity. This power is judicial 
and supreme, but not legislative. 


Again: 

There is a marked and very essential difference between civil and eleemosyn@ry 
corporations on this point of visitation. The power of visitors, strictly speaking, 
extends only to the latter. 

Again: 

© visitorial power, therefore, with us, applies to eleem ap veg 
‘hoot ciel carparations, whether public, as the pan dir Page ge cities, 
Sentra: art nck TTT 
last af tha land ond cmenable to the ial tribunals for the exercise and the abuse 
of their powers. The way in which the courts exercise common-law jurisdiction 
over all civil corporations, whether public or private, is by writ of mandamus and 
by information in the nature of quo warranto. It is also well understood that the 
court of chan has a jurisdiction over charitable corporations for breaches of 
trust.—2 Kent's mentaries, 364, 367. 

Now, three things appear: first, that the power of visitation ap- 
plies only to corporations; secondly, it applies only to eleemosynary 
corporations, and not to civil corporations; and thirdly, that the power 
of visitation is not legislative but judicial. Yet, the learned Senator 
from Vermont cited the case in 4 Otto, of Munn rs. Elevator, as a case 
where the Supreme Court of the United States had decided that the 
power of visitation was rightfully exercised. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will be good enough to read that 

art omy 3 I should like to hear them, and they have not 

n changed. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I have not the remarks by me. If the Senator 
says he did not say so, that is enough. 

r. EDMUNDS. No; I should like to have the Senator be sure. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator had better be sure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My observations are never doctored after the 
reporter takes them down. The Senator will find them, therefore, 
exactly as he heard them, if he heard them as stated. Now, if he 
will be enough to turn to any place where I said the case of 
Munn (which I suppose is the one he refers to) had been decided b 
the Supreme Court on the ostensible ground of visitation, then I shall 
admit that I am wrong and he is right, because they did not decide 
it on that point. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I appeal to the Senate if the Senator did not 

k of the case of Millers and others in the cases, of which there is 
a whole array in 4 Otto, as cases of visitation; for I was so astounded 
at the remark that I took special pains to interrogate the Senator as 
to his meaning. He said the power of visitation, though not the only 
ground on which the authority could rest, was a suflicient ground, 
and he cited the cases in 4 Otto as proof of the decisions of the court 
in the application of that doctrine. The leading case was the case 
of a private person where the Legislature of the State of Illinois first 
declared that his vocation was public and then because it was public 
that they had a right to regulate the rates of his charges to his cus- 
tomers. I do not purpose at this time on this occasion in this way 
to comment on the decision or on those which followed it in the same 
series of that volume of reports. The ground of the decision was not 
the right of visitation. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. What was the ground? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The ground was that an elevator was property 
which by the act of the paty had been dedicated to a public use, 
which vested in the public, represented by the Government, a cer- 
tain interest coupled with the right to regulate that public interest 
according to its notions of the general welfare; and so they held in 
regard to the railroad corporations, in which it was held as to this 
very doctrine of the limitation on the cgn of repeal to be imma- 
terial, for the reason that the court in the Munn case had already 
held that as to private property the same nghe of regulation existed, 
and nobody contended that the property of the corporation was in 
a better category than that of private persons. I think the only 
visitation that can appropriately be spoken of in this connection is 
a visitation of Providence in the concoction and urgency of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly Providence had not anything to do 
with the Railroad bill. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It may have. Those on whom the tower of 
Siloam fell were perhaps not more unjust and wicked than those who 


escaped. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not remember that case. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No, sir; that is not a case in Gray. That brings 
me to a consideration of this famous case, cited with so much array 


of conclusiveness from the fourth volume of Gray’s reports, the case 
of the Massachusetts General Hospital against the Mutual Life-In- 
surance Company of Worcester, If I am not mistaken it was claimed 
that this case was a direct authority for the proposition that, under 
the general power of amendment of a provision in the charter of a 
corporation which defined net earnings in a particular way so as to 
require the payment of only a certain amount, the Legislature could 
subsequently pass another act giving another definition to net earn- 
ings so as to make the company responsible for another and a larger 
amount. It has to mean that to mean anything pertinent to this dis- 
cussion, and it does not mean that. There is not one word in the case 
approaching it. The faets in the case are simply that, by the previous 
legislation of the State in the charter of the Massachusetts General 
Hospital, a life-insurance company was chartered who were required 
to devote one-third of their net profits to the support of the hospital. 
That charter contained a proviso that no other life- insurance company 
should thereafter be chartered except upon the like conditions. Sub- 
sequently, in 1844, a charter was given to the defendant company, 
which was a company on a mutual plan and had a guarantee capital 
stock of a hundred thousand dollars, on which they had agreed to 
pay interest at the rate of 6 or 7 per cent. per annum as a security to 
the holders of the deposits. It was claimed by them that under this 
act ey wen not liable for the payment of any net profits at áll, be- 
cause they made none, it being a mutual company and the interest 
on the guarantee capital being a part of the expenses of operation. In 
order to make the charter of that company conform to the original 
contract between the State and the Massachusetts General Hospital 
and to supply the defect in the subsequent charters in respect to that 
obligation, for it took all its rights with the n of the prior 
law, an amendatory act was passed declaring that they should pay 
one third of the net profits over and above the 6 per cent. of the guar- 
antee. That is all there is to that case. It was not a case in which 
by an amendatory statute a new right was given to the State or any 
third person, or any new obligation imposed upon the defendants ; 
but more clearly to ùire, the subsequently organized company to 
conform to the very obligations which constituted the conditions of 
their corporate existence. 

If I understood the argument correctly, this measure was justified 
on another ground, and that is that it was in the nature of a special 
act relating to bankruptcy, an act in prevention of bankruptcy, an 
act to provide for the distribution of the assets of this company, so as 
that it should not become a bankrupt, for the protection of creditors 
and stockholders. Itis to be observed ,in the first place that no cred- 
itor of the company, including the Government, has any lien by vir- 
tue of the existing law upon the income of the company derived from 
the use and operation of its property. The mortgages are confined 
to the body of the property, and do not express that they include the 
right to receive the income; and, even if they did, there could bo no 
right to receive the income until after default made and until after 
the court had taken actual possession of the income by the acts of its 
oflicer, a receiver, That point has been expressly ruled by the Su- 
preme Court in a case in 1 Otto, of Gilman and others vs. The Illinois 
and prt pegs Telegraph Company, to which I shall merely refer as 
establishing that proposition. 1s there any ground ef remedial justice 
that secures to a creditor or a stockholder of a corporation the right, 
upon any equitable principle, to intervene in advance upon the ground 
. his apprehension, and ask the court to protect him over 
and above and outside of the actual legal securities with which he is 
invested by the terms of his contract? The Senator from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoar, ] not now in his seat, when I first addressed the Senate 
on thissubject, seemed to think that there wasa ground on which inter- 
vention could be successfully justified, by providing a new remedy ; 
but a new remedy implies an existing and ancient right. Under 
pretense of giving a Seg | you cannot change and substantially 
alter actual obligations and duties and rights. There is a jurisdiction 
in equity at the suit of a stockholder, of a creditor sometimes, by in- 
voking the preventive justice of that court to prevent the corpora- 
tion from diverting their capital, from misapplying their property and 
income so as to defeat the legitimate purposes and objects of their 
existence; but that intervention is expressly limited to two classes 
of cases. There must be some sufficient and distinct acts alleged as 
justifying the grounds for the application, and they must bo either, 
first, ultra vires, beyond the corporate power, and therefore null and 
void as against e stockholders or creditors, or else they 
must be breaches of trust. Beyond that, outside of those categories, 
there cannot be found, I venture to say, any reported case in which 
a court of equity has intervened to regulate the interior and domes- 
tie management of the affairs of a corporation. Wherever it has been 
attetpted it has been refused. The principles on which the courts 
act in such cases are laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Dodge vs. Woolsey, in the eighteenth volume of 
Howard. The court say: 

The result of the cases is well stated in Angell & Ames, paragraphs 391, 393: 
In cases where the legal remedy against a corporation is inadequate, a court of 

nity will interfere, is well settled, and there are cases in which a bill in equity 
will lie against a corporation by one of its members.” “Though the result of the 
authorities clearly is, that in a co: ion, when acting wit! the scope of and 


in obedience to the provisions of its constitution, the will of the MALTY, daly ex- 
pressed at a legally constituted meeting, must govern; yet beyond tho limits of 


the act of incorporation, the will of the majority cannot make an act valid; and the 
posas of a court of equity may be put in motion at the instance of a single share- 
der, if he can show that the corporation are employing their statutory powers 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2263 


for the accomplishment of not within the scope of their institution. Yet 
it is to be observed that is an important distinction between this class of 
cases and those in which there is no breach of trust, but only error and misappre - 
hension, or simple negligence on the part of the directors.”—18 Howard's Reports, 
343. 


I recur to an observation made in the prior part of this argument, 
important now to be noted, that we are called upon to act in this 
iustance, not by virtue of any powers or rights belonging to the 
United States as a creditor, but as a legislative power, as sovereign ; 
and that we have the same right to put in motion this species of 
legislation in behalf of other persons as creditors as though the Gov- 
ernment was itself nota creditor at all. That is the principle on 
which the bill of the Judiciary Committee proceeds; for it does not 
apply the sinking fund to the technical payment of the debt due to 
the Government or to become due, but claims to preserve it for the 
general purposes of those to whom it may be assigned as creditors of 
the corporation. The same power invoked now would be lawfal, if 
lawful here, over every other corporation within the purview of the 
jurisdiction of Congress. 

But more, Con has jurisdiction to pass a uniform law on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy, and that applies not to corporations merely, but to 
natural persons, to all persons, If in reference to corporations sub- 
a its control Congress has aright to anticipate the possibility of 

lvency at a future day by reason of that jurisdiction to require 
the accumulation of 25 per cent. of their net income, why may they not 
pass a bankrupt law far more efficient than that cumbrous machine 
which my distinguished friend, the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Mc- 
CREERY,] who is Pesto tein o me now, desires to remove, which shall 
not undertake to cure bankruptcies but to prevent them, and to say in 
advance that in order to meet the case of possible insolvency 25 per 
cent. of the net income of every citizen of the United States shall be 
paid into the Treasury to accumulate as a sinking fund at such rate 
of interest as it may suit the interest of the United States to pay, in 
order to be distributed in the event of insolvency among the creditors 
of the party? Why not? Congress has jurisdiction of the person, 
it has jurisdiction of the subject, exclusive jurisdiction, and if this 
preventive legislative jurisprudence can be invoked to the extent 
and in the degree requisite to sustain the present measure, why not 
make it general and apply it to all cases of possible insolvency? My 
objection to this bill is that it takes away from a citizen his property 
for no public use where compensation is proposed, but for private use, 
for the use of his creditors, who have not yet any claim against him, 
and without his assent. It is said the land is not taken the visible 
and tangible property is not taken; it is only the income. But where 
ou take away from property its profit, what valuable interest is there 
left init? You take away a man’s income and where is his ar pres 7 
You take away a part; by what right can he maintain and defend 
the rest? It takes it away not only without his assent, but in spite 
of his protest and in violation of your agreement with him. 

It takes it away, as I say again, for no pantis purpose but for a 
private purpose, That you cannot doin this country lawfully under 
any circumstances as against any man. You cannot buy a man’s prop- 
erty against his consent ; ov cannot compel him to sell it at any price 
for anything except a public use, and it is a mere abuse, a perversion 
of words, to call the use public because it is fo pay a debt due to the 
Government, for, as I have again to repeat, as a creditor the Govern- 
ment is a private person. There is no end of the fancies in which men 
may indulge as to what constitutes that public right which will fur- 
nish the excuse for invasions of private property. In the early days 
of Kentucky, when large bodies of land were 1 it was a 
great public necessity that population should be invited and that im- 
provements should be made. Accordingly, in 1824 I think, a statute 
was passed by the Legislature of that State which required every holder 
of such a quantity of lands to put certain improvements upon them 
within a certain time, failing which any other person might enter, 
occupy, improve, and own. The validity of that statute, passed upon 
those apparent grounds of public policy, was questioned and decided 
as far back as the first volume of Dana’s Reports in the case of Gaines 
vs. Buford, in which one of the judges, Judge Underwood, says: 


ports, 488. 


So in modern times, (for I shall not continue to offend the intuitive 
sense of jurisprudence dwelling in the breast of my friend, the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, by referring perpetually only to old cases,) in 
the case of Palairet’s appeal, reported in the sixty-seventh volume of 
Pennsylvania State Reports, the Legislature of that State sought to 
cut up by the roots and destroy forever the estates in perpetual rents, 
ground rents, a favorite mode of investment in that State, and par- 
ticularly in the city of Philadelphia. Accordingly they passed a stat - 
ute which authorized a sale of the reversion upon the petition of the 
tenant. The Supreme Court of that State held that without the 
consent of the owner of the fee it was an attempt to take private 
property for a private use, although it was attempted to justify it 
1 rr ground of a public policy, and that it was unconstitutional 
and voi $ 


Therefore, Mr. President, the 8 is not a vain one that 


legislative ingenuity is unlimited in seeking out unknown methods 
of undermining the foundations of private right, and that it is well 
after all to stand by the ancient landmarks of the law and not to go 
in quest of these new discoveries in legislative jurisprudence. 

As to the details of any arrangement which can be come to between 
the Government and these companies, Iam entirely indifferent. What- 
ever they can be induced to consent to pay, whatever they can law- 
fully be made to pay, consistent always with that higher public in- 
terest which is contained essentially in their permanence as t 
national highways of trade and travel for carrying men and merchan- 
dise to and fro, I am willing and desirons that they should pay; bat 
Istand here to-day suitably impressed, as I believe, by the solemnity 
of the ee public and private, under which I rest and act, 
and say that if the Government has to lose all the millions it has in- 
vested in the advances to these companies, I think it had better lose 
them than forCongress to give its assent to the propositions contained 
in this bill, a bill which settles nothing and unsettles everything, 
which in effect and in intent upsets the consequences of the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States judicially determining 
tLe very right between these parties, and refuses again to enter into 
any bond and obligation, no matter how severe and onerous to the 
other party, simply because Senators are unwilling to give up the 
power to tease, to harass, to oppress, and impoverish. That may be 
regarded by some as a precious inheritance, the right to exert power 
merely to show that you have power, bat ned instructions in N ee 
dence and political philosophy have taught me that power ought 
never to be exerted except upon justifying grounds and for benefi- 
cent and useful purposes. ‘ 

When I addressed the Senate on a former occasion I announced my 
intention to move, and 3 that the bill reported from 
the Railroad Committee shoul substituted for that reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I now withdraw that motion in 
order that the vote when it comes to be taken may be tuken directly 
and expressly upon the merits of the Judiciary Commit tees bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry in the chair.) The amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Mr. President, I move to substitute Senate bill 
No. 1032 for the bill of the Judiciary Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
an amendment by way of substitute as stated. The Secretary will 
report the substitute. 

he Cuter CLERK. It is pro 
ing clause of the bill reported 
and in lieu thereof to insert: 


That in order to establish a sinking fund for the * part of liquidating the 
claims of the Government.on account of the bonds 
Jal Ber rgg eee Sins seg role, to the Cen- 
tral We 

N. 


to strike out all after the enact- 
m the Committee on the Judiciary, 


California, and stern 


Com Compan’ 3 
ury of the United States is hereby authorized to carry to the t of a sinkin; 
fund for the Central Pacific Railroad crganized nd exit: 


road Company, the amount due, or which may be d: 
and trans m the 


including the 31st day of March, 1877, which, if not amounting at said 
to the sum of $1,000,000, be made up by the respective com: to that sum 
each, and any amount so found due said res; com over $1,000,000 
be paid over to said companies respectively. 
Sec. 2. That the said Central Pacific Company and the said Union Pa- 


g fund, ei 
ties of the United States at par, 


E 
on the Ist day of October, 1878, and continuing such ts until and includin, 
K re p! to the t 


the ist day of October, in the year 1900. 

of the fund shall be credited and added thereto semi-annnally, at the rate 
of 6 per cent. per annum. Upon the maturity of the first-mortgage of said 
com) eee eee eee Aor a ee of said 
bonds remaining due and unpaid out of said Sinking fund: 


however, 
That ao oP TaN NR 3 — irraes — tho right 8 geod ea first- 
mortgage to a new upon su ime terms as ma upon 
with the holders thereof, and the . lien to secure said bonds 3 
law shall remain valid until said bonds are finally liquidated. Any balance remain- 
ing due the United States from either of said companies on the Ist day of October, 
A. D. 1900, after deducting the amount standing to the credit of said — j fond 


Sec. 3. That the payments so to be made . companies ahall be in lieu of 
all payments required from said com ies under said act of July 1, 1862, and the 
amendmen! © reimbursement to the Government for the 
bonds so issued to said corporations, In case, for any cause unavoidable by said 
companies, or either of them, there shall not be net earnings made suiticient for 
such payment, and for the payment of the interest on the first-mortgage bonds for 
any one year, 5 hereby required shall be abated for such time: Pro- 

ù That no dividend shall be voted, made, or paid to any stockholder in either 
of said . at any time when the safd companies, or either of them may be 
in default in respect of the payments aired to be paid into the said sinkin 
fund. or in respect of interest upon any debt which may be a prior lien to that 
the United States; and any oflicer or person who shall vote, declare, make, or pay, 


when received, shall be paid into said sinking fund. And every such officer, ga 
son, or stockholder who shall e e declare, or pay any such diyi- 
VV act, shall bo deemed ity of a misde- 
meanor, and, on con on thereof, shall be punished by a fine not 
row 2 py ment not exceeding one year. 

EC. 4. T. 


d sinking fund so established and accumulated shall, according 
to the interest and properties of said companies respectively therein, be held for 
the protection, security, and benefit of the lawful and just holders of any mort- 
gago or lien debts of such companies respectively, lawfully paramount to the rights 
of the United States, as well as for the United subject. however, to the 
provision in section 2 of this act; but the provisions of section shall not oper- 
ato or be held to impair any existing right, except in the manner in this act 
provided, of vgs mo; lien, or other creditor of either of said companies re- 
spectively, nor to excuse either of said companies respectively from the duty of 
d g oat of other funds its debts to any creditor except the United States. 

Sec. 5. That said companies shall not in any manner be released from their pres- 
ent liabilities to keep the said railroads and telegraph lines constructed under the 
acts of Con aforesaid, in repair and use, and to transmit dispatches over said 
telegraph Haa, and transport mails, troops, munitions of war, 8 and public 
stores apaa pres railroads for the Government, whenever required to do so by any 
Department thereof, at fair and reasonable rates of compensation, (said rates not to 
exceed the e by private parties for the same kind of service,) the bees 
amountof which be by the Government to said companies on the adjus' 
ment of the accounts therefor, and that the Governmunt shall at all times have the 
preference in for all the purposes aforesaid, 

Sud, 6. That the President of the United States shall forthwith nominate and, 


pany the branch 
ies, and to oversee the observance thereof so as to afford and secure to the 
tion, travel, and traus- 


b uire said 
ment of. the road ‘of the company or companies so neglecting or rrfusing, and, if 


22. ao re nko gn 
© other com any com om! rom suc 
pan > pany 

. continue in ofice until he resign, or until 
removed by the President, and his salary, which shall be fixed at -— thousand 
dollars per annum, to be paid quarterly, together with all his reasonable and proper 
expenses for clerk hire, office rent, stationery, and other incidental expenses, to be 
3 by tho 83 of tho 3 15 bo el by 1 com- 

n proportion earnings o r respective roada, and as adjusted 
By saia —— 2 by him of the books and reports of said 


several 1 77 
Sec. 10. bat it shall be the duty of said commissioner, from time to time, to 
or in answer to any inquiries 


repens éo Che Reorotarg of the In he may make of 
him touching the condition and m ent of said road and branch veut} and he 
shall communicate at any Has such information as he may deem advisable to be 
in the possession of the Department, and he shall perform tuch other duties as are 
uired under at law to be performed by the five Government directors pro- 
bd for by section 13 of the act of July 2, 1864; and that part of said section 
niring the appointment of said five Government directors is hereby led. 
ang. iL ‘That upon the faithfal compliance with, and performance of, all the 
requirements of this act relative to said sinking fund by said companies, or either 
of them, this act shall be deemed and taken as a final settlement between said com- 
panies, or cither of them so complying, and the United States as regards the pay- 
ment of said bonds and interest; in case of failure or neglect by either of said 
companics to perferm all and singular the 9 of this act in regard to 
said payments as hereinbefore mentioned for the period of six months next after 
such rmance may be due, such failure shall operate as a forfeiture of all the 
rights, privileges, ts, and chises derived or obtained by it from the United 
States, and it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to cause such forfeiture to 


be judicially enforced. 

Suc. 12. That nothing in this act shall be construed or taken in any wise to affect | 
r impair the right of Con, at any time hereafter to further alter, amend, or | 
repeal the said acts hereinbefore mentioned or this act, except as provided in the 

receding section; and nothing herein contained shall be held to deny, exclude, or | 
Topate avy right or remedy in the premises now existing in favor of the United 
States; and each and every of the provisions of this act contained shall severally 
and eer be deemed, taken, and held as in alteration and amendment of said 
acts of 1862and 1864, and of the amendments thereto and supplemental acts thereof. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. Mr. President, several months ago I had the honor 
of addressing the Senate upon the subject of the Pacific railroad sys- 
tem, and more particularly upon the manner of the operation of these 
respective roads one with the other, the main line with the branches. 
Speaking of the unjust discrimination practiced by the Union Pacific 
Company toward the branch companies, I used these words: 


In may jadsmment it works a ter hardship than would be entailed by the entire 
loss of all the bonds loaned to the several companies, the ultimate payment of which | 
the honorable Senator from Ohio (Mr. THURMAN] is so anxious to secure. 


Sir, these were not idle words, I propose briefly to give some rea- 
sons why I used them then and why I repeat them now. j 
_ The Senator from Ohio, who sits near me, said yesterday that my | 
prorate bill had no business with the fanding bill, or words to that | 
effect; I must beg leave to differ with my learned friend upon this 
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point. In my jud it has much to do with this question, and 
mach to £ with the welfare of the public and with the wee 
of the Government. 

Let us oe for one moment what were the objects of the acts of 
1862 and 1864. Why were these munificent grants made? Why were 
$64,623,512 in bonds of the Government issued and loaned to these 
corporations? Was it simply to enable the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
THURMAN] to invent some plan by which the Government can be 
made more secure and ultimately to be repaid? Did the Government 
make this vast loan for the benefit of the interest upon the loan f 
Did Congress part with these bonds and agree to pay the interest on 
them for thirty years as a business transaction for profit and accept 
a second 49 55 upon the roads as security? Yet my honorable 
friend from Ohio and his associates upon the Judiciary Committee 
seem to act upon the theory that the speedy repayment of this money 
overshadows every other consideration of public policy in relation to 
the management and conduct of these several companies. In order 
to arrive at a proper consideration of the subject before the Senate, 
I propose to inquire into the object of the legislation which called 
these corporations into existence. The act itself declares this pu 
in the following words. I cite section 18 of the act of July 1, 1862: 

And the better to accomplish the object of this act, namely, to promote the pub- 
lic interest and welfare by the construction of said 3 Pat g telegraph Fine 
and keeping the same in working order, and to secure to the Government at all 
times (but particularly in time of war) the use and benefits of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes. 


Again, in section 6 of the samo act the companies were reqnired to 
keep the roads in repair, so that the Government can at all times 
transport troops, munitions of war, supplies, and public stores, and 
the mails upon said railroads, &c., so that we see that the declared 
object of the Government was to promote the public welfare, as well 
as to enable the Government to use the roads for its own necessities 
and benefit, that this aid was extended to these corporations. 

Mr. President, the theory of the whole legislation had upon this 
Pacific railroad system is upon this principle, and the branches 
reaching to widely separated points upon the Missouri River were 
inclnded in the subsidy so lavishly bestowed, in order to better ac- 
conmodate the public and the Government. If these were not the 
main objects sought for, why subsidize any branch roads? Why 
subordinate the security of the Government for the bonds issued ? 
It is specially provided that the “track upon the entire line of rail- 
road and branches shall be of uniform width, so that, when com- 
pleted, cars can be run from the Missouri River to the Pacitic coast.” 

Section 12 of the act of 1862 provides that— 

The whole line of said railroad and branches and telegraph sball be operated 
and used for all of communication, travel, and transportation, so far as 
the publie and Government are concerned, as one connected continuons line. 

‘Then, again, in section 15 of the act of July 2, 1864, it is provided: 


That the seyeral companies authorized to construct the aforesaid roads are 
hereby required to operate and use said roads and telograph for all ag em of 
communication, travel, and trans tion, so far as the public and the Govern- 
ment are concerned, as one continuous line; and, in such operation and use, to 
afford and secure to each equal advantages and facilities as to rates. time, and 
transportations, without any discrimination of any kind in favor of the road or 
business of any or either of said companies, or adverse to tho road or business of 
any or either of the others. 


The idea of operating all of these roads as one family, without any 
discriminations of any kind, has never been lost sight of in any legis- 
lation had upon the subject. Now, sir, how has the object of the 
law been complied with in this respect? The Union Pacitic Railroad 
gonna has never complied with the law. On the contrary, it has 
openly defied the law and the Government by practicing the most 
unjust discriminations against the branches, utterly prohibiting them 
from any benefits of through trafic or travel and denying the public 
and Government any use whatever of the branches for transconti- 
nental business, Ido not intend to take up the time of the Senate 
now to show at any great length how the people of this country are 
damaged by the conduct of some of these companies; but I desire to 
read one or two letters from merchants in Denver to show how the 
State I represent in part upon this floor is . embargoed by 
the unjust and unlawful discrimination of the Union Pacific Com- 

any: 

. DENVER, COLORADO, January 2, 1878. 

Dear Sin: I have read with much pleasure your speech upon the management 
of the Pacitic roads. You are certainly on the right track, and 1 trust you will lay 
on vigorously and spare not until the laws of Congress shall be obeyed by all the 
Pacitic roads, both in lotter and spirit. 

As an illustration of the unjust discrimination which has been practiced against 
Colorado business, I will state that the firm of Martin & Cornforth, of Denver, Ga 
which Lam the senior partner,) has been compelled to pay on fruit shipments for 
Denver, Sacramento to Cheyenne, $125 per car-load ; the same car would be taken, 
Sacramento to Omaha, (five hundred and sixteen miles more distance.) for tho same 
sum, $425. The rate to Chicago from Sacramento is $500 per car-load. The rate 
per car-load Cheyenne to Denver is $90, making the through rates from Sacramento 
to Denver $515, to Omaha 8423, to Chicago $500. This is but one illustration. There 
ia the same kind of discrimination against Denver and o whenever we wish 
to ship in dried fruita from California, or grain, frait, or poets from Utah, and 
the same injustice in a marked degree on canned goods. The rates from the Pacific 
coast or Utah to Omaha, Chicago, Cinvinnati, and Saint Louis are less than to 
Denver. I may add that the same discrimination is practiced against us when we 
desire to travel, as their published tariff shows: Omaha to San Francisco, $100; 
Cheyenne to San Francisco, $100. 

Yours, very truly, 
J. H. MARTIN, 
Hon. J. B. CHAFFEE, 
United States Senator for Colorado. 
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I will read another letter dated January 3, 1878: 
DENVER, COLORADO, January 3, 1878. 
has attracted the attention of all the business men of 


Dear Sm: Your speech 
Colorado, and fairly elicited the most tory comment by all parties. 

Denver and Colorado have been suffe from the discriminations of the Pacific 
roads ever since they were thrown open for business. The law, as we common 
business men undersea’ it, has been openly and flagrantly violated. Hundreds 
of thousands of Colorado's best acres having been donated to the Pacific Railroad 
Com es by Congress upon certain conditions, one of them that there 
be no 8 for or against the business of any of the branches, we 
as hi a right to at least fair play in the handling of our business by the 

0 

To illustrate how we have been treated, allow me to state the slewing ‘case: 
Since the completion of the Colorado Central Railroad between Denver and Chey- 
enne, I applied for a rate on a car-load of Utah dried peaches from 1 — to Den- 
ver. They gave me the fellewing quotations: Ogden to Cheyenne, ; Ogden 
to Omaha, Ea discrimination of $200 per car-load against business for Col- 
orado. I didnot accept the rate, but will be compelled to purchase in Kansas City 


or Omaha. 

Another case in point: Some months since I purchased in San Francisco a car- 
load of canned and 3 to Denver, paying freight $390. The same car 
of goods, ing to their advertised tariff, could have been delivered in Saint 
Louis for $300. So that, as a matter of fact, I am compelled to go to Saint Louis or 
Chicago to buy California canned goods at the best rates for Denver market. 

Another transaction: I purchased three car, loads of sirup in five-gallon kegs. 
Upon inquiry L found that the cost from there to Denver direct, via Cheyenne, 
would be $4.10 per keg; bat by shipping through to Omaha and down to Kansas 
City, censi to an outside party, and from thence, via the Kansas Pacific road, 
to Denver, the sirup could be delivered for$3.25 per keg. Of course I shioped by 
the latter roundabont route, the goods being subjected to about fourteeu hund: 
miles extra anil useless travel and my house liable to serious loss and vexatious 
delay incident to the numerous transfers. 

I could make along list of these discriminations against Denver and Colorado 
which have fallen ander iny personal observation, if it was necessary to do so. It 
is a matter ef public notoriety that Utah potatoes can be shipped from Ogden to 
Omaha cheaper than they can be to ver. 

In traveling between Denver and Utah and the Pacific coast we are diseriminated 
against in the same manner. Your Colorado friends desire yon every possible suo- 
cess in your efforts to have the laws of Congress honestly and faithfully enforced 
in this matter, so that Colorado business interests may not be repressed and dwarfed 
vy tho very agency the Government intended should foster and build them up. 


Very truly yours, 
WOLFE LONDONER. 
Hon. Jerome B. CHAFFEE, 
Washington, D. C. 


I vouch for the truthfulness and respectability of these gentlemen; 
they are among our most respected citizens. The States of Kansas 
REN Missouri are in the same situation. Indeed, sir, the people of all 
the States south of the Ohio River are compelled to go north to Omaba 
in order to reach the Pacific coast, instead of embarking at Saint Louis 
in a palace car and going over the Kansas branch so as to intersect 
the aioe Pacific at Cheyenne. The entire half of this Union is com- 
pelled by the unlawful conduct of the Union Pacific Company to travel 
several kanged miles north to Omaha and traverse the entire line of 
that road in order to reach the Pacific coast. 

But, Mr. President, I do not intend to cover the same gronnd that 
E went over upon a former occasion to show the unjust discrimina- 
tions of these companies. That they exist is a fact as patent as is the 
fact that the debt of the Government is accumulating from year to 
year. That these abuses of power ought to be corrected I contend is 
more important than merely to devise a plan to seenre the money 
. construct the roads; yet my honorable friend from Ohio 
is willing to ignore the immediate commercial interests of the people 
for the greed of the almighty dollar. I claim that if any settlement 
is to be made between the Government and these companies, this 
pro rata question shonld be made one component part of it; and this 
brings me to the bill I introduced yesterday, and to which I now 
desire to call the attention of the Senate. I shall briefly discuss this 
portion of the bill relating to the legal and proper mode of operating 
the main line and branches before referring to the other part propos- 
ing a sinking fund for the ultimate payment of the amount that will 
be due the United States. The bill simply provides that, by and with 
the advice of the Senate, the President shall appoint one commissioner 
who shallestablish rules and regulations, from time to time, to govern 
the use and operation of these roads with each other, in accordance 
with existing law, adding nothing whatever to the law in this respect. 
If any of the companies refuse to conform to such rules and regula- 
tions made by the commissioner and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, the President is authorized, if need be, to take possession of 
the road of such defaulting company and operate the same. I will 
read section 7 of the proposed act: 

That if said companies, or any of them, shall noglect or refuse to conform to the 
said rules and regulations, the commissioner shall report the fact to the President 
of the United States, who, being satisfied of such neglect or refusal, shall, by his 
order, require said commissioner to direct the operation and management of the 
road of the company or companies soneglecting or refusing, and, if need be, to take 
the absolute ioù and control of and operate the same in accordance with 
such rules and regulations: Provided, however, That any of said companies may file 
a bill in equity against said commissioner and the other companies in the circuit 
court of the United States of any circuit within which an part of its road may be 
situated, praying a decree er | the enforcement of: such rules, regulations, 
or order, and declaring the rights and duties of the parties to such suit under the 
acts of Con relating to said companies; and every such suit shall have pre- 
cedence in the courts in which the same shall be pending, and service in such suit 
may be made anywhere in the United States by copy of the bill. 


Section 9 provides that such commissioner shall continue in office 
until removed by the President, and that his salary shall be paid by 
the respective companies aecording to the gross earnings of their 
respective roads. 

Section 10 provides that the commissioner shall perform the duties 


now wee p the five Government ee N duties are Hangs 
inal and wholly unnecessary in my ju mt, and consequently it 
repeals the provision of the law requiring their appointment. 1 do 
not suppose the Judiciary Committee or any member of it will ques- 
tion the constitutionality of the power of Congress to authorize the 
e to take possession of any of these as provided in this 
bill. . 

I do not propose to enter upon any full or detailed exposition of 
the power of amendment reserved by Congress in the acts of 1862 and 
1864. That has been conclusively done in the speeches which have 
been recently made in the Senate during the discussion of this qnes- 
tion; and in all of the authorities ci upon the subject, it is con- 
ceded that the power of amendment, however it may be otherwise 
limited, extends so far as may be at any time necessary in order to 
accomplish the original purposes of the acts. This is very distinctly 
stated in Miller vs. The State, 15 Wallace, 498, in these words: 

The reserved power may be exercised, and to almost any extent, to carry into 
effect the original purposes of the grant. 

And sgain, in the Holyoke Company vs. Lyman, 15 Wallace, 500, it 
is said that the provision— 

Reserves to the Legislature the authority to make any alteration or amendment 
of a charter granted subject to it, which will not defeat or substantially impair the 
object of the grant or any rights under — 1 which the Legislature may deem 
necessary to secure either that object or other public or private rights. 

The last expression of opinion by the United States Supreme Court 
on this subject is in the case of Wright vs. The State of Ohio, not yet 
reported. . Justice Swayne, speaking for the court in that case, 
says that the power of amendment is not without limitation. He 
does not state the limits in terms, but instances cases on the one side 
and on the other, to indicate how far the power may go. On the one 
side, to show the limit of the pores he says “that it has been decided 
by the court in New York that the Legislature cannot under the 

wer of amendment require a railroad to build a bridge which is not 
in any way connected with its works or useful to it in the transaction 
of its business.” The reason is that it is beyond the powe of the 
Legislature to divert the property of a company to any object entirely 
foreign to the purposes of its creation. An instance on the other 
hand, cited by the learned judge to show how far the power may go. 
is a case decided by the court in Massachusetts, where it was held 
that a railroad company may be required to erect a station-house at 
a certain point, remove its structures and its track thereto, and oper- 
ate its road in connection therewith, the power there being exercised 
simply to accomplish a pur, of the creation of the corporation, 
namely, to afford to the public conveniences in connection with the 
use of the road. These instances are but applications in particular 
cases of the rule as laid down by the United States Supreme Court in 
the cases in 15 Wallace, namely, that amendment may be made to 
almost any extent in order to accomplish the original purposes of the 
charter. e pro legislation in this bill seeks to do nothing 
further, and is therefore clearly within the power of amendment 
reserved in the act as defined by the Fre pom Court in the adjudged 
cases. Many other cases might be cited, but these are sufficient to 
establish beyond cavil all that is necessary for my present purpose. 

But it may be said that the remedy proposed is equivalent to the 
taking of property without due process of law. In support of this 
proposition it may be insisted that the Union Pacific Railroad Company 
occupies toward the Government and the public the relation simply 
of a private party, and that as such its property is protected by the 
constitutional provision mentioned. But the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company is not, in respect of its duties to operate its road with the 
branches as one continuous line, simply a private party and to be 
dealt with as such. The case of the Union Pacific Railroad Company 
vs. Pennington, 18 Wallace, 32, 33, was a bill of injunction filed by 
the company to restrain the taxes levied by the State of Nebraska 
upon its road, claiming to be exempt from such State interference 
because if was an agency of the Government. Mr. Justice Stron 
delivering the opinion of the court in that case, states in very full 
and impressive language that this company is an agency of the Gov- 
ernment for certain great public purposes, but the court holds that 
as such its property is not withdrawn from State taxation. In that 
case the court proceeded upon precisely the same view which was 
taken by it in the case of The Merchants’ Bank vs. The Commonwealth 
where the question was the right of the States to tax the national 
banks. Mr. Justice Miller, delivering the opinion of the court in that 
case, held that the national banks were the fiscal agents of the Gov- 
ernment, but not in such wise as to withdraw them from State tax- 
ation. So that the railroad company and the banks stand upon pre- 
cisely the same footing as agencies of the Government and as public 
servants. The same view of the Union Pacific Railroad Company is 
taken by the court in the case of The United States rs. The Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, 91 United States Supreme Court Reports, 
72, and in several other of the cases to which that company was a 


party. 

Statutes of the United States have froma very early period authorized 
most summary process against public officers and . 
erty when delinquent in respect of the performance of their duties. In 
1813 an act was passed providing such a process against a public officer 
receiving public funds and in default in accounting therefor. The 
act was revised in 1820 and is now embodied in the Revised Statutes. 


It provides that if a public officer receiving public funds shall not 
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duly account therefor to the the First Comptroller shall 
state the account and certify it to the Solicitor of the Treasury, who 
shall thereupon issue his warrant directed to the marshal of the dis- 
trict in which the delinquent lives. Upon this warrant the marshal 
may seize the goods and chattels, lands and tenements of the alleged 
defaulter and also of his sureties and sell the same on short notice; 
and he may even seize the body of the delinquent. No judicial proc- 
ess is had by any officer on behalf of the Government, the act simply 

roviding that if the debtor feel aggrieved by any of these proceed- 
ings he may enjoin the same upon bill filedin the proper United States 
court. The validity of this act was called in question in the case of 
Murry’s lessee vs. The Hoboken Insurance Company, 18 Howard, 266. 
In that case it rere that Swaurtout was collector of customs of 
the port of New York. Being delinquent in rendering his accounts 
to the Treasury, a warrant was issued against him and a certain lot 
of Jand was sold by the marshal upon it, and upon the one side title 
to the property rested upon the validity of this sale. Judgments 
were also recovered against him in the supreme court of the State of 
New York, upon which executions were issued to the sheriff of the 
county, who sold the same property to another party, which party 
claimed title under these judicial proceedings. The question was 
whether the proceedings upon the Treasury warrant were valid, two 
objections being taken thereto: first, that the statute vested in the 
Executive judicial powers; secondly, that the proceedings were had 
without due process of law. Both objections were resolved by the 
court in favor of the validity of the act of Congress and the Treas- 
ury warrant aud the proceedings thereunder, and the title held 
thereby was sustained. 

It is evident that the proceedings in the Treasury are in a certain 
sense judicial. The Comptroller must inquire whether the person 
sought to be charged is a public officer within the meaning of the act; 
whether he has received public funds, and, if so, how much; whether 
he has rendered his account therefor or for any part thereof; what 
the amount of his delinquency is, and generally whether the case is 
one upon which a warrant should issue against him and inst his 
sureties. These inquiries are precisely the same as those which would 
be presented to the court in a suit upon the bond for its determina- 
tion ; but the court held that notwithstanding this it was competent 
for Congress to yest this judicial or quasi-judicial power in an officer 
of the executive department of the Government. The court further 
holds that the warrant and proceedings under it are“ due process of 
law,” and that in order that a proceeding may be “due process of 
law” it is not necessary that there should be any action by a court of 
justice. If the attempt be made to distinguish the case of a public 
officer charged with public funds from the case of the Union Pacific 
Railroad on the ground that the former occupies to the Government 
some ial official relation, what has already been said in respect of 
the 993 of Congress in the acts under consideration and the char- 
acter of the Union Pacific Railroad and its relations to the Govern- 
ment and the public show that it stands upon precisely the same 
ground. Its duty to furnish to the Government the y trans- 
portation of its great mails, of its troops, and of the public stores is 
of just as high and just as pressing a character as the payment into 
the Treasury of public funds by a public officer. 

But this is not the only instance in which acts of Congress provide 
for summary process without judicial intervention. Ifa collector of 
the customs finds that property is sought to be imported into this 
country from abroad in violation of the customs laws he may seize it 
and sell it summarily upon short notice. So, too, if a distillery be 
operated in violation of the internal-revenue laws, it may be seized 
and closed by the collector without judicial process. So, too, national 
banks, their property and business, may be taken from the hands of 
their officers and owners and placed in the hands of a receiver, who 
may proceed to close their business upon an ex parte showing, to an 
order by the Comptroller of the Currency. In all these cases the seiz- 
ure is made and the property converted without any intervention by 
any judicial authority or upon any jadicial writ. 

There is also another class of cases in which the procese is equally 
summary. Under what is called the police power, laws for the seiz- 
ure, impounding, and sale of cattle, swine, dogs, or any other prop- 
erty which is a nuisance to the public, have been justified. Cases in 
large numbers are collected and explained by Cooley in his work on 
Constitutional Limitations. They are too familiar to lawyers in the 
Senate to need explanation here. To one of these owever, I 
will ask attention for a moment. It is The Commonwealth vrs. Alger, re- 
ported in 7 Cushing, 53. Under a colonial ordinance of Massachusetts 
the owner of upland bordering on the sea had an estate in fee in the 
adjoining flats, with full power to erect wharves and buildings thereon 
at his convenience and to any extent. A statute was subsequently 
passed forbidding the enlargement or extension of a wharf beyond a 
certain water-line, abridging of course the enjoyment of his property 
by the owner of the uplands. The statute also provided that astruct- 
ure erected in violation of its inhibition might summarily removed 
without any judicial proceeding whatever. The question was whether 
such statute was valid against the owner of theestate. The courtin 
an elaborate opinion sustained the validity of the statute and justi- 
fied the exercise of the summary power of removal by the adminis- 
trative officer. In the exercise of the same pre railroads have been 

ted in most important particulars. For instance, in respect of 


their grades and the crossings of the tracks of two companies and the 


apportionment of the expense of the work, in respect of ringing their 
bells or blowing their whistles, in respect of the establishnient af flag- 
stations and station-houses, in respect of fencing their tracks, and 
notably in one of the great granger cases (reported in 4 Otto) where 
the power of the State Legislature to reduce charges for fare and 
freights was sustained, first by the supreme court of Wisconsin and 
afterward by the Supreme Court of the United States. Many other 
cases of the same sort might be mentioned. 

The rule to be extracted from all these cases is that, if a company 
or a party be charged with a public duty and should use their property 
so as to interfere with the public convenience, a summary remedy 
can ny applied by the administrative department of the Govern- 
ment. 

We have seen that the Union Pacific Railroad Company has been 
endowed by Congress with very large powers, and upon it have been 
imposed most important public duties. Its powers have been con- 
ferred upon it in order that it might discharge those duties. One of 
the objects of Congress has been to provide for different sections of 
the country, by means of the branches, equal advantages and facili- 
ties in all respects, one with another, in the enjoyment and use of a 
great transcontinental railroad, and the duty resting upon the com- 
pay has been expressed in clear, comprehensive, and precise terms. 

‘or the more certain accomplishment of the great purposes of Con- 
gree in creating and endowing this company, the power to prescribe 

y way of amendment new rules, and especially new remedies, was 
reserved. The legislation here proposed isin every aspectof it within 
the principles above briefly expounded. It may be completely justi- 
fied simply on the powo of amendment reserved in the acts, and also 
upon that power of supervisory control which Congress has over its 
own public agent. ; 

Thus it will be seen thatthe power to seize the property of any one 
of these companies, upon its refusal to obey the laws, which it is pro- 

in this bill to vest in the Executive, is not a new power, butit 

as been conferred before and in many cases. In the acts of 1862and 

1864, in certain contingencies, the President of the United States is 

authorized to take possession of the entire property of the Union 

ee Railroad Company. Section 5 of the act of 1862 provides as 
ollows: 


And on the refusal or failure of the said company to redeem said bonds, or an 
part of them, when required so to do by the of the Treasury, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act, the said road, with all the rights, functions, 
immunities, and urtenances thereunto belonging, and also all lands areatan to 
the said company by the United States, which, at the time of said default, shall 
remain in the ownership of the said company, ma 


y be taken i — of by the 
Secre: of the T: for the use and benefit of the Uni States, provided 
this TCC 


Again, section 17— 

Provided, That if said roads are not completed, šo as to form a continuous line 
of railroad, ready for use, from the Missouri River to the navigable waters of tho 
Sacramento River, in California, by the Ist day of July, 1876, the whole of said rail- 
roads before mentioned, and to be constructed under the provisions of this act, 
together with all their furniture, fixtures, rolling-stock, machine-shops, lands, tene- 
ments, and hereditaments, and pi rty of every kind and character, shall be for- 
feited to and be taken possession of by the United States. 

Section 22 of the act of 1864 provides that “ Con may at any 
time alter, amend, or repeal this act.” These stipulations are a part 
of the contract, and are as valid as any other stipulation in the con- 
tract. This bill provides that if any company refuses to operate its 
road according to the contract the President shall take possession ef 
it and perform the contract for such defaulting company. If the pro- 
visions of the acts of 1862 and 1864 are valid, it is within the power 
of Con now to confer the same authority by this bill. 

But the Senator from Ohio may still say, what has this subject to 
do with the funding bill? I will tell the Senator something that I 
fear he has forgotten, which does in my judgment bear upon this 
funding question. Does the Senator not know that one of these 
branches of the Union Pacific Railroad system owes the Government 
an original amount of $6,303,000 for bonds issued and loaned in the 
same manner and at the same time that the bonds were loaned the 
Union and Central Pacific Companies? This has been bearing in- 
terest ten years, which the Government has paid, making an amount 
now due the Government of over $9,000,000. 

Does the Senator not know that on account of the unlawfal dis- 
crimination of the Union Pacific 3 the Kansas Pacific 
this branch is at the present time in the hands of receivers upon mo- 
tion of the first-mortgage bondholders, for default in interest due, 
and will be sold ont unless something is done immediately to prevent 
these discriminations and open this road as a part of the through line 
to the Pacific coast? If this is done this sum of $9,000,000 can be 
saved to the Government. If it is not done the whole amount will 
be a total loss, and will aggregate over $16,000,000 at maturity. Yet 
my honorable friend from Ohio thinks this has nothing to do with 
the question now before the Senate. : 

Then again, if the Union Pacific is compelled to prorate with the 
eastern branches, thus dividing the business on the eastern half of 
its road, that company. may not be able to pay quite so much money 
annually as proposed by the Judiciary Committee bill, so that Sena- 
tors may see that this prorate question has much to do practically 
with the question before the Senate. 

Mr. President, I have thus far spoken in regard to that part of the 
bill introduced by me yesterday which relates to the question of dis- 
crimination against the branches. I propose now briefly to examine 
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the other portion of the bill relating to the funding question; and I 
may here remark that the first section of this bill is similar to and 
almost in the exact terms of the bill reported by the Railroad Com- 
mittee. 

The second section provides that each company shall pay into the 
sinking fund the sum of §1,250,000 in semi-annual payments, which 
sum shall be in lieu of all other payments required of said companies 
under existing law: 

Provided, however, That the said companies, or either of them, shall have the 
right to fund said first-mortgage bonds into a new bond, upon such time and terms 
as may be agreed upon with the holders thereof, and the present lien to secure said 
bonds under existing law shall remain valid until said bonds are finally liquidated. 

It is well known by the Senate that the lien of the United States 
is subordinated to the lien for an equal amount which the companies 
were allowed to raise upon their own resources by the issuing of 
bonds. Now, this bill provides that at the Joop of these bonds, 
which occurs some two or three years prior to the year 1900, the 
time to which this funding system is to run, the companies, in case 
they desire and are able to fund these bonds into a longer bond, 
shall have the right to do so, and the same lien shall exist until the 
maturity and final liquidation of thenew bonds as exists now under 
the present laws. In case the companies are able at the maturity of 
the first-mortgage bonds to fund them into new bonds, the amount 
in the sinking fund to be applied to the debt due the United States 
will be much larger; it will be eqnal to the amount of the par value 
of the bonds at maturity, which will be in round numbers about 
$27,000,000 for each company. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] claims that this theory of 
a Sepang dean is equal to a new subsidy to the companies. I do not 
see how he can establish such a proposition. 

Mr. THURMAN, It is sponging out so much debt by mere compu- 
tation. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It is true the companies are to receive compound 
interest until the year 1900. Then, if the companies succeed in fund- 
ing their first-mortgage bonds, this accumulation will, of course,wipe 
out al r proportion of the debt; but, if they do not succeed and 
the United States is compelled to pay those bonds out of the sinking 
fund, the companies propose and this bill proposes that the balance 
of the debt due the United States shall be paid off in equal semi- 
annual installments running fifty years, with interest upon all sums 
remaining unpaid, to be paid at the date of each installment. Ican- 
not see Ei new subsidy in such a proposition. 

This bill, as I said before, proposes that each of these companies 
shall pay a certain amount in round numbers, regardless of any half 
transportation or any 5 per cent. of net proceeds from the earnings of 
the road. believe that that is a fair, plain, business-like view to 
take of the question. Let the companies pay a certain amount. If 
this is not enough, if the Senate think that $1,250,000 each is too 
small an amount, let us make it more, but let us make it a finality, 
an ending of this question, and not undertake to pass a law by which 
controversy will be extended through all time to come. 

Mr. THURMAN. If it does not interrupt the Senator from Colorado, 
I should like to say a word right here on the question where the new 
subsidy is. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. If I understand the Senator from Colorado, he 
thinks there is no new subsidy in this business because the sinking 
fand at the maturity of the bonds may be applied to pay off the first- 


mo bonds. That is his idea. 

Mr CHAFFEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. But let us see who is to pay them off. 

Mr. CONKLING. Of which bill is the Senator speaking now? 

Mr. THURMAN. The Rai Committee’s bill and the substitute 
of the Senator from Colorado. Let us see who is to pay them off. 
According to the Railroad Committee bill and according to the sub- 
stitute of the Senator from Colorado, the Government is to take its 
own money—that is, the money which it is entitled to receive from 
these companies and which it is entitled to credit them with instantly 
each year, as it happens to be received, and which is only a credit 
for just that same amount—aud the Government is to put that nomi- 
nal sum into a sinking fund and compute interest on it at 6 per cent., 
compounded semi-annually, until the year 1900, the effect of which 
would be that the interest would be two and a half times more than 
the principal and the Government would stand debtor for that much 
money as belonging to the sinking fund; and, suppose it is paid off 
in discharge of the first-mortgage bonds, the amount of it is that the 
Government pays three and a half times as much as it receives. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator says the Government pays its own 
money. It takes the money out of the sinking fund paid in by the 
companies. 

Mr. THURMAN. But how is the sinking fund constituted accord- 
ing to the Senator's substitute? 

ir. CHAFFEE, It is constituted by requiring each of these two 
railroad companies to pay into the Treasury of the United States 
$1,250,000 annually. 

Mr. THURMAN. And allowing them interest upon that at 6 per 
cent., compounded semi-annually. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It enables the com ies to pay the bonds. 

Mr. THURMAN. But of the $1,250,000 which you require each of 


them to pay annually, two-thirds, under the existing law, is money 
of the United States, belongs to the United States. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator does not know that. That he antici- 
pates; that he estimates. That is a question for the business of the 
future. He does not know how much the net profits of these roads 
will be for any year hereafter; neither can he tell how much the half 
transportation will be. He estimates that. He can judge from the 
past, of course; but does not the Senator know that the Indian ques- 
tion, from which the larger amount of transportation for the Govern- 
ment over these roads has been derived, is now settled, or nearly so, 
and the prospect is that other roads may be built across the continent 
which will take away a portion of the business of these roads? The 
Government, as the Senator from California suggests, will have the 
same right to transport over those new roads, and of course it will 
undoubtedly divide a portion of its business according to the section 
where the transportation is desired with the other roads. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator what is to be done with 
the bonds, on his theory, deposited as the representatives of the 
sinking fund? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. There are no bonds deposited. The companies 
are to pay money. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I thought until I heard the Senator from Ohio 
say that his remarks applied equally to either bill. I had the substi- 
tate of the Senator from Colorado yesterday, but somebody has car- 
ried it off so that I have not been able to read it to-day. I was misled 
by the remark of the Senator from Ohio. I understood the Senator 
from Ohio to say that the proposal was to have bonds and the Gov- 
ernment was to pay compound interest on those bonds, thus paying 
three and a half times the amount to be ultimately received back. 

Mr. THURMAN. No; I oul N about bonds in connection with 
paying off the first-mortgage bonds. I did not intend to say—if 1 
did it was certainly a slip of the tongue, and I do not think I said 
it—that either the plan of the Rai Committee or the plan of the 
Senator from Colorado contemplated any investment in bonds. It is 
mere book-kee ing with both those plans. 

Mr. CO Then, if I may be still indul a moment in m 
dialogue with the Senator from Ohio, his objection, if I understan 
it, is that the payment of $1,250,000 a year into a sinking fund would 
be composed in part of moneys which he says belong to the Govern- 
ment at the time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. CONKLING. That is the extent of his criticism. 


Mr. THURMAN. Under the existing law. 
Mr. CONKLING. Well, the moneys longing to the Government 
at the time, belong to it, I take it, in order to liquidate and satisfy the 


obligations of the companies toward the Government; do they not? 

Mr. THURMAN. To be sure, and they are presently applicable. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then does the Senator from Ohio see any objec- 
tion in the statement he makes if the object of the possession or cus- 
tody of or right to these moneys by the Government is ultimately to 
indemnify and save harmless the Government against possible loss 
on account of the companies, does the Senator see in that fact an ob- 
jection to any arrangement which insures that consummation? Let 
ine state it again. Suppose the Senator could see in the bill pro 
by the Senator from Colorado a mode in which, at a specified future 
day, absolutely as far as human foresight can be absolute in its vision, 
the Government would be indemnitied, would be paid, reimbursed 
entirely, would it be an objection in his mind that the modus operandi 
was such that certain custody, by way of a sinking fund, was ascribed 
to moneys which currently, as they accrue under existing law, belong 
not to the corporation but to the Government ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Why, the Senator does not understand me, and 
he does not understand the proposition. 

Mr. CONKLING. I seem to myself not to understand the Senator. 
I presume I do not. I wish he would make me understand him. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will, if the Senator will sit down. 

Mr. CONKLING. I always sit down when the Senator from Ohio 


speaks. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope we are not interfering with the Senator 
from Colorado. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator is not interferin 
make so much better a speech than I can, that 
should go on. 

Mr. CONKLING. I feel the same way. 

Mr. THURMAN, If the Senator from New York held my note for 
$10,000, and I should go to him and pay him a thousand dollars, which 
by the terms of the note he would be entitled to receive assy the 
rest of the note not being due for some time to come, and I sho d say 
to him “credit me, not with the thousand dollars that I have paid on 
this note, but put this thousand dollars into a sinking fand, make an 
entry on your books, and compound interest on it semi-annually at 6 
per cent. for ten years” or twenty, as itis in this case, “and then 
credit me with the amount to become due,” I might pay off my whole 
note with that thousand dollars. That is exactly what the proposi- 
tion is. 

Mr. n Is that the Senator's mode of making me under- 
stand it 

Mr. THURMAN. I am ing to do it. If it is a defective mod 
it is not for want of 1 g in the Senator. j 


at all. He can 
would rather he 
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Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I think, if the Senator from New York will per- 
mit me 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish the Senator from Vermont would let me 
gt amoment now. This has come to a point where I think there is 
a hope of my being able to do something with it. (Laughter. ]} 

Mr. President, analogies are always dangerous. Illustrations have 
no value at all unless they are true. <A caricature may sometimes 
bring out a likeness, but a caricature always distorts and destroys a 
— argument proceeding by parallels. hy does tho honorable 
Senator from Ohio, if he believes as I stated that my purpose is to 
inform myself on this point, mislead me, turn away and confuse the 
Senate, unless other Senators understand mucu more abont this mat- 
ter than I do, by displacing entirely the considerations involved, by 
changing the whole thing, and if he will take no offense at it I will 
say by distorting the whole proposition. He says that it is as if I 
hold his note and he comes to me when the note is due and says “I 

ro to pay you a thousand dollars when the thousand dollars is 

ue, but in place of allowing you, as the law allows you, to do as you 
choose with the thousand dollars that I pay, I ask you now to allow 
me to make a sort of special deposit of it, which shall withhold from 
p the right to use this money, the right to place it and appropriate 
ts earnings, but which shall make you the mere manual custodian 
of this money to earn interest for me, and when it has earned that 
interest then I ask you to apply that upon the note.” Mr. President, 
the Senator need not have stated half that proposition to state one 
which would shock the sense of a child, and a young child at that. 
Why did he not take the case of an obligation not due, an obligation 
not to become due except in a far future? 


Mr. THURMAN. Because there is no such case here. That is the 
reason. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator say that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido. 

Mr. CONKLING. In spite of the decision of the court ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I say the decision of the court has nothing to do 
with the question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why has it nothing to do with the question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator hear me ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Always. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator says it is not due. Why, by the 


very terms of the charter 5 pe cent. of the net earnings and the half- 
transportation account are due every year and are a present payment 
with which these companies are entitled to be credited. It is not, 
therefore, getting money in advance of our being entitled to it under 
the law. We do not get a dollar in advance of what we are entitled 
to under the Jaw. But here is a contract which says just as much as 
if it were in so many words, let us estimate the half transportation 
and 5 per cent. of net earnings as in the case of the Union Pacific at 
$750,000 a year, and that will be about a fair estimate of the last six 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Why does not the Senator from Ohio estimate it 
ata million? 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not estimated it at a million, because I 
take what is most favorable tothe company—the last six years. But 
let me go on. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, It would be better for your argument if you esti- 
mated it at a million. 

Mr. CONKLING. Do not be too stingy in helping yourself. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now suppose that, instead of the sum being a 
mere matter to be found by experience, the charter had said “ the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company shall pay every year $800,000,which 
shall be credited to it at the time it is paid upon its indebtedness to 
the Government of the United States ;” that would have been in prin- 
ciple exactly what it now is. The only difference would be that there 
the sum would have been fixed and here it is ascertainable. Id cer- 
tum est quod certum potest applies. The case in principle wonld be 

recisely the same. Each of these substitutes pro that $500,000 
{which y the charter is payable annually and which by the charter 
is to be annually credited to the company, simply the amount paid) 
shall, instead of being put to the credit of the company, be received 
by the Government, used by the Government, and disposed of as it 
pleases, but that the Government shall allow credit not simply for 
that sum, but shall make a book account for twenty years, and allow 
credit not only for the amount to which the company was entitled to 
credit, but also for twenty years’ compound interest. If that is not 
a new subsidy, I do not know what is. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator wanders from the point 
which I was endeavoring to state. I asked him why he did not take 
the case of an obligation not due. In piece of meeting that question 
he says that a certain portion of the obligation is due. 

Mr. THURMAN. Well. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ideny that as he states it, although it is quite 
beside my pur I asked him why he did not take an immature 
obligation for his illustration. He said there was no such case here. 


What is due? The bonds? The debt? The whole debt which the 
Senator says he wants to secure to the United States? Is that due? 
No; that is not due, and that is what I am talking about; that is the 
correlative of the note in his supposed case. 

But I have another objection to the Senator's answer. He says 5 
per cent of the net earnings is due. How does he know that? He 


has explained in several 
ingly t die what he believes “net earnings” to 

whom it has been submitted differs with fim. He has stated what 
he understands the obligation to be of amassing funds by withhold- 
ing transportation compensation; and as far as I know every court 


uctions which the world will not will- 
be. Every court to 


that has upon the question differs with him. Therefore I deny 
that even that part which the Senator refers to of this obligation is 
due in any sense which entitles him to affirm it as something which 
me must accept and act upon. 

Mr. President, nothing could have been further from my purpose 
than to be drawn at this moment, if at any moment, into a discus- 
sion of this question. I shall not be drawn into any general discus- 
sion, particularly as I am intruding upon the Senator from Colorado. 
I will go back, however, to state what moved me when I rose. After 
hearing the distinguished Senator from Ohio, (and nobody will ever 
state more clearly than he has stated one side of these propositions, ) 
I cannot understand, dismissing all question of constitutional power, 
disregarding all considerations of good faith, looking at the single 

nestion what is best in money interest, any reason why we should 

rd an arran ent because it contains something less injurious 
to the other contracting party than another might, provided it is cer- 
tain in the end to work out the result. I cannot comprehend why 
that arrangement is not the best for the Government which is best 
for these corporations, provided it gives bond and assurance that the 
advance made by the Government for the building of these roads and 
the interest meanwhile shall be rendered back in the end to the utter- 
most. Creditor or sovereign—discussion has been waged to ascer- 
tain which—what interest the United States in inflicting need- 
less inary apon these parties? If none, then if the Senator from 
Colorado has a scheme which I mean to understand better than I 
do—I repeat, I had his bill yesterday; I believe he gave it to me him- 
self; and somebody wanted it more than I and carried it away and I 
have not been able to possess myself of another copy; I will try to 
understand it before the Senate meets again—if he has a scheme 
which indemnifies the Government in the end, and the only objection 
to it is that it does it by an arrangement less austere than some other, 
I am for that bill. 

Now, Mr. President, while I am on my feet, if the Senator from 
Colorado will indulge me a moment in that connection, I beg to state 
two or three things. I will never vote knowingly as I would not vote 
if these parties were not corporations. That is one thing I will guard 
myself against. I Will never inflict upon these artificial persons that 
which I would not insist upon nst a natural n. Gold may 
be ht too dear; and we cannot afford to do that against a party 
unpopular, odious, and hateful to-day, which we would not be willing 
to abide by to-morrow in the case of the most cherished favorite of 
the Senate. I see that amuses the honorable Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. THURMAN. It does. 

Mr. CONKLING. He says it amuses him. Mr. President, I am 
spekina of the fact that the law is no respecter of ns, that the 
law shail be the same, whether for the man who is clothed in purple 
and fine linen and fares sumptuously every day, or for the man who 
lives in a hut and has nobody to befriend him; and the honorable 
Senator from Ohio says he is amused at that! 

in, I will never give a vote knowingly, prompted or incited by 
the fact that these corporations have emoney and have not lost 
money. I have h over and over again statements bere of the 
rofits which they have earned, the dividend they have divided. Mr. 
President, on this question in this forum are we to measure or with- 
hold from them any modicum of justice or results because in the vent- 
ure and vicissitude of this great work the time has come when profits, 
and not | have fallen to them? I hope not. If not, then again 
Isay that the fact that a particular proposition consists with the 
interest of these parties, in place of condemning, commends it, if it 
be one which indemnifies the Government and answers the purpose; 
and it will not do to treat this as in a supposed case like an obliga- 
tion the whole of Which is due, all of which we may demand, and 
speak of all terms as lenity and concession. 

A moment ago I was looking at the report made by the Senator 
from Ohio, and one thing strack me to which I will call his attention 
before I sit down, because he had spoken of our right to this 5 per 
cent. of net earnings. This report recites in brief phrases what kw 
of us have forgotten, that we sent these corporations by direction of 
statute to the judicial courts to ascertain whether the 95 per cent. of 
net earnings to which they were entitled meant 95 per cent. of gross 
earnings or 95 per cent. of net after all expenses were paid. That 
circumstance is alluded to. I do not discover here any allusion— 

rhaps it is here—to the fact that the court said (I do not mean the 

upreme Court, but the other court, the court below) that the rail- 
way companies were right and we were wrong upon that question. 


Mr. THURMAN. What case does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. CONKLING. In which the court said that? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. My impression is the Court of Claims said that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not a bit of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did it not? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; it never did. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will deduct, then, from what I was saying. I 
thonght the court had recently given a broad intimation—— 


Mr. THURMAN. I know exactly what case the Senator refers to. 
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It is a mere pro forma decision of the eireuit court in Iowa, and it 
shows on the record that it is pro forma. 

Mr. CONKLING. But I drop that part of my statement. The Sen- 
ator rises to make it still appear on the principle I suppose on which 
the English always fire a gun when the flag is down, to remind every- 
body of their victory. Idrop that of my statement and I come 
to this: the honorable Senator having alluded to that drops this little 
observation in this report: 

As to the past we leave the question upon the law as it now stands to the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court in the case pending before it. 

As to the past, upon this vital and essential matter of agreement he 
proposes to leave the court to determine this case which we ourselves 
sent there agreeing to abide the event, agreeing to it not only by the 
act but by the implication. As to the past he proposes to allow 
the court to render a decision; but as to the future, he proposes to 
make a new law to dis of this very important question which he 
and the other constituents of the two Houses once to submit 
not merely to arbitration but to the decision of the national courts, 
rsa arta the creatures of the Constitution and statutes of the United 

tates. 

Mr. President, for one I am willing to admit, in the presence of that 
proposition as there stated, that I will vote to enunciate such a doc- 
trine and to petrify it into a law, if I ever do vote for it, when I have 
ascertained that milder means, not departing so far from the ancient 
ways, are insuffieient to secure the Government what will ultimately 
be the Government’s due; and certainly I will never vote for it in 
preference to any plan which is certain and to which no objection can 
be made other than objections of the kind alluded to by the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg pardon of the Senator from Colorado for 
taking so much time. I see the danger of asking a question, and I 
am very sorry that I interrupted him so far. 

Mr. THURMAN. I only want to say that when I can have the floor 
withont 1 with the Senator from Colorado I will try and 
show the point so clearly that even the Senator from New York, who 
nas to know nothing at all on the subject, will be able to compre- 

end it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Mr. President, if the proposition made by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio is true, I am ready to admit that my bill and my theory 
of the sinking fund are absurd. He states substantially that this 
amount is now due the Government, and upon that theory my bill 
would be an absurdity, it would be asubsidy as heclaims; butis that 
the fact? The Supreme Court has decided that the interest is not 
due until the principal is due; that both the bonds and the interest 
become due and payable at the maturity of the bonds. 

Mr. TH . Willthe Senator allow me tosay that the Supreme 
Court has not decided any such thing? The Supreme Court has not 
decided as broadly as he states it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Then I should like to ask the Senator why he pro- 
poses the same theory in his bill? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, I do not. - 


Mr. CHAFFEE. He proposes a sinking fund to run at 5 per cent. 
until the maturity of the first- m. bonds. 
Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will hear me he will see that heis 


wrong. The Supreme Court have only decided this, that except so 
far as the 5 kaye cent. of net earnings and the half-transportation 
account (which are applicable annually) extinguish the interest, there 
is no obligation to pay the interest until the end of the maturity of 
the bonds. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The 5 per cent. of the net earnings and the half- 
transportation account are not only to apply to the interest but to 
apply to the bonds. 

r. THURMAN. If sufficient. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. They apply to the bonds equally with the interest. 
The law says so. 

Mr. THURMAN. But how much is applicable, I ask the Senator? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Is it applicable whenever it is paid, annually ? 

Mr. THURMAN. wT. ; annually. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Iam willing to admit that the half-transporta- 
tion account and the 5 per cent. of net earnings are to be paid an- 
nually into the Treasury of the United States. By the substitute 
which I propose the payment required of each company of $1,250,000 
annually is in lieu o se payments which they are now required 
to make. -But upon the Ist day of October in the year 1900 a balance 
is made, and whatever remains due the United States, after taking 
therefrom the amount accumulated in this sinking fund, is to be paid, 
dollar for dollar, and interest upon every dollar, which is equivalent 
to the payment of the whole debt in the year 1900; because the 
United States may as well receive the bonds from this company or 
receive the payment of interest equal to the interest that the United 
States has to pay upon its debt, as you have the money paid into the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. President, if there is to be any ending of this Pacific Railroad 
question, if the suits that are pending in the courts and which have 
been pending from the time the road was completed, and which will 
be pending, in my judgment, if the theory is adopted of the Senator 
from Ohio, until the maturity and final payment of the bonds—if 
these suits are to be ended, why not say pay so much into the Treas- 
ury of the United States in lieu of all other debts? Let us end this 
vexed question of what are the net earnings of the roads. 


I see no objection to the substitute which I pro I see nothing 
8 in principle in it. The Senator may say that the amount re- 
quired by the Government from these companies annually is not 
large enough, but I can see no reason why he sbould condemn the 
theory of the measure, because it is based upon the same theory as 
his own bill, except that in his bill the 5 per cent. of the net earn- 
ings and the half transportation are paid annually into the Treasury 
of the United States. ‘ 

Section 4 of my bill is substantially a section from the bill of the 
Senator from Ohio ore for the security of all creditors who 
have priority to the Government of the United States. 

Section 5 provides that the companies shall not in any manner be 
released from their present liabilities to keep the railroads and tele- 
graph lines, constructed under the acts of Congress, in repair and 
use. It is substantially the same as the provision of the bill of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Les, sir. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Does the Senator’s bill contemplate that the pay- 
ment of one-half the transportation and 5 per cent. of the net earnings 
shall be made into the Treasury of the United States annually as a 
payment without reference to drawing interest in a sinking fund? 

. CHAFFEE. The bill that I introduce provides that the half- 
transportation account shall be paid to the companies and that the 
payments required of the companies shall be in lieu of all other pay- 
ments, as the Senator will see by reading the second section. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the Senator will look at it a moment he will 
see that there is very little difference between his bill and the bill pro- 
es by the Railroad Committee. Suppose the Government of the 

nited States has no claim upon either of these railroad companies 
for its issue of bonds; in other words, suppose that the issue of bonds 
were a gift to the company by the Government of the United States, 
and the company agreed for a period of years to pay to the Govern- 
ment 5 per cent. of its net earnings and one- of its transporta- 
tion. ‘Then to determine what that is worth to the Government, the 
Government would simply have to take that money as it is paid in 
annually and invest it in its own securities, to sopis an ac- 
count with an equal number of securities and find what the Govern- 
ment would have to Pay principal and interest, at the end of twenty 
years for just exactly that amount of money paid in, in principal and 
interest. This one-half of the e gino account and 5 per cent. 
of the net earnings is certainly due the Government each year. That 
certainly should be paid to the Government and there should be no 
interest allowed upon that to the parties paying itin. If anybody is 
to gain interest upon that the Government of the United States should 
gain the interest by investing it in its own interest-bearing securities. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It is a question for the Senate to decide which is 
the better way to arrange this matter. I say the better way is to 
receive so much money from the companies in lieu of all other pay- 


ments. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Iam trying to get as a starting point at the 
obligation which the companies owe to the United States. They are 
to pay to the United States every year 5 per cent. of their net earn- 
ings and one-half of the transportation account, without reference 
to any oner indebtedness, without reference to the bonded indebted- 
ness at all. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. There is no dispute about that. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the Senator will allow me, that amount cer- 
tainly belongs to the Government of the United States and no inter- 
est should be allowed to the companies for that sum. That money 
is to be used by the Government for just what it pleases, for its cur- 
rent expenses or for the liquidation of its own indebtedness, When 
the Government liquidates its own indebtedness it applies its inter- 
est-paying securities; and that certainly should form no part of the 
fund on which the companies are drawing interest. There is no 
mode of reasoning by which that can be claimed, that I can see. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I do not dispute the position taken by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island. One-half the transportation due these com- 
panies from the United States is to be retained by the United States, 
also5 per cent. of the next earnings of the companies, under existing 
law. The proposition by my bill is to receive a certain amount an- 
nually until the year 1900 in lieu of these payments, which shall be 
putinto the sinking fund and compounded, as proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
This money is due the Government of the United States in payment. 
The Government does not want anything in lieu of it; it wants the 
payment. The Senator proposes to settle the question by putting in 
more money and establishing something like a sinking fund and hav- 
mean equitable arrangement made. 

r. CHAFFEE. That is exactly my bill. If the Senator will look 
at the bill he will see that is exactly what the bill proposes. In lieu 
of these payments, each company is required to pay a much larger 
sum than the half-transportation account and 5 per cent. of the net 
earnings. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The companies are to pay in a much 1 sum 
and the companies are to be allowed interest on that sum all the 


S. 
Mr. CHAFFEE. Certainly. 
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Mr. BURNSIDE. Why should eee interest? They should 
not receive interest on that part of the amount paid in which would 
be equal to 5 per cent. of the net earnings and one-half the trans- 
portation, because that is to be paid in any event. That much is due 
to the Government of the United States from the companies. The 
Senator seems to lose sight of the fact that, notwithstanding the 
Supreme Court of the United States has decided that the bonded 
+ indebtedness is not due until a certain period, twenty years or more 
hence, there is still due to the Government of the United States from 
the companies a certain amount every year. That amount should be 
counted as due the Government and it should be paid to the Govern- 
ment. It should form no part of any sinking fund and should not be 
taken into contemplation in making a sinking fund. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. It is simply a question for the judgment of every 
Senator whether it is better for the Government to retain its present 
position and receive the half transportation and this 5 per cent. or 
whether it is better to receive a certain amount, as proposed by my 
amendment. For my part I believe that it would be better to settle 
all these questions and receive a stipulated sum per annum. 

Section 11 of the bill which I propose as a substitute provides: 

That upon the faithfal compliance with, and performance of, all the require- 
ments of this act relative to said sinking fund by said companies, or either of them, 
this act shall be deemed and taken as a final settlement between said com; 
or either of them so complying, and the United States as regards the payment 
said bonds and interest; in case of failure or neglect by either uf said companies to 

rform all and singular the requirements of this act in regard to said payments as 
E mentioned for the period of six months next after such performance 
may be due, such failure shall operate as a forfeiture of all the ts, privileges, 
Das and franchises derived or obtained by it from the United States; and it shall 
3 of the Attorney-General to cause such forfeiture to be judicially 

It will be observed that the provision in the bill of the Senator 
from Ohio leaves the question open so that if the companies or either 
of them conform strictly to all the provisions of his bill any Congress 
hereafter may step in and increase that amount. It is no settlement; 
it is no ending of this matter. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Colorado if he has 
entered into any computation as to what the result would be? That 
is to say, has he entered into any computation to show whether the 
Government would not lose more by receiving, say, $1,200,000 annu- 
ally, in a lump sum, and giving interest, compounded semi-annually 
upon it, than it would to retain the average amount that we have re- 
ceived for the transportation account and the 5 per cent. of net earn- 
» ings? I think if he has done it he will have ascertained that the 
Government would give away more in allowing semi-annual com- 
pound interest upon the 5 per cent. of net earnings and the half of 
the transportation than the whole sum that he proposes to add to the 
transportation account. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I have made no computation of the kind. Iclaim 
that the Government loses nothing, because this sum is paid into 
the sinking fund before the amount required is due, with the excep- 
tion, however, of the compounding of the interest upon the amount 
of half transportation and 5 per cent. of the net earnings, which I 
admit that the Government would lose. But the Government can 
invest this money. It can investit in Union Pacific Railroad bonds 
and accumulate interest on them at the rate of 6 per cent. perannum. 
It loses nothing, except upon the half transportation and the 5 per 
cent. now due the Government. 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes; but my point is that we lose more on that 
than what we gain by the additional sum proposed to be added. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I have made no computation of the kind, nor do 
I conceive that that result would be possible. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will find that it is possible if he makes 
the computation. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Nor do I conceive it possible for any Senator to 
say exactly what the half-transportation account or the 5 per cent. 
of net earnings would be., It is merely a conjecture. 

Section 12 provides: 

if the right of Congress at any time hereafter to. farther altar, amend, or repeal 

e on an. er * or re 
The nid — hereinbefore 8 or this act, except as. provided in the foci 
ing section. 

That is to say, if the companies comply with the provision in regard 
to the sinking fund, and pay in regularly every six months $625,000 
each, that is to be a final settlement as far as the funding bill is con- 
cerned, and it 7 — to be. I cannot conceive upon any principle of 
justice how any Senator could support or advocate any other propo- 
sition. Ifthe companies comply with all the requirements why should 
it not be a final settlement of the question. If wer do not comply, 
the substitute which I propose provides that it s operate as ator. 
feiture of their franchises. The penalty is severe. 

Such, Mr. President, are the provisionsand p of this bill, which 
I offer as a substitute for the two funding bills recently reported 
the one from the Judiciary Committee and the other from the Rail- 
road Committee—and which I now upon the favorable consid- 
eration of the Senate. I believe it 1 a fair, honest, business-like 
measure, one that is perfectly plain and easy to understand, and one 
that can be complied with by all the companies without misunder- 
standings involving the Government and the companies in endless 
suits and controversies. The scheme of this great transcontinental 
railroad system, binding together all our common country 
in the bonds of social and commerci 


rts o 


union, was, as I have said, a 
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grand one and worthy the statesmen who conceived it. But the his- 
tory of the frauds connected with its construction and the wrongs 
practiced upon the public in its o on have shocked the moral 
sense of our own people and ca the finger of scorn to be pointed 
at us as a nation. It is high time that the power of this Government 
was employed to compel all these companies to respect and faithfully 
carry out all the obligations incurred by them to the publie and the 
Government. Let there now be a final ending of this question on 
the principles of justice to all concerned, and let the executive power 
of the Government be invoked to maintain the majesty of the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado, [Mr. CHAFFEE. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I gave notice yesterday that I 
would ask the Senate to sit this measure out to-day, but I have been 
appealed to by Senators who say that they wish tospeak and cannot 

to-day with any convenience to themselves or any justice to the 
Senate. I have no spontan certainly to insist upon any course that 
would cut Senators off in the expression of their opinions upon this 
measure; but I must renew the expression of the hope that to-morrow 
weshall sit the bill ont. 

Mr. WHYTE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. I 
want some information before voting on his bill. I desire to ask him 
if there is any legal impediment to our requiring these railroad com- 
ponies to pay in full the interest semi-annually paid by the United 

tates hereafter upon the bonds issued to the companies? 

Mr. THURMAN. There is a certain amount which is payable under 
the existing law and applicable to reimbursing the United States that 
interest. Undoubtedly, in my judgment, it would be competent for 
us to wey that they shall pay annually such an additional sum as, with 
the half-transportation account and the 5 per cent. of net earnings 
now applicable under the existing law, would make the amount of 
interest which the Government annually pays on the Government 
loan. The object of the Judiciary Committee bill is to require that 
and something more. 

Mr. WHYTE. So I understand. 

Mr. THURMAN. The object is to require that and also to require 
on an average of the last four year’s business of the companies a 
payment of what would amount, if my recollection is night at this 
moment, (I havenot my figures before me,) to something like $300,000 
or $350,000 a year. 
3 Three hundred thousand dollars, 

Mr. THURMAN. This is to be required from each of the compa- 
nies toward the principal. A very small sum it may seem, and yet 
it amounts to a good deal in the end with the compounded interest 
upon it. 

Mr. WHYTE. That is just my difficulty. Iam rather opposed to 
this sinking-fund theory, and I supposed there was no impediment to 
requiring the companies to pay, in addition to the 5 per cent. and the 
half-transportation account, a sum which would be equal to the whole 
interest paid semi-annually by the Government. 

Mr.“ ISON. And apply it now to payment? 

Mr. WHYTE. Certainly, apply it now. 

Mr. THURMAN. to call the Senator’s attention to what in 
my judgment, and in his I think, as a lawyer, is an insuperable obsta- 
cle to that proposition. So far as the 5 per cent. of net earnings and 
the half-transportation account, which under existing law are appli- 
cable annually, to use the very language of the act, to reimburse the 
Government the interest which it pays are concerned, there is no dif- 
ficulty whatsoever; but to take a farther sum and apply that pres- 
ently to the payment of the interest of the debt due to the Govern- 
ment, would be to make the bill obnoxious to the charge that we are 
requiring money from these companies before it is due. 

r. BLAINE. Why cannot Congress alter the law in that respect ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator mean that we shall alter the 
law and make the whole debt payable now! 

Mr. BLAINE. Under the Senator’s theory, where is the particular 

int at which the Senator from Ohio stops in his volition to alter the 

aw? That is what I want to be instructed upon. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator needs instruction it is because he 
has not listened to me or anybody else who has spoken in favor of 
the bill of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have listened with a great deal of interest. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we had the power, I for one would not be 
willing to exercise it; but we have never asserted the power to make 
that which is payable thirty years hence, or now twenty years hence 

yable today. We have never asserted any such power yet, and 1 

o not think we ever shall. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask a question of the Senator? 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to answer the Senator from Maryland, 
and I hope the Senator from New York will wait antil I get through 
with that. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator, I know, is so competent to answer 
that he.will not object. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know the Senator from New York has a way of 
making speeches in the middle of other peoples’ speeches. I think I 
am the best tempered man in the world, and I am always willing to 
allow him to inject one of his speeches into mine, because it orna- 
ments it very much; it gives it a beautiful halo. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator cannot wonder that I wish to asso- 
ciate my name with his speech whenever he makes one, and then he 
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should not refuse me. I was going to ask him this question, if he 
will allow me— 

Mr. THURMAN. I believe I will not allow the Senator just now. 
Just sit down. I will allow him when I get through answering the 
Senator from Maryland. 

There is still another reason why the Judiciary Committee bill is 
framed as it is. The Judiciary Committee bill does not take one 
dollar from the companies and apply it to the debt due to the Gov- 
ernment or to other creditors which, under existing law, is not so 
applicable. The sinking fund is composed entirely of money which 
is not, under existing law, applicable to the payment of the Govern- 
ment claim. That being the case, that sinking fund, as my friend 
from Maryland, who is so good a lawyer, well knows, ought to be held 
sacred for the security of the claims agana the companies in the 
order of their priority, so that the fund may be ultimately distrib- 
uted, precisely as a chancellor marshals the assets of a corporation or 
of an individual and diviđes them among the creditors. That is the 
theory of our bill. Two sums, the half-transportation account, which 
under existing law is to be paid to the companies and not to be re- 
tained by the United States, and an additional sum in money, consti- 
tute the sinking fund under the Judiciary Committee bill, and that 
with its accumulations is to be ultimately distributed among the cred- 
itorsof the companies, the United States included, exactly as a chan- 
cellor would distribute them according to the legal and equitable 
priority of the creditors, and in 1873 the question came up and then he voted tolet them have 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Before the Senator sits down I should like to ask it decided in the courts. 
him one question. Does he mean to apply this sinking fund tothe | Mr. THURMAN. I do not know whether I voted for that at all. 
junior creditors ? 3 I do not remember whether I was in the Senate when the act of 1873 

Mr. THURMAN. Iwill tell the Senator if these companies should be | was p: $ 
so honest as to pay off their first creditors so that they would haveno | Mr. BLAINE. The Senator spoke in favor of it anyway. 
claim on the sinking fund, and if they should be so honest as to pay Mr. THURMAN. I do not think I said a word about it. I was 
off the Government of the United States so that it would have no | always in favor of the court deciding it. 
claim, then this sinking fund would cover the very next lien-holder Mr. BLAINE. That does not make the point. I think, however, 
and be paid to him, and so on to the end of the chapter. the Senator did so vote. The court then decided that the half trans- 

Mr. CHAFFEE. But is it not pro rata in the Senator's bill? portation was undoubtedly payable to the companies. 

Mr. THURMAN. If there is enough to pay off the whole of one | Mr. THURMAN. As the law then stood. 
class of lien-holders who have priority, the sinking fund must be ap- Mr. BLAINE. As the law then stood. The court has also decided 
plied to pay them all. If it is not enough to pay off all of them, then | that as the law now stands the interest is not payable until the bonds 
it must be applied pro rata; in other words, you are to use it just as | mature. 

a chancellor would. Mr. THURMAN. Oh! no; the half transportation and the 5 per 

Mr. WHYTE. I would ask the Senator from Ohio, as he speaks | cent. 
about our not applying this money immediately to the payment of | Mr. BLAINE. They have so decided, I say. Now the Senator 
the debt, whether or not he has any doubt that when these bonds were | comes in with a bill declaring that the half transportation which the 
originally ordered by Congress to be delivered to these companies, | court decided was payable to the companies shall not be paid to the 
Congress expected the interest to be paid as it matured; and whether | companies under the prior law. Then by the same power why not 
it was not because of an omission in the law that that was not decided | say that the interest which the court decided is not ebene until 


should be repaid annually to the Government or that the companies 
should themselves pay the interest on the subsidy bonds without any 
intervention on the part of the Government, the legal | pees tion 
is that Con would have said so. Not having said so, 1 am obliged 
to take the law upon its face, and, taking it upon its face, I am obliged 
to say that Congress did not intend that the money should be paid any 
faster than Congress in the act has declared. 

Mr. JOHNSTON and Mr. BLAINE addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Maine ? { 
0 gee BLAINE. Isimply wish to ask a question of the Senator from 

io. 
Mr. JOHNSTON. I only desire to take the floor on this bill for to- 


Ir. BLAINE, I will yield in a moment. If the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will allow me, I want to ask the Senator from Ohio a question 
to solve an honest doubt which came into my mind and which was 
suggested by a question of the Senator from Maryland. The Senator 
from Ohio some years ago, in 1871, took the ground that half of the 
Government transportation was undoubtedly payable to the railway 
companies. Two years later he took the ground that if would be 
well and wise to submit that question to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. THURMAN. I took that ground from the very first. 

Mr. BLAINE. Well, the Senator voted in 1871 to make it payable, 


m 


by the Supreme Court of the United States to be the true construc- | 1900 shall be payable presently? Do I understand the Senator to say 
tion of th ment between the parties ? we can do that? 
Mr. THURMAN. Iam glad my friend from Maryland asked me that ‘ Mr. THURMAN. When the Senator gets through I will answer 
uestion. im. 
Și Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President Mr. BLATNE. I will take the answer now. 
Mr. THURMAN. I can only answer one question at a time. Mr. THURMAN. I say that, under the reserved power to alter, 
Mr. BLAINE. I beg pardon. amend, or repeal, wé can say that that half transportation which by 


Mr. THURMAN. And I cannot answer that as long as everybody | the act of 1864 is to be paid to the companies shall be paid into a 
else is talking. The Senator asks me whether I do not believe that | sinking fund instead of ing paid directly over to the companies. 
when the act of 1862 and the act of 1864 were passed Congress expected | We do not in that way advance the debt of the companies to the Gov- 
that the companies would reimburse annually the Government out- | ernment one day or one minute. We simply provide that in regard 
lay by a payment in discharging the interest on the subsidy bonds. | to a certain sum, this half transportation, instead of the Government 
Now I cannot answer that question except by the law. I know of no | paying it to tae companies and then requiring them to pay it back in 
other way of getting at it. a gross sum, which would be absurd, the Government shall retain 
Mr. SARGENT. We can change the law, you say. that half transportation account and turn it into a sinking fund and 
Mr. WHYTE. Yes, that is the very point. I did not ask for a | the company shall pay so much additional; that is all. 
judicial opinion. The Supreme Court gaveusthat. I ask for a legis- Well, now, let us see in regard to this half transportation. How 
tive opinion, whether we as legislators can now change this law to | comes the provision that the half transportation should be paid to the 
conform to the original intention of the Government. companies? It was not in the original act. By the original act the 
Mr. THURMAN. If I were to nndertake that, how would I get at Whole transportation account was to go to the credit of the compa- 
it? I cannot issue subpœnas and call up all those who voted for the | nies annually, and the Government to get the benefit of it annually, to 
bill and make them testify what was their opinion, what was their | reimburse its annual payments of interest; and if there was anythi 
intent, what they expected. A great many of them have gone to over it was to go to the principal of the bonds. That is the act o 
The wadiscoversd country; trom whos bourn 1862; but the act of 1864 relinquished our right to apply the whole 
No traveler returns, of the transportation account to the payment of the interest as we 
: . it, and said that we would only apply one-half, and the other 
and among them some of the most prominent who were engaged in | half we would pay over to the companies. That is in the act of 1864, 
this business. I cannot do that. If I turn to the debates I am in | and that act contains words which are as broad as the English lan- 
inextricable confusion, for I find that there was one at least, and I do | guage will admit that Congress shall have the power to add to, alter, 
not know but more than one, in the House of Representatives among | amend, or repeal this act; and those who have undertaken to restrict 
those who voted for this bill and for this subsidy who said they never | it have only undertaken to restrict it to the act of 1864, and have said 
expected the Government to get a dollar of it back; that they never | that that broad power of amendment or repeal only applied to that 
expected to get a dollar of either principal or interest back; that it | act. If that were so the provision that the half-transportation ac- 
was all asham and a humbug; that the Government could well afford | count shall be paid over to the companies annually instead of bein 
to give all that money and more to have the seer: of the road, | paid to the Government, as it formerly was, is in this very act of 1864. 
and that as for themselves they never expected a dollar of it to be | which the Government has thus reserved the right, without limita- 
id back. Idonotattach any importance to that. I donot believe, | tion, to alter, add to, amend, or repeal. 
ause one or two members may have said such was the intention, | Mr. BLAINE. The Senator still travels over a great deal of ground 
that it shows what was the intention of the House of Representa- | not covered by my question. Where does the Senator limit that 
lives. The intention of the House of Representatives is conclusively | power? j 
roved, the intention of Con is conclusively established, by what Mr. THURMAN. The power of alteration, amendment, or repeal? 
ongress enacted intolaw. If Congress did notintend that this money | Well, Mr. President, I must be a very uninteresting ker to speak 
was to be repaid to the Government there would have been no enact- | on this question so often and not make myself understood on that 
ment for its repayment. If Congress did intend that the interest | point. 
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Mr. BLAINE, Why can you not by parity of reasoning 

Mr. THURMAN, If any one will pe me the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary on this bill, I will answer the question. 
Mr. BLAINE. I have read that report. 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to answer it in the language of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BLAINE. I thought the Supreme Court of the United States 
was only deciding the law as it then was. 

Mr. THU. The question which the Senator asks me is really 
what is the effect of a reservation of the right to alter, amend, or 


zepen. 
. BLAINE. That is not 2 5 question. 
Mr. THURMAN. What is it 
Mr. BLAINE. The Senator entertains no doubt whatever in setting 
aside the decision of the Supreme Court in regard to the half trans- 
portation and with regard to annual income. 
Mr. THURMAN. I do not set aside the decision. 
Mr. BLAINE. Instead of paying, you retain the half transporta- 


tion. 
Mr. THURMAN. I do not set aside the decision at all. 
ve BLAINE. You refuse to pay that which the court say is pay- 
able. 
There is not one word in the decision of the 
Supreme Court that touches the question of the right of Congress to 
alter, amend, or repeal. 

Mr. BLAINE. No; but did not the Supreme Court say the half 
transportation should be paid to the companies! 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLAINE, This act says it shall not be paid to the companies, 
but it shall be retained. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us see how that matter is. If this bill said 
that the half-transportation account that has heretofore accrued 
before the decision made by the Supreme Court should, contrary to 
ae decision, be seized upon, there might be some foundation for the 

nator. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am not speaking on that. 

Mr. THURMAN. But there is not a word in the decision of the 
Supreme Court that conflicts with this bill of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, not one word in it which militates against the idea that Congress 
os pe an 3 of the law require that that half transportation 
shal paid. 

Mr. BLAINE. Still the Senator does not come to the point. Why 
is it not in the power of Congress to make, as the Senator from Mary- 
land asks, the interest, which is decided not to be due until 1900, pay- 
able presently, if Con so chooses? 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot get the Senator from Maine 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator has not got to the point, He has said 
a great deal about things which I did not ask for, but he has not 
answered what I did ask. 

Mr. THURMAN. State it again, and I will try to answer. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator asserts the power to be absolutely un- 
limited to alter, amend, or repeal these acts. The Supreme Court 
having decided that the interest due under the act of 1864 is not pay- 
able until the maturity of the bonds, what, under the Senator's the- 
ory, hinders Congress from declaring that from this day forward it 
shall be paid presently when it falls due, and not wait until the 
maturity of the mortgage ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, if the Senator will take his seat 

Mr. BLAINE. I can listen standing. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. I answered that question a while ago 
perfectly well. I said then that nobody had asserted the power to 


make a debt which was not due until twenty years hence, due to-day. . 


Mr. BLAINE. Then the Senator 
Mr. THURMAN. Let me proceed, becanse I wish to answer the 
uestion, But I said further that if we had the power, nobody was 
isposed to assert it. That is exactly what I said before, and that the 
requisition to put so much money into a sinking fund is no assertion of 
any such power at all. It does not advance payment of the debt 
which is due to the United States one day. 

And now I wish to say, in answer to the question of the Senator from 
Maine, and in answer to a world of words that have been uttered in 
this debate, that I am not going to set up men of straw to knock down, 
nor am J going to answer arguments against men of straw that have 
been set up in order to be knocked down by those who set them up. 
Iam not going to trouble the Senate with much question about how 
far the porer of amendment, alteration, or repeal goes, Whether it 

to impairing the obligation of a contract or not, it is sufficient 

or me that there is not one word in this bill that impairs the obliga- 

tion of any contract, and that all talk about impairing the obligation 

of contracts from the Srann of this debate to the end of it has 

been as foreign to the bill as would be a discussion of where is the 
North Pole or of the transit of Venus. 

Mr. EATON. You are entirely wrong on that, and I can show it. 

Mr. THURMAN. If my friend will interrupt me in a senatorial 
way by rising and stating his ponon; very well. I have certainly 
a very different opinion from him. He asserts his and I assert mine. 
Whenever he or anybody else shall show me that this bill is the thou- 
sandth part of a hair the violation or impairment of a contract, then 
I will to show authorities to do it, but I will not argue a ques- 
tion which is not before the Senate. 


As to the power of amendment, alteration, or repeal which it is 
sought to fritter away and make nothing, this power, so important 
that it has been put by constitutional enactment into the constitu- 
tions of three-fourths of the States for the very purpose of giving 
the Legislature controi over these creations, so that the Government 
should be their master, and not they the masters of the Government, 
this power that has been of so much importance that it has been 
struggled for for thirty years, and put into every new constitution 
that has been formed within that time, is now frittered away to noth- 
ing, made absolutely useless, made a mere abuse of words and terms, 
made to be nothing but the right to alter, amend, or repeal for the 
benefit of the corporations, instead of to retain control over them. 
When the time comes I may have something to say upon the extent 
and proper effect of that power. I, however, for the present need 
only stand on the truest, most concise, and most comprehensive defi- 
nition of that power that has ever yet been spoken by man, the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Tomlinson. 
Gentlemen seem to be horrified about the idea of a violation of con- 
tract, as if it was any violation of a contract, forsooth, for the Legis- 
lature to alter or amend a charter when it had reserved the right to 
alter or amend it. My friend. from Georgia the other day said, “Why, 
you cannot reserve a right to alter or amend a contract,” as I under- 
stood him, because 

Mr. HILL. I never said you could not reserve the right to alter or 
amend the charter of a corporation or the right to regulate and con- 
trol the exercise of its franchises and t SAAE re but I did sag that 
the contract of loan was not a franchise and was not included in 
those grants to corporations. i 
4 Mr. THURMAN. I have heard my friend explain it at least a dozen 

mes. 

Mr. HILL. You do not-seem to understand it, notwithstanding. 

Mr. THURMAN. Just let us see how that is. Why can you not 
do it in regard to the loan? I agree that you cannot do it in regard 
to the loan—— 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. Or at least it is doubtful whether you can do it 
in regard to the loan; but upon what ground does the Senator put 
it? the loan is a contract? Is not thatit? And he says that 
Congress has no original power to impair the obligation of a con- 
tract; ergo, Congress cannot get by a reservation in a charter a power 
it does not originally possess—I think I state the Senator’s argument 
fairly—that Con has no original power to impair the obligation 
of a contract and it cannot obtain by a reservation in a charter or 
any law that it may pass a right to do that which it has not original 
constitutional power to do. 

Mr. HILL. Now, if my friend will bear with me, I have endeav- 
ored to explain the distinction between a grant, a voluntary grant by 
a grantor, and a contract for a eee ae carer is ted 

y the Government as a prerogative power, freely gran of favor. 
It has no consideration but the public good. In ‘ite charter there is 
a grantor and a grantee. In the contract of loan the consideration 
is different, in this: in a charter there is no valuable consideration 
passing from the grantee to the grantor, but in a loan there is a val- 
unable consideration, and it rests wholly on a different footing. I 
showed that under the English law and the American law a yolun- 
tary grantor, even a private voluntary conveyancer, can convey with 
any condition he pleases, can reserve any right he pleases; and it is 
proper that the legislative power, which is exercising simply the pre- 
rogative of granting corporate franchises, should reserve the power 
to control them and secure the end for which they were intended ; 
that is, the public good; but a contract of loan is not a grant; it is 
an agreement. It is not a grant for favor; it is not a grant for the 
public good ; it is an agreement for a valuable consideration. ‘ 

That is what I say, and I say further that when the Government 
made a contract with this corporation to lend it money, and the obli- 
gation of the company was to repay that money, and the considera- 
tion was a money consideration, that stands upon a wholly different 
footing. One is a grant by the sovereign power, and the other is an 
agreement for value. Every grant, it is true, is in one sense a con- 
tract; but every contract is not a grant; and there is the difference. 
I challenge the gentleman to show any case on earth where it was 
ever held that this reservation of the right to alter, amend, or repeal, 
was ever applied to anything but a franchise, and that upon the dis- 
tinct ground that that is a grant and not an agreement. It is a con- 
tract in one sense, it is true, but not a contract in the sense that it is 
for a valuable consideration. An agreement must have the assent of 
both parties, and the terms are agreed to by both parties, and the 
obligation is to repay. 

The Senator refers to the Constitution and the statutes. I say 
here, and I challenge him to show to the contrary, that every consti- 
tution and every statute, general or special, in which this power te 
alter, amend, or repeal is reserved, relates solely to a corporation and 
to the franchises proper of a corporation, and he cannot show a case 
on record where there was ever a power reserved to alter or amend a 
contract founded in a valuable consideration for the loan of money ; 
and that is the distinction. 

Now, sir, having dis 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BLAINE. One moment. My 3 is all lost sight of. 
[Laughter.] The Senator from Ohio did not answer it. He went off 


of that question, I want to put one more 
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into a long argument and did not touch it, and that provokes another 
argument from the Senator from Georgia who does not touch it. The 
Senator from Ohio simply says I am erecting a man of straw and he 
does not propose to fight him. That is a very convenient way of 
avoiding to answer a question which it is not entirely agreeable to 
answer. But still the Senator from Ohio has not answered, I think, 
to the satisfaction of the Senate, I trust it may be to his own satisfac- 
tion, at what point under his construction the power to alter, amend, 
or repeal stops. It ceases when you strike the point of making the 
interest payable now that the Supreme Court has decided is payable 
twenty years to come, 

Mr. THURMAN Iwill not argue hypothetical cases. As I have 
told the Senator, life is too short for that. The Senator has many 
more long years of usefulness than I have. Life is too short for me 
to stand up here as if we were in one of those schools of dialectics in 
the middle centuries to answer all questions, challenge all comers to 
put any question and answer it. Iam no Admirable Crichton to stand 
up and be catechised in that way, but a plain, practical man whodoes 
his duty sufficiently when he defends a measure he reports to the Sen- 
ate and leaves other measures and questions to wait their coming up. 

Now, Mr. President, I could put a question, too, but I do not want 
to interrupt what I have got 8 on very unexpectedly, for I did 
not expect to say a word on this subject to-night and should not but 
for this scattering fire. When the time comes—I do not ask him to 
do it now—I want the Senator from Maine to answer this question: 
whether he denies the right of Congress to compel these companies 
to provide a sinking fund. I will give him until to-morrow to think 
over that. ‘ 

Now, Mr. President, one word to my friend from Georgia. The point 
started by the Senator from Georgia must be an exceedingly favorite 
thing with him, because he has presented it to the Senate I think at 
least six or eight times. ; 

Mr. HILL. Still you will not get it right. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whenever you try to state it right the Senator 
overwhelms you with words, with distinctions, and thelike. I stated 
this proposition and I appeal to the whole Senate if I did not state 
it fairly. TheSenatorsaid you cannot reserve a right to alter, amend, 
or repeal a contract; that reservation is for nothing because 
you cannot obtain, by reserving, that which you do not possess under 
the Constitution. To use his own language, you must have that as 
an original power; that is, a power under the Constitution, or you 
cannot possess it at all; and to use an illustration, a reservation of 
that power would be of no more value than would be a reservation 
of a power to take private property for public use without just com- 
pensation or a reservation of power that Congress might commit 
murder. That is the Senator’s argument. The answer to it is com- 
plete in this: that where that reservation exists in a charter it is a 
part of the contract itself, and you never do impair the obligation of 
the contract by exercising that power. It is not, therefore, a reser- 
vation of a power to impair a contract; it is a reservation of a power 
which prevents your law from being the impairment of a contract. 
That is a complete answer. If the Senator's argument were true you 
could not amend the franchise, you could not alter the franchise. Is 
not a grant of ba es franchise, when accepted by the oorpore 
tors, a contract? as not that the very foundation of the Dart- 
mouth College case? Has not every decision since been to the same 
effect? Must not a charter be accepted before it becomes effectual, 
and when it is accepted is it not a contract, ay, a contract in regard 
to every franchise init? Forinstance, take these very charters; what 
authorizes these chartered companies to take tolls? The right to 
take tolls is a royal prerogative. It is granted to these companies. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator 

Mr. THURMAN. No; let me proceed; I do not wish to be inter- 
rupted now. The right to take tolls is a franchise; it is granted, and 
the charter is accepted. That is a contract that they shall take the 
tolls; and if there is no reservation of the power to alter that either 
in the Constitution of the country orin the charter itself and it isa 
State charter, yon cannot take that away from them, because that 
would impair the obligation of the contract. You cannot lessen the 
tolls, you cannot reduce the tolls, if it is in the charter and comes 
within the provision of the Constitution of the United States where 
there is no reserved right to alter, amend, or repeal, and nothing in 
the constitution or laws of the State which gives the right to alter 
and amend the law. That right to take toll is a part of the contract; 
you cannot touch it. But doesanybody deny, can anybody deny that 
where the right to alter, amend, or repeal exists, then the Legislature 
may reduce the amount of tolls which the company otherwise would 
be entitled to take? 

The Supreme Court has decided it at this very session, since we 
have been alng on this bill, in a case from my own State where 
the Legislature of the State, under its right to alter, amend, or re- 
peal, reduced the tolls that a railroad company might take more than 
one-third. Now if the Senator goes upon the theory that Congress 
has no power to alter or amend the contract whatsoever, and there- 
fore that to reserve that right is perfectly ineffectual, then he must 
go the whole length and say you cannot touch one single one of the 

ranchises of this corporation. A complete answer to him, as I said 
before, is that there is no impairment of the contract, that the power 
reserved prevents there being any impairment of the contract at all. 

I hardly think it necessary to go further, though while I am on 
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this subject I may as well say a word more, as I shall not refer to it 
again, as the Senate seems to be in a good hamor although it is nearly 
dinner-time. I will say a word upon the idea of the Senator from 
Georgia that there was some third party intervening here which made 
this loan somewhat different from the other charter privileges. I 
submit that the contract of loan is in the charter and in the accept- 
ance by the companies. If I were to agree to a written contract with 
any eee from Georgia 

. HILL. Do you hold that the contract of loan is one of the 
franchises LN by the act? 

Mr. THURMAN. Never mind whether it is a franchise or not; I 
say that is a part of the contract. If my friend from Georgia and I 
were to sit down and write out a contract and both sign it, and by 
that contract I should agree that if he would build a house within 
thirty days and my agent, Senator EATON, should say that it was 
built according to the terms of the contract, then and in that case 
EATON, as my attorney in fact should deliver to him my negotiable 
note for a thousand dollars in payment for that house, payable at 
ninety days, or ninety years, I do not care which, I should say that the 
contract rested in the paper that he and I had signed and not at all 
in anything that Eaton did in the business; and I should say here 
that when the United States said to these companies, If you will 
build so much road we willlend you so much money, and our servant, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall issue our bonds for the money,’ 
and when the company accepted that charter, it had a contract-right 
to those bonds if it performed the conditions—that is, if it built the 
road ; and I should say that when it built so much of the road as en- 
titled it to a certain amount of the bonds it was the duty of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to ascertain the fact, and it is to be pre- 
sumed he would do it honestly, and having ascertained the fact then 
it was a positive duty—not a discretionary duty but a positive duty— 
to issue the bonds of the Government, and I should say that all that 

w out of the contract the Government had made, that it would 
issue the bonds if the conditions were ormed. 

Mr. President, now to come to what I said I would quote, the lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court of the United States upon this subject. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? I do not want to over- 
whelm him with words 

Mr. THURMAN. No; I just wish to say this and I will sit down 
and then the Senator may take all night if he chooses, and I should 
be very glad to sit this bill ont to-night if I could. Your committee 
say: 

W. then, is the power thus reserved, tho general power to alter 
sh be teal the coat! e ete 12 

It was defined by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Tomlin- 
son ve. Jessup, (15 Wallace, 458.) 

And now I pray the attention of the Senate to this language of the 
Supreme Court: 

The power reserved to the State by the law of 1841 authorized any change in the 
contract as it originally existed— 

That is, any change in the charter, for in that case the charter was 
the contract 
or as subsequently modified. 

Which is an answer to what the Senator from Georgia said the other 
day that when we passed the act of 1871 that exhausted the power of 
amendment. The Supreme Court did not think so: 

The power reserved to the State by the law ef 1841 authorized any change in the 
contract as it originally existed, or as subsequently modified, or its entire revoca- 
tion. The original corporators or subsequent stockholders took their interests 
with knowledge of the existence of this power and of the possibility of its exercise 
at any time in the discretion of the Legislature. 

And this puts it all upon the true ground and the only true ground 
which makes that reservation worth the paper on which it is printed 
or written. Now, further: 

e 5 isan: privileges tn a tens which will prostate 

revent a 0 an a form w roc ludo 
E with their — if the public interest should bang time 
require such interference. 2 

I stop there to say out of my own month that the Legislature is the 
judge of the oceasion, and that no court can review its decision as to 
whether the public interest requires it or not. The court go on: 
tho corparators, which without that provision woahd be irrepoalsble nad protected 

© CO! whic! on Ri 
from as measures affecting its obligation. 

But with that provision it is repealable and subjeet to legislation 
which does affect its obligation. 

Mr. President, it will be a sad day in the jurisprudence of this 
country when these words so industriously put into charters, when 
these words so industriously put into constitutions, shall come to have 
no meaning at all. It is in vain that the people for thirty years have 
been struggling to retain that control over their creatures, that con- 
trol over their contracts which the Supreme Court has said this res- 
ervation does secure to them, if it is all to be frittered away and to 
amount to nothing at all. 

Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. Just five minutes. 

Mr. HOWE. Will you renew the motion? 

Mr. HILL. I will renew the motion. 

Mr. HOWE. It is a bargain. 

Mr. HILL. I desire the attention of the Senate a moment on the 
point between the Senator from Ohio and myself, and I will endeavor 
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to be a man of as few words as he himself, and he is most distinguished 
for being a man of few werds. 

The distinction I draw and insist on is the distinction between a 
contract which is the corporation contract, that is, the contract that 
creates the corporation and clothes it with franchises and which is a 
grant by the State, and a contract subsequently for a consideration 
and which is not a franchise. That is the difference. No case better 
illustrates the distinction—I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Ohio to it—than the very case to which he has alluded, and that 
is the case of Miller vs. The State, and, as that case is exactly in point 
and [rest upon it the distinction I make, I call the attention of the 
Senate to it for a moment. What was that case? The Legislature 
of New York chartered a railroad company and there was a provision 
in the railroad charter which authorized the city of Rochester, which 
subscribed $300,000, I think, of stock, to have four of the directors and 
the other stockholders to have seven or nine. The city of Rochester 
snbscribed $300,000 of stock. It was expected that the miscellaneous 


stockholders would subscribe much more, and that the road as char- 


tered would be built a good long distance. The city of Rochester 
paid her $300,000 that she subscribed and was allowed four directors 
in the board. The other stockholders were allowed either seven or 
nine; but instead of paying the whole amount that the private stock- 
holders subscribed they paid a less amount than the $300,000. 

The original idea of the charter was to give the city of Rochester 
and the other stockholders power in the board of directors in propor- 
tion to their subscription to the stock. As the other stockholders did 
not subscribe the amount that they had agreed to subscribe, and as 
the stock paid in by the city of Rochester exceeded all the stock y 
in by the others, there was an injustice in this, that a minority of the 
stockholders controlled the board of directors. Therefore the Legis- 
lature of New York, under the general power given in their consti- 
tution, and by general legislation also, to alter, repeal, or change at 
will corporate charters, passed an amendatory act by which they 
gave to the city of Rochester an additional number of directors in 
the board and lessened the number of directors to which the other 
stockholders were entitled. The other stockholders objected to that 
amendment, and they said that the ori article included in the 
charter allowing the city of Rochester four directors and giving the 
other stockholders seven or nine was a contract and that the city of 
Rochester was therefore bound by it. The city of Rochester insisted 
that it was part of the franchise and that therefore the Legislature 
had a right to make the amendment and give her the increase in the 
power of directors by legislative act and reduce the number of di- 
rectors to which the other stockholders were entitled according to 
the original intent. ; 

What was tbe question before the court—and I challenge the at- 
tention of the Senator from Ohio to it—and what was the decision 
made by the 1 ere Court of the United States, for it finally came 
to this court? The supreme court of New York and I believe the 
court of appeals both held that it was a contract, not a franchise, 
that was made with the city of Rochester; that it was a contract not 
with the city, but a contract between the city of Rochester and the 
other stockholders, and that therefore the amendatory act was void 
because it ‘violated a contract. That was the way the State courts 
held. That case was brought, if my recollection is right, to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and it is reported in 15 Wallace, 
the case of Miller vs. The State. I think the State courts of New York 
decided as I say, but I shall not be sure about that, but it makes no 
difference now. The case was brought to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and what was the question there? The question was 
whether this provision in the charter giving the city of Rochester 
four directors, and the other stockholders seven or nine, was such a 
contract, independent and separate from the franchise, as that the 
Legislature under that reservation could not change it. That was 
the only question. The whole court agreed that if it was a contract 
se and independent from the charter, although included in the 
charter, if it was in its nature a separate contract and not u franchise 
and not a part of the franchise, the Legislature had no power to alter 
it; and the Supreme Court divided on that question. A majority of 
the Supreme Court held that it was a part of the franchise, that the 
arrangement between the city of Rochester and the other stockhold- 
ers was a part of the corporate franchise from the Legislature, and, 
therefore, the amendatory act changing it was constitutional. Judge 
Field and Judge Bradley dissented from that opinion because, they 
said, in their judgment it was a contract separate and independent 
from the franchise, and was nota part of the franchise. Buti repeat, 
sir, although that was included as a provision in the charter, there 
was wot a fides on the bench who intimated once that if that ar- 
rangement with the city of Rochester was a contract separate and 
independent from the franchise the Legislature could interfere with it, 
and they decided that the Legislature could interfere solely because 
it was a part of the franchise and corporate privilege granted. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did they decide that the Legislature could not have 
interfered if it had been a separate grant ! 

Mr. HILL. They decided that the Legislature could interfere be- 
cause it was a part of the franchise. Of course it was not necessary 
to say the Legislature could interfere if it had not been a part of 
the franchise. The dissenting jndses put their dissent solely on the 
ground that etd differed with the court in saying that it wasa 
part of the franchi They said it was a contract separate from the 


franchise, thongh included in the charter; and therefore being a con- 
tract separate from the franchise, though included in the charter, the 
Legislature had no power to alter it, and that is what I insist here, 
that ee this contract of loan is included in the charter, it isa 
contract that is separate from the franchise; it is not a part of the 
franchise; it is an independent contract which could have been as 
well made by a se te and independent bill as in the original bill; 
and therefore not being a part of the corporate franchise it was not 
within 27 70 5 reserved to alter, amend, or repeal. 

Mr. KERNAN. The Senator I think is wrong in saying that the 
court of appeals of New York held that law unconstitutional. 

Mr. HILL. I said I might be mistaken about the decision of the 
court of spora of New York. 

Mr. KERNAN. They affirmed the right of the city to elect direct- 
ors under the new law. 

_Mr. HILL. I do not remember what was the decision of the va- 
rious courts of New York. I do not know whether they all main- 
tained the constitutionality of the act or denied it. The question 
was brought to the Supreme Court of the United States, and I think 
the Senator from New York will bear me ont that the whole ques- 
tion in that case was whether the arrangement with the city of 
Rochester was a part of the franchise or a contract separate from it. 

Mr. KERNAN. I have not examined that point and cannot saf. 
The Supreme Court of the United States affirmed the decision of the 
court of appeals of New York. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 want the Senator from Georgia to answer me 
a question. Suppose the Government never had loaned these com- 
panies a dollar, does the Senator deny that Congress could under its 
reserved power, if not in any other way, require these companies to 
provide a sinking fund for the benefit of their creditors ? 

Mr. HILL. I do. 

Mr. THURMAN, You do? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, I do beyond the ee of the act; but I say 
it is not necessary for me to take that position here, for I say that 
Congress cannot under a general reservation require anything to be 
gone which is inconsistent with the specific stipulations of the con- 

ract. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator does not answer my question. It 
is, whether Con would haye the right, suppose there had been 
no Government loan at all, to require this corporation to provide a 
sinking fund for the protection of its creditors? I submit to the 
Senator from Georgia that that right cannot be destroyed because 


one of those creditors is the Government of the Uni States, no 
matter how the contract of loan was made. 
Mr. HILL. In relation to the establishment of a sinking fund I will 


say this: as I understand the authorities, and surely the Senator from 
Ohio cannot disagree with me, that is a judicial question. Whenever 
there is a stipulation in a mo that a sinking fund shall be pro- 
vided the courts will order it; whenever there is no such stipulation 
in a mortgage, and the mortgageor isinsolvent, and the property insuf- 
ficient to pay the debts, the mortgageor becomes in default and then 
a sinking fund will be provided or even the rents, issues, and profits 
will be applied. That is a different question altogether. I want to 
confine the Senator to the question. I say here—you may say I repeat 
it; I do repeat it—there is not a decision on earth that ever has held 
that the legislative power could change a contract which was not a 
franchise, a contract based on a valuable consideration. A franchise 
is not based on valuable consideration. The very decision the Sena- 
tor read speaks of the importance of the Legislature that grants fran- 
chises retaining power over them to promote the public good. Why! 
Because the very object of granting a franchise is to promote the 
pa ood ; the franchise is voluntary; and, of course, the Legisla- 

ature having power to grant the franchise, and granting that fran- 
chise voluntarily, has a right to grant it on terms and prescribe just 
such terms as it pleases. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. KERNAN. Will the Senator allow me to get information by 
putting a question? Suppose a State passes a charter authorizing a 
corporation to be formed, and providing that on its being formed and 
putting up certain securities for the 5 of poner norne it 
may do a business of life insurance. They make this reservation in 
that charter. Suppose the Legislature becomes satisfied that the hold- 
ers of the policies are not safe because the stockholders in thecompany 
do not put up enough security, could it not require them to put up 
more under that reservation ? 

Mr. HILL. Unquestionably. 

Mr. KERNAN. There was not the only contract, “if you advance 
and put up with us“ —as they do in New York—*‘ certain securities, 
you may do the business for fifty years.“ In ten years we may say to 
them “you must put up as much more.” Can the a ganda do it? 

Mr. HILL. I say they can; but the distinction is very patent. 
The very franchise of an insurance company is to take risks and make 
the policy-holders secure, and it is the duty of the Government that 
grants that franchise to see that the corporators carry out the origi- 
nal pape Now, the object of creating a corporation to build a 
railroad is to bnild and keep up a railroad. 

Mr. THURMAN. And keep up its credit? 

Mr. HILL. You gentlemen go on the idea—— 

Mr. KERNAN. If we say to arailroad company, “if you do certain 
things you shall have certain lands,” or “ we will loan you certain 
money,” if that is put in the charter and they comply, may we not, 
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on the same Aisi if we find that they are becoming insolvent and 
not paying eir debts, regulate their affairs so that they shall be able 
to pay 

Ar: HILL. Certainly not. The difference is just this: a railroad 
company is not incorporated for the purpose of paying its debts. That 
is not one of the objects of its creation. 

Mr. TH . Oh! 

Mr. HILL. The particular object of a railroad company is to build a 
railroad and keep it up, and it may pay its debts or it may not Pay its 
debts; but the courts will compel it to pay its debts, not the legisla- 
tive pomers If a railroad company fails to pay its debts and goes into 
liquidation, that does not destroy the corporation. The railroad lives, 
the corporation is immortal. Gentlemen talk as 1 the peril of 
this debt was the peril of the road. By no means. The debt may 
fail to be collected and yet the road be kept up. 

I admit that Congress has reserved power over the corporation. I 
admit that it has reserved power over the regulation of the franchises 
of the corporation. It can require the road to be kept up. It requires 
the p of the creation of the corporation to be carried out and 
secured; but the contract of loan is simply a contract debt, nothing 
more nor | in which there is no franchise and to which the Gov- 
ernment on the one part and the railroad company on the other are 
parties as simple contract debtors and creditors for a consideration 
of a loan and nothing more. 

Now, sir, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at six o’clock p, m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 4, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. S. DomeEr, St. 
Paul’s English Lutheran church, corner of Eleventh and H streets, 
Washington, D. C. i 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FRANKLIN. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his demand 
until I can make a personal explanation. 

Mr. 3 And until I shall have introduced a bill for refer - 
ence only. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I withdraw the demand for the present, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago when the committee 
was appointed on the part of the Honse to proceed with the body of 
the late Judge Leonard, of Louisiana, it was understood the members 
of the committee should pair, as they were composed of the same 
number from each political party. I notice that several votes were 
taken in the House during their absence, but for some reason the 
announcement of the pair was not made. 

The SPEAKER. There were individual announcements, but not in 
reference to the entire committee. ; 

Mr. CALKINS. Myself and Judge Turner, of Kentucky, were 
paired on all political questions, as well as Mr. ELLIS and Dr. STEW- 
ART and Mr. WARD and Mr. MULLER. I desire to have this statement 
go into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The announcement in reference to the pair of Mr. 
Eis and Mr. STEWART was made, but not of the others. The state- 
ment will, as a matter of course, go into the RECORD, 


TEMPORARY CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. DURHAM. I move, by unanimous consent, to take from the 
Speaker’s table the message from the Senate insisting on its amend- 
ment to an act (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ temporary elerks, and making au appropriation 
for the same; also making appropriation for ty ene ag. ter on 
oe lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 

tates, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House, and asking 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
rin Ta the House agree to the conference asked on the part of the 

na 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 3838 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote just en; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. DURHAM, Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr. BAKER of Indiana. 

THILO SCHULTZE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BANNING. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to poreo the following communication from the Secretary of War, 
and to move that the request be granted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, that certain 
eretofore trans 


papers in the matter of the 
tted for the information of the Committee on Military 


ethers, 
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Affairs, be returned for the use of the accounting officers before whom the claim 


is pending. 
Bia GEORGE W. McCRARY. 
Secretary of War. 

Wak DEPARTMENT, February 14, 1878. 

Mr. BANNING. This matter was before the House last year and 
favorably considered by the Military Committee and reported to the 
House. It is now pending in one of the Departments, and the Sec- 
retary asks that the papers be returned. I move the request be 


ted. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CURRENCY FOR MINOR BUSINESS TRANSACTIONS. 


Mr. BUTLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4238) to supply a convenient currency with which the minor business 
transactions of the people may be done; which was read a first and 
second time, refe: to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAND LOCATED ON MILITARY WARRANTS. 


Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4239) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amount of 
land located with military warrants in the States described therein, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SULLIVAN. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read and referred to the Committee of Ac- 
counts: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House the sum of 
$100 per month from the 22d day of October to the 2d day of April, 1878, to Mr. 
Michael Sullivan for his services as messenger to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

THOMAS A. WALKER. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, the bill (S 
No. 954) for the relief of Thomas A. Walker was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, ordered to be erg 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, not to be brought back on 
a motion to reconsider. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WOOD. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. ELLSWORTH. I ask the gentleman not to insist upon that for 
a few moments that I may make some reports from the Committee 
of Claims, as I am about to be absent from the House for some time. 
Mr. WOOD. I will yield to the gentleman if the reports are not 
for action at this time. 
WILLIAM C. EDMONSTON. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH, by unanimous consent, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1346) for the relief of William C. Edmonston; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MILTON B. DUFFIELD. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with an adverse recommendation, the petition 
of Milton B. Duffield, late United States marshal in the Territory of 
Arizona; and the same was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
petition was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. MARY O'LOUGHLIN. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH also, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, reported back, with an adverse recommendation, the 
bill (H. R. No. 2499) for the relief of Mrs. Mary O'Loughlin; and the 
same was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 


to be 7 7 

Mr. ELLSWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ESTATE OF HENRY K. SANGER. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH also, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee of Claims, reported a bill (H. R. No, 4240) for the relief of the 
estate of Henry K. Sanger, late United States depositary at Detroi 
Michigan, and for other p which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

N. BOYDEN. 


Mr. ELLSWORTH also, by unanimous consent, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill E 
No. 685) for the relief of N. Boyden ; and the same was referred to 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. GLOVER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
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lution ; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department have 
leave to report at any time for the purpose of printing and commitment. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WOOD. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business of 

esterday, being the resolutions reported from the Committee on 

form in the Civil Service. 
CHARGES AGAINST THE DOORKEEPER. 

The resolutions were as follows: 

Resolved, That the position of Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives 
and hereby is, declared vacant; and pA 

Further That, until the . of a new Doorkeeper, the duties of 
the office be, and hereby are, devolved upon the Sergeant-at-Arms, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cook] is enti- 
tied to the floor and has thirty-five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, when the House ourned yesterday I 
was discussing Mr. Coryell’s affidavit as comp with the testimony 
which he gave before the committee, showing its utter worthlessness 
and its utter unreliability; how positively and emphatically he swore 
when he was furnishing the honorable gentleman from Indiana with 
his affidavit, and how differently he swore as to the same facts when 
he went before the committee. I ask the attention of those gentle- 
men who are disposed to sustain the majority report predicated upon 
the evidence of this man to the charges in the affidavit which he 
made and to his evidence before the committee, In his affidavit he 
swears positively and emphatically to every charge he makes himself, 
and then in co ation of them he refers to Mr. Silver as a witness 
to sustain him in these accusations. His affidavit is found on the first 
page of the evidence. 

ow, when he comes before us, and the charges are read to him, 
after giving his age and place of business, and previous history to 
some extent, he is asked: 
By the CHAIRMAN: 
8 Is that all the testimony you have to give! 
wer. In regard to that letter. 
2 In regard to the first charge you have made here? 
That is all. That embraces the first charge. Ihave made a charge that Mr. 
Silver was made substantially the same offer. 
Did you hear Mr. Polk make an offer to Mr. Silver! 
No, sir; I have it from Mr. Silver's mouth; that is all. 

He had Mr. Silver subpoenaed and put upon the stand as a witness 
to prove the charge; and Mr. Silver swore emphatically and positively 
that no such offer was ever made to him by Mr. Polk. 

Now, sir, there is a universal rule of evidence that when you put 
a man on the stand as your witness, you cannot, except under extra- 
ordinary circumstances, impeach or discredit him. That is a princi- 
ple of law well known to every lawyer upon this floor. I read fur- 
ther from the testimony of this witness: 

tion. Then do you know anything personally about those claims ! 

pees All that pge I —.— ar or two or three afterward, through 
Mr. Silver. We had a conversation, and Mr. Silver told me that Mr. Polk had 
made him substantially the same offer. 

Further on in his testimony is this: 

. nay vot Have you had any other conversation with Mr. Polk about claims 
ore Con „or an interest in them, than that which you have already stated 

Answer. No, sir; I have never bad any other. 

. You charge here that Mr. Polk has a large amount of money due him for 
lobby services; how do you know that? 

A. I am not quite ready for the evidence in proof of that yet. It is only the first 
and the third charges that I am prepared for. 

And he never did get ready to offer proof to show that Polk was 
interested or that there was any other ground for his other charge. 
He was permitted by the committee to read a memorandum which 
he had made of a conversation with Mr. Polk. He had reduced to 
writing five or six days after the conversation took place certain 
matters, from which writing he was permitted to refresh his memory. 
When he was asked if that written memorandum contained all the 
conversation between him and Mr. Polk, he frankly said that it did 
not. ‘This conversation occurred on the 31st day of December, and it 
was on the 5th of January that Coryell reduced it to writing. He 
was permitted to use the memorandum to refresh his memory, and 
he was asked: 

Question. Does that memorandum contain all the conversation that occurred 
between you? 

Answer. Oh, no, sir; the conversation lasted, probably, half or three-quarters of 
an hour; I merely condensed it because I did not suppose you would want to know 
all the little remarks and conversation that took place. 

It would appear, then, that he merely condensed the conversation ; 
put down what he thought proper. Now, I submit to every lawyer 
on this floor if there ever yet was a written memorandum of a con- 
versation papaning to have taken place between two men, where 
the party offering the memorandum testifies himself that it does not 
contain the entire conversation, but simply what he sonsidered the 
gist of it—was such a memorandum ever admitted as evidence before 
any court or jury? The universal law is that if you go into a con- 
versation you must aire the whole of it. That is a principle unva- 
rying and universal in the courts. Yet this man here testifies that 
five days after the conversation took place he reduced the substance 
of it to writing. And he swore to that memorandum. I suppose the 
reason that he swore to his written statement was that he was afraid 


he would not believe it himself when called upon to present it. To 
establish the fact that it was true, he makes out what purports to 
be the memorandum of a conversation, and swears to it for no other 
reason than that he would probably not believe it when he looked at 
it again, if it was not sworn to. He says: 


I merely condensed it, because I did not sw ‘ou would want 
the little ——— and conversation that took = ins så j ng i 


Who did not want to know? Mark you, this conversation purports 
to have taken place more than a month before the committee was 
organized. He says that the conversation took place on the 31st day 
of December, and that it was the 5th day of January that he made the 
little memorandum of the substance of it, because he did not sup- 
pose the committee would want to know all the little remarks and 
conversation that took place. I say that this whole evidence is ille- 
gal and improper and ought to be ruled out of these proceedings. 

He is again asked: 

Question. Does the memorandnm contain all the conversation! 


Answer. No, sir; it is merely a f it, giving the A 
TADANO Oa y a synopsis of it, giving the gist, as I supposed, of 


The witness was asked in regard to this conversation, which he 
says took place on the 31st of December, who was present besides Mr. 
Polk and himself, and he replies, ‘‘Not any one; we were alone in his 
office in his honse.” And it was very fortunate for him that he was 
alone. I read further from his testimony: 

estion. Did Mr. Polk tell you that he was 
‘ee introduced into the present: Con, FV 


t 
Answer. He told me that he knew al about them and could put me inside the 
ring.“ That is the term he used. 


In his affidavit he swears that Polk was interested in bills pending 
before Congress. I read from the affidavit : 

I further charge John W. Polk with having a amount of money dye him 
for lobby service from parties who had the contracts for paving Pennsylvania ave- 
nue during the past year, and that the payment of this money is now dependent on 
future appropriations by Congress, which makes him interested in aiding such fur- 
—. l tion and appropriations by the present Congress, of which he is Door- 

eeper. 

He also says in his affidavit: 

In proof, I was offered by J. W. Polk, in consideration of my sending him my res- 
emery as clerk, an interest, in the several bills as aforesaid, by which, as he said, 

could make more money than I could ptas position and salary of clerk. This 
offer was made me in person by the said Polk, at his residence, on the evening of 
December 31, 1877. 


He first charges that the Doorkeeper of the House is interested in 
bills now before or to be introduced into the present Congress. But 
he says in his testimony that Polk never told him so, and he refers to 
a man whose testimony I will read that discredits every word of his 
statement. I read the testimony of Coryell. See Silver’s testimony. 
And Polk in his entire conversation disclaims any interest whatever 
in these bills before ee 

I now refer to the evidence of Mr. Silver, a witness subponaed at 
the instance of conve II; and eray 1 85 00 asked him by the gentle- 
man from Ohio f . Cox] was lieve suggested not from any 
knowledge or information of his own, but by Mr. Coryell, believin 
all the time that it would develop some plot or scheme on the part o 
Mr. Polk, some improper interest in these transactions, I read from 
the evidence of Mr. Silver: 

Question. In the affidavit made by Mr. Coryell he states that you told him that 
Mr. Polk, the Doorkeeper of the House, in consideration of his disappointing you as 
to oss under him, made you substantially the same offer which he made 
to Mr. Coryell, which was that he would put him in a position whereby he could 
make more money than ho could in the position of a clerk; what did you tell Mr. 
Coryell in regard to that matter t 

Answer. I did not tell Mr. Coryell what he states in that paper there. Mr. Cor- 

ell was in the habit of 3 my room. Iwas sick when I first came on here, and 
o used to come there a good deal. \ 

He disavows ever having made any such statement: 

Question. What roo an 17 from which he could draw an inference such as he 
has sworn to in this affidavit 

Answer. Well, Mr. Sarron couldn't understand why I had no position under 
Colonel Polk. He knew I was Mr. Polk's friend, and he couldn't understand that; 
and I told him that Colonel Polk had told me that he was not going to appoint any 
man to any position under him that had anything to do with lobbying in any way, 
shape, or form. 

This is what Mr. Coryell's witness swears that Polk told him: that 
he would appoint no man to any position under him who was inter- 
ested in any shape or form in lobbying: 

I told him distinctly that Colonel Polk told me so, Mr. Polk's 88 about 
me was, at one time, I presume, that I had something to do with those matters; 
and he stated to me distinctly that he was not going to appoint anybody to any 

tion who had anything to do with lobbying in any way or shape; that he had 
self touched nothing and that he didn't intend to touch anything. 
* * * * * * * 
N Did Mr. Polk make such a statement to you or make you such an 
r 


Answer. I say no. 


By the CHAIRMAN : 
Did you ever a ply to Mr. Polk for a position f 
. Well, yes; I think I did. I think he wrote mea letter before we came on 
here saying that he would take care of me as his friend, and I presumed he would. 


Further on he testifies as follows: 
uestion. Did Mr. Polk ever offer you as a reason, or as a compensation for not 
giving you a position, that he would give you an interest or put you in a ring“ 
connected with any matters now before Congress 
Answer. He never did. 
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This is the sworn evidence given before the committee by Mr. Silver, 


who was the witness refe to to confirm Mr. Coryell’s statements. 


estion. Or that he woald aid you as a lobbyist? 
wer. He never did. 
Q. Or that he would assist you in getting any bill through in which you were 
interested ? 
_ A. He never did. 
2 Or that he would exert his influence on any member of Congress 
. He never did. 
* * 


* „ * * 
Q. Did he offer at any time to aid you in any of these matters? 
A. No, sir. 7 2 R N 5 


Q. It is stated in these charges that you and Mr. Polk were interested in some 
measure now before Congress; are yon and Mr. Polk now interested in any meas- 
ure now before Congress or in an growing out of any appropriation to be 
made by Congress! 

A. Not one dollar. I distinctly say, not one dollar. 

Yet this man swore that Silver told him so. He had Silver subpe- 
naed and put upon the stand as a witness; yet Silver contradicted 
him from the beginning to the end of his testimony. 

There is one part of Eoryell’s evidence that I desire to read, for I 
think it has about as much truth in it as anything else that he testi- 
fies to. And I ask the attention of my democratic friends to this 
statement. Those who are now disposed to condemn this man, those 
who are disposed to break down their party so far as they can by dis- 
missing from the service of this House in shame and disgrace an 
officer who was the nominee of their own party caucus and elected 
by their votes, should listen to this testimony: 

uestion. You copied these extracts for him, did you? 
wer. I suggested it to him, showing him the excuses he might give for mak- 
ing these appointments, if any were necessary. 

Here is this man Coryell advising Polk to make appointments, 

It is necessary that T should explain that. When Mr. Polk was being besieged 
and ina great deal of difficulty I came up here one Sunday night and went over all 
the applications, giving a statement of the number of applicants, which, if I recol- 
lect righ amounted to six or seven hundred over and above the positions he had 
to fill, and I think at the same time I made those extracts from letters bogging 
appointments. I did it in order that he might have some es or excuse for 

extra force that he was g on. He was in need of it; it was about the time 
that the thing began to blow out. I did it in a spirit of kindness, 

This man advised him to put on this extra force, and he did it be- 
cause he said there were six or seven hundred gf ee beyond 
the number of itions authorized by law and because the appli- 
cants . and unceasing in their importunities. A fact 
more discreditable to the democratic party than anything that Polk 
has done is, in my judgment, that we should have put him into this 

ition and then hounded him to death for office for our importun- 

ing friends, and, after he had sought to accommodate our friends as 

best he could, that we should turn against him. There is more truth 

ee in that statement of Coryell than anything else he has testi- 
to. 

There is one feature in this investigation that is a little remarka- 
ble. The only two gentlemen who have spoken on this floor against 
Mr. Polk have alluded to evidence in their possession which has never 
been before the entire committee and was never heard of until the 

ntleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] in making his speech al- 

uded to it. I say that in all fairness to Mr. Polk the whole evidence 
should be before the committee. This whole matter ought to be re- 
committed so that the committee might have the benefit of this testi- 
mony and that Colonel Polk might have an 0 eed to meet it. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] who really wants to be fair- 
minded has been led by his extreme aversion to wrong and corruption 
in the Doorkeeper’s office and by his deep and anxious solicitude for 
the welfare of the democratie party to depart from the fairness which 
ordinarily distinguishes him. I thank him for his interest in the 
welfare of our party; but when he shall quit his own political asso- 
ciates and come over among us, we will appreciate better his interest 
in our behalf. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Will the gentleman allow me a moment ? 

Mr. COOK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I understand that the gentleman’s effort has been 
to weaken, if not entirely destroy, the testimony of Mr. Coryell. 
Now I would say to the gentleman and tothe House that I have been 
for many years acquainted with this man, and I pronounce him as 
honest a man as there is upon this floor. 

Mr. COOK. Then I am sorry for the rest of them, God knows! 
1 

Mr. BRIDGES. I have known his parentage, and he is descended 
atom as honest a family as ever lived within the limits of the United 

tates. 

Mr. COOK. If you will read the evidence you will change your 
opinion of him. 

Mr. BRIDGES. No, sir; I would believe his evidence in preference 
to that of any other man, for I know him to be perfectly honest and 
a man who would never swear to what was untrue. 

Mr. COOK. The gentleman rose to ask me a question and has deliv- 
ered an eulogium on Mr. Coryell. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Cook] yielded. 

Mr. COOK. No, sir; Ihave not yielded. Now the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Cox] had a great deal to say yesterday about the appoint- 
ment of Rogers on the soldiers’ roll, who was not a soldier, and the 


cireumstances under which he was removed from office. All the evi- 
dence in reference to that was taken on Monday in the presence of 
three members of the committee only, without notice to Mr. Polk or 
to any member of the minority of the committee, nor did we hear 
that the case was being continued and evidence taken until it was 
mentioned yesterday by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] Does 
that show fair-mindedness? Does it illustrate open, candid, fair play 
in this transaction? But so far as Rogers and the soldiers’ roll is con- 
cerned, I say that on such testimony as was taken it showed that this 
man Rogers represented himself as a soldier and was put on the sol- 
diers’ roll, and a few days ago when Mr. Polk ascertained the fact that 
he was not a soldier he dismissed him and put his brother upon the 
roll who is a disabled and discharged soldier and a pensioner of the 
Government. 

Mr. Polk would have testified to that if he had been notified that 
the case was reopened. This hey fer soldier who has been substi- 
tuted for his brother came to the Capitol hurriedly and qualified, and 
then left his brother here to discharge his duties while he returned 
home to Ee his affairs. Now, I appeal to every fair-minded man 
on this floor if there was any fraud or corruption and wrong upon 
the Government in this transaction? Now, Ia to gentlemen on 
the other side of the House if upon charges of this character it is fair 
to crush a man who is thus placed within your power, and upon these 
cha that are presented here to reflect forever upon the character 
of himself and family, and on account of the transactions so elabo- 
rated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] and others to stigma- 
tize him as an outlaw? 

I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BAKER] who introduced this matter into the House, and I think eyery 
8 will bear me witness, that when he did it he showed that 

egree of earnest solicitude for economy in the House and the peper 
management of its affairs that he was utterly overwhelmed, that hi 
voice was crushed and he could hardly speak, and the tears streamed 
down his cheeks when he read these affidavits and asked to have the 
resolution passed that he offered. He was so shocked at the ruin and 
destruction that the Doorkeeper was about to inflict upon the coun- 
try that he was utterly overwhelmed; his whole nature gave way 
under the shock. 

Now, sir, the last Congress appropriated for the year ending June 
30 next $105,210 to defray the expenses of the Doorkeeper’s de 
ment. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
LMr. BAKER] to the fact that in the year 1870 $164,894 was appro- 
pria by that Congress to defray the expenses of the Doorkeeper's 

epartment, and this included only the employés on the regular roll 
and not those provided for by special resolution. In 1871 the amount 
of $183,709 was appropriated to cover the same he reste) and that did 
not include the extra men or those who were paid by special resolu- 
tion. In 1872 the amount appropriated was $183,042.53 for the same 
gress and not including the extra men paid by ial resolution. 
873 the amount 55 was $177,518.89, and that did not 
cover the employés w 
on. 

Now, when yon consider that we have reduced the expenses of this 
department from $188,000 and $183,000 down to about $105,000 the 
Treasury has not suffered much at our hands. The gentleman was 
shocked at another fact, that such frauds and corruption should exist 
here. Now, since I have been a member of this House I have seen a 
man brought in here and placed in a chair in the area, from which 
he fell, and who was sent to jail because he refused to testify, and 
finally he came forward and said that the Doorkeeper, who stood at 
the door to my left, a one-armed loyal soldier who fought for your 
Union and followed your flag as a soldier, for his loyalty he received 
$11,000 from those interested in the Pacific mail subsidy, and the 
doorkeeper who was in e of the Hall received $4,500 for his val- 
uable services at one time, and the Postmaster here, an officer of this 
House, had received $125,000 for his valuable services in aid of the 
same subsidy. That is a part of the written history of our coun 
and our legislation. I have got the evidence here in that case. If 
gentlemen have any curiosity on the subject they can see it. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield 
to me y portion of his time to reply to what he has said in reference 
to me 

Mr. COOK. No, sir; the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Harrison] 
ai yield a portion of his time to you when he comes to close the 

ebate. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I think it hardly fair for the gentleman 
to make such charges and then refuse me an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Harrison can do that. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I can assure the gentleman that I shall 
make an effort to get the floor to reply to him. ; 

Mr. COOK. Very well. So far as the record in this case is con- 
cerned as to the matter of corruption, it amounts to nothing what- 
ever compared with the history of previous Congresses under repub- 
lican rule. 

There is not a scintilla of evidence to show that Mr. Polk received 
one dollar from any employé of this House or that he is interested 
in any manner or in anything connected with it. Importuned as he 


o were paid by special resolution, and so it 


has been by many more hundreds of applicants for appointments than 
he had places to put them in, he did make some indifferent appoint- 
ments, and one of the very worst things he did was to appoint this 
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man Coryell. My old friend over there from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BRIDGES] has testified to his character. He knew Coryell in his 
better days. Judas was a good man until he fell. He followed our 
Saviour ugh thick and thin as one of His disciples and stood by 
Him and adhered to Him up to the very last, but then he fell. So it 
is in reference to this man Coryell. When my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania knew him I have no doubt he bore the character to which he 
testified. Any one who will read his affidavit and then read his evi- 
dence will see that the one contradicts the other, and must come to 
the conclusion that either in one or the other he has sworn to a lie 
from the beginning to the end. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] yesterday rose to some 
de of sympathy and pathos in dwelling on the hardships of Mr. 
Lyle, a poor colored man who was cruelly outraged. Here is the cer- 
silicate of the clerk of the Committee of Accounts showing that Mr. 
Lyle received $260 from the Ist of April to the 15th of October, 1877. 
He charged that Mr. Polk withheld money these men were entitled 
to. It cannot be shown that he ever withheld one dollar to which 
these men were entitled. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. COOK. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Do you say the amount you have stated was 
the laborers’ wages, established by law for that purpose ? 

Mr. COOK. No, sir. Isay it is the amount allowed by this com- 
mittee, which investigated the matter, out of the appropriation made 
for the purpose. Mr. Polk, from the 15th of April to the 15th of Oc- 
tober, when Congress assembled, had no more to do with Mr. Lyle 
than he had with the north pole. He was not an officer of the House. 
He was not connected with the House in any way. He was not re- 

nsible in the slightest de; for what was due Lyle or anybody 
* When Mr. Polk came into office on the 15th of October, from 
then to the 15th of December this man was paid enough to cover 
more than the wages of a laborer for that time. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Ohio stated yesterday as his personal 
belief, although he said there was no evidence for it, that all the 
evils, errors, and irregularities of this office of Doorkeeper were still 
going on to-day. It is my personal belief there is not one solitary 
one existing to-day in the Doorkeeper’s department. My personal 
belief is that the department is being run in accordance with the 
law, and that the Doorkeeper is now and has been from the bogin 
ning discharging his duties under the law, fulfilling all his obliga- 
tions to the House and to the country. Such, Mr. Speaker, is my 
belief. Gentlemen on the opposite side of the House believe differ- 
ently. Such is his belief, but he has no proof for it. Is he upon that 
belief justified, without any evidence to prove the faet, in i 
this House to discharge the Doorkeeper from his office? I think not. 

Now, sir, my time is about out and so am I. [Laughter.] But 
before taking my seat I have this to say to the democratic party: two 
years ago we had another difficulty with a Doorkeeper. We hada 
simple-minded man here who wrote a letter that he was “a biger 
man than old Grant,“ and he spelled it wrong. [Langhter.] My 
friend from New York [Mr. Cox] was chairman of the committee 
which reported a resolution to expel him from his office. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was merely the organ of the Committee 
on Rules, and acting under the instruction of that committee, when 
I reported the resolution to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. COOK. I was never able to find out whether we expelled Fitz- 
hugh because he was a “biger man than old Grant” or because he 
spelled the word wrong. [Laughter.] I was among the nineteen 
men who stood here and voted to sustain him, even if he was a “biger 
man than old Grant” and could not spell exactly right. [Laughter.] 
But when that charge was made against the democratic party they 
went off instantly into a stampede. No Texas herd of cattle were 
ever equal to it in the rapidity with which they rushed Fitzhugh out 
of the insignificant office of Doorkeeper. To-day, too, they are fright- 
ened, many of them. They say they cannot stand such a shock. 
[Laughter.] They say they cannot afford to meeps Doorkeeper in 
office who has put a few more men into office than he was entitled to, 
althongh he was importuned very frequently by these very members 
of Congress themselves to do it. [Laughter.] ey say they cannot 
stand the shock of his keeping men on the soldiers’ roll who were 
not soldiers. Mr. Polk testified in every ease the men themselves 
represented they were soldiers. Take Holt’s case, for instance. He 
told him he wasa soldier; that he had served three years in the Army, 
He is a decent, genteel-looking man. I do not know whether he 
asked him to exhibit his papers or not. It turned out, however, that 
the service he rendered was in Boston as one of the State militia. 
Well, the people of Boston have been alarmed for many years for fear 
Bob Toombs, of Georgia, would call the roll of his slaves at the foot 
of the Bunker Hill monument, and I suppose this militia was kept up 
there for the purpose of saving that monument from any such dese- 
cration. [Laughter.] I have no doubt that he was rendering his 
country valuable service and the city of Boston especially, and that 
he was protecting that great monument, sacred in the history of our 
country, commemorative of its great events, from that great dese- 
eration which my friend from Georgia has so long been charged with 
attempting to perpetrate upon it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PUGH. How about that apothecary ? 

Mr. COOK. That apothecary in the Navy served five years in the 


Ordnance Department of the Army. Ihave got the letter in my pocket, 
but Ido not offer it, becanse I am a little more bashful than those gen- 
tlemen. He was fourteen years old when he went into the Unior 
Army, was present at the fall of Richmond, and rendered valuable 


service. 

Mr. HARRISON. I rise now to move the previous question. 

Mr. COOK. Does the gentleman propose by moving the previous 

uestion to cut off the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. EDEN 4 

Mr. HARRISON. I have reported the resolution and have no au- 
thority from the committee to admit any amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I rise toask the gentleman from Illinois 
to withhold his demand for the previous question now in order that 
I may have an opportunity to be heard on this case. I have been 
arraigned here by the last speaker, and I think I should have some 
opportunity to reply. If the gentleman from Ilinois does not accede 
to my request I trust the demand for the previous question will be 
e SAYLER. I mak 

r. SAYL rise to e a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 15 

Mr. SAYLER. I wish to know whether the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] has been brought before the House. 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. SAYLER. Then in order to bring it before the House it will 
be necessary to vote down the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihave no objection for my own part to admit 
that amendment to be voted upon by the House, but as from my com- 
mittee I have no authority to da 50. 

Mr. SAYLER. The gentleman’s committee has nothing to do with it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. HARRISON] de- 
mands the previous question. If the demand for the previous ques- 
tion is voted down the Chair will then recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois in front of the Chair [Mr. ree ese submit his amendment 
and will farther recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] 
as entitled to the floor as a member of the committee reporting. 

Mr. HOOKER, If any time is to. be extended to the other side I 
hope the House will extend the same courtesy to some ou this side 
who have not the good fortune to belong to the committee, and have 
pan excluded from participation in this debate because they do not 

ng to it. 

The SPEAKER. Up to this time three hours have been occupied 
on each side: three hours on the side of the majority report and three 
hours on the side of the views of the minority. 17 the demand for 
the previous question is sustained the Chair understands one-half of 
the lust hour would be given to each side. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Let us vote the previous question down. 

Mr. EDEN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. £ 

Mr. EDEN. Will it be in order for me to ask my colleague to yield 
as he indicated to me he would, in order that this amendment may 
be offered ? 

i The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask that question of his col- 
e. 
r. EDEN. Will my colleague yield for that purpose, that this 
amendment may be offered ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection personally. 

Mr. EDEN. You have perfect control of the matter, 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; I am directed by the Committee on 
Civil-Service Reform to report certain resolutions. I have done so, 
and I consider my power then as gone. 

Mr. EDEN. Have you not the right to yield for the purpose of 
allowing an amendment to be ofi 7 

Mr. ISON. If the Chair decides I have that power 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with the question of 
offering amendments. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON ] 
has control of the majority report, and the Chair recognizes him 
until an adverse vote occurs on his motion. 

Mr. EDEN. I understand my colleague to say that if the Chair 
states he has the right to yield for that purpose he will do soin order 
that I may offer my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The ee has the right to yield for that 
parpors, as isconstantly the practice. 

. HALE. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The lar order is the demand made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Harrison] for the previous question. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the House so desires I have no objection to 
e awe running another hour before the previous question is 
ca. — — 

Mr. EDEN. I am not asking time for debate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Provided it is agreed that at the end of that 
hour no further extension of time will be required. 

Mr. SAYLER. I rise to a parliamen inquiry—a question of 
right. The gentleman from Illinois on my left [Mr. HARRISON] does 
not control the floor for the exclusion of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois on my right, LMr. EprNn.] The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Harrison ] yielded the floor yesterday after 
the exhaustion of his hour. With the exception of his reserved right 
in the closing hour he has no more control of the floor than I have or 
any other gentléman; and he not having demanded the previous 
question his colleague has a perfect right to offer his amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] 
has demanded the 97 8 770 question. 

Mr. SAYLER. When? 

The SPEAKER. This morning. 8 

Mr. SAXLER. Yes; not until after the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. EDEN] had offered his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. EDEN] yester- 

submitted his ent as part of his remarks. í 
he gentleman from Ohio is perfectly well aware that the practice 
is to give the control of a report from a committee to the member of 
the committee who makes it. 

Mr. SAYLER. That is very true. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair uniformly recognizes the gentleman 
who has charge of a report, to demand the previous question on such 
report, so as to bring the House to a direct vote on the question and 
test the sense of the House thereon; but there is no difficulty what- 
ever in the case; if a majority of the House desires to vote upon this 
amendment or desire longer debate, then the previous question will 
be voted down. 

Mr. EDEN. I understood my colleague to, yield to me to offer the 
amendment. 

Mr. SAYLER. He has not the right to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair differs with the gentleman from Ohio 
as to that; but the remedy is to vote down the previous question. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to call attention to the fact that I did not 
yield to my colleague, 

Mr. SAYLER. I wish to call attention to the fact that he could 
not yield because he did not hold the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The control over a report undoubtedly rests with 
the member who reported it, as the gentleman from Ohio is very well 


aware. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask my colleague if he will yield to me to offer the 
n as he agreed both last night and this morning that he 
would do 

Mr. THOMPSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no recollection of sereeing to allow my 
colleague to offer that amendment; I said I had no objection to it 
personally. Do not e suppose that I know my own mind? 

The SPEAKER. © Chair desires to state that on yesterday the 

ntleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] submitted as a part of his remarks 

e amendment which he seeks to offer. The Chair will have read 
what he stated at the time, 

The Clerk read as follows : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois stated that he had his substitute 
read for information, and that at the proper time, if permitted, he would offer itas 
an amendment to the report. 

The SPEAKER. The words are “if permitted,” and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HARRISON] now insists on his motion for the 
previous 55 8 

Mr. EDEN. I said that my colleague was willing to yield to me. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. By taking the vote on the previons 
question we can decide the matter very soon. 

Mr. HARRISON. So far as I am personally concerned, I have no 
objection to the gentleman offering the substitute ; but I would say 
further, that I think the best plan that can be adopted is to have one 
hour longer for debate, and divide it between the two sides. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the previous ques- 
tion or not? 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me to offer the amend- 
ment which he a to allow me to offer? . 

The SPEAKE Does the gentleman demand the previous ques- 
tion or yield for the amendment ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I demand the previous question. 

The question was put upon seconding the previous question; and 
on a division there were—ayes 63, noes 110. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. J S obtained the floor. 

Mr. EDEN. I now offer as a substitute for the resolutions reported 
by the committee those which I had read yesterday, as a part of my 


remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been voted down, 
the Chair recognizes the from New York [Mr. James] for 
further debate; but the Chair will first entertain the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. EDEN. Iwill state that I made some slight changes in the 
amendment after it was read in the House; but it is correctly copied 
in the Recorp, and had better be read again. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Whereas neither the majority nor the minority of the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, to whom were referred the charges ist John W. Polk, Door- 
keeper of this House, have found or that said Polk has been guilty of any 
corruption in the administration of said office, but have found and reported that 
he has in some instances placed upon the rolls a greater number of employés than 
was authorized by law, bear rages tye the House to ratify said action and provide com- 
pensation for said employés, which was in fact done, in part, by the House before 
any charges were made against said officer; and 

Whereas it appears from the testimony taken before said committee and reported 
to the House that the names of some persons who were not in fact crippled or dis- 
abled soldiers have in some instances been, by mistake or otherwise, placed upon 

soldiers’ roll: Now, therefore 
Resolved, That in the opinion of the House it is essential to the proper and eco- 


nomical administration of said office that the number of its em and the 
amount of its expenditures should at all times bs regulated and contro by the 
laws in force when the persons are ed and the expenses incurred, and hence 
Beets Fe ac ec Sees ene ee ee 

law. e mm 
roll 5 ns not entitled be there, 1S DOOD iteapreuved and censured; and that 
the said officer is hereby ordered and directed to examine and revise the soldiers’ 
roll at the earliest practicable moment, and remove therefrom the names of all per- 
sons, if any yet , Who are not crippled or disabled soldiers; and that he 
hereafter conform strictly to the statute and rules of the House in regard to the 
employés on said roll. 

lived, That the report of the Committee on Civil-Service Reform relating to 
the charges against the Doorkeeper of the House be recommitted to that commit- 
sa with instructions tọ inquire into the organization of the 8 

nder the Doorkeeper, and to ascertain the number necessary in branch o: 
that service, and what e Se if any, are demanded to secure greater efficiency 
and economy in transacting the business of the House under charge of the Door- 
keeper; and what further legislation, if any, is required to 1 the employ- 
ment or payment of any messenger, laborer, or other employé of the Doorkeeper 
in excess of the number authorized by law; and whether the appointment of 
porforived by the laborers fo: turned over. to'a experinteadene or Janitor, with 
orm. + 

Pethonity to hive at the usual and fair price for labor, such persons as may be 
necessary to do work required to be done by the laborers now appointed by the 
Doorkeeper ; with leave to report at any time by bill or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
JAMES] commences now, and the amendment is pending. 

Mr. JAMES. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Baker. ] , 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I do not know that I should have cared 
tosay anything upon this question, had it not been for a remark which 
fell from the gentleman from Georgia, [ Mr. Coor) 

Mr. EDEN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is there any under- 
standing or agreement about this matter or is a demand for the pre- 
vious question now in order? 

The SPEAKER, The demand for the previous question was voted 
down by the House and the action of the House was adverse to the 
report of the committee, and the effect of such vote is, as far as the 
Chair can gather the disposition of the House, that the House desired 
another honr’s debate and also desired to have an amendment offered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. EDEN ] has control of the matter. 

The SPEAKER, At the expiration Öf the hour the Chair will rec- 
gnize the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] to call the previous 

uestion. 
i Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. Cook 
saw fit to complain of the manner that I exhibited when I introdu: 
the proposition to investigate the Doorkeeper of the House. I am 
aware that the subject of rkeepers is u tender one with the dem- 
ocratic party. I believe that for the last thirty or forty years that 
party never has had a democratic Doorkeeper who has not needed 
ar aes. pets and chastisement at the h of that party or some 
other party. 

Thad the right, however, to assume that the gentlemen on the other 
side of this C ber, in these latter days, since the upheaval in 1874, 
had amended somewhat in that regard, and that they were now hon- 
est in their pretenses of being in favor of honesty in the civil service 
of the Government. Ido not know whether the decision of to-day 
will be confirmatory of that supposition or whether it will prove to 
be like so many other pretenses of that party, merely a sham, intended 
to delude the people; “a good enough Morgan until after election.” 

I had expected that gentlemen on that side of the Chamber who 
8 as my friend from Georgia [Mr. Cook] did when alluding to 
the Army as your Army;“ and who when y speak of the Union 
of the States characterize it as “your Union,” and especially that 
class of gentlemen on the other side of the C ber who pry not 
wind up an eulogium on Fitzhugh or on Polk without drawing a 
beautiful and chaste picture of the virtues of the late Judas Iscariot— 
I say I had expected that they would be found railing at the com- 
paua made by me with reference to the Doorkeeper of the House. 

this I am not disappointed. 

One would almost infer that my friend from Georgia [Mr. Cook] 
regrets the fact that an untimely rope shortened the career of Judas 
Iscariot. One would think that he regretted that a kind Providence 
had not lengthened his years in order that he too might be a candi- 
date for Doorkeeper as a successor, in a democratic House, of the illus- 
trious Fitzhugh, and his still more illustrious successor, Mr. Polk. ` 

I have now said all that I desire to say in reference to matters that 
are purely personal to myself, Whether or not I shed tears over the 
sins and iniquities of that side of this democratic Honse, as intimated 
by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Cook, ] is a matter of very little 
moment. A contemporary of Judas had occasion to shed tears over 
the sins of Jernsalem. I think there is equal occasion to-day for the 
country to shed tears over the sins and shortcomings of gentlemen 
on the democratic side of the Chamber. 

If I can comprehend the arguments in favor of Mr. Polk’s acquittal 
on the democratic side of the Chamber, there seems to be two prin- 
cipal reasons why he should be retained in the office he has.disgraced. 
It is argued with a great parade of learning that this grand inquest 
of the nation, the House, sits as a justice’s court, and that because 
the indietment I drew, and which, after the bitterest opposition and 
attempts to evade the issue on the part of democratic gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber, I succeeded in getting passed, is not 
sufficiently broad and comprehensive to meet the criminating facts 
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testified to before the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. In 
other words, they seem to be of the opinion that while Mr. Polk is 
proven guilty the indictment has a flaw in it, and therefore we are to 
exhibit the spectacle to the country and to the world of allowing Mr. 
Polk to escape on a little trivial technicality. 

Now it may be that my democratic friends are ambitious of the sort 
of reputation that is to be gained by voting on such a pretense as that 
to sustain Mr. Polk. But if they are, I want to say to them that their 
pretense of an honest desire to reform the civil service of the Gov- 
ernment will be valued by the country at what it is really worth. 
The country believes and will believe that their pretenses of desiring 
such reform are absolately worthless and deceptive. 

There seems to be another ground why democrats stand by Mr. Polk, 
and the argument which they urge I think has much more weight 
than their technical plea of an insufficient indictment. The reason 
urged why Mr, Polk ought not to be condemned by the democratic 
side of the House, and why it is necessary for the champions of Mr. 
Polk to turn around and with clenched fist and with trembling voice, 
with all the energy and powor they have, try by the application o 
the party lash on the backs of their party friends to drive them to 
vote to screen this man who is arraigned as a criminal at the bar of 
the House for judgment, and who has already been tried before the 
bar of public opinion of this nation and found guilty by every hon- 
est man from ocean to ocean; that reason, that excuse, is that while 
they cannot deny that Mr. Polk has got the “ pork” in violation of 
law, still he ought to be uitted because sundry pieces of the bacon 
are found hanging out of the pockets of some honorable gentlemen 
on the democratic side of the Chamber. [Laughter.] That may be 
a good excuse, and I do not know but it will be a sufficient excuse 
to 3 ntlemen on that side of the Chamber in voting to acquit 
Po And it is su near me that perhaps there may be some 
on this side of the House in the same situation. I trust, however, 
that will not be found to be the fact. 

It is true—aud the country will take notice of it—that there are 
gentlemen on the other side of the House who have some of the fruits 
of the crimes for which Mr. Polk to-day is on trial at the bar of the 
House. Democratic greed andgpressure for office had much to do with 
Mr. Polk’s offense. 

I do not propose to spend my time this morning in discussing the 
question as. to whether or not the indictment is drawn as it ought to 
be drawn. I do not feel that I am acting here as one might act who 
was defending a thief who had been arraigned before a trial court. 
I feel that it 1s our duty here and now, in the broad light of heayen 
and before the country, to decide this question according to the law 
and the facts as they have been developed. 

Ido not care whether the evidence brought ont against Mr. Polk 
has been brought out in strict conformity to the technical rules of 
evidence or not. It is before us and we must deal with it as becomes 
us. I say hero that if I have the time to go through the testimony I 
will establish three or four propositions so absolutely and conclu- 
sively, out of the mouth of Mr. Polk himself, that his blindest parti- 
san, although Colonel Polk may have filled his pocket with the“ pork,” 
cannot deny them, nor can he escape the proof that sustains the 
charges that I will make. 

I propose to show in the first place that Mr. Polk, your Doorkeeper, 
was a lobbyist when elected, and was just as fit a man for that posi- 
tion as any other of the rotten lobbyists who prowl like foul birds of 
prey, to the di of the country and to its disgust, too, around 
the corridors and avenues of this Capitol. I propose to show further 
that Mr. ae! See he had first emerged from his obscurity and ap- 
peared upon the arena of politics here as a lobbyist, came in contact 
with a man by the name of Silver, who seems to pride himself in 
testifying to his own infamy as a lobbyist. This man, self-confessed 
lobbyist as he is, was made by Polk, when he set on foot his cam- 

ign forobtaining the position of Doorkeeper, his especial confidant, 

is go-between, his “man Friday.” I propose to prove further that 
Mr. Polk, deceiving you gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
had farmed out by corrupt and corrupting bargains nearly all the 
positions under the Doorkeeper about this House as a reward for 
service that I shall not stop to characterize. I propose to show also 
that this man Polk had a oe Dap for Doorkeeper by the name of 

Wedderburn, who conveniently 1 out of the list as a rival 
candidate t him, and on the 16th of October last, the day after 
Polk’s election. as a reward for something he had done, was promoted 
to the position of “superintendent of passes” at a salary of $2,500 a 
year. The sworn evidence shows that without a shadow of law for 
it this man Wedderburn received for one month $165.50 as payment 
for his services in an office which, with its salary and emoluments, 
had been created by Polk alone. I propose further to show that all 
the crimes that have been brought up in array against this man Polk 
have been committed first in violation of the law, and secondly in 
defiance of a solemn resolution passed by the Committee of Accounts 
about the 2d day of November, 1877. I shall not have time (nor 
would I we: your patience in that way) to specify item by item 
the crimes that he has committed in violation of law and in defiance 
of the resolution unanimously passed by the Committee of Accounts 
of this House at the extra session of this Congress. 

I have said I would prove, in the first place, that this man Polk was 
a self-confessed lobbyist. To establish this I ask the Clerk to read 
from page 116 and the top of page 117 of the evidence. 


. 


The Clerk read as follows: : 
Goattion: Were you interested in any measure pending before the Forty-fourth 


88 agent for in 
ere you inte as the any com any measure din, 
‘ore the Forty-fourth Congress 7 77 7; 7 
A. Not exactly as an agent, sir. 
Q. Were you empl by any company to work for their interests before Con- 
gress! In other words, were you employed as lobbyist for an ving company? 
A. Never as a lobbyist. I was emp! loved as a counsel, an tay 
Q. You were employed as counsel and adviser for a paving company. 
A. Yes, sir; for the Neufchätel Paving Company. 
. They had measures then pending in Congress ? 
` No, not yet. It was proposed—I don’t know from what sonrce the proposi- 
tion came—to bring a bill before the Committee for the District of Columbia and 
get an ry ipa ere to pave Pennsylvania avenue, 
7 5 7 you represent that company before the Committee for the District of Co- 
umbia 


2 Were you employed to do so? 
them as to what I tho 


Well, to hel 
should use the 


. Generally ; any one ; no one in particular. 

Q. Did you receive during the last money from any paying company, 
or the agents of any paving company, or the promise of any money or compensa- 
tion from any such company or its agents ? 

2 during the last Congress 1 

. I say from any paving company g the 
2 I received a small amount Mr. Taylor. 
. What was that for? 
. Well, it was for assisting him generally. * + They awarded me, my re- 
collection is, $1,400. This much he got for his lobby services from one source. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On page 118, which I incorporate as a 

8 of my remarks, will be found evidence showing that during the 
Forty-fourth Congress this man Polk employed or procured the ser- 

vices of one Silver as his agent, because Silver while acting as a mes- 
senger for the Committee on the District of Columbia, pretended that 
he could influence the vote of a democratic member of Con who 
lg upon that committee. Here is Mr. Polk’s own testimony on that 
subject : 

Question. Was Mr. Silver interested in this matter jointly with you ? 

Answer. Indirectly. He had no kind of connection with the company. 

. What was his connection with the matter? 


$: You employed him 


2 What did you mpos him to do? 
e claimed that he had some influence. 
. With whom? He frank about it. 
. With a member of Congress. 
What member? 

Do you want me to name him! 

58 Ves. 

Mr. HESKLE. 

i ae Mr. HENKLE on the Committee for the District of Colambia! 
. He was. 

Q. Did Mr. Silver claim to have any influence with any other member on that 
committee. 

A. I don't know that he did. I think not. I never heard him. 

Q. Then you employed Mr. Silver on account of his supposed influence with the 
members of that committee! 

A. No, sir; not in the first Leng This matter grew gradually. I do not think 
I knew at first that he knew of this thing. Mr, Silver was a Missourian, and a very 
intelligent man, and he was friendly with me, and he did not seem to be doing 
an thing; he used to come to my room very often, and I don't know how it actually 
did come about; it just grew into that kind of an arrangement. He was entirely 
dependent on me for his interest. There was never any specific amount promised 
him, but he was depending on me entirely, and when the whole thing broke down 
that ended it. Inever paid him anything. 

Q. What was your original contract? Was there anything specific? 

. Yes; originally with Mr. Creecy there was. 
. What was it? 

It was a verbal contract. We talked about a t many things. I was to 
take an interest, and they calculated that there would be so much profit and my 
interest would be $10,000, and I would go on and understand the thing and get 
more work after we got it established as the pavement adopted in Washington 
City, and we were going to make a 5 of it. 

Q Did you receive, during the last Congress, money from any paving company, 
or the agents of any paving company, or tho promise of any money or compensa- 
tion from any such company or its agent! 

A. Define what company you mean. 

Q I say from any paving my ed during the last Congress! 

I received a small amount from Mr. Taylor. 
What was that for? 
. Well, it was for assisting him generally. I must tell pes the whole thing, so 


you may understand it. We previously that if the Neufchâtel was a 
8 ul company I shonld become interested in its business. After they failed 
Tract as they expected awarded to them by the commissioners, I 


to get as big a con - 
claimed that I was entitled to some pay for my time and services and my traveling 
nses. The whole thing had broken down entirely, but they awa: me, my 


recollection is, about $1,400. 


pai 
. No, sir; not all of it. 
Q. How much did they pay you of that $1,400? 
A. My recollection is that I received about $1,100. . 
Mr. Polk either knew that the pretense of this man Silver was false 
or he believed that in hiring him he would be able to bribe a member 
of this House to do something that was in violation of his duty. In 
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any event, Mr. Polk’s conduct was equally infamous. Of course I 
know that the gentleman in question is a man of such high charac- 
ter that the pretense that he could be influenced by such a man as 
Silver was utterly false. Still this evidence illustrates the character 
of the lobbyist Polk and his friend Silver. It shows that Polk was 
ready and willing to use instruments of that vile character for the 
purpose of furthering his wicked ends. 

By reference to page 119 of the evidence, which I also incorporate 
in my remarks, it will be found that Mr. Polk, until the year 1877, 
had an interest in these lobby measures which he testified about. 
The testimony of Mr. Polk is as follows: 

Question. Then held this claim during the winter of 1876-77 

Answer. In the last session of the Forty-fourth 8 J had it. 

Pe are you in the employ of the Government during any portion of the same 
0 No, sir. Oh, yes, I was, a little while, as assistant sergeant-at- arms at New 
cans, y 
9; TEn you were an assistant sergeant-at-arms during the time yon held this 


A. Yes; I suppose so; but I had ceased to think of it as a claim; I felt pretty 
sure there was nothing in it. i 

So far as the testimony shews, Mr. Polk appears to have held this 
lobby claim when he became Doorkeeper. This testimony of Mr. 
Polk explains the evidence of Mr. Coryell that Polk proposed to put 
him in the lobby ring, where he could make more money than as a 
messenger. 

It appears by the testimony of Mr. Coryell, on page 5, that Polk 
had an interest in lobby rings here about this House during the 
present Congress. Mr. Coryell testifies as follows: 

uestion. Do you say now, under a oath, that I told you that I was familiar 
with or interested in a number of bills or measures before Congress, and that I 
made use of the term ring, and said that I could put you in the ring? 
Answer. Yes, sir. 
Q. You state that positively here ? 
A. Yes. 

I was very glad to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr- 
BRIDGES] speak of the high character of Mr. Coryell. In order to 
show what kind of a man he is I desire to incorporate in my speech 
the evidence on that point upon page 5. It willshow that Mr. Coryell 
is a man of the highest and most distinguished character. That evi- 
dence is as follows: 

yee What has been your occupation in the past? 

nswer. I have been in active business all my life; I have been a manufact- 
urer; I have built mills and conducted business; I have been the president of a 
large rolling-mill company; I served the Government for four years during the 
war asa quartermaster, disbursing millions of geese ge nobody ever madea 
charge against mo. At the end of the war I went to the Treasury and Quarter- 
master-General's Office and settled my accounts to a cent, after having had prob- 
ably a handred million dollars in meney and property pass through my hands. 


This evidence shows how fit a man the late lobbyist Polk was to 
make the proposition to put Mr. Coryell or anybody else in a “ring” 
about this House during the present session while he held the posi- 
tion of Doorkeeper. This evidence fixes the brand of lobbyist upon 
Mr. Polk so firmly that it will never be removed. 

Not only did Mr. Polk violate the law with reference to the employ- 
ment of men on the soldiers’ roll, as was shown yesterday, but it will 
be found by reference to page 78 of the evidence that he prepared a 
bill, which I hold in my hand and which he procured to be introduced 
into this House by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. YouNG.] 
This bill shows his sentiments in reference to the soldiers of the 
country. It proponos to get rid of the soldiers’ roll by wiping it abso- 
lutely from the statute-book. No wonder he thought the law creat- 
ing a disabled-soldiers’ roll a “matter of mere sentiment.” 

n page 361, by the testimony of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
McMAHON,] it appears that the Committee of Accounts was organ- 
ized on the Ist or 2d of November, within two weeks of the organiza- 
tion of the extra session of Congress. It is shown that this man Polk 
came before that committee (having first been before the Committee 
on Appropriations) asking for authority to enlarge the force on his 
roll, and that the committee unanimously passed a resolution declar- 
ing that they would authorize or recommend no additional appropria- 
tion, but would stand by the law as it was. Mr. Polk was notified of 
this. Yet in the face of that resolution he goes to work and commits 
these crimes which have been fixed upon him, one by one, by those 
who have preceded me in this discussion. That evidence of Mr. 
McManon is as follows: 

The Committee of Accounts was organized about the Ist or 2d day of November. 
As soon as it was organized, or shortly afterward, Colonel Polk appeared before us 
and stated that he had nota sufficient force ; that he had been around to the different 
rooms, that valuable property was missing, and that he could not get along without 
more force than he had; that it was needed not only for the protection of the pro 
erty, but for the proper running of the House; and he said he wanted to know in 
advance what he could de; upon from the Committee of Accounts. This, I 
suppose, must have been the first week in November. We talked about the 
mutter iu a joking way, the chairman intimating that the more employés there were 
to look after the property the more property there would probably be missing. 
We generally require es to leave the room before we take action on any matter, 
unless it is merely formal, and Mr. Polk left the room, and after he left I offered a 
resolution in about these words: 

“ Resolved, That the chairman be instructed toinform Colonel Polk that so far as 
the Committee of Accounts is concerned he can expect nothing from it in the way 
of allowances except what the law authorizes.” 

We had been looking at the statutes, and I, as a “new broom,” felt that the 
best way was to follow the law strictly, éspecially in money matters. That resolu- 


tion was agreed to by the committee unanimously, , as I learned subsequently, 
was communicated by the chairman to Colonel Polk. We told him that if he 


wanted any increase of forte he must seek it from that committee which had in- 


creased the force of the House, the Committee on Appropriations; that we could 
on trating sng sepa Manage an increase, and, for my own part, I had 


always though the force was sufficient, and I still think so. 


There is no pretense, there can be none, that Mr. Polk acted in this 
matter innocently or honestly. 

He was notified by the Committee of Accounts that he must call a 
halt, as early as the 2d or 3d of November. In the face of that he 
tramples on the statute-book of the country and he tramples on the 
resolution of the Committee of Accounts. He goes on in disregard of 
law and puts those men in the service of the House—not on the roll, 
but in the service of the House. You will find by reference to his 
testimony on page 127, when he was asked why he violated the law 
in reference to the three riding pases that he said he did not think 
the gentleman who framed the law knew anything about the pages 
or the necessities of the case. Here is his testimony: 

By Mr. Cox: 


a: Well, I think it is oe to do the work with thatforce. The gentleman 
who framed that law probably knew ee about the management of the pages of 
the House or the necessities of thecase. Twenty-eight pages are not enough. 


It may be true, sir; it is the judgment of a democrat on the last 
democratic House, and I am not going to quarrel with him about it. 
But I am not arraigning Mr. Polk for that. True, he says you demo- 
erats who served in the Forty-fourth Congress had not sense enough 
to get up a page roll for the House; yet you sit here and pretend you 
are able to legislate for the interest of forty-five millions of people! 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, these riding-pages I have alluded to are 
required by law to be three of the lane St cre providsd by statute. 
These young men were not on any roll at all. ey were left off the 
regular roll and had to take their chance of getting an appropria- 
tion through the House to pay them for services aged have rendered 
because Mr. Polk refused to obey the law and put them on the roll, 
as he was required by the statute to do. 

But there is another thing which Mr. Polk did, and I do not 
know but the ganienn on the democratic side of the House may 
be pleased with it: Mr. Polk agreed, before he was clected to the 
office of Doorkeeper, that he would divide among the “bummers” 
and “dead-beats” he had working up his cause the offices in his 
department. He promised them that he would reward them with 
offices, and then if there was anything left, the balance of the patron- 
age you gentlemen on the democratic side might have. He said the 
services of his friends, if they came from Patagonia, were too valuable 
to be forgotten, and he would remember them when he came into his 
little kingdom. Then if there was anything left from the table of this 
lord, who when he was once elected had got a “corner on Congress“ in 
the matter of appointments, he graciously proposed that the demo- 
cratic majority of the House might “farm out” the balance of the 
fragments among themselves. [Laughter.] I call attention to the 
evidence on page 26. I will incorporate that part I have alluded to 
in my remarks. Here it is: 

In my last I may have used expressions that would lead our Washington friends 
to believe their chances for places would rest on the will of their Representatives, 


In their case, sir, I don't care if they hail from tous «pete their services are too 


valuable to be forgotten. They can rely u me. I shall just appoint whom I 
* . Au amo e “have 


lease, and divide up the remainder fairly among my democratic 
Bat few promises to fulfill; that is to say, provided I am elected. I don’t feel 
scared a bit, but believe the elements are at work to elect me. 


Ah! this sort of reform caused all the trouble. There was only a 
certain amount of patronage to be distributed and he had agreed 
with his “ bummers” and “dead-beats,” of whom Silver was the chief 
among ten thousand and the one altogether lovely, that he would 
put them into office. He agreed that he would give each of them an 
office, and then you democratic members, who on the spoils theory 
were the rightful lords of the offices, might have the paltry drippings 
which were left. When he had done that, when he had got the effices 
all full and the democratie members of Con came around hunt- 
ing for places for their men the natural and logical result was he had 
so many employés that each was tumbling over the other and every 
member who went about the House looking after an office for his 
friend was tumbling over the horde already employed. [Laughter.] 

[Here the hammer on 

Mr. JAMES. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. HALE.] 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, this book which I hold in my hand enti- 
tled Testimony taken by the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
in the investigation of charges against John W. Polk, Doorkeeper of 
the House of Representatives, contains what Horace Greeley would 
have called “mighty interesting reading.” Itis a book, I trust, which 
will not be forgotten even when this discussion has passed away. 
It is the reading of this book somewhat fully which has led me to 
attempt to present a phase of this case to which not much reference 
has been made; for the book shows the tremendous struggle that 
the t democratic party has passed through in grappling with the 
administration of a single branch of the Government not larger than 
many bureaus in the Departments. It is a striking comment on the 
capacity of that great party which is early and late urging upon the 
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American people that to it shall be intrusted all the destinies of the 


Republic. [Laughter. 

he Doorkeeper of the House, Colonel Polk, is the creature of his 
party; what he is his party made him, and what we now see is the 
spectacle of his party seeking a scapegoat upon whom to visit the sins 


of the pn [Laughter.] E 

The rkeeper came into the House, as he says in his statement 
before the committee, at an unfortunate time for his peace and com- 
fort. [Laughter.] Ånd in ring the reason why there was this 
lack of nap and why this 1 5 ort centered about him, the Door- 
keeper, in a very appropriate brief which he has submitted to the 
committee, says that he was embarrassed by the “small amount of 
Federal patronage in the gift of the democratic pao there being 
but about two hundred subordinates, one-half of whom are in the 
Doorkeeper’s department of the House.“ It is a key to the troubles 
which gathered about and beleaguered this man. 

The democratic party, Mr. Speaker, failed in the national election 
of 1876 to secure the Presidency. [Laughter.] It failed to secure 
the rewards which would have followed from the election of its can- 
didate in the patronage of the Government, and the only place in 
Washington which any hungry expectant could cast hopefal eyes upon 
was the Doorkeeper’s force of one hundred men, 

Mr. WRIGHT rose. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot yield, : 

And when the Forty-fifth Congress, Mr. Speaker, assembled in 
October the democratic party was represented fully in the crowd 
that gathered in Washington and besieged the Doorkeeper. Every 
class of the able-bodied democracy was here in force. The voter who 
in the fall elections gravitated between the shore of Kentucky and 
Indiana with no bigotry as to where his vote was cast was found in 
this throng that set toward Washington. The repeaters of New 
York and the bybed repeaters of Cincinnati swelled the multitude. 
The bulldozer from the South was here. The Texan borderer, who 
had passed his life in maintaining the credit of the flag on the Rio 
Grande by prompt reprisals on Mexico, was here. The expert from 
Ohio, who was taken from the flouring-mill and developed here into 
an expert in printing, came with others. The man who loafed about 
the House seeking a “soft place” where he would have plenty of 
pay and nothing to do was counted in. The man who—I think at 
page 137 of the report—says he has staid here until this time, although 
turned out because he no money to get home, was along; all of 
these went to swell the army of office-seekers that gathered in Wash- 
ington, and the set of the crowd was to the Doorkeeper’s office. 

ow, is it much wonder, Mr. Speaker, that Colonel Polk lost his 
head? Nay, the trouble went further than this. He might haye 
retired to his room and closed his door and refused to listen to the 
petitions of the hungry throng of mendicants that gathered on the 
outside. But this refuge was not lefttohim. Deeper than the cries 
of the er crowd about him lay the root of all his woes. There was 
no man in that hungry company who had not some Representative 
whom he could call upon to open the door when the Doorkeeper 
sought to shut himself ap, I have been interested in watching this 
crowd which has assembled about this House from day to day, wait- 
ing for something to turn up in the Doorkeeper’s office. The habits 
and life of those who go to make if up are not difficult to guess at. 
My friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] characterized the portion of them 
belonging to his own State as “ Ohio dead beats.” It was a thron 
evidently like that described by a late English novelist, who says o: 
one of his characters that “to meet him was to know him, to know 
him was to drink with him, and to drink with him was unfortunately 
to pay for him.” [Laughter.] 

he Doorkeeper could not have taken care of one-fifth part of them, 
even if they had not been backed by their Representatives. How 
they were backed is found in this book, which shows that all the sup- 

lications, all the entreaties for office were given importance and 

l pa by the participation of the entire party. Why, sir, this book 
is full of this. On page 146 one of the witnesses says: 


istrict, from the fifth. Said he,. Whois the 
cuplived abou thls building, the istier er your ecatiausoos depends Apes the 
Congivesmen of your districts.” 7: 5 ite 

The whole matter seems to have been sent to the delegations, as 
was stated yesterday by my colleague [Mr. FRYE ]in his pungent com- 
ments on the case of the New England appointments. The delega- 
tions were invited to send their men and the whole thing was thrown 
npon them. The Doorkeeper, the creature of his party, took the voice 
of his party as to his course. 

I turn now to page 129. Here I find a Mr. Rogers seeking an ap- 
pointment from the Doorkeeper, and his manner of seeking it was to 
marshal his party at his back, and the demand that was made upon 
the Doorkeeper for a e place, as is said in some part of the testi- 
mony, “one which not much work to do but remuneration,” 
had no potency whatever from the mouth of Mr, Rogers. But the 


Doorkeeper was unable to resist the pressure of the document that 
hrs presented to him setting forth the qualifications of Mr. Rogers as 
‘ollows : 
In view of th valuable services he has rendered th durin, 
Sak cara in Indiana, Ohio, ‘and Illinois, that you assign W 
as possi 


“Remunerative” being in italics. This demand is indorsed by Sena- 
tor MDONAD of Indiana, by Senator VOORHEES of Indiana, by three, 
four, five, or six members from Indiana, and others from Ohio, wind- 
ing up with Governor WALKER, from Virginia. 

was curious to see what kind of man this was that the magnates 

of the democratic party were crowding on to this House and turnin 
over to the Doorkeeper; and so I turned back a little to get the reco 
of this man and see what he had done in the great campaigns of Indi- 
ana and Ohio. I find upon page 115 the following easy reading. The 
questions are addressed to Colonel Polk: i 

Question. Is not Mr. Rogers an appointment of the Post here? 

Answer. No, sir. 

Q. Was he not appointed through Mr. Hutchins? 

A. Partly. 
„ Is he Yir. Hutchins's appointment? 
. No, sir. 

That is all right. Ido not know why Mr. Hutchins had not as 
much right to be heard as anybody; but he goes on to say: 


until I saw bim 


there at the piano, singing. and he sang a good song. The Ohio democrats were 


here in strength me, and they 
terial aid in their canvass by his sin, 
he could sing to ten thonsaod. people © open air. A great many members of 
Con and others asked me to appoint him, and among them Mr. Hutchins, of 
the Post. Then there was eee * to me an application to appoint Mr. Rogers, 
with a great many ere, I don't remember how many, but I know that there were 
a great many g prominent democratic names on it. 

Mr. Speaker, that is a case which goes to the bottom of this whole 
Doorkeeper question. It shows the raid that the party made on that 
officer; the demands made to g men upon his roll; the demands 
made to increase the force ; the demands made for remunerative places, 
in which the leading members of the party all joined. Now, let us 
go to the Alabama “ quota,” as my colleague called it yesterday, on 
page 251. Mr. Polk sent to the Alabama delegation this notice: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., October 31, 1877. 


Dear SR: All intments in the Doorkeeper’s de; ent, except those made 
by myself, will 5 with the close of this sea shane: H 
I herewith submit to your delegation a list of the places apportioned to your 
State. Please give me the names of the persons you desire me to fill them with, 
and I will appoint and assign to duty. 
Very respectfully, : 
r. ouse ves. 
Hon. W.H. FORNEY, 
Chairman Alabama Delegation. 


Then, follows alist of the men, four in number, whom the delegation 
could dictate, two messengers, two laborers, and one page. 

The Alabama delegation do not seem to have been delayed in attend- 
ing to this matter by business affecting the country generally; they 
were not so preocenpied by the affairs of their constituents or so 
engrossed in the great questions coming up that they delayed or post- 
poned action in the matter, for on the following day, November 1, I 
find this reply: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Washington, D. C., November 1, 1877. 

Sm: In reply to your late favor, I am directed by the delegation from Alabama 
to recommend the following persons, namely: annual messenger, Phil. D. 58 bond 
session messenger, 4 F 2 er; laborer, Thomas W. Steele ; laborer, ert 
P. Wood; page, Colin Lindsay. 

I am, dear sir, your obedient servant, 
WM. H. FORNEY. 


Colonel Jxo. W. coy 
Doorkeeper House of Representatives. 


And yet, after following up what has been done here, the majority 
report, instead of putting the responsibility where it belongs, instead 
of attributing it to the ineradicable difficulty on the part of the demo- 
cratic party to wisely administer this department of the Government 
makes the Doorkeeper the scape-goat in order to save his party and 
put the punishment upon him. atever the result may be of our 
action in the Doorkeeper’s case, he sinks out of the controversy com- 
pared with the other considerations shown in this book of testimony, 
taken by a democratic committee, and that is the demonstrated in- 
ability of the party to administer any branch of the Government. I 
payana the 8 sinks into insignificance, and for that reason 
I find fault, as I think I have reason to do, with the report of the 
majority of the committee. Why, it is a report which comes to us 
upon civil-service reform, a subject which we have heard much about 
of late years, when so many efforts have been made to explore the 
hidden causes of corroption, malfeasance, and misfeasance in office. 
Now, all the discussion I have heard upon the subject has been based 
apon the foundation idea that in some way civil-service reform must 
check the abuses occasioned by the influences which control patron- 
age. That is the sum and substance of it. It is for that purpose that 
commissions are appointed, boards constituted, and rules promul- 
gated to cut off the undue influences of Senators and members and 
oliticians. The civil-service reformer does not content himself with 
ding fault with the men who may have been appointed; he lays 
the ax to the root of the tree, and he seeks to destroy the influences 
which control the appointment. r 
But I do not find an wane in the report proposing that anything 
shall be done that shall in the future prevent such scenes as the one 
now before us and such transactions as we have heard of and seen 


1878. 


during this Congress. 

influences which induced the Doorkeeper to do what he has done; 
there is no attempt found in it to remove the evil; but the fault is 
throughout laid upon the Doorkeeper. That has not been our exam- 
ple or our instructions heretofore. In cases where wrong appoint- 
ments are made by the executive branch of the Government, nobody 
talks of beheading the Secretary or impeaching the President; but 
it is songht to prevent improper influences of Congressmen by keeping 
them away from the Departments and letting them only be received 
when sent for. 

But here, when a democratic Doorkeeper has been guilty of infrac- 
tion of law and scandal has thereby been brought upon the country, 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service labor in travail for 
week after week and finally bring forth a simple resolution “that the 
position of Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and the 
same is hereby, declared vacant.” 

The whole punishment is brought down upon the head of the Door- 

keeper. I have reason to find fault with the report of the Committee 
on Civil-Service Reform, and the gentlemen who made it, that they 
have narrowed this issue as it has never been narrowed in any other 
case. 
It cannot be possible that civil-service reform has exhausted itself 
in other quarters and that no attempt is to be made here except to 
turn out a man who was driven and driven and driven by his party 
todo what he did. Is it possible that there is no balm in Gilead? 
Has civil-service reform exhausted itself so that all that can now be 
done is to turn out an officer, letting the influences remain? I say I 
have reason to find fault with this report that it has not gone wider 
and deeper, 

No, Mr. Speaker, I decline to accept the conclusion of the report of 
the majority of the committee. It has left out the essential part that 
should have been submitted to the House. Moreover, the responsi- 
bility in this matter lies with the other side of the House. As I said 
in the beginning, the Doorkeeper, whatever he is, is what he has 
been made by his ty. You cannot by expelling him make him 
the scapegoat for all the sins of his party. For one I decline to be 
the instrument of a portion of that side of the House, who, as is shown 
by this report, do not mean to reform in the future, have made no 
provision for it, but who simply desire that a new deal shall be had; 
that the old Doorkeeper shall be kicked out and that in a democratic 
caucus and under democratic anaes another Doorkeeper shall be 
nominated, and then this House shall be treated again to the scenes 
which we have witnessed here and which we witnessed twice in the 
Forty-fourth Congress. i 

I for one decline to be in complicity with any movement of that 
kind. I do not know whether Colonel Polk, in the administration of 
his office, has succeeded in extricating himself from the domination 
of the delegations of his party or not. I have been on no committee 
that has investigated the subject. I know nothing of the man per- 
sonally; I never spoke to him half a dozen times in my life. I only 
know that, running as he does now, made as he is, the responsibility 
for his being kept here or his being expelled ought to lie at the doors 
of the men who made him. 

Why, sir, if this report had provided and said that, after the system 

ursued in his party, it had become evident that it was impossible 
‘or a democratic caucus to nominate and force through a Doorkeeper 
who would obey the law, and therefore the committee recommended 
that there should be no democratic caucus, but that the whole mat- 
ter should be thrown into the House, and this side of the House as 
well as that side, without caucus dictation, should have a voice in 
deciding who would be our officer in the future, then I might feel dif- 
ferently. But I cannot forget the fable of the suffering fox and the 
orgedswarm that gathered about him. If we aid the otherside to expel 
Polk and elect a new man, what guarantee have we that we will 
not be treated again to the performances with which every new dem- 
8 iting has regaled the House since it got possession here 
in 1875 

I want no new experiments in this direction, and shall take no part 
in voting Colonel Polk either in or out, but leave the responsibility 
where it belongs. 

Mr. Speaker, one would think, from some of the exhibitions which 
we have had here, that there would be a modesty on the part of our 
friends on the other side in setting up as reformers. This book dis- 
closes a party that is ever and always talking abont economy; but 
it is an economy, when they control the offices, that multiplies places, 
that increases salaries, that pays no more attention to the appropri- 
ations that are made than to the wind that blows. It isa party that 
claims to be a reform party; yet everything that kills reform is found 
in these pages. 

It isa party that claims to be a amono; to be the friend of the 
soldiers. But, as my colleague [Mr. FRYE] instanced yesterday, it 
searches the country all over and cannot tind democratic crippled 
soldiers enough to fill a roll of only fourteen men, and so puts on out- 
siders. There has been nothing like it told either in poetry or in his- 
tory or in the mimicry of the stage. Falstaff as a soldier, Christo- 
5 — Sly as a monarch, Nick Bottom as a lover, Dundreary as a phi- 

osopher, Mulberry Sellers as a capitalist, Cronin as a presidential 
elector, none of these, all of these, cuts any such figure as the demo- 
cratic party cuts masquerading before the country as a civil-service 
reform party and demonstrating itself as incapable of administering 
any branch of our Government, no matter how 


Why, sir, there is nothing said here about the 
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I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Baker. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I send to the Clerk’s desk a couple of 
amendments which I desire to offer to the substitute moved by the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN.) 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York sends to the desk 
two amendments, which will be read as a part of his remarks and for 
the information of the House; and he gives notice that if he has the 
opportunity he will move those amendments to the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EpEN.] 

The first amendment was to insert after the words “in some in- 
stances,” in the first paragraph of the preamble of the substitute, the 
words, “at the earnest solicitation of certain democratic members of 
this House.” 

i The second amendment was to add to the first resolution the fol- 
owing: 

And in so doing he is instructed to disregard in tho future the solicitations of 
democratic members who have heretofore urged him to place upon the soldiers’ roll 
other than disabled soldiers. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Lask that the preamble and resolution 
be read with my amendments incorporated. 

The preamble, as pro to be amended, was read, as follows: 


Whereas neither the majority nor the minority of the Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, to whom was referred the charges inst John W. Polk, Door- 
keeper of this House, have found or reported that said Polk has been guilty of any 
corruption in the administration of said office, but have found and reported that 
he has in some instances, at the earnest solicitation of certain democratic members 
of this House, placed upon the rolls a greater number of employés than was au- 
thorized by law, trusting to the House to ratify said action and provide compensa- 
tion for said employés, which was in fact done, in part, by the House 
charges were made against said officer. 

The resolution, as proposed to be amended, was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House it is essential to the proper and eco- 
nomical administration of said office that the number of its employés and the 
amount of its expenditures should at all times be regulated and controlled by the 
laws in force when the persons are employed and the expenses incurred, and hence 
the conduct of said Polk in making appointments in excess of the number author- 
ized by Jaw and in placing even temporarily, under any pretext, on the soldiers’ 
roll persons not entitled to be there, is hereby disapproved and censured; and that 
the said oflicer is hereby ordered and directed to examine and revise the soldiers’ 
roll at the earliest practicable moment, and remove therefrom the names of all per- 
sons, if any yet remain, who are not crippled or disabled soldiers; and that he shalt 
hereafter conform strictly to the statute and rules of the House in regard to the 
employés on said roll; and in so doing he is instracted to disregard, in the futu 
the solicitations of democratic members of this House who have heretofore u 
him to place upon the soldiers’ roll other than disabled soldiers, 

Mr. EDEN. I understand that these amendments are not formally 
offered, but only read for information. 

The SPEAKER. They are read for information in the time of the 
8 from New York [r. 1 part of his remarks, and 

o gives notice that he will offer them if he has the opportunity. The 
hour of the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] expired. 

Mr. EDEN. Inow demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. If the previous question is seconded will that cut 
off a vote upon the amendments that have been offered? 

The SPEAKER. By the 55 from New York, [Mr. BAKER?) 

Mr. CONGER. Any of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. ere is only one amendment before the House, 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN.) 

Mr. FOSTER. Is not that amendable ? 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the gentleman from New York to offer 
these amendments. j 

The SPEAKER. Inthe five minutes allowed him for debate he had 
them read for information, and gave notice, as the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. EDEN] did yesterday, that if he had the opportunity he 
would offer them. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, if the previous question is seconded, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois and the amendments of 
the gentleman from New York cannot be offered ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
is pending. The two amendments of the gentleman from New York 
are not 7 85 5 

Mr. CONGER. Then the previous question would cut off the amend- 
ments of the gentleman from New York? 

The SP R. It would. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I hope the previous question will not be 
seconded. 

Mr. HALE. The previous question having once been voted down, 
what reason is there why the amendments of the gentleman from 
New York are not before the House? Why could not any one offer 
amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Because the Chair stated he would recognize the 
gentleman from Illinois to demand the previous question at the end 
of the hour allowed the gentleman from New York, [Mr. JAMEs. ] 

mee HALE. But he did not do so until these amendments were 
offered. 
fae SPEAKER. They are not yet offered; they are not before the 
ouse. 

Mr. HALE. Did not the gentleman from New York offer them ? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. He stated that he would offer them, 
if he had the opportunity. 

Mr. HALE. I yielded to the gentleman forthe purpose of allowing 
him to offer the amendments, and I understood that he did so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had no right to yield for that pur- 
pose. The understanding when the gentleman from New York, — 


before any 
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JaMEs,] who controlled the hour, took the floor was that he took it 
for debate; and the Chair stated distinctly that he admitted the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, and that the Chair would 
recognize the gentleman from Illinois to demand the previous ques- 
tion at the end of the hour for debate. 

Mr. EDEN. Les, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. James] will 
confirm what the Chair states. 

Mr. FOSTER. Is the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
amendable ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be if the previous question is voted down; 
not otherwise. 

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will allow me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. EDEN. I think we had better have a vete on the previous 
question. 4 À < 

The previous question was seconded and the maih question ordered. 

Mr. EDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the main ques- 
tion was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
en the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDEN. I believe I now have the floor for an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDEN. I yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. McManon.] 

Mr. CONGER. I ask a division of the question, so as to have a sep- 
arate vote upon the two resolutions reported by the majority of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote can be had on those resolutions 
unless the substitute proposed for them should be adopted. 

Mr. EDEN. I now yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. McManon.] 

Mr. CONGER. I understood the Speaker to state a few moments 
agothat the previous question had been demanded and that the debate 
since was subsequent to the previous question, otherwise there could 
be no reason why the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Baker, I being 
on the floor, should not have the right to offer an amendment when 
the previous 3 was not pending. 

The SPE. R. The committee made their report. The Chair 
maintained the right of the committee to have control of the measure 
until there was a vote of the House adverse to the committee; then 
the control of the measure, according to the practice, was transferred. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that while the debate was going on 
amendments could only be cut off by a motion to recommit. Unless 
the previous question was ordered, how could any member be pre- 
vented from offering an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was demanded, but not 
sustained. Then, of course, the control of the subject passed from 
the hands of the gentleman who had demanded the previous ques- 
tion and who was not sustained in his demand. 

Mr. CONGER. Then it gave the control of the subject to the oppo- 
nents of the report. 

The SPEAKER. It gave the control to the one who had offered 
the substitute for report of committee. 

Mr. CONGER. For one hour? 

Mr. BURCHARD. The Chair does not hold that after the previ- 
ous question is sustained any gentleman other than the member of 
the committee reporung the resolution can have the right to occupy 
an hour, My colleague [Mr. Harrison] would have that right; but 
I think the rule expressly provides that no one shall occupy time in 
debate after the previous question is sustained but the gentleman 
who reported the pending measure. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] is the 
proposer of the substitute. 

Mr. EDEN. And I have not been heard on it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. That does not come within the rule. The rul- 
ing has been that it is not the adoption of the motion for the previ- 
ous question, but the adoption of a substitute by the House, that 
transfers the control of the measure to the gentleman moving the 
substitute. Until the substitute is adopted, the control of the sub- 
ject, in accordance with usage, is with the gentleman who moves the 
original resolution. 

. EDEN. Gentlemen on the other side had one hour by consent, 
I do not think they ought to resist our occupying this hour. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I am now speaking upon the question of parlia- 
mentary right. As a matter of courtesy or fairness I would, of course, 
have no objection to my colleague having an hour. 

Mr. EDEN. The hour was conceded to me without any objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. But you are demanding it as aright. 

Mr. BURCHARD. So far as the parliamentary rule is concerned, 
the decision of the former Speaker was in accordance with the point 
I now make. It will be remembered that on one occasion the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] had control of a measure reported 
from a committee, and until the substitute was adopted he still had 
the control. The sustaining of the previous question does not take 
away the control of a measure from the committee that reports it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause Rule 60 to be read. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker; I wish to call attention to the fact that 
when the vote was taken on the motion made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Harrison, ] and his proposition was voted down, I un- 


derstood the Chair to announce before it was taken if it was voted 
down the floor would balong to myself. It was voted down, and then 
this substitute was offered by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
EDEN.] The call for the 2 question was made at that time. I 
had the floor and he could not take the floor to call the previous ques- 
tion until my hour had expired. The gentleman from Indiana Hr, 
BAKER] was speaking in apart of my hour when he offered that sub- 
stitute as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is nothing more than the voice of the 
House. The wish of the House was very manifest to-day, first in the 
direction of allowing the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] to sub- 
mit his amendment, and next in the direction of allowing an hour’s 
debate so as to allow the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER,] who 
originally introduced the proposition of investigation, to te bean. 
The Chair conformed strictly in his action to the will of the House, 
The arrangement made this morning by the gentleman from Illinois 
and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] with the Chair, was that if 
the previous question was sustained then the last hour should be 
under control of the majority and minority. The gentleman from 
Ohio assented to that proposition, which the Chair thought to be 
entirely fair to both sides. 

Mr. BURCHARD. That would be an arrangement which would 
have to be made with my colleague who reported the resolution. If 
that be so I have no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is willing to make 
some arrangement, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. EDEN. I wish to state 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman is not entitled to the floor to 
make any such arrangement. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


upon p; amen ts to any section or paragraph of a bill, close all debate 
pron = an or paragraph, or, at their election, —— the pending amendments 
only.—. . 


The SPEAKER. The Chair this morning supposed, in asking the 
gentleman from Ohio to divide the last hour, that he conformed strictly 
to the rule. The reading of the rule shows he has not the power to 
award one hour to the gentleman from Illinois, under the circum- 
stances, and he makes haste to correct the error into which he fell. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a > polot of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is this—— 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I have the floor and wish to be heard. When the 
gentleman from Illinois, chairman of the committee, was about to 
call the previous question this morning the mover of the resolution 
of investigation, the gentleman from diana, [Mr. BAKER, ] rose on 
the opposite side of the Chamber and insisted he had the right and 
should have an opportunity to be heard, and the gentleman from 
Illinois, chairman of the committee, did not object to the extension 
of the time. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. HOOKER. No, he did not; and it was distinctly understood b 
the opposite side and by this side that the time should be extend 
for two hours, the one to be controlled by the opposite side and the 
other by this side. When the gentleman from Illinois was asked 
whether he yielded to allow his colleague to offer a substitute he did 
decline that, but he did not object to the extension of time and it 
was so understood on the opposite side. 

Mr. HARRISON. It was not. 

Mr. HOOKER. It was understood on this side that an hour should 
be allowed on each side, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was the understanding the 
time should be divided. The condition of the debate is the majority 
have had four hours while the minority have had but three. 

Mr. HARRISON. A word. [Laughter.] The jority have not 
had four hours. The last gentleman who spoke [Mr. J] spoke in 
favor of the minority. 

Mr. EDEN. Butit was in the time of a gentlemen of the majority. 
He spoke in the time of a member of the committee who acted with 
the majority. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think under the ruling of the Chair I have the 
right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has not the Chair ruled it so? 

Mr. EDEN. Only that I am not entitled to the floor for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The only point in controversy to which the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has directed the attention of the Chair is that 
his colleague [Mr. EDEN] not having reported the proposition, but 
merely submitted a substitute for it and then having demanded the 
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previous question, is not under the rule entitled to an hour in which 
to close the debate, 

Mr. EDEN Was it not distinctly understood that I should have 
an hour 

The SPEAKER. It was; and the Chair is as much to blame as any 


one in having it so understood. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Chair listen to me one moment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. HARRISON. 1 made a proposition that if it were agreed to 
take an additional hour and then have the previous question called 
I would make no objection. That was objected to, but I am still 
willing to make the propostion. 

Mr. EDE I did not have any understanding at all with my col- 
league; but it was distinctly understood and stated by the Chair 
when I rose to demand the previous question that that side was to 
have an hour to be controlled by the gentleman from New York, and 
arier the previous question was seconded there should be an hour on 

is side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that; but being forced to the 
rule, the Chair states he wasin error; and hesu uently recognized 
and corrected his error, But the Chair thinks the hour ought to be 
allowed by the House. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam willing on my side to yield it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. If in order, I will move as the sense of the House 
that an hour be granted to the gentleman who offers the substitute. 

[Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask if it be not understood that the 
gentleman from Maine spoke on the side of the gentlemen of the 
minority? 

Mr. CALKINS. I think the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from payments i? [Mr. HOOKER] is well taken. It was the under- 
standing that there should be an extension of two hours of the time 
allowed for debate. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Then how came the motion for 
the previous question? If there was such an understanding nobody 
knew of it. u seat 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think that fairness 
made; not that the rule allows but that the 
to it. 

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, can we not reach the result prs majority 
vote? If the House is in favor of yielding to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. EDEN] one hour, can it not do so by a majority vote? 

Mr. HARRISON. Not without giving me my right under the rule 
to reply. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a majority cannot change now 
the Rone which has been taken, the main question having been 
ord š 

Mr. HAZELTON and Mr. SAYLER called for the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I raise this point of order, that when the House 
consented that there should be two hours of debate equally divided 
that cannot be changed by a majority vote. 

The SPEAKER. the House had agreed that there should be two 
hours for debate equally divided, then the gentleman from Illinois 
would have a right to an hour. 

Mr. CALKINS. I submit to the House whether that was not the 


agreement. 
Mr. THOMPSON. There has been a mutual understanding to that 
effect, and having been acted on thus far fairness and good faith 
uire that it should be carried out. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair entirely concurs with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMPSON] that good faith and fair play 
ought to induce the House to give tothe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
EDEN] control of an hour for debate. 
* Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House extend the time for one 
our. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The majority have hadtwo hours more time than 
the minority. I protest seine the vote being taken until we are 
further heard in behalf of the minority report. Several other gentle- 
men desire to speak. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that we can reconsider the vote by 
which the main question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider has been made and has 
been laid on the table. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire to make a | pours inquiry. Who 
was recognized as properly in control of the measure ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. EDEN] was 
recognized as controlling the substitute. If the substitute were voted 
down, then the question would come up on the majority report. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to submit my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] asks 
consent that there may be one hour allowed to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. EpEN.] 

Mr. CONGER. I object. The gentleman from Illinois moved the 
previous question—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. And when the main question was 
ordered he moved to reconsider the vote ordering the main question 
and had the motion to reconsider laid on the table. If he tripped 
himself up let him lie there. [Laughter.] 


uires the motion to be 
ouse ought to consent 


Mr. EDEN. If the agreement cannot be carried out in good faith 
let us have a vote. 


Mr. CLYMER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLYMER. Suppose the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. EDEN] is voted down, then will not the question be open 
for amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understoood the motion of the gentle- 
man for ee question was to cover the entire subject. 

Mr. EDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLYMER. That was not my 8 supposed if ` 
the 8 of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] was voted 
down the question was open for amendment again. 

Mr. EDEN. The other side has had two hours more than we have 
had; but we are ready to vote. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. When the gentleman from Illi- 
nois had the floor he chose to make the motion for the previous ques- 
tion. The House sustained it and ordered the main question. He 
then moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. That was 
done. He has exhansted his rights according to his own acknowl- 
edgement, and now he cannot complain of his own acts. 

.CLYMER. I desire to suggest that the 1 from Illinois 
only demanded the previous question on the substitute offered by him. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, he demanded the previous * 
tion, Which, in the manner he demanded it, would cover everything 
before the House. 

Mr. CLYMER. If that be so, then there is no remedy. 

Many Members called for the regular order. 

Mr. CONGER. As I objected to the proposition for further de- 


ate 

Mr. ROBBINS. I call for the regular order, 

Mr. SCALES. I hope we shall have a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan desires to make a 
proposition which will satisfy both sides. 

r. CONGER. My proposition is that the gentleman from Illinois 
LMr. e be allowed one hour for debate, and that the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. BAKER] be admitted and voted 
upon. [Cries of “ Regular order!”] 

Mr. CARLISLE. I call for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to the 
substitute of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the House it is essential to the proper and eco- 
nomical administration of said office that the number of its employés and the 
amount of its expenditures should at all times be regulated and controlled by the 
laws in force when the ns are employed and the expenses incurred, and hence 
the conduct of said Polk in making PA a iyutan in excessof tbe number suthor- 
ized by law, and in placing, even temporarily, under any pretext, on the soldiers’ 
roll persons not entitled to be there, is hereby disapproved and censured ; and that 
the said officer is hereby ordered and directed to examine and revise the soldiers’ 
roll at the earliest practicable moment, and remove therefrom the names of all per- 
sons, if any yet remain, who are not crippled or disabled soldiers; and thathe s 
hereafter conform strictly to the statate and rules of the House in regard to the 
employés on said roll. 

ved, That the report of the Committee on Civil-Service Reform relating to 
the charges against the Doorkeeper of the House be recommitted to that commit- 
tee, with instructions to inquire into the organization of the employés servin; 
under the 8 and to ascertain the number necessary in branch 
that service, and what changes, if any, are demanded to secure greater efficiency 
in poh ase toe the business of the House under charge ef the Door- 
keeper; and what further legislation, if any, is required to prevent the employ- 
ment or payment of any messenger, laborer, or other employé of the Doorkeeper 
in excess of the number authorized by law; and whether the appointment of 
laborers under the Doorkeeper should not be discontinued and the duties now 
laborers turned over to a bp Po eee or janitor, with 
at the usual and fair price for „such persons as may be 
ecessary e work required to be done 8 laborers now appointed by the 
Doorkeeper ; with leave to report at any time by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are two separate resolutions upon which we 
are to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] de- 
mands a division. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not demand a division between the resolu- 
tions and the substitute, but upon the resolutions reported by the 
maoniy of the committee. 

he SPEAKER. If they are reached. 

Mr. CONGER. If they are reached; but I do demand a separate 
vote on the resolutions and the preamble. 

The SPEAKER. That is the gentleman’s privilege. 

: r CONGER. Ihave no desire for a separate vote upon the reso- 
utions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan demands a divis- 
ion between the preamble and the resolutions. The first question 
will be upon the adoption of the resolutions which are a substitute 
for the report of the committee. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 135, net 
voting 61; as follows: 


b 


and econom 


YEAS—45. 
Aiken, Clark, Alvah A. Eden, Giddings. 
Banning, Clark of Missouri, Elam, Goode, 
Blackburn, Cook, Ellis, Gunter, 
Bliss, Cravens, Ewing, Hardenbergh, 
Boone, Crittenden, Felton, Harris, Henry R. 
Bright, Culberson, Finley, Harris, John 
Butler, Davidson, Forne, Hartridge, 
Cabell, Davis, Joseph J. Fran Hatcher, 
Caldwell, John W. Dibrell, Garth, enry, 
Carlisle, Dickey, Herbert, 
Chalmers, D Gibson, Hewitt, Abram S 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 4, 


Williams, James 
Williams, Richard 


So the substitute was not 
During the roll-call the followin 
Mr. MACKEY. I am 


announcements were made: 
my colleague, Mr. Evans, but if 
he were present he would vote “ no,” and therefore I vote “no.” 
e, Mr. STEELE, is paired with Mr. HAYES. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
HART, is confined to his room by sickness. 
Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. I am paired upon this question with 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. If he were present, he would vote “ay” and I 


WELL, is paired with Mr. 
present, Mr. CALDWELL would have voted “ay” and Mr. 


Mr. SCALES. My colleagu 


should vote “ no.” 

Mr. YOUNG. My colle 
Freeman. If 
FREEMAN “no. 

Mr. BEEBE. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. LAPHAM. I am 
not advised how he would vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should 


am paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, 


STEPHENS, is absent because of 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. If 


most unhesitatingl 
Mr. MAYHAM. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. 
Mr. CANDLER. My collea 
sickness. He is paired upon this question with 
Mr. STEPHENS were present, he would vote “ay” and Mr. CHITTENDEN 


Mr. BRIDGES. I am paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York, on 
several questions, but not on this, and therefore I vote “no.” 
were here, he would vote the same way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My colleagues, Mr. BENEDICT and Mr. Camp, are 
paired. If present, Mr. BENEDICT would vote “ay” and Mr. Camp 
would vote * no.“ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vi 
tained at home by the illness of his wife. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I am paired on this question with 
Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama. 

Mr. BROWNE. I am 
he were present, I woul 


nia. My colleague, Mr. PRIDEMORE, is de- 


aired with my colleague, Mr. HAMILTON. If 


e, Mr. OLIVER, is paired with Mr. 


McKenzie, of Kentucky. Mr. OLIVER were present, he would 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS, of 
Tennessee, who I understand is still sick. If he were here, I would 
vote “no,” and I understand that he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. WATSON. I am paired with Mr. Doua.as, of Virginia, on all 
political questions. 

Mr. O'NEILL. My colleague, Mr. FREEMAN, is paired with Mr. 
CALDWELL, of Tennessee. z 

The SPEAKER. That has already been announced. 

Mr. MORSE. Iam paired with my coll e, Mr. RICE. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The question recurred upon the preamble of the substitute, and it 
was not adopted. 

The question then recurred e the resolutions reported from the 
Committee on Civil-Service Reform. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the tion of Door of the House of vi 
ead prend is, PREE erare and * e 

Further resolved, until the appointment of a new Doorkeeper, the duties 
of the office be, and hereby are, devolved upon the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. WILSON. Lask unanimous consent to offer a substitute. 

Mr. TOWNS , of New York. Let us finish one thing at a time. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask that it be read for information. 

Many Members. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the question 
is upon the resolutions which have been read. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for a division of that question, and ask that 
the vote be first taken on the resolution declaring the office of Door- 
keeper vacant. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to demand that. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. And upon that question I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 80, not 
voting 72, as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Acklen, Cox, Jacob D. Keightley Robinson, G. D. 
Al Cox, Samuel S. Kelley, Ro n, M. 
Baco; Cummings, Killinger, 
Bagley, 8 0 Cutler, Landers, Ryan, 

40 Deering, Lathrop, Sampson, 
Baker, William H. Denison, Lindsey, Sapp, 

Ballou, Dunnell, Lockwood, Shallenberger, 

x Eames, Loring, Sinnickson, 
Bayne, Eickhoff, agaa Springer, 
Bicknell, Euas Jchn K. Mal- Serge 

„ Jo! e: 
Blount, Fort, M Stone, John W. 
Bose GI Meg Thom; 
over, owan, om 
Brentano, McKinley, Townsend, Amos 
Brewer, Hardenbergh, Mi Townsen 
Bridges, a w. — er, 
riggs, arris, Benj. 5 . 
Bro Neak Wait, 
ae ees Hartzell, Norcross, Walker, 
dy, Haskell, O'Neill, Walsh, 
Hazelton, Patterson, G. W. 
Burdic Hendee, T. M. Warner, 
Cam Henderson, Peddie, White, Harry 
Candler, le, Phel White, Michael D, 
Cannon, Hewitt, Abram S. Phillips, Andrew 
Caswell, = k, Pollard, Williams, C. G. 
Chittenden, Hubbell, Potter, illiams, James 
Hunter, Pound, Williams, Richard 
Clark, Alvah A. H Price, W. 
k, Ittner, igh, Willits, 
es, Randolph, Wood, 
Cobb, Jones, John S W. 
e, oyce, Wright. 
Conger, Keifer, Robertson, 
NAYS—80. 
Aiken, Eden, Hı Scal 
Blackburn, Ellis, pn . Aigle 
ones, James eton, 
Ewing, Ji Slemo 
Boone, Forney, Kenna, Smith, William E. 
Bright, z Kimmel, Sparks, 
Caldwell, John W. Gause, te Throck 
Carlisle, ` Gibso Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Giddings, Luttrell, Tucker, 
Clark of Missouri, Goode, Manning, Vance, 
Cook, Gunter, Martin, Waddell, 
Cravens, Harris, H R. Money, Welch, 
Crittenden, John T. Morrison, Whitthorne, 
Culberson, ns Muldrow, Wiggi 
Davidson, Hatcher, W. Jere N. 
Davis, Joseph J. Henry. Willis, Albert S. 
Dibrell, Herbert, Riddle, ‘Wilson, 
Dickey, Hewitt, G. W. Robbins, Yeates, 
Durham, Hooker, Sayler, Young. 
NOT VOTING—72. 
A Hamilton, 
Bade 8 of 8 I. Newton Ha: 
jarka ew 
ee rene Felton, Humphrey, 
ey, 
Bland, Crapo, Foster, T * 
1 Deis Helios Fuller, Mayham, 
Butler, Gardner, Me. 
Dou Garfie McMahon, 
ald Hale. Metcalfe, 


Mills, Pridemore, Sexton, Stone, Joseph C. 
Morse, Rainey, Thornburgh, 
Muller, Reilly, Smith, A, Herr ‘Tipton, 

Oliver, Rice, Americus V. Sout an V. 

Ov r Rice, William W. Steele, Veeder, 

Page, Roberts, Stephens, Watson, 
Powers, Schleicher, Stewart, 


So the resolution was adopted. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. CLARKE, of 1 I am paired on this question with 
General Rice, of Ohio, who is absent on account of sickness in his 
family. If he were present, he would vote “no” and I would vote 

ay. 

Mr. FINLEY. Iam paired with Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana. 

Mr. HUNTON. My Seige. . Mr. DoudrAs, is absent by leave of 
the Honse, and is paired with Mr. Watson, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BLISS. I am paired with my colleague, Judge LAPHAM. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My colleagues, Mr. Camp and Mr. BENEDICT, are 


paired. 

Mr. SEXTON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. FULLER. If he 
were here, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. VAN VORHES. I am pared with my colleague, Mr. SOUTH- 
ARD, who is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS. If he 
were here, I should vote “ ay” and he would vote “no.” 

Mr. WATSON, I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
Dove.as, of Virginia. If he were here, I would vote “ay” on this 
question. 

Mr. SAMPSON. My coll 
McKENZIE, of Kentucky. If 

ay. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleagues, Mr. OVERTON and Mr. REILLY, 
are paired. If Mr. OVERTON were here, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BROWNE. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. HAMILTON, on 
this and all other poem 

Mr. MAYHAM. Iam paired with Mr. HUMPHREY, of Wisconsin. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. . 

Mr. HARRISON moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had concurred in the resolution of the House 
of Representatives to print 25,000 copies of the report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture on the subject of forestry. 

passed without 


e, Mr. OLIVER, is paired with Mr. 
r. OLIVER were here, he would vote 


The m also announced that the Senate 
amendment the bill (H. R. No, 2287) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to prescribe rules and regulations to be observed in the preparation, 
submission, and opening of bids for contracts under the War Depart- 
ment, 

BILLS APPROVED. 


A message from the President of the United States by Mr. PRUDEN. 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved 
and signed a joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 142) making an appropriation for pean: 
uP draining, and placing in good sanitary condition the grounds sout 
of the Capitol, along the line of the old canal, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. No. 3846) to provide for the deficiencies in the mis- 
cellaneous fands of the Senate and of the House of Representatives; 


and 

An act (H. R. No. 2371) to amend an act entitled“ An act for the 
support of the government for the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for other purposes.’ 

CHARGES AGAINST THE DOORKEEPER. 

The question then recurred upon the second resolution reported by 
the Committee on Civil-Service Reform; which was read, as follows: 

Further resolved, That until the EA peppy of a new Doorkeeper the duties of 
the office be, and hereby are, devolved upon the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays 115, not 
voting 54; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Ackien, Clymer, Gause, Kno 
Banning, Cobb, Giddings, pec 
i Cox, Jacob D. Glover, Ligon, 
Benedict, Cox, Samuel 8. Goode, Lockwood, 
Bicknell, Crittenden, bergh, de, 
Blackburn, 8 Harris, Poot Mackey, 
Bliss, vidson, Harris, Jo! 
Blount, Davis, Joseph J. Harrison, 2 
Boone, Dibrell, Hartrid 
Bouck, Dickey, Hartzell.” Maybam, 
B: 3 Durham, Hatcher, M D, 
Brighi, Eden, ewitt, Abram S. Mills, 
a Eickhoff, — G. W. Money, 
abell, Elam, OOKer, 
Caldwell, John W. Evins, John H. 2 
Saale Felton, Hanto: Morse, 
Carlisle, Finley, Jones, k Muldrow, 
Chalmers, Forn Jones, James T. Maller, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Poller Pattorson, T. M. 
Clark of Missouri, Garth, Knapp, elps, 


Potter, Scales, Townshend, R. W. Williams, James 
gains, Schleicher, Tucker, Williams, Jere N. 
Singleton, Turner, Willis, A. 8. 
ov ee Slemons, Turney, Willis, Benj. A. 
Riddle, * Smith, E. Vance, Wilson, 
Robbins, Sparks, Waddell, Wood, 
Roberts, Springer, Walsh, Wright, 
Robertson, Stenger, Warner, Vea 
Swann, Whitthorne, 
Sayler, Throckmorton, Williams, A. 8. 
NAYS—115. 
Aiken, Crapo, Jones, John S. Robinson, M. S. 
Aldrich, DAVAI Jorgensen, Ryan, 
Bacon, Culberson, Joyce, Sampson, 
Bagley, Cummin Keifer, Sapp, 
Ba er, John H. Davis, Keightley, D, 
Baker, William H. Deering, illinger, A 
Ballou, Denison, Lathrop, Sinnickson, 
Banks, Dannell, Lindsey, Smalls, 
Ba; Eames, Lorin Starin, 
Bis! Ellis, Luttrell, ern 
Brentano, Errett, Marsh, Stone, John W. 
Brewer, Evans, James L. McCook, Strait, 
Bri, 3 MeGowan, Thompson, 
Brogden, McKinley, Tipton, 
Bundy, Ganter, Metcalfe, Townsend, Amos 
Bure Hale, tehell, ‘Townsend, M. I. 
Burdick, Hanna, Monroe, — — 
tae Haie Benj W. O'Neill, Wel b. 
n ` Noe ol 
Calkins, Haskell, „ White, Harry 
Campbell, Hazelton, a G. W. White, Michael D 
3 m, Hendee, Peddie, Wi ton. 
Caswel Henderson, Phillips, Wil! Andrew 
Chittenden, Henry, Pollard, Williams, C. G. 
N sk, Pound, Wil 
Clark, Rush Hub co, Willits, 
Cole, Hun rd, ugh, Wren, 
3 Hunter, Randolph, Young. 
Cook, Ittner, 
NOT VOTING—54 
Atkins, Dwight, Humpbrey, Rice, William W. 
Beebe, Ellsworth, ames, Shelley, 
Blair, Evans, I. Newton Kelley, Smith, A. Herr 
Bland, Ewing, Kete Sou! 
Boyd, Fort, Lapham, Steele, 
Briåges, Freeman, McKenzie, Stephens, 
B: RA Gardner, Oliver, Stone, Joseph C 
Caldwell, W. P. Garfield, Overton, Thornburgh, 
Camp, Gibson, Powers, Van Vorhes, 
Collins, Hamilton, Pri Veeder, 
Covert, Hart, Rainey, Walker, 
Hayes, Reed, W. 
Dean Henkle, Reilly, 
Donglas, erl Rice, Americus V. 


So the resolution was adopted. 

ae the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. MAYHAM. I am requested to state that on this subject my 
colleague, Mr. COVERT, is paired with my colleague, Mr. KETCHAM. | 

Mr. BRIDGES. I am paired with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. Dwicut. If he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. VAN VORHES. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. SOUTH- 
And, who is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. WATSON. I am paired with the 5 from Virginia, 
Mr. DoucLas. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague, Judge OLIVER, is paired with the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. MCKENZIE. 

Mr. O'NEILL. My colleague, Mr. FREEMAN, is paired with the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. CALDWELL would 
vote “ay” and Mr. FREEMAN “no,” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BANNING moved to reconsider the yote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a d to. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn. Before the re- 
sult of the vote was announced 

Mr. HALE. My question of privilege is that the House proceed 
to the election of a rkeeper. 

Mr. EDEN. Icall for a division on the motion that the House now 


ourn. 
“ane uestion being again taken, there were—ayes 117, noes 110. 
Mr. HALE. ~ I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. > 
1 was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


yeas 121, nays 113, not voting 57; as follows: 

YEAS—121. 
Ackil Bright, 00) Eickhoff, 
pening, Buckner, est nel S. Elam, 

ravens, Ellis, 

Bicknell, Caldwell, John W. Crittenden, Evins, John H. 
Blac 0 Candler, Culberson, ton, 
Bliss, Clark, Ålvah A. Cutler, Finley, 
Blount, lark of Missouri, Davidson, gf 
Boone, Clarke of Kentucky, Dibre! Fran! in, 
Bouck, OL A Durham, Fuller, 
Bragg, Cobb. Eden, Garth, 
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mel, Ponpe, Ta r 

Giddings, Kim: tter, mey, 

Glover, Knapp, gaan ance, 

0, Kno! Waddell, 
Gunter, Ligon, Began; Walsh, 
Hardenbergh, Lockwood, Riddle, Warner, 

Harris, Hi R. Lynde, Robbins, Whitthorne, 

Harris, John Maske, Roberts, Wig 

Hartridge Manning 7 Willame, Jame 

mi s, James 
z Reales’ Willis Albert s 

Hatcher, Mayham, es, i 

Henkle, McMahon, Schleicher, Willis, Benj. 
enry, Mills, Singleton, Wilson, 

Hewitt, Abram 8. Money, Smith, William E. Wood, 

Hewitt, G. W Morgan, thard, Wright, 

‘cooker, Morrison, Sparks, Yeates, 

H Morse, pringer, Young. 

Hunton, Muldrow, tenger, 

Jones, Frank Muller, Throckmorton, 

Jones, James T. Patterson, T. M. Townshend, R. W. 

NAYS—113. 

Aiken, Crapo, Keifer, Ryan, 

Aldrich, Cummings, Keightley, Sampson, 

Bacon, Danford, Killinger, Sapp, 2 

Bagley, Davis, Horace Lathrop, xton, “ 

Baker, John H. Deering, Lindsey, Shallenberger, 

Baker, William H. Denison, g. Sinnickson, 

Ballou, Dickey, Luttrell, Slemons, 

Banks, í Dunn Marsh, malls, 

Bayne, Errett, McCook, wart, 

Bisbee, Evans, James L. Stone, John W. 

Blair, Fort.“ McKinley, trait, 

Boyd, Foster, Metcalfe, Thompson, 

Brentano, e, Mitchell, Tipton, 

Brewer, Hale, Monroe, ‘Townsend, Amos 

Hanna, eal, Townsend, M. I. 
Harmer, ir 1 5 oe Voi 

Bundy, nens Benj. Neill. ai 

Burela Haske ‘age, Ward, 

Burdick, Hazelton, Patterson, G. W. Welch. 

Butler, Hendee, die, White, Harry 

Calkins, Henderson, Phillips, White, Michael D. 

8 ell, Pound, Williams, GG. 

Canno: Hub ‘oun 5. G. 

Caswell, Hunter, ice, Williams, Richard 

Clai Hun; b, Willits, 

Clark, Rush Ittner, Randolph, Wren. 

Cong Jones, John 8. Robinson, G. D. 

er, ones, Jol 
Cox J acob D. oyce, Robinson, M. S. 

NOT VOTING -57. 

A Humphrey, Shelley, 

Berba” 8 Jorgensen, Smith, A. Herr 

Benedict, Dwight, Kelley, tarin, 

d, Eames, 3 Steele, 

Bridges, Renee I. ton La — preg h C 
rowne, ew ne, Josep! 
ain. Ewing, McKenzie, 

Caldwell, W. P. Freeman, Oliver, Thornburgh, 

Cam Gardner, 2 cker, 

Carlile, Garfield, Powers, Veeder, 

Chalmers, Gibson, Pridemore, Walker, 

Calis Hamilton, ay: Watson. 

Har t, * 
8 Hayes, Rice, Americus V. 
Davis, Joseph J. Herbert, Rice, William W. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
During the vote, 


Mr. SCALES said: My colleague, Mr. STEELE, is paired with Mr. 
HAYES, 

Mr. EWING. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. GARDINER. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Iam paired on this question with Mr. OLIVER. 
If he were here, I would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. HALE. On this vote Mr. GARFIELD is paired with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. WATSON. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
DOUGLAS. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam paired with Mr. ELLSWORTH, 
of Michigan. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I would vote 
ihe * 

Mr. STARIN. I am paired on all political questions with my col- 
league, Mr. VEEDER. 4 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, the reading of the names 
was dispensed with. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
cases. 
o Mr. LAPHAM, for one week, on account of important business; 

To Mr, Kipper, for twenty days, on account of sickness in hi 
family ; and 

To Mr. WARNER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

C. G. TACHAN. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal of the papers in the case of 
C. G. Tachan, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

FLUSHING BAY, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Beare of War, transmitting a report relative to the 
improvement of Flushing Bay, New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


STEAMER DON CAMERON. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of offi- 
cers for payment for losses sustained by the sinking of the steamer 
Don Cameron; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


DISMISSED OFFICERS, TENTH CAVALRY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting objections to rein- 
statement or reappointment of officers dismissed from the Ten 
Cavalry; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
LIEUTENANT THOMAS B, KELLEY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report on House bill 
No. 3197, for the relief of Lieutenant Thomas B. Kelley ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

NEW MILITARY POST, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation for 
an appropriation of $60,000 for a new military post in Texas; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

LIEUTENANT GEORGE Mu. WELLS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending an appropri- 
ation of $645 to pay First Lieutenant rge M. Wells, United States 
Marine Corps, for the amount due him on account of difference be- 
tween furlongh pay and retired pay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. ; 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

And then (at four o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


- The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of W. J. Hammond and 140 other 
iron and tin-plate workers of Pennsylvania, that the duty on tin-terne 
and tagger’s tin-plates and tagger's iron may be made two and a half 
cents per pound—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BICKNELL: The petition of Stephen S. Cole, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRENTANO: Papers relating to the claim of Beers and 
others for pay for loss of mules at the Big Horn Crossing—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of Franklin B. Hunt, esq., an attor- 
ney at law, and citizens of Wayne County, Indiana, stating that he 
was, by the Commissioner of Patents and the Secretary of the In- 
terior, disbarred as an attorney of the Interior Department withont 
having any notice that charges were made against him and without 
having an opportunity for making a defense; that a hearing and an 
ap have been denied him; and asking for an investigation and 
relief —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of John Donahue, of Michigan, for 
relief in the matter of forty acres of land patented to him by the 
United States, and afterward, when he had improved the same and 
made it a valuable homestead, taken from him as swamp lands under 
a title from the State—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. COX: The ee of John Hillen, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce, relative to silver certificates and the coinage 
of trade-dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 


ures. 

By Mr. DEERING: The petition of the publisher of the Howard 
County (Iowa) Times, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARTH: 5 of Hon. George S. Houston, Colonel 
B. F. Allen, Colonel J. N. Malone, and other citizens of Athens, Ala- 
bama, in reference to the male academy at Athens, Alabama—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GOODE: Papers relating to the Indiana Methodist church 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to the claim of the trustees of 
the Washington City Orphan Asylum—to the Committee of Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary 8. Welch—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, : 

By Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama: The petition of Hon. N. N. Cle- 
ments, Colonel W. J. Foster, Colonel H. M. Somerville, Hon. N. H. 
Brown, Hon. J. M. Martin, and 100 other citizens of Tuscaloosa, Ala- 
bama, that such judicious aid be granted the Texas Pacific Railroad 
as will secure its early completion, and that its eastern terminus be 
located npon the east bank of the Mississippi River at Vicksburgh, 
and that it be so guarded by restrictions as shall forever compel it to 
be and remain a competing line from the Atlantic to the Pacific sea- 
board—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. KENNA: The petition of citizens and workingmen of Ray- 
mond City, West Virginia, agana the passage of the pending tariff 
bill—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. MILLS: Resolutions of the State Grange of Texas, favor- 
ing the repeal of the resumption act, the remonetization of silver, 
the payment of the national bonds in greenbacks, the re of the 
national-bank law, and the agen, ot greenbacks a | tender for 
all debts and dues, private and public, exports and imports—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petition of Captain John Whiteford, for 
compensation for services and expenses during the war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petitions of S. C. Munson and others; of G. N. Daniels and 
others; and of T. G. Loomis and others, all citizens of Medina County, 
Ohio, that there be no reduction of the tariff at the present session of 
Congress—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of the bar of Graham, 
Texas, for the passage of the bill 3 new Federal judicial dis- 
trict in Texas—to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of Benjamin B. Davis 
and E. B. Tullis, of Eufaula, Alabama, for the reduction of the duty 
on earthenware—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, April 5, 1878. 


Prayer by Rev. E. W. MATTHEWS, of Antwerp, Belgium. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its di 
ment to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) 
authorizing the Secre of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, 
and making an appropriation for the same; also making appropria- 
tions for detecting trespass on public lands, and for bringing into 
market public lands in certain States, and for other purposes, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Heuses thereon, and appointed Mr. M. J. DURHAM of Ken- 
tucky, Mr. J. H. BLOUNT of Georgia, and Mr. J. H. BAKER of Indiana 
managers at the conference on its part. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
nate : P 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 151) directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund to the Society of the Sons of St. George, estab- 
lished at Philadelphia, the sum of $1,440.25 in gold, being the amount 
aid by pes society upon a celossal statue of St. George and the 
ragon; an t 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 152) to enable the joint commission 
to aeyn effect the act of Congress providing for the completion 
of the Washington Monument., 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 13, 
Revised Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John A. Darling. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Annie Schultz, Ann Bart- 
lett, Willis A. Myers, A. W. Knight, and others, citizens of Missouri 
Valley, Harrison County, Iowa, and the petition of Lucy M. Stone- 
breaker, Addie Mead, E. Johnston, R. D. Prescott, and others, citi- 
zens of Shell Rock, Butler County, Iowa, praying for an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the several 
States from disfranchising United States citizens on account of sex; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of L. W. Bissell, D. F. Cush- 
ing, its eee and rege. citizens . N ay ham, Windham 

ount ermont, praying for the passage of a law for the equaliza- 
tion o bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. PLUMB prena the petition of John Gilda and others, citi- 
zens of Osage County, Kansas, praying for an appropriatien to im- 
prove the navigation of the Osage River in Missouri and Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. OGLESBY, from the Committee on Indian irs, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 88) for the relief of James W. Richard and 
J. S. Brown & Brother, of Denver, Colorado, reported it with an 
ee and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 

rinted. 

. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 797) for the relief of Acting Master 
Robert Platt, United States Navy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I present the minority views of the Committee on 
Railroads on the bill (8. No. 238) to extend the time for the construc- 
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tion and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad ; and, by a read- 
jastment of the grants, without increasing the iation, to secure 
the construction of the Portland, Salt e and South Pass Railroad, 
for which leave was granted some days ago. I submit this minority 
report now that it may be printed. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The paper will be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1045) to provide for the administration of 
the oath of office to collectors and other officers of the customs in the 
district of Alaska; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. This bill is accompanied by a letter from the 
Commissioner of Customs explaining the necessity for it and recom- 
mending the of the bill. It was pre by him. I do not 
know whether it should be referred to the Committee on Finance or 
the Committee on Commerce. I ask the Chair to refer it to the proper 
committee, and I request the Committee to act upon it 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the bill should prop- 
erly be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimons consent obtained; leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1046) for the endowment of the “ Lowery In- 
dustrial Academy“ in the State of Alabama, and to accept a donation 
of buildings and lands in aid of the same, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. Y asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1047) regulating the appointment of cadet 
midshipmen in the Naval Academy at Annapolis; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked. and by unanimous consentobtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. N. 1048) for the relief of Ethan A. Sawyer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. McPHERSON (by reqnest) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. satire facilitate letter 
correspondence; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


THOMAS W. COLLIER. 


Mr. FERRY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Pest- 
Roads with amendments, in lines 3 and 4, before “ cents,” to strike 
out “one thousand and nn Fe Pos dollars and fifty-two,” and insert 
“nine hundred and thirty-eight dollars and seventy-two,” and in line 


6, after the word “ e e ” to strike out “ postage- stamp 
funds ;” so as to make the ill read? 


Be it enacted, c., That the sum of nine hundred and thirty: $ dollars and 
seventy-two cents, to reimburse Thomas W, Collier, pierurin e, ao Ferran 

for postage-stamps and money-order funds stolen from his office at that place on 
poets agit May 22, 1877, be appropriated out of any fund not otherwise appro- 


Mr. KERNAN, Is there any report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. FERRY. There isa ca, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, 

Mr. SARGENT. Is the report le y? 

Mr. It is not vay y- 

151 PANOGENA: Cannot the Senator make a brief explanation of 
t 5 

Mr. FERRY. It is simply to pay for the robbery of postage-stamps 
and money-order funds. 

Mr. SARGENT. I gave notice that I should call up the naval ap- 
8 bill this morning. 

. FERRY, In the discretion exercised by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral an mt of the Department was sent to investigate the case. 
The facts show that the burglary was committed, and it comes within 
the rule Scopa by the committee. 

Mr. KERNAN, was the amount taken of each? 

Mr. FERRY. The report sets out faets in full. It is a vey 
lengthy and will not occupy long if the Senator desires to hear it h 
The bill comes within the general rule adopted by the committee, and 
I think there can be no objection to it. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire what was the amount taken in 
Lerman eas and what in money? 

Mr. FERRY. That is stated in the report. 

Mr. SARGENT. How much is it? 

Mr. FERRY. The report is at the desk. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that the bill be laid aside until after F call 
up, and the Senate shall pass, the naval appropriation bill, I gave 
notice yesterday that I would ask, after the morning business 
was concluded to-day, that this should be done, and I trust the-Sen- 
ator will allow this bill to be laid aside until it 1s done. ‘These little 
private bills certainly can wait for a 3 appropriation measure. 

Mr. FERRY. This is a very short bill, and it will take but little 
time. I have deferred from interrupting the Senator at any time in 
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the consideration of appropriation bills, and this little bill will be 


out of his way in a moment. 
Mr. SARGENT. The Senator is not sufficiently familiar with his 
rt to answer the plain question of the Senator from New York. 

r. FERRY. The report states the precise sum. The Secretary has 
the report. I ask the tary to read from the report the amount 
of postage-stamps and the amount of money-order funds stolen, as 
asked by the Senator from New York. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

T. W. Collier makes affidavit that he was the regularly inted postmaster at 
Coshocton at the time of the lary; that there was deposited in the safe in the 
post-office at the time the burglary was committed postage-stamps of the value 
of $795.15, of money-order funds the sum of $143.87, and of postage-stamp funds 
the sum of $147.50, and that all of the same was stolen. 

Mr. FERRY. I will state to the Senator from New York that the 

tage-stamp funds when converted into currency the committee 

ave stricken ae 5 have adopted the rule toai 3 s 

ave n conve into money the postmaster hold- 
Tag 0b wer ont. of that amount for his salary should run the risk him- 
self. The bill as amended only covers the amount of stamps and 
money-order funds ae taken by the burglars. a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendments of 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President 

Mr. FERRY. There is a like bill, if the Senator will allow me to 

t it up. 
ur. SARGENT. No, sir. According to notice, and feeling it due 
to the Committee on Appropriations, whom I represent in the matter, 
and in the interest of the public business, I now call up House bill 
No. 3822, being the oepa naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. as the Senators notice not given that this 
bill would be called up after the morning hour? 

Mr. SARGENT. I gave notice that I should ask to have the bill 
considered in the morning hour. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair feels compelled to recognize 
the Senator from California, he having given notice that at the con- 
clusion of the regular morning business he would ask the Senate to 
proceed with the naval bill. 

Mr. FERRY, ‘I wish to say in this connection that it has been cus- 
tomary to allow the remainder of the morning hour, after the routine 
business, to be devoted to the small bills denominated private bills. 
I have been always ready to yield to the Senator anything he asked 
of this nature and I do not very often interrupt the Senate in this 
respect, but I have been pressed very much to have these bills dis- 

dof. One relates to a case in Illinois and the other is from Ohio. 
he one from Ohio has been dis of. However, I give way. 

Mr. SARGENT. It has been the universal custom of the Senate to 
allow the regular appropriation bills to proceed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think there is serions objection to calling up 
an appropriation bill at this time. It appropriates a amount of 
money, and there are but few members of the Senate present. Ithink 
the Senate should consider such an important measure when there is 
a full Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is more danger in calling up private bills 
in the absence of a quorum than there is in e aa a t appro- 
priation bill when every item has been estimated by the Department 
and when it has been thoroughly sifted by both Houses in Committee 
of the Whole. There is much less danger in passing upon these great 
matters than on private bills under such circumstances. Further- 
more, it has been the universal custom of the Senate, amounting to 
common law, to make a right of way for the Committee on Appro- 
priations ; because unless their business is finished Con cannot 
adjourn. Another reason is that I do not wish to interfere with the 
Senator from Ohio and the railroad bill, which will take all the time 
from the close of the morning hour to the adjournment of the Senate. 
But if the Senate is willing to lay aside that business and take up the 
appropriation bill to-day after the conclusion of the morning hour, 
I am willing that private bills shall come in and be 9 now. 
Otherwise I shall ask to proceed with this bill. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California moves to 
take up for consideration the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appro- 
pristan for the naval service for the year ending June 30, , and 

‘or other pu 

Mr. SARGENT. Before the Secretary proceeds with the reading 
of the bill perbaps I can save time and obviate the asking of some 
questions by making a short general statement. 

The estimates for the service of the Navy for the next fiscal year 
are $16,233,234.40. This bill as it passed the House of Representa- 
tives appropriated $14,038,584. The total appropriated by Congress 


re 


for the current fiscal 12 was 813,541,024. 40. Therefore the bill as it 
assed the House and came to us was somewhere about half way 
tween the amount appropriated last year and the estimates for the 
next fiscal year. The Senate committee have made additions to this 
bill of $197,844.70, a very small percent of increase on a fourteen- 
million-dollar bill. I do not know that 1 have ever before been in- 
structed to report a naval bill from the Senate committee when there 
were such slight additions as are made to this bill. But these addi- 
tions are not made except in an instance or two upon discretionary 
items, and in those instances only where we thought it absolutely 
necessary; but they are generally made on account of salaries fixed 
by law. Where both office and salary are fixed by law we have com- 
plied with the law in making the necessary amendment. 

That accounts for nearly the whole of the $197,000 additional. The 
bill as we report it is larger than the amount appropriated by the act 
for 1578 by $695,404.30, of which about $500,000 is the increase of the 
House, and as reported it is less than the estimates $1,996,805.70. 

The items of increase made by the Senate committee are for pay of 
the Navy, (net pay because we have made some deductions as well as 
increase, ) $80,850; for preparation of the Nautical Almanac, $1,000; 
for equipment of vessels, $70,000; and contingent expenses of Bureau 
of Equipment and Recruiting, $15,000. This 885,000 is on account of 
the large expenditures of stores, though a less expenditure of money, 
making a necessity in that particular bureau of their being replen- 
ished. For repairs of the naval laboratory and hospitals we appro- 
priate $10,000 in addition. Much of this is necessary at the hospital 
at Norfolk which is in an extremely dilapidated condition. For the 
maintenance of hospitals, $15,000. For the secre of the Naval 
Academy, $1,800, which is left out of the bill of the House apparently 
by an oversight. By a general provision of law which they have 
inserted in the bill, and to which with a slight modification we 
assent, the result is to abolish an officer who has been for some twenty- 
six oF hues discharging the important functions of secretary of the 
academy, keeping the account of standing of the different graduates 
or pupils, &c., and whose services are absolutely indispensable. We 
have made some slight restoration of pay of watchmen, mechanics, 
and others in the Naval Academy. I will only remark in addition 
that one of the amendments restores a quartermaster of the Marine 
Corps, which was stricken out. If there is any question made in 
reference to that when we reach it, in the latter part of the bill, I 
will explain it more fully. I ask that the amendments be passed 
upon as the clerk proceeds with the reading of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the bill and 
the amendments will be acted upon as reached. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
line 20, before the word “ensigns,” to strike out “seventy-one” and 
insert “one hundred,” and after “ ensigns” to strike out seventy-one 
thousand six hundred” before “dollars” and insert “one hundred 
and seventeen thousand ;” so as to read: 


One hundred ensigns, $117,000. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was in lines 48, 49, 50, and 51, to strike out 
the words “two hundred and fifty-six cadet midshipmen, $147,350 ; 
eighty-eight cadet engineers, $44,000,” and in lieu thereof to insert: 


Three hundred and six cadet midshipmen, 000; additional for seventy-nine 
— z 


Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from California who has charge of 
the bill will read the letter of Admiral Rodgers that it may be put 
on ech so as to let the Senate and House see why that increase is 


e. 

Mr, SARGENT. These amendments which are proposed by the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations make the bill conform with the 
law, and unless we abolish the Naval Academy or provide by law for 
eee Hae number of cadet engineers that shall attend it, it is 
necessary to make the appropriation proposed by this amendment, the 
amendment having been prepared by the Secretary of the Navy. The 
letter referred to by my friend from Kentucky is dated March 18, 187: 
at the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, an 
written by Rear-Admiral Rodgers, who has charge of the Academy. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps it is better to have it put in the RECORD; I 
want the RECORD to show why this is done. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will let it accompany my remarks. 

The letter is as follows: 

Unttep States NAVAL ACADEMY, 
Annapolis, Maryland, March 18, 1878. 

Sm: A £ the N. by ease H. R. No. 3822) for the next fiscal 
year having pai into bih iasta have carefull examined its eee for the 
pay of the naval cadets, and I find the sum mentioned so inadequate to their pay- 
ment, that, should the bill Kaery as it now stands, the snm appropriated will be ex- 
hansted long before the end of the fiscal year. 

After an examination I am led to believe that the cadet midshipmen in service, 
as named in the Navy fie, apr published last July, have been assumed as the basis 
from which the estimate for the pay of their grade was tobe computed. This basis 
is not reliable, from the fact that forty-three additional cadet midshipmen were ad. 


mitted in the following September, and that fifteen cadet midshipmen, who bad 
been found deficient, or had passed out of the service in June, were reinstated by 
the Popers after the Register was —— Of those cadet midshipmen 
the July Register, six have leftthe 


named servico, as have two of those appointed 
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in September. In fine, there are now at the Naval Academy fifty more cadet mid- 
— July Register. 
It has further escaped the notice of the 3 the * 
en, gradu- 
the next year will, while employed afloat, receive 
and instead of five hundred 2 a year. 


w under which cadet 
com 


nated 
—— in order that they might make no vacancies until six 
sion, thus 8 the number of cadets at this school, 
full and long-established duties of midshipmen. 

I beg to inclose an exhibit showing the number of cadet midshipmen and cadet 
engincers now in service abroad and at the Naval Academy, and also the vacancies 
at present existing, to fill which members of Congress and the Executive are enti- 
tled to make nominations, The exhibit also shows the sum by ecient gt 
priation Committee and the sum it will actually cost to pay the cadets, should all 
vacancies be filled. 

From this it will be seen that the sum proposed will meteres pay the cadets now 
in service, and does not at all provide for those to be admitted in June and Sep- 


tember next. 

There are now fifty-one vacancies in the congressional districts and Territories 
to be filled by members of the House of Representatives. To these may be added 
the ten a tments at large in the gift of the Executive, and, should the De- 
partment admit twenty-five new cadet engineers. aa has been usual. there will be 
eighty-six new cadets to enter at the beginning of the next academic year, whose 
pay is not provided for in the naval appropriation bill now under deration. 

have the honor to be, very res ly, 


ears after their admis- 
ut leaving to them the 


Your obedient servant, 
eee RODGERS, f 
Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, : i 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 
Sor cadet 


Exhibit showing amount required midshipmen and cadet engineers 
S y Jor the fiscal year July 1, 1878, June 30, 
Cadet midshi class of 1877, 43, at 

Cadet 5 — class of 1878, ey 
after leaving Academy, at $500................%. 
For ten months at sea, at 850 


Cadet midshipmen, class of 1879, 43. 
Cadet midshipmen, class of 1880, 72, 
Cadet midshipmen, class of 1881, 112. 
— 227, at $500.. 


Cadet engineers, class of 1878, 14, for two months 
after AESi at $500 S 
For ten months at sea, at $950 å 


$40, 850 00 


Cadet engineers, class of 1 
E Sah 
et en c „ 
— 74, at 800 
49, 250 28 


Total amount pay required as per heading above.. 235, 101 00 


The a ation bill (H. R. No. 3822) provides for 256 
FFF 


Th some riation bill (H. R. No. 3322) provides for 88 e 
© a pi on ` Yo. es 
cadet engineers 


191, 350 00 


Deficiency in stl pony for cadet midshipmen and cadet engineers in 
Service aioa and at Naval Academy eared aaa NY ek advance 


Tho bill makes no provision for the class to enter in June and Septem- 
ber next, for which there are * 61 vacancies, which if filled will render 
3 at $500 each, an additional sum ob 

And should there be appointed to the next class, as is usual, 25 cadet 
engineers, there will CBG. .vadercississsece 


Total estimated deficiency in provision for cadet midshipmen and 
cadet engineers for camming Gadel year ZI APTT 86, 751 00 


The amendinent was 7 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
lines 66 and 67, to increase the total amount of the appropriation 
“for the pay of the Navy, for the active list,” from $5,698,750 to 


822,875. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is merely a footing to correspond with the 
previous amendments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after the word “require,” in line 118, to strike ont “ five hundred and 
twenty-five thousand” and insert “four hundred and eighty-one 
een seven hundred and twenty-five ;” so as to make the clause 
read: 

For clerks to fleet- ters of ‘ks at — 
yards, and stations, n extra — 9 onei . ole TA paale 7 
change and mileage, and for the payment of any such officers as may be in servi 
either upon the active or retired list, during the year ending June 30, 1879, in ex- 
cess of numbers for each class provided for in this act, and for any increase of 
pay arising from different duty, as the needs of the service may req $481,725. 

Mr. SARGENT. That is a reduction. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in line 121, after the word “ the,” to strike 
out Peyra h of this act” and insert “Ist day of July, 1878 ;” and in 
line 125, after the word “and,” to strike out “a line officer” and 
insert “an officer ;” so as to read: 

That on and after the 1st day of July, 1878, there shall be no appointments made 


* Congressional, 51; at large, 10—61. 


43, 751 00 
30, 500 00 


12, 500 00 


eon vessels abroad shall continue as such until such vessel s 
United 


from civil life of secretaries or clerks to commanders of 
commanders of vessels; and an officer not above the 
detailed to perform 

to perform the duties of clerk to a rear 
the grade of to perform the duties of clerk to a 
lieutenant-commander when afloat. 

Mr. SARGENT. On behalf of the committee at the commencement 
of line 124, before the word “commanders,” I want to put in the 
words “the Admiral, Vice-Admiral, or.” 

Mr. BECK. How will it read then? 

Mr. SARGENT. It will read: 

There shall be no appointments made from civil life of secretaries or clerks to the 
Admiral, Vice-Admiral, or commanders of squadrons, &c. 

We had to take one of two courses: either to make special provis- 
ion for these gentlemen or put them in the same category as all the 
rest. We chose them in the latter as more economical if not more 
just. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SARGENT. Now l move to strike out the word “nor,” in line 
124, and insert “or;” so as to read: 

Or of clerks to commanders of vessels, &c. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. After the word “secretary,” in line 126, I move 
to insert“ the Admiral, Vice-Admiral, and;” so as to read: 

An officer not above tho grado of lieutenant shall be detailed to ‘orm the 


duties of secretary and one not above the grade of master to perform the duties of 
clerk to a rear-admiral or commander, &. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is to conform to the former amend- 
mea The Chair hears no objection, and that amendment will be 
made. . 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, at 
the end of line 130, to insert : 


Provided, That the secretaries and clerks in service on the Ist day of July, 1878, 
return to the 


uadrons nor of clerks to 
of lientenant shall be 
master 


or eommander, and one not above 
commander, or 


States. 


Mr.SARGENT. The proviso is inserted because it will cost a great 
deal more to transport these clerks back to the United States, where 
they are serving on vessels, than it will do to allow them to perform 
their duties and return with their vessels. For that reason it is in- 
serted both in the way of quron and economy. It would be very 
hard on these men to be suddenly dismissed from the service at Yoko- 
hama or the north pole or wherever they might be. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
after the word “ Navy,” in line 135, to strike out“ Department ;” so as 
to read : 

For contingent expenses of the Navy, namely, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. On behalf of the committee I move, in line 140. 
after the word “ recording,” to put in the words “expenses of nava 
prisoners at penitentiaries;“ and a subsequent amendment will pro- 
vide for this by increasing the appropriation in this paragraph 
$3,000, and the reason for it is that before the adoption of the Revised 
Statutes the duty of paying the expenses of persons sentenced to 
penitentiaries by courts-martial was devolved upon the Department 
of Justice and they were Pera out of the judiciary.fund. That was 
omitted by the Revised Statutes probably by mistake. It is just as 
well, however, to provide for it in this way, as by the repealing clause 
of the Revised Statutes the Department of Justice cannot pay it out 
of that fund hereafter. Therefore it is necessary that provision should 
be made for it, and the Attorney-General called the attention of the 
Secretary of the Navy to that fact, and sent us a communication with 
his recommendation that it be provided for under the head which I 
now move. I send to the Chair the communications to which I have 
referred. 

The communications are as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, March 12, 1878. 

Sm: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a communication, dated the 
26th ultimo, addressed to me by the Attorney-General of the United States, in rela- 
a to pred sara of prisoners 5 na val courts· martial to ment 
2 of such prisoners, as the Attorney-General states, have heretofore 
been a charge the Department of Justice, under an old statute not embodied 
in the Revised Statutes, and therefore obsolete. 

It is necessary, therefore, that some provision should be made for the expenses 
of the class — — of in question, and I have therefore the honor to su; t 


- ropriation of $3,000 be made for that p for the fiscal year en 
June 30, T g in the items of the nav: 
appropriation bill, under a of ‘Contingent Navy," the words expenses of 
naval prisoners in penitentiaries,” and increasing the aggregate amount of the 
bi ch, women $3,000. 1 
ery respectfully, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. 8. J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
N Washington, April 4, 1878. 
Sm: Lhave the honor to transmit herewith a copy of acommunication addressed 
FVV tatives on the 12th 
timo, an copy of the communication of the Attorney: 


therein referred 
to, suggesting n be made in the naval appropriation act for the main- 
tenance of naval p 


confined in State penitentiaries. 
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rc, having no appropriation on ch to draw tok 


5 — naval riation bill now before the 
Senate may be amended in * — manner indicated in my to the Speaker of the 
aan, of 8 tae 
F R. W: THOMPSON, 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT, z Vr 
Of Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, February 26, 1878. 

Sm: It is the conclusion of this Department that the 88 under its control for 
defraying expenses of suits in which the United States are ht — 9 to 
bear the expense of supporting prisoners of the United States ee sentenced by naval 
court-martial to 88 wa a itentiary. It is understood that heretofore 
such expense has been borne er section 3, page 373, volume 13, United States 
Statntes at Large. This section 8 omitted from the Revised Statutes, while 
the other sections of the same act are retained, is now repealed by section 5596, page 
1091, of the Revised Statutes. 

Under this view, some other provision must be made for their support. 


5 CHARLES DEVENS, 
Attorney-General. 


Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, 

Secretary of the Nur. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. SARGENT. On line 163, after the word “ eighty” I move to 
insert “three,” being for the object which I have just stated and for 
which I have roe the documents to be read at the desk. The effect 
is to make the tota W for contingent N of the Narr | from 
$83,000 instead of 80 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations w 
under the head of “ Bureau of Navigation,” in line 209, after the wo 
“price,” to strike out “to” and insert of paper and printing aani | 
by ;” so as to read: 

That all charts hereafter furnished to mariners or others not in the 
Government service shall be paid for at the cost price of paper and printing paid 
by the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the appropriations ‘‘ for expenses of Naval Observatory,” in line 218, 
after the word “ three,” to strike out the word “ assistants” and insert 
“ assistant astronomers j” so as to read: 
sen pay of three assistant astronomers at $1,500 each, $4,500; and one clerk, at 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment vas in line 239, to increase the appropriation 
“for pay of computers and clerk for preparing for publication the 
American Ephemeris and Nautical Almanac ” from $18,000 to $19,000. 

Mr. SARGENT. I present a communication from the Department 
on that subject. 

The communication is as follows: 

NAUTICAL ALMANAC 
eee, D. 0., A; 2, 1878. 

SIR: naval red bill, as passed in the House of Representatives, 
pake a rednotion 0 $2,000 from the estimates for the work of this office. I there- 
fore request that the following statements be communicated to the 
proper 8 at the Senate. 

First. Before the civil war the usual annual 5 for the preparation 
of the Almanac was $25,880. Deducting $4,000, the av cost of printing, the 
sum of $21,880 was left as applicable to computations and office expenses. The cor- 
responding sum asked for now, when of all kinds are more expensive, is 
$20,500, — item for planets discovered xoa pI American astronomers being an addi- 
tional w to the office in 1872. 
been the practice to issue the Almanac without rem in- 

pon the accuracy of the results obtained by the computers, and 
the frequency of fccuracy which such a werk should maint y detract from 
the character for accuracy which such a work should maintain. Tor remedy this it 


by the above requirements of 
‘ourth. The improvement in the roosa recently approved bd the National 
Academy of Sciences involve 8 ex during the next 
fiscal year, which, however, will not be permanent, 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
SIMON NEWCOMB, 
Nautical Almanac. 


To Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Undorsement. 
Copy Ne from the Superintendent of the Nautical Almanac to the Depart- 
men 
p palloa. Ya pip Ne 8 and recommended to the favorable consideration of the 
Department, April 3, 1878. 


D. AMMEN, 
Chief of Bureau of Navigation. 
Respectfully communicated to the Committee on Naval Affairs of United States 
Senate, with the recommendation that the committee t what is desired 
2 

Mancu 3, 1878. ry: 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on App propriations was 
under the head of “Bureau of Equipment and ruiting,” in line 
276, to increase the total appropriation for equipment o ” vessels” 
from $800,000 to $870,000. 


Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from California if it would not be 
well to lay before the Senate or put upon record what is said by that 
bureau about the necessity of that increase. 


Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. The Secretary of the Navy sends to us 
a statement from Commodore Shufeldt, who is the head of the Bureau 
of Equipment and Recruitin —— in the pene Department, and certainly 
one of the most accomplish: careful officers in the whole service, 
in which he shows the reasons wir this appropriation should be in- 

. This bureau is the only one, (except that of medicine aud 

ry, and there only for absolute necessaries,) where we have 

made any increase at all. The Bureaus of Engineering and Construc- 
tion, which ordinarily engross so much of the mone appropriated by 
Con: are left by us as the House left them. t is desired, I 
will have this letter read at the desk or will incorporate it in my 


4 

Mr. BECK. I merely want it put in the RECORD. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well. It is referred to in a general letter of 
the Secretary ; but I on the letter of the head of the bureau to be 
inserted in the RECORD. 

The letter is as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING, 
We March 28, 1878. 
9 at eo „ . =F 
s e ves 8800, bureau respectful 
ae “2 may — to have this increased to e000 008, 
3 5 3 


in reality the 
N, amount to 


8 ae 205 db Sune, 167, to cover into the Treas 
to con y to the funds in several bureaus of the Na ee 
r in conseqasuce of which this berean 


‘that its "contingent" in said bill may be increased 
from $60,000 (ue d to parti sa a a i ni cra oak 
I have th ere te — tially, aon e eevee 
ve the respec ' 
Sz 75 R. W. SHUFELDT, 


Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, z ii 
Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment of tho ‘Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 287, to increase the a appre priation for contingent mses of the 
Bureau of Equipment a: eula from $50,000 to $65,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery, in line 346, to increase the 1 for necessary 
repairs of naval laboratory, hospitals, and appendages, including 
roads, wharves, i steam-heating apparatus, sidewalks, 
pao pare and farms, cemeteries, furniture, head-marks for 

$20,000 to $30,000. 

8 ARGENT. In explanation of that item and of the following. 
“for maintenance of the several naval hospitals,” I will state that 
the committee are satisfied that the condition of repair of a great 
many of these hospitals, cemeteries, &c., especially the one at Norfolk. 
requires expenditure, and that to employ the nurses and pay all 
the other expenses which are necessary in the second item, which the 
clerk has not yet read, but which I speak of at this time tor conven- 
ience, it is absolutely necessary to increase the appropriation there 
$15,000. Upon this point I ask to in rate in the RECORD a letter 
from the bureau and which I send to the reporter. 

The letter is as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 
March 28, 1878. 


riation bill for the ee, er 1879, gee 
presentatives, has reduced the estimates of the bureau 


© on ' necessaries and appliances from $48,000 to $45,000. 
For, et establishment of 2 hospitals and laboratory from $58,000 to 


Tor “ repairs an sprays y of itals from $51,200 to $20,000. 

For “ contingent from $25,000 to $15, 

I CCC bua hows EAE thok, 
8 conducted efficiently with an appropriation for the 
lishment of less than $50,000. 

8 8 for ' “rey and improvements of hospitals is absolutely 
necessary to preserve buildings from decay, and to furnish the naval 
hospital at Norfolk ‘eith abou heating apparatus and to improve its sanitary con- 
dition oe improved water — and sewerage. 

Very lly, your obedient servant, 


Sm: EDA BATAL 3 


itals and 
vil estab- 


Surgeon- General, United — Ni 
Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, * 
Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 350, after the word “laboratory,” 
tostrike ont “$25,000” and insert “ $40, 600 ;” in line 351, after the word 
“naval,” to strike ont the words “ hospitals at Washington and” 
and insert the words “ hospital at;“ and in line 352, after the word 
“same,” to strike out the word “are” and insert “isp so as to read : 


For the civil establishment at the several naval hospitals and naval laboratory : 


1878. 
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For the maintenance of the several naval hospitals and naval laboratory, $40,000; 
and that the naval hospital at Annapolis be, and the same is hereby, discontinued. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of “ Naval Academy,” in the clause making appro- 
priations for pay of professors and others, in line 406, to insert: 

Secretary of the Naval Academy, $1,800. 


Mr. BECK. I desire to say but a word about the Naval Academy, 
not by way of criticism of this bill, beeause I believe we are obliged 
to make all the appropriations here made, but we have a Naval 
Academy which is turning out young officers for the Navy far in 
excess of what the needs of the country require. law as to it is 
different from the law governing West Point; it not only authorizes 
but I believe requires the President to send ten cadets there each 

ear, so that we are obliged to keep up forty at large, whereas at 
est Point we allow only ten at any one time, but the word “ anna- 
ally“ is used in the Annapolis law. Many of the changes we were 
e ee to make in this bill grew out of the number of these young 
officers. 

All I rise for now is to call the attention of the Naval Committee, 
of my friends from New Jersey and California and Maryland, who 
are on it, to the importance of looking into that and seeing what 
amendments ought to be made and seeing also what can be done 
with an exceedingly expensive retired list. t is all I desire to say. 

Mr. SARGENT. I concur entirely with the remarks of my friend 
from Kentucky. I should like to say, however, as a member of the 
Naval Committee, that it has been my sad experience that the time 
of the committee is so much taken up by applications from officers 
to be changed about on the naval list or to secure some old bill twenty 
to thirty years old for services which they now find the Government 
did not pay them at that time as much as they ought to have been 
paid, that there is very little time left to the committee for general 
reforms in the service. 

Mr. BECK. I am not complaining of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; but I do hope if we adjourn over again for a few days they 
will make it a specialty to see what reforms can be made, as they are 
very much needed. 

. SARGENT. I do intend, as far as I am concerned, to try to get 
some measure that shall secure some reform. I never have appreciated 
human selfishness, or emulation if that is a better term, [a laugh, ] so 
much as I haye by observing the crowds of officers of all degrees from 
ensigns to admirals dissatisfied with their places on the retired list, 
or the pay they receive or have received from the Government, seek- 
ing Perey advantage either over each other or over the Treasury. 

r. COCKRELL. Isimply desire to concur with the remark of 
the Senator from California, and apply it to the Army. I think it 
will not be long until every officer in the Navy and in the Army will 
be appealing to Congress for some relief,and I think it is time to 
give them relief, permanent relief, relief which will place them qui- 
Stly in the discharge of the duties which the law has imposed upon 
them, and outside of applications to Congress. 

Mr. SARGENT. Iam in favor of that, provided it can be done 
without crippling the arm of defense, either land or naval, of the 
Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 428, to increase the total west rp for pay of professors and 
others at the Naval Academy from $50,718 to $52,518. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
pay of watchmen and others at the Naval Academy, in line 435, 
after the word “dollars” to insert “and cents ;” after the word 
“at,” in the same line, to strike out “ $2.50” and insert “$3;” in line 
436 after the word “ dollars” to insert “ and fifty cents;” in line 437 
after the word “each” to strike out three joiners, two painters, 
and two masons,” and insert “one foreman o F ang one foreman 
of painters, and one foreman of masons, at $3.50 per day each; two 
joiners, one painter, and one mason ;” and in line 444 after the words 
“in all” to strike out“ $23,085.75” and insert “$25,905.75 ;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

Pay of watchmen and others: Captain of the watch, at $2.25 per day ; four watch- 
men, at §2 per day; foreman of the gas and steam-heating works, at $5 per diem ; 
ten attendants a ge and steam-heating works of academy, one at $3.50, one at $3, 
and eight at $2.50 per day each; one foreman of joiners, one foreman of painters, 
of masons, at $3.50 per day each: two joiners, one painter, and one 
mason, at $2.50 Per day each ; one tinner, one gas-fitter, and one blacksmith, at $2.50 
per day each ; and for one steam-pipe fitter, En ; all 905.75. 

Mr. SARGENT. In explanation of the several amendments which 
appear upon that page, I desire to read from a letter addressed to the 
committee by the admiral in charge of the school : 

In the appropriation bill, as it the House, the master: laborer's pay has 
been reduced from $2.28 a day to I ask most earnestly that the master-la 
may receive the pay he bas received for many years past, of $2.28 a day. He has 
charge of all the laborers, whether on the permanent or temporary rolls; of the 
teams and teamsters, of the grounds and shrubberies ; of the wharves and roads, 
and sen. walls; of the sewers and drainage; of the Naval Cemetery; and of the large 

ining i his office is one of the most exacting t we have, and 
head, and tact and industry. I have never seen a more faith- 


ful and efficient man in the public service the present incumbent of this office; 
he came here as a lad, bas held his place for many years, and is worth his weight in 


If all the mechanics cannot be paid as they were last year, I hope that the fore- 


and of masons, and of painters, and the machinist, boiler-maker, 
and pa! -maker may 1 years $3 50 a day; also, 
that the ten attendants at the and steam-heating works of the academ: per 
seeing tend payas UET last year, namely, one at $3.50, one at $3, and eigh 
at a a 

These ines have contracted to work twelve hours fora day's work and they di- 
vide the twenty-four hours between two gangs, each gang working twelve hours. 
During the greater part of the year this work is very severe. 

The foremen of whom I have spoken have charge of the workshops and tools of 
their department and are men of especial skill, long employed here and have fre- 
quently many men empleyed under them on the temporary rolls while improvo- 
ments are being made. 

The machinist, &c., aro special men, of much value in the workshops where the 
cadet engineers are taught the use of tools. 


In addition to that the committee are informed by the Secretary of 
the Navy that these foremen are instructors of engineers; of course, 
I do not mean foremen of laborers, but foremen of machinists, me- 
chanics, &c.; they instruct them in the use of tools, in the construction 
and use of machinery, &c., and they are necessarily men of intelli- 
genee: They cannot be ignorant men or mere mechanics, but must 

ave a good education outside of it, and they have secured such men. 
This is simply 3 them what was allowed last year, though we 
have not resto; the pay of mechanics generally, and with some 
shamefacedness I admit that, because I do feel a mental twinge at cut- 
ting down the pay of mechanics in this great appropriation bill. Still 
while we have not done that we have complied with the request of 
Admiral Rodgers to restore these foremen to the amount received last 
year. The same remark applies to all the amendments in this para- 
graph. They amount to very little money in the aggregate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
the clause making appropriations for pay of mechanics and others at 
the Naval Academy, in line 450, after the word “dollars,” to insert the 
words ‘and twenty-eight cents;” so as to read: 


One master-laborer, to keep public grounds in order, at $2.28 per diem. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 458, to increase the total appro- 
priation for pay of mechanics and others at the Naval Academy from 
$16,013.75 to $16,115.95. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the clause making appropriations for 
pay of employés in the department of steam ery at the Naval 

eademy, in line 462, after the word “for,” to e out “ machinist, 
at $3 per day” and insert “ master-machinist, boiler-maker, and pat- 
tern-maker, at $3.50 per day each;” in line 465, after the word “ black- 
smith,” to strike out “one boiler-maker, one pattern-maker ;” and in 
line 468, to strike out “ $6,752.50” and insert “ $7,665;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


man of 


For of employés in the department of steam-enginery: For master-machinist, 
boller mal „and pattern-maker, at $3.50 — each; one machinist, one black - 
r at $2.50 per diem and two laborers, at $1.50 per diem 


Mr. WHYTE. I do not wish to make any objection at this time, 
but I desire to say that I shall offer a substitute for the proposition 
of the committee when we get into the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations Ne 
after the word “return,” in line 487, to strike out the words “ an 
shall, in addition, receive $5 per day for expenses during each day of 
his service at the academy ;” so as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy, $2,600: Provided, 
That member of the Board of Visitors shall receive not ex: eight cents 


per mile for each mile traveled by the most direct route from his residence to the 
academy and return. 


Mr. SARGENT. I wish to make a remark in reference to that. In 
the debate in the House upon this point, in explanation of the pro- 
viso it was stated by the gentleman who reported the bill that this 
$5 a day was inserted here in order to make the same provision for 
these visitors as for those to the Military Academy at West Point; 
but it seems not to have been understood that at West Point there is 
a hotel within the grounds of a decent character, where a person can 
obtain his living and defray his expenses probably at $5 a day, while 
at the Naval Academy at Anaapols there is no hotel within the 
grounds at all, and visitors will compelled to go entirely outside 
the grounds, which will be very inconvenient, to sleep and get their 
mea. 

For that reason some years ago what was called a “ board-house” 
was erected within the academy unds and the amount which we 
appropriate from year to year, and which is the same in this bill asin 
previous bills, has been used for the expenses of that board-house as 
well as for the amount of mileage allowed to the visitors. On account 
of the very different circumstances and the extreme inconvenience 
there it would be at Annapolis to apply the rule which is very appli- 
cable to West Point, we have recommended this change striking out 
the latter part of the proviso. 

But furthermore there is danger that the proviso, if it remains as 
it came from the House, would be construed to allow them not merely 
their expenses at the -house, but $5 a day additional as com- 

nsation for their services. That would be very far from economy. 
aa wols matter is explained in some letters which I send to the 
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The letters are as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 2, 1878. 

Sin: I have the honor to submit herewith a copy of a letter from the Superin- 
tendent of the Naval Academy, dated the 30th ultimo, inclosing one from Pay- 
master Kenny, the co at that institution, in relation to clause in the 
naval appropriation bill providing for the expenses of the Board of Visitors, which 
if not amended is likely to produce much embarrassment. 

I would suggest, if no other amendment occurs to the committee, that after the 


word “academy,” line 459, 19 of the bill, the following be added: “If not 

furnished with board and at the board-house within the grounds; 

so furnished the per diem shall be allowed to the commissary at the academy.” 
Very respectfully, 


R. W. THOMPSON 
Secretary 


of the Navy. 
Hon. J. A. SARGENT, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY, 
Annapolis, Maryland, March 30, 1878. 
Sm: I beg leave to submit a letter, just received from 
commissary of the N. 


C. N. P. RODGERS, 
Rear-Admiral, Superintendent. 
Hon. R. W. THOMPSON 

Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY, 
Annapolis, 25th March, 1878. 


Apminat: In accordance with 8 desire, I to set forth some considerations 
concerning the clause in the naval appropriation bill (H. R. 3822) which provides 
for the 9 expenses and en ment of the annual Board of Visitors to 
be bill as passed by the House ria travelin, ight cents 

e as y appropriates as travel expenses e cen 
per mile for each member of the board to and. from his ae, coupled be a pro- 
viso that each member shall receive $5 per diem for his ses during his attend. 
ance as a member of the board. In the debate in C ttee of the Whole, just 
before the passage of the bill by the House, it was stated by Mr. CLYMER, who 
reported tho bill, that the same provision was in the West Point bill and that this 
was copied from that. I desire now to call your attention to the different methods 
which, owing to different cireumstances, prevail here and at West Point in the en- 
tertainment of the respective Boards of Visitors. 

At West Point there is a hotel within the academy limits, wh as there is no 
other provision for them, the members of the are compelled to Their 
pr diem expenses are therefore. _— provided for bya special clause in the bill. 

ere, however, there being no hotel within the grounds, the Government has 
erected a board-house," especially for the accommodation of the yearly boards, 
where they have for many years entertained, the expense having been de- 
frayed from — ae on for the purpose. Such a Was a necessity, 
Sinh to the un ingness of nominees to serve if compelled to rely upon the very 
indifferent hotels at Annapolis for their ation. 

Judging by the experience of past years, it would be impossible to open the 
‘*board-house,” furnish the necessary staff of steward, cooks, and servants required 
for their entertainment and comfort, besides making from time to time the neces- 
sary renewals in the furniture, room and table linen, and table-ware out of the 
limited sum of $5 per diem for each member, particularly as the members are gen- 
erally accompanied by their wives or others of their families. 

Moreover, even if that sum is deemed sufficient by Congress for any necessary 
outlay in their behalf, a technical difficulty is porsa in the mandatory charac- 
ter of the act, which provides that each member "shall receive $5 per diem for 

during each day of his service at the academy.” 
t would seem perhaps, under the strict wording of the bill, that each member 
should receive, in 1 okey $5 per diem for ee even if ded with board 
and lodging at the “ board-house,”’ though the debate shows such was mani- 
festly not the intention of the House in passing the bill. 

Should the bill become law in its L form great embarrassment will neces- 
sarily arise in making proper provision for the Board of Visitors, owing to its being 
framed to meet a state of which does not exist here. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


A. S. KENNY, 
Paymaster Commissary, Naval Academy. 


Rear-Admiral C. R. P. RODGERS, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
under the head of “ Marine Corps” in the clause makin appropria- 
tion for “pay of officers,” in lines 509 and 510, to strike out ‘one 
assistant quartermaster, $2,700,” and insert two assistant quarter- 
masters, $5,400,” and in line 512, before the word ‘‘captains,” to strike 
out “twenty-one” and insert “ Met and after “captains” to 
strike out “$49,140” and insert “$46,800.” 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish the Senate to understand the reasons for 
the action of the committee. I have here as part of a letter from 
te Secretary of the Navy an explanation of this proposed action. 

e says: 


The proviso commencing on page 21, line 510, abolishes one assistant quarter- 
master of the Marine Cope. By law there are only three offi jor and two 


cers, a 
captains, belonging to this branch of the service; and their duties canine those of 
quartermaster, commi and ordnance. The Marine Corps consists of two thou- 
sand men, rank and file. that at present these three officers do the duty 1 5 
visioning, arming, equipping, haga alom. y. and clothing this body of men. ey 
constructand repair all ks and quarters for the corps, besides meeting all con- 
tingent expenses arising at nine pre Sod established commands. ‘To deprive the 
Quartermaster’s Department of one of these officers would, in my opinion, embarrass 
it to such an extent that if from any cause, sickness or otherwise, one of the two 
remaining officers was unable for a time to be upon duty, the duties of the depart- 
ment could not be performed as the law requi there would then be only one 


res, as there 
bonded officer left, and he could not possibly do all the duties. 


The oiy difference in the bill by retaining him is $360; that is, 
the pay o 


one captain, who by the House bill is restored to the line, 


is while in the line $360 more than while acting as assistant quarter- 
master. The post inconvenience to the corps and the service is not 
or 


compensated for by the saving of that small amount of money. 

I desire to present for information the letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy covering this subject and others involved in our amend- 
ments to the bill. 

The letter is as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 29, 1878, 

Sim: In reference to the naval appropriation bill (House bill No. 3822) I desire 
to make the following suggestions: 

‘The provisions in reference to the pay of the Navy do not embrace the full num- 
ber of all the classes. Inasmuch, however, as the appropriation of $525,000 is a 
sigen to remedy this, it is perhaps better to leave the bill asit is, in order that 
plan for which it provides may be tried. If insurmountable culties should 
arise, the remedy can be applied at the next session of Congress. 

There is, however, an exception to this in the case of ensigns on the active list. 
On page e 19, they are put down at 71,whereas there are 100, and their present 
pay is as follows: ry 
12 at sea, (after 5 y TESS e e 
71 at sea, (first 5 Fears. ] at 81, 200. oe A 

7 other duty, at 81,000 è 
10 waiting orders, Tw. S N E E 


Appropriated in bill 
Short of present duty pay ..........-.scseeesececeseccoecens ses 


40, 600 
It will therefore be best to increase this appropriation to the proper amount, as 


the specific me st the $525,000 may so nearly exhaust that amount as to 
render it impracticable to make up this „with others that may occur, 
I su t that on 5, line 108, the wor passage of this act“ be stricken 
out and the words ginning of 
lowing proviso after the word “ afloat,” pago 6, line 116: “Provided, That the secre- 
taries and clerks in service on the Ist J take vessels abroad shall continue as such 
until such vessels shall return to the United States. To discharge them in a for- 
country would involve large expenditures for transportation home. 
line 117, page 6, the word De ent” should be stricken out, as the con- 
tingent fund of the Navy, included in this part of the bill, is different from the 
3 fund of the Navy Department, which is only for the office of the Secre- 
ot the Navy and bureaus, for stationery, &. 
page, 9, line 191, it is provided that shall be furnished at the cost 
price.“ this shall include the whole cost, it will introduce a new practice, not 
customary with other governments. It would be more in consonance with former 
Susam to strike out word “to" and insert the words “of paper and printing 


I do not think it advisable to abolish the Naval Hospital at Washin; as pro- 
vided in lines 331 and 332, page 14. Upon this subject I inclose a letter from the 
Surgeon-General. 


In reference to the Naval Academy, I refer the committee to the letter of Rear- 
Admiral C. R. P. which I handed you at our interview yesterday. I con- 
cur in his views. 

It has been e to fix the wages of laborers at the Academy at Annapolis, 
and I have no wish this plan departed from. This, however, is the only 


to have ed 
caso in which itis e N aoak 


that I should suggest 
it not 


the rule which pre: 
vails with reference to laborers in the navy- s, Co., that wages shall be fixed 
by prices outside? The law on this 1 eai been omitted irom the Revised 
tutes, but, as it isan equitablo rule, I have followed it. I understand that me- 
chanics at Annapolis get $2.50 a day and work ten hours and unskilled laborers $1. 
Does not this bill discriminate st these, inasmuch as the wages fixed by it are 
greater than theirs? That is, if the term “ per diem in the bill is to be construed 
— not zenas more than eight hours of labor, according to the statute. In my 
nion it does. 


The proviso commencing on 21, line 510, abolishes one assistant quarter- 
master of the Marine Corps. By law there are only three officers: a or and 
two captains, belonging to this branch of the service, and their duties combine 
those of quartermaster, commissary, an ce. The Marine Corps consists 
of two thousand men, rank and file, so that at present these three officers do the 
duty of oning, arming, equipping, transporting, and clothing this body of 
men. ey construct and repair all barracks and quarters for the corps, des 
meeting all contingent expenses arising at nino regularly established commands. 
To deprive the Quartermaster’s ent of one of these officers would, in my 
opinion, embarrass it to such an extent that if from any cause, sickness or other- 
wise, one of the two oprapen officers was unable for a time to bo u duty, the 
duties of the department could not be performed as the law ane as there 
would then be only one bonded officer left, and he could not possibly do all the 


duties. 
I inclose letters from the chiefs of the Bureaus of Equipment and Recruiting, 
Medicine and Sargery, Provisions and Clothing, and Steam Engineering, all 
by me. In my opinion, they present suilicient reasons for an 
8 therein referred to. 


Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT, . À 
Subcommittee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 

P. 8.—I have omitted a suggestion in reference to secretaries and clerks to com- 
manders of squadrons and vessels. If it shall be deemed expedient to give these 
positions to officers and thus compel them to employ their time otherwise than in 
the pursuit of their professional studies, (which is of doubtful expediency,) then 
the words “a line" in line 111, page 5, should be stricken out, and the word an““ 

x > Aegis cates race Ss Bora AOOO DN DA EAR the staff as well 
as the line. 


R. W. T. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 540, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for pay of officers of the Marine Corps from 
“$614,455” to “$614,815.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the following proviso, be- 
ginning in line 542: ' 

Provided, That hereafter there shall be but one assistant quartermaster, and tha: 
the junior captain now holding that grade shall be restored to his place in thetine 
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and that no more promotions shall be made to the grade of captain until the num- 
ber is reduced below twenty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WHYTE. I wish to offer a substitute for one of the amend- 
ments of the committee. I move to strike ont from line 461 down 
to 470, and insert in lieu of that the proposition I send to the Secre- 


tary to be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
For pay of employés in the ent of Steam Engineering: for machinist at 


$1,095 per year, one machinist, one blacksmith, one boiler- maker, one pattern- maker, 
one molder at 8912.50 each per year and two laborers at $1.50 per day each $6,752.50. 


Mr.WHYTE. TheSenate will see that instead of my proposition in- 
creasing the amount of the appropriation, it leaves it precisely the same 
as if came in the bill from the House of Representatives. The only 
difference is that instead of increasing the pay per day of some of these 
parties it makes the pay payable per annum, dividing the appropri- 
ation among them according to the scale in the bill as it came from 
the House. The employés in this department of the Naval Academy 
are equal to instructors; they teach the young cadets who are sent 
there as cadet engineers their whole education for future service in 
the Navy; and inasmuch as almost every other officer and every other 
employé of that grade in the Navy is paid by the year, I propose that 
these men be paid by the year, and it will not increase the appropri- 
ation as it came from the House a single dollar, and they will be per- 
fectly satisfied with it as they have told me. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator if these men are ab- 
sent for a month at a time on leave of absence will they not be paid 
forthe year? The difficulty about changing the 1 N is that it 
furnishes men whose pay goes on when they are off duty, whereas if 

aid by the day, deducting for absence, they are not absent or idle. 
Pshould like to have that control over them. Besides, all the money 
now appropriated, if they are idle and do not work, goes back to the 
Treasury, whereas if a year’s salary is voted itis gone from us whether 
they work or not. These reasons I think make the present condition 
of things better than the amendment. 

Mr. WHYTE. If the Senator from Kentucky in the Committee on 
Appropriations had seen that before, why did he not apply the same 
rule to the various seamen that are ing in the different depart- 
ments? They are paid by the year. 

Mr. BECK. Becauso they are enlisted men. 

Mr. WHYTE. That may be. 

Mr. BECK. And there is a general law for their payment. 

Mr. WHYTE. These men are under the control of the Naval 
Academy superintendent. 

Mr. BECK. But they can retire at any time they please, and the 
seamen cannot. 

Mr. WHYTE. If they remain away from the Academy for a month, 
the superintendent need not take them back, but can put somebody 
in their place. That is the advantage of it. 

Mr. ENT. The trouble is that where they get a yearly salary 
there will be leaves of absence for a month or two months. So in 
reference to the force of clerks; every one supposes he hasea right 
to go away and stay a month and be paid the same as if he stayed 
ri ft on, whereas if a man is paid by the day absence is deducted. 
That is the control we have. It is very strange that these employés 
are willing to take a reduced pay. There must be some advantage 
in it that I do not understand, some cat in the meal that I do not 

receive. 
Pe WHYTE. There is an advantage in it. They get paid for 
Sundays; that is the advantage of it, whereas under the per diem 
they do not get paid for Sundays. You are willing to increase their 
pay and increase the appropriation to give them what they would 
get under this amendment., 

8 GENT. We do not increase their pay one dollar; we sim- 
ply put them at the ameunt they received before, which they fairly 
earned. If they do not work Sundays they ought not to be paid for 


Sundays. 

Mr. WHYTE. You increase them over the pay fixed in the House bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. We simply restore the amount we appropriated 
last year and wigs Strap year, and it is not any more than they deserve. 

Mr. WHYTE. But what I want is to paythem by the year. They 
do not get a dollar more than you propose by that. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Kentucky pointed out some 
excellent eg ane I certainly could supplement them with others. 

Mr. WHYTE. it not a good reason for it that you can disc 
a man if he fails to attend to his duty and put some one in his place 
immediately. 

Mr. SARGENT. We can do that under either system. If a man 
works by the day he can be discharged as well as if he works by the 
year, and more readily. 8 

Mr. WHYTE. No doubt of that; but that is not any objection to 
my proposition; it is equally against yours. 

N. GENT. Where a man works by the year for the Govern- 
ment, he thinks he is entitled to a leave of absence, and that system 
has grown up and will never cease unless a law shall be passed that 
it shall cease. y 

Mr. WHYTE. We are paid by the year ourselves, 


Mr. SARGENT. The Senator objects that we increase over the 
House appropriation. We increase it on the House system. The 
House contemplates their payment by the day. Does the Senator con- 
9 their 5 for week days and Sundays? 

. WHYTE. I only apply to oon ee the rule we apply to 
a seaman in the department of seamanship, and to the armorer, cor- 
poral, and all these men who are paid by the year. These men are 
8 they are not ordinary laborers; I do not apply it to mere 
aborers. 
8 SARGENT. That is one reason why I do not want to cut down 
their pay. 

Mr. WHYTE. I want to pay them by the year, and I do not cut 
down their pay because now they do not get paid for Sundays. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is very strange arithmetic that these men get 
as much pay under an item of §6, as if we appropriated $7,000, 
unless, as the Senator from Kentucky suggests, if a man lays off duty 
he does not get pay under the present system and the money goes 
back to the Treasury; but he wants to be above the contingency by 
having a yearly salary. The armorers, seamen, and the others to whom 
the Senator has referred are enlisted men and they receive, besides 
their enlisted pay for that sort of general service which they render 
in the Navy, an additional amount per annum. It is an entirely dif- 
ferent system. These men are not enlisted men. They can leave the 
service whenever they see fit. They are under no contract for con- 
tinuous service of any kind whatever as seamen are; they are under 
no naval discipline unless they commit a breach of the peace on the 
Academy grounds, and therefore might be liable to some peculiar 
1 of which Iam not aware. In every respect they stand 

ike citizens. 

Mr. WHYTE. How are your professors ? 

Mr. SARGENT. The professors are officers of the Navy; they are 
Supotneed by the President and confirmed by the Senate as officers 
of the 2 and not one of them stands on any other footing. We 
even call the teacher of languages a professor of mathematics in order 
to keep up that system which the Senator, I think without the con- 
sideration he usually gives to such matters, proposes to interfere with. 

Mr. WHYTE. How about the clerks to the Superintendent; what 
is the difference there ? 

Mr. SARGENT. We always pay clerks by the year. 
$ 7755 WHYTE. These men are instructors and they ought to be paid 

y the year. 

Mr. SARGENT. They are only instructors incidentally, not prin- 
cipally ; sieg are oe mechanics, 

r. WHYTE. ed teach the cadet engineers all they learn. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the cadet engineer learns very little by the 
course of instruction at the academy; that is all I say. . The cadet 
engineer studies a great many departments of knowledge, and among 
others mathematics, which these men do not teach and are not capa- 
ble of teaching. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I should like to ask the Senator in ch of this 
bill why on page 14 the expenses of the Naval Asylum at Philadel- 
pau are to be paid out of the income of the naval pension fund. 

that been customary ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. The bill does not make any change in 
that respect. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time; and the bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a letter from the 
Quartermaster-General relative to the appropriation for the service 
of his office as made by House bill No, 4104; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a communication from the Paymaster-General forward- 
ing an estimate for collection and payment of bounty, prize-money, 
and other claims of colored soldiers and sailors and also a commu- 
nication from the Adjutant-General on the same subject; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 151) directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund to the Society of the Sons of St. George, estab- 
lished at Philadelphia, the sum of $1,440.25 in gold, being the amount 
pe by said society upon a colossal statue of St. George and the 
5 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 152) to enable the joint commission 
to carry into effect the act of Congress providing for the completion 
of the Washington Monument was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
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Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bill and joint resolution : 

A bill is No. 691) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the sale Of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas,” approved Feb- 
ruary 19, 1875; and $ 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 22) providing for a place of deposit for 


the records and p gs of the commission appointed under the 
act entitled An act to provide for and regulate the counting of votes 
for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions arisin 
thereon, for the term commencing March 4, A. D. 1877,” approv 
January 29, 1877. : 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 3824) to authorize the survey of the Cattaraugus Indian reser- 
vation, in the State of New York, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

PNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The further announced that the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 2287) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe rules and regulations to 
be observed in the pre tion, submission, and opening of the bids 
for contracts under the War Department; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad aud telegraph line from 
the 3 7 958 to the 3 ore 115 to eee ee the Govern: 
ment the use of the same for military, and other purposes, 
approved July 1, 1862, and pape alter and amend the act of Con- 
gress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, 
the pantie question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
0 


HAFFEY. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it is difficult to overrate the im- 
portance to the ple of this country of a proper decision of the 
measure prop by the Committee on the Judiciary, and that im- 
portance is the only excuse I shall offer for continuing the debate, 
which has been so paare conducted on both sides of the ques- 
tion, rol feel a responsibility attaching to the action of each member 
of the Senate in regard to so far-reaching and important a subject and 
from which he cannot divest himself. 

The amount of money alone involved has been stated, and as I 
believe correctly, at simple interest will amount to the enormous sum 
of $120,000,000, or if subjected to the custom of merchants, and the 
rests in the calculation of interest were made that are common in the 
business transactions of this country, it would reach the mighty sum 
of $170,000,000 at the maturity of the bonds issued by the Govern- 
ment to these companies. I know that of late days the people of 
this country have had their ears accustomed to the repetition of sums, 
the force and meaning of which are but little comprehended. If the 
morality of a people is bound up, as I believe it to be, with a reason- 
able degree of prosperity, then I say that such enormous debts as have 
been sọ recklessly created, and are oftentimes so lightly discussed, 


are incompatible with that proponis which is the n asso- 
ciate of political morality. It will be vain to sing pæans to public 
credit an 


to public honor, and disregard those practical rules of econ- 
omy, of self-denial, of rigid observance of contracts, which are essen- 
tial to their preservation. 
But there is, even irrespective of this vast sum of money, a still 
ater, because it is a more continuing, question raised as to the 
2 power of Congress, by way of amendment or repeal, to cor- 
rect the errors or the impolicies of preceding legislation. In this 


ease we find the question raised as to the power and duty of the Gov-, 


ernment of the United States toward two artificial persons, who have 
been placed in charge, for public purposes, of a vast amount of public 
property, to further a t public end, in the construction and main- 
tenance of a continuous line of railways binding together the Pacific 
and Atlantic coasts of this continent. The creation of- these railways 
was not simply for the development of the central portion of the con- 
tinent, and to make a new route of commerce between Europe and 
Asia conducted through the United States; but there was a great 
political object, to strengthen the bands of union between distant 
portions of this great Republic, and to effectuate this, two acts of 
Congress were passed, one in 1862, and the other in 1864, amending 
and enlarging the means whereby this great work was te be accom- 
plished through the agency of two corporations, one then created by 
Con and the other claiming existence under the laws of the State 
of California eg) whee in co-operation, with extended and renewed 

wers beyond the scope of its original charter from the State of 

alifornia. 

Sir, this was called by the Supreme Court in the case in 1 Otto at 
page 81 “a national undertaking for national purposes,” and “a 
national work originating in national necessity and requiring national 
assistance.” To this end the credit of the people of the United States 
and their Government was loaned by scores of millions of dollars; 
the public lands, the 3 of the American people and the gener- 

ations who are to succeed them, was granted on a scale and to an 
extent truly imperial, To whom did this vast property and domin- 
ion belong 7 It was wholly the property of the nation. Under whose 
control was this negotiation made? By the governmental agencies 


not exceeding six months from and after the 


of the American people who had no jotor tittle of power to part with 
one acre of land or one dollar of money excepting for a public use. 

There seems to me throughout this debate to have existed in the 
minds of some Senators a confusion, that whereas private property 
may at all times be taken for public use upon just compensation be- 
ing rendered, the converse of the proposition is wholly untrue, and 
under no pretense serpan property be justly taken for private use. 

But, Mr. President, I do not propose to weary the Senate by re- 
peating the history of these gigantic grants, or to criticise the spirit 
and means through which they were enacted into law. The time of 
their enactment was not favorable to serenity or calm Fomine 
The people of America were in the throes of a dreadfal strife in 
which human passions and emotions were excited to the utmost for 
good or for evil, and the temper and tone of the hour extended itself 
in a great degree to their representatives in the Halls of Congress. 
It is to be expected that in times of great papular excitement a great 
deal will necessarily creep in that calm ret tion would disap- 
prove, that calm inspection at the time would have excluded. 

But, sir, we must not forget, in considering the proposition now 
before the Senate, the true origin and history of these undertakings, 
what was the paramount and continuing o ee of the creation of 
these corporations and their endowment, and learn, so far as we may, 
what has been their action in the past, in order that we may know 
how to adjust our action to the probabilities of the future. It is 
therefore with the intent only of gaining light from the past history 
of the action of these corporations, that I propose to refer to an exam- 
ination, thoroughly and carefully made by a responsible branch of 
the Government a few years since. 

In 1873 a select committee of the House of Representatives was 
ps ne under a resolution to make inquiry in relation to the affairs 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, the Credit Mobilier of Amer- 
ica, and other matters specified in said resolution and in other reso- 
lutions referred to the committee; and they submitted their report 
on the 20th of February of that year, being No. 78 of the third ses- 
sion, Forty-second Congress. 

At page 2 of the report I find so well stated the objects of the acts 
of 1862 and 1864 that I shall employ the language of the committee 
in preference to my own: 2 

The 3 whole act was expressly declared to be to promote the pub- 
lie inte: d welfare by the construction of said railroad and telegrapli line, and 


rest an 
keeping the same in wi order, and to secure to the Government at all times, 
but particularly in time of war, the use and benefit of the same for postal, military, 
and other — pagel 
Your committee cannot doubt that it was the purpose of Con: in all this to 
prona for something more than a mere gift of so much land and a loan of so vary 
ds on the one side, and the construction and equipment of so many miles of rail- 
and ph on the other. 


The United States was not a mere creditor, loaning a sum of money upon mort- 
The railroad ion was not a mere contractor, bound to furnish aspeci- 
ed stracture and g more. The law created a body politic and corporate 


This act was not passed to further the personal interests of the corporators, nor 
for the advancement of commercial interests, nor for the convenience of the gen- 
eral public alone ; but in addition to these the interests, present and future, of the 
Government, as such, were to be subs: . A great highway was to be created, 
the use of which for postal, military, and other purposes was to be secured to the 
Government at all times,“ but ey. in time of war. Your committee 
deem it important to call es attention to this declared object of this aot, to 
accomplish which object the munificent grant of lands and loan of the Govern- 
ment credit was made. To make such a ichway. anil to have it ready at “all 
times,“ and “ particularly in time of war,“ to meet the demands that might be 
made u it; to be able to withstand the loss of business and other casualties 
incident to war and still to perform for the Government such reasonable service 
as might under such circumstances be demanded, required a strong solvent cor- 
porkéion, and when Congress expressed the object and grantod the corporate pow- 
ers to carry that object into execution, and aided the enterprise with subsidies of 
lands and bonds, the rators in whom these powers were vested and under 
whose control these subsidies were placed were, in the opinion of your committee, 
under the highest moral. to say nothing of legal or equitablo obligations, to use 
the utmost degree of good faith toward the Government in the exercise of the 
powers and disposition of the subsidies. 

for the performance of these great trusts by the corporators upon 
their sense of public duty; upon the fact that they were to deal with and protect 
a capital of their own which they were to pay in in money ; upon the presence of 
five directors appointed by the President especially to represent the public inter- 
ests, who were to own no stock; one of whom should be a member of every com- 
mittee, standing or special; upon commissioners to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, who should examine and report upon the work as it progressed; in certain 
cases upon the certificate of the chicf ongineer, to be made upon his professional 
honor; and lastly, upon the power to add to, alter, amend, or repeal the act. 


Here let me advert to the second section of the act of 1864, which 
provides 

That the Union Pacific Railroad Company shall cause books to be i open to 
receive subscriptions to the capital stock of said company, (until the entire capital 
of $100,000,000 shall be su bed.) at the general office of said company in the 
city of New York, and in each of the cities of Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Chicago, Cincinnati, and Saint Louis, at such places as may be designated by the 
President of the United States, and in such other localities as may be directed by 
him. No subscription for said stock shall be deemed valid unless the subscriber 
therefor shall, at the time of subscribing, pay or remit to the treasurer of the com- 
pany an amount per share subscribed by him equal to the amount per share pre- 
viously paid by the then existing stockholders. The said company shall make 
assessments upon its stockholders of not less than $5 per share, and at intervala of 
of all shares subscribed shall be fully paid „ pts 

shares a ; 4 al a receiv for a 

phort cnn t. or au aquivedcate ter any portion of the capital stock 9 
authorized. 

This important fact is emphasized by the learned judge who de- 
livered the opinion of the court in The United States vs. The Pacific 
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Railroad Company, 1 Otto, who, in considering the mutual rights 
and duties of the company and of the United States Government, at 
page 81, says: 

The policy of the country, to say nothing of the su want of constitutional 

„„ United States taking. © work into its own hands. 

. ̃ — ̃ ᷣͤ— —— 
Ú undertook to do this in order to promote the ait and operation of 
a work deemed essential to the security of great public interests. 

Here was a comprehensive statement of the purview with which 
this undertaking was commenced, not only its objects but the means 
whereby they were to be attained. How has this company executed 
its part of this undertaking? I shall let the committee speak in 
their own forcible language, and will here give their names, well 
known to the country for intelligence and character—one of whom, 
Mr. Shellabarger, of Ohio, will be hereafter cited by me, as he now 
appears professionally engaged in opposition to the plan proposed by 
the Judiciary Committee to 1 the company aeaa insolvency. 
The members who signed this report were J. M. Wilson, of Iowa; 
Samuel Sheilabarger, of Ohio; GEORGE F. HOAR, of Massachusetts; 
tier Swann, of Maryland, and Henry W. Slocum, of New York. 

t page 3: 

Foo committee 880 themselves constrained to report that the moneys borrowed 
by the corporation, under a power given them, only to meet the necessities of the 
construction and endowment of the road, have been distributed in dividends 
among the corporators; that the stock was issued, not to men who paid for it at 
par in moncy, but who paid for it at not more than thirty cents on the dollar in 
road-making; that of the Government directors somo of them have neglected their 
duties and others have been interested in the transactiona by which the provisions 
of organic law have been evaded ; that at least one of the commissioners ap- 
the President bas been directly bribed to betray his trust ides gift of 
„000; that the chief engineer of the road was largely interested in contracts 
he reserved ĩ be Osngreen: by iaucing uihewsthl moubers of Congress 9 

© 
become interceted in the — of the — ion. e 

And at page 19, in reference to the provision that nothing but money 
should be paid for the capital stock and paid in full: i 

In this case the provision of the charter requiring the stock to be paid for in 
money has been grossly violated; because, as is apparent, nearly the whole of the 
stock that has been issued ta no value so the TAHTOA coms PANY) or, to state 
it differently, was issued without any consideration whatsoever. A 

At page 21 they say: 

statute requi: the ital stock to be paid for in money at „it has in 
tact 8 at . thirty cents on * dollar in road building, except- 
dng, perhaps, the sum of about $400, > 

Why, Mr. President, this“ road-building ” was more than one-half 
clear profit. To speak more properly that stock was not paid for 
building the road; it was gratuitonsly issued as profits to those who 
contracted to build it. And who contracted to build it? At page 9 
of this report the testimony of Mr. J. M. S. Williams, who was one 
of the contractors, is given: 

‘Question. Then what purpose had to pre to builda alread 
been built y tho company ata coat to then less than the — A T 

* 
2 We were identical in interest. The Credit Mobilier and the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Company were the same identical parties. We tere building it for 
ee by ourselves, and among ourselves, There was not $20,000 outside interest 
an 

Mr. President, I do not propose to repeat the sad and shocking his- 
tory of that Credit Mobilier Sgt yeh and its complete identifica- 
tion with the Union Pacific Ra Company. It is a stain, that 
will never be wiped out, upon republican institutions. It is some- 
thing for which conscientious men yho, from patriotic motives voted 
to enact these laws of 1862 and 1864, must ever feel themselves respon- 
sible to the people of this country that so much of money the result 
of human toil was poured into a gulf of riotous corruption and ruin- 
ous results. Contracting with themselves, the very corporators, the 
trustees into whose hands this property of the American people had 
been so generously given in the sacred trust and confidence that they 
would use if honestly and only for the great public ends, and in the 
manner prescribed by the acts of Con how did they use it? 
Availing themselves of this creation of the law by which a mere cor- 
porate title shall stand instead of areal person, they dealt with them- 
selves, They dictated their own profits, they sold out the powers for 
their own ndizement that were intrusted to them so generously, 
so munificently, for the benefit of their fellow-countrymen and suc- 
deeding generations. 


At page 14 of the report is a short table which I will read, showing 


the cost to the railroad company of three contracts, and the real cost 
to the contractors for doing the work; that is to say, the cost that 
the corporators, directors and officers, knowingly paid to themselves 
and their associates by way of profit: 

COST TO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Hoxie contract... 
Ames contract 


Davis contract 
%% 7 ces copeewans ˙ A La TER 
, iise sey usctcsenuses 
AIDES CONDON 6 ce sacs Sen imecss secdencevecucnbcsacas 
r . anarias 
50, 720, 955 94 
2 32 34 
To this should be added amount paid Credit Mobilier on account of ates 
F (CT—TTPVTVTCTCTJT(TTVTVT(T(T(T—T—T—T—T—W——————— 1, 104, 000 00 
Total profit on constrnction.........-2-..+--.seseeseereee---- ~ 43, 929, 328 31 


the dividends in stock made 


There are other tables here, showin: 
by this company to these “contractors” in the Credit Mobilier under 
the pretense of paying them. I find at page 14 of the report, one Mr. 


Ham, one of the accountants and experts, explained how upon the 
balance sheet the aggregate profit of the Ames and Davis contracts 
was $37,657,095.43. He was asked how much of it was money, how 
much bonds, and how much stock. He gave an exhibit, in which 
$24,000,000 of stock of the Union Pacific Railroad Company ee. 
as profit to “‘ contractors” by themselves. At page 24 the committee 
say, after repeating again the cost of the road: 
But we think the co tion and the United States sustain the relation of trustee 
— eee rties Paap sina" for Popa for which ent 
on 
the 8 are to be compensated by the gains lawfully made in tin capo: 


ment. 
* — * . 


* * * 

The committee da not doubt that the proceeds of these lands and bonds, as well 
as of the first-mortgage bonds which the Government has provided to secure by a 
lien prior to its own, are held as an „ and applicable 
alone to said declared purposes of the acts. Any bution of the proceeds of 
either of these fands as ae or dividends to stockholders is illegal as violative of 
the declared the trust. 


which contracts they cones in equity account for to the trust fund upon the most 
simple principles of equity. 

Again, on page 23: 

We think the facts we have stated would farnish for jadgmeat of for- 
feiture of all the franchises of the corporation, including the principal franchise, 
to be a corporation on proper process. According to the American decisions, judg. 
ment of forfeiture on quo warranto is not followed by an absolute forfeiture to the 
Government of all the property of a as was the earlier English practice; 
but a court of equity in such case has jurisdiction to divide the assets among the 
creditors or stockholders. 

I here call the attention of Senators to this expression: 

We have no doubt also of the right o; to repeal the charter, which is ex- 
pressly reserved in the act of 1 vb $ 62 equity would distribute 
the assets in like manner. But the objection to either ones is twofold: first, 
it would be harsh and unjust to forfeit the rights of stockholders, a 
large majority of whom have bought their stock in good faith in the market, for 
the wrong: dolng of their predecessors ; second, in either case above supposed, equity 
could only distribute the assets as in case of bankruptcy or death; neither court 
nor Congress could compel the present owners to embark their 3 contin- 
ning the exercise of the same franchise under a new railroad 

at a forced sale in the 


must then 3 the Government, or bo 
market. T0 cher o . there are grave public objections. 


Certainly, Mr. President, there were grave public objections, the 
chief of which would have been, that it destroyed the at object 
for which these companies were organized, and for which they were 
endowed with these enormous powers flowing from the property com- 
mitted to their hands. 

I have read this much that we may see the case from testimony which 
cannot be disputed, for this report is founded upon abundant testi- 
mony which accompanies it and which sustains every allegation. No 
dissenting views were expressed, and it stands to-day as the recorded 
judgment, accepted and acted upon by the House of Representatives 
of the United States, after the fullest consideration and examination 
of all the facts. But the Government did not proceed, as it had a right 
to do, according to the opinion of this committee, to revoke this char- 
ter, to annul any privilege, to deprive them of any right. Proceed- 
ings I believe were taken in one of the courts of the United States, to 
recover from some of these corporators individually, the money which 
they had transferred to their own pockets in violation of their trust. 
For some reason or other that effort seems to have been unsuccessful. 
Icare not now to criticise the vigor or the ability of the prosecution, 
although I have heard both questioned. But we see what has been 
done in the past, confessedly proven to be done, the complete destruc- 
tion and perversion of the objects for which these two laws were 

assed ; and what is our condition to-day? Has any remedy been 

‘urnished ; has any portion of this money been refunded? Have the 
other provisions of the law been carried out satisfactorily to Congress ? 
No, sir. I do not care to repeat the statements which have been made 
by the honorable Senator who reported this bill fram the Judiciary 
Committee or his able associates, which stand unchallenged by any 
minority report or upon the floor of the Senate; but it seems that 
the sinking fund provided for in the sixth section of the act of 1862 is 
as yet without one dollar. I mean that up to the Ist of last January 
not a farthing had been paid, but under a construction of the com- 
pany or thatof their private counsel, which they so readily obey, “ net 
protits” are held to mean whatever the will of the company shall 
define them to mean, that everything shall be paid in preference to 
the sum of 5 per cent. net profits. 

As to the past this bill pro no interference, but I believe an 
adjudication is now pending before another branch of the Govern- 
ment which shall so far as the past is concerned decide the ques- 
tion. As to the future this bill proposes an amendment. It proposes 
in terms, which have been read in detail in debate, that a sinkin 
fund, a regular annual or semi-annual accumulation of the funds o 
the corporation shall be established, all of which, be it remembered, 
are the proceeds of Government bonds or Government Jands held by 
the company in trust for the effectnation of one t object. For 
whose use is this accumulation to take place? For the sole use of 
the company itself. It is not pro that one dollar more shall 
reach the Treasury of the United States at this time. It is not pro- 
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posed to hasten the payment of the debt one day, nor to alter the 
terms of payment, either as to the time of payment or the sum to be 

aid. It seeks only to provide security, that when the principal and 
interest shall become due in 1898, or in twenty years from this time, 
the means of payment shall then be ready to meet and discharge 
both; so that twenty years hence the company shall be solvent and 
capable of prosecuting the t object for which it was created and 
which if insolvent it would be incapable of doing. 

This proposition of the Judiciary Committee, which I shall not 
detail at greater length, has been denounced as an attempt to impair 
the obligation of a contract, and so to be in conflict with the spirit, 
not the letter, of the Constitution. Never was there a more palpable 
misdescription of the object and effect of this measure. It is not an 
act to impair in any degree the obligation of a contract, but rather an 
act to assist and promote the performance of a contract, by averting 
a state of things which will render impossible the. great and para- 
mount object for which the contract was entered into, and whereby 
these corporations are made the agents of the Government and trustees 
of the public lands and money in order to effectuate it. If no steps 
shall be taken, and taken Lopes grid to arrest the present course of the 
companies, who are selling and dividing everything they can among 
their stockholders, in twenty years from now no alternative will be 
presented to the people and the Government of the United States, but 
that of losing their entire loan, which with simple interest would 
amount to a sum over $120,000,000, or else taking into their hands a 
railway two thousand miles long, subject to a prior lien of first mort- 

es, the principal of which alone is far more than the cost of build- 
foe anew road. The United States cannot become the operator of a 
railway. No government however consolidated in executive power 
has yet done so successfully; and individual interest and enterprise 
and the spur of individual profit are essential for the proper manage- 
ment of such undertakings. 

Then I ask, can Congress, as the guardian of the money and the 
interests of the American people, stand by and allow the t object 
of this work to fail? Can they suffer this road to be sold and pass 
out of the hands of corporators with whom there is such a contract ? 
It seems to me it would be the clearest default in duty, to which 
every man among us would be and ought to be held strictly answer- 
able to his constituency. The act of 1862 was altered and amended 
by the act of 1864; the land ts were doubled; half of the Gov- 
ernment transportation was released; the iron and coal, those twin 
giants of industry and of necessity to a people, on all the lands were 
given for the purposes of this act; and for what object? For the profit 
of those corporators, to enrich the stockholders? No, sir. They were 

iven to enable the companies to fulfill and accomplish the great ob- 

ect of their agency. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] yesterday said that 
this oompany was “not incorporated for the purpose of paying its 
debts;” but I would say it was incorporated to be and remain a sol- 
vent instrument capable of performing the objects for which it was 
created. Its solvency and its ability to pay its debts are essential for 
the performance of the great object of its creation; and the power 
that made it can promote the object, by compelling such an adminis- 
tration of its affairs as will enable that corporation to do its duty under 
ark law that brought it into being and by force of which alone it can 

t. 

I say if from any cause, dishonesty, incapacity or simple misfort- 
une, the t object of the law is imperiled, it is within the inher- 
ent as well as expressly reserved power of the Government to protect 
the object 1 legislation, if it be requisite to accomplish 
that end. . Huntington, the president of the company, admits, as 
I understand, in his statement before the Judiciary Committee, that 
insolvency is threatened, but whether he says so is not the question. 
It is within the com sy | and the discretion, and the plain duty of 
the Congress of the United States, to ascertain such facts for the in- 
formation of its own conscience, and to act as to it shall seem meet 
and proper under all the circumstances. 

Mr. President, the charge that this bill impairs the obligation of a 
contract, is not only serious as a matter of law, but even more serious 
as affecting the moral character of the American le. I do not 
stand here to inquire whether the Constitution, which contains so 
clear an inhibition to a State, affects in any way by intendment the 
functions of the General Government. I prefer to make a broader 
statement. 

That property is the creation of law and can securely exist only 
under a government of laws is certain, and therefore, when by law a 
right of eee and enjoyment of property has been fairly acquired, 
it would be wholly subversive of every principle, to admit that it was 
competent in the law-making power to destroy that which it was de- 
signed to create and protect. All such pretensions are met and over- 
thrown by reference to the fundamental principles upon which a goy- 
ernment of laws is founded. Hence flows the duty of government, 
State and Federal, not to impair the obligation of contracts, which 
means, of course, the moral and legal binding force of laws in exist- 


ence and under which the contract was created. The right to take 
private property for public use upon the payment of just compensa- 
tion is, of course, excluded from this, 

The interpretation of contracts is to carry into effect the mutual 
intent of the parties, and to do this the language they have used, in 
its just sense and meaning, is taken as the controlling 2 Where 
the contract is expressed in the words of a statute, courts are 


bound to take the act as they find it, or to use the figure of the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia, [Mr. HILL,] “As the tree has fallen 
there must it lie.” 

The binding force of statutes apon courts of justice is well stated 
at page 85 of 1 Otto, the case of the United States against the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company. I read the lan of Justice Buller in 
an early case in the King’s Bench, cited by the learned Judge Davis: 

Weare bound to take the act of Parliament as they have made it: a casusomissus 
can in no case be supplied by a court of law, for that would be to make laws; nor 
can I conceive that it is our province to consider whether such a law that has been 
passed be t. or not. 

And Lord Chief Baron Eyre, in a case in 1 Henry Blackstone's 
reports, said: 

I venture to lay it do rule ting the in tation of di 
tint all latitude of constenstign must eubuate to this restrictions namely, thet 
the words may bear the sense which by construction is put upon them. If we step 
beyond this line, we no longer construe men’s deeda, but © deeds for them. 

Then said the Supreme Court: 

This rule is as applicable to a statute as to a deed.—1 Otto, 85, 86. 


Whether“ the law be tyrannical or not” the court must construe 
it as they find it. Chief Baron Eyre says that “the words may bear 
the sense” which by construction is to be put upon them. No word 
can be superadded, and ¢ converso none may be subtracted. 

Mr. President, such was the rule laid down to the admiration and 
perfect satisfaction of the Pacific Railroad Com misan asuit against 
them by the United States Government, to collect the interest upon 
the subsidy bonds loaned by the Government, and theretofore paid ont 
of the public Treasury; and it was then, for want of afew simple and 
ey Se to secure the repayment of interest upon bonds pay- 
able in thirty years and which had been regularly paid every six 
months by the United States, that the American people were informed, 
to what I believe was the astonishment of every one excepting the 
select few who had been parties to the drafting and e of those 
acts under which the decision was reached, that on a loan of its credit 
by the Government for thirty years, during which time the interest 
would amount to more than double the principal, no interest what- 
ever should be paid by tho red to whom the loan was made, but all 
8 of interest should be postponed until the principal itself 

e due 

Is not such a result out of the usual course of business? May I 
not appeal to the common sense and experience of every man who 
hears me? What would be the fate of a counsel, of a conveyancer, 
of any simple scrivener, who should permit his client to make such a 
loan, in which the interest was so far more important than the prin- 
cipal and make no provision in the instrument taken for its security 
for the payment of the interest as it should fall due? It is sayin 
not too much to say that such an agent would be strongly suspect 
of infidelity to his client, andif not condemned as unfaithful, would 
be judged so incompetent that employment in similar cases would 
never happen to him again. I do not desire to criticise the opinion 
of the court under the law as they found it. It was so interpreted 
according to the strict letter of the statute, and all through the decis- 
ion, as rendered by the learned jurist who is at present a member of 
this body and one of those who favor the present bill, will be found 
the expression showing that he held himself bound by the letter of 
the law as it stood, and he sought from no fact to obtain a construc- 
tion, which would relieve the legislature from the effect of the lan- 
guage which they had seen fit to adopt. 

I ask shall not the same rules of interpretation and construction be 
accepted now? If asingle word could not be interpolated in the 
casus omissus of the act of 1862, what is to be said of the proposition 
now made by the opponents of this bill, to subtract an entire, inde- 
pendent, concluding, and controlling section of an act from its just 
place and weight in the construction with the remainder? By what 
canon of interpretation can warrant be discovered to drop an entire 
section from a statute, and control a statute without having refer- 
ence to all its parts? Section 22 of the law of 1864 provides: 
wine That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or re- 


We are now gravely asked to read that law with that section blotted 
out. It seems to me not more unreasonable, if the holder of any 
mo should, by the same methods of so-called interpretation; 
convert it into a deed in fee simple, simply by dropping ont the clanse 
of defeasance. One would be just as reasonable, and in my judg- 
panty just as successful, when urged before a court learned iu the 

W. 

These words “ alter, amend or repeal” are words of common use and 
undoubted signification. Lexicographers give them. They are almost 
synonymous. Worcester says that alter means, “to change partially, 
to make otherwise or different, to vary, to modify.” Amend,“ he 
says, is “ to reform, to correct, to make better, to rectify, to improve, 
to amend.” “To repeal” is “ to call back, to recall, synonymous with 
to abolish,” and “to abolish,” means “ to make void, to annul, to ab- 
rogate, to revoke, to repeal.” I will not agree that these words can 
be deprived of any of their usual force and meaning as defined in their 
common acceptance. I ask with confidence of those who hear me. in 
the language of Lord Chief Baron Eyre, are they to be permitted “to 
bear their sense,” the sense that universal use and acceptance has al- 
ways assigned to them? If this reasonable and admitted rule be 
adopted, is not this question lifted out of all doubt? For if these words 
are permitted to bear their sense, then the act of Congress of 180 or of 
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1864 is open at any time at the will of Congress to alteration, amend- 
ment, or re 

But, sir, I have sought light from every quarter in this case. There 
were made before the Senate Judiciary Committee, on behalf of the 
railroad Pape acre h mey able arguments by distinguished men, to 
whose ents I have given careful examination, having been sup- 
plied with them in printed form, and having read them with the 
respect to which the character and standing of their authors entitle 
them. One of the counsel, Mr. Shellabarger, of Ohio, who has so full 
knowledge of the affairs of this Pacific Railroad, shown by the report 
in which he joined and from which I gave copious extracts at the 
beginning of my remarks, undertakes to tind a reason why this twenty- 
second section does not apply to the loan of its credit by the Govern- 
ment, and the honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] has taken 
the same position. At page 56 of the pamphlet of arguments before 
the Judiciary Committee, printed for the use of the 8 from 
which I now read, Mr. Shellabarger asserts, that the effect of this law 
compelling the creation of a sinki g fund for the protection of the 
debt, and the preservation of the solvency of the company in order 
that it may be able to perform its duties under the act, is in effect 
making a loan due thirty years from the date immediately due; or, in 
his own words, converting “a thirty-year loan into a call loan,” thereby 
impairing the obligation of a contract, and in order to overcome the 

wer expressly reserved to Congress to alter, amend, or repeal the act 
he makes this criticism : 

First of all, let it be carefully kept in mind that the parts of these acts which ten- 
der this loan and fix its terms are in no proper sense parts or elements of the charter 
or incorporation, and, as such, defining the nature of the corporate life, power, and 
relations to the F 5 but, on the contrary, these parts of the act making the loan 
and fixing the date of its payment are severable and distinct of the acts, 
directed to the tenderand g of a loan to the corporation, and to fixing its exact 
terms. These loan clauses are no more part of the r proper than they would 
be, were they embodied in a separate statute, as they might have been. 

And again, at the next page: 


parts of these acts which fix the terms of the loan and tender it to us are, in 

s legal sense, no part of the charter proper, but are in the nature of a commercial 

and contract between two es, as borrower and lender, havingitsown 

distinct and fixed terms asa contract, such parts of these acts are not subject tothe 

same rules of interpretation as are those ly creating the corporation 

— bestowing its powers, and which more ly affect the public, as public 
ws. 

And following in the track of the counsel for the railroad compa- 
nies, the honorable Senator from Georgia at page 32 of the speech 
delivered by him on the 27th of March spoke in reply to a question 
by Mr. Beck: 


Mr. BECK. The actof 1864 gives the right to alter, amend, and repeal. In your 
mind that is an absolute nullity on that position. 

Mr. Hitt. I say those words apply to the exercise of the corporate franchise; 
but they are an absolute nullity as applied to the contract. 

Mr. President, by what authority Mr. Shellabarger and the honor- 
able Senator omit the language of the act I do not know. The re- 
pealing clause of the act of 1864 does not give to Congress the power 
at any time to alter, amend, or repeal the incorporation of the com- 
pany or any of its franchises. It gives to Congress the right to 

‘repeal this act.” I ask by what authority is it that you are to apply 
a different rule of interpretation to one section of an act than to an- 
other. It is a rule of construction never doubted, that alaw must be 
read each part 3 reference to every other part. It is without 
warrant of any rule of construction known to me, that a concluding 
and 5 section of an act is to be read in different senses 
when applied to different parts of the same law. At page 59 of his 
argument, Mr. Shellabarger says: 

“The provision making this loan,“ the Supreme Court says, are outside of as 

vo action 


usual course of concerning grants to railroads, and cannot 
properly construed without reference to the circumstances which existed when it 
was passed.” 


But nowhere has the ee Court said that any one provision or 
section of this law was to be construed “outside” of the actin which 
it was contained. It is, with all due respect to the honorable Senator 
and the able counsel who urged this defense, a perversion and mis- 
spp ioana of the language and meaning of the court. At page79 the 
judge said this: 

Ma the porate the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual course of 
legislative on 3 grants to Sean and cannot be properly construed 
ut reference to the circumstances which existed when it was passed. 

Will it be believed that this language of the court, construing an 
act by the surrounding facts of contemporaneous history, should 
gravely be sought as an authority to control the interpretation of 
one portion of act of 1864 by wholly omitting another portion of 
the act? Judge Davis, who delivered this opinion, nowhere sug- 

ted the idea that there was anything special or different, more or 
ess restrained, in the power of the Government over one section of 
that act than over any other section or ah On the contrary, so far 
as the expression of one thing shall be held the exclusion of another 
thing, Judge Davis did intimate throughout the whole of the opinion 
that if that power of amendment had been exercised, and words had 
been found in a statute passed in pursuance of the power, his decision 
would not have been that which it was. It is the act of 1864 that we 
are construing ; and this expression of the court, which Mr. Shella- 
barger has forced from its natural meaning, and the phrase which he 
has torn from its context, when you come to read it, would have appli- 
cation only to the act of 1862, and then only in regard to the con- 


struction to be given to the entire act in reference to historical events. 
I do not dispute the ingenuity of this proposition but altogether 
deny its soundness or relevancy. Mr. Shellabarger says it might 
as well have been a separate act.” My answer is that it was not a 
Spora act. It was a single act containing many provisions, but 
all subject to the final section. The power of the Government to 
alter, Amon; or repeal ran just as much to one part of the act as to 
any other. 

Therefore, to say what it might have been as a separate act is, of 
course, to state a new case. Nor did the Supreme Court say that any 
provision of the statute or any section ef the statute was outside“ 
of it, but merely that the whole statute was “ outside the usual course 
of legislation concerning grants to railroads.” Nowhere in the whole 
opinion can any warrant be found for saying that a different rule of 
interpretation is to be applied to one as against another provision of 
theact. The honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] says at page 
14 of the same speech: 

It is that the Government is not a 


tive powers as a sovereign to alter, 
y. 


vil corporation it does not possess. 

But surely the fountain of authority to pass every part and all the 
parts of this statute is one and the same. The law-making power 
originated every franchise, every grant, every authority for every con- 
tract, and all in the same capacity as the legislative brauch of the 
Government. It reserved to Congress the same right to alter and 
amend every feature alike, and has the same power over all, and can 
repeal one or all with equal right and power. 

At page 78 of the same book of arguments on behalf of the rail- 
road companies is a letter from Mr. Sidney Bartlett, of Boston, a gen- 
tleman so well known and conspicuous for his professional ability, 
whose powers of discrimination in the use of language are admitted 
and admired by all and excelled by none. This letter was produced 
by Mr. Shellabarger in aid of the view he had taken, and in which 
Mr. Bartlett criticises the power of Congress under this power to 
alter, amend, or repeal the act of 1862 or 1864 which he restrainedly 
Saini are “debatable if not difficult questions.” He uses these 
words: 


The next question raised by the legislation is the following: Under the 
i z — be sustained which chal soska a debt 


I merely refer to the use of language by this careful master of the 
art of language, to show that he uses tho charter and the contract as 
convertible terms, and that, when he s of the charter he speaks 
of the contract, and when he s of the contract he s s of the 
charter. I submit that this is also the language of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case in 1 Otto; that the contract. 
which is referred to by the court is the contract that was created by 
the greneng of a franchise, and the acceptance by the corporation, 
or of any act performed by the corporation under the authority of 
the charter; that yon cannot separate one from the other; you cannot 
detach the contract from the charter; for the charter and its accept- 
ance constitute the contract; the contract was formed by the pas- 
sage of the law and the assumption of duty under it by the party who 
accepts the franchise. 

No, Mr. President, these arguments are ingenions but they are met 
by the plain legislative language which cannot be frittered away or 
argued out of its natural and just force. No case has been cited, or 
can be cited, all the way from the Dartmouth college case to this 
day, which contains any such facts as the present. No court ever 
decided that such an express power of amendment and repeal could 
not be exercised; but on the contrary, the Supreme Court by a unani- 
mous opinion, in the case of Tomlinson rs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, which 
has been referred to, have given the fullest effect to the power of 
reservation of a charter and of all the contracts under it. I read from 
page 459. The case has been cited before but I read now from it in 
order to sustain the position which I have taken: 

The power reserved to the State by the law of 1841 authorized any change in the 


contract as it originally or as subsequently modified, or its entire revoca- 
tion. The ori tors or subsequent stockholders took their interests with 
knowledge of the exi ce of this power, and of the possibility of its exercise at 
any time in the discretion of the Legislature. The object of the reservation, and of 
similar reservations in other onaren is to prevent a grantof corporate rights and 
privile; in a form which will 5 ude legislative interference with their exer- 
cise if the public interest shonld at any time a EAN such interference It is a 
provision intended to preserve to the State control over its contract with the cor- 
porators, which without that provision would be irrepealable and protected from 
any measures affecting its obligation. 

mmunity from taxation, constituting in these cases a of the contract with 
the Government, is, by the reservation of power such as is contained in the law of 
1841, subject to be revoked equally with any other provision of the charter, whenever 
the islature may deem it tent for the public interests that the revocation 
ey made. a 8 — the entire Sail chante cate eed 3 aag 
© corporation, aces under legislative contro ts, privileges, an - 
munities derived by fs charter directly from the State. 


There was also a more restrained power of amendment and repeal 


contained in section 18 of the act of 1862, and I am disposed to believe 
with the committee of the House, that there might have been full 
warrant for the present law or for the repeal under that. But lookiug 
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at the fact, as stated by the Supreme Court in 1 Otto, that the enter- 
prise languished and virtuall failed, and but for the act of 1864 
would have had no vitality, is not clearly one of the considerations 
for the passage of the law of 1864 and its acceptance by the company, 
with all its enormous grant of money andland, the expressed and un- 
restricted reserved right “ to alter, amend and repeal,” with no limit 
but the discretion of Congress, enlightened by reason and justice, and 
acting in subordination to the great first principles of the social com- 
pact for the protection of property lawfully acquired ? 

Mr. President, there seems to me a strange insensibility on the 
part of the American people to the immense practical importance 
of this legislation. The apparent indifference with which they wit- 


ness the enactment of laws, by force of which they and their pos- 


terity are saddled with debts of enormous magnitude, amazes me— 
nor is my surprise lessened to see members of either branch of Con- 
gress, who desire and expect to be maintained in their positions 
as popular representatives, so hastily and recklessly dispose of the 
hard-earned property of the people,and yet expect to retain their 
confidence and approval. When I contrast the coolness and indif- 
ference with which measures involving such enormous pecuniary in- 
terests to the whole people are acted upon, with the excitement I 
have seen in this Senate and in the other House over some such com- 
paratively small matter as the payment of a few thousand dollars 
more or less to the Chief Magistrate of the Union; when I have seen 
special bills brought in here, and valuable public time occupied, and 
an immense degree of interest excited and sensational attention given 
by the press and people to the question whether the Chief Mag- 
istrate of this country should receive $50,000 a year or $25,000, or 
whether the Supreme Court judges should receive two or three thou- 
sand dollars more or less of salary, or whether the Cabinet officers 
should be advanced to a rate that would support them a little more 
independently without draining their private resources to maintain 
the official hospitalities expected from them, or when members of 
Congress themselves are to have their pay advanced so that there shall 
be an equalization of receipts by all, as upon the present mile- 

allowance—when I see all this popular interest and excitement 
on such subjects and then see votes yee and bills passed which carry 
away from the public Treasury, and into the coffers of corporations 
and the pockets of skillful lobbyists—not money by thousands—but 
millions, such sums as by comparison render the expenses of the ex- 
ecutive branch mere drops in the bucket, I cannot but be amazed. 
Here we are in this bill dealing with sums so great, that the question 
of executive or legislative or Jadielal salaries is utterly dwarfed in 
comparison, and yet there seems to be no popular comprehension, and 
sometimes I think very little con ional comprehension, of the 
gravity of the amounts involved and the consequences to our Govern- 
ment. 

‘We were discussing here a few years ago the question of the pay 
of the Chief M te, and some Senators were asserting that that 
which barely paid the actual expenses of George Washington in 1789 
was quite enough and more than enough for his successor in 1876; 
and I happen to turn to a bit of testimony found on the second page 
of the report on this same Credit Mobilier subject, in which the e 
paid to one Mr. Frauchot as an agent for one ol these companies 18 
stated, upon whom was devolved the onerous duty and incredible 
hardship of spending the winter in Washington and “watching the 
interests of the Central Pacific Railroad Company” for which service 
the small remuneration of $20,000 a year was allowed! I know not 
what may be the allowances of the presidents and high officers of 
these great corporations, but I suppos they all are in the same pro- 
portion; and such sums are mere flea-bites, so to k, comp: to 
the millions taken every year from the Treasury of the United States 
in the payment of interest on these subsidy bonds, every dollar of 
which represents some human being’s toil from sunrise until sunset. 

Mr. President, these great debts, which are being piled upon the 
toiling masses of this country in total disregard of the sufferings 
which are causing one universal groan to arise all over the land, are 
greatly to be deplored and dreaded in their results—but still more for- 
midable is the question of the inroads upon and the overthrow of the 


great republican idea of disintegration, and distribution of power, The 
possession of irresponsible power never failed in human history to 
corrupt its r. Well did our forefathers know it. They knew 


that power, like jealousy, grew with what it fed upon, and in many 
modes in building up this Government they sought to check its growth. 
They did not intend that the individual should wither, but by en- 
couraging individuality they sought to encourage the growth of men. 
They sought, not strength by massing weakness, that atom might 
protect atom, but, by creating the greatest number of vigorous in- 
tegers, to make the state strong. Out of individuality grows compe- 
tition; out of consolidation grows eras rg Hence their political 
institutions, the abolition of rank and title, abolition of the rule of 
primogeniture, an equal division of estates without regard to sex, the 
subjection of lands to the payment of debts, the equality of all men 
before the law, wide-spread suffrage, destruction of entailed estat 
limitation upon devises, all tending to facilitate the distribution o. 
wealth and power and to prevent perpetuities. And yet the doctrine 
and practice of incorporation was suffered to creep in, destroying as 
it does individuality, consolidating as it does all power and making 


its owners morally irresponsible, creating artificial beings who never 
die and whose estates are never to be distributed, but are perpetual. 


Mr. President, the consequences of this may be remote, but to m 
eye they are certain. It is the creation of power without moral an 
legal responsibility, and that is fatal to any form of government 
under which it shall be en or permitted to exist. 

The consequences of this measure now pro are intended not 
for to-day so much, as for a future time when few or none of those of 
us who now discuss it will be here. It is for the future that this law 
is prepared ; it is for f haps yet unborn that this pro- 
tection is demanded. hold it to be the duty of Congress to assert 
and to exercise in the spirit of high and wise discretion, its reserved 
prs over the great public interests touched by these corporations. 

hold that nothing can justify the release of any portion of that 
power. I hold that no compromise of any kind can be discussed in 
relation to that power. This is no mere grant of land, it is no mere 
grant of money, because the grants of both have reached such a 
magnitnde, that the power contained in their ssion becomes po- 
litical power; and it may well be that, in the generations yet to come, 
the vast population who are to inhabit the grand territory traversed 
by these railways, to fill it with American activity and enterprise, 
over whose necessities of transportation, over whose necessities for 
fuel, over whose necessities for the arts and occupations of life as 
connected with iron, the great working metal of the world, and coal 
its necessary coadjutor—it may be that those people will come to ask 
whether they are to live under the principles of a free constitution 
or under the by-laws of a corporation, which is without restraint 
except those limitations that human endurance will ever put upon 
power, let if assume what shape it may. 

Sir, I hope and pray that this Congress will not release one iota of 
its power of amendment, alteration, or repeal over the acts which 
brought into being these artificial persons and created them the 
agents of the American ple, to use the money and the propert 
of that people for the public welfare and not for private — 15 It 5 
my sense of the importance of this bill, of the magnitude of the con- 
sequences involved in the decision of the Senate that has induced 
me to detain it so long. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President 

Mr. THURMAN. Before the Senator from Virginia proceeds, I rise 
to give notice that I shall ask the Senate to sit this bill out to-day. 

. EATON. I hope the Senate will not do anything of that kind. 
This is a matter teo largo to bo sat out to-day, in my judgment. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Do I understand the remark of the Senator from 
Ohio to be more than a suggestion that we shall sit it ont to-day? 

The PRESIDING OFFI (Mr. IN dALLs in the chair.) The mat- 
ter rests wholly with the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is no motion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr, President, before proceeding to discuss the 
two bills reported respectively from the Committees on the Judiciary 
and Railroads, touching the debts due from the Central Pacific and 
the Union Pacific roads to the United States, I consider it appropriate 
to make a brief statement of the 


FACTS OF THE CASE. 


The first law authorizing the construction of a railroad from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean was passed July 1, 1862, and re- 
served to Congress the right at any time to add to, alter, amend, or 
repeal the act. The United States were to issue their bonds for the 
use of the companies, bearing 6 per cent. interest, which aggregated 
for the Union Pacific $27,236,512. These bonds constituted ipso facto 
a first mortgage upon the roads and all their stock, &c. On the 2d 
July, 1864, another law was which contained a proviso differ- 
ing only from that in the law of 1862 in that it omitted the words 
“add to.” This last permitted the companies to borrow money and 
issue their bonds for it to an amount not to exceed the bonds issned 
by the Government and displaced the first mortgage of the Govern- 
ment and gave these last-named bonds the priority. 

Under this authority the Union Pacifie issued its 6 per cent, bonds 
for $27,232,000, which are a first mortgage. The annual interest on 
the bonds issned by the Government is $1,634,190.72, payable semi- 
annually. Theannual interest on the first-mortgage bonds is $1,683,920. 

To indemnify the Government for the interest paid by it annuall 
the law allowed the retention of one-half of the amount due eac 
year from the Government to the roads for transportation of troops, 
supplies, mails, &c., and also required the companies to pay each 5 per 
cent. upon theirnet earnings. As was only to be expected, a difference 
arose between the roads and the Government as to what constituted 
net earnings. The Government said that net earnings were what 
remained atter deducting from the gross income 8 but operat- 
ing expenses. The roads said that net caminga were only the resid- 
num of income after paying all just and lawful obligations. The5 

r cent. on net earnings payable to the Government under existing 

aws is in round numbers $250,000 and the one-half transportation 
about $421,000, which together make $671,000. The interest paid by 
the Government annually on its Union Pacific Railroad bonds is as 
stated above $1,634,190.72. Deducting the sum received by the Gov- 
ernment from the interest it pays 8 1 have $963,190 paid ont each 
year by the Government in excess of what it is entitled to and can 
take under the present law. The whole interest paid by the Govern- 
ment to this time is $15,969,801.45, of which $5,134,327.84 have been 
repaid by the company in the manner prescribed by law, leaving 
$10,835,473.61 still unpaid. But the company claims further credits 
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amounting to $2,899,652, which if allowed will leave the balance due 
the Government of interest paid by it of $7,935,821.61. 

The condition of the Central Pacific is very similar. The loan to it 
and to the Western Pacific is $27,855,120 at 6 per cent., the interest 
paid by the Government in semi-annual installments bein $1,671,- 
340.80. The interest paid by the Government and not refunded is 
$15,508,338.65. 

The half-transportation account for the past warrants an estimate 
for the future of $200,000 each year, and the 5 per cent. of net earn- 
ings may be put upon the same basis at $300,000, making half a mill- 
ion in all. Taking this from the interest aid by the Government, it 
leaves the road in arrear each year about 51, 170,000. 

The Committee on Railroads, in the elaborate and able report pre- 
sented by them on this subject, estimate that at the maturity of the 
bonds issued by the Government to the two roads, the Union Pacific 
and the Central Pacific, principal and interest, will amount to $154,- 
258,137. It no sums are paid to the Government by the roads except 
as now provided by law, the committee estimate that after deducting 
credits already given and those to be annually received, the roads 
will be in arrear the enormous sum of $120,000,000 to the Government 
alone. Add to this the principal of their first-mortgage bonds—for 
they are paying the interest on them—which is in round numbers 

000,000, and we find that twenty-two years hence—not a long 
time in the existence of a government or a great public corporation 
the debt of the two roads will be $175,000,000. 

‘THIS 18 A SITUATION FULL 


of peril to the Government and to the stockholders of the road them- 
selves. There is danger that the Government may lose the whole or at 
least a large part of its debt or be forced into the purchase of the roads, 
and I would consider this last alternative a greater evil and a result 
moreto be deplored than the loss of allthe money. I would never be 
willing to see the United States become owners and managers of a 
large railroad corporation. Carried on as it would have to be by an im- 
mense corps of officers and employés; it would never be profitable. 
It would add to the already overgrown patronage of the Executive, 
afford another opportunity for official plunder and dishonesty, swell 
and enlarge the powers of the General Government. It would be an 
utterly irresponsible corporation, doing absolutely as it pleased and 
liable to nobody for damages for anything. No session of Congress 
could occur in which its affairs would not be the subject of debate 
and probably of legislation. 

On the other hand the purchase of the roads by either Congress or 
any other party for any sum less than the lien upon them would de- 
Noy the stock and be attended with its total loss to the stockholders. 

at 


BOTH THE PARTIES 
have every interest to e upon some measure. The stockholders 
ought to strive to saye their stock and retain control of the road, and 
the Government to save itself if it could without having to buy and 
carry on a railroad. 

THE ENDS TO BE ATTAINED ARE: 

1. To save the Government as far as possible. 

2. To interfere as little as may be with the control of the road. 

3. Not to disturb any vested rights. 

4. Not to destroy the stock, but to leave the roads at the end of the 
century free of debt, the stock unimpaired in value, and the stock- 
holders in the complete possession and enjoyment of their Mati ake § 

If these things can be accomplished everybody ought to be satisfied. 

Much has been said of the 


POWER OF THESE CORPORATIONS 


and the fear has been expressed that they would become so powerful 
as to defy the Government or even govern the Government. But I 
do not share these apprehensions. To enable companies to accomplish 
great results p powers must be given them. Without these the 
enterprises which excite the admiration of the world and affect the 
commerce, trade, and wealth of all civilized nations would never be 
completed or even undertaken. 

And upon this point 

A HISTORICAL RETROSPECT 

may not be unprofitable. Under the Stuarts in England monopolies 
very similar in their powers and appliances to the modern corpora- 
tion grew up and acquired a control not only of the government but 
of the whole business of the people, far greater than these companies 
are likely todo. Their powers were exercised entirely for private 
advantage, without any regard for the public good. Hume has de- 
scribed their birth and growth, the evils they inflicted upon the 
country. He says: . 

James had already, of his own accord, called in and annulled all the numerous 
patents for monopolies which had been granted by his predecessor, and which ex- 
tremely fettered every species of domestic industry. But the exclusive companies 
still remained; of N by which almost all foreign trade, 
except that to France, was brought into the hands of a few rapacious en 
and all t of future improvement in commerce was forever sacrificed to a 
little temporary advantage of the sovereign. These companies, though arbitrarily 
elected, carried their privileges so far that almost all the commerce of England 
was centered in London; and it a that the customs of Land geld amounted 
to £100,000 a year, while those of all the kingdom beside yielded only £17,000. 
Nay, the wholo trade of London was confined to about two hundred citizens, who 
were easily enabled, by combining among themselves, to fix whatever price the, 
pleased both to the exports and imporgs of the nation. The committee appointed 
to examine this enormous grievance, one of the greatest which we read of in En- 
glish history, insist on it as a fact well known and avowed, however contrary to 
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present received opinion, that shipping and seamen had Sear Porprae 3 
all the preceding reign. And though nothing be more common complaints 
0 during the most flourishing pee an is this a conse- 
quence which might naturally result from such arbitrary establishments, at a time 
when the commerce of all other nations of Europe, except that of Scotland, enjoyed 
full liberty and indulgence. 


And referring to a period a quarter of a century later, he says: 

Monopolies were revived—an oppressive method of le „being unlim- 
ited as Fell as destructive of 8 The last — — of 7 Which 
abolished monopolies, had left an equitable exception in favor of new inventions, 


and on pretense of these and of g new com es and corpora’ was this 
grievance now renewed. The manufacture of soap was given to a co y who 
paid a sum for their patent. Leather, salt, and many other com ties, even 


down to linen rags, were likewise put under restriction.» 
It is affirmed by Clarendon that so little benefit was reaped from these projects 
that of £200,000 thereby levied on the people scarcely fifteen hundred came into the 
king's coffers. Though we ought not to suspect the noble historian of exaggera- 
tions to the disadvantage of Charles's measures, this fact, it must be owned, ap; 
somewhat incredible. The same author adds that e Ie intention was to Teach 
his subjects how unthrifty a thing it waa to refuse le supplies to the crown. 
It would seem that these monopolies had acquired such power and 
were so securely fixed that they could control both king and Parlia- 
ment and could never be shaken off. Yet not only were they over- 
thrown and broken into pieces, but some of the best safeguards of 
English liberty grew out of them in the end. In describing the 


FINAL CONFLICT 


between them and the people, we seem to be narrating the history of 
the last few years of our own country. Investigating committees 
flourished in that day even more than now. In Anderson’s History 
of Commerce it is told that in the Parliament which assembled on 
the 3d of November, 1740, “ debates and speeches on the nation’s 
grievances ran ey mga The grievances complained of were 
so many and so various, both public and private, laid before the com- 
mons, by complaints and petitions, that there were above forty several 
committees appointed by that house for examining them; and of all 
those grievances, that of monopolies gave such offense that the house 
of commons expelled four of their own members who had been con- 
cerned in them, and many other members thereupon voluntarily with- 
drew themselves from Parliament and others were elected in their 
stead. In consequence of all which strict inquiries a law was passed 
which the king was obliged to consent to, that a parliament should 
be held at least once in t years for the future, even although the 
king should ah ra to call it?” 

So these mighty institutions were destroyed, and free parliaments 
grew out of their ruins. 

THE issn 

between the Government and the railroads and between the Judi- 
ciary Committee and the Committee on Railroads relates to the 
powers of Con It is claimed by the Judi Committee, and 
their bill embodies that idea, that, putting aside all consideration of 
the general power of Congress over corporations created by them- 
selves, and looking only at the laws passed in regard to these two 
companies, the right reserved in the acts of 1862 and 1864 to add to 
alter, amend, or re them, gives the right to pass the bill reported 
by them. On the other hand, the Railroad Committee insists that 
the acts referred to and the acceptance and performance of the con- 
ditions embraced in them gave the companies vested rights and con- 
stituted a contract between the United States and the tions, 
which the former was bound by and could not violate; that the 

arties might make a new voluntary contract, but nothing more, un- 

ess the companies were guilty of such default as gave the courts 

jurisdiction to interfere, and that the words in the law, “add to, 
alter, amend, or repeal,” are mere surplusage and mean nothing. 

There is no occasion for claiming that Con has power to invade 
vested rights or to impair the obligation of contracts. The bill of 
the Judiciary Committee does neither. Even the advocates of the 
bill of the Railroad Committee admit that touching certain matters 
and in certain events Con may legislate as to these roads. The 
distinction seems to me to be very clear. If the proposed legislation 
is contrary to the original purpose of the charter and does not seek 
to carry it out, it should not be passed. But if it is only in the line 
of the first purposes of both parties and intended to execute their 
original intention and contract, then it is entirely within the pow- 
ers of Congress, The case of the Holyoke Company vs. Lyman, 15 
Wallace, quoted by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS, ] clearly 
defines and well expresses this. The court says: 

Vested rights, it is conceded, cannot be destroyed or impaired under such a re- 
served power, but it is clear that the r may be exercised, and to almost 


extent, to carry into effect the ori; purposes of the grant and to the 
ve green of the public and of the . or to promote the due ph se sty 
of the of the corporation. 

Power to legislate, founded upon such a reservation, is certainly not without 
limit, but it may safely be affirmed that it reserves to the Legislature the authorit; 
to make any alteration or amendment in a charter granted subject to it that will 
not defeat or substantially impair the object of the grant or any rights which have 
vested under it which the 3 may deem necessary to secure either the 


object of the grant or any other public right not expressly granted away by the 


Under this decision it is only necessary to inquire whether the bill 
of the Judiciary Committee interferes with vested rights or “ carries 
into effect the original purpose of the grant, protects the rights of the 
public and of the corporators, and promotes the due administration 
of the affairs of the corperation.” 

What vested right does it interfere with? It leaves the lands sold 
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by the companies in the undisputed possession of the purchasers; it 
leaves the whole management and control of the in the hands 
of its owners. It is not a vested right in the stockholders to pay 
themselves the profits of the road in the form of dividends and leave 
the debts of the road unprovided for. The original purposes of the 
grant were the construction of a t highway for the benefit of the 
public and the promotion of trade and commerce, the loan of large 
sums by the Government, the repayment of these sums by the roads, 
and the management in such a manner as to enable them to make 
the repayment. Ifthe bill will accomplish these things or tends to 
accomplish them, then according to the Supreme Court it is entirely 
within the powers of Congress. 

Unless the railroad companies deny their obligation to repay to the 
United States the bonds loaned them, with the accruing interest, they 
cannot deny the right of Congress to take such steps as may be neces- 
sary to secure ultimate payment, if such ultimate payment seems to be 
endangered. That itis so endangered the roads themselves admit, as 
has been clearly demonstrated by the Senator from Tennessee in his 
very able speech. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. MatrHews] says that he “utterly 
denies the pewer of Congress to declare that a debt not due is due 
and to make the debtor pay it before it is payable.” The bill of the 
Judiciary Committee does not declare that the debt owing by the 
companies is due now to the United States, nor does it attempt to 
make them pay it before it is payable. When the companies accepted 
the terms tendered to them by the Government they accepted all the 
terms—each and every provision of the laws. They could not then be 
permitted to say, nor can they now, that they toek so much as suited 
them and rejected the rest. Section 5256 of the Revised Statutes, part 
of the act of March 3, 1873, is as follows: 

The books, records, correspondence, and all other documents of the Union Pacific 
Railroad ener tall at all 1 be open to tion by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, or such persons as he may delegate for that p . ‘The laws of the 
United States providing for proceedings in bankruptcy sball not be held to apply 
to said corporation. No dividend shall hereafter made by said company but 
from the actual net earnings thereof; and no new stock shall be issued or mort- 
Sore cs Conroe eivebt toc Un sinew ok tasting med oree p echt aor crak 
ing or the renewals thereof. No 99 — or officer of said road shall reafter be 
interested, directly or indirectly, in any contract therewith except for his lawful 
compensation as such officer. y director or officer who shall pay or declare, or 
aid in paying or pears any dividend, or creating any mortgage or pledge pro- 
hibited by this act, shall pashan by imprisonment not exceeding two years, 
and by fine not exceeding $5,000. 

Now, Mr. President, nS Se the attempt should be made to throw 
the Union Pacific into bankruptcy, no other corporation and no indi- 
vidual in the whole nation being entitled to that exemption, would 
not the railroad company protect itself under this section ? And could 
it do this without itting and yielding to the force of all the other 
provisions of the act? This section contains this provision very ap- 
plicable to the present condition of things: 

And no new stock shall be issued, or m ‘ages or pledges made, on the prope: 


or future earnings of the company without leave of Wace iaee except for the pat 
pose of funding and securing debt now existing, or the wals thereof. 


When they agreed that Congress might add to, alter, amend, or 
repeal the acts, they to acertain extent to put Con in the 
lace of the courts and to allow that body to protect the Government 
y legislation instead of by spree to judicial tribunals, Having 
reed to this they cannot yeh ead to the jurisdiction of Congress. 
They said in substance that “ We consent that you may add to, alter, 
amend, or repeal our charters, and we do this in order to put it in your 
ower as a e body to protect the Government in the lar 
oan now made to us, and to compel us to carry out in good faith all 
our obligations and duties, and especially the duty of repaying the 
advances made to us. To effectuate these things we are willing to 
substitute you for the courts,” 

Their agreement that Congress may do this is part of their contract, 
since it is insisted so strongly that a contract exists between the Gov- 
ernment and the companies. 

The view taken of the powers of Congress by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee receives countenance from the provision of section 5256 of the 
Revised Statutes, which exempts the Union Pacific from the operation 
of the bankrupt law. This was probably done because it was con- 
sidered that the Government had ample means of protecting itself 
under the provisions of the acts of 1862 and 1864. There is no other 
reasonable explanation of this feature of the act of 1873. When the 
Government as a creditor surrendered its right to throw the road into 
the bankrupt courts it must have been because it had in its own hands 
the means of self-protection. 

The right of Congress to take steps for present protection to avoid 
ultimate loss is only the right secured to the creditor by statute law 
in every State in the Union, and is also one of the best-established 
features of equitable jurisdiction. If aman owes a debt not due for 
years to come and is absconding or removing his property an attach- 
ment lies to seize upon the property and hold it for the security of 
debt. The debt is not due, and the court does not so declare, yet the 
court sees that it is secured or that the debtor's property shall be 
held to answer it as far as it will go. 

It is upon this same principle that courts seize upon railroads, dis- 
place the directors, and put the whole in the hands of receivers; 
that foreign attachments in equity lie; that injunctions are awarded; 
that bills “quia timet” are maintained. We proceed now against these 


railroad companies because “we fear” that if we do not the Govern- 
ment will sustain a loss. And we fear so for the best of reasons; at 
least for a reason that the companies cannot dispute; that they 
themselves have told us so. 

Now are there any special facts which justify the interference of 

Congress? I insist that there are. 
Tze first duty of every corporation is to provide for the payment of 
its debts and to apply its means to that end. They should not be 
permitted in the same breath to declare and actually pay large divi- 
dends and to proclaim their own insolvency. Law ann good faith 
both require them, if their income and assets are not sufficient to pay 
both debts and dividends, that the former should be paid to the ex- 
clusion of the latter. But that is not the mode of procedure of the 
companion They seem inclined to say, dividends first, debts after- 
ward; that is, if there is anything left after paying dividends. And 
this not only gives tke right but makes it the imperative duty of Con- 
gress to interfere. 

But tbis is not the only reason. The law of 1864 declared that the 
bonds loaned by the Government should constitute a lien upon all the 
property of the companies. This is the provision: 

And to secure the nent to the United Sta h i 
the amount of said ee issued and delten one reece AANE MIE 
all interest thereon which shall have been paid by the United States, the issue of 
said bonds and delivery to the companies shall, ipso facto, constitute a tirst mort- 
gage on the whole line of the railroad and telegraph, together with the rolling. 
stock, fixtures, and property of every kind and description, and in consideration of 
which said bonds may be issued. 

Suppose the roads take their means and instead of paying their 
debts divert their means to other pu s and invest ‘sein in prop- 
erty not subject to the mortgage of the United States; what then? 
Would not this make a just case of interference? It is no matter 
how profitable to the roads themselves this may be, because their 
profits derived from this source do not help the Government. They 
could keep on indefinitely; could continue to invest in other property 
which would add to their own means and give them increased divi- 
dends. They could in this way gradually but surely slip from under 
the Government mortgage as to much of their assets. That this proc- 
ess is going on, we find from the report of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to this session of Congress, and the documents accompanying it. 
On the subject of branch roads the Government directors in their 
report of 1878 say: 

With ING y to the advances which the Union Pacific Company has made in aid 
of the s mentioned, we can but repeat what we said in our report of 1872: 
„We do not question the wisdom of a policy which tends to secure to the trunk- 
line the business which the said several roads may command. It could not well 
afford to have said business diverted from it. The policy, however, should be so 
ordered as not to interfere with whatever present or future claim the Government 
may have for reimbursement.” The ability of the com to make the advances 
r to shows that it could have returned more to 7 riem h than it has, 
and raises the question of the power of the company to divert its means into chan- 
nels not autho: by the law. 

The total advances made and the companies aided appear in the following table 
and those in last year’s report: 

Investment in Summit County Railroad Company : $134,500 bonds ; 622 shares 
full-paid stock; 2,759 shares assessable stock, and valuable coal-lands. Estimated 


value and cost, $60,000. 

Colorado Central Railroad has been aided to the extent ot. $1, 610, 497 86 

Credits secured by Union Pacific Railroad Company..............-- 767, 156 20 
Balance without interessii .cesceceeeseecseccsees 843, 341 66 


The investments in the Utah Central, Utah Southern, and Utah Northern Com- 
panies have not been increased during the past year, and remain as stated in the 
Epa of tho Government directors for the year ending June 30, 1876. 

he statement of investments in the Republican Valley Railroad has not yet been 
received, and will not be in time to be em this report. The Union Pacific 
Company's investment in this road is regarded as a safe and remunerative one, as 
very cousiderable aid has been secured from the counties into which it has been 
constructed, and the country will supply it with a local business. 

Tho Utah Central, Utah Southern, the Colorado Central are the most impor- 
tant of the roads aided. These, and the Utah Northern, are reported quite fully 


Aid to other roads is in contemplation by the sontonay one to the Black Hills 
region, and one to secure the business of Montana. e Government directors 
believe that this poor of the company should at all times be held subordinate to 
its obligations to the United States. 

These extracts show not only how extensive have been the invest- 
ments of the Union Pacific in other roads, but indicate what is to be 
the policy in the future in this respect. However profitable this may 
be to the road itself and beneficial to the country at large, still it is, 
nevertheless, a divergence from the original charter, an enlargement 
of the powers of the road, and a withdrawal of the assets to purposes 
not contemplated. 

It is admitted by the counsel for the roads, who put in a printed 
argument before the Judiciary Committee, that the clause reserving 
the right to amend, alter, or repeal has some meaning and signifi- 
cance, because he says that it “Was inserted to protect the rights of 
the Government in case the companies should fail to build the roads, 
as was then not improbable that they would do, and the Government 
should be obliged to take up the unfinished work itself, or so alter 
the law as to bring in other ies to complete it.” 

There is nothing whatever in the law to justify this restricted inter- 
pretation. If this was the only e of the reservation the right to 
repeal need not have been reserved. But this is a concession on the 
part of the companies that the reservation is not entirely surplusage, 
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but that it actually had vital force and means something. And if it 
is once conceded that the Congress could alter the law for failure to 
comply in any one respect, it is an admission that it could be 1 
altered or amended on account of any other failure of duty. If the 
companies are voluntarily doing anything to impair their ability to 
pay the Government or if they are putting any of their means out of 
the reach of the Government, unquestionably they are failing in the 
performance of one of the duties imposed by the laws. 

But while I agree that wecan constitutionally impose terms upon the 
roads and have power to pass the bill reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, still I do not altogether approve all its provisions. The pro- 
vision as to net earnings may give right to disputed constructions of 
the law and litigation in the courts, a thing to be avoided if possible. 
It would be better to require the roads to pay semi-annually a sum 
in gross, so many dollars, dependent upon no question of earnings 
or transportation, but such a sum as the roads could pay without 
serious injury and as would indemnify the Government in a reasona- 
ble time. This sum ought to be paid not in money but in bonds of 
the United States. There is now a premium upon the 5 and 6 per 
cent. bonds of the United States, which is likely to continue, If 
money is paid in, this premium will disarrange all our calculations 
about the sinking fund, for a million of money will not buy a million 
of bonds, and thus the sinking fand will fall short of realizing what 
is expected and desired. But if the companies, instead of paying in 
money are required to pay bonds, no such difficulty will arise and the 
effect of the fund can be easily estimated and a calculation will tell 
with certainty how much it will make by a given period. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, it is conceded on all sides that a 
sinking fund is necessary, or at any rate desirable. An important 
difference arises, however, as to the question whether such sinking 
fund shall be obtained by further contract between the Government 
and these parties, or shall be the result of the exercise of the will of 
one of the parties. The extraordinary claim of power to repeal not 
only the provisions of the charter but legislation affecting property 
rights, has been perhaps sufficiently discussed. I do not intend to go 
at any length into that question although I may refer to it incident- 
ally as I proceed in my remarks; but I wish to call the attention of 
Senators to the fact, and specifically to the fact, that this bill fur- 
nishes the occasion for the fattest lawyers’ fees, for the most glorious 
prospects in the legitimate pursuit of their profession, of any legisla- 
tion in my memory that has ever passed Congress. It certainly can- 
not be called a statute of repose. It promises no rest either to the 
Government or the railroad companies. 

There is a provision in this bill contingent upon the amount that 
shall be necessary to pay other obligations besides those due to the 
Government that the amount required for the sinking fund may be 
reduced, and one of the elementsof calculation is put entirely within 
the power of the Secretary of the . who is to allow more than 
75 per cent. or less as he may see fit; and one of the points which he 
is to decide upon is what are the necessary repairs of the Pacific roads, 
What does this term include? I have no doubt if the question were 
asked the Senator from Ohio who reports the bill [ Mr, THURMAN] and 
the Senator from Vermont who sustains it [Mr. EDMUNDS] what is 
meant by “repairs,” their definitions would be very different; cer- 
tainly it would be very different between those who have unfriendly 
feelings toward these companies and desire to punish them, in the 

rlance of the prize ring to “punch them,” and those who wish to 

eal fairly with thein. 

Do these “repairs” include the replacing of worn-sut rails or not; 
and, if so, are iron rails to be replaced with steel rails? A common 
carrier is liable for accident upon his road unless he uses the very 
best appliances known to his business. Does this term “repairs” in- 
clude the substitution for old appliances of those which orpoen or 
invention has produced in order to observe the common law in this 
regard? Does it mean the replacing of wooden bridges and trestle- 
work, which time makes more and more frail and infirm, by iron 
bridges as good business sense and tact would require should be done; 
or is a quarrel to be raised before the Secretary of the Treasury on 
this question every time a wooden trestle is taken away and an iron 
one put in place of it? 

ere is scarcely one of the details of the bill that is not liable to 

the same criticism. In fact, the bill prepares for an annual contest 
between the companies and the Government by that clause which 
upon the assumption that 75 per cent. of the net earnings may 

not pay their operating nses and their interest on the first mort- 
They must make this manifest to the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury, and then he can allow them to retain more than 75 per cent. 
How make it manifest? Suppose he will not act on this reasonable 
showing? Suppose he will not take the responsibility of deciding 
any doubtful point in their favor, for fear of popular clamor or con- 
ssional censure? This is likely to happen. It did happen when 
the Secretary of the Treasury refused to pay one-half of the trans- 
portation account, illegally, according to the Supreme Court, and did 
so before the act of Congress authorizing him to retain it until action 
by the courts. This power confided to the Secretary of the Treasury 
supposes a duty on his part, and aright in the companies, which can 
be enforced in the courts, or should be, and hence it is the theory of 
éhe bill that there may be as many suits as there are years before 
the maturity of the bonds—suits depending upon a ptiaipllested tissue 


of me and not upon mere questions of law that asingle case would 
settle. 

The first section of the bill goes upon the principle that not onl 
the contract of the companies with the United States can be wai 
off under this right of amendment, but even any decision that the 
Supreme Court may make of the contract in favor of the companies 
may be disregarded. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] explains 
for the Judiciary Committee the reason why this provision was in- 
serted in the bill, namely, This section shall take effect on the 30th 
day of June next, and be applicable to all computations of net earn- 
ings thereafter ; but it shall not affect any right of the United States 
or of either of said railroad companies existing prior thereto,” by 
saying: 

The reason of this last clause is that a suit is now in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in which a judicial determination: pets page what is the 
meaning of that provision in the charter which provides that the United States 
shall receive 5 per cent. ob es bet cones, and very dissimilar views are taken of 
the right of the United States under that clause by the law officer of the Govern- 
ment on the one side and by the companies on the other. Tho law officer of the 
Government insists that there should be deducted from the gross receipts of the 
companies nothing but their o arog a peo in order to ascertain the sum upon 
which the 5 per cent, is payable to the Government; in other words, that “net 
earnings" in that clause of the charter consist of gross receipts, less opera’ 
expenses alone. On the other hand, it is contended by the companies that 
earnings ave only what remains to each company after it has paid all its interest 
upon its debt which is inferior in lien to that of the United States, as well as that 
which is superior, and all other expenses of every kind and tion ; that, after 
deducting all these from the receipts, what remains and would be distributable 
rash pcr ad to the shareholders is the sum upon which 5 per cent. is to be computed 
an a 

The Senator says the bill proposes to leave that question to the 
Supreme Court as far as the past is concerned, but for the future the 
bill is to substitute the meaning of Congress for what the Supreme 
Court may 11 402 the proper interpretation of a contract to run by its 
terms until 1900, By this provision a serious legal question is raised, 
going to the very root of this legislation, that the Supreme Court 
must ultimately decide, and that is whether the right of amendment 
of the charter or contract, “having due regard to the rights of the 
companies,” gives to Congress the power to kapais rights vested under 
it, and which have been judicially ascertained by the highest tribunal 
of the land. 

In short, a contest arises that goes to the very root of the matter. 
Have we the legal power to pass this bill? The question is by no 
means the clear one assumed by the Judiciary Committee. The de- 
cisions of the courts, from Marbury vs, Madison, guard rights vested 
under legislation against invasion under subsequent legislation and 
limit the effect of a legislative reservation to alter and amend within 
boundaries that protect private and corporate rights. 

The force of these decisions and of this principle was amply recog- 
nized in 1862, when the power to alter, amend, and repeal was limited 
by the condition that due regard should be had to the rights of the 
parties. The power confe by the act of 1864 related to the same 
subject-matter, and must be construed in pari materia with that of 
1862. In any event, in my judgment, it must be so construed as not 
to impair the obligation of existing contracts. Sound morals so re- 
gene. I differ with my coll e in his position on this matter. I 

o not deem it ridiculous to hold that the nation owes the same hon- 
orable dealing to its debtors and creditors that a private man owes 
to his. We are stronger. We love to call ourselves sovereign. But 
how long has it been that might makes right or excuses violated 
faith? Congress has no more right to violate its promises, either 
in letter or spirit, to an artificial person, like a corporation, than toa 
natural person. It has no more right to take back its promises to a 
corporation that it has created than to one which it has not. While 
arraigning these corporations for acting in bad faith, let us keep our 
legislative garments clean. 

ndoubtedly any State can enact as part of its general corporation 
law that all corporations organized under it 8 set apart 25 or 50 
per cent. of their net earnings for the security of creditors, and if 
corporations organize under it they cannot complain. But that is 
not the case here. The Government is a contracting party; in the 
language of the Supreme Court, it held out inducements for capital 
and enterprise to embark in this undertaking, one of which was that 
the interest should not be exacted until the maturity of the bonds, 
and one-half transportation and 5 per cent. of net earnings should be 
annually applied on it. Now, after the inducements have had their 
effect, and capital and enterprise have accepted and built the road 
it is proposed to repeal the inducements, to break the promises; an 
this is justified on the ground of power. I concur with those Sena- 
tors who say that this is not only a violation of the Constitution by 
oy peor the obligation of contracts, but of those moral instincts 
and principles of natural justice which underlie society and make 
civilization possible; and it is not philosophy which finds anything 
unnatural in this position. 

But all these questions are to be decided by the Supreme Court, 
and we may find ourselves back again where we , a8 We were 
so recently set back. 

My colleague objected to the assent of the companies being asked 
to the modifications of the contract contained in our legislation, and 
said, as he did in his speech two years „that the bill on that 
theory ought to be transmitted for approval to the presidents of the 
companies as well as to the President of the United States. The ob- 
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ject of such assent is to avoid litigation. Such an assent was sought 
in 1862 and 1864. I donot know that it was then claimed that it was 
illegal, illogical, unconstitutional, or unfair to submit the bills in 
that form tothe companies for their assent. Section 7 of the original 
act provided as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That said com shall file their assent to this ac 
under the seal of said company, in the Slants of the Interior, within one cid 
after the passage of this act, and shall complete said railroad and telegraph from 
the point of beginning, as herein provided, to the western boundary of Nevada 
Territory, before the Ist day of July, 1874. 

Where is the impropriety of submitting the present act to the com- 
panies for their assent? The subsequent act of 1864 had the same 
provision for such assent, 57 it to be filed within a year, under 
the seal of the company. that act was an exercise of power com- 
per when it sprang from the legislative will, as it is claimed that a 

aw is, that we legislate and do not contract, why require this assent 
of the companies to its validity, to its going into efiect? New con- 
ditions are to be now required, and old modes of securing them, if 
now asked 1880 are r as pains unconstitutional, 1 do 
fringing t ignity o ngress, or submitting to a corporation that 
which Saly, ean be submitted to the * Why, sir, in the 
State law-books statutes will be found, over and over again, that 
where modifications are made in the privileges granted to corpora- 
tions, or restrictions are made on them, the companies are required 
to file their assent to the act. They might be piled up by the dozen 
and 9 to show that I am correct in my remark in that par- 
ticular. 

The Supreme Court of the United States said with reference to this 
matter that there was not meray a charter but a contract , referring 
to the Union Pacific Railroad. It might have said with reference to 
the Central Pacific road that there was no charter but a contract, for 
the charter was derived from the State of California, and subsequently 
from the State of Nevada, and those two States, embracingnearly the 
whole length of its road, authorized it to construct the road through 
their territories so far as the franchise was concerned. Only one hun- 
dred or one hundred and fifty miles toward Ogden were built under 
any assumed franchise from the Government of the United States. 
The laws we have passed on this subject, the laws of the State Leg- 
islatures, have never gone upon the presumption that it takes oni 
one party to make a contract, or one party to alter it. Or is the ani- 
mus of this legislation mere persecution, and that which the com- 
prue will assent to, however fair, liberal, and just, is to be rejected 

ause they assent to it, to find something that will be distasteful 

to them? That is worse than the pitilessness of Shylock, for he did 
not seek to enforce a contract that Antonio had not assented to, or to 
vary one by his own will. He only asked what was nominated in the 
bond, Senators are so sensitive when it is suggested that a senatorial 
majority may be unjust, which by the way it sometimes is, and mis- 
informed and inconside: that they might repel the intimation that 
the duke made to the merchant of Venice if made by some observer 
to the railroad companies: é 

I am sorry for thee; thou art come to answer 

A stony adversary, an inhuman wretch 

Uncapable of pity, void and empty 

From any dram of mercy. 

To justify this state of amas eee, have lashed themselves into 
fury over the presence of the officers of the companies, at a time when 
the very life of the enterprises committed to them may be in peril, 
and have raked over the muck of forgotten slanders for motives for 
a heat that cannot be di Ido not care to go over that beaten 
track. If there is sufficient motive to be found in the acts of the 
Credit Mobilier for what would otherwise be inexcusable in this legis- 
lation, you stop short of your duty. It seems to me that this contract 
must be treated as subsisting, oras violated. Either forfeit the prop- 
erty to the Government and administer on it, or cease railing at the 
men who created it under contract with you while allowing them 
still to hold it. But this bill, with its declared purpose of still fur- 
ther agitation, gives no poep that these companies can be perma- 
nently dismissed from Washington. I fear they will still come 
between the wind and cur nobility. They must do so in self-defense 

But there is a fairness to be observed even in such arraignments. 
When my colleague computes the cost of the roads as if the full value 
of the various bonds had been available for their construction and 
deduces therefrom that no money was paid for stock, he overlooks 
very discernable facts. It is well known that these roads were built 
during the period of the greatest depression of the Government credit. 
Government currency bonds were not worth more than ninety cents 
on the dollar. Mr. Dillon says that some of their income bonds, for 
which they have now a sinking fund, were sold at forty cents on the 
dollar, Labor and material had to be paid for in gold on the Pacific 
side, and at one period gold was bought at the rate of $2.20 in paper, 
and was always at an enormous premium. The debt now stands in 
magnified proportions compared with the value of the money loaned 
by the Government. Thus the proceeds of the twenty-five million 
eight hundred and eighty-five thousand one hundred and twenty 
dollars’ worth of Government bonds issued by the Government to the 
Central and Western Pacific Road was but $19,119,552.92; an enor- 
mous shrinkage, Yet the whole amount of nearly $26,000,000 stands 
charged against those companies and is to be repaid in full by them 
in current money when due with the interest. I donot know whether 


it will be admitted that any equitable considerations arise therefrom; 
that the Government should consider that it advanced depreciated 
money and receives by its contract good money, But it is not fair 
to assume that the fearfully depreciated money of that day had the 
purchasing power of good money, or was een 4 aid in the enterprise 
as its nominal value indi 3 

Again, not only was currency 80 ly depreciated as compared 
with gold, but all articles needed in building railroads were at abnor- 
mal noes. Thus rails cost $100 per ton. Steel rails can now be 
bought at $40. Locomotives, of which the Government was a large 
competing buyer, cost $32,500 apiece, that can now be bought for 

000. All iron, rails, and material for the building of the Central 
Pacific had to be sent round the Horn or across the Isthmus. Freights 
which are now $5 per ton cost froth $25 to $33 per ton. The freight 
on a locomotive was $4,000, nearly its present price. Insurance was 
at war risks, 17 per cent., that is now 24 per cent. The road was built 
through an uninhabited and mountainous country, where was nearly 
no timber, water, fuel, food, or forage, the Pacific side thousands of 
miles distant from the real base of supplies. Supplies for man and 
beast had to be hauled long distances. Even water had to be so hauled, 
there being none to be had for miles. It was the same with fuel, 
which had to be hauled eastward over six hundred miles for the use 
of trains. It is a standing wonder that the road was built at all, con- 
sidering the engineering difficulties of the Sierras, the depreciation 
of the currency loaned, and the great cost of all necessary articles. 


But after the track was laid across the mountains it was a matter . 


of doubt whether it could be kept open through the winter snows. 
Ten first-class engines were necessary to a sing e snow-plow in some 
storms. Forty miles of snow-galleries were built, as solid in construc- 
tion as timber and iron could make them, story on story against the 
sides of the mountains, to catch and carry over the avalanches that 
swept from the heights above. The cost of these structures on the 
average was $100,000 per mile, making the cost of that forty miles for 
snow-sheds alone as much as building two hundred and fifty miles of 
road would cest in a prairie country. But add to that the cost of 
the long tunnels, the deep cuts, the rock-ribbed mountains, which 
were deeply furrowed to make a bed for the iron track, with the ex- 
pausen of equipment, stations, and other outlays, and some idea can 

formed of the cost of the Central Pacific road across the Sierra 
Nevada Mountains. 

Such a road could not be built without substantial Government. 
assistance. Enterprising men could not have been induced to under- 
take it and push it through unless the Government had held out pros- 
pects of profit to them both in building and running the road; and 
the Government was liberal in promises, even if the currency in which 
it redeemed its immediate en ents was subsequently depreciated 
by the progress of the war. It did not seek to make a close bargain. 
Viewed from the stand-point of to-day, and now that the country has 
become accustomed to the benefits of the road so much that it has 
forgotten the great necessities that induced it, it made a bad bargain. 
The Judiciary Committee said in 1873 that it was a bad bargain, but 
there was no help for it. 

I am not at all satisfied with the commentary that was made upon 
this opinion of the Committee of the Judiciary submitted February 
24, 1871, by the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpmMunps,] when atten- 
tion was called to it the day before yesterday by the Seuator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.) This decision or opinion of the Judi- 
ciary Committee of that day says as plainly as the English language 
can say it that there was this bes rg made between the companies 
and the United States, in effect that it was a bad ain, but that 
there was no remedy except according to the terms of the contract. 
I venture to say that not a single man who assented to that report 
of the Judiciary Committee had an idea that the contract could be 
avoided by legislation. The very resolution of instruction which led 
to the report required the committee to ascertain ‘what legislation, 
if any, is nece: to compel reimbursement to the Government.’ 
They did not suggest any legislation, not a line of it; it is new light 
which they have acquired since, and this report is entirely in oppo- 
sition to the report which they have submitted on the pending Dill 
and to all the theories which they have advanced in this debate. 
They had then something to say about what would be honest on the 
pes of the Government, Their solicitude on that point seems to 

ve vanished; they are now only solicitous about the honesty of 
the corporations. The honesty and good faith of the Government 
does not seem to be within their guardianship as it was at that day. 
On page 4 of that report they say: 

It is questionable, however, whether, ina case like this, where the Government, 
by its legislation, has 8 the investment of capital in a work of national 
importance, it would be quite est or becoming the ity cf the Government 
to shelter itself behind this technical rule of judicial construction. The stock- 
holders of this company might well say that they understood these acts as the; 
were understood by the two Houses of Co: at the time of their pasange: t 
would be rather harsh treatment to twist out of these acts, by refinement of criti- 
cism, a construction unfavorable to the company, and 6 to What 
everybody in Congress and out of it understood to be their m: gat the time 
they were passed and the money invested. 

But what difference does that meaning make under the present 
theories of this same committee? All they have to do is to pass a 
ten-line bill and vary it or repeal the whole thing. They may call 
it all acharter, divested of the of a eontract by their theo- 
ries, and remedy the whole matter at will. 
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But furthermore they say : 

Your committee were not called upon to criticise the wisdom of these acts of 
Congress, but to answer as to their true construction; and in d ng this duty 
the committee is obliged to report the law as it is, without to what they 
might desire it to be. 


And yet they were instructed to report further legislation provided 
it was necessary. They seemed then to think it was ne to give 
a true construction to these laws. Why? You can wipe out the law 
and the contract by substituting something else in place of it, under 
the power to amend and repeal, say the Judiciary Committee at the 
present day. Why then construe what is so easily obliterated? They 
say, then: 

It is proper however, to su that the com is clearly bound to keep its 
sont in von and in use; — A failure of the company in this respect would 
authorize the Government to take possession of the 

But nothing short of that would authorize them to do it. Until 
there was a default they could not proceed, through the courts or other- 
wise, to wind up the affairs of the corporation. 

‘The refusal of the company to perform the services for the Government provided 
for by the sixth section, or to appropriate 5 per cent. of its net proceeds, would also 
authorize the Government to take possession. 

All these things the company does, and these are the only contin- 
gencies, say the committee of that day, which would authorize the 
taking of such possession or dealing harshly with the companies. 

But while the company shall continae to comply with these requirements, the 
Government, if it has not all the security it might desire, has all it ever spomen 
for, and has no right to complain. And at the maturity of the bonds, if com- 

pany fail to pay principal and interest, the Government may take ion of the 
Ler | which the company, in the mean time, must keep in use and repair. 

Any one who assumes that that opinion can be made consistent with 
the present position of the Judiciary Committee will be able to dem- 
onstrate that black is white, that good morals are bad morals, or any 
other proposition whatever, no matter what its absurdity. The whole 
report goes upon the presumption that there is a contract to be con- 
strued and not to be violated or set aside, and that the Government 
must be satisfied with the security which it took at that time and 
cannot enlarge the security, and if it made a bad bargain it must 
abide by it. 

The Court of Claims in the case of the Union Pacific vs. The United 
States also said it was an improvident bargain but treated it as a bar- 
gain binding in the future as in the past. On page 583 of 10 Nott 
and Hopkins’s Court of Claims Reports in the opinion of the court in 
that case is found the following: 

But beyond the confines of all uted construction there remains one uncon- 
troy: provision in the statute, which seems decisive of the legislative intent. 
The only party to whom an option was reserved by the act is the Government, and 
that option is the important right of making the company’s services as litile or as 
great as it pleases. If it requires these services, the company cannot withhold 
thom; if it refuses all employment, the company cannot exact it. As the compact 
originally stood the Government could keep down this interest without the expend- 
iture of any ready money, by simply furnishing to the company this employment, 
and it might push the advantage to an unlim extent, even to the earn- 
ings of the road to the liquidation of the debt before it had matured. The subse- 

uent statute, which substituted a half for the whole of the earnings, did not affect 
the legal import of the Government's reserved discretion nor change the legal rela- 
tions of the parties, nor vary the construction applicable to the original statute. 
It was an alteration in degree and not in kind, and still left the company in this 
matter of service entirely subject to the orders of the Government. In contem- 
plation of law, the wrong and injury of which the Government complains are en- 
tirely of its own choosing. Courts of law cannot be invoked to aid persons where 
they themselves possess the means of redress. If an ordinary party were to come 
into another court with such a complaint, he would be told: “ Either you have will- 
fully withheld this 8 from the other contractor or you have been unable 
to furnish it to him. the former supposition is the fact, then the fault is your 
own, and you cannot ascribe wrong to one who, you confess, has always been will- 


ing to repay you in the manner which your t prescribes. the latteris 
the fact, Shee, pesosa the sources of . — which 8 8 
o gives you more of the 


and because the payment in kind which you elected to 
transportation than you really require, you are trying to shift your loss to 
other shoulders than your own. Your misfortune is really this, that you made an 
improvident bargain.” 

I pause here to say that the Government has acted a most unbusi- 
ness part toward these companies by not giving them all its transpor- 
tation instead of 2 y way of the isthmus, where it has had to 
pay all cash from the Treasury, when it could thereby have applied at 

east one-half of the cost to the extinguishment of this debt. It is 
not the fault of the companies, for they have always stood ready to 
do that transportation as low as for private parties. The interest could 
have thus been kept down, and perhaps extinguished. As the Court 
of Claims say, it is a wrong, and one of the Government's own choos- 
ing, and it ought not to complain of the accumulation of interest and 
make it an excuse for rigorous measures, when it had the remedy in 
its own hands under the contract, and to neglect that remedy was 
an expensive loss to itself and a gross injury to the companies. Con- 
gress should long ago have directed this to be done, and not have left 
the different Departments, which had transportation to be done but 
no particular interest in the reduction of this debt, to use other modes 
of transportation to the Pacific, which took large annual appropria- 
tions from the Treasury. The neglect of Con has partly arisen 
from the jealousy of rival Pacific Railroad schemers, who feared to 
have such a law passed lest it would injure the interests of their pro- 
jected roads when completed. But under the circumstances the accu- 
mulation of interest is not an argument against the companies. 

But, resuming my train of remark, where is the great misfortune 
in making an “improvident bargain,” provided the bargain may be 
varied in any way by the legislative will? Certainly itis a very tem- 


ViII——145 


porary misfortune. I should like to ask upon that theory where was 
the use of sending this to the Court of Claims and the United States 
Supreme Court at all? Why was it necessary to go through all this 
machinery to get the construction of a law which was to be ed 
as soon as it was construed, and the legislative will substituted for 
the construction of the courts? These parties were sent to litigate 
this matter in the Court of Claims; they were allowed to do so, and 
in the Supreme Court; and these courts sent them back, or sent the 
United States back, with the assertion that you made an improvident 
bargain and you must abide by it. How do we propose to abide by 
it? By this legislation, by exasting that whieh we did not exact 
before, by enlarging the terms of the bargain on behalf of the United 
States and shrinking them so far as the companies are concerned. 
That is the logic of the whole proposition. The Supreme Court 
unanimously confirmed this judgment of the Court of Claims, which 
was for $512,632.50 in favor of the company, and no one can read 
the opinion of the court, delivered by Justice Davis, and not see that 
the idea is catried all the way through it that a contract binding on 
the respective parties is being construed one to run till the maturity 
of the bonds, and not a mere moot case, the decision of which had no 
binding force on the future relations of the parties. 

The court proceed to show that the enterprise was considered a 
national undertaking, for national purposes, and that the public mind 
was directed to the end in view rather than the ioular means of 
securing it; that the road was a military necessity, and that there were 
other active reasons for it, the protection of an exposed frontier, &.; 
that there was a vast unpeopled territory lying between the Missouri 
and the Sacramento Rivers, practically worthless without the facili- 
ties afforded by a railroad for the transportation of persons and prop- 
ey; that its construction would develop the agricultural and min- 
eral resources of those regions, bring them forward and make great 
States of them, turn them first as they have been into organized 
Territories, and some of them, like Nevada and Colorado, into States. 
This was pointed out by the Supreme Court as a reason for the bar- 
gain which the Government eatthattime. They then go on and 
speak of the difficulty of building the road considered by many per- 
sons as insurmountable, building a railroad two thousand miles in 
length over deserts, across mountains, through a country inbabited 
by Indians jealous of intrusion upon their rights, and they say : 

It is nothing to the purpose that the difficulties in a great measure 
disappeared ter trial, and that the ‘was constructed at less cost of time and 
money than had been considered ‘ible. No argument can be drawn from the 


wisdom that comes after the fact. Congress acted with reference to a state of 
things believed at the time to exist; and, in interpreting its tion, no aid can 
be derived from sabsequentevents. The of building road was not con- 
ceived for private ends; and the prevalent opinion was that it could not be worked 
out by private ital alone. Itwas a work, in neces- 
sities, and req national assistance. 

The policy of the country, to say nothing ef the supposed want of constitutional 


poros; stood in the way ef the United Staies taking the work in its own bands. 
ven if this were not so, reasons of economy s that it were better to enlist 


rivate capital and enterprise in the by o the requisite inducements. 
boso ——— to do this, in onder promote the eee and operation 
of a work deemed essential to the security ef great pu interests,—1 Otto, 81. 


The Supreme Court direetly recognizes that inducements, extraor- 
dinary inducements, were held out because there was an extraordi- 
son work in hand, of great public utility, which the Government 
could not build properly except through private hands. Now, when 
the road is completed, these mducements, whieh undoubtedly were 
understood by the capitalists whose energy and eapital were brought 
in play to be promised until the maturity of the bonds, these induce- 
ments, I say, which the Government then held ont are now to be 
withdrawn and we are to say to them, “ Why, we of course got you 
into this; we haye got you to labor for it; in the language of the 
Supreme Court we got you to put your money into it; but we only 
meant it until you got firmly fastened into the enterprise and then we 
would take it away from you; then we would lay down new and 
exacting conditions, of which if we had notified you in advance you 
would not have taken a step toward building the road; now we will 
pass a new law and not rest upon the judicial construction of the 
contract under whieh you eperated. We will pass a new law varying 
these terms, which will remove the indueements under which you 
acted.” I say every line of this deeision goes upon the theory that 
that is improper, that it is unfair, unjust, contrary to publie morals 
and in violation of the Constitution of the United States. The court 
say: 

It is true, the scheme contem 
able expectation ef this, eapi 
enterprise. 

And yet by this bill all hope of profit would be eut off except in a 
certain contingency ; and the reasonable expectation which grew out 
of the legislation of that time is to be disappointed by taking away 
the opportunity of eontemplated profit to individuals. 

But this consideration does not in itself the relation ef the 
suit. This might have been so if the rrasa had ä 4 
advance private inte and agree to aid it on aceount of the ental 
advantages which the public would derive from the eompletion of - 
way. But the primary objeet of the Government was to advance its own interests, 

nd it endeav to en individual eo-operation as a means to an end, the 
pine a road which could be used for its own purposes. there- 


ted prefit to individuals; for, without a reason- 
eouki not be ebtained, nor the requisite skill and 


CTT 
ich were im on the TA it m lepen 
on the true meaning of the enactment nsii nionod ‘x the ight of 9 


ous history. 
And further along in this decision they show what these companies 
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can be required to do, which they say are three things, and three 
things only: 

First, to pay said bonds at maturity; second, 
the com due the 
the payment of the bonds and interest until the whole amount is fu 
to pay over to the Government, after the road shall have been fully completed, 5 

cent. of the net earnings of the road, to be appropriated to the payment of the 

— 5 and interest.—1 Otto, 85. 


to allow the Government to retain 


On page 88 the court say: 

Compelled as it 

The Government— 
was to in rate a private Rage ts 4 accomplish its object, it proffered the 
terms on which it d lend its aid. deemed too liberal now, they were then 
considered, with the lights before it, not more than sufficient to en the atten- 
tion of enterprising men, who, if not themselves capital, were in a 


position to command the use of it. These terms looked to ultimate security rather 
than immediate reimbursemen uch as the corporation would require all its 
available means in construction ; and torequire it, while the work was in progress, 
to keep down the interest on the bonds of the United States, might seriously crip- 

lo the enterprise at a time when the p object of Congress was to advance 

t. There could, however, be no reasonable objection to the ba nea “of all 
compensation for services rendered for the Government” from the outset, and of 
“5 per cent. of the net earnings after the completion of the road" to the payment 
of the bonds and interest. These exactions were accordingly made. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question ? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I notice that he reads very fairly the part of the 
decision that he thinks applies to his views, but I notice one phrase 


there that he reads, where the court say that the thing arranged for | P® 


was looking to ultimate security. Now I wish to ask my honorable 
friend 

Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator please read the passage? [Hand- 
ing book. 

. EDMUNDS. I heard the Senator read it. I have no doubt 
the words “ ultimate security” are there. It is at the bottom of the 
page, I see: 

‘These terms looked to ultimate security rather than immediate reimbursement, 
inasmuch as the corporation would require all its available means in construction. 

I wish to ask my honorable friend what there is in this proposition 
of the committee for a sinking fund but exactly that thing, ultimate 
security for the performance of a duty, which I believe everybody 
agrees rests upon these corporations, to meet their obligations to their 
creditors, including the United States, when they became due ? 
Mx. SARGENT. The Senator is very readily answered. Whatever 
Con then did in making this contract looking to ultimate secur- 
ity is binding, but it has no right to come in now and enlarge the 
terms in favor of the United States, in order to still further look to 
ultimate security, Thatisall. Iwas reasoning from the late decision 
and showing that the court treated it as a contract between the par- 
ties; but because the Government has power, through its National 

ature, to express its will in proper cases by law, it is no more 
potential, in morals or justice, than a private individual dealing with 
another piven individual, to avoid its contracts. It cannot tear up 
the parchment containing its stipulations and deny to the party of 
the other part the benefft of them because it can make laws. By 
what right can it, after having entered into an en ment, accepted 
by its creditor or debtor, declare that it will be bound differently from 
the terms of the engagement ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then “ultimate security” being the thing, and 
not present payment, that Congress was to look out for, the contract 
(as the Senator well styles it, an arrangement or contract) provided 
that the supreme legislative tribunal of the Union, standing indif- 
ferent between the people who furnished the money and the people 
who took it, should have the right in the future to change the con- 
stitution of the arrangement. y is not that a pure exercise of 
the right of “nltimate security” which the companies themselves 
agreed to jost as much as they did to that part of it which said that 

cy should have the bonds? 

x r. SARGENT. The Senator goes off into another branch of the 
subject. 

r. EDMUNDS. Not at all. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to discussing that fully. I 
have already referred to it. Ido not believe that when, in 1862, it 
was provided that Congress should have the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal the act, having due regard to the rights of the parties, and 
subsequently, when, in 1864, they reserved the right to repeal or amend 
in order to carry out the objects of the act, which were the building 
and maintenance of a railroad, &c., that they thereby ever reserved 
or that it was thought by Congress that it reserved the power, or 
that it was understood by the companies that Congress reserved the 
power to say the Government will make the interest presently due, 
when it was to be due only when the bonds became due, or the bonds 
should be required to be paid before they matured, or more than the 
5 per cent, should be retained, as this bill proposes swelling it to 25 
per cent., or any other of the exactions which are now proposed could 
be made. In other words, I believe the power to amend, alter, and 
repeal was simply to provide that if these parties did not carry out 
their contract and build a good road, a first-class road, and keep it in 
repair and give the Government preference in the use of it, the Gov- 
exnment would have the right to take it out of their hands and put 
it in the hands of men who would build it and run it properly. It 
was simply in reference to those matters that the power to amend or 
repeal was applied and understood by the parties at the time, and 


ration for services rendered, and apply aa same to 
y third. 


not to the taking back of the “inducements” which motived private 
parties to enter into the contract. 

And I repudiate the idea that Congress stands in the impartial re- 
lation to these parties which is claimed. Congress is the mere organ 
of the Government for certain purposes. It does not stand as an 
umpire between the Government and those who contract with it. In 
effect it is one of the parties to be bound by Government contracts, 
and has no right to deny or impair their obligations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will allow me, because I have entire 
faith in the sincerity of his convictions, it seems to me that he does 
not present the case that is presented by the bill now in hand. He 
says that it was not understood that Congress should require these 
people to pay their debt before it was due, as if this were the propo- 
sition. But it does not appear to us that this is the proposition. The 
proportion is, when you strip it of its flounces Sna furbelows, that 
each of these corporations shall not put its tolls into the pockets of 
its stockholders in such a way and to such an extent that itis con- 
fessedly impossible for it to meet its engagements; that is all. 

Mr. SARGENT. The legislation provided for profits to the extent 
of 10 per cent. to the corporators and that one-half of the net earn- 
ings should be retained by the Government. The Senator’s bill pro- 
vides that the whole of the net earnings shall be paid to the Govern- 
m 5 


ent 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh! no. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not mean the net earnings; I mean the com- 
nsation—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; not the compensation. 

Mr. SARGENT. I cannot yield to be interrupted by the Senator 
unless he lets me complete a sentence before another interruption. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly not. I am only making a su tion 
by the courtesy of my friend, and I will not interrupt him to his an- 
noyance for a moment. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator certainly interrupts me when I am 
trying to complete a sentence. 

r. THURMAN. The Senator from California ought not to mis- 
state the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I apologize, because I am acting by the grace of 
my friend entirely. 

. SARGENT, Not merely that; the Senator knows that I am 
never slow to allow interruptions, even if they come by couplets, as 
in this case, when the two prominent members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee unite their forces. That I have no objection to, only I do de- 
sire that I may have an opportunity of completing my sentence, and 
not to be interrupted in the middle of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator to believe that I am not dis- 
posed to complain of his right to take his own method to discuss the 
measure, 

Mr. SARGENT. I was only going to say, and I will say, if allowed 
to do so, that by the original contract between these parties, as mod- 
ified in 1864, it was provided that only one-half of the compensation 
for transportation should be retained by the Government, the other 
half to be paid over to the companies. So stated the Supreme Court 
when the question was submitted to it. That was not only the lan- 
guage but the meaning of the act, as construed by that tribunal, 
which was appealed to. Now comes in this proposition, and that not 
merely one-half the transportation money 1 be retained in the 
Treasury of the United States, but that the other half shall be retained 
there also. Of course it is said it shall be treated as if it were the 
money of the companies. They shall not be allowed to use it; but we 
say we will allow them about two-thirds of the interest they could 
make upon it if they were allowed to handle it themselves; we will 
seize upon it and put it into our strong box, or put it into our bonds, 
and the lowest bonds we can devise, and they shall have the benefit 
of the interest so made, whereas they themselves claim, and unques- 
tionably with truth, that the money in their hands will be worth a 

t deal more than the interest the Government will allow for it. 

am perfectly willing, now that I have completed my sentence, to 
have the Senator say if that is not a fair statement of the original 
contract and the modification to be made by this bill. 

In view of this decision, which so strongly emphasizes “ the induce- 
ments held ont” by the Government “ to procure the requisite capital 
and enterprise,“ I again ask, as I did a day or two ago: 
2322000 TTT 

en n. 00 o © o which was 
given, or Arere t could — make new conditions as soon as the road 


was built and was in operation KORDE AUR the whole of the transportation should 
be paid to the Government and more the 5 per cent, should be? 


To that question the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] replied 
from his seat, “Certainly.” Then were these “inducements” mere 
mockery. Then was the most stupendous confidence game played 
the world has ever seen; and the submission of any such question to 
the Supreme Court was a roaring farce. Sappose the Government 
should now pass an act teeing to the Texas Pacific Company 
a stipulated interest on its bonds, so many thousand dollars a mile, 
if the road should be built in such a manner and with such speed, 
and exacting a mortgage on the completed road as security, reserving 
aright to — — and amend the act, would it be said, if it left the 
act unamended until after that company had completed its road, as 
required, that the Government could refuse to pay the interest, or 
any part of it, or compel the company to refund the interest as fast as 
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it was paid, or forego all dividends to deposit in its hands annually 
asum of money not originally stipulated for, as a sinking fund or 
security? And yet why not, on the principle claimed by the majority 
of the Judiciary Committee? On that principle no company can rely 
on retaining the benefits of an executed contract. I warn my friends 
who are interested in the Texas Pacific road that you may assent to 
a principle that by and by may destroy you; for who would take 
your bonds with such practical repudiation insisted on by the Con- 
gress of the United States? 

My colleague assumes that it is admitted that Congress has a right to 
alter a contract after default, if I correctly understand him. Everyone 
will admit that in its original legislation it had a right to reserve any 
power, and the assent of the companies to the legislation made the reser- 
vation bindingonthem. Butit is not admitted that a reservation was 
made in that original legislation to withhold the promised considera- 
tion of an executed contract, but only to retain power to compel the 
3 und due maintenance of the road, to carry out the objects 
of the legislation. There is no more power tochange a contract after 
than before a default, but there is a present power to seize property 
and revenues in case of default which does not exist before default. 
The assumption that “ the right to alter, amend, or repeal is the right 
to alter every section, every line! word, and syllable of the act, sub- 
ject only to such limitations as are in the Constitution of the United 
States,” means nothing in view of the limitation contained in the last 
part of the sentence, or it is flatly denied by the able lawyer who re- 
ported this bill from the Judiciary Committee, [Mr. THURMAN, ] in 
reply to the question of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHYTE. ] 


Mr. WHYTE. 8 £ zi Iam rather opposed to this sinking- fund 
meri, and I supposed there was no impediment to uiring the companies to 
pay, in addition to the 5 cent. and the half-transportation account, a sum which 


would be equal to the whole interest paid semi-annually by the Government. 


Mr. ALUSON. And apply it now to payment? 

Mr. WHYTE. Certain} 22 ly it pal, 

Mr, THURMAN. I beg to the Senator’s attention to what in my judgment, and 
in his I think, as a lawyer, is an insuperable obstacle to that proposition. So far as 
the 5 per cent. of net earnings and the transportation account, which under 
existing law are applicable annually, to use the very language of the act, to reim- 
burse the Government the irterest which it pays are concerned, there is no difli- 
culty whatsoever; but to take a further sum and apply that pears to the pay: 
ment of the interest of the debt due to the Government, would be to make the b; 
Po to the charge that we are requiring money from these companies before 

itis due. 

Mr. BLAINE, Why cannot Congress alter the law in that t? 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator mean that we sball alter the law and make the 
whole debt payable now! 

Mr. BLAINE. Under the Senator's theory, where is the particular 
the Senator from Ohio stops in his volition to alter the law! That is what I want 
to be instructed upon. 

Mr. THURMAN, If the Senator needs instruction it is because he has not listened 
to me or anybody else who has spoken in favor of the bill of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have listened with a great deal of interest. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we had the power, I for one would not be willing to exercise 
it; but we have never asserted the power to make that which is payable thirty 
years hence, or now wor pesas hence, payable to-day. We have never asserted 
any such power yet, and I do not think we ever shall. 


Mr. CONKLING. When was this debate? 

Mr. SARGENT. Last night. } 

A line of that legislation made the debt due in thirty years, and 
both as a lawyer and an honest man the Senator from Ohio recoils 
from altering or amending it. The same rinciple, I submit, and for 
the same reasons, should protect other stipulations put in the legis- 
lation as“ inducements to capital and enterprise” to build the road. 

Mr. President, in summing up the great favors which these com- 
panies have received from the Government of the United States, 
the great grants which have been given to them, described in such 
exaggerated language, it may be worth while to reflect whether those 
considerations presented by the Sapreme Court of the difficulties 
almost insurmountable, considered by many as too insurmountable to 
be overcome, should not be considered, and also the fact that the Gov- 
ernment for years before and during all the time that the Pacific rail- 
roads were being built was taxed for transportation, necessary trans- 
portation, far more than the whole amount of annual interest which 
it pays upon these bonds. 

r. PADDOCK. Was it not nearly double the amount? 

Mr. SARGENT.” Yes, sir. The Senate is not in want of official in- 
formation on this point and has not been for years. Suppose by the 
loan which the Government made to these companies, which costs it 
annually $3,000,000, it has saved $6,000,000 ; # not that to be taken 
into account? Suppose the whole amount of expenditure on account 
of these roads, if never a dollar was paid upon them, funded up to 


int at which 


1900, is not more than half the amount that the rate of expenditure | 


which the Government was paying at that time, funded into a sum, 
would reach, I ask if there is not an immense balance on behalf of the 
Treasury 
companies? The Government, says the Supreme Court, wanted to 
cheapen its immense cost of transportation over these deserts, widely 
separating the inhabitable parts of the country, and it succeeded in 
that. A Senate committee in 1871 laid all the facts in reference to 
this matter before the Senate, and showed that the cost of the mail 
service to the Pacific coast had been annually increasing for several 
years before the opening of the road. The committee say: 

From June 30, 1860, to June 30, 1861, the cost of the overland route from the Mis- 


souri River to California alone was $954,855.15. From June 30, 1861, to June 30, 


1864, the same service from the Missouri River to Placerville, was $3,210,000, or, 


on account of the dealings of the Government with these | 


per annum, $1,070,000. To these sums should be added thesteamship service, which 
ay > 


including incidental for Co., at least $200,000 
and cost from Placerville to e shank 350,000 per sah Se rT EEN 

N these enormous sums, which the Government was then an- 
nually paying out, and which it would be paying to-day, and even 
greater sums, were it not for the Pacific railro is to be put the 
present cost, which is about $250,000 a year. The statement itself is 
startling, but it is entirely waived aside in the eager desire, the eager 
rush, headed by the Judiciary Committee, to put their hands upon 
all the money which the men may have earned who carried out the 
enterprise under the inducements of the Government, contrary to the 
eontract by which this great saving in the matter of mails alone has 
been effected. The committee proceeds as follows: 

It will thus be seen that the av: o cost of mail transportation for four 
previous to June 30, 1864, was 81.8083 per annum. RS 

It costs now less than the odd figures. 

With the increased cost of labor and materials, the cost of this service was 
greatly increased after 1864. The effect of the railroad will be shown by a com- 
parison of the cost of mail service in 1868 with the year 1870. 

And then they giveatableshowing the total cost from June 30, 1867,to 
June 30, 1868, $2,129,550. Be it understood furthermore that this mail 
service as then rendered was always uncertain, interrupted, liable to be 
broken up by Indians, toilsomely going over barren plains. I do not 
know that the cost was greater than the expense of it to those who car- 
ried it or much greater; but at any rate it was a very precarious and 
uncertain service. The shortening of the time is of great importance 
to the business of the country. Instead of twenty-five days, the mail 
is now carried across in seven or in six anda half. There are other 
incidental advantages besides the immense reduction of cost to the 
Government, besides the immense added amount which is left in the 
Treasury of the United States to be devoted to other purposes, which, 
had it not been for this enterprise, would have been annually taken 
from it. The committee show by their report made in 1871 that the 
contract price for Government transportation before the war was $1.30 
per hundred pounds for each one hundred miles, and the prices in- 
creased after that greatly. The highest price of transportation paid 
to the railroads in 1871, and it is less now, was not more than twenty- 
five cents per hundred pounds for one hundred miles; that is to say, 
less than one-sixth of the amount that it was before the construction 
of the road and much less than one-sixth of the amount it was during 
the time of the construction of the road. 


The amount which the transportation—for which $4,178,967.90 was paid—would 
have cost, at the rate of $1.30 per one hundred pounds per one hun miles, is 
therefore— 

Says this committee— 


a matter of mathematical calculation. That sum would have been $21,730,633.80, 
showing a saving of $17,551,666— 


Up to 1871— 
which would pay all arrears of interest now due upon the bonds issued to the 
Pacific companies more than three times over. 


Oh, there was no advantage to the Government in building the 
road! There was a deceitful pretense of munificence to certain pri- 
vate parties, under falseinducements held out, intended to be repeaied, 
to get them into it, to get all this great saving of millions afterward 
to the Government, and then to draw back any promise the Govern- 
ment had given. It was no advantage to the Government, of course! 
Seventeen millions and over up to 1871 dying in the Treasury of the 
United States, or used for other beneficial purposes, before that time 
would have been paid ont for transportation, but is saved by the 
operation of the road. Oh, let us grind them down; let us be hard- 
hearted to them; let us exact the most that we can, take away their 
profits, and rail at them because they made money ont of the con- 
struction of the road. That is the animus of the legislation, it seems 
tome. I say it is 8 and unfair and harsh, and well merits a 
comparison with the language of the Duke of Venice to Antonio that 
he deals with— 2 

mn 2 „ „* 


adversary, 
e of pity, void and empty 
From any dram of mercy. 


Then the committee proceed and say: 


The Secre' of War on the 15th of February, 1871, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate, est es the cost of the military service, through the War Depart- 
ment, in guarding the overland route from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
from the acquisition of California to 1864, a period of sixteen years, at about 
100,000,000, and states that this sum “is rather below than above tho true cost of 
the service. This sum would equal $6,250,000 per annum for the entire od, As 
this expense was constantly increasing, the annual cost at the time of the opening 
of the ific Railroad must have been much greater. 

The expenses of the Indian service for the same period, as shown by the report 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, was over $560,000 per anetra t kai the mail 
service averaged a little less than $1,000,000 per annum for the whole but iu the 

gar 1864 it had reached $1,296,000 per annum, and was increasing with the popu- 
| lation of the Pacific coast. These sums together make an average annual cost, 
from 1841 to 1864, of over $8,000,000. i 

These statements fully corroborate the statement of Secretary Stanton and of the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on the Pacific Railroad, made in 1862, that the 
cost of this Government service at that time was about $7,500,000 per annum, and 
that this cost was annually increasing. 

The whole amount of the bonds issued in aid of all the Pacific Railroads is 
$64,618,832. The annual interest on the same is 83, 877,120.92. The earnings thus 
far have paid about 30 per cent. of the interest, which, deducted from the annual 
interest, leaves the net annual expenditure for interest $2,713,991. 

The net result to the United States may be thus stated: 

The cost of tlie overland service for the whole period from the uisition of our 
Pacific coast possessions down to the completion of the Pacific Rañroad was over 
$8,000,000 per annum, and this cost was constantly increasing. 
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‘The cost since the completion of the road is the annual interest—$3,877,129—to 
which must be added one-half the charges for services performed wee company, 
about $1, 163,138 per annum, making a total annual expenditure of about $5,000, 
and showing a saving of at least $3,000,000 per annum. 


Mr. President, with a saving of $3,000,000 per annum to the Gov- 
ernment ever since the road went into operatien, there is certainly a 
strong reason why the Government should be considerate in its deal- 
ings with the companies, why it should, while it can, secure adequate 
security that this debt and its interest shall be ultimately paid, yet 
not require that it shall be paid at a too short specific time with the 
accumulations of interest, to the danger of breaking up the road, 
throwing the company into bankruptcy, or causing the roads to become 
dilapidated, or overburdening Pacific commerce. The Government 
should not do these things, but instead it should give such time and 
such terms to the companies as will enable them to discharge their 
obligations. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Senator from California is 
kind enough to yield to me to make a suggestion. Iheard the Sena- 
tor from Ohio su t that he would ask the Senate to wait and “ sit 
out” this bill to-night. It seems to me there is as little reason for 
submitting the Senate to a night session upon this bill as upon almost 
any bill I can think of, The Commitee on Appropriations, pending 
the bill, with the consent of the Senate, take up their appropriation 
bills seriatim as they are ready, and it therefore is hindering no legis- 
lation which is urgent; and, inasmuch as there are some twenty years, 
I believe it has been frequently stated, in which to accomplish this 
purpose, certainly a day or two will not be valuable in its considera- 
tion. For the convenience of a number of Senators, I venture tosug- 

t to the Senator from Ohio that we have an understanding that on 
3 if he thinks it is important that it should be Monday rather 
than Tuesday, some time during the day we shall take a vote on the 
bill. I know there are several Senators who mean to be heard upon 
the bill, and I would ask if Tuesday is not as well as Monday; and if 
Tuesday were fixed as the day, I would ask my friend from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. Eaton] whether that would not, in his opinion, so far as he 
knows the views of Senators, give a reasonable time for such a debate 
as may be desired. 

Mr. EATON. My own impression is that upon a t measure of 
this character there ought not to be any haste. This matter has 
twenty years to run; it would not make any essential difference if 
the bill were not pen at all this year or if it were passed next year 
rather than this. I would suggest that Wednesday or Thursday be fixed 
upon to take the vote as giving time enough, so that the measure may 
be thoroughly discussed, and then there will be ample time to explain 
our legislation and understand it well. I seeno reason why the matter 
should be hurried in the way suggested by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CONKLING. Two Senators, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Eaton] and the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom, ] sug- 

est Wednesday, and that suggestion I submit to the Senator from 

hio and ask him to hear a remark in connection with it. I have 
been told since I rose, and indeed I knew before, that several mem- 
bers of the Senate have gone or are compelled to go away between 
now and Monday, who will not be back before Tuesday, and possibly 
not before Wednesday next. I know also that they would be very 
glad to be here in reference to the vote on this bill; indeed I have 
msde with one a conditional p myself to answer his convenience, 
as he was hurried away and had no time to arrange affairs. I was 
very reluctant, I confess, to pair on the bill, but I did it under the 
circumstances, saying that if a vote . between now and 
Monday I would see that his vote counted by pairing with him my- 
self. That is not agreeable to him, and it is not ble to me. 

As the Senator from Connecticut says, and as I believe I said, I 
think a case can well be supposed in which a day or two of time is 
not important in the decision of the final question upon the bill. 
That such is the case the Senator from Ohio will admit, and I would 
suggest that that arrangement will save our remaining here for some 
hours and wearing out each other in attempts on one side to keep the 
Senate in session on Friday night, which is not a fortunate night for 
the , and on the other side in attempts to defeat that purpose. 

The be nator from Ohio knows also, without my referring to it 
especially, that a considerable number of members of both parties 
have taken to-morrow to attend an observance which it would be a 
little hard unexpectedly to attempt to deny to anybody who feels dis- 

sed to go. ` 

Under all the circumstances, I hope the Senator from Ohio, either 
without a definite time being fixed or fixing some day agreeable to 
others, will not ask us to stay here longer to-day. If that suggestion 
is convenient to the Senator from California, he will retain the floor 
to continue his remarks when the Senate meets again, and we can 
now adjourn until Monday. The acceptance of this suggestion by 
the Senator from Ohio would enable him to do what he is always 
willing to do, and that is something very agreeable to the views of a 
majority of the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I understand the Senator from New York to sa: 
that to-morrow there will be a ceremony or something of that kind, 
or words to that effect. 

Mr. CONKLING. Words to that effect. 

Mr. THURMAN. He intimates that as Parliament adjourns for the 
Derby we ought to adjourn for that ceremony. I believe that cere- 
mony is the launehing of a ship. 


Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will allow me, I am sorry that he 
sees any similitude between a horse-race and the launching of a great 
ship that carries the flag of the country. 

Mr. THURMAN. Undoubtedly my fancy is not as as that of 
the Senator from New York, and he sees in the flag and the ship and 
all that a great deal that I would not see; and I and my friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] see a great deal more in a horse-race 
than he does. That is a western kind of fondness that I shall not 
deny. But all joking apart, I was going to say to the Senator that 
if he will let me launch my little ship to-day I am perfectly willing 
that he may go to see his big ship, with the flag flying, launched to- 
morrow, 

Mr. CONKLING. But suppose the Senator sinks his little ship? 

Mr. THURMAN. No Senator will say that I ever pressed him to 
sit a bill out, staying here all night. Inever had charge of a bill yet 
that required me to do that, I must say; and therefore I can take no 
merit for not having done so, But I koy this: that in nine years’ 
experience here I scarcely ever have seen a hotly contested measure that 
we did not haye to sitout. I have sat here many and many a time— 
sometimes when there were but seven or eight of us on our side—and 
helped to make a quorum and sat the whole night long that measures 
might be passed. e have no previous question and I hope we never 
shall have, at least while I am in the Senate; and therefore our only 
method is to sit a bill ont or to do another thing which is attended 
with very great inconvenience, and that is to fix a time at which a 
yote shall be taken. The great objection to that is this, as Senators 
know: if we agree that the vote shall be taken at a particular time 
without any reference to amendments that may be offered, then a 
Senator may offer the best amendment in the world and one that the 
Senate would see was the best if the mover had an opportunity to 
explain it; but his mouth is sealed, he cannot say a word to show its 
necessity orits propriety. On the other hand, an amendment may 
be offered that is the worst in the world, and which could be demon- 
strated to be so if a Senator could rise and ex its weakness or its 
vicious tendency ; but his mouth is sealed and we must vote without 
any discussion or explanation whatever. 

we have been compelled from time to time, when we fixed a 
particular hour of a particular day to vote on a bill, to make an ex- 
ception in favor of amendments, allowing a five-minute debate on 
amendments that should be offered; but that five-minute debate 
may run for ten or twelve hours, because you can offer as many 
amendments as you please. Any Senator can offer an amendment, 
and you can go on in that way and speak almost ad libitum. There- 
fore, practically I think Lam right in saying that the experience of 
the Senate has been against fixing a particular time to vote upon any 
subject where there were amendments to be offered or where amend- 
ments were likely to be offered; and we are compelled to sit the bill 
out. 

Now one word in reply to the remark of my friend on my right, 
[Mr. EATON, ] that he saw no necessity of hastening this bill or press- 
ing this bill in this way. I submit to him that there has been no 
undue pressure of this bill. Let us look for a moment into the 
facts 

Mr.SARGENT. I was on the floor and only gave way temporarily. 

Mr. THURMAN. Just let me finish what I have to say; and I shall 
be but a minute or two. Let us look a moment at the facts. On the 
10th day of July, 1876, now nearly two years ago, the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate reported a bill in all its main features identical 
with the bill which is now before the Senate, The only difference is 
that the bill now before the Senate is not quite so exacting as was 
the bill reported at that time. I tried to get that bill up, having been 
charged with reporting it to the Senate, at that session. Icould not 
get it taken up; it was toward the close of the session; the appropria- 
tion bills occupied time, and I was defeated in every attempt to get it 
up. At the next session, December, 1876, that bill was taken up and it 
was before the Senate, according to my recollection, for several weeks 
and underwent much discussion, but the incidents connected with 
the count of the presidential vote prevented any vote from being 
taken on the bill; but it was discussed. That was in all its main 
features just the bill we now have before us. On the second day of 
the last October session, on the 16th day of October, I introduced 
that identical bill and had it referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Why it was not reported from that committee for a long time 
is a chapter of history that I do not care to go into; it is one that 
would not reflect much credit on some men who imposed on that 
committee. But so it was. The bill was at length reported on the 
8th day of March, now nearly a month ago, and I gave notice that on 
the succeedin Monday I would ask the Senate to proceed to its con- 
sideration. e Senate did so, and it has now discussed this bill 
nearly four weeks; more than three weeks this bill has been under- 
discussion. Now, four-fifths of the Senators—I think I am right in 
saying—have spoken upon it. My own belief is that every Senator 
has made up his mind one way or the other how he will vote upon it. 

Under these circumstances and after the very full and exhanstive 
arguments that have been made both upon the legal aspects of the 
case and upon the economical and the business aspects of the bill, it 
does seem to me that Iam not obnoxieus to any censure for asking 
the Senate to 8 with the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I have no objection to going on 


and concluding my remarks—— 
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Mr. CONKLING If the Senator from California will yield to me, 
I should like to make a motion. 3 
Mr. SARGENT. I will do so after submitting some amendments 
to the bill, which I ask may be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be received 
and ordered to be printed, if there be no objection. 


Mr. SARGENT. I send to the Secretary’s desk the following amend- 
ments to the bill, which I shall propose at the proper time. Let them 


be read. 
The Chief Clerk read, as follows: 


Strike out section 1. 

Amend section 3 by striking out the last word on line 6, and lines 7, 8, 9, 10, and 
11, and inserting in lieu thereof: Interest on all sums placed to the credit of the 
3 shall be credited, and added thereto semi-annually, at the rate of 6 

cen 


annum.” 
Strike er section 4, and insert the following in lieu thereof: 
Sec. 4. That there be carried to the credit of the said fund, on the Ist day of 


March and September in each year, the one-half af the compensation for services 
hereinbefore named, rendered for the Government by said railroad companies re- 
spectively, not applied in liquidation of interest; and, in addition thereto, each of 
said companies on said days in each year pay into the Treasury of the United 
States, to the credit of said sinking fund, such a sum as, with the said half of the 


amount earned by it as com for Government service, and the 5 per cent. 
of the net earnings payable to the United States under said act of 1462, amount 
in the aggregate to the sum of $1,200,000 per annum: Provided, That the amounts 


so credited and paid into said sin ing fund each year, under the provisions of this 
section, shall not be less than $600,000 for each company. 

Strike out section 5. 

Mr. CONKLING. To enable the Senate (meaning a majority of the 
Senate) to determine whether it sees any reason for a session to-mor- 
row ora pigie session to-night to struggle over the question whether 
this bill shall pass, if it is to pass, an hour sooner or an hour later, I 
move that the Senate do now adjourn until twelve o’clock on Monday 


next. 

Mr. THURMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, (when his name was called.) I agreed with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. . r with him on this 
bill until six o’clock. If my colleague thinks that that pair extends 
to this vote, I shall not vote. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think it d for this reason, that the Senator 
from Michigan knew perfectly well that we could not get to the final 
vote by six o’clock. 

X za PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the roll-call, debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know that the Senator from Michigan would 
vote ‘‘nay” if he were here. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Before the vote is announced I should like to 
understand whether the Senator from California still retains the floor. 

„ OFFICER. No debate is in order pending the 
ro $ 

Mr. SARGENT. Ihave not concluded my s h. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Allison, Rollins, 
Anthony, Conover, Jones of Florida, Sargent, 
Barnum, Dawes, Saunders, 
Blaine, Dorsey, Mitchell Spencer, 
Bruce, ton, Teller, 
Burnside, Ferry, Patterson, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., OA, Plumb, Whyte, 
Chaffee, Hill, Windom. 
NAYS—31, 

Armstrong, Davis of Illinois, Howe, Merrimon, 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Morgan, 
Baya Edmunds, Kernan, Morrill, 
Butler, Grover, McMillan, eres J 

Harris, McPherson, Wallace. 
Coke, Hereford, Maxey, 

ABSENT—13. 

Cameron of Pa., H. Matthews, Withers. 
C x Jones of Nevada, Randolph, 
Dennis, ellogg, Sharon, 
Hanlin, Kirkwood, Wadleigh, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at five o’clock and four min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday next at twelve o’clock. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 5, 1878. 
. House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, re- 
quested the return to the Senate of the bill (S. No.490) supplementary 
to and entitled “An act in relation to the Hot Springs rvation 
in the State of Arkansas,” approved March 3, 1877. 


SESSION ON SATURDAY FOR DEBATE. 

Mr, O'NEILL. I rise to a question of privilege. I move that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Would it be in order to move as an amendment 
that the House meet to-morrow for debate only. 

The SPEAKER. It would not; but the proposition of the gentle- 
man from California can be agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the House meet 
to-morrow for debate only. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I will accept that as a modification of my motion. 

The motion, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move to reconsider the action just taken; and 
also move that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RECORDS OF ELECTORAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. HUNTON. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table, for prens consideration, the joint resolution (S. No. 22) with 
regard to keeping the records of the electoral commission. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read; after which 
the Chair will ask for objections, if any. 

The joint resolution (S. No. 22) providing for a place of deposit for 
the records and proceedings of the commission appointed under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for and cis er the counting of votes 
for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions arisi 
thereon, for the term commencing March 4, A. D. 1877,” approv 
January 29, 1877, was read. 

The joint resolution directs that the records and proceedings of the 
commission appointed under the act entitled“ An act to provide for 
and regulate the counting of votes for President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon, for the term commencing 
March 4, A. D. 1877 approved January 29, 1877, shall be mame | 
the secretary of the commission with the Secretary of State, who 
preserve the same among the archives of his office. 

There was no objection; and the joint resolution was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, and read three times, and passed 

Mr. HUNTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I rise to savanon of personal privilege. 

The SPE R. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I find in a sensational sheet published in 
this city an article entitled“ Mr. BAKER’s falsehood,” which I send 
to the clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mn. BAKER'S FALSEHOOD—A FLAT CONTRADICTION FROM ME. GEORGE C. WEDDER- 


BURN. 
In his h in the House 8 on the great Doorkeeper question, Mr. 
Baker, of Indiana, made use of the followin 8 


I propose to show also that this man Po! a competitor for Doorkeeper by 
the name of Wedderburn, who conveniently dropped out of the list as a rival can- 
didate against him, and on the 16th of October last, the day after Polk's election, 
as a reward for something he had done, was promoted to the position of ‘superin- 
tendent of passes’ at a of $2,500 a year. The sworn evidence shows that 
without a shadow of law for it this man Wedderburn received for one month $165.50 
as payment for his services in an office which, with its salary and emoluments, had 
been created by Polk alone.” 

Last night Mr. C. Wedderburn, the gentleman referred to by Mr. BAKER, 
called at the office of The Post to correct the false statement. He said to a reporter 
for the paper: It is due to Mr. Polk, and especially to myself, to say that this 
statement is false. I was never promoted to the position of superintendent of 
passes, at a salary of $2,500a year; and I did not receive $165.59 for one month as 
alleged. The gentleman from Indiana has simply made a false statement, and that 
is all that is necessary to say about this lunatic.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, if either here or elsewhere 
I make any statement in reference to anybody that I find is incorrect 
I trust that I shall have the manhood and courage whenever I ascer- 
tain that to be the fact to do justice to the man that I have thus 
wron The remarks that I made on yesterday in reference to Mr. 
Wedderburn in the heat of debate I find on review to be substan- 
tially accurate in every respect except the little non-essential in ref- 
erence to the amount of compensation. And I desire to say in refer- 
ence to that matter that I was led into error from the fact that I had 
not computed the amount that it would aggregate at the rate I found 
he was paid for his services as certified to by himself in one of the 
months during the extra session of Con . The gravamen of the 
charge that I made, Mr. Speaker, was that this man Wedderburn was 
a competitor and rival candidate against Mr. Polk and that he cen- 
veniently dropped out of the list of candidates. That is the first 
charge that I made. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I know my friend does not desire to 
misrepresent anybody. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. No, sir. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. As regards what is stated about com- 


pensation, I know nothing and have nothing to say. But so far as 
regards the gentleman’s information that Mr. Wedderburn dropped 
out of the canvass in consequence of having formed a combination 
with Mr. Polk, I beg to tell him—and my means of information are far 
superior to his—that Mr. Wedderburn dropped out simply because of 
want of votes. He was before the caucus three times, and when he 
had no longer any votes he was dropped from necessity. 
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Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I cannot yield for the purpose of speeches 
being interjected into mine. I propose to show, however, by the 
sworn testimony of Mr. Polk, that the gentleman from Virginia has 
been entirely misled, and I propose to show I commented very mildly 
on the damaging facts that are testified to in the record which I hold 
in my hand and from which I read on page 109. This is the testi- 
mony of Mr. Polk: 

By Mr. Cox: + 
Question. I asked you yesterday whether Mr, Wedderburn was not one of your 
poles E. Weder urn never has been a inted by me to any position except 

8 at 22 k as the officers 


This extract proves, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Wedderburn not only, 
as I charged on yesterday, conveniently dropped out of the canvass 
against Mr, Polk, but that he did it in virtue of an arrangement that 
had been made that he should be compensated by an office at the 
hands of Mr. Polk after Mr. Polk had been elected. 

The next charge is as to the rate of compensation. I admit frankly 
that the amount was not $2,500 a year, but $1,800. That, however, 
was not the gravamen of the charge that I made. The charge that 
I made, and the charge that I intended to make, was that by a bar- 
gain an arrangement had been made, by virtue of which, if Polk 
succeeded, Mr. Wedderburn was to have a place. My charge was that 
he was appointed to a place which was unknown to the law, and that 
for his services in that place he was awarded a compensation largely 
in excess of the amount provided by any law on the statute-book of 
the . That was the gravamen of the ch è 

Now, it is trifling with the charge that I made for this man to say 
that I was mistaken as to the amount being $2,500 a year. Iadmit 
that the amount was $1,800 and I also admit that I was mistaken 
to the extent of ten cents in the amount which I said that he received. 
I stated that he received $165.50; I find that he received $165.60. That 
is the head and front of the error I committed. Now, let us see 
whether or not I am mistaken with reference to the fact that he 
served as superintendent of passes in the ladies’ reception-room. I 
do not know but what this gentleman may feel indignant because I 
did not contribute sufficient honor and rank to his position. The 
truth is that he was not only the superintendent of passes in the 
ladies’ reception-room, but his all-embracing grasp took in the press- 

mg of the country in addition. If he feels at all sensitive because 
faid not allude to that fact yesterday, I will now apologize for it 
and make the amende honorable. 

I read from page 391 of the testimony. There is given there a list 
of those who received the $3,840 that we appropriated to pay for this 
extra force which was foisted upon the House and upon the 8 
of the country without any authority of law. I read the following: 

Wo, the 3 acknowledge to have received from George M. Adams, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives of the United States, the sums opposite our 
Tapane names, in full of our salaries in the employment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, for the month of 187 : 

I will not read the whole list, but I read from it the following: 

one C. Wedderburn, October 16th to 30th November, superintendent of 
passes, $165.60. 


Now, sir, that is the testimony. I say that with the single excep- 
tion of misstating the amount, the evidence is clear and conclusive 
that by virtue of some bargain that was made with Mr. Polk, at the 
instance of Mr. Wedderburn, he did drop out of the canvass and was 
rewarded by having given him an office with a compensation higher 
than that provided by law, and that the matter was fixed up for his 
accommodation. 

When Mr. Polk su 2 to him that he would reward him with 
a twelve-hundred- do ition, such as the law permitted, Mr. 
Wedderburn, the late candidate for Doorkeeper of the House and a 
present candidate for Doorkeeper of the House, and who I suppose 
expects to reward Mr. Polk when he himself comes into the office to- 
day or to-morrow, replied to Mr. Polk in substance that he was not 
that sort of a man. He said he could not take a twelve-hundred-dol- 
lar place; that was not his size; he wanted a larger place. And 
Mr. Polk, for some reason, I do not know whether because of Mr. 
Wedderburn’s gallantry ang ponens or not, made him superin- 
tendent of passes in the ladies’ reception-room. 

Now I have done with this matter. I admit that in reference to 
the amount I made a mistake. I find on ing it up that the rate 
of compensation which he was actually paid was $150 a month,$1,800 
ayear. But the gravamen of the charge remains, everything of it 
remains. As well might a man who was indicted for the larceny of 
a hundred dollars in bank-bills, and was proved guilty of havin 
stolen say $50, that the indictment was false as for a man to go aroun 
slandering those who tell the truth merely because an immaterial and 
incident. tter, that has no bearing or effect on the gist of the trans- 
action, ha ng to have been inaccurately stated. 

Mr. HAR IS, of Virginia. I do not desire to be misunderstood. I 


did not wish to interrupt my friend from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] in 
his Ree explanation, Reference was made to the withdrawal of 
Mr. Wedderburn on account of some understanding that Mr. Polk 
would reward him. Lonly want to say that, so far as I know and so 
far as his friends from Virginia know, there was no such arrangement. 
We voted for him until we saw that he was beaten and that he had 
no votes. That was the whole of it. Where he or his friends went 
next, and what they did, I have no knowledge. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. It is due that I should say that I did not 
mean to insinuate nor did I charge that any gentleman on this floor 
from Virginia was a peny to this secret understanding. 

Mr. EDEN. Ithink the time of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BAKER] ought to be extended, to let him give his full and entire view 
of this Polk case. 

Mr. FRYE. Irise toa question of personal privile, It is to cor- 
rect a wrong impression which may have been made by a part of my 
speech in this House a day or two since. I hold in my hand a letter 
from J. G. Knight, who was on the solders’ roll. He concludes it thus: 

What I desire to say is that it was no fault of mine that I was on the soldiers’ 
roll. I was put there without my knowledge, and kept there against my protest. 

Very respectfully, 
J. G. KNIGHT. 


Ido not desire to do injustice to Mr. Knight or to any other per- 
son. Therefore I read this letter. 


ELECTION OF DOORKEEPER. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bur- 
LER] rises, as he states, to a privileged question. 

Mr. BUTLER, I desire to have passed this resolution for the pur- 

of completing the organization of this House. 

The SPEAKER, In what respect is this a question of privilege? 

Mr. BUTLER. In this—that I desire to proceed now to the elec- 
tion of a Doorkeeper of this House, and have embodied what I desire 
in the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, which will explain 


itself. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I raise the question of consideration, and call 
for the regular order, which is the calling of committees for reports 
of a private nature, 

Mr. REED. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. COX, of New York, I raise the point that this is not a ques- 
tion of Parren 
; Mr. B How can the gentleman tell till he hears the reso- 

ution 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman has stated that it relates 
to the election of a Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps its terms may bring it within the defini- 
tion of a question of privilege. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER, It will be read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. No one objects to the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the House proceed to the election of a Doorkeeper, and that the 


true Union, maimed soldier, Brigadier-General James Shields, of Missouri, be 
chosen to that place. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I would not interfere with any honors to 
a distinguished soldier like General Shields; but in some contingen- 
cies we must pursue the rules of the House. For reasons which the 
gentleman well knows, connected with our party relations, (he is a 
partisan himself,) we would prefer to Sop the settlement of this 
matter till to-morrow. Meanwhile the office is being filled by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms in pursuance of the order of the House. 

. BUTLER, If I believed that the majority of the House on the 
other side desired to caucus on the merits of General Shields, I would 
certainly not press my motion now. He was shot through the lungs 
in the Mexican war; he bad his arm shattered in the late war; and 
he is now an old man. He has been a member on the floor of this 
House ; he has been a Senator of the United Siates. He is now with- 
out means of support ; and he comes within the law of the land, which 
says that in filling civil offices a maimed soldier shall be preferred. 

. MORRISON. Why have you not preferred him in all these 

ears? 
$ Mr. COX, of New York. One of the virtues of General Shields is 
that he is a democrat; we all know that. But we on this side prefer 
to attend to our business without interference from the other side. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution is not now open to discussion on 
itsmerits. The point is that raised by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Cox shethar it is a question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
made some remarks, I wish to say in reply that there shall be no dis- 
honor, as there is no intention to throw any dishonor, upon the dis- 
tinguished fame of General Shields by action on this side of the 
House. Gentlemen on the other side have had for years the dispensa- 
tion of more than ninety thousand offices, but they have never sought 
to honor this distinguished soldier until this little emergency when 
they seek to do it at our expense. It gives no credit to General Shields 
and none to the other side of the House for him to be honored in this 


uliar way. 
Mr. MORRISON. When General Shields was elected to this House 


by a majority of thousands gentlemen on the other side drove him 
out and put in a man who was not elected. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. Will the gentlemen from Massa- 
chusetts allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to know whether the gen- 
tleman has any authority from General Shields to offer his name for 
the position of Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BUTLER. I never ask any authority to do honor to a gallant 
maimed soldier. I consider that I have a general power of attorney 
in that respect. 3 

Mr. EDEN. Lask the gentleman from Massachusetts whether he 
was here and helped to drive General Shields away from this Hall and 
seat a republican in his place when General Shields had a majority 
of thousands in his favor? 

Mr. BUTLER. My answer to that is that nobody suggested his 


name—— 

Mr. EDEN. The people of his district suggested his name. 

Mr. BUTLER. The difference was this: that was a question of 
election; a question which of two candidates had legally been elected 
to this House. \ 

Mr. EDEN. I suppose that three or four thousand majority to 
gentlemen on the other side was not enough to seat him. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, do not howl. That was a question of elec- 
tion, and men sometimes have acted according to their partisan ideas. 
0 t 

Mr. EDEN. Would the gentleman from Massachusetts vote accord- 
ing to his party predilection when a gallant soldier came here with 
a majority of t or four thousand in his favor. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we did wrong then let us do right now. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ite. FRANKLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts whether he ig peer of the wrong he did then. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am sorry and will try to undo it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Do you repent of your action then ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the floor for a 
moment, I will say that everybody knows the distinguished soldier 
from husetts has had the opportunity, time and again, to have 
honored General Shields, and has not done so. [Laughter.] This is 
not the way to honor him. He is worthier, far worthier, of a better 
and a higher honor—of an office other than this! It is almost a deg- 
radation to ask such a ant soldier to come here and take the posi- 
tion of Doorkeeper of this House. 

Who took the commission away from General Shields in the Army? 
Who, when he was proposed by the people as a Missouri Representa- 
tive—who drove him from this House? Was it not the distinguished 
soldier from Massachusetts and his friends? [Laughter and applause. ] 
Who was it, when General Shields came from Mexican war, all 
battered and torn; who was it that fought him after having fought 
with Stonewall Jackson, laden with leaden bullets; who was it when 
he came here approved by the people, after many migrations and 
trials, came to ask for a seat upon this floor—who was it that drove 
him from this Hall, although fairly elected, and now tenders him at 
last, in his old and impoverished age, this small and unpleasant office ? 
Is it not the distinguished soldier from Massachusetts? [Great 


laughter. ] 

‘Ab Mx. S er, when the gentlemanffrom Massachusetts becomes 
so irate on this subject, he must remember one thing: that it is not 
quite so honorable to give crumbs, when he and others had it in their 

for splendid honors! 


power to give rich festivi 

Let us do honor to the old soldiers of the Mexican war; let us do 
them honor by passing, if you please, the pension bill in their favor. 
But is it fair for us at this time, in the emergency of filling this office, 
to undertake, by a little clap-trap, to make some little popularity by 
suggesting our most honorable democrat for this office at this time? 

t is too late for the gentleman from Massachusetts to repent of 
being a partisan. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not repent. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman said just now, as I under- 
stood him, that if he had been wrong before, it was never too late to 
do right. Is he tired of his bad associates? Is he coming to the 
democrats after a little? [Laughter.] What does he mean by it? 
Is he going to leave the honorable association on the other side and 
come to us? [Great laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER, (coming over toward the democratic side.) Let me 
say——[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. While the lamp holds out to burn, the 
noblest statesman may return. [Great laughter and clapping of 
hands.] It is utterly wrong, utterly out of order, utterly unparlia- 
mentary for me to say that my distinguished friend from Massachu- 
setts is gradually approaching the democratic breastworks, [laugh- 
ter;] that he is making his military approaches so quietly and so 
steadily and so pleasantly by parallels, laughter 3] because I think 
the case of DEAN may be considered as a parallel to this other case of 
Polk. [Great laughter.] As he is coming into our camp. I would be 
the last man to call him the vilest sinner, because we on this side are 
so very virtuous! [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think this effort of the gentleman is intended 
to injare General Shields. So intricate, so strange, and so tortnous 
are the ways of politicians that I think the gentleman [Mr. BuTLER] 
means to damage our grand democratic General Shields. Who can 
tell why a democratic caucus should not, in a noble impulse, or even 
with a view of repairing its past errors as to doorkeepers and other 


matters, select this distinguished soldier and elect him! For one, I 
would be glad to give him my vote, according to the rules and orders 
of my party. And when I see the gentleman from Massachusetts at 
this late day, when his hair is becoming silvered with age, and when 
we are all growing old, when we are all—or should be—on the stool 
of repentance, when I see that the honorable gentleman is tii, 
out for his first and early love again, [laughter,] I have no reproac 
for him; but I do think the regular orderought to be called. I 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to say that when I left the democratic party 
it was an honored organization of brave, firm men who never put 
their sins on a scapegoat and destroyed a man to save them- 
selves; and when the party regain their former prestige, I do not 
know but I may come back to it again if I am not dead. 

Again, it has been said that I have attempted to make some clap- 
trap popularity by offering the name of a Union soldier here. I seek 
no such thing. I desire to make a provision in his old fora Union 
soldier, and, if he is made Doorkeeper of this House, by no vote of 
mine should he ever be disturbed from that position so long as in- 
creasing age and infirmities will allow him to do, as he can do, his 
duties well. When we on this side of the House voted on a contested- 
election case he was then, so far as I knew, in good condition of 
health and circumstan barring his wounds. Now the case is 
changed. Then it was almost a partisan question; as a rale, all 
election cases are, disguise it as we may. I did not think I should 
hear a reproach from the other side of the House thaf I had made 
them one or more votes because I followed the dictates of my con- 
science and judgment in an election case; and I did not think I 
should live to hear again in this House an attack upon me, to raise a 
laugh, from the gentleman from New York. I thought on a former 
oceasion he had learned enough not to do that again. Therefore I 
grant him the mercy of my silence. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You have said that very often here. But 
I do not want any mercy. 

Mr. BUTLER. “Shoo fly! don't bodder me!” ([Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Very original! This is not the first time 
you have said it. But I do not “shoo.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Now let me say a word or two upon party relations. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires tointerrupt the gentleman. So 
long as he confines himself to the personal references made to him- 
Se. ——— 


Mr. BUTLER. Oh, I will keep right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so long as he does that he is 
entirely within the scope of fair r play and right. But when the gen- 
tleman proceeds on a point of order as to a privileged question to in- 
dulge in the line of remarks he is now entering upon the Chair thinks 
it u to apprise and check him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will endeavor to follow very carefully the gen- 
tleman from New York. It is said by that gentleman that we have 
not done our duty here in not taking care of General Shields before. 
To that I answer that the democrats have bad two Con, „this 
one and another one, and they have had two caucuses where we did 
not interfere with them; why did it not occur to them to take that 
8 ro instead of the gentleman they so ungraciously destroyed 
yesterday 

Again, why need any caucus on this question? Why say we will 
do something for him some time? Now is the accepted time, now 
is the day of salvation for you upon this question of Doorkeeper. 
[Laughter.] It may never come in. It is only “‘ while the lamp 
holds out to burn that the vilest sinner may return.” Its flame is 
flickering now and low, and it may g out betwixt this and seven 
o'clock to-night, when your caucus is held, and there will be no place 
for repentance and the lament for this lost chance for repentance 
shall go up to heaven, “ Gone, gone, gone forever!” [Laughter.] 

Why do we debate this question? Is there a man whosays Shields 
is unfit? No, sir. What is the objection? That he is too fit, too 

, too noble, too high, and that the Doorkeeper’s place is not fit 

or him. The only reason, Mr. Speaker, I have to believe he is not 

fit is because of the way his two predecessors have been treated. 

If it had not been for that I might think it might be entirely fit. 

Objection seems to have been answered by the text, Better be a 

doorkeeper in the house of the Lord than dwell in the tents of the 
wicked.” [Laughter. ] 

Now, then, I desire to know whether this House has power when 
it has not a Doorkeeper, only an acting Doorkeeper, to consider the 
question whether they will supply the deficiency? The gentleman 
from New York says he wants to vote according to the behests of his 
party; orders“ of his party was the word. I never vote according 
to the order of anybody under God. If I believe my party are wrong, 
whether I am a democrat opposing the extension of slavery or whether 
I ama republican opposing any wrong, I stand with those who stand 
wien me and see the right as God gives me to see it, even if I stand 

one, 

Vote the old man down. Vote in caucus. But after you come out 
of caucus, if you do not bring the old man out, bring us in some hon- 
orable confederate soldier, with his leg off, who once showed his loy- 
alty to the country by fighting in the Mexican war, and I will vote 
for him against any civilian that can be named. 


ugh- 


Mr. Speaker, on the question of order one word, [laughter,] and 
that is this: it has been decided, ay, it is constitutional, that when 
the House has not a Speaker it may elect one. 


It has been decided 
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that when it has not a Clerk it may elect one, although somebody 
may act as Clerk. It has been desided that 1 that pertains 
to the organization of the House is first in order. Therefore, when 
we meet here at the commencement of a Con „we first proceed 
to organize by the election of a full corps of officers. 1 

That being so, what I claim is, that it is always within the compe- 
tency of the House to say whether it will consider the question of 
electing a Doorkeeper. I call for a vote upon the question whether 
the House will consider that subject, so that the fiat of the Speaker 
shall not stand between a maimed and disabled soldier of two wars 
(who will throw his influence for his brother veterans of the Mexican 
war on the Mexican war pension bill) and the vote of the House on 
both sides, which 1 believe will be substantially, and certainly ought 
to be substantially, unanimous. 

Mr. COX, of New York. One word, Mr. Speaker, of a personal nature 
in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BuTLER.] The 
gentleman from Massachusettss I always knew to be rich in intrigues 
of a political nature. This proposition is perhaps one of them. But 
I never knew him before to have any poverty of wit, or to be obliged 
to repeat his stale wit. [Langhter. | 

So far as the gentleman’s independence is concerned, I have never 
known it to be shown until he was beaten in the Salem district. He 
has now become so independent. He has generally voted with his 

arty. Yesterday he did not vote with his friends on that side of the 
Foia and I did not vote with many of my friends on this side of the 
House. So there is a parity between us. 

So far as the gentleman’s independence is concerned as to the exten- 
sion of slavery, I am not too old to remember that Ife was a delegate 
to the Cincinnati democratic convention 

Mr. BUTLER, To the Charleston convention. 

Mr. COX, of New York. To both conventions. He is doubly bad 
on the slavery question. [Laughter.] é 

I said, to the Cincinnati convention and Charleston convention, 
too. And that shows that the gentleman ought to be very tolerant 
to other people who were with him then, and as he gets older he ought 
to grow in grace day by day. [Laughter.] Let him come up to the 
anxious bench to be prayed for. There is no man for whom I would 
rather lift up a kindly prayer than for the distinguished and intel- 
lectual gentleman from Massachusetts. [Laughter. 

I do not say that he needs it more than some other members. I 
know the good parts of his character; I know his friendliness of 
heart. I know many 9 about him that the world does not know 

renewed laughter] that do credit to his honor and to his integrity. 
Centinued laughter.] It is no laughing matter when I say this. 
Bot one thing of the tleman, and that is never to repeat 
the little piece of wit which he got off about me a short time ago. 
Laughter. 
f Mr BUTLER. I will certainly promise not to do it, if you never 
give me the occasion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will send you to your seat now, par- 
doned; go and sit down, [Jaughter,] and may the Lord God have 
mercy on your soul. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not see pean yy ap reply to. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] a question. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts affirms that this matter of the election of a Doorkeeper is 
a question of privilege. The gentleman from New bart ea Cox] 
makes the point of order that it is not a question of privilege. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts will be kind enough to t the 
attention of the Chair to any decision by a Speaker, or any action on 

_the part of the House, in the past, which indicates that the election 
of a Doorkeeper is a question of privilege. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Chair will indulge me a moment, there has 
never been such an occasion heretofore, except in this Congress and 
in the last Congress, We have never before turned out a Doorkeeper 
once elected by the majority, so far as I know. Therefore I do not 
know where to look for a precedent. You must adapt new cases to 
old principles, and not follow precedents. 

The SPEAKER, It has been held that the election of a Speaker 
and the election of a Clerk were necessary to the organization of the 
Honse, and that no business could be transacted by the House poar 
to such election. But that has never been held in regard to a Door- 
keeper. In 1860 a point of order was raised on this question—— 

Mr. FOSTER. Just a word here. How can the matter be reached 
except as a question of 1 7 

Mr. BUTLER. The Chair will pardon me for a remark. We turned 
out the old Doorkeeper as a question of privilege. Can we not put 
in a new one asa question of privilege? The matter came before the 
House as a question of privilege. * 

The SPEAKER. Neither the election of a Doorkeeper nor any mat- 
ter relating to the Doorkeeper is mentioned in the Manual under 
the head of privileged questions. But the Chair will submit the 
8 to the House, in some such manner as indicated by the gen- 

eman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE) who raised the question of 
consideration, and which is equivalent in effect to the motion of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox. 

Mr. FOSTER. I asked my question in good faith. I would like to 
know if there is any other way of reaching this matter except as a 
question of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine that point. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The question 


of consideration is raised on this resolution. Does not that take it 
for granted that the resolution is pending for consideration! 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit to the House the ques- 


tion whether the resolution presents a question of privilege. The 
Chair does not find in the rules or in the Manual anything specifying 
the election of Doorkeeper as a eee of privilege. In reply to the 
remark of the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. BUTLER, ] that 
turning out a rkeeper was a question of privilege, the Chair re- 
marks that the “alleged misconduct of an officer of the House” is 
1 enumerated among questions of privilege, as referred to 

e other day by the gentleman from Ohio, Gir. Cox. J 

Mr. HALE. Why does not this case come under the general prin- 
ciples always applied to the organization of the Howey 

he SPEAKER. The House is already organized, and it has an 
acting Doorkeeper. 

Mr. HALE. But it is not completely organized in respect to having 
all its offices filled. For instance, suppose that by any calamity all 
the officers of the House should be remoyed by death, if the filling 
of those offices were not a question of privilege I do not see how they 
could be filled except upon the report of a committee, which might 
have to wait its time, and that might be days or weeks, notwithstand- 
ing we might be confronted with such a necessity, as everybody would 
admit, for having the offices filled. 

The SPE The Chair desires to submit to the House the 
question whether this is a matter of privilege. At the same time he 
states that this is a very different question from that raised the other 
day Mes the resolution declaring the Doorkeeper’s office vacant; for 
th ual 904 declares “alleged misconduct on the part of an 
officer of the House” to be a question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the Chair allow me to say one word? 
For the election of a Doorkeeper there is no compulsion. The rules 
do not require it to be absolutely done. We can devolve the duties 
of the office upon either the Clerk or the Sergeant-at-Arms. There is 
no occasion to fill the office unless the House chooses. There is no 
urgency and there is no question of privilege in the matter. I hope, 
therefore, the S er will take the responsibility of decidin this 
question himself, and then let gentlemen of the other side tobe an 
appeal if they choose. 

BAN I desire to say a wordon this question. Whether the 
office of Doorkeeper is mentioned in the rules or Manual or is not men- 
tioned, it has been held from the beginning of the organization of the 
House that this is one of the n officers whose election is requi- 
site to complete the o ization of the House. At the beginning of 
every session the election of this officer is accepted without question 
as a matter of privilege necessary to the o ization of the House. 
The office is not now filled. By the terms of the resolution adopted 
yesterday the discharge of the duties are devolved upon the Sergeant- 
at-Arms only until the House shall have an W to fill the 
office. It cannot be filled in any other way t as a question of 
privilege, as a matter necessary to complete the organization of the 

ouse. This has never been questioned before and it ought not to 
be questioned now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, in reply to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Foster] who asked how the election of a Door- 
keeper could be brought before the House except as a question of 
PEDES that through the agency of the Committee on Rules, who 

ave the right to report at any 39 0 ia resolution could be reported 
for the election of a Doorkeeper. The Chair does not himself con- 
sider that there is now existing an actual vacancy in the office of 
Doorkeeper. If there were an actual vacancy in that office and the 
convenience of the House or the transaction of its business required 
an immediate election, then the point might have weight that such 
election was a question of privilege. But the House yesterday in 
the exercise of its judgment provided for this very contingency and 
declared that another officer of the House should perform the duties 
of Doorkeeper until a new Doorkeeper was chosen. 

Mr. BANKS. The Chair will allow me to say that the office of Door- 
keeper is vacant. The man who occupied that office has been removed; 
and no man has been appointed in his place. There never was ases- 
sion of this House in which there was not some person filling the 
office of Doorkeeper. The temporary assignment of his duties to 
another officer does not fill that office, nor does it deprive the Honse 
of its absolute right as a question of privilege to proceed to fill this 
office, which is just as important to the organization of the House as 
that of Clerk or Speaker or any other of its officers. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The Chair suggested that there was no vacancy 
in the office of Doorkeeper. If that were true there would be force 
in the suggestion. 

aor SPEAKER. No vacancy exists as to the administration of the 
office. 

Mr. THOMPSON. But is there not an actual vacancy? When 
a new Congress convenes there is no Speaker, and nnder our rules 
the Clerk acts as Speaker for the time being. Therefore, under the 
theory of the Chair, there is in such a case no vacancy in the office of 
Speaker, because a person has been indicated to perform in the interim 
the duties of Speaker. So here another gentleman has been indicated, 
not as Doorkeeper, but to perform the duties temporarily. That 
means that he will discharge the duties in his station precisely as the 
Clerk performs the duties of presiding officer before the Speaker is 
. that is, pending the organization of the House. But there is 
a vacancy in both positions and both vacancies must be filled. There- 
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fore, from the very nature of the case, the question does arise, and I 
think it would be a good objection, if there was a proposition made 
this morning to proceed to any other business, for any gentleman on 


this floor, as a matter of pore , to rise and object and urge the 
imperfect organization of the House, and demand as a question of 
privilege no other business should be transacted until the organiza- 
tion of the House was fully perfected. 

Mr. BANKS. Let me call the attention of the Chair to Rule 10. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Chair has recognized me. The Door- 
keeper is not, Mr. Speaker, at all essential to the organization of the 
House. The House can sit without a Doorkeeper. We can abolish 
the office of Doorkeeper and still have an organization of the House ; 
but we cannot do it without a Speaker. The Doorkeeper can be dis- 

nsed with. In this case we have provided for a temporary Door- 

eeper by order of the Honse. 

Mr. BANKS. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to Rule 10. 
I will call the attention of the gentleman from New York to it as 
well. Rule 10 provides that there shall be elected at the commence- 
ment of each ree to continue in office until their successors are 
appointed, a Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, and Postmaster, 
each of whom shall take an oath for the true and faithful discharge 
of the duties of his office to the best of his knowledge and abilities. 

The SPEAKER. It provides“ There shall be elected at the com- 
mencement of each Congress,” &c. 

Mr. BANKS. Certainly, at the commencement of each session of 
Congress. We elected a rkeeper at the commencement of this ses- 
sion of Congress as a matter of pavuegs and because it wasn 
to the organization of this House. esterday also, as a matter of 

rivilege, we removed him because he was unfaithful to his trust. 

ow it is incumbent upon us to fill that office by the election of an- 
other person. It is nece to the organization of the House. It is 
necessary that another Doorkeeper shall be elected before we can 
proceed with business. 

The SPEAKER. Has not a successor pro tempore been appointed! 

Mr. BANKS. Not at all, sir. 

The SPEAKER. It has been done by a vote of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. No Sergeant-at-Arms can fill the office of Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BURCHARD. As the Speaker has indicated his intention to 
submit the question to the House for its decision, I wish to say a word. 
It seems to me it is important as a question of precedent that this 
should be settled upon the proper ground. Itis mnch more necessary 
that should be done than action in reference to the Doorkeeper should 
be taken at the present time. The whole subject is within the con- 
trol of a majority of the House. If they are opposed to action at this 
time they can vote down the motion to proceed to perfecting the 
organization of the House by electing a Doorkeeper, or they can vote 
for a postponement of that question until another time. 

But, sir, as a question of parliamentary law the question to be sub- 
mitted is what will be the decision of the House when an office estab- 
lished by your rules—established by the rules of this House, the same 
as the office of clerk or the office of postmaster—when that office is 
vacant shall it be filled at once as necessary to perfecting the organ- 
ization of the House? The question presented for our decision is 
whether it is a question of Rove to call up the filling of that 
vacancy. It seems te me the House has now the power as a question 
of privilege to proceed to elect a Doorkeeper, and that it is a ques- 
tion of privilege and perfectly in order to move to fill the vacancy. 
Of course the majority of the House can dispose of it as they see fit. 
If they do not care to vote on it at this time they can postpone it, or 
they can vote it down. 

The SPEAKER. There is wisdom in the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, who has just taken his seat. The Chair finds him- 
self without any example to follow in the past. In this case, there- 
fore, the House will establish a precedent for the future. 

In the judgment of the Chair, under the resolution adopted yester- 
day, an officer was appointed to discharge temporarily the duties of 
Doorkeeper. It is stated in the Manual that when a proposition is 
submitted which relates to the privileges of the House, it is the duty 
of the Speaker to entertain it, at least to the extent of submitting 
the question to the House as to whether or not it presents a question 
of privilege. The Chair now pro s in this instance to allow the 
question to be determined by the House itself, and now submits the 
same to the House, so that in the future the question may be regarded 
as one the settlement of which has not been by the single voice or 
judgment of the Speaker, but by a majority vote of the House itself. 
The question, therefore, now before the House for its decision is 
whether the question here presented involves one of privilege or not. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the vote is taken, Mr. Speaker, I desire for 
a moment to call attention on page 221 of the Manual to a statement 
there found in parenthesis: 


(Ordinarily it has been held that the election by the House of any of its officers 
is a question of privilege.) 


The SPEAKER. The very language the gentleman reads shows 
the compiler, who inserted it as a statement of his own, was himself 
in doubt on the question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then there is a further parenthesis: 

See also Presid Speaker, Clerk, — y d 
DB: Peiner, Pape)” jpeaker, Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, 
Mr. BEEBE. I rise to inquire whether it would be in order 

Mr. CALKINS. I only desire to call attention to the fact that it 


seems to have been stated by the compiler of this Manual that it had 
been by common consent heretofore taken as a question of privilege. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to know whether it would not be in order to 
move to postpone the question of consideration of a question of priv- 
ilege until Monday next. If in order I desire to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in order. And it would be equiva- 
lent to the House refusing now to consider the resolution on a pre- 
liminary question. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move to 
mitted by the Chair until 
previous 7 7 8 

Mr. C ISLE. Is it in order for a member to move to postpone 
a question of consideration which is pending before the Speaker and 
which the Speaker has submitted to be determined by the House! 

Mr. BEEBE. The motion to tpone just answers to that case. 
The Speaker has stated that it me the duty of the Chair to 
submit the question to the House. Now it seems to me very proper 
that the Honse should take time to consider the question. It is not 
such a question that the House should be forced to its immediate con- 
sideration. This is a new point. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from New York has made a mo- 
tion which is in order and has called the previous question on his mo- 
tion, is it in order for him to go on and debate it ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would make this suggestion: if the 
Honse desires time to examine into the question of privilege the Chair 
would suggest that the House can test the sense of its members by 
the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SPRINGER. On the question of consideration as to whether 
this is a privileged question or not. ; 
Mr. BEEBE. I rise to a point of order. I understood I was recog- 
nized by the Speaker. 1 asked the Chair whether my motion was not 
in order, and the Speaker said it was. ‘I then made the motion, and 
if in order it seems to me to be the present duty of the House to dis- 

pose of it. > 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to call the attention of the Speaker to this: 
that if yon can postpone the consideration of a question of privilege 
then it is no longer a question of pinse 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. It would come up again when the 
time arrived to which it was postponed as a question of privilege, just 
as election cases are allowed to be interrupted by other business. 

Mr. BUTLER. But whether the House would again exercise its 
privilege after having postponed it for other business is another ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The House always has te decide as to the priority 
of business. 

Mr. BEEBE. I call the regular order. I made a motion which the 
Speaker ized as in order, and I ask that the question be taken 
on that motion. I do not want as a member of this House to be com- 
pelled to vote on this proposition eee 

The SPEAKER. The very su tion which the Chair made gives 
time; and the Chair would prefer to have the issue in the House 
made in that way. 

Mr. BEEBE. With all deference to the Chair I want to avoid any 
poni which might be implied by action with reference to this reso- 

ution. 

Mr. CALKINS. I rise to a question of order. I wish to know 
whether it isin order to move to postpone a question of consideration 
to a day certain. 

The SPEAKER. It is, to postpone to a day certain any question. 
It is embraced in the very terms of the rule. 

Mr. BEEBE. The reason why I do not desire to be forced to vote 
on the question of consideration is that I do not want to be before 
the country as taking a position that I will not consider this propo- 
sition. All I want is in reference to the question of privilege to con- 
sider that and to leave the question of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts as a subsequent matter. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to ask the Chair this question: If the 
question of order which the Chair has proposed to submit to the House, 
whether or not this is a question of privilege, should be decided by 
the House in the affirmative—that is, if the House should decide that 
the motion made by the gentleman from Massachusetts is a question 
of privilege—would not the vote then have to be taken as between 
that question of privilege and the motion I have made ? 

-The SPEAKER. If the House should declare this is a question of 
privilege then the further point could be raised whether the House 
would consider it at this time. 

Mr. POTTER. Yes, Mr. Speaker, but, if the motion of my colleague 
from New York [Mr. BEEBE] should prevail, then the determination 
of the question whether the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts be a question of privilege would be deferred until Monday. 
So that we should thus have until Monday to consider that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood from several members what 
he supposed to be the disposition of the House—that is, not to be 
precipitated into a decision on the part of the House as to whether 
this is a question of privilege or not. And therefore the gentleman 
from New York made the motion that the consideration of the ques- 
tion of privilege be tponed until Monday next. The Chair enter- 
tained that motion 1 it was in order. When any question is 
up for consideration the rule declares exactly what shall be in order: 


When any question is under debate no motion shall be received but to adjourn, 
to lie on the table, for the previous question, to postpone to a day certain. 


tpone the question of privilege as sub- 
ondaynext; and on that motion I call the 


`i 
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Now, it was competent, therefore, for the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BEEBE] to make the motion to Pas sored to a day certain. 


Mr. EDEN. The effect of the motion, 
carry the whole subject over until Monday. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to make a suggestion. I think that the 
Chair, in entertaining the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. BEEBE,] is not correct. If the motion of the gentleman from 
New York will be entertained, he can move to postpone until Monday, 
or until Christmas, with the same propriety. th 

The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to decide. . 

Mr. THOMPSON. It is a question for the House if the original 
motion is pending and properly pending. I think that a motion to 
postpone until next Christmas the question of privilege proves its 
absurdity in my judgment. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the Chair decides that it is a question of privi- 
lege, then a motion to postpone is in order. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair submits the question to the House, 
and it is before the House from the Chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. What question is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question whether this resolution is a question 
of parues 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly then the question of privilege is not be- 
fore the House, and therefore a motion to postpone it cannot be in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has directly submitted the question to 
the House to determine whether or not it be a question of privilege. 

Mr. CALKINS. When the question is decided then the motion to 
» postpone will be in order. 

Mr. BEEBE. I rise to a question of order. Having made a mo- 
tion which the Chair has entertained as in order, and upon that mo- 
tion having called the previous question, it is now too late to discuss 
the question of order or the propriety of the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FOSTER. Before that question is put. 

Mr. BEEBE. It is not in order to debate it. 

Mr. FOSTER. Before that question is put I desire to have read 
the Journal in the case when Mr. Patterson was elected Doorkeeper. 
I maintain that the Journal will show that the election of Patterson 
was introduced as a motion of privilege.- 

Mr. BEEBE. That is in the nature of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the Journal ought to be read. 

Mr. BEEBE. I do not want to antagonize the Chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire the judgment of the Chair upon my qus 
tion of order, which is: that the motion of the gentleman 
New York is premature; that it cannot be consid or entertained 
until the first question is decided, whether this is a question of privi- 
lege or not. e House having determined that question, then it 
will be in order to move to postpone. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the determination of the House that it 
is a question of n gentleman has a right to make the 
motion to postpone, and that question is before the House. 

Mr. BURC I understand that the motion which the gentle- 
man from Indiana excepts to is the motion to postpone the consider- 
ation of the question of privilege. d 

Mr. CALKIN S. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Now, it seems to me, this is one of the questions 
that has risen incidentally that must be decided immediately. Here 
is a question that interrupts the order of business of the House. It 
is stated to be a question of Lees, ; it stops all other business. 
Now is it a question of privilege? e Speaker can decide the ques- 
tion, but he may submit it to the House and the House must 
decide it. 

The motion of the gentleman from New York, therefore, is prema- 
ture. He cannot postpone this question any more than the ee 
can postpone a question of order without the consent of the House. 
It Serene to me, therefore, that the point of order on the immediate 
consideration of the question of postponement is well taken, but after 
the question of whether this is a question of privilege is disposed of 
by the House, then a motion to postpone the question of privilege 
will be in order. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not seem to have made myself understood, and 
I will repeat my point of order. It is: that the motion of the gen- 
tlemen from New York is to postpone the consideration of the question 
of Weg to a day certain. Now it has not yet been determined, 
either by the Chair or the House, whether the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] is a question of privilege, and 
until that is determined there is nothing that can be postponed, and 
the question must be determined summarily. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the rule says “question;” and 
the Chair having submitted to the House whether the House will 
determine that it is a “question” of privilege, it is a “ question,” and 
it can be postponed under the rule and practice and other business 
be proceeded with if postponed. 

. CALKINS. Does the Chair hold that when the Chair submits 
a motion of this kind to the House it is a question within the mean- 
ing of Rule 42. 

e SPEAKER. It is a question just as much as any other motion 
under the rule. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then suppose the Chair determined it and did not 
submit it to the House. I understand the Chair may determine it 


carried out, will be to 


peremptorily or refer it to the House, Neither is a question within 


e meaning of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Where the question is whether a resolution is a 
privileged question to be offered at any time, and the Chair has sub- 
mitted it to the Honse it is a question before the House, and it is com- 
petent for any member to move to postpone it to a day certain. 

Mr. CALKINS. The question before the House, then, is the ques- 
tion submitted by the Chair. 

Mr. BEEBE. By the force of the rule authorizing the Speaker to 
submit it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The House can postpone it or decide it 

forthwith. 
~ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] will 
hardly contend that when a motion is submitted by the Chair to the 
House as to the character of a resolution that it is not a question 
before the House, and, if a question, then it is competent for the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] to move to postpone it toa day 
certain. 
Mr. CALKINS. Allow me another suggestion. Let us take another 
case to illustrate the matter. Suppose a gentleman raises the ques- 
tion of consideration between two bills and the Chair submits the 
question to the House, and then a gentleman moves to postpone the 
question of consideration to a day certain, and then somebody still 
moves to postpone that question to a day certain and so on, ad libitum— 
where would it stop! 

The SPEAKER. The Honse hasit within its power to decide ques- 
tions of priority of business. 

. CAL It seems to me a reductio ad absurdum. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Could not the House adjourn now ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask that the Journal of May 26, 1876, relating to 
the election of Mr. Patterson as Doorkeeper, be read. 

ae e S. Do Lunderstand the Chair to overrule my point of 
order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the gentleman 
from Indiana made any point of order. That part of the Journal 
referred to by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] will now be 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Teese, as a question of privilege, submitted the following resolution; which 
6 3 3 ae 

Resolved, That John H. Patterson, a citizen of the State of New Jersey, be, and 
he is hereby, elected 1 the House of Representatives of the Forty- 
term thereof. 


fourth Congress, for the ut = 
der the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 


Mr. Teese moved to 
and also moved that the motion to er be laid on the table; which latter 
„ and, having taken the oath of 


motion was to. 

The said John H. Patterson thereupon a 
office prescribed by section 1757 of the Re Statutes, and 10 of the House 
of Representatives, entered upon the discharge of the duties of said office. 

The SPEAKER. It seems in that case to have been admitted as a 
ps of privilege by consent, but in this case it is contested, and 

e Chair therefore submits the question to the House to determine, 
as provided for in the Manual of the House. 

Mr. POTTER. And pending the question of consideration it is in 
order to move to ne. 

Mr. BEEBE. | insist upon the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I insist upon the regular order in 
the interest of private claimants against the Government. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very anxious that the Private Cal- 
endar shall be reached. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. If the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BEEBE] prevails, then on next Monday the House will be called 
upon to consider whether this subject is a question of privilege or 
not, if I understand it correctly. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon determining the point of 
order as to whether the resolution is privileged, and not of the merits 
of the resolution. 

Mr. BEEBE. Of course I contemplated that the question should 
come up promptly after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. FRAN There seems to be a disposition on this side of the 
House a little different from that which prevailed yesterday. There 
was no objection yesterday to the other side of the House participat- 
ing in this Doorkeeper matter, but there seems to have been a change. 
I do not think that they have a right to select a Doorkeeper or turn 
one out. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House to be voted upon 
is the motion of the gentleman from New York to ere the ques- 
tion submitted for the decision of the House by the Chair, whether 
under the circumstances existing at this time a motion to proceed to 
the election of a Doorkeeper, as is pone) is a question of privilege. 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. LUTT called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. To what hour on Monday is it proposed to post- 
pone this matter? 

Mr. BEEBE. Immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BUTLER. Irise to a parliamen question, and it is, whether 
the matter will come up for a vote the first thing on Monday, after 
the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be the motion of 
the gentleman from New York, as modified. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, according to that, it will come up immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal on Monday next. 
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Mr. BEEBE, Unless it is again postponed. 

Mr. SPRINGER I sug to the gentleman from New York that 
he modify his motion so that this matter will come up immediately 
after the morning hour, and in that way we can have a morning hour 
on rege 

Mr. BEEBE. I cannot agree to that now; it is too late. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh,no; we want to attend to this Doorkeeper busi- 
ness as soon as possible. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 112, not 
voting 54; as follows: 


YEAS—125. 
Acklen, len, Jones, James T. Scales, 
ken, Eickhoff, Kenna, Schleicher, 
Banning, r Kimmel, Shelle 
l, i Knapp, Singleton, 
Benedict, Evins, John H. Knott, Slemons, 
Bicknell, wing, Landers, Smith, William E. 
kburn, Felton, Ligon, Southard, 
Blount, es 3 Spenge 
£ orney, ger, 
Bouck, Fran! Mash. Stenger, 
Bragg, Garth, Manning, ‘Throckmorton, 
Bright, Gause, q Townshend, R. W. 
Buckner, Giddings, McKenzie, Turner, 
Cabell, Glover, McMahon, Turney, 
Caldwell, J. W. Goode, ills, Vance, 
ler, Gunter, Money, Waddell, 
Carlisle, Harden h, Morgan, Walker, 
Clark, Alvah A. Harris, Henry R. Morrison, Walsh, 
Clarkof Missouri, Harris, John T, Morse, Whitthorne, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harrison, Muldrow, Wigginton, 
Clymer, d uller, W A.S. 
Cobb, Hartze Patterson, T. M Williams, James 
Cook, Hatcher, Phelps, Williams, Jere N. 
Jovert, Henkle, Potter, Willis, Albert S. 
Cox, Samuel §. Henry, 5 Willis, Benj. A. 
ravens, He 8 Wilson, 
Crittenden, ewitt, Abram S. 3 Wood. 
Culberson, Hewitt, G. W. Riddle, his sory 
Cutler, ker, Robbins, y 
Dicker Hunt 3 
ickey, unten, 
Durham, Jones, Frank Ross, 
NAYS—112, 
Aldrich, Crapo, Keightley, Robinson, G. D. 
Bacon, Cum Ketcham, Robinson, M. S. 
Bagley, Killinger, Ryan, 
peren; 8 Davis, Horace Lathrop, — 2 
or, Deering, Lindsey, P, 
Ballou, x Denison, Levinas Se 5 
Banks, Dunnell, Luttrell, Shallenberger, 
Bayne, Eames, 
Bis Errett, McCook, 
Blair, Evans, James L. McGowan, Stewart, 
Brewer, Fort, McKinley, Stone, John W. 
Briggs, Foster, Mitchell, Stone, Joseph C. 
Dope § Monroe, Strai 
y, Neal, Thom: 
Burchard, H No Tipton, 
Burdick, Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, Townsend, Amos 
Butler, Haskell, Page, o I 
Jain Hazelton, Patterson, G. W. Van Vorhes, 
Calkins, Hendee, Peddie, Wait, 
P, Henderson, Phillips, Ward, 
Campbell, Hiscock, Pollard, Welch, 
Hun, ‘ord, Pound, White, Harry 
Caswe! Hunter, Powers, White, Michael D. 
Chittenden, Ittner, Price, Williams, Andrew 
Clark, James, Pugh, Williams, C. G. 
Cole, Jones, John B. ney, Williams, Richard 
Conger, Joyce, Randolph, Willits, 
Cox, Jacob D. Kafer, Reed, Wren. 
NOT VOTING—54. 
Atkins, Di Hubbell, Sayler, 
Beebe, Douglas, Humphrey, Smith. A. Herr 
Bland, Dwight, Je sen, Starin, 
Bliss, Ells ey. Steele, 
Boyd, Evans, I. Newton Stephens, 
Brid Full Mayhays Thorab rgh, 
er, a; ¥ m 
N G 4 7 Tucker. 
Caldwell, W. P. Garfield, Oliver, Veeder, 
Chalmers, Gibson, Warner, 
Claflin, Hamilton, Pridemore, Watson, 
Davie Joseph J. Har 5 Rice, Americus V. 8 
a eus 
Dean, Hayes, Rice, William W. 
So the motion to ne was agreed to 


8 call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with Mr. ELLSworTH, 
of Michigan. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I would vote 
“ay. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. My colleague, Mr. Marsa, is confined to his 
room by sickness and is paired with Mr. OLIVER, of Iowa. If here, 
Mr. Mars would vote “ay” and Mr. OLIVER would vote “no.” 

Mr. MACKEY. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. Evans. If he 
were present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. STEELE, is paired with Mr. HAYES, 
of Illinois. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. THORNBURGH. 

Mr. YOUNG. My colleague from Tennessee, Mr. CALDWELL, is 
absent by leave of the House and paired with Mr. FREEMAN, of Penn- 
kc Agere I have no intimation how either of those gentlemen would 
vote if here. 


Mr. BEEBE. I am paired with my colleague, Judge LAPHAM. 

Mr. MAYHAM. Iam paired with Mr. HUMPHREY, of Wisconsin. 
If he were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. TUCKER.. I am paired with Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If he 
were here, I would vote ax.“ 

Mr. BRIDGES. I am still paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. 
If he were here, I presume he would vote “no ;” I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. OVERTON. Iam paired on this question with my colleague, 
Mr. REILLY. If he were present, I would vote “no,” and I presume 
he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. BROWNE. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. HAMILTON. 

Mr. HUNTON. My colleague, Mr. DouGuas, is absent by leave of 
the House and paired with Mr. Watson, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. Ark INS, of 
Tennessee, who, I understand, is absent on account of sickness. If 
he were here, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, My colleague, Mr. HARMER, is paired with Mr. RICE, 
of Ohio. If they were here, Mr. would vote “no,” and I 
presume Mr. Rick would vote “ay.” 

Mr. WATSON. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
Dove as, of Virginia. If he were here, I would vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BEEBE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the morning 
hour will now begin at thirteen minutes Before two o’clock. This 
being Friday, the first business in order is the call of committees for 
reports of a private nature. 

r. BRIGHT. Would it be in order for me now to move that the 

House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 

roceeding with the consideration of business on the Private Calen- 
ar, and that the morning hour of to-day be dispensed with ? 

The SPEAKER. That would require unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour be 
dispensed with. 

r. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in the morning hour—— 

Mr. DICKEY. When the resolution was submitted by the gentle- 
man from 8 BUTLER] as a question of privilege, 
upon which the point of order was made, I had the floor to introduce 


a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked unanimous consent for that 
pu . The Chair wil ize the gentleman at a later period. 

Mr. DICKEY. And I understood that I had unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The unanimous consent was interrupted by what 
was claimed to be a question of privilege. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman later in the day. 

Mr. DICKEY. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twelve minutes be- 
fore two o’clock, and the first business in order is the calling of com- 
mittees for reports of a private nature; and the call rests with the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. BOUCK, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back adversely House bill No. 1427 to confirm a certain private land 
ca in the Territory of New Mexico, accompanied by a report in 
writing. 

The Fin was laid on the table and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. BOUCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed te. 


ANNE M. CLARK. 

Mr. McGOWAN, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the petition of Anne M. Clark, for relief, accompanied by a report in 

ting. 

The petition was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McGOWAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the petition 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, reported back, with a favorable recommendation, Senate bill 
No. 691, to amend an act entitled “ An act to provide for the sale of 
certain New York Indian lands in Kansas,” approved February 19, 
1873. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill provides that the period within which the thirty-two In- 
dians referred to in the act to which this is an amendment, or their 
heirs, are required to prove their identity in order to entitle them to 
the benefits of said act shall be extended for two years from Febru- 
ary 19, 1878. 
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Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ask that this bill be now con- 
sidered. All that it proposes is to allow two or three Indians, who 
have some interest in the moneys now in the Treasury from the sale 
of certain lands in Kansas, two years more time in which to prove 
their claims. Some of the witnesses are residents of the Dominion of 
Canada, and their evidence has not yet been obtained. There were 
originally thirty-two of these Indians, and all of the claims have 
been proved except two or possibly three. This bill simply extends 
the time for two years in which to prove their claims. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bili was passed ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CATTARAUGUS INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. SCALES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 3824) to authorize the survey 
of the Cattaraugus Indian reservation, in the State of New York. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause the Cattaraugus Indian reservation, in the State of New York 
to be resurveyed in accordance with the original survey thereof an 
the exterior boundaries thereof to be marked by stone or iron monu- 
ments, the expense thereof not to exceed the sum of $2,000, and to be. 
paid by the Seneca Nation of Indians, who are authorized to select a 
surveyor, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The second section provides that the surveyor shall make plats in 
triplicate of the reservation, showing the lines of its exterior bound- 
aries, streams of water, and public 1 on or running through 
the reservation, and that the plats and field- notes of the survey shall 
be submitted to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for his 
examination and approyal, and whose duty it shall be to furnish one 
g thereof to the clerk of the county of Erie, in the State of New 
York, one copy to the Seneca Nation of Indians, and the third to be 
retained in General Land Office. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Add to section 1 the following: 


And the said Secretary may pay the said sum of $2,000 to the person who makes 
the survey out of any moneys under his control belonging to nation of Indians. 


Mr. SCALES. J ask fer the reading of a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian ex giving the reasons why the bill should pass. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 22, 1878. 
Sim: I have received, by your reference of 14th instant, letter of same date from 
Hon. A. M. Scares, chairman of House Committee on Indian Affairs, submitting 
ng oe Anaya House bill No. 3824, a bill to authorize the sur- 


vey of the reservation, in the State of New Lor 
bill simply contem a retracing of the original lines of the out-bounda- 
ries of erstand that no survey of the 


on has been 
made since about 1796, that the monuments of that survey have been obliterated, 
and that encroachments on the reservation are upon con pro- 
prietors, while such proprietors allege trespass by the Indians. 

I am therefore of FC the sur- 
vey, that it is advisable, and accordingly recommend the passage of the bill. Said 
letter and bill are herewith returned. 

Very y, your obedient servant, 


Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
en „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
sera ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ble. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
D. G. AND D. A. SANFORD. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
4241) for the relief of D. G. and D. A. Sanford; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
5 Colonies, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
č Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, presented in writing the views 
of a minority of the committee upon the bill just reported; which 
were ordered to be printed with the report. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 228) to authorize and enable the eastern 
band of the Cherokee Indians to institute and prosecute a suit in the 
Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation, have directed me to 
report back the same, with a recommendation that it pass, and to ask 
its present consideration. 

e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
merica in 


E. A. HAYT, Commissioner. 


tatives of the United States of 


any time before the said adjudication, have against the said Cherokee Nation, aris- 
ing out of any treaty or treaties heretofore made between the United States and the 

d Cherokee people, orany portion of them, or under any law of the United States, 
or under any treaty or ent between said eastern band and said Cherokee Na- 
tion: and in such suit the said court shall adjudicate the said matters so involved 
according to law and equity, any statute of limitations, State or national, to the con- 
trary . A g 

Sec. 2. That in such suit service shall be effected — said Cherokee Nation by 

8 in one newspaper published in the city of Washington, District of Co- 

ambia, and one to be designated by the chief-justice of the said court which he may 

deem to have the ee among the said Cherokee Nation, stating the pen- 

deney and objects of said suit; and such suit shall be governed by the practice and 
os of p ure of said court so far as applicable; but such court sh 

to prescribe such rules for taking testimony and for other 

as the court may find needful in the furtherance of justice. 

Sec. 3. That the final judgments or decrees of such court in any such suit may 
be removed to the Supreme Court of the United States by appeal or writ of error; 
and in case of such removal, such cause shall have such precedence on the docket 
e 1 8 Court as is given to cases wherein the United States are a party in 

eres: 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior may be made a party to such suit; and 
it shall be his duty to execute and perform any interlocutory or other order, judg- 
ment, or decree of the said Court of Claims in the progress or u the determina- 
tion of said suit, tonc! or the fands, securities, or other property which 
he holds, or which may hereafter come into his possession, as trustee, or custodian 
of the funds or property involved in such suit, or any portion thereof. 

Src. 5. That said eastern band of Cherokees are hereby empowered to employ, 
by written contract, one or more attorneys at law bel nipeng said suit; which 
cme shali be subject to the approval of the chief justice of said Court of 

ms. 

Sec. 6. That in order to enable said eastern band of Cherokees to defray the inci- 
dental expenses of 3 any suit, as hereinbefore provided, the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized and direc from time to time, to pay to thoir 
attorney or attorneys, on the order of the aaid rt of Claims, for such incidental 
expenses as may be approved by said court, other than attorneys’ fees, amounts 
aggregating not ex: g the sum of $10,000, out of any funds e to said 
eastern band of Cherokees. 

Src. 7. That the said eastern band of Cherokees, in commen 


have power 
gs in the case 


the suit author- 


ized by this a shall, in their petition, state and set forth the upon which 
thay SAt the ht to recover, and shall verify tho same by the oath or oaths of 
one or more of ir chiefs, h. or members of their council; and no other 


fact or thing be necessary to be stated or verified in such petition. 


Mr. CLYMER called for the reading of the report ; and it was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Indian 


report: 
It appears that this bill proyides for a settlement of a long-standing controversy 
between what are known as the ‘eastern band of Cherokee Indians" being those 
now residing east of the Mississippi River—and the western Cherokees or Chero- 
kee Nation; in which controversy the eastern band claim a pro rata share of 
moneys derived from sale of lands and other tribal or national property belonging 


to the whole Cherokee people. 
This claim is based upon the treaty between the United States and the Cherokee 
the agreement made 


to n east of 

77 of 2 the true intent and meaning of the said treaty of 1835, as 

rights of those Cherokees who desired to remain east of the Mississippi, and 

ao the me between the United States and the Cherokee Nation, pro- 
m 


May 23, 1846, supplemental and explanatory of the treaty of 1835, in refer- 
oos to the 5 — in — between eastern and western Chero- 


ees, 

The question at issue between eastern and western Cherokees as to whether the 
eastern Cherokees are entitled to a pro rata share of all benefits accruing from the 
treaty of 1835 withont removal to the West, a condition-precedent to sharing 
such benefits, has at different times been submitted to the proper officers of the 
Government for opinion. In 1845, Attorney-General John Y. Mason, and n in 
1851, Attorney-General J. J. Crittenden, gave opinions upon this question, both of 
whom sustained the claim set up by the eastern Cherokees, that they were enti- 
tled to all the benefits accruing from the treaty of 1835 as other Cherokees without 
removal to the West. (The same opinion has been expressed by other officers of 
the Government to whom the subject has been referred for examination and re- 
port since the treaty of 1835.) The first opinion thereon being given by the Secre- 
tary of War in July, 1836, (the Indian Bureau then being under control of the War 
eee . the last by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, E. P. Smith, in 

cember, 

The eastern band of Cherokees have determined to remain where they now reside 
in North Carolina and other States east of the Mississippi, and the western Chero- 
kees—Cherokee Nation—having sold a be quantity of the land west of the Mis- 
sissippi which belonged, in the language of the treaty, to the whole Cherokee peo- 
ple,” they (the eastern Cherokees) now desire to avail themselves of their rata 
share of the money received from said sales, which claim is controv by the 
western Cherokees or Cherokee Nation. 

Without going into a minute examination of the subject-matter involved in this 
controversy, the committee are of the opinion that a definite and final settlement 
of the issue should be had at an early day, and which can better be done by a court 
of competent jurisdiction wherein a deli te and searching investigation can be 
1 — E the case, such as cannot well be done by Congress in its hurry and pressure 
of business. 

The claimants are authorized to employ by contract attorneys to prosecute said 
claim in the Court of Claims, which contract must be approved by the chief-justice 
of said court. The Secretary of the Interior — me custodian of the funds of the 
Cherokee Nation, is to be made a party defendant in the case. It is also provided 
that the incidental expenses of said suit, other than attorney fees, not to exceed the 
sum of $10,000, shall be paid from time to time Pros Secretary of the Interior out 
8 So eum in his hands or under his control belonging to said eastern band of 

erokees. 

The committee therefore report back the accompanying bill giving the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to hear and determine said case, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. EDEN. This strikes me asa very extraordinary bill. The Court 
of Claims was instituted for the purpose of examining claims against 
the Government; but this bill proposes to refer to that court a ques- 
tion between two bands of a certain tribe of Indians. We might just 
as well refer to that court any question between two citizens. The 
bill is so extraordin 
It is very lengthy an 


that I think it ought to go upon the Calendar. 
should be examined before it is acted upon. 
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Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. As a member of the committee I 
did not join in the report of the majority; and though I have not felt 
called upon to make an adverse report, I wish to say in justice to 
myself that I am opposed to the bill, and I will explain the reasons 
for my opposition at some future time. y hare 

Mr. BUTLER. I raise the point of order that this is a public bill, 
and cannot under the rules be reported to-day. If I understand it 
correctly it proposes to allow one nation with whom we might make 
a treaty to sue another nation with whom we might make a treaty. 
That is evidently a public affair. : 

Mr. EDEN. And the whole question of recovery depends upon the 
construction of a treaty. $ 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair nnderstands the object of the bill, 
it is to allow a portion of a tribe of Indians to bring a suit against 
theentire tribe. 

Mr. MORGAN. And against the nation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill is for the benefit 
of individuals as a class, and is therefore a private bill. 

Mr. EDEN. IfI understand the reading of the bill aright, it pro- 
viđes for determining a question that has sprung up between two 
separate bands of a single tribe of Indians, with whom the Govern- 
ment made a treaty in 1835, under which treaty the Government 
owes the tribe certain annuities. The question to be determined 
under that treaty is whether the Indians who remained on the east 
side of the Mississippi are to have any portion of the fund under 
that treaty. 

The SPEAKER. If this were to recognize or ratify a treaty it would 
be beyond doubt a public bill. 

Mr. EDEN. That is precisely what the bill provides. 

Mr. VANCE. Under the treaty of 1835 certain annuities are held 
in trust by the Government. The eastern band of Cherokee Indians 
claim that they are entitled to a pro rata share under the eny ; and 
this bill proposes that the Court of Claims shall settle the dispute 
between the eastern and the western Cherokees. 

Mr. SCALES. My understanding is—and I think the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] is under a wrong impression—that this is a 
mere matter of the construction of a treaty; and the question is 
whether the Department shall construe it—— 

The SPEAKER. If that were so, the Chair would decide the bill 
to be a public one. 

Mr. SCALES. I believe that to be the object of the bill 

Mr. MORGAN. It affects the rights of individuals, not of the whole 
tribe. 

Mr. EDEN. It must necessarily affect the whole tribe, because the 
treaty is made with the tribe. 

The SPEAKER. If gentlemen agree that the bill affects the con- 
struction to be put upon a treaty, it is undoubtedly a public bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Undoubtedly it relates to the 
rights of various branches of the Cherokees under treaty stipulations 
with the United States. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, on the point of order I desire simply 
to say that this bill refers to the right of individuals under treaty and 
not to the question of compact between the parties to the treaty. 

The SPEAKER. That was the Chair’s construction. 

Mr. HOOKER. It refers simply to individuals and the rights of 
individuals, and as such it does come as a private bill before the 


House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided, under the view stated by the 
entleman from ede sod that it was a private bill. Su uently, 
Rowever, the gentleman from North Carolina stated differently. 

Mr. SCALES. The Chair did not allow me to finish my statement. 
I stated it was a construction of the treaty. I still repeat that, but 
before I went further the Chair stopped me, and said under that con- 
struction it was a public bik. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. SCALES. It is the construction of a treaty with regard to 
individual rights under that treaty. 

The S Is this for the benefit of individuals under that 
treat; 

Mr SCALES. It is, and nothing more. 

Mr. EDEN. It is for the benefit of one band of these Indians. 

Mr. SCALES. It does not affect the treaty as an independent 
measure, 

Mr. EDEN. This tribe of Cherokees is divided into two bands. 
The question presented here is whether under the treaty one of these 
bands is entitled to this money. That is the question to be settled. 

The SPEAKER. Itis to give certain individuals embraced in one 
of these bands a mode of redress. Asthe Chair understands it is for 
the benefit of individual Indians. 

Mr. SCALES. It does not affect the Government. The Govern- 
ment stands exactly where it did before, but it aids the Government 
in determining how this money is to be distributed, and to whom it 
is to be given. The Government does not pay one dollar more or one 
dollar less. 

Mr. VANCE. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that in the Forty-fourth 
Congress this was re as a private bill, and was placed upon the 
Private Calendar. Such was the decision by one of your prede- 


cessors. 
Mr. EDEN. Let it go to the Private Calendar or to the public Cal- 
endar and I will not make any further objection. I want it to go 


that court jurisdiction to settle a claim between two ban 


of Claims for the bene 


pro 


where the House can have an opportunity to examine it. Let the 
e d printed. It is a lengthy bill and ought to be considered 
carefully. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Does not this bill enlarge the juris- 


diction of the Court of Claims by allowing it to consider this matter 
which otherwise under the law would not be considered, and if that 
be so it must be considered as a public bill. 


Mr. EDEN. It does give the Court of Claims jurisdiction in this 


case which it does not have now. The Court of Claims has jurisdic- 


tion of claims against the Government. This bill pro to give 
of Indians. 
the jurisdiction of the Court 
t of these individuals. 


Mr. VANCE. This fund is held by the Government of the United 


The SPEAKER. It 8 enl 


States in trust for the benefit of these Indians under. the treaty, and 
jurisdiction is propose 
that it may be determined by the Court of Claims how the fand shall 
be distributed. 


d to be given to the Court of Claims in order 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri accept the 
ition of the gentleman from Illinois ? 
r. EDEN. If the gentleman from Missouri will let the bill go 


either to the Private Calendar or the public Calendar in Committee 
a Hae pace I will withdraw further objection. I only want the 
ill and re 


rt to be printed and time given for their consideration. 
lg MORGAN. I must insist on the present consideration of the 
i 


Mr. HASKELL. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri a 


question. 


Mr. MORGAN. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HASKELL. I sbould like to inquire whether this bill changes 
any of the provisions of the treaty? 

Ir. MORGAN. It does not. I will explain the purport of the bill 
inamoment. A 5 has grown up between individuals of 
this tribe of Indians, and all the bill proposes is to give to the Court 
of Claims jurisdiction to determine that controversy. The fund is 
in possession of the United States, and it is necessary this determina- 
tion should be made in regard to the distribution of that fund. It 
does not take one cent out of the Treasury of the United States, but 
as I have already stated, merely allows the Court of Claims to deter- 
mine how this money shall be distributed under the treaty. 
33 not the treaty provide how this money shall 

pai 

Mr. MORGAN. It does not; for if that were the case there would 
be no necessity for this bill. 

Mr. HASKELL. I wish to know whether or not this bill provides 
for a distribution of the fund of these Indians which will make it 
possible there shall be a distribution other than is provided for by 
the treaty itself between the United States and these Indians. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill merely provides for construction by the 
Coney of Claims under the treaty as to how the fund shall be distrib- 
ut 

Mr. HANNA. Do the Cherokees want this bill passed! 

Mr. VANCE. Certainly they do. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must insist, under my instructions from the Com- 
mitee on Indian Affairs,on the present consideration of this bill. 
Therefore I move the previous question. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not think this bill should be passed in that way, 
without any chance to consider it at all. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope the gentleman from Mis. 
souri will not press this. I certainly wish to heard. This bill 
involves a grave question of public policy and I certainly feel as if 
we ought not to act upon it until we can act deliberately. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules this is a private bill, and this 
ruling is in accord with the past practice of the House in like cases, 

Mr. EDEN. Then I make the further point of order that it requires 
an eee out of the Treasury for the purpose of paying attor- 
neys fees. 

i E ANNS Are they to be paid out of the Treasury or out of the 
un 

Mr. SPARKS. The treaty gives these Indians a certain amountof 
money. This bill makes provision simply for a disposition of that 
money among themselves. 

Mr. HANNA. And they want this act passed ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Les, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish to make a statement as to 
that, so that there may be no mistake about it. A portion of the tribe 
which resides in North Carolina wants the bill. The remainder of 
the tribe have never assented to it, directly or indirectly. Nineteen- 
twentieths of the Cherokees have never assented, directly or indi- 
rectly, to the of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is quite true that the Cherokee Nation proper 
have not assented to the bill. The bill is in the interest of course of 
the eastern Cherokees; and I contend it is for the benefit of both the 
eastern and western Cherokees that these controversies should be 
settled and the troubles ended. They go year after year before the 
Department. The Department has undertaken to settle the ques- 
tion. And now we propose to refer it to the court to settle it. How 
the question is likely to be settled I cannot say. I have not exam- 
ined into the merits of thecontroversy. Lonly submit that it should 
be settled and the Court of Claims is the proper tribunal to settle it. 
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Mr. EDEN. As this is not a controversy to which the United States 
is a party at all, why should the question go to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. VANCE. The Government is a party because it holds the funds. 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to ask my coll e on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, to permit this bill to go to the Private Calen- 
dar. Iam satisfied after it is explained, as it will be when we con- 
sider T on the Calendar, there will be no objection to the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Upon consultation with the gentleman who intro- 
duced the bill and at the are of members of the committee I agree 
that 5 shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

8. T. MARSHALL, 


Mr. BOONE, from the Committee on Indian irs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1614) for the 
relief of 8. T. Marshall, of Lee County, Iowa; and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KIERNAN. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1550) for the re- 
lief of John Kiernan; and the same was laid on the table, and the 
e report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRAGG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM MILLS. 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reparto back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2374) for the relief of 
William Mills; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

A. 8. BLOOM. 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1226) for the relief of 
A. S. Bloom, late a major in the Seventh Kentucky Volunteer Cav- 
alry; and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

ADOLPHE VON HAACKE. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Milit Affairs, reported 
back, with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2627) for 
the relief of Adolphe Von Haacke; and the same was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JULIUS QUENTIN. 


Mr. DIBRELL also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an adverse recommendation, the petition of Julius Quentin, first lieu- 
tenant United States Army, for relief; and the same was laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS POULTNEY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1580) for the relief of 
Thomas Poultney, and moved that the committee be disc ed from 
the further consideration of the same, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the nature of the bill? I want to know 
whether it should properly go to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill was k 

Mr. VANCE. I do not sce any reason why that bill should go to 
the Committee oħ Patents. It has nothing to do with the extension 
of patents. It is a claim growing out of an alleged infringement of 
a patent. There is no extension asked in the case, and I do not know 


why it ree go to our committee. 

The SP R. The Committee on Military Affairs have reported 
it back with the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware. That is the recommendation of the, 


Committee on Mili Affairs. 
The motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, was agreed to. 


GEORGE A. ARMES. 
Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1642, a bill (H. R. No. 4242) to au- 


thorize the restoration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain; 
which was read a first and second time. 


The bill reported as a substitute was reud, as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of the United States of Amer- 


ica in ress assembled, That the provisions of law regulating appointments in the 
Army by promotion in the line are hereby suspended for 8 of this act, 
P ent can, if he so 


captain in the Tenth United States Cavalry 

of captain held by him on June 7, 1870, in any vacancy occurring 
cap in said regiment: i however, th 

ance whatever shall ever be 


to 
date of his discharge to his acceptance of a commissio: i? cup tes granted him, and 
under the provisions of this oc © : 


Mr. MAISH. I ask for the passage of the bill, and move the pre- 
vious question upon it. 

Mr. STRAIT. I make a point of order upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reserve the point of order. 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to have the report read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1642) for the restoration of George A. Armes to the Army with the rank of cap- 
1 ep had the same under consideration, and submit the following report : 

The records of the War De ent show the following facts: 

That George A. Armes entered tho military service of the United States as a pri- 
vate in Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infantry, September 
1, 1802; was 8 second lieutenant in the same regiment December &. 1862, 
and was a) nted captain in the Second Regiment New York Artillery October, 
1864. On the 14th of mber, 1864, he was mentioned in general orders for meri- 
torious conduct, by General Miles, “for! the charge and capturing the works 
at Hatcher’s Run, Virginia, in the face of an intrenched enemy and over obstacles 
very difficult to surmount.” pon the recommendation of Generals Hancock, Au- 

r, Griffin, Mott, Miles, and Thompkins, he was appointed second lieutenant in the 
Second United States Ca: Soon after, he rla g ted captain in the Tenth 
United States Cavalry, and his commission was k, upon the recommenda- 
tion of General Philip St. George Cook, with the approval of General U. S. Grant, 
as a reeognition of merit. March 2, 1867, he was brevetted major in tho regular 


Army for gallant services, having been previously brevetted major of volunteers. 
On the of November, 1866, the following general order was issued: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PLATTE, 
Omaha, Nebraska, November 12, 1866. 
{General Orders No, 20.] 


The es praa announces to the Department that Lieutenant 

A. Armes, Second United States Ca’ being sent with twenty-five men of his 
regiment from Fort Sedgwick, October 23, in pursuit of a war party of Sioux In- 
dians, which had driven off the previous day several hundred head of stock, found 
and followed their trail—under difficulties of crossing two wide rivers, forks of 
th of darkness—ninety-cight miles, from five o'clock a. m. to oleven 
rprised the instantly attacked, killed, and wounded 

horses, burned their 


ceed, an ef striking wiuhons stopping to count his 


the profi the ca feat heretofore recorded. 

BP order of Meret Major General Cooke! 

G. LITCHFIELD, 
Brevet Major, United States Army, 
Aid-de-Camp, Acting Assistant Adjutant-General. 

On the 20th of August. 1867, he was recommended by Generals Sherman and 
Hancock for the brevet of lieutenant-colonel, for hard and heroic services agai 
the Indians, by whom he was wounded during an 
tion of the 55 and gallant conduct of this young officer to th 
in his military history, which seems to have vorsal re- 

t and confidence of the officers under whom he served. The records of the 

ar Department further show that in 1869 were preferred t Major 
Armes. T were four in number. The first o ange and its itications was 
abandoned on the trial. Upon the third and fourth he was found not guilty; and 
x gentleman,” ho 


nst 
ent, This is only a pon 
dato 


when called, undergoing trial u charges previously preferred or Armes, 
and he was subsequen . — and — to To dicated, 25 fined, 
and imprisoned in a tentiary for three years, Graham, who was also called as 


a witness, was at the time awaiting trial u ch: ‘erred by Major Armes, 
E Lap heey Te 3 tobe confined 


i 


murder a United States ant — — 


h ion unfavorable to Major Armes, but had publicly pro- 
claimed it, was allowed to sit as a member of the court, and no objection or remon- 
strance on the of Armes was of any avail. The trial of n 
when that of t would 


tried before Major Armes was, as they should have been in the regular and 
due order of things, the trial of Armes and the terrible injustice that was done 
him would ve taken place. Here is a case of a brave and energetic young 
officer, with a most brilliant record, driven in disgrace from his pi ion upon 
the testimony of witnesses wholly unworthy of credit. Major Armes did nothing 
but his duty in bringing Graham and Cox, and they concocted the 
charges Armes to save themselves. Two months after tho trial of Major 
Armes their conviction and severe punishment followed upon the charges pre- 
ferred by him. He was moreover their senior in rank, showing that Armes was 
justified in bringing the charges and that he was actuated by proper motives. His 
conduct, therefore, entitles him to commendation. It has already been shown what 
and Graham sustained. The women who testified had been 


ed boy who was a 


characters Bell, Cox, 


ordered off the reservation at Fort Harker by the commandin, 
of notoriously bad 


character. The testimony of the weak mi: 


complimentary terms. 
To the President : 

The undersigned members of the Mili Committee of the Senate and House 
of Itepresebtatives, earnestly recommend and request the reinstatement of George 
A. Armes, late captain United States Army, without loss of rank or pay. His case 
has hada 3 und bis innocence is proven; hence, reinstate- 
ment, the least measure of justice, should be done at once. 


POWELL CLAYTON. CHARLES ALBRIGHT. 
GEORGE E. SPENCER. B. WADLEIGH. 
JAMES K. KELLY. J. N. NESMITH. 
P. M. B. YOUNG. EPPA HUNTON. 


LEWIS B. GUNCKEL, 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY. 
C. D. McDOUGALL. 


W. G. DONNAN. 
J. M. THORNBURGH. 
JOHN B. HAWLEY, 
JOHN COBURN. 
Wasurxctos, D. C., June 20, 1874. 
Numerous testimonials from responsible and well-known citizens and officers of 
the Army and Navy, who have been associated with Major Armes from boyhood, 
show that he bas always been upright and honorable. To any one who will exam- 
ine the evidence and the subsequent character and history of the witnesses in the 
case, there can be no doubt that the charges against and conviction of Major Armes 
were the result of a conspiracy to disgrace and drive him from the Army, on the 
part of the desperate characters who figured in thetrial. The record does not 
show that the proceedings in this case were reviewed and approved by the Presi- 
dent as the law directs. The case was, therefore, not completed, and, in the opin- 
ion of your committee, this fact is sufficient to entitle the accused to a review and 
judgment on the record, which, on the evidence produced before your 9 
would certainly be in his favor. But it Sopera that an act of Congress was p: 
in June, 1874, honorably discharging Major Armes from the service. This act had 
the effect to sever all connection Armes may hayo had with the Army. The action 
of your committee, therefore, is based entirely om the abstract merits of Major 
wronged and the bill here recommended, should it 
become a law, will enable the t to restore him to the Army, and thus meas- 
urably repair the injuries he has 


suffered. 
The committee report a substitute for bill H. R. No, 1642, and recommend the pas- 
sage of the same. 


Mr. STRAIT. I make the point of order that that bill contem- 
plates an appropriation to pay money out of the Treasury. 

The SP R. The first clause of the bill reads: “and the 
_ President can, if he so desire, in the exercise of his own discretion 
and judgment, nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, ere said George A. Armes,” &c. 

Subsequently it is provided“ that no pay, compensation, or allow- 
ance whatever shall be given to said Armes for the time between 
June 7, 1870, and the date of appointment hereunder.” 

It provides further: “That the acceptance of any benefit under 
this act by said George A. Armes shall be taken and construed to be 
by his election a bar to any claim for pay or allowance from the date 
of his disch to his acceptance of a commission.” 

It seems to the Chair that an appropriation would be a very re- 
mote contingency, requiring the President in his discretion to ap- 
point and the Senate to confirm the appointment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

24 MAIS H. I have demanded the previous question on my mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that there is no appropriation 
contained in this bill, and that the ruling has been the same in simi- 
lar cases, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman who reported the 
bill to make the motion for the previous question; if it be voted 
down, then the Chair will ize the 1 from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. WHITE] to move to refer the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en 
and read a third time; it was accordingly read the third time. 
ag BRAGG. I desire to say something about the merits of this 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The main 8 was ordered upon the engross- 


Armes’s case. He was 


ment and third reading of the bill, and was exh with the third 
reading of the bill. 
Mr. BRAGG. Notwithstanding the courtesy of the chairman of 


the committee, his subordinate, who has charge of the bill, is willing 
to yield to him. 

he SPEAKER. The main question was exhausted, the Chair re- 
peats, on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I endeavored to be heard before the main question 
was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman is under a 
misapprehension. The main question was exhausted with the en- 
grossment and third reading. 

1 MAISH. I move the previous question on the passage of the 


III. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania who has charge 
of the bill now demands the previous question upon its passage, and 
it is competent for him to yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. HENDEE. Has not the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HENDEE. Then I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired and the bill goes 
over until the next morning hour for private business. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED: 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
that committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bil? of the 
following title ; when the Speaker signed the same : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2287) to authorize the Secretary of War to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations to be observed in the e paraso sub- 
mission, and opening of bids for contracts under the War Department, 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. BRIGHT. This being objection day, I now move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, for the purpose of considering the business on the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, (Mr. 
THOMPSON in tho chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, this being objection day, the Calendar 
will be resumed at the point where it was left off on the last objec- 
tion day. 

MRS. EMMA A. PORCH. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1551) for the relief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch, of Centretown, Missouri, 
reported from the Committee on War Claims by Mr. OLIVER. 

he bill was read. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Mrs, Emma A. Porch, of Centretown, Missouri, the sum of $700 
for services rendered and losses sustained as a Union scout during 
the late war of the rebellion, 

The report was read, as follows: 

This claim was ee favorably in the Thirty-ninth Con 
mittee of Claims, and passed the House; favorably in the 
passed the House; 3 in the Forty-first Congress; fa 
karorably in the Vert third 9 DN Forty. fourth Congress. 

The Committee of Claims in the Thirty-ninth Congress made the following 


report of the facts: 
“The petitioner was rae ge by order of General E. B. Brown as a scout and 
spy about the 7th of April, 1864, and during tho * Price raid.’ 

The sworn statement of the petitioner, together with the affidavits of Martha 


Ostrander and Herman S. Bruns, and letters from General E. B. Brown and Gov- 


by the Com. 
th Con, and 


time she was taken prisoner by the 
enem; 


77... shen 
0 o e y statement 
of facts and added the following : 

In the report of the Commi of Claims above referred to, the item of two 
horses lost is not considered at all, and seems to have been entirely overlooked. 
The evidence submitted establishes such loss to the satisfaction of committee, 
and that said horses were worth $150 each. 


5 use; said services have - 
ously impaired her health; that she saved the life of a Union officer; that she has 
committee believe 
since the services were 


APPENDIX A. 


STATE OF MISSOURI, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 

Oity of Jefferson, May 24, 1866. 

Tue claim of Mrs. Emma A. Porch, late Miss Kate Smith, for services as scout 

eral E. B. Brown, United States Volunteers, commanding 

Central Dis Missouri in 1864, has been examined by me, and I am well satis- 

fied that it is ajust and meritorious claim, and should be The United States 

722 
o appropriation eby ‘or 30 

of le to my knowledge. ae 


THOS. C. FLETCHER. 
APPENDIX B. 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE UNITED States Disrmor COURT, 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI, 
City of Jeferson, April 1, 1871. 


cabin eee 
Sal nently I learned she had been then acting as a Federal 8 
informed that she had been very serviceable. Prior to that time wore the 
ce of robust health. 
ince that time she has worn the appearance of enfeebled health, and seems 
now to be in poor health. The cause alleged for the loss of her health is the 
exposure she en as a Spy. 


e isa woman of excellent character—exemplary in the various relations of 


o. 
Unquestionably she is entitled to liberal com: for her services to the 
Government, and I think it strange that she has not ry ery received it. 
AMS PEABODY, 


Clerk of United States District Court, Western District of Missouri. 


General Price, her school was broken up. She was subsequently sph net hee in the 


asa 8981 and rendered very efficient service, and was ta 


Union Arm 
by the re 
and exposures while a prisoner became 
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There is every reason to regard her statements as the exact truth, when she sa; 


that on one occasion, while she was a prisoner, ‘the ‘‘ Feds" shelled the train, the 
sheils ing over my no not to exceed two feet from me. The “ Feds" were 
only half a mile from us. Ithought e had come. I became insane and knew 
not what I was saying; I only knew that I was a prisoner, guarded day and night 
by rebels. Time that way, with little variation, for three days and nights, 
when we arrived in Kansas. I had seen every line of battle that was formed from 
the first to the last ; had seen the dead and wounded, both friend and foe, lying on 
the battle-field ; had been obliged to ride from thirty-five to fifty miles a ay under 
two sets of guards; was worn out and near! y starved and completely jaded down.’ 
She gives various details and says: ‘The next time we 3 at Little Osage, 
Kansas. There I formed the acquaintance of a conscript Federal, at whose house we 
mopped: He pretended to be getting ready to go on with us, (the rebels,) while 
all the time he was going to try to t to the Feds.“ I gave him what information 
I could concerning the rebs ’ © succeeded in making his escape, and got to our 
friends in time to pr them important news. That night, had they time to dig 
their ditches, the five hundred prisoners would have been shot and buried, ani 
then I was to have been hanged; but, thanks to Almighty God and the Federals, 
our boys came upon them belore they could carry out their designs. That morning 
we started south again; went fifty-five miles before we stopp ; reached Carthage 
that night. Here eral Price was determined to be rid of me, so be ordered the 
provost searebal genera} xe tell me I should be shot in the morning as a spy.“ Fur- 
er details are given, and after a while she was unconditionally released. She 
states that the last supper she ate with the rebels was only a raw turnip not one- 
half as big as her fist, and for several days before she left them she was so weak 
be had to assist her to walk." 
our committee regard this case as possessing special merit and, in view of the 
fact that the health of the claimant is broken down, impaired as it was by exposure 
as a guide and scout, believe she is entitled to consideration at the bands of the 
Goverument, and therefore report the accompanying bill, appropriating the sum of 
$700, that be § the amount of $500 promised 2 military authorities at the 
time, and $200 for the horses proven to have been lost, and recommend its passage. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 
JOHN C. RAY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No- 
1855) for the relief of John C. Ray, reported from the Committee on 
War Claims by Mr. OLIVER. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay John C. Ray, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro riated, the 
sum of $4,533.33, in full for services as pilot in the United States naval 
5 during the late war, to take effect from and after the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, called for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In April, 1864, said Ray was employed, at a salary of $400 month, as pilot of 
the steamboat Champion No. 3, — employed in towing of coal for the 
army and navy of the Lower Mississippi. When the boat reached the mouth of 
Red River, about the 15th of April, she was ordered and compelled, against the 

rotest of her oflicers and crew, to proceed up that river to ‘Alexandria, about one 

undred and twenty miles, and report to Commodore D. D. Porter with one barge 
of coal, and when she did so, she was then required and compelled, against the pro- 
test of officers and crew, to 8 about one hundred and twenty miles farther 
up the river to assist in raising the sunken United States vessel e gos 

Commodore Porter accompanied the expedition in his flag-boat commanded 
it. On the return they came to a confederate of nineteen guns, meantime 
erected near the mouth of Cain Creek, and in running the same, under the orders 
of Commodore Porter, the boiler of the Champion No. 3 was exploded by a shot, and 
only seven persons out of one hundred and seventy on escaped with their 
lives. Tho Champion No. 3 was also totally destroyed and the survivors of both 
crews made of war and confined at Camp Ford, Texas, where they su Tered 
privations and 9 scarcely paralleled in the history of the war. The claim - 
ant asks to be pai e- e amsi eer babe} F 

This claim was presented to the accounting officers of the Navy for payment and 

ected for want of authority to allow it, as appears by the following extract from 
a letter of the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, in reply to a request on behalf 
of your committee for information. 

I entered upon the examination with reluctance, for I had already become im- 

ressed that the claimant, as a survivor of the terrible disaster referred to and the 

ers of the long and irksome incarceration, deserved substantial recognition at 
the hands of the r and I knew of no law that authorized the adjustment 
of his claim by the accounting officers of the Treasury. After examination of the 
case it was with regret that I cameto the conclusion that his case is casus omissus.” 

8 has directly provided (Revised Statutes, section 3483) that one who sus- 
tains ge by the destruction by an enemy of a vessel, while such property is 
in the military service, shall be paid the value of the vessel. And section 4 
Revised Statutes, has been construed to authorize the payment of a pension in a 
case where the terms of employment were the same as that under which claimant 
was e: aga at the time of the disaster. I have examined carefully the regula- 
tions of the Army and of the Navy and the acts of Con together with the 
authorities cited by the claimant's attorney, and I am unable to find any like pro- 

that would authorize the accounting officers of the Treasury to sustain this 
claim eens further oo ir pa 
am, very respec ; 
W. W. UPTON, 
Second Comptroller. 


Your committee fully concur with the Second Comptroller as to the justice and 
merit of this claim. 7 

Under the laws above referred to the owner of the vessel has been paid its value 
and the widows of the killed have been pensioned. No reason exists why the 
survivors should not be paid wages during the time of their captivity. If their 
comrades who lost their were in the service of the United States so as to en- 
title their widows to pension, surely the survivors were in the service and entitled 
to pay. If the owner of the vessel, who risked his property in the service of the 
United States, was entitled to compensation for its loss, then æ fortiori (as life and 
liberty are dearer than property) he who risked his life and lost his liberty in the 
service of the United States should at least have pay for the time lost in captivity. 
And such is the ruling and practice in auditing accounts for services in the Quar- 
termaster’s Department of the Army in precisely similar cases, as appears by the 
following letter received by your committee in reply to an inquiry addressed to the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, who has charge of that duty in Army accounts: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1878. 


In response to your letter of the 22d instant, asking as to the practice of tbis 
office in reference to e filed by employés of the Guaxterneatan's ent 
for compensation as such employés while held as prisoners of war, you are rmed 
that it has not been the custom of this office to make any allowance to such 


per- 


sons merely as damages for detention while in captivity. The action of the office 
has been founded on the t that persons hired by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ane and ee on ae rolls 5H 5 hi phen! tit td thereof 
uring cap y, and are en 0 at the rate o: until discharged 
from the service. * * * ji g 

The favorable action of this office has not, however, been confined to persons in 
the service of the Quartermaster’s Department under express contract, but has 
been extended to the crews of boats which have been impressed into the military 
service, which crews have been subsequently E upon the theory that by 
the ee of the boat the Government © the employés of the owners its 
servan 

There is no special statate authorizing these allowances, but tho act of 1817, 
(section 277, Revised Statutes,) imposing upon the Third Auditor the duty of ex- 
amining all accounts of the Quartermaster’s Department, has been deemed to con- 
fer ample authority for the action taken. 

In reference to compensation, the rule has been to continue to an employé the 
pay he was receiving from his r at the time of the capture and to continue 
the same while he is actually held as a prisoner of war—that is to say, up to the 
time of his parol—allowing, in addition, a reasonable time for his return to the port 
of shipment. 

am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HORACE AUSTIN, Auditor. 

It would thus seem that e Similar cases pay is allowed in the Army 
and disallowed in the Navy. our committee do not question the correctness of 
the ruling in either case. It is probable casus omissus in the case of the Navy, as 
the Second Comptroller suggests ; but it is evident that the Government honk be 

rompt to mete out the same justice to the gallant men who do the same services 

n time of danger, whether done in theArmy orthe Navy. Whether an act be per- 
formed under the orders of a general or of a commodore can make no possible differ- 
ence either in its merit or its worth. 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JOHN W. SKILES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1371) for the relief of John W. Skiles, reported from the Committee 
on War Claims by Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,938.30 


to John W. Skiles, being the amount expended and paid by him for 


the services of civilian clerks in the discharge of his duties as com- 
mandant of the draft and recruiting rendezvous for the State of Ohio, 
at Tod Barracks, Columbus, Ohio, during the years of 1864 and 1865, 
in the recruiting of the rig of the United States. 

Mr. FINLEY. I call for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That John W. Skiles was major of the Eighty-eighth Ohio Volunteers during the 
late war. Having lost an arm in battle, he was assigned to duty as provost-marshal 
and commandant of the draft rendezvous at Tod Barracks, Columbus, Ohio, during 
a part of the years 1864 and 1865. That the duties performed by said Skiles were 
extensive, Geny ioen responsible, and included, in addition to the duties of pre- 
serving order and pline in and around tho city of Columbus, and especially the 
barracks which he commanded, the duties also of receiving enlisted men, recruits, 
and deserters, properly e for them, and forwarding them to their proper 
commands and to the armies in the field. among other duties im upon 
him, he was required to keep a descriptive list of all men g into and out of 
said camp, to take from recruits and substitutes all sums of money in excess of §20 
to each man, to note upon the pay and descriptive roll the amount of money taken 
from each soldier or recruit, to forward the samo with the rolls to the command to 
which the men were sent, and finally to make to the proper Department accurate 
and detailed accounts of all such transactions. That there 5 the bar- 
racks commanded by Major Skiles more than eighty thousand men, who were by 
him transferred to active duty in the field. That about 61, 400, 000 were received and 
disbursed by him, by virtue of his position, into the numerous channels prescribed 
by the War ent. That be took $71,647 from deserters and bounty-jump- 
vai and, in accordance with orders, turned it into the public Treasury. 

o properly discharge the onerous and many duties he was required to Kelter 
Major Skiles was compelled to empoy the assistance of competent and skilled cit- 
izen clerks, from timo to time, d g the time he was in dischargo of and assigned 
to the duties at said barracks, as aforesaid. That about two months after enter- 
ing upon duty he informed the Provost-Marshal-General at Washington of such 
emplo: t , and asked for authority to continue the clerks thus em- 
ploy on duty. The Provost-Marshal-General informed him that the Department 

id not contemplate the 8 of civilians in such positions, that no 
e 


and experience, as to 
surrounding circumstances. 


war, advised or Skiles 
to continue the employment of his civilian clerks, and trust to afaithful and efti- 
cient performance of his duties for indorscment by the Government and for reim- 
bursement for moneys expended by him necessarily in an earnest endeavor to for- 
ward its cause. From these considerations, and from the fact that ex civilian 
clerks were absolutely essential to a true and faithful rmance of his duties, 
Major Skiles continued such of the civilian clerks in his service as could not be 
dispensed with for a number of months, until he had expended in their payment, 
of his private funds, the sum of $1,938.30. This expenditure is clearly and conclu- 
sively proven by the receipts of the parties to whom the payments were made, and 
by the testimony of officers who were on duty at Tod Barracks at the time, The 
propriety of such 8 is shown by the testimony of oflicers and citizens who 
were conversant with the facts, aware of the circumstances, and who knew and 
understood the difficulties and duties im upon Major Skiles. In addition to 
the testimony filed in this cause, it is shown by the report of the Committee on 
War Claims in the Forty-fourth Congress, to whom this claim was referred, that 
General Heintzelman and r Skiles were orally examined before that commit- 
tee, and that the facts hereinbefore stated were generally substantiated by them. 
That committee made a favorable report on said claim. 

kiles, whose empty sleeve” testifies to his devotion and sacrifices as a 


jor 8 
dier. and whose superiors and comrades testify to his high character as a man, 


his 


Soon after 
the Government, and has filed with his e 


cer- 
tificates from the several bureaus of the War that he owes 
the Government aono and that his accounts 
tion. 

out and disbursed by him, as stated, from his 


diligence and resorted to overy honorable effort to have the r ent 
reimburse him. Al efforts to that end have p: unsu because it has 
been med that the employment of the civilian clerks was without ene and 
voluntarily on his part; 3 


especial, Marshal 
sed to sanction or authorize such en set oc While your committee con- 
technically the 


right, yet, as a matter of justice, we that jor Skiles should be id and 
reimbu e amount expended by him in such evident good faith, i ience 
to the exigencies of the service and in the honest of onerous and re- 


sponsible duties imposed by virtue of his position upon him. 

That Major Skiles would have a great deal in attempting to detail from 
the raw recruits, ‘‘ bounty-jumpers,"’ and deserters passin; 5 his camp, men 
to have discharged the various complicated and responsible duties 3 by 
the expert and reliable clerks 0 55 70 by him, is apparent from the facts, an 
about which there can be no doub e discharged his duties faithfully and well, 
forwarded thousands of men to the armies in the field, disbursed paa By million 
and a half of money to the satisfaction of the Government and all others interested, 
and saved and turned over to the Government near $72,000 in money forfeited by 
deserters and others. True, it may be that he teok upon himself in the ay: 
ment of civilian clerks a ty not 5 by the strict letter e 
law, but it was a bility dictated by a worthy desire to serve tho Govern- 
ment in the most efficient manner. The Government received the beneficial results 
and ought now to bear the burden. 

The committee therefore report the bill back to the House with the recommenda- 


tion that it pass, 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


WILLIAM J. ALEXANDER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3289) for the relief of William J. Alexander, of Bloomington, Monroe 
County, Indiana, reported from the Committee on War Claims by 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Indiana. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to William J. 
Alexander, of Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana, the sum of 
$287.50, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
in full for all services rendered by said William J. Alexander in the 
secret service of the United States in the State of Indiana during the 
year 1 for which he was never paid. . 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


ALDERSON T. KEENE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
330) for the benefit of Alderson T. Keene, late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany E, First Kentucky Cavalry, reported from the Committee on 

ar Claims by Mr. KEIFER,. 

The bill appropriates the sum of $325 to Alderson T. Keene, late 
first lieutenant of Company E, First Kentucky Cavalry, in the late 
war, the same being for forage and rations furnished by him in 1862 
for a detachment of soldiers under his command while in the service 
of the United States, 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JOHN ZUMSTEIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3290) for the relief of John Zumstein, reported from the Committee 
on War Claims by Mr. KEIFER. 

Mr. BRAGG. 1 object to that bill. Inever knew a sutler who upon 
the next load did not make all the profit that had been lost upon the 
one stolen before. 

There being objection, the bill was passed over. 


HIRAM JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3291) to refund to Hiram Johnson and certain other citizens of Ten- 
nessec taxes illegally collected from them by military orders, reported 
from the Committee on War Claims by Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. 

Mr. BREWER. I object to that bill. 

The bill being objected to, it was passed over. 


ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3292) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey, of the State of Kentucky, 
2 from the Committee on War Claims by Mr. CALDWELL, of 

entucky. 

Mr. BREWER. I object to that bill. 

The bill being objected to, it was passed over. 

MRS. ELIZA k. HERBERT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3293) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Herbert, of the State of Louisiana, 
reported from the Committee on War Claims by Mr. CALDWELL, of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BROWNE. I object to that bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his ob- 
jection to this bill as it has been reported on favorably in two Con- 

Mr. BREWER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object to the bill. 

There being objection, the bill was passed over. 
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A. L. H. CRENSHAW. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3294) for the relief of A. L. H. Crenshaw, of Jackson County, Mis- 
souri, reported from the Committee on War Claims by Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. KEIFER. I object to that bill. 

There being objection, the bill was passed over. 

DABNEY WALKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1140) for the relief of Dabney Walker, which was reported from the 
Committee on War Claims by Mr. REILLY. 

Mr. BREWER. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope not. 

The motion of Mr. ROBERTSON was not agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object to the bill now under consideration. 

Objection being made, the bill was passed over. 

SEWELL B. CORBETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3295) for the relief of Sewell B. Corbett, which was reported from 
the Committee on War Claims by Mr. THOMPSON. 

Objection being made by Mr. BRadd, the bill was passed over. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
2334) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson, which was reported with 
amendments from the Committee on Private Land Claims by Mr. 
TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, was read, as followa: 


warrants equal to two hundred acres, in tracts not than the subdivisions pro- 
vided for in the United States land laws, to be located by the said Wilson, or his 
1 resentatives or assigns, on any of the unoccupied and pub- 


hom 
H. S. after their said entry, sold and convexed to the * 0 
which the said Wilson was divested and b ents and decrees 
of the circuit court of the United States for the district of at the Novem 


D. ereof, by reason, as the said court held 
5 TTT 
Voight, Josiah Smith, ohn H. Smi said 
legal itatives or assigns, after the | of the said warrants on such 
lands as CCC 
and located, as authorized and provided by this 
act, shall be in full satisfaction of any claim, or benefit which the said 


n 
any claim which the said Wilson, as ee e eee e 
Josiah Smith, and John H. Smith, may have, or may have had, against the Un 


ilson under this act, except that before the warrants 
e, he shall 


There bein 


no objection, the amendments were to, and the 
bill, as ame 


ed, laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


BENJAMIN E. EDWARDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1119) to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Edwards, his heirs, assigns, 
or legal representatives, to a certain tract of land in the Territory of 
New Mexico, which was reported with an amendment from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims by Mr. STARIN. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, was read, as follows: 


land commissioners for the county of Bexar, 
Flores, and dated the 16th day of August, A. D. 1847, and the same tract of land 
for which a nt was authorized to be issued by the act of the 


9, which said survey is numbered 38 in section numbered 
was then known as the Bexar land district for the State of T. 
now on record in the office of the commissioner of the general 
State of Texas. 


Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, upon the receipt of 
the pro er. survey, shall cause a patent to be issued to said Benjamin E. 
Edwards, heirs, assi or legal rep: for thelands confirmed: 
Provided, however, That such patent shall only be congtrued as a ent 
only of title on the part of the United shall not affect the right of any 
third person. 


2322 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 5, 


Mr. GUNTER called for the reading of the report; and it was read, 
as follows: 


The first section of the bill recites that a tract of land of six hundred and fi 
acres, situate in the Territory of New Mexico, was located by virtue of a - 
cate, numbered 444, issued August 16, 1£47, to one Andres Flores, by the board of 
land commissioners for the cut of Bexar, Texas, which land is more particu- 
larly described in the plat and field-notes accompanying the survey thereof, exe- 
cuted by R. S. Howard, deputy surveyor, and approved by the district surveyor 
for the district of Bexar, “Novem 1849, said survey being numbered 38. in 
section 15, in what was then known as the Bexar land district for the State of Texas, 
and now of record in the office of the commissioner of the general land office in 
the State of Texas. 

The second section ides for the issue tS peek by the Commissioner of 
the Land Office of the United States, u the pt of a proper plat and survey, 
to Benjamin E. Edwards, his heirs, gns, or l representatives, such patent to 
be construed as Arer panao only the title of the United States, and not to affect 
the right of any thi apaa: 
rs presented have satisfied the committee that on the 16th of August, 


The 
1847, the. d commissioners for the county of Bexar, State of Texas, did issue to 
one Andres Flores a certificate numbered 444, for six hundred and forty acres of 


land as a head-right ; that on the 17th day of A 1847, said Andres Flores con- 
veyed all his tights and title to said certificate 444 to Benjamin E. Edwards; that 
said Benjamin É. Edwards caused the said certificate to be located, and such loca- 
tion to be certified to by R. S. Howard, deputy surveyor, approved by I. S. McDon- 

ald, district surveyor of Bexar district. 
The bistory of the Territory in which this tract of land is situate, as reported 
by the committee of the Senate on Private Land Claims in 1858, is as follows: By 
e act of congress of the Republic of Texas, approved December 19, 1836, the 
western boundary of Texas was declared to extend to the Rio Grande River. By 
a map pre} under the direction of the War Office, from the most reliable au- 
thorities, in 1844. the Rio Grande also is laid down as the western boundary of Texas. 
After the annexation of Texas to the United States, this Government recognized 
and maintained the boundaries of Texas as defined by the said act of Congress of 
the Republic of Texas, of December 19, 1836. Under and by virtue of the act of Con- 
gress approved September 9, 1850, the district of country in which this land is sit- 
uate was pe epean by the ent from the State of Texas.” The con- 
clusion of said commi which this committee adopt, was that the action of this 
Government subsequent to the annexation of Texas has conceded that the juris- 
diction of Texas included the territory in question prior to the relinquishment of 
the same to the United States; so that, from the date of the certificate from the 
board of commissioners to a period beyond the location and survey of this tract of 
land. this part of the territory of the State of Texas was subject to location and 
settlement under authority from said State. Therefore, the committee find that the 
State of Texas having jurisdiction did, by its proper officers, issue a certificate of 
location to Andres Flores ; that the same ving located and surveyed prior 
to the relinguishment of title by the State of Texas to the General Government, 
said Flores or his assignee only required a patent from the State of Texas to form 
a complete and 

It satisfacto 

that 


also 
at the time of the relinqaishment of said Territory by Texas to the United States 
th had er the United States, which 
eral Government was 


boun and respect. 
The provisions of the second section of the Lapsed sd. gly namie cy The tract 
of land bed with reference to the public surveys of 


x this 

that oflico without a proper plat and survey would be unable to identify the par- 

toular tract referred to. . 7 ee 

Š ba geas peas idaho em or 
an 


passage. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
. favorably to the House. 
SF JAMES M’GREGOR. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
888) for the relief of James McGregor; which was reported with an 
amendment from the Committee on Indian Affairs by Mr. GUNTER. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, was read, as follows: 

Ba it enacted, do That the Secretary of the Treasury and he hereb; 
directed to pay to James McGregor, out of any money in the — 8 
appropriated, $603.11, in full for services rendered 5 him at the Malheur Indian 
agency, in the State of Oregon, during the fiscal year 1874. 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to; and the 
oe as amended, was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 

ouse, 

HENRY WARREN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
689) for the relief òf Henry Warren, reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs i bres HOOKER. 

Mr. EDEN. t the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman refers to another report made in a 
former Con I would like to hear that other report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not here. 

Mr. LATHROP. I object to the bill. 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 


F. B. CULVER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1476) for the relief of F. B. Culver, which was reported from the 
Committee.on Indian Affairs by Mr. NE. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, called for the reading of the report ; 
and it was read. 

Objection being made, (by Mr. KEIGHTLEY,) the bill was passed 
over. 


Mr. SMITH. I move that the committee now rise. 

5 — motion was agreed to; there being, upon a division —ayes 57, 
noes 35. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker resuming the 
chair, Mr. THOMPSON reported that the Committee of the Whole had 
had under consideration the Private Calendar and had directed him 
to report sundry bills to the House, some with and some without 
amendments. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
without amendment, were severally ordered to be engrossed, read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch, of 
Centretown, Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1855) for the relief of John C. Ray; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1371) for the relief of John W. Skiles; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3289) for the relief of William J. Alexander, of 
Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 330) for the benefit of Alderson T. Keene, late 
first lieutenant of Company E, First Kentue ra and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1119) to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Edw: 
his heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, to a certain tract of lan 
in the Territory of New Mexico. 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments, were then taken up, the amendments agreed to, and the 
bills, as amended, ordered to be engrossed, read a third time, and 


A bill (H. R. No. 2334) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 888) for the relief of James McGregor. 

Mr. LUTTRELL moved to reconsider the various votes by which 
the above bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the order of the 
House for a session to-morrow for debate only may be rescinded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would entertain a motion that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I make that motion, 

The mohon was agreed to, upon a division—ayes 102, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. LUTTRELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY, 


Mr. BLACKBURN, by unanimons consent, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4243) relative to 
the Washington Market Company; which was read a first and see- 
ond time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, not to be brought back on a motion to 
reconsider. 

VIRGINIA MILITARY DISTRICT, OHIO. 


Mr. DICKEY. I ask unanimous consent to submit for considera- 
tion at this time the preamble and resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas there are doubts and differences as to the true intent and meaning of 
an act to cede to the State of Ohio the unsold lands in the Virginia military district 
in said 8 approved February 18, 1871; and 

Whereas t doubts create an unsettled and disturbed condition of the titles 
to many farms which have been appropriated many years since by survey or entry 
founded upon military warrants and warrants upon continental establishment: 


Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of i the United States in Congress as- 
sembled, That the accompanying bill, to wit, a to construe and define the act to 
cede to the State of Ohio the unsold in the Virginia military district in said 
State, approved Feb: 18, 1871, and to further extend the time for returning sur- 

on entries in said district, be and the same is hereby referred to a select com- 

ttee of five to be com of those members of Con, wh gressional 

districts, or parts „lie within the said Virginia tary district in said State, 

—— leave to report at any time, not to interfere with the Committee on Appropri- 
ons. 


ose con 


Mr. BUTLER. Has this been before a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is p to create a ial committee com- 
pasen of those Ohio members representing the section of the State 

irectly interested in the lands specified in the resolution. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It should go to a standing com- 


mittee. 

Mr. DICKEY. If the resolution is properly understood, I think 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. If any other State than Ohio were interested, I have 
no doubt that I ought to object. But I object anyhow. 

Mr. DICKEY. This resolution is simply to refer the bill to a select 
committee of members whose districts lie within the Virginia military 
district, and who understand the condition of titles to those lands 
and the difficulty between the agricultural college and the citizens. 
The bill is to construe an act passed by the Congress of the United 
States ceding to the State of Ohio those lands. 

Mr. CONGER. As I understand it is to construe a law of the United 
States in regard to rights granted by law. 
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Mr. DICKEY. This committee is to report a bill on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. And the bill when reported will be entirely within 
the control of the House. 

Mr. CONGER.. The 55 8555 seems to be to give to the Representa- 
tives of those districts where the land lies the power to frame a bill 
to get the lands from the United States to the State. But I will not 
object. 

Mr. DICKEY. The object is not to get the land from the United 
States; it is already ceded to the States, 

1 CONGER. Iam willing to give those Representatives a fair 
chance. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. _I objeet. 

Mr. FINLEY. Imoye that the House now adjourn. 

ELIZA K. ASHLEY. 

Mr. McKENZIE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4244) for the relief of Eliza K. Ashley, widow of John P. Ashley, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. CLAFLIN, for one week, on account of important business; 

To Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, for two weeks, on account of im- 
portant business; 

To Mr. GARDNER, for one week, on account of important business ; 

To Mr. AIKEN, for fourteen days from Monday next ; 

To Mr. MayuaM, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family; 

To Mr. Henry, for three days, on account of important business ; 
an 

To Mr. BURDICK, for two weeks, en account of important business. 

SCHOONER FLIGHT. 

On motion of Mr. KIMMEL, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
814) to refer the record of the proceedings of the naval court of in- 
quiry as evidence in the case of the collision of the schooner Flight 
with the United States steamer Tallapoosa before the Court of Claims 
was taken from the 8 er's table, read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, not to be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 


BOUNTY, ETC., OF COLORED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from 
the Paymaster-General, forwarding an estimate for the collection and 
payment of bounty, prize-money, and other claims of colored soldiers 
and sailors for the period from eee 1879, to June 30, 1879; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM S. HANSELL & SONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting information in to the claim of Will- 
iam S. Hansell & Sons, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR QUARTERMASTER’S DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a communication of the Quartermaster- 
General relative to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

POWELL’S REPORT ON ARID REGION OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred, under the law, to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved by the He Representatives, (the Senate concurring therein.) That th 
be printed ooo en g the on the lands of the arid region oF the United 
States by G. W. Powell; 1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the 


House of Representatives, and 2,000 for the use of the Department of the Interior. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the re r order. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr, that the 


House adjourn, it was agreed to; and accordingly (at four o’clock 
and thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Vicks- 
burgh, Mississippi, as to the improvement of the Mississippi River— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. DENISON: Memorial of the Vermont Copper-Mining Com- 
pany, of Vershire, Vermont, opposing any reduction of the duty on 
copper ore—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. FELTON: The petition of Daniel Dietz, for compensation 
for stores and supplies taken by the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HARTZELL: The petition of Colonel R. R. Townes and 38 
other citizens of Union County, Illinois, for the passage of the bill 
recently introduced by Hon. R. W. TOWNSHEND, restraining the 
removal of causes from the State to the Federal courts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary 
W. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of H. Meigs and others, for the 
refunding of certain taxes, as provided in Honse bill 3406—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of the publishers of the Hartford 
(Connecticut) Times, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of John P. Haines and others, 
relative to the rights of settlers on the public lands on the Klamath 
River, California—to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Also, the petitions of Elizabeth T. Schenck, Sarah J. Wallis, and 
Clarinda J. Howard Nichols, of California, for the removal of their 
political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petitions of Silas Tate, Sallie Tate, and other citizens of 
Princeton, California, and of Philip Cowen, Mrs. R. M. Works, and 
other citizens of Petalumna, California, for an amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting the several States from disfranchising United 
States citizens on account of sex—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MANNING: The petitions of Asa R. Chilton, William A. 
French, and 27 other citizens of Mississippi, and of John Robertson, 
of De Soto County, Mississippi, for the reference of their claims for 
stores, &c., taken by the United States Army to the southern claims 
commission—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MULDROW : The petitions of A. A. Garner and James W. 
Mitchell, for compensation for property taken by the United States 
Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. QUINN: The petition of citizens of Albany, New York, 
against the reduction cf the tariff and the imposition of a tax on tea 
and coffee—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona: Two petitions of citizens of Ari- 
zona, for the improvement of the Colorado River—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Dale 
County, Alabama, for the distribution of the proceeds of the sale of 
the public lands among the States for educational purposes—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route from 
Elba, Alabama, to Uchee Anna, Florida—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware: The petition of citizens of 
Smyrna, Delaware, for a survey of Duck Creek, Delaware, with a 
view to the improvement of the same—to the Committes on Com- 


merce. i 
By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of merchants and 
business men of New York, seann the passage of the tariff bill—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 
By Mr. WILLITS: The petition of Catharine A. F. Stebbins, of 
Detroit, Michigan, for the removal of her political disabilities—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 8, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

The Journal of the p i of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3824) to authorize the survey of the Cattaraugus 
Indian reservation, in the State of New York, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the credentials of George H. 
Pendleton, chosen by the Legislature of the State of Ohio a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1879; which were 
read and ordered to be filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, recommending an appropriation of $20,000 
for the purpose of purchasing records of the late so-called Confederate 
States of America; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the memorial of W. J. Mooney and others, 
business men of the city of New York, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the common council of the city of 
Brooklyn, New York, in favor of the p of a law authorizing the 
erection in that eity of a building for the use of the post-office and 
which were referred to the Committee 


and Grounds. 
present the preamble and resolutions of the Board 


other Government p 
on Public Buildin 
Mr. KERNAN, 


of Trade of Oswego, New York, remonstrating against the imposition 
of duties on raw material and Jetting the p 


uct infree. They refer 
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to the proposed tariff law as imposing a tax on wheat and letting flour 
in free, a tax on malt much less than on barley, and they remonstrate 
inst such legislation. I move the reference of these resolutions to 

e Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the memorial of R. C. Clark and others, 
citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the p of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the memorial of W. H. Curtis and 
others, citizens of New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of 
any act imposing a tax on incomes ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of Maria Hart, 
widow of James Hart, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty- 
eighth New York Volunteers, praying for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of John Folkmann, praying Con- 

to legislate for the benefit of the working classes of the United 
States, and suggesting certain ways in which the large cities may be 
freed from ‘‘ trampers ;” 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of John T. Caine, of Salt Lake City, 
Utah, praying for the establishment of a mint, assay, and refining 
office in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of General W. W. Loring, of 
Florida, praying for the removal of his political disabilities ; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented the petition of Ethan A. Sawyer, of Jefferson 
County, East Tennessee, praying compensation for services as scout, 

ide, and recruiting officer, and for property taken by the United 

tates forces and appropriated to their use during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. s 

Mr. WINDOM. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of the 
city of Minneapolis, Minnesota, in reference to the improvement of 
the Mississip iRiver, in which they express their opinion that it is of 
the utmost importance to the whole country that the Mississippi 
River from its sources at the north toits mouth, at the earliest possi- 
ble day, be so improved by the General Government as to insure the 
utilization of its navigation to its utmost capacity, thereby giving to 
ali citizens in perpetuity an open highway to the ocean unfettered 
by tolls, and freed from railway combinations. They heartily indorse 
the plans of the Government engineers for Providing tees vans at the 
headwaters of the river, and also . and earnestly 
their delegation in Congress to use all proper efforts to secure the 
passage of a bill making an appropriation necessary for those pur- 

oses. I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on 
mmerce, 

The motion was ag to. 

Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of E. M. Ross and others, citi- 
zens of Los Angeles, California, praying the passage of a law author- 
izing the holding of at least one term a year of the United States 
courts for the district of California at that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of James Rose, late private 
in the Ninth Light Battery Wisconsin Volunteers, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petition of John T. Tucker, of Vir- 
ginia, praying for the removal of his political disabilities ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONKLING presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York, remonstrating ry prea a change of the life- 
saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also the petition of citizens of New 
York, representing the business interests, praying for the passage of 
a law promoting American steamship lines to foreign countries, I 
move its reference to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial of James T. Allen & Co., 
and others, furniture dealers of New York City, remonstrating against 
the repeal of the bankrupt law and in favor of its amendment; which 
Was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 532) to incorporate the Sub- 
urban Railway Company of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. No. 933) to authorize the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to refund a certain tax erroneously 
collected, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred a pee indorsed by the Secretary of the Senate “ Petition 
of Guerry & Sons, praying for the repeal of joint resolution of March 
2, 1867, requiring oath of loyalty before receiving bounty land,” have 


which was referred to the Committee on 


directed me to report it back. On examining it we find that it is 
nothing but a private letter from Guerry & Sons to a Senator and 


not a petition in any sense of the term and does not come even within 

the most liberal rule that the Senate has ever adopted in receiving 

papers as petitions, The Committee on the Judiciary therefore in- 

struct me to report the paper back and suggest that it be taken from 

the files and referred to the Senator to whom the letter was addressed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be entered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1050) to amend sections 177 and 178 of the 
Revised Statutes relating to the temporary filling of vacancies in the 
offices of the several Executive Departments; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying letter from the Postmaster- 
General, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1051) for the relief of Hardie Hogan 
Helper; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1052) to remove the political disabilities of 
William W. Loring; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1053) providing for a survey of the mouth 
of the Columbia River; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1054) to authorize the United States to 
secure a title to certain military and timber reservations; which was 
2 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1055) for the relief of the sureties of J. W. 
Smith, late additional paymaster in the United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1056) relating to the rank of certain retired Army 
officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1057) in relation to the pro- 
motion of officers in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RELATIONS WITH COREA. 


Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 24) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint a commissioner to the King of Corea 
to arrange a treaty of amity and commerce between the United 
States and the King of Corea, and to appropriate the necessary ex- 
pe in making such treaty; which was read the first time at 

ength, as follows: 

Whereas the Kingdom of Corea is as completely ind dent h 
treaty of 1876, preg of Cor e en ee 

Whereas — King of Corea has shown a disposition to enroll his great country 
among the family oí nations, and to allow it to enjoy the reciprocal advantages of 
peace and commerce with other nations; and 

Whereas the United States desires to remain in relations of peace with all peo- 


ples: Therefore, 
Resolved by the Senate and House ee in Congress assembled, That 
W the United States 4 and hereby is, authorized to appoint a com- 


the Presiden 

missioner to represent this country in an effort to a: by peaceful means, and 
with the aid of the friendly 2 rsak of Japan, a treaty OF 4 and commerce be- 
tween the United States and the Kingdom of Corea, and the sum ef $50,000, or so 
propriated out of any money in 


much thereof as way be necessary, is hereby a} 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated to y the expenses of said commis- 
sion. 

The joint resolution was read the second time by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table, sub- 
ject to the call of the Senator from California. 

Mr. SARGENT, Yes, sir. I wish merely to remark that the popu- 
lation of that country is variously estimated at from twelve million 
to twenty million, and that, as this is a very important question, I 
want to present some considerations to the Senate before the joint. 
resolution is referred. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, reported an 
amendment intended to be 8 to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to. 
provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior 
years; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 802) establishing post-roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was refe to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I desire to give notice of 8 intention to offer 
an amendment, by way of substitute, to the bill (S. No. 35) to repeal 
the bankrupt jaw, introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
McCrrery.] Lask that the amendment be now received and laid 
upon the table. 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2325 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the table and 
be printed. 

GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT TOPEKA. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 180) to provide for a building for the use of 
the post-office, the United States circuit and district courts, and other 
Government offices at Topeka, Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was in line 7 of section 1, before the word 
„hundred, “ to strike out “ three” and insert “two;” so as to read: 

At a cost not exceeding $200,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 12 of section 1, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert “two ;” so as to read: 

Beyond the said sum of $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of section 1 the words: 


thereof, for all purposes except the administration of th 
State and the service of say aval processes therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ENLISTMENTS OF COLORED CITIZENS. 


Mr. BURNSIDE, I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (8. No. 5 remove all restrictions now existin 
in regard to enlistments of the colored citizen in any arm of the Uni 
States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was to strike out the first 
section of the bill in the following words: 

That hereafter the word color shall not be used Feder et grelles the 


United States Army; that the colored citizen shall be entitled to vileges and 
rights of any citizen to ryer any arm of the United States Army, and no dis- 


tinction 8 hereafter o in the ass tof the soldier on account of 
color or previous descent; that all arms of service, engineers, artillery, cav- 
alry, infantry, signal corps, irrespective of color, shall be to him. 


And in lien thereof to insert: 
een pagave 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, 


The next amendment of the committee was to strike out lines 1 to 
7, inclusive, of section 2, in the following words : 


That the President is authorized to fill the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry, Twenty- 
fourth and Twenty-fifth 8 with enlisted Een without reference or distinc- 


req ng the gen recruiting 
ent epera mounted service as they are required by the regiments, without regard 
or, 


The next amendment was in line 8, of section 2, to strike out the 
first word “and” and insert “that,” and to add at the end the words 
“and hereafter colored men shall have full right to enlist in all the 
arms of the service ;” so as to read: 

That nothing in the above act shall be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth 
Cavalry, 1 and Twenty. fifth Infantry, are not of the United 
States Army. And hereafter colored men shall have full right to enlist in all the 
arms of the service. 

Mr. INGALLS. What became of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] to this bill when it was up on a 
previous day? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. That is the last amendment reported from the 
committee, the amendment to the last clause of the second section. 

Mr, INGALLS. Was that amendment accepted by the committee? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. It was accepted by the committee and embraced 
in the bill as re-reported. 

Mr. BAYARD. I chould like to ask the Senator from Rhode Island 
whether this bill makes it compulsory upon the part of any recruit- 
ing-officer or person in charge 3 7 recruiting station to accept and 
dispose of a recruit in any braneh of the military service that the 
recruit may indicate; in otherAvords, whether when recruits offer 
themselves the officers in charge of the stations or the officers in 
charge of the 8 where the soldier is to be employed are de- 
prived of control over the branch of the service in which the recruits 
are to be employed. I should like to know whether the bill takes 
from the officers in of the Army the discretion as to the branch 
in which the reernit shall be employed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. No more than the law takes the discretion away 
from the officers now. The bill leaves the recruiting officer just as 
he is at this time. A recruiting officer can reject aman if he feels 
disposed and there is no reviewing or revising authority that I know 
of. A man can go before a court and claim his right as a citizen to 
enlist in the Army of the United States the same as a man can claim 


his right to enter into any voluntary public employment, or just as 
he could claim his right to vote. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask whether this proposed amendment of 
existing law has been recommended by the General of the Army or 
by the War Office ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Yes, sir; it has been recommended by the Gen- 
eral of the Army. TheGeneral of the Army is in perfect accord with 
this bill. I have his indorsement of the measure not only in black 
and white, but I have had his approval verbally half a dozen times. 
He is in perfect accord with the bill; and although I do not have it 
directly from the officers in command of the departments where these 
regiments serve, I am satisfied from what the General of the Army 
has told me that they are in accord with the bill also. I can see no 
reason why this bill should prove embarrassing to anybody. It 
simply removes from the statute-books sections which create four 
regiments entirely of colored people, and assures them the right to 
enlist in all corps of the United States Army. 

They have that right now under the law. They can offer to enlist 
in the artillery regiments to-day, and they will have the right to do 
so if the bill becomes a law. This measure will in no sense change 
the law in that respect. There is nothing in the statutes that pre- 
vents a colored man from going to a recruiting station and demand- 
ing to be enlisted as an engineer soldier, or as an artillery soldier, or 


as an 57 soldier. 
Mr. BAYARD. Is there anything in the existing law now that 
prevents that! 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Not a thing. There is nothing in the law now 
that prevents that. Any colored man can go this day and enlist in 
any of these corps if the recruiting officer will let him. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is precisely the question. I have no doubt at 
all that every government has a right to utilize every means in its 
power for self-defense and aggression, and I have no question that 
every element of power in a country should be utilized wisely for the 
Darpose of defense. If, therefore, the military arm or the naval arm 

hall be strengthened by the infusion of n or men of negro 
descent, in it, by all means let it be done; but I think there is noth- 
ing in the existing law that makes this proposed amendment of it 
necessary. I know nothing under our law or nothing under the Con- 
stitution as it is amended that prevents the freest entry of service to 
a colored man as much as to a white man. I know of no disability, 
I know of no discrimination, I know of no right to discriminate. 
Therefore I ask teh Be it that this present amendment of the law is 
proposed to be put into the statutes giving to colored men a full right 
to enlist in all arms of the service? Why, have they it not now? 
Have they it not now quite as much as the white men of the country? 

Mr. President, I say tase to my friend from Rhode Island 
that I think these things had better run as they are. All that you 
can hope to make justly under the laws is an equal opportunity of en- 
listment. You cannot by further discrimination aid deficiencies that 
may exist, and you have no right to give advantages which are not 
open to all, If the present laws of this country do not make a dis- 
crimination against one class of citizens over another, then I submit 
the amendment now pro is not necessary; and I think that the 
Senator has gone rather further in this proposition than any previous 
law of the United States has done by insisting that one description 
of citizens shall have a fuller right to enlist in all arms of the service. 
I am under the impression that there is no law on the statute-book 
to-day, and that no just construction can be given to any law upon the 
statute-book to-day, that discriminates against any citizen by reason 
of race, color, or previous condition; so that I think this measure is 

y unnecessary. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from 
Delaware that the bill before the amendment was attached to it b 
the Senator from Maine smpi did away with the two sections whic 
require that two regiments of infantry and two regiments of cavalry 
shall be com d of colored men. Now, in order to be perfectly con- 
sistent, the ator from Delaware should say that he desires to give 
white men all their rights, and that there shall be no section of the 
statutes depriving white men of their rights. Now, the sections 
which I propose to re by this bill deprive white men of the right 
to enter the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry and the Twenty-Fourth and 
Twenty-Fifth Regiments of Infantry. No white man in the United 
States can enter those regiments as a private soldier. The law de- 
prives him of that privilege. If the Senator from Delaware desires 
to be consistent, let him vote for the repeal of those two sections and 
then every white man who desires to enlist can go to the recruiting 
officer and make known his wishes, and every colored man can do the 
same thing, and the statutes will be homogeneous in that respect. 
As it is now, they are not. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. May Iask the honorable Senator whether any white 
men have made complaint that they were not allowed to enlist in the 
colored 1 5 9 77 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do complain myself. 


Mr. BAYARD. Have they complained? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The law is distinct that these regiments shall be 
composed of colored men. 

Mr. BAYARD. Has there been any complaint that that privilege 
has not been allowed to white men? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I complain myself that they are not allowed to 
enlist in these regiments, and my complaint is that the regiments are 
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less efficient for the reason that white men are not allowed to enlist 
in them. The General of the Army complains of it; the generals in 
command of departments complain of it. 

Mr. INGALLS, The Senator from Rhode Island said a moment 
ago that the General of the Army was in complete accord with the 
purposes of this bill. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. INGALLS. From which I judge that he is acquainted with 
his sentiments upon the question of the enlistment of Africans in the 
Army. Will the Senator inform the Senate whether the General of 
the Army fayors the enlistment or the exclusion of persons of African 
descent from the regular Army! 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Les, sir; Iwill with t pleasure. 

Mr. INGALLS. The reason why I ask that question is this: what- 
ever pay be the objects of this bill, I have no doubt that the results 
of it will be, if it is passed into a law, that within five years there 
will not be a colored man in the United States Army. 

Mr. BLAINE. Within two years. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Maine says “two years.” I 
accept the amendment. As the law and Constitution now stand, 
there is an absolute right on the part of colored as well as white men 
to enlist in the Army; but, as was developed in the debate the other 
day, there is, from some cause or other, a prejudice on the part of the 
officers of the Army, those who have charge of the recruiting service. 
so that colored men are excluded when they offer themselves; an 
now, if you abolish and abrogate this portion of the law that sets 
apart four regiments where they can be received, the result will be 
that this prejudice, this hostility to the enlistment of colored men, 
will be so great that they will have no place whatever in this branch 
of the public service. That, I believe, will be the actual result of 
this bill, whatever may be its purposes and its objects. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Well—— 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Rhode Island will pardon me 


now—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to know whether the General of the 
Army favors the enlistment of colored men or is opposed to it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will yield to the Senator from Maine, If he 
desires to speak, I will not interpose. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Iam in no hurry. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Delaware certainly is one of the 
Senators who object to any possible admixture under the civil-rights 
bill of white and colored children in the schools in the South. That 
sentiment is very general throughout the South, that there cannot be 
and shall not be an admixture. There has been before Congress for 
the last ten years a petition, with which I have had some sympathy, 
for the up-building by appropriations from Cengress of the old Çol- 
lege of William and Mary which was destroyed as one of the results 
of the peninsular campaign. There has never been a time when the 
friends of that institution would take the aid from ras pone no mat- 
ter how munificent, upon the simple condition that colored citizens 
should be admitted; never. Now, we are bound to look, not at what 
may bo the mere abstract reading of the law, but the positive and 
palpable effect of repealing these sections will be that thenceforward 
the colored man is just as much excluded from service in the Army 
as he is from the halls of William and Mary College, The prejudice 
in the Army is strong against him. There is not a recruiting officer 
that would be sent ont, unless he should be picked exactly for the 

urpose, who would enlist one. Possibly the admixture in the regi- 
iment would not conduce to their efficiency. I do not believe that a 
regiment made up of half white and half black would be half as 

“efficient as a wholly colored regiment. It is better for the interest 
and efficiency of the service that the law be left as it now is, in my 
judgment, and in so far as the colored man has any right to enter the 
service of the military arm of the nation, it is secured to him alone 
in these sections, and if you repeal them and leave it to this grand 
right that he is an American citizen and jak b's has got the same 
right undera general gush, he will be absolutely left ont, just as much 
as if he was on the extreme end of the north pole; you will never 
hear of one in the service again. The question then is, shall it be 
considered a fair policy at this day to exclude him from the military 
service of the country? That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. e Senator from Maine is entitled to his views 
on this subject. I differ with him very much. I am not so reliant, 
though, upon my own wisdom in making predictions as the Senator 
from Maine, and therefore I shall not make any such positive predic- 
tion as he has made. I believe in the principle of doing right and 
letting results follow. 

Now this bill is in the right direction, and the sections as they stand 
on the statute-book are wrong. I beg to predict that there will be 
within a very short time a strong sprinkling of colored troops in the 
United States Army, a full . I may say per capita; cer- 
tainly within ten years; and I think within four or five years there 


will be a great many. The General of the Army I believe agrees with 
me. At any rate he says “let colored troops come along; let them be 
enlisted ; we will take care of them; they are good for the service and 
will be well taken care of, and we shall be glad to receive them.“ That 
is what the General of the Army says. 

As these four regiments stand now they are ineflicient, and I say it 


is our duty to repeal those sections and make four efficient regiments 
of those colored regiments. As they are now they are inefficient. I 
believe in being consistent. Let us doright though the heavens fall. 
To say that two doer of infantry and two regiments of cavalry 
shall be made up of colored men is not right; you might as well say 
they shail be made up of Germans, or of Chinese, or of Spaniards. 

Mr. BLAINE. When the Senator from Rhode Island was himself 
at the head of the United States Army, it was not very inconsistent 
to have one hundred thousand colored troops made up in their own 
regiments, 

Mr. BURNSIDE. It was not. 

Mr. BLAINE. We did not a bit see the inconsistency of it when 
two hundred thousand of them came to the relief of the Union Army 
in regiments of their own color solely. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. We were very glad to have them; but the neces- 
sity for a thing of that kind has passed. It was not inconsistent to 
haye German regiments, it was not inconsistent to have the Irish 
brigade; but how inconsistent to-day would it be to have a regiment 
in the United States service made up of Irishmen altogether. We had 
German brigades and divisions, and Irish brigades and divisions, and 
we resorted to everything then to get troops in the field, and a great 
many means were resorted to then that would not be fair means now. 
We are now on a peace footing; we should try to get our country into 
a condition that prejudices will be allayed, that people will cease te 
think of the war more than is necessary to do justice to those who 
fought gallantly init. There is no occasion for bringing these things 
up constantly, My object is to make the statutes on the subject homo- 
geneous and Highs 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam heartily in favor of the destruction of preju- 
dice of every sort, especially when we come to deliberate upon pub- 
lic interest; but I cannot understand how-the best way to allay a 
prejudice is to legislate violently for its suppression. Now, it is plain, 
as the honorable Senator from Rhode Island says, that there are sev- 
eral regiments already known as colored regiments, the rank and file 
of which are composed solely of men of that race, and yet their ranks 
cannot be kept full. By what species of reasoning is it that if a few 
regiments cannot be maintained to their proper numerical standard, 
you are to presume that by opening still other regiments for the ad- 
mission of the same class of persons, and doing that by compulsory 
legislation that does not apply to the Army at large, you are to have 
them full. Now, as I say, taking the very theme of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, I do desire to see the Army of the United States, the Navy 
of the United States, and any other branch of service of the United 
States filled with those men who are most competent for the duties 
in question. If any class of men shall prove themselves fitter for a 
place than others, I wish to see them have the advantage which their 
powers, natural or educated, shall permit them to take. It would be 
the blindest and most short-sighted policy for us to deny the merits 
or capacities of a man who seeks to exert both in the defense and in 
the service of the country. I should be ashamed to subscribe to a 
doctrine of that sort; but it is plain to me that the anxiety of the 
honorable Senator to do away with what he calls prejudice is really 
doing something to create it and he is stepping beyond the fair meas- 
ure of right as laid down by law and is Riaorimninatiag in favor of 
one class and against others. 

The Army as it now stands is open for enlistment to any one, as I 
understand, not simply to American citizens, but others may enlist 
who can pass the standard morally, physically, and intellectually that 
may be set up for them. That I wish tosee continued, and I wish to 
see no rigidity of legislation interposed to control the high and wise 
discretion of the officers in charge of the American Army over the 
selection of recruits for various service. I think if we undertake to 
interpose our discretion instead of theirs, we shall do what will be 
detrimental rather than serviceable, and there will be nothing gained 
by simply producing this attrition which the Senator seems to fear 
of prejudice in the various branches of the public service. Ido be- 
lieve the law as it stands gives equal opportunity, and I do not think 
that any laws in a nation professing to be governed by equal laws 
should do more. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Delaware tell me how the 
law regulating the enlistment of private soldiers will be changed in 
the least degree by the repeal of these two sections; how the right 
of enlistment, in other words, will be changed in the least or affected 
in any way whatever by the passage of this bill? 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not think especially it would be, and therefore 
I think these amendments are unnecessary. 

ei BURNSIDE. The bill as originally presented does not refer to 
that. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask, if the bill does not change the law, what 
is the use of this legislation? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The use of this legislation is to do away with the 
four colored regiments as colored regiments, and give white men the 
right to enlist in them. Iam for the rightsof the white men, if the 
POETAE will allow me to say so, as well as for the rights of the col- 
ored men. 

Mr. BLAINE: How many regiments of white men exclusively have 
we now 

Mr. BURNSIDE, All the regiments are composed of white men 
except these four. 
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Mr. BLAINE. And yet the Senator thinks it is necessary for the 
5 of white men that they should have a right to enlist in the 
others ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Les, sir. I think if a white man wants to enlist 
in the Ninth Cavalry he should have the right to do it, and I am will- 
ing to stand on that ground. I can say to the Senator from Maine 
that that is very substantial ground to stand upon. 

This bill, it seems to me, occupies a very unfortunate position, and 
I suppose it will be defeated because some of our friends here are 
very much afraid it will let colored troops into the white regiments, 
and others are afraid it will do away with the right of the colored 
men to enlist, I am not frightened about anything of that kind. 
Colored sailors enlist constantly, are shipped constantly, and have 
been for years, and hardly aship goes out of port that hns not colored 
sailors on board, some of themagreatmany. That right has existed 
for a long time. Now, I wish to put the Army on the same footing 
that the Navy is upon, and has been for years, and I see no reason 
why it should not be so. = 

r. THURMAN. Ido not rise to make a speech for or against this 
bill, but to try to get some information that will enable me to vote 
understandingly and I shall endeavor to be as brief as I can. 

As I understand the law as it now exists, there is no distinction 
whatever made on account of color in regard to enlistments in the 
Army of the United States. The Army is just as open to colored men 
as to white men; and if it should so happen, if such a thing were pos- 
sible, that all the enlistments were of colored men, that no white men 
would enlist, the consequence would be that the whole Army would 
intime becomean Army of colored men under the law as it nowstands. 

The sections of the statute in regard to enlistments are very brief, 
and I will read them: 

Sec. 1115. There shall not be in the Army at one time more than thirty thousand 

men. 

That has been reduced since. 


Sec. 1116, Recruits enlisting in the Army must be effective ana able-bodied men, 
and between the ages of sixteen and thirty-five years at the time of their enlist- 
ment. This limitation as to ago shall not apply to soldiers re-enlisting. 

Sec, 1117. Lid orb under the age of twenty-one years shall be enlisted or mus- 
tered into the tary service of the United States without the written consent of 
his parents or ins: Provided, That such minor has such parents or guardi- 
ars entitled to his custody and control. 

Sec. 1118. No minor under the age of sixteen years, no insane or intoxicated per- 
son, no deserter from the military service of the United States, and no n who 
has been convicted of any criminal offense shall be enlisted or mustered into the 


li service, 
ars 119. ‘All enlistments in the Army shall be for the term of five years. 

These are the sections, and I believe all of them, that relate to 
enlistments, They make no distinction on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude, so that enlistments in the Army now 
are as free to the colored citizen as to anybody else, and nobody doubts 
that the colored citizen ought to be allowed to enlist. The Govern- 
ment owes protection to all its citizens, and they owe the correlative 
duty of military service if they are of suitable age and possess the 
necessary physical and mental qualifications. No one, therefore, could 
be panel to the military service of any class of our citizens. In old 
Rome nobody, in the best days of the republic, was allowed to serve 
in the army unless he wasa citizen; aliens and slaves were not allowed 
to enter the army at all; but in this country the colored men are citi- 
zens, and even according to the system introduced in the old Roman 
republic they would be entitled to enlist in the Army of the United 
States. Nobody disputes the legality of that or its propriety. 

That being the case, let us see what is this bill. In the first place 
I want to the attention of my friend from Rhode Island to a part 
of this bill where it seems to me there must be a misprint, The first 
amendment is, after striking out nearly all of the original bill: 
to a ae 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, 


re} 

Section 1104 is: 

The enlisted men of two regiments of cavalry shall be colored men. 

Section 1108 is: 

The enlisted men of two regiments of infantry shall be colored men. 

The object of the repeal of those sections is perfectly plain; for, as 
the law now stands, it is mandatory that four regiments, two of them 
of cavalry and two of them of infantry, shall be composes exclusively 
of colored men. The object of this bill is to repeal that mandatory 
provision of the law. And suppose it were repealed, Mr. President, 
what then would be the case? I snppom the Senator from Rhode 
Island knows far better than I do that the brigading and regimenting, 
to use such a word, and assigning to companies and so on of the re- 
cruits is within the control of the President of the United States under 
such rules and regulations as he may see fit to prescribe where there 
is no positive provision of law on the subject. If I am right in this, 
you might re those two sections and then it would be a question 
within the discretion of the President of the United States whether 
the colored recruits should be put by themselves in companies or reg- 
iments or brigades by themselves, or whether they should be mixed up 
with white troops. I suppose that would be a matter for executive 
regulation if those two sections were repealed. The objection of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to those two sections, as I understand it, is 
that they make it obligatory upon the President to do that which the 
President in his discretion might think it was unwise to do. They take 


away his discretion, and therefore he proposes that those two sections 


shall be re ed, and then, if I am right in saying that the President 
may by rales and regulations prescribe the assignment of recruits, 
that would leave it to the President to assign them according to his 
own best judgment, according to the peculiar circumstances of the 
case. Whether that be wise or not, I do not know. Iam strongly 
inclined myself, however, to believe that it is not a wise provision to 
keep up these distinct negro or colored regiments. I am rather in- 
clined to think itis not. At the same time it might well be that the 
President in his discretion would see fit to assign colored recruits to 
En companies or regiments or brigades of the Army. I do not 

now how that might be. i 

But now I wish to call the attention of the Senator.from Rhode 

Island to what follows in his bill. The provision I have read, “that 
sections 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed,” is perfectly plain. Then comes: 

‘That nothing in the above act shall be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth 
Cavalry, Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, are not part of the United 
States Army. 

These are the colored regiments. 

Nothing in the above act.“ What is meant by the “above act?” 
I donot know. The only words to which that could apply would be 
“ the Revised Statutes,” and I do not see that anything in those stat- 
utes could be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry and the 
Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry “ are not part of the United 
States Army,” for those statutes expressly make them part of the 
United States Army. Ido not therefore see what the meaning of 
this is. I think it is a mistake. It must have been intended to read, 
“nothing in this act.” 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that that 
is the fact. It should be “nothing in this act.” This must be a mis- 


print. ; 
Mr. THURMAN, Then comes the last clause, to which, I think, 
some exception may well be taken: 
And hereafter colored men shall have full right to enlist in all the arms of the 


They have that right now generally. That is to say a man may 
enlist in the artillery, or the infantry, or the cavalry, as the law now 
stands. But—and when you amend a law you are presumed te. mean 
something different from the existing law—if it is meant that a col- 
ored man enlisting can choose the company in which he is to serve, 
or the regiment in which he is toserve, and can thus of his own voli- 
tion, and without regard to the will of the President of the United 
States in assigning recruits, force himself in a white company ef in- 
fantry, or of ee or the like, then it is worthy of consideration 
whether you are not taking a step that may be very troublesome in 
the future, S 

I mention these considerations only as showing my own ignorance 
of the subject and my doubts npon it, and I hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island will allow this bill to go over until to-morrow that it 
may be further reflected upon. 

. BURNSIDE. This bill has been lying on the table for some 
time. I do not choose to press it or anythi g else on the Senate. I 
desire to say to the Senator from Ohio ihat the amendment on which 
he has commented here was not in the original bill and was not 
originated by me. It was originated by the honorable Senator from 
Maine. I have no objection to voting for this amendment. I think 
it is simply declaratory; it amounts to nothing more than a declara- 
tion. That is my opinion; but still it ought not to affect the original 
bill. If we as Senators feel that those sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes should be repealed, that the efficiency of the service and justice 
both 1 5 that they should be repealed, then we should act upon 
them. If the Senate choose to vote down the amendment, I think no 
harm will be done, but I can vote for it; I am free to say that; but 
the Senator from Maine is big enough to take care of himself and he 
can defend the amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. I hope the Senator from Ohio will be good enough 
to give me his attention, as I am always glad to catch him on a point 
of law. I wrote the amendment. It reads: 

And hereafter colored men shall have full right to enlist in all arms of the 


Ihe Senator asks does that mean that a man shall choose lris regi- 
ment or company By no means. It means, however, that aman has 
the right, when he enlists, to say whether he enlists for the cavalry, 
service, or the infantry service, or the artillery service. 

Mr. THURMAN. He has that now. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator was criticising that language as mean- 
ing that the man who was enlisting might have the right to say “I 
am going to enlist for such a regiment and sucha ratio It does 
not mean so. It means simply what it says, that the right to enlist 
in “all the arms of the service” shall be open to the colored citizen. 
It does not mean that the colored citizen shall have the right to 
choose the regiment and company he will serve in, but it means to 
say that if there were recruits being received for the engineerservice 
he should have the right to enlist in that service; if there were 
recruits being received for the artillery, he should have the right to 
enlist in the artillery; if for cavalry, the right to enlist in the cav- 
say, if for the infantry, in the infantry. It applies to all arms of 

e service. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
right there? He certainly did not think carefully on what I was 
saying. 

£ BLAINE. Itried to. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no conflict now between what he is say- 
ing and what I said. I said that, if this meant simply that a colored 
man had a right to enlist in the cavalry, or the infantry, or the artil- 


lery, at his own volition, that was nothing more than the existing 
law, and that when yeu propose to amend or change a law you are 
presumed to have made some change in it, and it would then be a 
question whether this did not mean something more than the exist- 
ing law, whether it did not mean that he might choose the company 
iu which he might enlist. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is quite interesting to watch the gradations of 
this bill. My excellent friend from Rhode Island, whose kind-hearted- 
ness we all know, and who, I am sure, meant no injustice to any col- 
ored or white citizen, wrote it thus: 

That hereafter the word “ color" shall not be used e any soldier of the 
United States Army; that the colored citizen shall bo entitled to all privileges and 
rights of any citizen to enlist in any arm of the United States Army, and no dis- 
tinction shall hereafter be made in assignment of the soldier on account of color 
or previous descent; that all arms of the service, engineers, artillery, cavalry, in- 
fantry, corps, irrespective of color, shall be open to him. 

Ho meant 3 to widen the sphere in which the colored man 
should have the right, by affirmative declaration of Congress, and 
that posted up in the recruiting rooms of all the men who were sent 
out to recruit would have been a specific direction that they were not 
at liberty to refuse a colored man when he offered. That bill went 
to the Committee on Military Affairs; I do not know what took place 
in that committee, but 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to say one 
word? This bill just as it stands now, without his amendment, was 
what I reported to the Committee on Military Affairs and not one word 
was to any member of the committee on the subject. The bill 
was referred to me and I made the amendment myself without con- 
sultation with a single member of the committee, and it was not 
whittled down in any way in the world. I just saw by an examina- 
tion of the statutes that the whole thing could be accomplished by 
repealing those two secti and I thought that was the sensible way 
to do it, and therefore took it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Tsaid that I-knew. nothing of what took place in 
committee; I only knew that those broad, generous, extensive words 
to enfranchise and extend the rights of the colored and proscribed 
class came out of the committee in these words: 

That sections 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, 


It did not leave a recognition anywhere in the laws of the United 
States that the colored man could enlist anywhere. Now the consti- 
tution of the two cavalry regiments and the two infantry regiments 
mentioned i these sections was a concession to the prejudice of color 
in the Army. I know very well that I was a member of the commit- 
tee that reported the bill to put it in. I happened to be a member of 
the Mili Committee of the House of Representatives, and with the 
chairman, General Schenck, I had something to do with framing the 
bill. We heard a vast amount of testimony on that question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The moig our has expired. 

Mr. BLAINE. One minute longer, and I shall be through. We had 
a very great amount of testimony on that question, and the testimony 
of the leading officers of the Army uniformly was to the good conduct 
of the Saive troops in their own regiments; and they su ted that 
it might not be so well for the efficiency of the Army to have them 
mixedup. That provision of law was the result of a compromise, to 

ve the colored man the right to enlist in the Army of the United 

tates, and not to raise unnecessarily the question of caste, and color, 
and prejudice in the Army. A number of ereditable and honor- 
able colored soldiers came before the committee and testified to the 
same thing. They wanted it, and the white soldiers wanted it; and 
it has so stood for the last twelve years. The act was passed on the 
28th of July, 1866. 

If it were still within the hour I should like to have a test of the 
Senate by moving that the bill be indefinitely postponed, although I 
will withdraw the motion in deference to the Senator from Rhode 
Island, if he desires to speak. 

eg BURNSIDE. Ihave no objection to the question being put in 
that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, and the 
Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, on which 
the Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the Senator from California will allow 
the vote to be taken on this bill, I am willing to allow a vote on the 


motion to postpone indefinitely. 
1 Mr. SARGENT. I have no idea that it can be taken within an 
our, 


MESSAGE FROM TEE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams. its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

4 bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch, of 
Centretown, Missouri ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1855) for the relief of John C. Ray; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1371) for the relief of John W. Skiles ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3289) for the relief of William J. Alexander, of 
Bloomington, Monroe County, Indiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 330) for the benefit of Alderson T. Keene, late 
first lieutenant of Company E, First Kentucky Cavalry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1119) to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Edwards, 
his heirs, assigns, or legal representatives, to a certain tract of land 
in the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2334) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 888) for the relief of James McGregor. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 
3d instant, approved and signed an act (S. No. 648) to constitute a 
commission to consider and report a plan for providing enlarged ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress and the act (S. No. 349) 
to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to refund 
a certain tax erroneously collected. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The 3 bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. No. 888) for the relief of James McGregor; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3289) for the relief of William J. Alexander, of 
. Monroe County, Indiana. 

The following bills were severally read 
referred to the Committee on Military Affa 

A bill (H. R. No. 330) for the benefit of Alderson T. Keene, late first 
lieutenant of Company E, First Kentucky Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1371) for the relief of John W. Skiles; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of Mrs. Emma A. Porch, of 
Centretown, Missouri. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2334) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson, was 
ee Pd gs by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 


The bill (H. R. No. 1855) for the relief of John C. Ray, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; 


and 

The bill (H. R. No. 1119) to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Ed- 
wards, his heirs, assigns, or Jegal representatives, to a certain tract 
of land in the Territory of New Mexico, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the 5 es to the i Ocean, TS to 8 ied the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act 8 
approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act, the pend- 
DE Byers bein g on the amendment submitted by Mr. CHAFFEE. 

. SARGENT. Mr. President, when the Senate adjourned on Fri- 
day last I was discussing the question of the t annual saving to 
the Treasury that had been caused by the construction of the Pacific 
railroads, and showed it by the report of the Senate Committee on 
Railroads made in 1871. It was a principal object of the legislation 
of 1562 and 1864 to gain that advantage to the T „and I con- 
tended that we ought not to overlook the fact that that object was 
secured and millions less annual expense have eversince been incurred, 
in 3 the treatment to be meted out to the companies. The 
Railroad Committee estimated that saving as at least $3,000,000 per 
year on the scale of expense when the roads were commenced, but as 
the expenses annually became greater as the country became settled 
up, the Indians became more troublesome, mails heavier, &c., the an- 
nual saving became still more and probably reached nearly $6,000,000 
annually. In 1867 a smga contract to carry that part of the Pacific 
mails not carried by the Isthmus was made for the space between the 
advancing termini of the roads, which it was supposed had years to 
run, at the rate of $1,750,000 per annum. Forty or fifty times that 
weight of mails is now carried over the same distance for $140,000 per 
annum. From the facts I have cited in this connection it may be safely 
asserted that the Treasury will be better off in 1900 from the savings 
to the Government even if the debt is never paid. It is better oft 
to-day. The speedy completion of the road added greatly to its cost 
to the companies, but it more quickly relieved the Treasury of enor- 
mous drains for transportation. The men in Congress who favored 
the passage of the Pacitic Railroad bills, and argued in favor of the 
“inducements to capital and enterprise“ to embark in the enterprise, 
looked upon the Government investment as a good one even if the 
bonds or interest were never paid. 

No fact is more apparent from a perusal of the debates in 1862 than 
that it was not contemplated that either the bonds or interest should 
be paid until the maturity or the bonds. 

And I am led to this remark by the position taken by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] in the remarks which he recently ad- 
dressed to the Senate. Referring to a quotation from Justice Buller, 
used in the case of the United States rs. The Pacific Railroad, in 1 


twice by their titles, and 
irs: 


Otto, 85, he expressed ihe opinion that the failure in the former legis- 
lation to provide for the payment of the interest by the companies to 
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the Government as it was paid by the Government was a casus omissus. 
The quotation which he read as J recollect—I am sorry I am notable 
to verify my recollection by his remarks, which are not yet in the 
Recorp—was as follows: 

“We are bound,” said Justice Buller in an early case in the King's Bench, to 
take the act of Parliament as they have made it: a casus omissus can in no case be 
. supplied by a court of law, for t would be to make laws; nor can I conceive 

that it is our province to consider whether such a law that has been passed be 
tyrannical or not.“ 

I do not understand that the object of the court in making the cita- 
tion was to express even an opinion that there was a casus omissus in 
that case. Perhaps they were not at liberty, as we are, to refer to the 
debates at the time of the passage of the act in order to understand 
whether such omission was made or not; but there is nothing clearer 
to any one who will refer to these debates than that Congress intelli- 
gently left out any provision for the payment of the interest by the 
companies as it was paid by the General Government. This was so 
necessarily as a matter of principle ; for what assistance would it have 
been to the companies for the Government to lend them its bonds to 
be paid by the companies at maturity and the companies each year to 
pay all the interest that accrued on these bonds? It would be no 
advantage whatever that anybody can see. The companies could 
just as well borrow, if they could borrow it at all, from somebody else 
on thoseterms. It was a loan of its bonds by the Government and not 
an indorsement of the bonds of the company. I desire to call atten- 
tion to an amendment offered by Mr. White, of Indiana, in the House 
of Representatives in 1862 upon the opposite theory which he pre- 
faced by saying: 

It will be observed by reference to the section that there is no provision in ref- 
‘erence to the payment of the current interest, I therefore move to amend by 
adding to the section the following. 

And then comes the section which he offered : 

It is declared to be the true intent and meaning of this section that the current 
interest on said bonds shall be chargeable to company, to be by them reim- 
bursed to the United States within one month after each semi-annual payment 
thereof by the United States ; and a default therein shall subject the said company 
to the same liability and forfeiture above provided for in case of the non-redemption 
of tho bonds at their maturity. 

It will be observed that this amendment was aptly drawn for the 
r of supplying the omission if there was a casus omissus in the 

ill up to that time, and he gives his reasons further for offering this 
amendment: 8 

Tho section as it now stands dogs not make any provision for the payment of the 
«current interest as it accrues semi-annually. It may or may not have been the in- 
tontion of the committee that the interest should be paid by the company. 3 
it was; but it not, then this amendment, of course, will Rantan a 9 whi 
the committee have not sanctioned. If it was the intention of the committee, and 
it is the intention of the Committee of the Whole, that the railroad com; iy ahai] 
pay the current interest, then, to avoid the difficulty and uncertainty which ored- 

tors will have, and to insure its ekg dy feng by the United States, this amend- 
ment provides that the Government rst pay it, and the company reimburse 
it to the United States within one month. Of course, it will be a little gain of the 
company, to the extent of the interest upon the interest. 

A wonderfully small gain that would have been! I am tempted to 
ase the favorite Latin maxim of my friend from Ohio, de minimis non 
curat lex, i 

This is the only way the interest can be promptly secured to the creditors. 


To this Mr, Campbell, of Pennsylvania, who was chairman of the 
Pacific Railroad Committee in the House, replied: 
I suppose, of course, that the gentleman from Indiana is acting in perfect good 
faith, but I am clearly of panen that the gentleman has not studied faithfully the 
rovisionsof this bill. It has been demonstrated to this House that the cost to the 
vernment of transportation to our forts in the Terri is more than double 


Mr. WHITE’s amendment was rejected, and thus there was an intel- 
ligent vote by the House of Representatives, after argument pro and 
con, that this was not a casus omissus, that they would not supply a 
provision requiring the interest on these bonds to be paid before ma- 
turity. I could quote still further from these debates remarks made 
by Judge KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, and other remarks by Mr. CAMP- 
BELL, and some submitted by myself at that time, all explaining this 
same feature of the legislation, showing that the House of Repre- 
sentatives clearly understood that the provision was that the Gov- 
ernment should pay the interest, but the companies should repay the 
interest only at the maturity of the obligations and at the same time 
that they paid the principal. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] and others have dwelt upon 
the enormous amount of the debt of these companies to the Govern- 
ment. Taking the decision of the Supreme Court as correct, as we 
must, the interest is not payable, and neither is the principal, until 
the maturity of the bonds. That was, as I have shown, a boon to the 
companies, intelligently and purposely given. It is therefore neces- 
sary, in estimating the present real amount of the debt, to ascertain 
its present value. I have had this done by an able statistician in the 
Treasury Department. By his showing the present value (July 1, 
1878) of the net interest (or interest less estimated 5 per cent. of net 
earnings and the half transportation) for thirty years, (from January 


1, 1868, to rie a 1898,) such net interest being considered as due 
at maturity of principal, (January 1, 1898,) or the sum, which rein- 
vested semi-annually at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum from July 
1, 1878, to January 1, 1898, will amount to such net interest, is, in the 
case of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 811,842,000; Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, $15,128,000. 

If at the rate of 6 cent. per annum such present value is, in the 
case of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, $9,794,700: Central 
Pacific Railroad Company, $12,503,000, the present value of the prin- 
oe and such net interest together, under the above conditions, 
when the annual rate of interest for the semi-annual reinvestments 
is 5 per cent. per annum, in the case of the Union Pacific Railroad 
Company is $22,228,000 ; Central Pacific Railroad Company, is $25,- 
761,000. 

If the annual rate is 6 per cent., such present value is, in the case 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, $18,394,000; Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, $21,308,000. 

These figures, which, as I say, were prepared for me by an able 
statistician in the Treasury Department, removed from any motive 
for misrepresentation, and 1 have no doubt with actual verity, show 
the small present value of this debt compared with the exaggerated 
eee which are mete in regard to it. vane 5 would 

ave a right to pay it off under proper legislation by Congress, giving 
the full SARN of it at the rate which I pe just stated. S 

When the Pacific Railroad bill passed the House of Representatives, 
after a discussion that ran over several weeks under the five-minute 
debate and a discussion under the hour rule of several weeks, as it 
came to the Senate it did not provide that these pres paleo should pay 
either principal or interest except by the whole of the transportation 
and the 5 per cent. of their net earnings, and the words were inserted 
in the Senate on the motion of the then Senator from Vermont, Mr. 
Collamer, that they should “pay said bonds at maturity.” The theory 
of the House of Representatives really was that a substantial boon 
was to be given to these companies in order to induce them to over- 
come what were admitted to be enormous difficulties in the way of 
their undertaking and to overcome the lethargy of capitalists; but 
the Senate took a more stringent view of the matter and required 
that the bonds should be paid at maturity. Upon that head I should 
like, to show the ee opon which the House went, to read a short 
extract from a speech e by, Mr. White, of Indiana, from whom I 
* a few moments ago. The proposition pending was that the 

vernment should have representation upon the board of directors, 
an amendment moved by him. Upon that he says: 

I now submit the second amendment indicated by me in respect to the Govern- 
ment being resented in the board of directors. I will take this opportunity 
to say that it is very true that this bill does provide for the repayment of these 
advances by the Government. 

The method of that repayment was, as I have stated, by means of 
the transportation and the 5 per cent. of net earnings until after the 
bill had been considered in the Senate, where it was made more strin- 
gent. 

The gentleman from California lays stress on his objection, especially upon that 
fact, aed fo that reason he objects tp envidio for Government 8 
sir, I contend that although bill provides for the repayment of tho money ad- 
vanced by the Government, it is not expected that a cent of money will ever bo 
repaid. If the committee intended that it should be repaid, they would have re- 
quired it to be paid out of the earnings of the road, as is done with the roads 
in Missouri, Iowa, and other and not the net earnings. Thero is not per- 
1 one company in a hundred where the roads are most prosperous that has an 
net at all. I undertake to say that not a cent of these advances will Ar coe s 
nor do I think it desirable that they should be d. This road is to be the hig 
way of the nation, and we ought to take care the rates provided shall bo mod- 
erate. I think, therefore, that this will turn out a mere bonus to the Pacific Rail- 
road, as it ought tobe. The Government, then, ought to be considered us having 
an interest in the road, and it should have a voice in the management of its affairs. 

That shows the temper of Con at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ay I ask the Senator what book he is reading 
from, and what B so that I can look at it? 

Mr. SARGENT. - Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or will the Senator just give me the book? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is the Con ional Globe, part 2, 1861-62. I 
yee bana the Senator the book containing the extracts from the 

obe. 

Congress, however, did not assent to the idea that this should be a 
mere gratuity. Anxious as I was at that time for the passage of 
legislation that would build the Pacific railroad, enthusiastically 
anxious as I was, bringing to bear upon it whatever of strength and 
courage under great difficulties which I possessed, still I did not think 
it should be a gratuity. I believed that the time would come when 
there would be a dozen States intervening between the Pacific border 
and the Missouri River; that the Territories would be rapidly devel- 
oped by means of this very road; that an immense business would 
grow up which would be very prosperous ; that the net earnings pro- 
vided for in the bill would amount to a very large sum; and that the 
transportation for the Government, which at that very time amounted 
to about $8,000,000, would still amount to a very large sum, and that 
the Government would have wisdom enough, instead of sending its 
ponds by Panama and paying all cash, as it has done since that time, 

cause it might get transportation a cent or two a ton cheaper, 
although it would consume much more time and run greater risks; 
I believed that these resources would keep down the debt, and that 
when it became due it would be within such compass that the roads 
thus prosperous, doing such business, would be able to repay it; and 
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therefore I was in favor of the 5 per cent. clause, and of applying all 
the transportation. And I desire to say here and now that it was my 
judgment in 1864, when I noticed the debates in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, of which I was not then a member, having gone out of 
my own volition at the close of the previous Congress, that I did not 
then think, and do not now think, that I ever would have voted to 
double the land grant or take off half the transportation from present 
application to the interests on these bonds. However, it was done. 
The Court of Claims said a bargain was made, It was „an improvi- 
dent bargain,” but you must stand by it; and such I take to be the 
spirit of the Supreme Court in that matter. 

The only conclusion I draw from the saying to the Treasury by 
the aid that has been extended to these roads is that it should not 
now legislate as if it had been mere gratuity, and not mutually advan- 
tageous, though there has been profit in both the construction and 
operating the roads. I do not aver that a sinking fund of an ade- 
quate character should not be secured. I think it should be, and I 
believe the prospect of congressional hostility and endless, expensive 
litigation will induce the companies to assent to whatever comports 
with the wants of the Government, which require not only the repay- 
ment of principal and interest, but the maintenance of a first-class 
road. I believe the companies have made large gains in building the 
roads and now find the operating of them profitable. Out of these 
5 they should pay a proper annual sum, besides that reserved 

y the original legislation, to put their debt in the process of ulti- 
mate extinction. This is to the benefit of the credit of the compa- 
nies and just to the Government. It could not reasonably be asked, 
if there were no profit to them in their enterprise, and it ought not 
to be pressed to such point as to take away all peones of future 

rofit. If that is done the owners of the roads will be apt to get out 
Fever under the burden of maintenance and let the Gevernment do its 
will with the roads; and for many reasons that is undesirable. The 
attention of Con has been repeatedly called to all the features 
of the Credit Mobilier of the Union Pacific and to the Contract and 
Finance Company of the Central Pacific, although the latter was 
very different in its characteristics and never gave or sold its stock 
to Con en. Icalled the attention of the Senate some years ago 
to the latter and offered in the House of Representatives the resolu- 
tions of censure which were passed upon the former. But Congress 
has seen fit to condone whatever was wrong in either, and in conse- 
quence of that condonation other parties have invested in both the 
stock and bonds of the company. It is not now just to either the 
old or new parties to make matters so condoned the excuse for meas- 
ures that may imperil the proper maintenance of the roads, take away 
all Loner to attend diligently to their affairs, or make them too heavy 
a en on transportation. 

Mr. . Will my friend allow me to interrupt him a 
e to understand his remark? What does he say Congress has 

one 

Mr. SARGENT. Congress R at very t length all the 
matters in connection with the it Mobilier, the result of which 
was certain resolutions of censure on parties now dead. It never 
took any steps upon that matter in any way or shape for the benefit 
of the Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It passed a bill to institute a suit. 

Mr. THURMAN, And the suit is pending now. 

Mr. SARGENT. I say Congress never took any action toward the 
forfeiture of the rights of these companies, as was provided for by 
the original legi on in case of the violation of their faith with the 
Government; and not having done so, they ought not to make these 
things now an excuse for varying a bargain to the injury of these 
parties and upon the strength or assertion of legislative will. 

Mr. THURMAN. Because Con did not exercise its extreme 
right of repealing the charter, which it might have done according 
to the report of the committee, and I think a very correct report, but 
saw fit to take a more mild course, the institution of a suit to compel 
these Nac to disgorge what the committee reported were ill-gotten 
and ille gains, and that suit is now pending, my friend ought not 
to say that Con: has ever condoned those offenses. 

Mr. SARG My recollection of that suit is that the money is 
to be paid back, not to the Treasury of the United States, but into 
the t. of the Union Pacific Railroad Company. So far as itself 
was concerned, the Government condoned these offenses, if they were 
offenses, and upon exactly the same principle that offenses are con- 
sidered condoned in every divorce court in the land, and wherever 
the principle of condonation is applied. Subsequent dealings with the 
companies, subsequent association, cohabitation with the companies, 
if a see fit, worked the condonation to which I referred. 

y as plain a stipulation as any in the contract Congress provided 
that it would not reduce the rates of travel and transportation unless 
the profits of the corporations exceeded 10 per cent. annually. In view 
of that provision Pacific commerce is likely to be beyond the relief 
of Congress when to the present demands on the company are added 
several millions of annual payments to the „Which must 
soon exhaust any previous accumulation of profits, and become a 
serious charge on the transportation of freight and passengers. On 

behalf of the people of the Pacific, and of the Territories traversed 
by this road, 1 protest that under the claim of protecting the Gov- 
ernment you do not impose too heavy burdens on their commerce. 
That which is exacted beyond a reasonable limit comes solely from 


the people of those States and Territories. If the rates are too heavy 
through business will take the route by the isthmus, a gain perhaps 
to New York, which will have the benefits derived from the flush days 
of Panama and Pacific-Mail steamer traffic, but the Iowa roads and 
Chicago will suffer proportionably. But local business cannot help 
itself, and will be crashed down; the shipment of low-grade ores, 
the running of slightly productive mines and general prospecting will 
be stop from the enhanced cost of transporting machinery and 
supplies. So far as this legislation affects California I claim the right 
to speak freely and to be heard. All the States get the benefit of re- 
duced cost of Government transportation of mails and Government 
troops and supplies, this reduction exceeding by two millions annually 
the whole amount of yearly interest, with security against costly 
Indian wars, and the benefit of peace in the center of the continent. 
In case of foreign war the benciit to the nation of the Pacific Rail 
road in facilitating the defense and preservation of its Pacific posses- 
sions will be incalculable., In this view it is equitable that the entire 
nation, and not California alone, should bear the load until the devel- 
opment of the interior, the creation of new States along the line of 
the road, and the increase of business consequent thereon enable the 
Pacific roads to carry out the original intention of Congress, and dis- 
charge their obligations “at maturity ;” and if further arrangements 
are to be made by which the burden is to be localized, and put upon 
a State principally that has but about one-seventieth of the popula- 
tion and 2# per cent. of the property of the United States, the meas- 
ure shonld look rather to gradual reduction of the debt and its alti- 
mate security, than to rapid payment from a mero desire to punish 
the companies. It is better to give a longer time to pay the great 
debt rather than arrest development of the Western States and Terri- 
tories, destroy the roads, or make them a burden rather than a bless- 
nito the people of the Territories and the Pacific. . 

ut while I ask this forbearance toward the Pacific States and in- 
tervening Territories I am willing to exact justice from these rail- 
road companies to the Government. It was plainly named in the 
original contract that 5 per cent. of the net earnings and the whole 
amount for transportation for the Government, subsequently reduced 
to one-half, should be applied as fast as earned upon the interest and 
principal of the bonds. I do not believe in any funding scheme that 
will eliminate that feature from the contract. That money belongs 
to the Government as much as any other that can be paid into the 
Treasury, as the proceeds of taxation or otherwise, and should be em- 
ployee to extinguish this Pacific Railroad debt so far as it will go, 
and not be put into a sinking fand, which wonld 5 180 the Goveru- 
ment to pay interest upon its own money. I have along consid- 
ered this as a serious defect of the Railroad Committee’s bill. But 
the other half of the transportation should go into the sinking fund 
and draw a reasonable rate of interest, compounded at reasonable 
intervals, because neither the debt nor the interest upon it is now 
due or payable or collectible by the United States. And to this should 
be added such a sum, to be paid regularly by the companies, as wilt 
bring their debt to the Government within moderate control in 1900. 
I do not think that we should exact 10 per cent., or 25 per cent., or 
50 per cent. of their net earnings, refusing to allow them any profit 
for running the road unless they can derive it from the percentage 
left of the net earnings. There is, however, much in the criticism of 
the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THORMAN, | hat with a possible increase 
of the amount of transportation done by the companies, &., the amount 
of money over and above that might decrease the sum which the com- 

ies would be required to pay from other sources to almost nothing. 

n the amendment which I have submitted to section 4, I propose that 

the amount to be credited and paid into the sinking fund each year 
shall not be less than $600,000 for each company, and it may be as 
high as the highest amount of money named in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee’s bill, if the 5 per cent. and half transportation do not make it 
up to that sum. 

I object to the first section of the Judiciary Committee bill for rea- 
sons which I have heretofore given, and have moved an amendment 
to strike out that section. I think it is unjust and harsh, needlessly 
so. I further cannot see the propriety of submitting to the Supreme 
Court the question “ what are net earnings?” to ascertain this judi- 
cially, as they will soon do, and then lay down a congressional rule 
which may be a departure from that decision and from the contract 
with the companies originally made and against their will. 

I think section 3 should be amended by striking out lines 7, 8, 9, 10, 
and 11 and inserting in lieu thereof the words “interest on all sams 
placed to the credit of the sinking fund shall be credited and added 
thereto semi-annually at the rate of 6 cent. per annum,” and I 
have moved such an amendment. It is true the Government can now 
borrow money at a less rate than 6 per cent., but money is worth more 
than 6 per cent, to these companies and to business men. The Gov- 
ernment gets money low because its bonds are exempt from State and 
national taxation. But the obligations of private parties have no such 

rivilege, and the value of money to them is not to be fairly measured 
By its value to the Government. I insist in this connection asin others, 
that the rights and interests of the companies are to be considered as 
well as those of the Government; for they are parties to a contract 
with the Government, binding in law and conscience. If the legisla- 
tive will can set that aside it can set aside any other contract, and the 
national debt can be lawfully repudiated, especially such portions of 
it as are held by national banks, or other corporations created or con- 
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tracted with by the Government. At such doctrines “ reason stands 
aghast and faith herself is half confounded.” 

One feature of this discussion is remarkable. The members of the 
Judiciary Committee have so much apparent pride of authorship or 
opinion and bring so much heat and zeal into the advocacy of their 
bill that anything like accord or consultation seems impossible. 
Propositions of amendment or dissent seem to be resented as personal 
aggression. In fact it is whispered that no amendments of any char- 
acter, not emanating from the sponsors of the measure, are to be 
allowed, but are to be voted down, no matter by whom else propo 
and independently of the merits. This is not the temper in which 
legislation should be conducted, and is not likely to secure accuracy 
or justice. The purpose will not succeed unless the Senate is ready 
to admit the omnipotency of the Judiciary Committee, and that the 
omnipotency claimed by that committee for Congres resides wholly 
in that worthy and industrious committee. While according to them 
all the purity of motives that they can claim and admitting their 
great ability, 1 cannot and will not blindly follow them where the 
good faith of the Government, in my judgment, is concerned, as well 
as the interests of the people of California and the Territories. 

Mr, BLAINE. Mr. President, I gave notice last week of an amend- 
ment which I intended to offer, and I now formally move the follow- 
ing: In section 12 of the bill of the Judiciary Committee strike out 
all after the word“ mentioned,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof: 

But so long as said Central Pacific and Union Pacific Railroad Companies shall 
faithfully comply with the provisions of the said acts of 1862 and 1864 and of this 

ct, relating to poranna to the United States on acconnt of the bonds advanced, 
and of the sinking funds to be established as aforesaid, such compliance shall be 
deemed and taken as sufficient to meet the obligations of said companies on account 
of such bonds prior to the maturity thercof. 


I do not know, Mr. President, that there is any particular choice 


where this provision should come in. I happened to put it in just at 
ee int, because it seemed to come inconnectedly. Ido not pah 
that it here 


bave any particular peeraa however, to having 
rather than putting it in at the end of thesection. If it should com- 
mend itself to any person more by having it 11 at the end of the 
section than at the point where I have moved it, I shall be very glad 
to make the fone Ido not think it really interferes with the point 
I e. to cover by my amendment as to which particular place it 
comes in. 

I had a little conversational ppc ni with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio who has charge of this bill [Mr. THURMAN ] on Thurs- 
day last in the Senate, in which the following took place: 

Mr. BLAINE. Well, the Senator voted in 1871 to make it 

The other half transportation— 


payable to the railroad 5 in 1873 the question came up and then he 
voted to let them have it decided in the courts. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know whether I voted for that at all. I do not remem- 
ber whether I was in the Senate when the act of 1873 was passed. 

Mr. BAR. The Senator spoke in favor of it anyway. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not think I said a word about it. 

I thought as I had recently read the debate over I could not - 
bly be mistaken. I have since looked up the matter and I find that 
there was a debate covering some thirty-cight columns of the Globe 
and that my honorable friend from Ohio appeared in that debate I 
think thirty-two times, covering about seven or eight columns of the 
Globe in what he said. The Senator from Ohio speaks so well and 
so easily that I can well conceive that, as the man who would over- 
look a million-dollar check, so vast was his fortune, he might well 
oe a ay | important utterance that was five years old; but it was 
fresh from the reading of that debate that I ventured to offer the 
amendment which I have now formally moved to the twelfth section 
of the bill, and it was after all the instruction which I derived from 
what the honorable Senator from Ohio had said that I framed that 
amendment. - 

I had conceived, as I ventured to remark, that whatever settlement 
might be made by Congress with these railroad companies, whatever 


in the judgment of Congress was a fair and a right thing to do, it 
ought to have somewhat the element of permanency in it. And I 
ventnred int out that in my judgment if we pass this bill of the 


Judiciary Committee just as it is, reservingin it the strongest possi- 
ble right to alter, amend, and repeal immediately, or in eight months 
re ss choose, or in a year if you choose, as the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] admitted might be done, it was impossible to have 
$90,000,000 of a speculative stock under a still larger amount of bonds 
of various descriptionsand denominations, subject at all times to what- 
ever action Congress might choose to take in regard to it, with Con- 
gress threatening to take action at any time—it was impossible, I said, 
to prevent Congress being used or attempted to be used by Wall street 
and by speculators and by stock-gamblers to influence the value of 
stock and bonds either favorably or unfavorably, and I believe that 
to be the most serious evil of this bill. 

I do not claim 3 for that conception, because I read 
from the honorable Senator from Ohio in 1873 in this debate in which 
he forgot that he had taken any part whatever. It is said in the 
Arabic proverb the speaker is one, and the hearer is another, and the 
reader a third, and he that most easily forgets is the speaker. The 
Senator says on 874 of the Congressional Globe, part 2, third 
session Forty-second Congress: 

Now it is admitted on all hands that there ought to be some judicial decision of 
this question, and I agree that there ought to be. The interest of the Government 


requires that there should be, and the interest of these companies requires that 
there should be, for this matter ought not to be at loose ends in this way. What 
was the effect of its being at loose ends before ? 


Mr. ALLISON. Who said that? 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLISON. On what question? 

Tr. BLAINE. It was on the question of referring to a court the 
matter of half transportation. have stated that the honorable 
Senator in 1871 concurred in a report from the Judiciary Committee 
affirming that it belonged to the companies, and then that the hon- 
orable Senator took the ground in 1873 that it should go to the courts 
for decision, and in urging the passage of that bill the Senator from 
Ohio said what I was reading. I resume the quotation from his re- 
marks: 

The interest of the Government requires that there should be, and the interest 
of these companies requires that there should be, for this matter ought not to be 
at loose ends in this way. What was tho effect of its being at loose ends before! 
I saw a statement the other day, and I believe it is correct, that when this decision 
was made by the Secretary of the Treasury not to pay the one-half transportation, 
the stock of the Union Pscific Railroad went down to 9 per cent.—nine cents on the 
dollar. After the decision by Congress that it should be paid, that same stock went. 
up to thirty cents on the dollar, The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart) nods his 
head. Ile is more familiar with the facts than Iam. I saw that statement the 
other day in what appeared to be an authentic form. Thus it will beseen that the 
stock-gamblers were enabled to speculate in that stock to the amount of twenty- 
one cents’ profit on an investment of nine cents; on an investment of nine cents 
make twenty-one cents profit. It seems that there is nothing that concerns this 
company that is not the subject of immenso stock-gambling and stock ulation 
and unlawfal profit. That was the effect of tampering with the thing before! 
Now, I do not wish to have any more tampering with it, if J can help it. What I 
want is what the Senator from Vermont wants, a speedy decision, both for the pub- 
lic interest and for the interest of everybody who is concerned ; and the question 
is, how is that speedy decision to be arrived at? 


It was directly after reading that, taking my instruction, as I am 
always glad to do on matters that are not partisan, from the honora- 
ble Senator from Ohio, that the amendment which I have offered 
suggested itself to me. He pointed out the evils of having stock- 
gambling in this matter; he pointed out that you could not have any 
legislation going on about this, but it was immediately the subject 
of „immense stock-gambling” and “unlawful profit.“ He said it 
should not be left “at loose ends ;” he said that he was opposed to 
3 with it, and that there should not be “any more tam- 
pering with it if he could help it.“ He wanted to close the whole door 
on matters of that kind. Iderived my amendment from that position 
and from those remarks of the Senator and I was immensely surprised 
when the honorable Senator himself—I know it was from a total for- 
getfulness of what he said in 1873—came forward and opposed my 
amendment, and I believe intimated that he would rather lose the 
pill than to have incorporated into it the exact doctrine which he so 


forcibly put five years ago. 
Mr. THURMAN, Which the Senator thinks I put, but which I did 
not. 


Mr. BLAINE. I have not interpolated nor changed a solitary word 
the Senator said. The Senator spoke of the evils of having this mat- 
ter ‘at loose ends;” he spoke of the evils of leaving it open to “stock- 
gamblers” and to “stock speculation,” and that we could not do any- 
thing about this road that was not immediately the subject of vast. 
“ stock- bling operations;” he spoke of the great evils of “tam- 
pering” with it, using that very word, a most significant aud emphatio 
word. Now if the Senator himself sees any difference in that mean- 
ing from that which I quote; I should be glad to hear him explain it. 
If there be any other possible meaning, I should be glad to hear it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ihave not one word that I then said to take back; 
I stand to-day by every word that I then said; but it has no more 
application to this bill in my humble judgment, though it has in the 
1 intellect of my friend from Maine, than the eastern question 

as. y 
Mr. BLAINE. Ido not think the Senator could bave heard me 
when I read it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Idid. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the Senator’s forgetfulness of what he said 
in 1873, when he said he did not take part in the debate at all, must 
pursue him even at this moment, because the very arguments that I 
presented, every one that I offered, every one on which my amend- 
ment can possibly rest are included in the short, pithy, pointed, and 
forcible paragraph which I read from the Senator in his debate of 
1873. In that debate the Senator from Ohio and all others engaged. 
in it maintained—and I could read passage after p in support 
of my assertion—that the object was to reach a decision, that the 
object, according to the Senator from Ohio, was to get it where it was 
not to be made the basis or the ground or in any wise the occasion of 
stock-gambling operations. Now, if there is a different meaning, if 
there is something so hidden and occult, I think the Senator has rather 
placed himself in the position of not being so impartial a judge of that 
possibly as the reader, because he did not remember that he had even 
made a remark, he did not remember that he had made a solitary allu- 
sion to the bill, and yet I find him thirty-two times on his feet durin 
the debate and of his remarks the most significant was the one whi 
I have read. 

Now, Mr. President, I maintain that great as was the danger at that 
time, pointed and large as were the inducements for stock-gamblers 
to use the power of Con to keep this thing “at loose ends” and 
to keep “tampering with it,” they are all infinitely greater now. At 
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that time the Senator from Ohio had never taken the und that 
‘Congress could alter, amend, or repeal these contracts at pleasure. At 
no time during the debate in which he rose so often did he intimate 
by the remotest possible hint that this power existed, and even with 
that restriction and speaking from that restricted stand-point of no 
pona to interfere with the contract the Senator found these great 

angers lurking. With Congress having a power so narrow and so 
limited and so restrained as the honorable Senator then seemed to 
infer it possessed he saw these t evils of at. and 
stock operations and everything of that evil character besetting legis- 
lation. Now I ask him to reflect what will be the character of that 
when it goes forth that on every feature of this legislation, on every 
single section, paragraph, and line and period of the acts of 1862 and 
1864, the power of Congress is ample to step in at any moment and 
change, alter, amend, repeal, or destroy as they please. Why you 
have given a thousand inducements for interference from outside to 
where one existed before. You have given a thousand temptations 
to stock- blers. The Senator then found that the stock-gamblers 
could make a profit of twenty-one cents on an investment of nine 
cents. 

Mr. THURMAN, Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. BLAINE, Certainly; with great pleasure. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is not the power to amend, alter, or repeal now 
in the charters ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes. 

Mr. THURMAN. Is it put any more in the charters by the Judiciary 
Committee bill than it is now in the charters ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam talking of how the Senator then construed it. 

Mr. THURMAN. No matter about that. The Senator is speaking 
about some better foundation for his amendment than what a Sena- 
tor said, I think. 

Mr. BLAINE. There could not be a stronger one than is found in 
what the Senator said. I could not possibly have a stronger one than 
the Senator gave me. 

Mr. THU. The Senator is putting it on the ground of the 
danger of stock bling and the like, and that arises from the fact 
that the charter is subject to amendment or repeal. I ask him if it 
is not now subject to amendment or ? 

Mr.BLAINE. The Senator probably does not understand me aright. 
Let me make myself intelligible. 

Me THURMAN. Is not power to alter and repeal in the law 
now 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly; but allow me to make myself intelligible. 
At that time the Senator from Ohio had not taken the cross-cut and 
the near track of outrunning any possible judicial decision by simply 
substituting an act of Congress. 

Mr. THU . Because there was no such question before Con- 
Ir. BLAINE. Nor did he ever intimate in that debate that such 
a question could come before Congress; never. In that whole dis- 
cussion, participated in by the Senator now chairman of the Judi- 
«ciary Committee, [Mr. EDMUNDS,] by Senators remarkable for their 
legal ability and legal e ience on both sides of the Chamber, in- 
cluding on the opposite side the honorable Senator from Ohio him- 
self, 8 inter pares, there was never an intimation of the power 
which the Senator 25 now is so plain and palpable that no person 
disputes it; and at that time, I Want to ask the honorable Senator 
what in the world was the sense of asking the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the highest judicial tribunal we have, to decide whether 
the half transportation should be retained or paid out; what was the 
sense of waiting eighteen months or two years for a judicial investi- 
gation and decision, if at a single bound of the legislative will you 
could settle the whole thing ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Does the Senator want an answer now!? 

Mr. BLAINE. toy Sasuke take it now. 

Mr. THURMAN. use if the Supreme Court had sustained the 
opinion of the Attorney-General, that the Government had a right to 
set off the interest which the Government pays against the half trans- 
portation which by the act of 1864 we agreed to pay to the compa- 
nies, then no legislation could have been necessary upon the subject 
of the half the transportation at all, for the right of set-off would 
have settled that whole matter. Therefore it was ectly right 
that we should ascertain what was the opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States upon the law as it then stood. That being ascer- 
tained, we could prepare such appropriate legislation as might be 


mece: B 

Mr BLAINE. Ah! but the Senator already had the opinion of the 
Attorney-General, and by a single statute he could have secured to 
the United States the money to which it was just as much entitled 
then as it is pe 

Mr. DAWES. The committee differed with the Attorney-General. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Attorney-General’s opinion, to be sure, differed, 
and the Senator from Ohio overrode the Attorney-General’s opinion. 
‘There was the opinion of the law officer of the Government that we 
were entitled to half the 3 the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was retaining it, and the Senator from Ohio lent his powerful 
mame and e aid te the overthrow of that decision, and to 
the order t that money should be paid back to the companies. 


‘Two years later he changed his ground, and said upon the whole he 
would refer that to the court. Then he referred it to the court, but 


two years after he said, “ We will not abide by the decision of the 
court.” In the first place the Attorney-General said that the com- 
panies were not entitled to it,and the Senator from Ohio said the 
were. Then he to submit it to the court, and the court sai 
they were entitled to it, and now he says they are not entitled to it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Do I y they are not entitled to it? 

Mr. BLAINE. In this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is nothing in this bill which says they are 
not entitled to it, unless you alter the law. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ah, unless you alter the law! That brings me back 
to the original question. If this power was then, in the mind of the 
Senator from Ohio, so ample and conclusive and absolute that all you 
had to do was to write and it was done, why all this delay ? Why did 
the Senator speak with such gravity and with such seriousness as to 
the effect of a judicial decision if the judicial decision was not to be 
worth anything more than the paper on which it was printed? 
Where was the point? The point of my amendment is to relieve the 
Congress of the United States, and the Government and the compa- 
nies of just the evils which this change has wrought, as the Senator 
from Ohio himself stands as the most illustrious example. In seven 
years the Senator from Ohio has occupied four different positions on 
this question. Four different positions as to the legislation n A 
the Senator has held in seven years! Iam very sure that, if this bill 
passes as he supports it, with Se pore to alter, amend, and repeal, 
with every invitation for everybody to come in and demand it, you 
will find some person, not probably so eminent as the Senator from 
Ohio, but even more changeable, I think, who will change seven times 
in four years, and we have the thing repeated indefinitely. It 
will be shuttlecock and battledore between the two Houses, between 
Wall street and Congress. It will be a tual and never-endin 

itation upon the question. Now, what is the necessity of this 

e bill of the Judi Committee, as I intimated, does not in my 
judgment ask of the rai companies more than they are able to 
pay. I do not think it asks any more than we have the right to de- 
mand of them. I do not think that the bill would be in its amount 
an oppressiva one upon the railroad companies, and it is so adapted 
that it forms a roma scale. They have adopted a sliding o of 
25 per cent., so that the more of net earnings the companies make the 
more the Government will get. The Senator from Ohio has spoken 
I believe publicly, he has very freely in conversation, to the effect that 
the operation of the bill would leave about $20,000,600 due from each 
company at the maturity of the bonds. If that be true, what is the 
need of our saying that we reserve the power to interfere every year? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We do not say it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then why keep the power all the time ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because the power is requisite always in such a 


case. 
Mr. aie. That is stating that the world is round becanse it 
is round. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And that is the very reason why the world is 


round. 

Mr. BLAINE. I want now to go into a little calculation, and I do 
this for the benefit of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Howe] who 
sitsnexttome. If the Senator from Ohio (and I have taken his figures 
im lioitiy) is correct, there will, under the operation of this bill, be 
$20,000, remaining of Government mortgage and $27,000,000 of 
the first-mo: bonds on the Union Pacific Railroad when the 
bonds mature. I take the two railroads apart, and am speaking of 
the Union Pacific. I believe the Central is ee as a still stronger 
corporation. There will be at the end of the mortgage $47,000, 
due on the Union Pacific. Does my friend who sits near me have any 
doubt that they will be able to pay that amount? 

Mr. HOWE. I doubt whether they will. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator doubts whether they will pay it. Now 
let me give just one little calculation. The Union Pacific Railroad 
Company is to-day paying more than 6 per cent. on $90,000,000 and 
there are ahead of you twenty years of increase and development of 
business, and a road to-day which, with all its obligations of first- 
mortgage bonds, of sinking-fund bonds, of land- t bonds, and of 
stock, is absolutely showing net earnings enough for a dividend on 
$90,000,000—cannot that road be trusted to pay $47,000,000 with 
twenty more years added of development and increase of business 
and enlarged connections in all directions? If this bill does not give 
the absolute security to the Government for every solitary dollar that 
it ever laid out upon it, then it is entirely impossible for the wit of 
man to devise absolute security. By the time the bonds mature, ac- 
cording to the ordinary development of the country and especially of 
the new country, with its varied and various interests, through which 
that road runs, the fair presumption would be that its intrinsic value 
would at least be double what it is to-day. The fair presumption I 
say is that it would be double, There is not a banker in London or 
New York, there is not a financier on either continent who would 
not accept that as absolute security and come under any amount of 
obligation to anticipate its bonds for a proper consideration. 

Therefore I say that the J Repay eee, having provided 
according to their own claim for the absolute repayment and security 
to the Treasury of every dollar that the Government has advanced, 
are yet unwilling to trust their own work, but want it to be open to 
repeal, amendment, and modification, and agitation, and petition, and 
memorial, and investigation every year for the next fifteen years, as 
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it has been for the last fifteen. I am o 
conceive how any one can be in favor of it. 

One of the great reasons that I have heard from Senators for keep. 
ing open this power to legislate is that there is such a startling peril 
from corporations in this country that the United States is in great 
danger of being literally overridden by corporations. I should like 
aay newt of experience on this floor to tell me how many corpora- 
tions exist to-day by charter from the Government of the United 
States. I do not count the national banks, which were organized under 
a general law and about which there is no question as fo the right of 
repeal, but I refer to corporations that exercise any of this power that 
you dread. I should like my honorable friend from Vermont, [Mr. 
EpMtnps, ] who is a walking dictionary on all the statutes from Rome 
aud Greece down to Vermont and Maine, to tell me how many there 
are of these gigantic corporations which threaten and imperil the 
safety of the eee A of the United States. Can any Senator tell 
me enough of them to cover the fingers of two hands? Congress has 
been always sparing in its acts of incorporation. Even in this little 
District of Columbia, where the con ional legislation is as exclu- 
sive as the legislation of a State is within its own limits, we have not 
averaged one act of incorporation per annum since the foundation of 
the Federal Government, and I include fire companies, and banks, and 
Sisters of Charity, and benevolent societies, and Dorcas societies, and 
steamboats to run from Alexandria to Georgetown. Putting them 
all together they have not 8 one a year of the little private 
corporations for the District of Columbia. Does any gentleman on 
this floor know of any railroad company that was ever Py gare by 
the United States with the exception of the Union Pacific? I pause for 
answer and for correction if I am wrong. I do not assert it as a fact 
but can any gentleman tell me that Congress ever at any time in the 
past ponte A E charter a railroad company, with the solitary ex- 
ception of the Union Pacific? Yet that is the corporation that is in 
danger of swallowing all the liberties of this people, and which must 
be open to the watchful eye of everybody who wants to get an amend- 
ment in for every year of its existence. Although you have got leg- 
islation under which they would ok avery dollar to you, you must 
keep the e open and well stirred up, keep the company where 
they can be pun and reminded that the Government of the United 
States is in great pes from the corporation if we do not continue to 

y pe 


posed to that, and I cannot 
it. 


assure our safety tual agitation. 

In connection with that I will say that this question is scarcely 
ever debated, there is scarcely ever a reference made to the gigantic 
corporation and to the danger to the United States from its operation, 
that there is not some open or covert censure of the Congress and of 
the men who com the Congress that gave the charter to this 
company. Well, I was one of the offenders. I voted to subordinate 
the mortgage of the United States to the mortgage of the company. 
My honorable friend from Vermont furthest from me [Mr. MORRILL] 
voted with me, and so did every Senator on this floor who was at that 
time a member of the House of Representatives with the single excep- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Rollaxs, ] who voted, 
I believe, against that provision and against the whole bill, and pee 
sibly my friend from Indiana, [Mr. VOORHEES, I of whose record I do 
not at this moment have a specific recollection. I was about to say 
that every Senator voted for that. Ido not think in the Senate of 
the United States there was a solitary negative vote from New 
England on that provision. The immediate predecessor of my honor- 
able friend, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, certainly voted 
for it, [Mr. Foot.] My recollection is not precise as to the affirmative 
vote; but I do assert that not one New England Senator voted against 
it, and New England then had William Pitt Fessenden, and Charles 
Sumner, and Jacob Collamer ; and the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island, {Mr. ANTHONY, ] who is here still, was then a member of the 
Senate. They voted for every provision of the bill, or at least did not 
vote in the negative. Nor was it a party measure. It was a measure 
of patriotism. Very prominent democrats voted for it. The gentleman 
who is at the present time Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
prominent in the councils of the democratic party, voted, lam very 
sure, with me to subordinate the Government bonds. It was re ed 
at that time as a measure for the safety of the Union; and all the 
exaggerated notions that have since been put forward that there was 
an immense lobby and a tremendons pressure brought to bear, and 
that members were besought and besieged and crowded into a vote 
of this kind, is purely a work of the imagination. There is nothing 
of it. The vote was given at that time without the slightest confi- 
dence that these roads would be built under the act, without the 
confidence that the legislation would produce their construction. If, 
as I have often said, and I will say it here, any person had come for- 
ward of responsibility enough to make his guarantee reliable and 
said to the United States (and I should like my honorable friend from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to contradict me if he disa; with me; 
he was then in the House with me) “ We will build this road from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, the whole two thousand miles, 
without one dollar from you until we put a locomotive over it and it 
is accepted by the Government commissioners, and then we ask you 
to give us $50,000,000 in gold coin as a free gift,” it would have been 
voted, in my judgment, unanimously, so oat was the desire for the 
road, so slight was the faith in the power to get it through at that 
time. It wound itself in with all the patriotic impulses of that day. 
It wound itself in with the warm desire to fasten the Pacific coast to 
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the Union with hooks of iron, if not of steel. The vote was not given 
to benefit a company or even for great commercial 8 It was 
a large, patriotic, Union-saving, outstretching arm of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to hold together in strong political union 
the great communities that bordered the two oceans. 

That was the spirit of that day, and it has turned ont well. It has. 
turned out far better than we expected, and we are going to receive: 
back every dollar that we ever put in it. As the matter stands to- 
day, I for one would not vote here to give to these companies a single 

rivilege that I would not give were I a private owner of what the- 

vernment holds, I would govern my vote as representing the Gov- 

ernment, as the circumstances now are, precisely by what I would 
regard my dnty as a wise administration of a private trust. 

e are going to receive all the money back; but if the Senator 
from Ohio will permit me, I will state that I think there has been a 
great deal of 3 made about the enormous aid that the 
roads received. It was great; it was very great; it was probably 
1 than will ever be given again to a road, because you would 

ave to repeat the extraordinary circumstances that induced that 
cant to have it repeated. But it is always stated as though the roads. 

ad received hundreds of millions. The two roads received $19,000,000 
apiece in gold. They were building ona gold basis, and they received 
just what would have been equiyalent to this sum if the Government 
of the United States had handed them out 819,000,000 in gold coin. 
Yet the Senator from Ohio states this question before the 1 
Committee, as reported in the pamphlet which I hold in By hand an 
which I presume is authentic—it was circulated among all thè mem- 
bers, placed on the desks, and I read from it—the Senator from Ohio 
states that the Government is out of pocket on account of these roads. 
$500,000,000. Do I state the Senator's language correctly ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What paper is it the Senator reads from ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Here is a report put upon all the desks of members. 
pore to give a verbatim account of the hearings before the 

udiciary Committee, and during the address of Judge Trumbull, for- 
merly of this body, who appeared there as counsel for one of the 
companies, this occurs—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just tell us what that book is. 

Mr. BLAINE. I know nothing about it except from its title: Ar- 
guments before the Committee on the Judiciary, United States Sen- 
ate, on Senate bill No. 15.“ I presume the Senator received a copy. 
I saw them lying around on the desks of Senators. It has been 
commonly circulated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, it is one of the railroad publications, I imag- 


ine. 

Mr. BLAINE. I read from it as follows: 

Senator THURMAN. Thirty years’ interest on that would be 180 
would be $117,000,000 ation! ais by these roads at the end of the thirty 
which would liquidate p pal and interest. Now the Government pays the in- 
terest ually, and therefore, so far as Government is concerned, it is like 
interest, and that will make over $500,000,000 that the Government 
vernment is out of pocket, I mean, 8500, 000, 000. 

Is that a correct account of what the Senator said 7 

Mr. THURMAN. I cannot say whether it is or not. But, if the 
Senator wants to know exactly how much I was speaking about, I 
can find the figures. 


_ Mr. BLAINE. That is, the Senator substantially, I believe, admits 


it. 

Mr. THURMAN. It would be big enough to swamp three or four 
such railroads. 

Mr. BLAINE. Undoubtedly. Now, what I observe to the Senator 
is that this is hardly a fair way of reckoning. If the Senator should 
happen himself, in the generosity of his heart, to make a present to 
two young men and to hand one of them $10,000 which he happened 
to have in bank, and to the other $10,000 that was raised on a note, 
and at the end of seven seen he meets them and says, “I gave one 
$10,000, but I gave $20, to the other because I count it up with 
compound interest.” That would be the spirit of the calculation 
indulged in by the Senator, and I beg to say that it utterly befogs. 
and confuses the whole subject. The Capitol under whose Dome we 
sit to-day cost a thousand million dollars according to that mode of 
calculation at the very least; and if yon will compound the interest 
of the small sum which Queen Isabella realized for her jewels the 
discovery of America was the most miserable speculation that ever 
any European went into in the world. If you take the feather that 
was on Columbus’s hat, worth a gold florin, and compound it at what 
Western farmers pay on their mortgages, the whole real estate of 
North and South America to-day would not be sufficient to pay it. 
So, when the Senator says the Government advanced $500,000,000 to 
these companies, he is dealing in mere figures of h, and not in 
figures of arithmetic. What we paid them was this amount of bonds. 
and they are obliga 


cent., which 


ted in their mortgage to pay back that amount of 
bonds with all the interest at the maturity of the bonds. I believe 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont both admit 
that that is the law of the case to-day, and that is what we are pro- 


viding for. 
I have not seen the report of the ch of the honorable Senator 
think he stated that there was 


from Delaware, [Mr. BAYARD, ] but 


nothing in the debates to show that there was not a casus omissus in 
regard to the interest, that there was no such expression to be found. 
Did I understand the Senator to say that there was no expression by 
which the intent and meaning of the act could be inferred? 


2334 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 8, 


Mr. BAYARD. No; I made no such statement that I remember. 

Mr. BLAINE, The Senator spoke of its being a casus omissus, I 
955 I have not seen his speech, as it has not appeared in the 

CORD. 

Mr. BAYARD. It was sent te the RECORD office on Saturday morn- 
ing but I find it will not be published until to-morrow. The words 


y me in an opinion cited in 1 Otto by 
the court in which Mr. Justice Buller, in speaking of the duty of the 
court to take a law as they found it, said that even a casus omissus or 
a tyrannical law would still be executed by the courts. What took 
lace in the debate in reference to a provision for paying the interest 
the companies Fae passu to the payment by the Government, I 
did not refer to. 1 believe the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] 
did refer to that. 
Mr. BLAINE. I did not listen to the honorable Senator on that 
point; but certainly it was plainly apparent in the debates of Con- 


ress—— 
S Mr. BAYARD. Iwill say this to the Senator: I did say that when by 
the judgment of the Supreme Court the American people discovered 
that this vast amount of interest, double the amount of the principal 
of the debt, could not be paid until the debt itself matured, it created 
universal astonishment except with those, and those few, who knew 
that the law had been so drafted. I did not consider it a casus omissus. 
I considered that the law which postponed a debt for thirty years 
and made none of the ordinary provisions that the interest should be 
payable semi-annually or annually in the progress of time between 
the contraction of the debt and its ap bite was something extraor- 
dinary, and that had it occurred at the hand of a private agent he 

would have been suspected of infidelity to his client or of great in- 


capacity. 

Sir. BLAINE. Then if I understand the Senator he means that it 
was not the understanding of Congress that the law meant that the 
payment of the interest should be deferred? 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not pretend to ay, what was the ùnderstand- 
ing of Con , because I had not the debate before me. Those laws 
were passed when I was not in Congress, in 1862 and 1864, and I had 
not referred to the debate to know how it was that such lan 
was arranged; but I spoke of the effect of the language, which would 
be to postpone the payment of a hundred million of dollars until 
$55,000,000 became due, and to say that $100,000,000 of interest should 
not be paid until $55,000,000 became due was very startling. 

Mr. BLAINE. Now, the Senator will hear that during the d- 
ency of the bill a very careful gentleman from Indiana, Mr. White, 
well known to Senators on this floor, since deceased, moved an amend- 
ment pending the bill; and if the attention of the Senator has not 
been called to it before I will be glad to have him give attention to 
it now. Mr. White says: 

It will be observed, by reference to the section, that there is no provision im ref- 
erence to the payment of the current interest. I therefore move to amend by add- 
ing to the section the following: 

Itis declared to be the true intent and meaning of this section that the current 
interest on said bonds shall be chargeable to said company, to be by them reinibursed 
tothe United States within one month after each semi-annual payment thereof by 
the United States; and a defanlt therein shall subject the said company to the 
same liability and forfeiture above provided for in the case of the — 
of the bonds at their maturity.“ 


That amendment was rejected. That amendment was offered by 
Mr. White and explained by him, and he was answered by Mr. Camp- 
bell, of Pennsylvania, then of the House of Representatives, who 
reported the bill, anA it was rejected. 

r. BAYARD. I have not examined the debate. I ask the Sena- 
tor was it there proposed that the interest should be postponed until 
the principal became due? 

Mr. BL No, it was rejected on the assumption that the 5 


“ casus omissus” were found 


per cent. and the half ee would pay it. It was rejected 
on the ground that they put enough into the bill to secure the 
Government. 


Mr. BAYARD. To secure the payment of the interest? 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes. Now the significance is this: that amendment 
was offered when the act of 1862 was pending, which was a much 
more stringent law than the measure of 1864, use under the act 
of 1862 the companies gave up and could not build the road. It 
makes it all the more significant, as the Senator will observe, that 
the amendment was 3h 8777 on that bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I fully admit the intendment of the Senator's sug- 
tion, but it seems to me that at the time this amendment of Mr. 
ite was offered, perhaps from excessive caution, if you please, 

from greater caution, it was considered that the repayment of the in- 
terest by the re sag pari pean to the Government was sufñciently 

rotected by the language dy in the measure, and they voted it 
8 I will say further that when the case came before the Su- 
preme Court, in 1 Otto, and was there argued, it was very strenu- 
ously and forcibly held that it never could have been the intent to 
postpone the payment of the interest until the principal became due, 
not simply because it was out of the ordinary line of transaction, but 
because by the very act the Government lien and the Government 
bonds were to give way to a prior lien of the company similar in 
tenor and amount. The similarity in tenor and amount was shown 
by their issuing bonds for the same amount, or within a very small 
Proportion less, of a tenor that prescribed for the semi-annual pay- 


ment of the interest as the time passed on. Therefore it was a mat- 
ter, as I say it is now, of very great s to me, as merely one of 
the great body of the American people, that the provision for the re- 
payment of interest pag out of the public Treasury for the use of a 
company should not have been protected by a provision to repay to 
it at the time the interest was due from the company. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Illinois, [Mr I Davis, I who was 
then on the 1 bench and delivered the opinion, took, I think, 
the very sensible view, both as a lawyer and a business man, that it 
never could have been conceived by Congress that the road at the 
very instant of its completion could pay the interest on the Govern- 
ment bonds. It was not a practicable thing as a business arrange- 
ment, and the Senator from Delaware will observe that there would 
have been no boon in the grant, there would practically have been 
no advantage in the grant had that been the construction. There 
would have been no beneficence on the part of the Government if 
they had been held instantly to pay that interest, because the Gov- 
ernment would have been just as hard a creditor as the first-mort- 
gage bondholder was. There would have been no beneficence on the 
pari of the Government whatever in that case, and the Supreme 

ourt so decided. 

Mr. BAYARD. They did so decide, undoubtedly. Iam not find- 
ing fault with their decision as a matter of reasoning upon the law 
they found before them, bnt I submit to the honorable Senator from 
Maine that nowhere in this opinion that I have been able to see is 
there anything eee the idea that the court were not deciding 
upon the litera scripta of the statute as they found it, but there is in 
this opinion a bet anaiyee thatif the law had provided otherwise that 
expression woul ve been found on the face of the law, and the 
court would certainly have executed it; but as to the reasonableness, 
or the unreasonableness of a provision for the payment of the interest 
as the interest fell due, there is nothing in this opinion that I have 
been able to discover whatever. Here is the opinion; I have leoked 
it over and read it carefully. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ihave not read it pear but it seems to me the 
honorable Senator from Illinois, (then on the Supreme Bench,) whom 
I regret is not in his seat, proceeded at length to show the great 
character of the enterprise, and what the Government was intending 
to do in regard to it and What the motive of the Government was. 

Mr. BAYARD. He did, no doubt. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the Senator from Illinois delivered what 
would be a most extraordinarily good speech in the Senate on that 

int, and which was much clearer to my mind than the one which 

e delivered afterward in the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. BAYARD. I said merely what they claimed to decide was the 
language used by the Legislature, but as to the reasonableness or 
unreasonableness of it, as to the improvidence or providence of it, 
the court said nothing. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have not the decision here and of course cannot 
refer to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have it here, and I think that the Senator will 
not find anything in it in the shape of an opinion that any legislation 
to have provided for the payment of interest would have been wise 
or otherwise. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not see that that is material at all. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If the Senator from Maine will allow me a 
moment, I think he is entirely correct in this fact at least, that the 
Supreme Court went into the question of the history and utility of 
me 3 to fortify the reasonableness of their construction of 

e law. 

Mr. BAYARD. As they found it. Ty said they had nothing to 
do with the wisdom of it or otherwise; that they simply decided it 
0 to their duty, (I forget the precise phrase;) that they inter- 
preted the language of the Legislature as they found it and after 
that they had no duty to perform. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have not 1 Otto here, but if I had I should like 
to read the opinion of the court, because I think if my memory is 
not at fault it travels Tay outside of the literal and exact point 
that the Senator from Delaware would rein it down to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the Senator will find stronger words than 
I have used there. 

Mr. BLAINE. That may be. I now have the opinion. Now I will 
read briefly from it! 

Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual 
course of slative action concerning grants to railroads, and cannot be proper! 
construed Without reference to the stances which existed when it 3 
The war of the rebellion was in Progress and owing to the 8 with 
England, the country had become ed for the safety of our Pacific posses- 
s10D8— 

I am reading from the opinion of the Supreme Court— 

The loss of them was feared in case those complications sheuld result in an 
open rupture; but, even if this fear were groundless, it was quite apparent that 
we were unable to furnish that of protection tothe people occupying them 
which every government owes to its citizens— | 

That is setting forth more tersely and eloquently than I did the 
exact position under which I gave my vote for that act— 


eee construction of a railroad across the continent. 
a road would bind together the widely separated parts of our common country, and 
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eee en expeditious mode for the transportation of troops and sup- 
es — 


I am surprised tosee how accurately and even literally I interpreted 
Judge Davis— 


; and so strong and PETE 
was this opinion that itis by no means certain that the peona would not haye 
icy of the count 


regard vernment itself wi 


the direct execution of the enterprise. 

Mr. BAYARD. At page 81 the Senator will find the language to 
which I referred. 

Mr. BLAINE. Oh! that may be. I did not at all deny that what 
the Senator quoted was correct, but I stated that the whole opinion 
was based on precisely the argument I submitted that justified Con- 
gress in the passage of the act, the whole of it. 

Mr. BAYARD. And when the court came to construe this statute 
they used cr hes, 2 such as I stated. 

Mr. BLAINE. The court construed the language eae in all the 
circumstances which surrounded the act as wise courts always will, 
of course. We are not to-day disputing practically about the pay- 
ment of the interest. The Senate is pretty well agreed that these 
companies can repay it. I think the companies are quite willing to 
pay it. At all events Congress is quite resolved that they shall pay 
it. But I return simply to the point I set out upon. After you have 
laid down your own terms, after you have written upon a white sheet 
of paper the precise exactions that you demand of these companies, 
while you stand in the full possession of a power which you will not 
permit even to be questioned, why do you not accompany it with at 
least the assurance that the exercise of that power shall be with a 
fair and honorable understanding that if the companies faithfully 
comply with your conditions, they shall be allowed to go forward to 
do their own work, to build up their own great enterprise, and pay 
off their entire obligations to the Government without fear of inter- 
ference, without being threatened or menaced or disturbed or hurried 
or worried. It seems to me that that is the wise course for Con 
to take, and it is wholly in that spirit that I have offered the amend- 
ment which is now pending. r 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 understood the Senator from Delaware to state 
that at this decision of the Supreme Court everybody was surprised. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not say everybody. I said that I believed it 
took the great body of the American people by surprise. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am surprised at that statement when the fact is 
apparent by the records of the Senate that the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate as eid as 1871 took exactly the same position that 
the Supreme Court did in this decision. 

Mr. BAYARD. I know the Judiciary Committee of the Senate or a 
portion of it came in here with a report, which astounded me at the 
time, to the effect that this interest-money, paid out semi-annually 
from the Treasury, could not be recovered from the railroad compa- 
nies for thirty years. e that opinion was given, yet it was 
not for some time afterward that an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, which I think was prepared by the Senator from Vermont, pro- 
vided that these companies should come into the Court of Claims and 
prove their right to receive one-half of the transportation-money 
which had been withheld. 

Mr. THURMAN. Two years afterward. 

Mr. BAYARD. I voted for that because I could not believe that 
when they came before the court such a decision would be reached. 
My ignorance was prebably owing to my want of familiarity with the 
terms of these statutes, passed long before I came into Congress. 
When the Supreme Court, saming the decision of the Court of Claims, 
came to the conclusion they did I was one of the very many people 
of this country who were amazed and sorrowed to find that while 
$3,000,000 annually and upward were passing away from the Treas- 
ury of the United States for the benefit of the stockholders of these 
corporations, there was to be no means of e upon that vast 
sum until thirty yearshad elapsed. Yet I believe the Supreme Court, 
following the statute as they found it, construing it strictly as they 
did, were unable, as the power to “ alter, amend, and repeal” had not 
been exercised by Congress, to come to any other conclusion. That 
is what I meant, by saying that I was surprised at the result. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] who re- 
pos this bill, concurred with that report ef the Judiciary Committee 

n 1871. So far as I can find out, only one member dissented from it, 
and that was the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. EpMUNDs.] But in 
his altercation or discussion the other day with the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] the Senator ftom Vermont seemed to object 
to the construction which the Senator from Massachusetts put upon 
that opinion of the Judiciary Committee of 1871. Any one who looks 
at the running debate that took place at that time will find himself 
somewhat puzzled to know whether the Senator from Vermont be- 
lieved in the report of the committee or did not believe init. But 
where the law committee of this body report that the view which 
the Supreme Court subsequently took was the correct one I do not 
see the ground of surprise of Senators that the Supreme Court should 
subsequently take a position which agreed with that of the law com- 
mittee of the body. The legislation which subsequently took place 
was entirely in accordance with the opinion of that committee, be- 
cause it did not legislate, as has been asserted here over and over 


again, that this money should be gaa but simply submitted the 
uestion to the Supreme Court whether or not it should be paid until 
the maturity of the debt. 

One single remark further. It has been said over and over again, 
and the Senator from Delaware now repeats it, that the United States 
is out $3,000,000 annually and that there is no — 1 thy get this money 
back before the maturity of the bonds, &c., and he looks upon that 
as a great hardship. Witheut therailroad the Government would be 
ont 88,000,000 annually, with no power ever to get it back, because 
the amount of transportation has been done so much more cheaply 
to the Government on account of the security against Indian wars, 
on account of the cheap and rapid transmission of the mails, to say 
nothing of the new States and Territories. The Senator from Dela- 
ware talks about enhancing the resources of the Government. The 
great amount which was saved by the Government would have been 
elsewise paid in transportation of various kinds, n to be car- 
ried on upon an immense scale, and not a dollar of it ever would 
have come back to the Government except in the incidental advan- 
tage derived from the transportation. Therefore I say, when the 
finger is continually pointed to the fact that the Government, under 
the terms of this contract, is paying some $3,000,000 or more interest 
annually, which is not to be repaid until the maturity of the bonds, 
its consideration for doing that was that the companies woald render 
to it the great benefits which have been realized from the road, and 
which are named in the decision of the Supreme Court as the exciting 
motive of Congress in granting the aid. 

Mr. BAYARD. With due respect to the honorable Senator from 
California, who has followed out to-day very much the same train 
and track of his remarks of Friday last, he seems to consider that 
these companies have created, and generously given to the people of 
the United States, the enormous advan of transportation for 
their mails and their war supplies, to which ho has referred. Whose 

roperty was this road built by? Whose land did it pass through? 

ose bonds paid for it? The people of America were the owners of 

all that pro and if they have gained advantage it has been by 
the use ef their own estate. These roads were not chartered for the 
benefit of individuals; they were chartered for the development of 
national resources and for national ends. Therefore just as well might 
we thank the man who would pay over to another a small portion 
of his honest debt, and say how generous it was without pausing to 
say whose money and whose estate was the object of all this libe 
ality. Of course the Government has availed itself of these roads. Of 
course the great agency of steam, and the intercommunication, has 
enabled it to transport mails, and troops, and supplies for those troops, 
at great advantage; but is that due to these corporations whom it has 
employed to develop its own resources? You might as well credit 
them with the invention of steam itself, as to give them credit for this 
money so saved. Whatever they have done and done faithfully, lam 
disposed sincerely to admit and acknowledge and thank them for; 
but it does seem to me that the t underlying idea, in aid of which 
the companies were incorporated and these national grants made, is 
constantly overlooked. It was the use of the people's money for the 
sake of the people. So far as the agent, the trustee, shall faithfull 
execute his trust, let him be thanked by the people, rewarded by their 
gratitude and their confidence given him, or if given, contin- 
ued ; but let it not be forgotten, that we are dealing from first to last 
with the property of the people of the United States, put in trust for 
their use. If this investment shall redound to the benefit of the United 
States as a Government, as well as to its citizens as individuals, then 
it has been amply successful. If those ots employed in the agency 
shall receive large profits from it, I shall be ex: ingly pleased. Iam 
not disposed to dge them any advantage, any honor, any thanks 
that may be due them; but from the first to the last, I shall endeavor 
to keep in my mind in 3 regard to this bill and the great sub- 
ject to which it relates, the that it is a public measure, the great 
object of which is public welfare, and that everything else is subor- 
dinate and purely incidental. 

Mr. TH . Mr. President, I do not rise to make anything 
like a set speech, and I should not rise at all but for some remarks 
that were made by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE.] I shall 
dispose of them, and then I shall take my seat. 

I found myself duly notified in the morning papers that my scalp 
was to be taken y and hung at the belt of the Senator from 
Maine; but feeling my head now it feels very sound indeed, I think, 
both inside and out; and I think, Mr. President, that it will bea 

while before the Senator from Maine can get what little hair 
there ison my head by mousing around among the Congressional 
Globes and CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS to try and find something in- 
consistent between what I may have once said and what I say to-day. 
I submit to that Senator that such an occupation is totally beneath 
his great powers. Iam a very Liliputian man to him now; but yet 
with what little brains God granted to me, I should feel infi- 
nitely humiliated if I went searching around among the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORDS and Congressional Globes to try and convict a Sen- 
ator of some inconsistency of speech or thought in the haste of lan- 
guage in debate as a means of defeating a great measure that ought 
to stand or fall on its own merits and not on the 8 consistency 
of an individual. I do think there is something that was a little 
remarkable in the observations of the Senator from Maine. Last 
Thursday, at the close of the day, when more than half the Senators 
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had started home, and when I was about to start too, and the farthest 
thing in the world from my thoughts was that I should enter into any 
discussion, the Senator from Maine and two or three others got around 
me and stood up and put questions to me as if I were subject to a 
cross-examination by the whole Senate upon what was the law of the 
land, and what were ethics, and what was history, and what was every- 
thing else, until at last I had to tell the Senator that we were not in 
the Middle Ages when a man went to a city and published a defiance 
to everybody to come and debate with him and put questions to him, 
he affirming that he would answer them all. I was compelled to tell 
the Senator that I was no Admirable Crichton to be catechised in that 
way. Inthe heat of that discussion I confess that for a moment I 
lost my temper, so much so that I was perhaps guilty of a little rude- 
ness to my most estimable friend who sits on my right [Mr. Eaton] 
and which I have regretted ever since. Because at that very moment 
I did not recollect that I had taken any part in the debate of 1873, 
the Senator now comes forward to convict me of what? Of a failure 
of memory undersuch circumstances as that, and, to make the failure 
the more significant, he says that I spoke thirty-one times on that act 
of 1873. How does he count up his thirty-one times? I will give the 
Senate a specimen of how he makes out thirty-one speeches, 

Mr. BLAINE. “ 8 ” was the word I used. 

Mr. THURMAN. , well, “appeared.” I appeared all the time; 
I was here all the while. 

Mr. BLAINE. Not in the Globe. 

Mr. THURMAN. I appeared here in my own person. But here is 
the kind of speeches that the Senator from Ohio made which served 
to make up the thirty-one times: 

Mr. TuurMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken, The amendment was moved 
F from Nevada in the Senate. Iam speaking of the amendment of 


That was an observation to correct my friend, Mr. Stevenson, and 
that is one of “ Mr. THURMAN’sS” speeches. Again further on, after 
Mr. Stevenson had spoken again, Mr. THURMAN” said: 

Notatall. It was moved by the Senator from Nevada on my right, [Mr. STEW- 
ART.) It was very largely debated. 

That is speech No.2, Then going along further, Mr. Stevenson still 
speak ing, Mr. THURMAN” said: 

If my friend will allow me to get through he will find that he is jumping before 
ho gets to the stile. If the House did not agree to this amendment, how in the 
name of sense did it become a law? 

That iss h No.3, Then further along, Mr. Stevenson still speak- 
ing, Mr. THURMAN” said: 

No, I do not. 

That is speech No. 4. Then further “Mr. THURMAN” said: 

I have not given up the floor yet. 

That is 8 h No.5; andsoon. There are several other of these 
speeches which perhaps I ought to read. Here is one where I said: 

Where is that! 

And another: 

On what page of the Globe! 

This is the way in which the Senator from Maine attempts to de- 
feat the Judiciary Committee's bill by using more arithmetic in a 
count of the number of times my name appeared in the Globe than 
he does in answering the Judiciary Committee's bill. 

So much, Mr. President, for that. I have regretted to see in this 
debate from the beginning that scarcely any one has aprons: the bill 
of the Judiciary Committee without in some way or other eee 
cast reflections upon that committee. I alluded to it once, and it 
was intimated that certainly I did not claim that Senators were not 
to exercise their own judgment. Certainly I never did claim any 
such thing. L said then that I claim no infallibility for the Jndiciary 
Committee. Every Senator has a perfect right to disagree with it, 
andit is his duty to express his opinions if he does di with it. 
Neither that committee nor any member of the committee has assumed 
any superiority in this body, if I know it. I certainly have not 
observed it; but yet there was in the tone in which the committee 
was spoken of and in which the measure was spoken of, and of late, 
I am sorry to say, in which its personnel is spoken of, something that 
is a little unusual in this body. This morning, not content with an 
attack upon the committee generally, the Senator from Maine has 
seen fit to come in and single out the Senator from Ohio and to some 
extent the Senator from Vermont, and he has said in his peculiarly 
forcible and dramatic style that the Senator from Ohio has occupied 
four positions on this subject within the last seven years, and then 


by way of witticism he intimates that if this bill passes the Senator | 


from Ohio may occupy seven different positions in the next four years. 
Mr. BLAINE. Oh, no, I said that some other Senator may. 
Mr. THURMAN. Some other Senator.“ Well, he might just as 
well have said “the Senator from Ohio,“ for if the Senator from Ohio 
has shown such a facility for changing, and can change four times in 


seven years, the probability is that he would be the man who would | 


change seven times in the next four years. 
Mr. BLAINE. But I did not say that. 
Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I defy any man in the world who 


reasons fairly to point out the slightest inconsistency between my 
course to-day and that on any previous oecasion. There is none what- 
ever. It is all in the imagination of the Senator from Maine. About 
what were we talking when I spoke the words that he read to the 


Senate to-day? We were talking about the right of the Government 
to withhold the half-transportation account then due to these com- 
panies. We were notin the slightest degree talking about any amend- 
ment to the charter. Not a word about that were we talking of. Mr. 
Akerman had given his opinion as Attorney-General that the Govern- 
ment had a right toset off the interest which it paid against the half- 
transportation account, which by the act of 1864 was to be paid to 
the companies. The companies denied that that was the law. They 
titioned Congress on the subject. The matter was referred to the 
udiciary Committee of the Senate. That committee, by a vote of 6 
to 1, decided that Mr. Akerman was wrong, that there was no such 
right of set-off on the part of the Government, and accordingly they 
reported a resolution directing the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
had withheld the half-transportation account to pay it to the com- 
panies to whom it belonged under the then existing law. The Sen- 
ator says that I a to that report. So I did; and I stand by it 
to-day, and say that it was good law. It has been affirmed by the 
Judiciary Committee of the House, by both Houses of Congress, by 
the unanimous decision of the Court of Claims and the unanimous 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. I think that is 
sufficient to establish that it was good law. I stand by that. 

But then he said I was inconsistent with that because afterward I 
was in favor of submitting the question to a judicial determination. 
I was in favor of submitting it to a judicial determination from the 
first. When the resolution was under consideration, reported by the 
Judiciary Committee in 1871, I drew up an amendment to submit the 
question to the Court of Claims, so that it might not rest upon any 
"appa interpretation of the law but upon a judicial determina- 

ion. 

In 1873 I did nothing more than what I attempted to do in 1871, to 
have a judicial determination not of the question whether Congress 
could alter, amend, or repeal—I should have as soon thought of deny- 
ing the Decalogue as to deny that—but a judicial determination of 
what were the rights of the companies as the law then stood to the 
money which was in the Treasury of the United States, and which 
was claimed by the companies, but refused to be paid over by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; that was all. That resolution passed. It 
gave great dissatisfaction ; it gave such dissatisfaction that in 1873 
some Senator, and I think it was the Senator from Vermont or my 
late colleague, Mr. Sherman, for they were both very much opposed 
to that opinion of the Judiciary Committee, proposed that that thing 
should be litigated, and consequently introduced a bill to repeal that 
direction of the act of 1871, the money still not having been paid 
over, and to make a case for the courts to decide, Of course I was 
in favor of that. Of course as I was in favor of it in 1872 so E was in 
favor of it then. So that instead of there being any inconsistency 
whatever I was perfectly consistent throughout the whole consider- 
ation, both in 1871 and in 1873. 

Then, where is there any inconsistency now? There is not one 
word in the bill of the Judiciary Committee that is inconsistent with 
the resolution of 1871 or with the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States. Those who are opposed to this bill have been 
challenged again and again to show one line, one letter in the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court in the interest case in 1 Otto that conflicts 
in the slightest degree with the bill which is now before the Senate, 
and no has ever shown any such thing. 

I am not accustomed to waste the time of the Senate with talks 
about myself, and much less about my own consistency. The only 
complaint that ever has been made against me, so far as I know, con- 
nected with political life, is that I have been too consistent, that I 
have been too hard-headed, well-baked an old democrat and not given 
to change. That is the only thing complained of, that I am too ob- 
stinate an old fellow in that ot and not given to change accord- 
inga the current may flow or the wind may blow. 

ut if I were disposed to be a little personal, which I am not, if 
I were disposed to personalities into this discussion, Ishould like 
the Senator from Maine to explain this little record which I hold in 
my hand. Two years ago, on the 7th day of July, 1876, the Honse 
of Representatives passed a sinking-fund bill known as the Law- 
rence bill and sent it to the Senate. It was a bill upon which that 
committee had worked very long, very long indeed, and made a most 
elaborate report as early as April 25, 1876. That bill finally came to 
a vote three months. afterward. That committee had reported a bill 
far more severe than the bill now before the Senate, far more severe 
than the bill subsequently reported by the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate—Senate bill No. 15, which I introduced last October, and 
had again referred to that committee. They reported that bill far 
more severe, I say, though it asserted as fully as it could possibly 
assert the right of Congress to alter, amend, or repeal this charter, and 
imposing on these companies conditions far more onerous than any 
bill that ever has been reported to the Senate. That bill passed the 
House of Representatives on the 7th day of July, 1876, by a vote of 
yeas 159, nays 9. But, Mr. President, where was the eloquence of 
the Senator from Maine then? Why was it not exercised, he who 
exercised such great power in that body over which he had presided 
solong? Why did he not thunder then? If that bill, which asserted 
so strongly the right of alteration, amendment, or repeal, and pre- 
served it, was wrong, why did he not then tell the House, “You wild 
make this afoot-ball of stock blers of all sorts and descriptions for 
all time to come if you pass this bill?” Why did he not warn them of 
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these dangers which he has so eloquently depicted to-day? No, Mr. 


President, he was mute asthe lamb before the shearer. Not one 
word do I find that he ever uttered inst that bill, and when it 
came to the voting he was like Job’s friends. He said that his 
friends were like the waters of the brook: “What time they wax 
warm they vanish; when it is hot they are consumed out of their 
place.“ He did not vote at all, and I should not be—no, I will not 
say that—but it may possibly happen that when the vote comes on 
this bill the Senator from Maine may have business elsewhere, or, 
which God forbid, may not be in a good state of health! 

Mr. President, if we were to go into personalities, which I eschew, 
I do not want to go into, I might refer to my friend from California, 
I am sorry he is not here. He has been a little warm on the subject 
of this Judiciary Committee bill, and he seems to think that we are 
a . set of fellows, and that we are going a good deal too 
far. y, Mr. President, how did the Judiciary Committee of this 
body ever get jurisdiction of this subject? Who first gave it juris- 
diction ? Who pr it jurisdiction before that Lawrence bill came 
from the House? Months before that bill came from the House, who 
gavo it jurisdiction? I will read and show you. On the 6th day of 

anuary, 1876— 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, it was 

Resolved by the Senate— 

Now, I beg the attention of Senators to what was the resolution— 

That the Committee on the Judiciary— 


Not the Railroad Committee. He did not want them to have any- 
thing to do with it— 

That the Committee on the Judiciary are instructed to ire what legislatio: 
if any, is n to secure indemnity to the United State “for 8 of 55 
terest paid and to d by the Government on account of subsidy bonds issued 
to the several Pacific Companies, and to secure indemnity against liability 
to pay the principal of such bonds— 

By what? Now, mark you, by what— 


requiring the creation of sinking funds, or otherwise. Also, whether the issues 


Wane F. uae dey isbn act of 1864 were in excess of the amount 
necessary for the comp! of said roads; and, if so, whether such issues are a 


the bonds of theUnited States 
sent hy dil = e same. And that the committee 
repo or otherwise. 


He set us to work to find out what was necessary to indemnify the 
Government of the United States for the interest paid and to be paid, 
and also to secure it against loss. And not only that, but hestarted 
an investigation or attempted to start it, to see whether or not these 
first-mortgage bonds, instead of being used as n. for the con- 
struction of the had not been actually put into the pockets of 
the shareholders, and therefore were not in equity or morals, or per- 
haps in law, a first lien on the road at all, and whether we ought not 
to assert that the Government debt was the first lien. But now, now 
forsooth, when we talk about getting indemnity; now when we talk 
about a repayment of the principal and interest of the subsidy bonds, 
we are told that Mr. White or some other pale-colored individual in 
the House of Representatives in 1862 or 1864 thonght in his wisdom 
that the Government might as well make these roads and lend this 
money and never ask repayment. What if Mr. White or Mr. Black 
or Mr. Brown or Mr. Yellow or Mr. Red did think so? The answer to 
that and to all talk about how much the Government has saved by the 
construction of this railroad in its transportation account is that Con- 
gress took that into consideration. But that was not all. Congress 
took these patriotic motives into consideration, to which the Senator 
from Maine has alluded. But that was not enough. Congress was 
not willing to be paidin patriotism. It isnot Teast tender or current 
cojn in the transaction of business. Congress was not willing to be 
paid in savings on its transportation account. It gave enough for 

atriotism, and in that respect did wisely ; it gave enough bonus in 

and and in the advantages of this loan with no rests in the calcula- 
tion of interest for all the benefit that the roads could be to the Gov- 
ernment in saving transportation, and having given enough it said 
to these companies, “ You are to repay this money which we loan to 
you, both principal and interest.” it is said in the law, and there 
is the end of the whole matter. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine says that we have 
written down here in this Judiciary Committee bill on a white sheet 
of paper what we demand; why not make it a fixed finality at least 
until the maturity of the bonds? I tell him the bill is framed upon 
no such idea. If it were the terms of this bill would be very differ- 
ent from what they are. What would he have? Does he know what 
is to be the operation of this bill if it should pass, say, for instance, 
upon the Union Pacific? Taking its business for the last six years 
and supposing its business in the future to be the same, how much 
will it have to pay into the sinking fund? Only alittle over a half 
million dollars. The half-transportation account on the past average 
will amount to $421,000, and it will have but $100,000 in cash to pay. 
Now the Senator, upon such a payment as that into the sinking fund, 
the payment of a million dollars a year, proposes that Congress 
should tie up its hands for twenty years and make a bargain with 
this company that shall be irrepealable. If such an amendment as 
that of the Senator from Maine should be inserted in this bill, it 
would be the best bargain this company ever made. The idea will 
not do at all. 

But, Mr. President, away down below that lies the principle of the 
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thing. I affirm, as I have affirmed before, that this Government had 
better lose every dollar due and all that is to become due to it by 
these companies than to give up that right which it has to alter, 
amend, or repeal the charter. e amendment of the Senator from 
Maine is the worst attack upon this bill that could be made. He 
knows very well that with that provision fastened on to this bill the 
bill would not only not be worth the paper on which it is written, 
but it would be far worse than nothing; he knows that that would 
be a fatal death-blow given to this bill. 

Mr. President, let no one deceive himself about this; let no one 
imagine he can be a friend of the Judiciary Committee bill and at 
the same time a friend to the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 
The amendment of the Senator from Maine is prussic acid to this 
bill. It cannot survive a day, not an hour perhaps, after that amend- 
ment is adopted. It is a stab at the very heart of the bill; itis as 
fatal as any stab could possibly be. I hope, therefore, the friends of 
this bill, those who mean to make these companies live up to their 
obligation, do what they assumed to do; those who mean that these 
companies shall know that the Government is their master and they 
are not the masters of the Government, will see that no such 2 
is taken into this bill as the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, when I rose this morning I intended 
only to correct by the Senator’s own record what he so positively, of 
course gate lack of memory, denied on Thursday last. I had hoped 
to do it on Friday, and seeing the Senator on Friday afternoon about 
to leave the Chamber as I thought, I said to him that I was intendin 
to make a remark personal to himself. He had been busily engage 
polling the Senate on the Judiciary bill with a list of the yeas and 
nays in his hand. I notified him that I was going to make the allusion 
and he took notice and said that he would bein hisseat. The Senator 
nods remembrance of that. The next thing I heard of it, it appeared 
in the democratic paper this morning that I was going to take his 
scalp, which I supposed was a modest way of the Senator advertising 
N . that he was going to take mine. 

Mr. THU $ e Senator forgets—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly he does not suppose I was on such terms 
with the Washington Post as to secure that favorable notice. It must 
have grown out of the intimacy he has with that paper. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is very clever; but the Senator must re- 
member that on this question the Post is on his side and against me. 

Mr. BLAINE. That max be; but the Senator will see that the Post 
is not on my side litically. As I happen to read that lively sheet 
every morning, I discover a great many adulatory comments on the 
Senator from Ohio ; but the keenest eye has thus far failed to disclose 
any of that kind of references to myself; so that I think the judg- 
ment of the Senate will be that that notice did not get into the Post 
through me. 

The Senator talks about this mousing around in the records! What 
do we have records for? What do we preserve the Globe for? 
The Senator went elaborately over all the little speeches he deliv- 
ered in that debate. He says one speech was merely calling the 
attention of Mr. Stevenson to this, and another was calling 
the attention of the Senator from Vermont to that. Why, the 
speeches of the Senator from Ohio, recalled with some humor, show 
that, in addition to his long hes which he did not quote, he 
was wide-awake during the whole debate, and that he was inter- 
ponines remark here and there in vires dees Be speech. But not only 
did he fail to remember his long speeches which he did not refer to 
during the whole of his remarks just delivered, but he was putting a 
finger in everybody’s pie, correcting Mr. Stevenson on one point, sug- 
gesting another point to my friend from Vermont, 8 the 

nator from Delaware in another place, and generally, if I might 
use a coarse phrase, bossing the debate; and five years afterward, 
when I ventured modestly to remind the Senator of his declarations, 
he says: “I never said a word at all in that debate.” Then when he 
attempts to put me down in the Senate by his absolute denial, and I 
bring the Globe in, he says he would not go mousing around; and 
finally, he puts in my personal record by showing what I did or failed 
to do on Mr. William Lawrence’s bill in the House of Representatives 
on the 7th of July, 1876. I think the Senator did leave a little wicket 
of escape open for himself on that personal charge, but he did it in 
so indirect and blind a manner that the Senate would not exactly 
comprehend it, but did RI think, 87 to suggest to me, unim- 
porot as is my personal history, that I had not then for a month 

en in the House of Representatives; that I was on a bed of sick- 
ness from which some friends at last thought I might never rise, and 
that, so far from having anything to answer for about the bill of Mr. 
William Lawrence, I did not know that it or any other bill was pend- 
ing in the House of Representatives. So much for that. 

d now the Senator says he would rather lose this bill than have 
my amendment; that it is prussic acid to it. Iwent to the honorable 
Senator in the confidence of the friendly relations which across the 
political line have existed between us, and had a full and frank 
talk with him abont this bill. I asked him “How near will this bill 
come to paying this mortgage by the maturity of the bonds?” He 
said it would leave some $50,000,000 to each road. 

Mr. THURMAN. No; about $35,000,000 for the two. I said nearly 
$40,000,000 for the two. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I am correct; about $20,000,000 for each road. 
I took the Union Pacific because it is regarded as the less strong of 
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the two roads. The Central Pacific is the wealthier, and I was illus- 
trating on that. I said then, taking the Senator’s own figures, this 


only leaves at the maturity of the mortgage, counting in the first 
mortgage above the Government, $47,000,000 on a road that is abso- 
lutely now paying 7 per cent. on $90,000,000, and I said that security 
must be ample; and then the honorable Senator will remember that, 
endeavoring to be as frank as I could, I suggested this amendment 
to him in my own house. I said “Your bill has many good features. 
The amount of it I think is not exorbitant. You state that what 
will remain is so small as to be beyond peradventure secure. Now 
make your bill a finality and you will get a large vote for it.“ I sug- 
gested that to the Senator. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes; but the Senator will do me the justice to 
say that I did not at all to his amendment. ` 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course it is dangerous ground and I will not 
venture any further on private conversations. I think the Senator 
was not half so obdurate then as he is in the Senate now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was it after dinner? 

Mr. BLAINE. No, sir; it was before dinner. 

Mr. THURMAN. I can only say to the Senator that his recollec- 
tion is at fault, for I told him I never could agree to such an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator desire me to state what my recol- 
lection of that conversation is? 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator can state what he pleases about it 
if he thinks proper to do so; but I do affirm that I told the Senator 
then I could never agree to that amendment and never would. 

Mr. BLAINE. I never desire to refer to a private conversation, al- 
though my recollection of it does not wholly sgae with that of the 
Senator. The Senator, as I say, stated to me—let us take the points 
that are public which affect that—there would be only $20,000,000 
left. Then I said to him, “ You ought to make it a finality, because 
you have got ample security.” Now he says it is prussic acid and he 
would rather lose the billthan to it. Ladmit it is prussic acid 
to all agitation of the subject; it is prussic acid not only to Wall-street 
agitation but to political agitation; it ends the whole matter. The 
stalking horse of “ t corporations” dies instantly. There is 
nothing left of itif this amendment is put in, and the Senator himself 
knows that I offered the amendment in perfect and entire good faith, 
else why should I have consulted him the very first man about it? 

Mr. THURMAN. I have not impeached the good faith of the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. BLAINE. I offered it in entire good faith, and rather than 
have any suspicion this moment that something remarkable was with- 
held of the private conversation which has been referred to, I desire 
to say in all frankness that I understood the Senator to object to my 
amendment, but not to object to it as strenuously as he does now, and 
that he said it would in any event be impossible ever to get the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. EDMUNDS] to agree to it, and 
that that made the thing impossible. That is what I understood that 
conversation to be, and that was all of if. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is like your inference of my inconsistency. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is the way I understood the conversation to 
be. It is better to have it out than to have it merely intimated with 
exaggerated inferences. It was a very innocent and honorable con- 
versation, and the Senator will remember it was entirely friendly, as 
certainly I mean no remark I made this morning to be otherwise. 
Every solitary word that has been said in this debate since, every 
exposition of this bill that has been made since, everything that has 
been suggested pro and con has enforced upon my mind with still 
more urgency and still more strength the propriety of taking a bill 
that does pay off everything but $20,000,000, leaving the amplest 
security for that $20,000,000, and 9 it a finality. Absolute in 
any event? Not at all; but absolute if the companies faithfully 
comply. Who is to be the judge of that? Congress; and it is a 
finality only as respects the debt. In every other respect Congress 
possesses the right to alter and amend and repeal just as if my amend- 
ment had never been su ted. This amendment does not touch it 
at all. It merely says that this settlement will, in a money point of 
view, secure the Government. We have looked it all over; and if 
your companies shall pay these sums the Government will be entirely 
secure in its mortgage debt. If you will do that and will faithfully 
comply with these provisions, you may go on until the maturity of 
the kaa. we reserving the right to legislate in any other direction 
that our sense of duty may call upon us to do, and reserving of course 
the right to see that the faithful compliance which we exact of you 
in these provisions shall not be a meaningless term, but shall be one 
that we will hold you to by all the powers of the Government. Is 
that an unreasonable proposition? not that the way to N arian 
the companies to be faithful in their compliance? Is not that the 
way to make the payment effective and to bring money in the Treas- 
ury of the United States? Is it not also the way to make those roads 
eflicient—to make them carry out the great end for which they were 
incorporated, to carry out the great commercial development of the 
vast country which they traverse, and in short to secure all the ends 
aimed at when the Government gave its munificent bounty and im- 
posed npon the railway 3 their great responsibilities! 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. President, I shall not ask th 


Senate for any considerable length of time. The important question 
presented to us is, has Congress, under the power to alter, amend, and 


repeal, reserved in these acts the right to legislate as is proposed b. 

the bill of the Judiciary Se and, ft it has, is Te wise bad 

proper that a, Hoy should now bargain that power away to the 

2 mentioned in the amendment of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
LAINE, 

Sir, I have no doubt that Congress has the powerunder this reser- 
vation, and Ldo not think it would be wise or proper for Congress 
to contract itaway for twenty years or any other length of time as 
pro f 

as not Congress power to legislate as is proposed by virtue of this 
reservation to alter, amend, and repeal? I do not understand this cor- 
ration created by these acts to be what is ordinarily known in the 
aw as a private corporation. It is not in its character like a corpo- 
ration created to carry on some private business, like the making of 
engines, or the manufacturing of cottonor wool. It is a quasi-public 
corporation, created, and only rightfully created, by Congress, because 
it was to carry ont a public popoke and object. The intent in mak- 
ing this munificent grant of lands which belonged to the people of 
the United States, of making this most advantageons loan of the 
people’s money, to these corporations was to effect a public, not a 
private purpose. Had Congress the right to donate to a private cor- 
paration, in the ordinary sense, twenty-one million acres of the pub- 
ic lands of the people, of great value? Had Congress any right to 
loan to private corporations over $50,000,000 of money upon most ad- 
vantageous terms to them, as the law is adjudged by the court to be? 
I do not understand that Congress had or has any such right, acting 
for the people of the United States; but Congress may have authority 
to create a 78 to delegate to it the right of eminent domain, 
which cannot be granted to any individual or purely private corpo- 
ration, to empower it to take a citizen’s property without his consent 
to effect a public purpose. Had Congress aright to make the grants 
which it did to these cerporations, except and because they were 
agencies of the Federal Government to construct and maintain a pnb- 
lic highway from the Mississippi to California, upon which should be 
transpo. soldiers, public sto: mails, &c., for the Government, 
and which should be a quasi-public highway for the people of the 
United States for all time? 

In dealing with this question it has seemed to me important to bear 
in mind that the corporation was created, and rightfully created, 
only because it was to effect a great public purpose, and that to enable 
it to effect this pu the franchises were granted and the donations 
and loans were 0. 

I think, sir, when we come to exercise this power reserved in the 
comprehensive language which we find in these acts of Congress in 
reference to a corporation of this character, we certainly have a right 
to legislate and so control and so regulate its action that it shall sub- 
serve the end for which it was created. When we do that we are, as 
has been well said, legislating to keep it in the very line of duty for 
which it was ereated and endowed with property and privile Con- 
gress in the original charter or acts of Congress creating the corpo- 
ration did reserve in clear langnage the right at any time to alter, 
amend, and repeal those acts. The obvious intent by this reservation 
was that if the eee failed to perform the duty which it as- 
sumed and was obligated to perform, Con could add limitations, 
restrictions, and regulations, and make it perform that duty. To 
aid the corporation 7 ig by the act of 1864 allowed it to borrow 
money on & mortgage which is a prior lien on the road to the lien of 
the United States. 

Now, if Congress ascertains that instead of doing what prudent 
business men would do, what a well-managed c ration would do, 
these tees are misapplying the means in their hands, what is to 
be done? The debt owing to the United States in the year 1900, as it 
is computed, will be over $123,000,000, principal and interest; and if 
the corporations are proceeding to divide their earnings and make no 
provision for paying that debt, and the other large debt, which comes 
due at the same time and is secured by a first lien on the property, 
the road will be sold out on the prior lien and not only will the Gov- 
ernment lose its money which was loaned, but the object and purpose 
of the acts of 1862 and 1864 and of the land grant and loan will be 
defeated. The corporation was created and the grants made that the 
people of the United States, not for eee years but for all time, 
should have this great highway maintained for the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment and people of the United States as well as the stockholders, 
If now Congress see, as any man must see, that if the corporation re- 
fuses to create a fund to pay this $123,000,000 which will be due the 
Government in the year 1900, refuses to accumulate or provide a fund 
to pay the debt due the first-mortgage bondholders, the road will be 
lost for the beneficial purposes which were intended to be derived 
from it by the Government under the provisions of the charter, and 
if that is so, if there is danger of this, then under the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal we can interfere, If the Congress that passed the 
law did not guard sufficiently against such a result, then if the power 
reserved means anything of value to the Government, may we not 
now by amendments require the corporations to set apart as a sinking 
fund such portion of their annual earnings and of their income as 
shall pay off the first-mortgage debt at maturity, and which will pay 
to the Government at least a reasonable portion of this $123,000,000 
that will be due for the money loan ? 

In my judgment we have the right todoso. In my judgment if 
Congress should grant such an amount of property and such rights 
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and franchises and make such a loan without reserving control over 
the corporations and their directors to compel them to administer the 
roperty so that the road should be preserved and the debts paid, 
ongress would have failed to do its duty to the Government and 
people of the United States. It would have neglected to provide 
any reasonable security to compe] the corporations to maintain and 
operate the railroa Is and prevent their sale on the first mortgage. 

In the proposed legislation Congress will not,in my judgment, vio- 
late in letter or spirit the contract contained in the acts of Congress. 
This legislation is to protect the property of the corporations and 
compel them to perform their duty to the Government and the public, 
and y with great respect to others who may differ from me, cannot 
see how we impair any contract we made with them by the bill re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee. We granted them all these 
things for this great purpose, this beneficial purpose to the Govern- 
ment and to all the people, that there might be built across this great 
country connecting the East and the West a great road whieh should 
be kept up. And now when alaw is proposed which simply says “we 
are going to reqnire you to administer your affairs and your means so 
that you shall pay your honest debts, and thereby preserve this road,” 
I cannot understand how this justly can be said to be a breach of any 
contract made by the acts of Congress with these corporations. We 
simply make them do what every pradent board of directors should 
do which means to pay its debts and er its property; we simply 
make them do what every prudent business man ought to do who 
means to pay his debts, not to divide among stockholders or partners 
all the income from the property, and then when the debt to the 
Government runs up to over $123,000,000, principal and simple inter- 
est, and the first-mortgage debt is due and unpaid to over $50,000, 
allow the railroad and its appurtenances to be sold. Because Con- 

will not permit this to be done and proposes to control the 
action of the boards of directors so there shall be annually set apart 
a portion of their income as a sinking fund to pay these debts or a 
portion of them at maturity, it is said we propose to violate the con- 
tract made by the Government in creating and making loans to these 
corporations. 

I insist we do no such aie in the sense claimed by the opponents 
of this bill, The fact that the money for this sinking fund is to be 
paid into the United States Treasury is in no sense requiring the debt 
to be paid to the Government before it is due by the sontract. The 

roposed law requires the corporations to pay into the United States 
Treas ebe a portion of their income, to be invested at semi- 
annual interest and the interest to be reinvested as it accrues, to make 
a sinking fund to pay these debts when due. The corporations have 
the benetit of interest on their money in the sinking fund, compounded 
semi-annually, while the Government is only to have simple interest 
on its debt, paid when that debt becomes due in 1900. This is not 
making these corporations pay the Government debt now or at any 
time before it is due by the contract. I agree that if a sinking fund 
is created by act of Congress, as is proposed by this bill, and if phen 
any mismanagement of the Treasury Department the money shou!d 
be lost, the Government should be the loser. Therefore it is right 
toward the corporations and wise for the Government and other 
creditors to have the contributions for this sinking fund paid into 
the Treasury of the United States and invested by it in a mode which 
will keep it at interest safe. Weare not attempting to make the 
debt due now and applying the money on the debt, bat the money is 
paid into the United States Treasury as a fund belonging to the cor- 
porations, and we give them the benefit of its reinvest ment every six 
months and they will get interest on the interest until the debts are 
due. I do not think this is breaking the contract or impairing the 
contract, or acting in bad faith or anfairly toward these corporations. 
It is a reasonable and proper exercise of the power reserved to the 
Congress “to alter, amend, or repeal” by the acts of 1862 and 1864. 

Sir, the question as to what may be legitimately done by legisla- 
tion by virtue of a power like this reserved in an act creating a cor- 
poration is important to this Government as to the t corpora- 
tions under consideration in which the Government and people of the 
United States have so large an interest. It is important in reference 
to other corporations which have been or may be chartered by Con- 

It is important in reference to the creation of corporations by 
State Legislatures. All the States have granted charters, reserving 
in some form the right to alter, amend, and repeal them at pleasure. 
It is a power that has been regarded as of great importance to the 
welfare of the people, and is often exercised to their advantage, and 
I know of no case where it has ever been used to destroy the just 
righte of those incorporated. It has been often exercised to secure 
the fulfillment by especially these quasi-public corporations of their 
duties to the public and to their creditors. The very fact that the 
power exists is a great safeguard to the public and a wholesome re- 
straint upon those controlling corporate powers. 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to some cases 
which have arisen in the State of New York, which have been adju- 
dicated by the courts of that State, and which adjudications have 
been affirmed by the United States Supreme Court; and I will ask 
then whether this bill of the Judiciary Committee is as broad and 
far-reaching an exercise of this reserved power to“ alter, amend, and 
repeal” as was exercised by the Legislature of New York in enacting 
statutes which have been held to be valid and constitutional by the 


courts. These statutes were passed by State Legislatures, which are 


expressly inhibited by the Constitution of the United States from 
passing any law impairing the obligations of contracts. I will refer 
to only one or two authorities, because the question has been very 


fully debated. 

In 1838 the Legislature of New York passed an act to authorize the 
business of banking. I need not state the details of it. It author- 
ized persons to associate and organize a corporation under and by vir- 
tue of the act, to deposit securities with the comptroller of the State 
to secure the payment of the bills issued to circulate as money, and 
do the business of banking. Now, observe what a contract the Legis- 
lature made with the persons who accepted the law and organized a 
corporation under it. It provided: 

That any number of persons may associate to establish offices of discount, deposit, 
and circulation upon the terms and conditions and subject to the liabilities prescribed 
in this act. (Section 15 of the act.) 

This is a pretty strong provision, that the corporators are to be sub- 
ject only to the persona! liabilities prescribed in the act. It then 
provides for articles of associution to be signed, acknowledged, and 
tiled, and then comes section 23. Now mark it. Here is the contract 
which the corporators, the stockholders, accept from the State in 
reference to individual liability: 

No shareholder of any such association shall be liable in his individual capacity 
for any contract, debt, or engagement of such association, unless the articles of 
ee by him signed shall have declared that the shareholder shall be so 

The State says to the shareholders, you shall not be personally liable 
unless you have expressly agreed that you would be for the debts of 
the corporation. 

In 1844 Oliver Lee & Co.’s bank was organized, and the associates 
in express language provided in the articles of association that they 
should not be liable in their individual ios gach for any of the debts 
of the corporation, and went into business. The law contained the 
reservation, which is in this language: 

The Legislature may at any time alter or repeal this act. 

In 1846 New York adopted a new constitution, one provision of 
which declared that dues from corporations shall be secured by such 
individual liability of the corporators as may be prescribed by law. 

In 1°49 the Legislature passed a Jaw to enforce the responsibility 
of stuckholders in certain banking corporations and associations as 
prescribed in the Constitution, and providing for the prompt payment 
of debts against such corporations and associations. This provided 
that where any banking corporation issued bills after the 1st of Jan- 
uary, 1850, its stockholders should be individually liable to the amount 
of their stock, respectively, for the debts contracted after that time. 
In 1857 the bank became insolvent and proceedings were taken under 
the law of 1849 to enforce the personal liability of the stockholders. 
Here is a case where the Legislature made a contract in plain terms, 
and which, but for the reservation contained in the law to alter, 
amend, and repeal, the Legislature could not have changed, or im- 
puired, never could have imposed any personal liability on the stock- 
holders. The power to alter, amend, and repeal was reserved, and 
the Legislature subsequentiy did impose personal liability on the 
stockholders for the debts of the corporation. The sapreme court of 
New York held the law constitutional as a legitimate exercise of this 
reserved power. The court of appeals without dissent, if 1 recollect 
aright,aflirmed that judgment. The case is reported in 21 New York 
Reports,9. The case was brought to the Supreme Court of the United 
States and me oopen was affirmed. (1 Black’s United States 
Reports, 587.) The only question before the United States court was 
whether the law imposing the personal liability on the stockholders 
was constitutional or not. Each of the courts held that under the 
power reserved the Legislature had authority to pass the law of 1849. 
Mr. Chief-Justice Denio, a very conservative and able judge, delivered 
the opinion of the court of appeals of New York. He and the court 
held that under this reserved power the Legislature had authority to 
pass the law imposing upon the stockholders this personal liability 
for the debts of the corporation. In his opinion, he says: 

The quest ion before us is, therefore, narrowed to a consideration of the effect of 
the provision in the general banking law by which the right is in terms reserved to 
the Legislature to alter or repeal it at any time. 

The court beld that the Legislatare could by virtue of this reserved 
power alter and change the contract made by the charter with the 
corporators, that they should not be individually responsible for the 
debts of the corporation so as to make them responsible for such debts. 
The court of appeals of New York decided in this case that the pro- 
vision of the general veniae law reserving to the Legislature the 
power to alter or repeal formed a part of the contract with every asso- 
ciation organized under that act, and that the State could modify it 
without infringing the Federal Constitution against laws impairing 
the obligations of contracts. It was urged upon the court that some 
of the stockholders in corporations organi rior to 1850, had be- 
come such, relying on the provision of the c r that they were 
not to to be individually held for the debts of the corporation; and 
that they could not prevent the corporation continuing to circulate 
bills after January 1, 1850. But the court answered this, saying in 
substance, that although they could not prevent the corporation from 
continuing to issue bills, after Jannary 1, 1850, by which the per- 
sonal liability attached under the act of 1849, nevertheless the latter 
act was one which the Legislature by virtue of the power reserved in 
the charter had constitutional power to pass. 
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There is another case decided by the courts of New York. This 
arose under a special charter. In 1834 the Legislature created by a 
apoda act what was known as one of the safety-fund banks. The 

er was in the ordinary form, creating and granting power to the 
corporation to carry on the business of banking without any individual 
liability of the stockholders for the debts of the corporation. The 
act of incorporation contained a provision that the Legislature might 
at any time alter, modify, or repeal the same. This corporation con- 
tinued its business after this law of 1849 and became insolvent; and 
the stockholders were made liable under the last-mentioned law. 
The case was decided after the court had decided the case of the 
Oliver Lee & Co.’s bank above referred to but before that decision 
had been affirmed by the United States Supreme Court. It is re- 
ported in 22 New York Court of Appeals Reports, 9. In delivering 
the opinion of the court in this case, Mr. Justice Comstock says: 

Within the power here reserved the Legislature would have the right to pass the 
statute of 1849 and to im the very liability now in question, even if the con- 
stitution of 1846 had ee ad ted, This proposen, was necessarily involved 
and was determined in the case of Oliver Lee & Company's Bank. In holding that 
a personal liability could be lawfully imposed upon the shareholders in that bank 
the decision was. placed upon the reserved right to alter or repeal the general act 
under which it was incorporated. 

These cases were decided by the court of appeals of New York and 
by the United States Supreme Court on the ground that the reserva- 
tion of a power to the Legislature to alter, amend, and repeal the act 
under which the corporation is organized and by which the govern- 
ment grants and the corporation accepts and receives rights and priv- 
ileges authorizes the Legislature subsequently to change the law and 
impose heavy liabilities upon the corporation and its stockholders 
from which they were in express terms exempted by the act of incor- 

ration. 
pay rs sir, looking at these adjudications as to State laws and remem- 
bering that here the question is simply whether Congress may require 
this corporation to so manage its business, to so husband its earnings 
or a portion of its earnings and income that it shall maintain and 

the road forever and shall pay back when it becomes due the 
loan made to it by the Government with simple interest, it seems 
to me that the bill of the Judiciary Committee is clearly within the 
scope of the power reserved to Con, by the acts of 1862 and 1864 
if anything of value is retained by the reservations. The Judiciary 
bill merely controls the corporation in the administration of its 
property. Certainly when you remember that the United States courts 
ve decided that a State may legitimately require a railroad corpo- 
ration to take less fare or freight than was authorized by the charter, 
being a State law under which it was o ized, we are simply legis- 
lating so that the corporate property be preserved for the benefit 
of the public as well as the stockholders, so that the debts of the corpo- 
ration shall be paid when due, and the railroad shall not be sold on 
the first mortgage, to the detriment of creditors and stockholders. 
It is for the benefit of both creditors and stockholders that there 
should be a sinking fund created from the annual receipts of the cor- 
porations to meet the debts when these enormous debts become due 
at a future day. 

This is a measure of common prudence; one which, if the stock- 
holders could not or would not pin Ses through their board of 
directors, their entire propery might be sold and sacrificed without 
even paying the just debts of the corporation. The property would 
have to be sold on the mortgage, and we all know how a few men of 
large wealth can then become the owners of a railroad at less than 
one-half of its real value. 

I submit, therefore, that this bill is right and should become a law. 
It is not a law in violation of the contract of loan made by the Gov- 
ernment with these corporations. This bill does not assume to make 
that debt due now or a day sooner than it is payable by the terms of 
the act of Con „which is the only contract on the part of the 
Government. It is a law in aid of carrying that act into effect, pro- 
moting the performance of the obligations and duty which the cor- 
poranga assumed and which the public good demands. If Congress 

loaned this . with simple interest in the year 1900, 
to the amount of $123,000,000, and had not reserved power to regu- 
late and control the corporations so they should not waste the prop- 
erty or divert it from the public use for which it was intended, then 
Con in my judgment, would have failed in its duty to the people 
of the United States. è 

I have only a wi, ee or two more to make. I believe that 
Congress should not have passed the acts of 1862 and 1864 without 
reserving this power over the corporations created and granted priv- 
ileges and property thereby for an important public purpose and to 
promote the public good, I do not think we should now bargain or 
contract this power away. The power in Con to control and 
regulate these corporations should be retained that these corporations 
may be required by the exercise of this power, if necessary, to dis- 
charge all the obligations uey assumed to their creditors and to the 
pubie: There is no danger that there will be harsh or unjust legis- 

tion by Con toward them. There should not be. I would 
not unite in any 3 that looked to me like dealing unjust], 
or unfairly with either of these companies. It is dealing justly with 
them and right toward the people of the United States not to per- 
mit them to make large dividends to stockholders while they make 
no provision for paying their just debts at maturity. They cannot 
complain of Congress requiring them ont of their income to provide 


a sinking fund which shall pay the Government and all other cred- 
itors the amounts owing them at maturity. 
I think we owe it to those we represen’ 

ment, we owe it to the stockholders, that 
power to intervene where it is necessary to preserve the property, to 
3 the road, to have it kept in running order, to have the stock- 


we owe it to the Govern- 
ongress should retain the 


olders own it after the debts are paid, and to prevent its being sold 
on the mo I shall therefore vote against the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 8 by which it is 
proposed to contract by this bill with these corporations in reference 
to the exercise of this reserved power by Congress in the future. I 
believe that Congress has legitimate power to pass the bill reported 
by the Judiciary Committee, and that it is important for the public 
good and just to these corporations that this bill shall become a law, 
and hence I shall vote for its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. BLAINE] to the twelfth section of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN. With my friend’s W gtr I wish to say that 
several Senators who are quite unwell and wish to go home, have 
asked me if I would request a vote to-day. Knowing that there are 
several Senators who want to speak, and who are not well enough to 
sit out the bill to-night, I said to them that I should not ask for an 
vote either on the bill or on the amendments to-day, but would as 
the Senate to-morrow to finish the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, I move that the Senate adjourn. The 
Senator from Vermont does not want to go on till to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ilinois moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator will give way I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I prefer not; but I will withdraw my mo- 
tion that the Senator may test the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. I wish to say a few words. 

Mr. CONKLING, I withdraw my motion for a moment to renew 
it after the Senator from California concludes, 

Mr. SARGENT. During my temporary absence from the Chamber 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] called attention to a resolu- 
tion I introduced in January, 1876, which he seemed to consider some- 
what inconsistent with the position I have taken on this bill. Before 
I left the Chamber I had heard the Senator declare that he did not 
intend to use the amount of brains that God had given to him for the 

urpose of mousing through the RECORD; that he would consider 
firan lf humiliated if he turned over the pages of that venerable vol- 
ume for the 8 of detecting inconsistencies in his opponents. 
and he thought a great measure like this ought not to be opposed 
by such means. I am compelled to the inference that my friend 
thinks it is perfectly right to op amendments to the bill by the 
same process of mousing through the RECORD, and his mousing has 
been rewarded by the discovery of the resolution to which he refers. 
That, however, is entirely a matter of taste. Ido not myself think 
there is any impropriety in looking over the Recorp to find out what 
Senators themselves or others may have said in reference to measures, 
and occasionally a t deal of information may be obtained upon 
the merits of the subject under discussion in that way. 

But I wish to say that the Senator will find, by reference to the 
remarks I made before he made those to which I now refer, that I 
spoke, with some earnestness at least, in favor of the establishment 
of a sinking fund for the protection of the Government, insisting at 
the same time that it would be better for the credit of the companies; 
and I also said in those remarks that I did not think it was right to 
take the one-half transportation and the 5 per cent. net earnings, 
which belonged to the Government, and put them in the sinking 
fund, for the Government 25 55 not to be required to pay interest on 
its money for the benefit of these companies, and therefore I objected 
to the Railroad Committee bill for that reason. I, however, did in- 
dicate such amendments as I thonght the Judiciary Committee bill 
should receive. 

Now, sir, in my judgment and according to my best recollection, 
there is nothing inconsistent in the position which I have taken on 
this maiter with that which I pro in the resolution which 
gave original jurisdiction to the Judiciary Committee, as the Senator 
said. Ido not object to this measure because it emanates from the 
Judiciary Committee, for I have a very high respect for that body of 
gentlemen. I think they are able and believe them to be conscien- 
tious. That being so two years ago, as now, I was in favor of their 
reporting a bill, but I certainly did not commit myself to any bill 
which they might report, no matter how harsh it might be or how 
extreme, or upon whatever th it might proceed. I reserved to 
myself the right in that as in matters to exercise my own judg- 
ment and cast my votes as I saw fit, and to advance such arguments 
in favor of those votes as it seemed to me was due to myself to explain 
my position. I therefore say, Mr. President, that there was nothing 
in that matter at all inconsistent, in my judgment. 

In that same resolution I did propose that the Government should 
look into certain matters with reference to the twenty-four-million- 
dollar contract of the Contract and Finance Company, and that I 
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referred to also in the remarks I made this morning and called atten- 
tion to the fact that I did so, but I said with reference to that that 
as such investigation was not made, as Con had for years passed 
the thing over, and then when their attention was specifically called 
to it and the ! committee of the Senate were directed to institute 
such investigation as was n , still it was not done, and that 
now it onght not to be brought in at this late day, when other parties 
had invested in this stock and in these bonds, to make weight against 
them. 

If, however, the Senator can find any comfort in the consideration 
that he has convicted me of inconsistency, he is welcome to any com- 
fort of that kind. I desire tosay, however, that I prefer to do what 
I think is right at the present moment or at any moment which may 
be 3 ; that I am not bound to follow any convictions I may 
have had heretofore, provided I have seen reason to change them. 
believe in tho old adage that the wise man changes often; another 
class neyer changes. Iam open to conviction and learning, and if 
any one can have listened to this long debate and not have acquired 
any ideas either for or against the measure, then his ears are cer- 
tainly deaf. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand the Senator to insist upon retainin 
and exercising his power to “alter, amend, and repeal” at any time 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not. I believe it must be by contract with 
these companies in the same spirit as by the act of 1864, when there 
were modifications made in the law of 1862, the assent of the compa- 
nies was required. That course is followed in all State Legislatures, 
and in all the legislation of Congress relating to such things. I do 
not believe we have a right, simply because we are, as we call it, 
sovereign—although we are far from it in some respects, the States 
being much more so than we are—I do not believe that for that reason 
where we are contractors we stand in any different relation than pri- 
vate parties would stand to each other. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if my friend from California had 
heard the remarks I made, he would have found that I referred to his 
resolution for a wholly different purpose from that which he attrib- 
utes to me. 

Mr. SARGENT. I read the Senator's remarks from the Reporter's 
notes. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not think it was for the f soe te of conviet- 
ing him of any particular inconsistency or condemning him for a 
change of opinion, if such a change had taken place. I fully concur 
with him that a man is made of very poor stuff who may not alter, 
amend, or repeal, as my friend from Delaware suggests, his confirmed 
convictions. That is a on of my friend from Delaware, and 
I think a very wise and philosophical one. 

Mr. SARGENT. I with the Senator, if that was his meaning. 

Mr. THURMAN. . President, what I alluded to the resolution 
of the Senator from California for was this: as I had said I thonght 
there had been an attempt here on the part of those who opposed the 
bill to censure the Judiciary Committee for going too far, and I cited 
the resolution of the Senator from California which first gave that 
committee jurisdiction of the subject to show that that resolution 
went further than the bill which is now under consideration. That 
is all. I certainly have no disposition to make a debate upon a meas- 
ure which ought to stand upon its own intrinsic merits depend at all 
upon any personal consideration. Inever have advocated or opposed 
a measure on any such ground, and I never shall. 

As to what the Senator has said about the power to amend, alter, 
or re that that is with the assent of the companies, if that was 
all, if might as well be stricken ont of the charter at once, because 
without it we could make any legislation we pleased that the com- 
panies saw fit to assent to. 

a I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
usiness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After twenty minutes spent in exec- 
utive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and twenty 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 8, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
W. P. Harrison. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of the following bills, with amendments; in 
which concurrence was requested : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; and 

An act (H. R. No. 3822) making an appropriation for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, 

ELECTION OF DOORKEEPER. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order this morning is whether 

the resolution offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 


BUTLER, ] that the House ee to the election of a Doorkeeper, 
involves a question of pri Pe, 

Mr. EDEN. Mr. Speaker, I wish upon that question to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EDEN. I understand the resolution, if it is before the 
House 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. We cannot hear a word that is said. 

Mr. EDEN, (after a pause.) I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the 
resolution is not before the House, but only the question submitted 
by the Speaker, whether it presents a question of privilege or not. 
If the resolution itself is before the House, then I wish to make a 
point of order on it. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 

Mr. EDEN. That answers my present Pa 

Mr. CONGER. Does that come in before the morning hour? I 
understood it was postponed until to-day. 

The SPEAKER. It was med, as the Chair remembers, imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. But the RECORD will show. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was nothing said as to the time. I tried 
to have that settled. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The Recorp states that it was postponed until 
after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair distinctly stated on Friday the ques- 
pee wowa be postponed until this morning after the joeg g of the 

ournal. 

Mr. CARLISLE. A proposition was made to postpone it until after 
the morning hour, but the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] 
declined to modify his motion in that regard. 

The SPEAKER. It would come up naturally after the reading of 
the Journal. The question now before the House is whether the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Massachusetts presents a question of 
privilege or not. The Chair has decided that the resolution does 
present a question of privilege. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the question is put I wish to say this: this 
8 has been considered by the House and by the Chair of suf- 

cient importance to be postponed till to-day in order that it may be 
made a precedent. I think in order it may have any force as a pre- 
cedent there should be a full record of the vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. There should be a rising vote at least. 

Mr. CONGER. There should be a rising vote at least. 

Mr. BUTLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. Cox of New York, 
were mpura 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ee was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 

’ 


yeas nays 4, not voting 67; as follows: 
YEAS—20. 
Acklen, Crit Hungerford, Phili; 
Aldrich, Culberson, Hunter, Pollard? 
C Hunton, Pound, 
al Cutler, Ittner, Powers, 
Baker, John H. J Price, 
Baker, William H. Davidson, Jones, Frank 
Davis, Horace Jones, James T. * 
Banks, Dean, Jones, John S. Randolph, 
g. Deering, Joyce, Rea, 
Bayne, Denison, Keifer 
Dik Keightley, 
Bicknell, Douglas, É Kelley, y. 
Bisbee, Dunnell, enna, Rice, Americus V. 
Blackburn, Durham, Ketcham, Riddle, 
Blair, Eames, Kimmel, Robbins, 
Blount, Eden, = n 5 
Boone, Elam, ot Robinson, 
Brentano, Ellis, Landers, Robinson, M. S. 
Brewer, Errett, Lathrop, Ross, 
Bridges, Evans, James L. Ligon, Ryan, 
Bri Evins, John H. Lindsey, Sampson, 
Bright Felton, Lockwood, Say 
Browne, Finley, Loring, Sayler, 
Buckner, Forney, Luttrell, ea, 
Bundy, Fort, 8 Schleicher, 
Foster, key, xton, 
nt Fran) 1 5 
abell, Frye, annin; Shelley, 
Cain, Garth, Marsh, = 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, Martin, Slemons, 
Calkins Giddings, McCook, 
Cam Goode, MoeGowan, Smith, William E. 
Candler, Hale, 8 Sou ; 
Can Hamilton, McMahon, Sparks, 
Carlisle, Hanna, Metcalfe, Springer, 
Caswell, Hardenbergh, Mitchell, Stenger; 
Harris, Hi R. Money, soy 
Chittenden, Harris, John T. „ Stone, Joseph C. 
Clark, Alvah A. Harrison, Morgan, Strait, 
Clark of Missouri, Hartrid, Morrison, ‘Thompson, 
3 «| a 
eof Ken 1 G > 
9 cot = eal, 28 
J ton, Yorcross, urney, 
Cole, Hendee, O'Neill, Pard 
Co à$ Henderson, rton, Waddell, 
Coo! Henkle, „ Wait. 
Covert, Herbert, Patterson, G. W. Walker, 
Cox, Jacob D, Hewitt, G. W. Patterson, T. M. Walsh, 
TAPO, ouse, Peddie, Watson, 
Cravens, Hubbell, Phelps, Welch, 
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Wh Williams, A. S. Williams, Jere N. Wood, 
White Michael D. Williams, Andrew Willis, Albert 8. Wren, 
Williams, C. G. Willits, Wright, 
Wigginton, Williams, James Wilson, Yeates, 
NATS -I. 
Bland, Mills, Throckmorton, Young. 
NOT VOTING—67. 
Aiken, aed A Hewitt, Abram S. Smith, A. Herr 
Atkins, Eickho' Hiscock, Starin, 
Beebe, Eliswo: Hooker, Steele, 
Benedict, Evans, I. Newton Humphrey, Stephens, 
Bliss, Ewing, Ji sen, Stone, John W. 
Bouck, Killinger, Swann, 
yd. Fuller, Lapham, Thornburgh, 
Bragg, Gardner, 5 penin Tipton, 
Brogden, Garfield, McKenzie, To R. W. 
Gause, Muller, Tucker, 
Caldwell, W. P. Glover, Oliver, Van Vorhes, 
pbell., unter, Potter, Veeder, 
Claflin, Harmer, Pridemore, Ward, 
Benj. W. i Warner, 
cnet e: Si al — William W. og anne 
oseph J. ayes, berts, illis, Benj. 
Dibrell, eae, Sinnickson, 
So the question was decided in the affirmative. 
During the vote, 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: Iam paired with Mr. ELLS- 
WORTH, of Michigan. If he were present, I would vote in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. SCALES. My colleague, Mr. STEELE, who is absent by leave 
of the House, is paired with Mr. HAYES. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I am paired on all political questions with my col- 
league, Mr. THORNBURGH. 

Mr. YOUNG. My colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, who is absent by leave 
of the House, is paired with Mr. FREEMAN, of Pennsylvania. I do 
not know how either would vote on this question. 

Mr. HOUSE. My colleague, Mr. ATKINS, is still confined to his 
rooms by illness. 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague, Mr. MayHaM, is paired with Mr. 
HUMPHREY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I am paired with Mr. STEPHENS, 
of Georgia. If he were present, I would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague, Mr. OLIVER, is paired with Mr. 
HART, of New York, and my colleague, Mr. BURDICK, with Mr. BEN- 
EDICT. 

Mr. BAYNE. My colleague, Mr. DwiGHT, is paired with Mr. 
BRIDGES. If present, he would vote in the N 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The House has decided that the resolution pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Massachusetts does present a question 
of privilege. The resolution will be read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

t the House to the election of a Doork and that the 
ieee Dalek: ected arate Trg r-General James Shields, of Missouri, be 
chosen to that place. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to offer the following as a substitute. 

Mr. BUTLER. Have I not the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. The 
substitute will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House proceed to the election of Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire in the first place 

Mr. CONGER. Is that all of it ? 

The SPEAKER. That is all of the substitute. 

Mr. CLYMER. [I offer this as a substitute for the resolution of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, if I can speak a moment 
without interruption, to say that the exact state of this question is be- 
fore the House; and I would suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, as we are men of business, that we come directly to the matter 
in hand. I understand that since the last adjournment there has 
been a caucus of the democratic members and they have put forward 
a candidate of their choice. Why does not the gentleman add to his 
substitute the nomination also, and let one vote determine between 
the two resolutions ? 

Mr.CLYMER. Ifthe gentleman from Massachusetts will withdraw 
the nomination contained in his resolution we can arrive at this thin 
by a single vote. But if he does not, I prefer adhering to the substi- 
tute as I have offered it, which, if it be adopted, will throw the ques- 
tion open for nominations, as is provided for by the rule of the House. 

Mr. SAYLER. Isubmit the resolution is one which may bedivided. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is susceptible of division. 

Mr. SAYLER. That is the point I mako. We can vote for the first 
portion of it and then vote as we see fit on the other. 

Mr. EDEN. I understand under Rule 11 every gentleman in the 
House if he chooses has a right to nominate a candidate for the i- 
tion of Doorkeeper. I submit, therefore, that the resolution of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts is not in order at all. Rule 11 pro- 
vides : 

In all cases where other than members of the House may be eligible to an office 
by the election of the House there shall be a previous nomination. 


The only resolution that is in order is the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, to proceed to the election of a San eee 
And when that resolution is adopted any and every gentleman in the 
House has a right to make a nomination. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. SaxLER] to demand a division on the first resolution? 

Mr. SAYLER. do, unless the substitute of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is admitted. If that is admitted I do not care. 

Mr. CLYMER. I very well understand that without the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Massachusetts I have not the floor to offer 
the substitute and that the only way my resolution could come in 
would be by voting down the previous question. But it seems to me 
and to other gentlemen the most direct method of arriving at this 
thing is to vote for the substitute. If the gentleman does not yield 
for the substitute to be offered I call for a division of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts, the Chair 
thinks, did assent to the substitute being offered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not wish to go into any business of catches and 
parliamentary rules. 

Mr. CLYMER. I so understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wanted to meet the question presented fairly in 
the face; and therefore I suggested to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to offer a resolution similar to mine because the House has just 
voted by 220 to 4 that my resolution in its present form and shape is 
a privileged question. That is settled. Now make another one just 
like it and it will be a like privileged question, for which I will yield 
with pleasure. 

Mr. CLYMER. The House has not decided that the resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts is a privileged question. 
It hasdecided that the election of Doorkeeper is a privileged question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh! no; pardon me. The House has decided that 
my resolution is privileged. 

r. CLYMER. Not at all. Do I understand the gentleman has 
yielded for the purpose of my substitute being offered 

The SP R. The Chair understood the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to yield to allow the gentleman from Pennsylvania to submit 
his amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. i 

The SPEAKER. And then the Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Massachusetts because the Chair understood the gentleman de- 
sired to speak briefly to his resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yielded to the substitute being offered, and only 
made a 5 8475 

Mr. CLYMER. Then if the gentleman yields to me to offer the 
substitute I demand the si ei question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh! Pardon me; I did not yield for that. That 
is a trick. That will not do. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentlemen from Massachusetts has no right to 
accuse me of desiring to perpetrate a trick on the House. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of that would not be to cut off the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not yield for a motion for the previous ques- 
tion. But if the 3 did not mean to use the privilege for 
that purpose I withdraw the expression. 

Mr.CLYMER. Icertainly intended no trick. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts had expressed the desire that we should reach a result 
immediately, and in furtherance of that desire I moved the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not consider the gentleman frem 
Massachusetts cut off by the motion for the previous question. 

Mr. BUTLER. But it cuts off any other amendment. I want to 
show how it will operate. If I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to call the previous question, and it is sustained, that prevents 
the gentleman from Illinois from nominating a candidate; and so 
with other gentlemen all overthe House. I want to have the fullest 
right of nomination preserved. 

ut I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that I trust the resolution 
I have offered will pass. A question was raised on Friday whether 
I had a right to appear here and offer that resolution on behalf of 
General Shields. Upon that point I desire to submit as part of my 
remarks a letter from General Shields. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CREIGHTON HOUSE. 
Boston, Massachusetts, March 30, 1878. 

DEAR GENERAL: I have spent the winter in New England, and bave been gener- 
ously treated ev: here, and nowhere more so than in your district and by your 
friends, who are the industrial sinews of that part of New England. But my pres- 
ent purpose in cote yga is a selfish one. I see a bill has passed the Senate to 
give me a pension of $50 a month. You of all men could make that $100 a mouth. 
Others who have suffered less and not done more are on the retired Hst. This 
would not injure you in New 

Sincerely, your friend, 


Hon. BexJ. F. BUTLER, 

House of Representatives, Washington. 

Mr. BUTLER resumed the floor. 

Mr. EDEN. I suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
bring in his amendment to the Senate bill making General Shields a 
pensioner to the amount of $100 per month right now, and I think 
we will all vote for it upon this side of the House. 1 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that I held it 
a justification, when I found an office vacant, but I had not anything 


JAS. SHIELDS. 


1878. 
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to do with making the vacancy, instead of leaving this old veteran 
of the Mexican war to eat the bread of pension and of dependence, 
that I would give him an office, so far as I was concerned, in which 
he could earn his living, a high and honorable office, an office con- 
cerning which the only complaint that I have heard is that from 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] who insists that he was 
too good for it, that he was too high and the office too low, and this 
letter was my warrant for doing it. I do not know that I would not 
have done it for any soldier in the same condition; indeed Iam 
quite sure I would. Now here is a Union gonos: a general of the 
Mexican war, who was twice wounded in the glorious campaign for 
the capture of the city of Mexico, a man without reproach, a man 
not seeking the office of Doorkeeper, but a man who is now traveling 
through the New England States to earn by lecturing his living. He 
presented himself before me seeking the poor pittance of $100 pension 
per month; he now gets but $30; and I see a place where he can get 
more than $200 per month, and earn it honorably and fairly. Have 
I not done right in bringing him before the House ? 

Mr. STENGER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts not know 
that the office of Doorkeeper would only last about one year, while 
the pension would be for life? [Laughter.] 1 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me; if he is capable and if somebody does 
not lie him down by lying that he is eighty-five years old when he is 
only sixty-seven, he will remain here many years, and this will last him 
two years at any rate, and after that I know that if we get into power 
we will keep him here and give him the position, and I know that 
the other side will do so too unless some confederate division general 
wants the place more than Shields does. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask the gentleman if he does not think that General 
Shields would be better fitted to fill the position of Postmaster-Gen- 
eral than that of Doorkeeper, and whether with his great influence 
with the Administration he does not think that he can succeed in 
getting him in there? [Laughter.] : 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh! my great influence with the Administration! 
The gentleman who makes that suggestion certainly must have hardly 
got over the festivities of Saturday. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDEN. I did not go to Chester. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not have sufficient influence with the Admin- 
istration to nominate a disabled soldier as postmaster for a small town. 
Those who have now the ear of the Administration nominated a con- 
federate generalas Postmaster-General, a very good man; and it seems 
that it is the desire of the House of Representatives to nominate a 
man of the same antecedents for Doorkeeper. The President and the 
democratic majority of the House of Representatives agree on the 

uestion. [Laughter.] I do not. Now the spewing nomination to 
neral Shields is the nomination of a gentleman the name of 
Field, a good, true, loyal confederate soldier, who did his duty as he 
understood it to the rebellion faithfully and well and who fought 
well. I happen to know one occasion where he fought well. Ihave 
not a word to say against his meritorious services for his country as he 
chose it, but they were not done for my country, and therefore I cannot 
reward those services by electing him to office because he tried to de- 
stroy his country. I am willing that he shall have all the rights in 
the country which he forfeited, but I do not think the time has come 
for him to have the honors until our soldiers who fonght in the service 
of their country have passed away; when that time comes I shall be 
very glad to have him eee to office, but not till then. 

Mr. YEATES. Will the gentleman allow me to remind him of 
what he said on Friday? s 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, certainly. A 

Mr. YEATES. The gentleman said on last Friday in his speech, 
that if we would not elect General Shields and would nominate a 

ood confederate who had fought and been wounded he would support 


im. 

Mr. BUTLER. One word there; I think the gentleman had better 
look at the RECORD. 

Mr. YEATES. That is what you said. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me; Idid not say that. What I did say 
was that I would vote for such a man against any civilian. 

Mr. YEATES. That is right; that is what you said; but for a 
‘wounded confederate. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what I said, and I stick to it. 

Mr. YEATES. Then I ask you why you say that this man did not 
fight for your country and therefore is not entitled to your support? 

Mr. BUTLER. The difference is between loyalty to the fag of the 
Government that educated him and brought him up, and treason to 
that flag, for which he ought to have been hanged. [Applause.] 

Mr. YEATES rose. 
$ 78 N Does the gentleman from Massachusetts yield 

urther 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. The gentleman will allow me to finish my 
sentence. The penalty for his treason was death by all law, human 
and divine; but the clemency of the country relieved him from that 
penalty, Ihave the unfortunate pre-eminence of being about the 
only man that ever did enforce that penalty; and I stand by the act. 

After the war Mr. Field left this country and sought another. He 
made himself the servant of an Egyptian prince and a subject of the 
Sultan of Turkey, because the Sultan of Turkey does not allow any 


man to go into his army as a high officer who does not swear alle- 
giance to him; and most of those entering his service have to swear 


allegiance to the Prophet Mahomet as well. Now, we have within 
two months removed thedisabilities imposed by the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution upon General Field; and having relieved 
those disabilities I am waiting, before I vote for him, to hear whether 
the Sultan of Turkey or the Khédive of Egypt has removed his dis- 
abilities as their subject. I want to hear from the Khédive on this 
point; I want to know whether he has said, “I am willing to give 
up this subject of mine.“ I do not want a man to forswear his coun- 
try in order to take service under a foreign prince and then return 
hot-footed from that service to be chosen a Doorkeeper in the House 
of Representatives, which ought to be next in peak to the position 
of “doorkeeper in the house of the Lord.” 

Mr. HUNTON. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to 
me a moment? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to state for the information of the House 
and of the gentleman from Massachusetts that General Field never 
accepted service under any foreign prince or potentate in such a man- 
ner as to interfere at all with his allegiance to the Government of the 
United States. He went to Egypt and accepted service under the 
Khédive under a contract; and the same contract which General 
Field menea was signed by four officers of the United States Govern- 
ment, officers of the Federal Army, and two of whom are now in that 
Army. I presame that these officers of the United States Army did 
not forfeit any citizenship or allegiance to the Government of the 
United States under which they were holding commissions; and if 
they did not forfeit it, I would like to know the process of reasoning 
by which it is forfeited in General Field’s case. I have before me a 
list of those four officers. 


Mr. BUTLER. 1 know them. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir; and you know two of them are now in 
the Army. 

Mr. BUTLER. In the Khédive’s army? 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; in the Army of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER. “The mere’s the pity.” [Langhter. ] 

Mr. HUNTON. They went to serve the Khédive under leave of 


absence from the War Department; and in the case of one of these 
Federal officers of the United States Army that leave was extended 
in order that he might recover from a wound received in fighting for 
the Khédive. They were Union soldiers in the Federal Army when 
they went to Egypt, and two of them are in the Federal Army to- 
day. If this fact does not impose a disability upon these two pa Aes 
of the United States ann tell me, I pray you, how it imposes any 
disability upon General Field. 

J desire to give the names of these four officers, as given by the 
War Department: 

Assistant Surgeon William J. Wilson, one year’s leave. 

In his case, if I mistake not, his leave was extended in order that 
he gai recover from a wound received in fighting for the Khédive 
in Egypt. R 

First Lieutenant R. M. Rogers, Second Artillery. 

He also was on one year’s leave. 

Charles F. Loshe, hth Infantry, one s leave. 

Eugene O. — — Allez, aines leave. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to say that the officer last named did not join 
the army of the Khédive in any manner. 

Mr. HUNTON. He obtained leave of absence, I understand, for 
that purpose, and I was informed that he joined the Khédive’s army. 
3 He never joined the Khédive’s army, as I person- 

y know. 
5 HISA 7 2 matter of no im Ae a 
r. it is important enough to be asserted, it is 
important to dispute the assertion if it is incorrect. 1 

Mr. HUNTON. Now these officers left the country and served the 
Khédive under a contract in the same manner that General Field 
did. They all signed the same contract and agreed to render the 
same service, 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. e, Iam always glad to hear from 
red . gentleman from Virginia, because he always speaks to 

6 point. 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg leave to say another thing before the gentle- 
man resumes, and I do so with his permission 

Mr. BUTLER. What is it, a letter? 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; I desire to state another fact. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allright; go on. . 

Mr. HUNTON. Mr. Speaker, in the contract entered into between 
these officers and the Khédive, as I am informed, they contracted to 
serve the Khédive in any wars against his enemies, and unless there 
should come a complication with the United States of America, in 
which case they were to be relieved. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will address myself to that. 
Four gentlemen, it is said, one a su m, took a contract to serve the 
Khédive temporarily and got leave from their government to go and 
do it for one year, they being young and subordinate officers, an 
assistant surgeon and lieutenants. And they made a contract that 
they would not serve against the United States. Now, then, I dis- 
tinguish Mr. Field’s case in two regards: first, did he ask leave of the 
President of the United States to go out and expatriate himself and 
serve under the Khédive of Egypt? There is no evidence of that 
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8 he get leave? Was he a citizen of the United States at 


the time he left four years ago? No. My friend from Virginia says 
it did not violate his allegiance to go out there. No, I know it did 
not—he did not then have any allegiance tohiscountry. [Laughter.] 
He had broken it. He had forfeited it. He had forfeited all rights 
and all claims upon it; and his country had disabled him from all 
his political rights as a citizen. He went there years to serve 
indefinitely. He did not ask leave to serve forone year, but he took 
leave to serve, and he did serve in a high office just as long as he 
chose, or just as long as the Khédive chose to haye him. 

Now, where is Mr. Field’s contract, to show whether he became the 
Khédive’s officer and subject or not? These young men’s contracts 
are good apparently and very proper, but where is Field’s contract? 
He hasacopy of it. It was not so heavy, surely, it could not be brought 
up Capitol Hill. [Laughter and applet Why bring up these 

oung men’s contract when Fields will not show up? They are not 
before us. When they are I should like to ask them some questions. 
But they are not here. The case of this gentleman is brought here 
by the other side—is here. Where is his contract? [Langhter.] 

I ask the members of the democratic party in closing not to do 
this thing. We are a little sore yet, some of us, up North. There are 
a great many green graves dotted all over our villages, the waving 
grass hardly grown over them yet; we are going to decorate them 
with flowers and offerings on the 30th of next May, these graves of 
men who fought and died to save the Union. Do not send the sor- 
rowing widows and weeping orphans to their fathers’ and husbands’ 
graves bowed down with the thought their dear ones’ veteran com- 
rade is so soon by the Representatives of their Government put behind 
one who led the armies of the rebellion in the battles of which their 
loved and mourned ones were slain, husbands and fathers all now 
sleeping in quiet graves. Do not press us so fast. We will get per- 
haps educated and conciliated up to it pretty soon. We may go a 
little slowly at first. Be a little tender with us as yet. Do not hurry 
us so, We are sad at our great losses, We may learn by and by, 
perhaps, how to moan in music and to shriek in melody, but we have 
not reached prite that perfection yet. Let me tell you, men of the 
South—and I speak now in all friendliness and kindness, and I have 
never attempted to excite hard feeling on this floor upon these 
questions—I tell you, men of the North, that this action is a small 
matter; itis typical; it represents an idea; it establishes a princi- 
ple; it crushes a sentiment. The first gun fired at Sumter. It did 
no harm to the fort, but it raised up a feeling Which almost destroyed 
your country and the effects of which you are feeling yet. Let me 
say this to you, men of Pennsylvania—that State so true, so stanch 
to the flag in times of trouble—let me "y to you that this will light 
up among the hill-tops of that glorious old State and among her loyal 
people a bright and 3 Rass of loyalty, which, like the fiery 
cross of Rhoderick Dhu, will flash from hill-top to hill-top until you 
shall see the tribes of true men ering as in 61. This will not 
be a great while a political question. 

The men of the North will march again before they will see their 
dead dishonored and sterling veterans spurned. 

I pray you now, in all sincerity, in a spirit of all friendliness, do 
not do this thing. You have shown byde election of the Postmaster 
in the regular course of business you have chosen to give a recogni- 
tion to the confederates, and we bore that too, because in that matter 
you were organizing your House in your own way. Now, by visita- 
tion of God, (if the vote of the House the other day can be called 
that,) you have cut down a Doorkeeper, and here is brought forward 
for his place a veteran maimed Union soldier whom you may honor. 
If you he not like to honor him for what he did in the war of the re- 
bellion, you may honor him for that glorious ch: which he made 
at Cerro Gordo. If you do not want to stand by him because of the 
wound he received from Stonewall Jackson’s ade, you may stand 
by him because of the copper bullet he received though his lungs 

D not brit him di again; show that fı d 

o not strike him down ; show ou prefer courage an 
brave conduct when shown on the battle-field in behalf of patriot- 
ism, loyalty to the flag, to the Government, rather than the same 
traits devoted to treason and rebellion. 

When such a man, so true, so brave, so loyal, is presented to you, 
do not attempt to strike him down, to elevate one who sought to 
destroy his 9 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDEN. Didthe gentleman from Massachusetts make any com- 
plaint against President Grant for the appointment of General Long- 
street to an important office ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer the gentleman. I made no objection 
to the appointment of General Longstreet ; and I do not know that 
there was any one-armed Union soldier who was seeking for the office 
given him at the same time. 

Mr. EDEN. Does not the gentleman from Massachusetts know that 
General Shields is not seeking for this office now? 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me, I thank God he is not. But let me say 
further, General Longstreet had long before repented of the part he 
took in the rebellion. [Laughter on the democratic eed 

Mr. EDEN. His repentance consisted, I suppose, in his joining 
your party. If a confederate general joins your party he is fit for 
office; but so long as he remains a democrat he is unfit. 


Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me again, I never knew General Longstreet 
had joined our pem I do not care whether he did or not. But he not 
only repented, but he gave works meet for repentance. More than 
that, I think I have lived too long—my friend from New York said 
the other day I was growing old—I have lived too long when I have 
lived to hear in the House of Representatives of the Co of the 
United States the fact that a man repented of treason to his Govern- 
ment sneered at and with derisive langhter. 

Mr. CLYMER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a few moments? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; for how long? 

Mr. CLYMER. For five or ten minutes. 

Mr, BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. CLYMER. The important business before this House is the 
election of a Doorkeeper to fulfill the responsible and arduous duties 
connected with that office. Our experience in the past has not been 
fortunate, and we are here to-day about to endeavor, in the person of 
some one, to repair past mistakes. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts would have us, the majority on 
this floor, elect a person of his choosing. I will join him in doing all 
honor to the man who served with high distinction in two wars, who 
was a Senator from two States, and who in every relation of life has 
performed his duties admirably and well. But, sir, we do need in 
the officer about to be elected personal ability to perform the duties 
of the place. And let me ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
when he speaks here of the pension to be granted to General Shields, 
whether he knows the fact that within the last five weeks, when that 
question was before the Senate Committee on Pensions, it was in- 
creased from $30 to $50 per month upon the ground, in proof before 
that committee, that General Shields was not only so personally dis- 
abled that he could not earn a livelihood for himself, but that in 
addition he required the services of some one to take care of him. 
Does he not know that that was the very ground upon which the 
pension was increased from $30 to $50? 

Now, sir, I say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that when 
that bill which 1s now upon our Calendar shall come up I will join 
with him in granting the request of General Shields to make the pen- 
sion $100 per month. And, sir, I will go further. I will, if the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts will join me, vote for a bill to place him 
on the retired list of the Army of the United States, which will give 
him over $3,000 a year for life. And, sir, I will go further still, and 
I will vote to pay him for the services which he would have rendered 
in that Congress from which he was ejected, although elected by a 
majority of over 3,000 votes, by the a party, headed by the 

ntleman from Massachusetts. [Applause.] 

But, sir, I wish to say to the gentleman from Massachusetts that I 
do not propose as a member of the ority on this floor to allow the 
minority to dictate to us who shall be our officers. I wish also to 
ask the gentleman when in his past history or in the paea history of 
fhe party to which he belongs has he honored a soldier when that 
soldier was a democrat? Did not he and those who follow him drive 
McClellan in shame and disgrace from the Army? Did they not send 
Hancock into exile? When all along the whole line of brave men 
who suffered for the Union cause have you ever honored them or 
given them place and position if they were democrats? Never in all 
your history; and nei would you now if you did not conceive that 
at this hour 525 could drive a wedge into the democracy and rend it 
in pieces. But, Mr. Speaker, we are neither to be controlled nor 
frightened. And when the gentleman ap to me or to others 
from the State of Pennsylvania I tell him that the red flag which he 
attempts to flaunt here in our eyes to-day has no terror for me or for 
the people I represent. With them, sir, the waris ended. To them 
peace has come, and that people cannot be driven from their love of 
peace and the ee of its blessings by any agitator such as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has proven hi to be in this hour 
on this floor. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are here to elect a proper person for Door- 
keeper of this House. We will notelect one who is utterly and totally 
unable by reason of political disability to perform its duties, but we 
will elect one, if our party is united, as I confidently believe it will 
be, who is capable, who is honest, and who will be faithful to the 
high trust which this House shall impose upon him, undeterred by 
mo threats of the gentleman from Massachusetts or those with whom 

acts. 

Mr. BUTLER, As to General Shields’s ability to fill the place, I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a copy of his petition 
which is on file in one of the committees of this House, and upon 
which he asks a pension, a petition written by his own hand every 
word of it. è: 

The Clerk read as follows : 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The petition of James Shields, of Carroll County, State of Missouri, showeth : 
That your petitioner was formerly a brigadier-general United States Army, and 
served as such in the Mexican war; that, at the battle of Cerro Gordo, Mexico, on 
the 18th day of April, 1847, while leading his brigade t the reserve of the 
Mexican army, under the immediate control of General ta Anna in person, he 
was shot down in front of a Mexican of five guns b. ei hep apne 
FTT body. The ball entered H 
side, just under the nipple, and N out on the same side about an inch from 
spine behind. From this wound he recovered sufflelently to enter the valley of 

exico at the head of his brigade, with the rest of the Army, and with this wound 


partially healed, but still open, he led his brigade through the battles of Contreras 
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and Churubusco, and was again severely wounded in the left arm by a musket-ball 
at the storming of Chapultepec. As 8333 to press eee to the City of 


mseg 
allowed a of a month after he withdrew from public life. He was 
placed in the feld again in the last war, and received another wound, in 1 at 
the battle of Winchester, in V a fragment of a shell having shattered his 
arm from the elbow to the shoulder. As he is now sixty-seven years of age, these 
several severe wounds are telling terribly upon his health, stren, and constitu- 
tion, This induced him to apply to the bureau for an increase o; oo for hay- 
ing u family and his private means being limited he found that a month were 
inadequate to his spas, The bureau refused to allow the increase on the ground 
that he is not totally 8 though he is helpless to labor or to earn a livelihood 
either for himself or his family by labor. He is not totally helpless. On the con- 
trary, he does everything he can to help himself, and will continue doing so as long 
as he lives, and he receives what he needs, the personal assistance of d friends 
wherever he goes. But age is makoy him more helpless every day, and as his 
years cannot be many now, he appeals hopefully and respectfully to the liberality 
of the American Congress for such an increase of penaleni as will save him from 


want in his old age. ATE 155 
Ex. Brigadier General, United States Army. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, there is the old man’s story, and there 
is no evidence to overthrow it on earth. He says that while he is 
totally helpless to earn his living by his hands, he is still able to earn 
a large part of it for himself and family, having but $30 a month 
pension from the Government, and that he receives the assistance of 
friends. He is now lecturing in New England acceptably to our au- 
diences, as neither of the three last Doorkeepers could have done. 
Sonate oi He is not expected to stand guard here and hold the 
door. We have one-arined men—no, I take that back—we had one- 
armed men here, and a man without hands opeving the doors and per- 
forming the active duties of doorkeeper. The question we have to 
consider is, is he honest? One and honest man, as certified to 
by both the majority and the minority of the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service, your last Doorkeeper, yon incontinently turned 
out. [Laughter.] 

The office demands capacity of ang brains, and executive abil- 
ity, and all that General Shields has. Those of you who met him in 
the field know that. 

Now, then, let me turn to another matter. Much has been said 
against the republican Congress because we did not give him a seat 
in this House. I hold in my hand the record in the case of the con- 
tested election to which General Shields was a party, and as I have 
but little time, I will state it rather than read it. A report was made 
by the majority and minority of the Committee of Elections to that 
‘Congress, and it was only claimed that there was a majority of 663 
votes for General Shields, not thousands. Mr. Burr, who advocated 
General Shields’s claim on the other side of the House, admitted this. 
It was alle; by the republican member contesting his seat that there 
were frauds in the voting although Mr, Shields had nothing to do 
with them. The committee reported he was not therefore entitied 
to the seat. So satisfied were the democratic party of that day with 
that report, that although the now Speaker of the House, then on the 
floor, took charge of how the vote should be put, there was no division 
even called, not even a stand-up vote on the question whether General 
Shields was entitled to his seat, but only upon the last resolution, 
and that was that James Shields, the contestant, should be paid $5,000 
for his time and of the contest, and upon that question I 
voted “ay.” And in a House that was republican by two-thirds 
a aR the resolution paee by a two-third vote. 

mr INLEY. Will gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes, if you will be very quick. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does not the Recorp show that a yea and nay vote 
was taken upon the question whether Shields was entitled to his 
seat, and did not the gentleman vote “no?” 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY, The tleman has the RECORD before him. If he 
will turn to it he will find that that is the case. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am certain I am right. I will refer to it later on 
if Ihave the time. I have another thing to say. I should have 
voted “no” on his title to his seat if I had been called upon to vote. 
Let there be no mistake about that. I did not have a chance to vote. 
Now, then, I will yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Fnxx, ] 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. S aker, it is not so necessary that I should occupy 
the floor as it was ore the last few remarks made by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox 
attacked the gentleman from Massachusetts on Friday, aud charge 
that a republican House had rejected Generai Shields, although he 
had received a large democratic majority in Missouri. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts did not then seem to be prepared with a 
reply. Now I have examined that matter in order to find what the 
reply was, and I desire to say that the republican side of this House 
was entirely and completely justified in the course which it took at 
that time, and if they had taken any other course they would have 
stultified themselves and violated the law of the land. 

I find that in the State of Missouri when that election took place 
there was a constitution in force which provided that no man who 
had engaged in the confederate army, or in any possible way given 
aid, counsel, or encouragement to those in arms against the Govern- 
ment, should be entitled to registry as a voter. I cite the provision 
of the constitution on that subject: 


At any election held by the people under this constitution, or in pursuance of 


any law in this S. or under any ordinance, or by law of an; munici corpo- 

no eee be pian eh nalified 8 has peste 155 armed 
hostility to the United States, or to the lawful authorities thereof, or to the gov- 
ernment of this State, or has ever given aid, comfort, countenance, or support 
to persons engaged in any such hostility, or has ever in any manner adhered to the 
enemies, foreign or domestic, of the United States, either by e to them 
or by unlawfully sending within their lines money, goods, letters, or information, 
or has ever disloyally held communication with such enemies, or has ever by act 
or word al is adherence to the cause of such enemies, or his desire for 
their triumph over the arms of the United States, or his sym y with those en- 
gaged in exciting or carrying on rebellion against the United States; or has ever, 
except under . na weet submitted to the authority or been in the 
poins 0 of the so-called ‘‘Confederate States of America,” or has ever left this 
State and gone within the lines of the armies of the so-called “‘ Confederate States 
of America" with the purpose of adhering to said States or armies, or has ever 
been a member of or connected with any order, society, or organization inimical 
to the Government of the United States or to the government of this State; or 
has ever been eng in guerrilla warfare against loyal inhabitants of the United 
States, or in that description of corse ti eee f known as “ bushwhack- 
ing,” or has ever knowingly and willingly red, aided, or countenanced any 
person so engaged. — 

I find that General Shields was nominated by the democrats in a 
district in the State of Missouri where the democratic party, under 
the constitution then in force, were in an utterly helpless minority ; 
and they knew it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN Will the gentleman allow me to make astate- 
ment right here? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; I have but five minutes. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. This side of the House will give you as much 
time as you desire, if you will give me two minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. How much time did the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts allow to the gentleman from Maine ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Five minutes. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I ask only two minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not yield. ) 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I venture to say that members on this side 
will grant the gentleman an extension, 

The SPE R. Does the gentleman from Maine yield? 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; I decline. 

The democratic party nominated General Shields, then a Union 
general, when they were in a helpless minority and when they knew 
that they were. 1 find that in the report on the election contest as 
determined in this House, a report in which all the republican mem- 
bers of the committee joined, the following conclusions were reached : 

The committee think the evidence establishes that the appointment of Payne, 
Dowd, and Monroe, by whom the registration in Jackson County was made, was 
the result of a corrupt arrangement made by Phelan with Charles Dougherty, the 
democratic candidate for sheriff in Jackson County, and his political friends, and 
that one, at least, of the persons so appointed, and who seems to have been one of 
the most active and influential members of the board of registration of the county, 


Milton J. Payne, was a party to that corrupt arrangement. The board thus ap- 
inted seem to have acted throughout in disregard of the first and most important 


uty imposed u them by the law. The lan of the law is, They shall, 
before entering the name of any person on the 1 of qualified voters, diligent! 
inquire and ascertain that he not done any of the acts specified in the — é 


tution as causes of disqualification. 

The evidence seems to establish conclusively that all that was required in order 
that a person's name should be put 17 the list of qualified voters was that he 
should take the —_ of loyalty found in the sixth section of the second article of 


> * * * 
The result of this registration was that 5,186 were registered as qualified voters 
in 1863, while only 2,284 were so registered at See registration in 1860, and only 


Charles F. Quest swears that Ax of the persons so registered by this board 
as qualified ra were disfranch for cause in 1866 by the board of which 
he was a member. He further testifies that Phelan told that there were not 
over a dozen legal voters at the most in Fort Osage township; yet that townshi 
was so registered that 183 qualified votes were returned as cast at the election 
November 3, 1868, of which 174 were cast for the contestant, and only 9 for the 
sitting member. A. L. H. Crenshaw, who was one of the judges of the election at 
Blue Springs in Suiabar township at the election in November, 1868, testifies that 
six persons were registered as qualified voters in that township who were “ bush- 
whackers " in the late rebellion; that seven others were so ‘ered who were in 
the southern army, as they themselves had informed him, and that twenty-five 
others were so registered in the same township who were open sympathizers with 
the rebellion, and three of whom were known to him to have in the rebel 


have been received by mail, were entered peo the qualified list without any proof 
of residence or loyalty, or other matter outside of the oath of loyalt; 

than a half dozen of whom were known to any member of the board, as stated by 
them at the time, 

The evidence seemed thus to establish conclusively that all that 
was required in order for a person’s name to be put upon the list of 
9 voters was that he should take the oath of loyalty; that in 

ackson County 5,168 persons were registered as qualified voters in 
1868 when this election was held, while only 2,284 were registered at 
the prior election in the same district, and 2,967 at the next election 
following. So that, as shown by the registration, there was a cheat 
and a fraud of some thousands by admitting to registration demo- 
cratic voters who had no right under the constitution to vote. I 
find that in a single parish 183 men were registered where there were 
not a dozen voters authorized to vote under the constitution. The 
case was the same in parish after parish, precinct after precinct. 
The committee wisely and justly concluded that the republican can- 
didate, on the legal votes cast, had a nits 

I find further trom history that when these restrictions in the con- 
stitution of Missouri were removed and the democratic party was put 
into an overwhelming majority, this same district did not love the 
gallant Union soldier, General Shields, enough to renominate him; 
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but they did nominate a man who could not have voted as a citizen 
of that State under the constitution in force in 1868. 

Mr. BUTLER. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for five 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, if I have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has more than five minutes re- 


manne 
Mr. BUTLER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 


souri. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I was a resident of Missouri im- 
mediately after the war and was cognizant of the facts which trans- 
pired at the time of which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has 
spoken. I will state thatgunder the Drake constitution there were 
but few men in the State who were permitted to vote. That consti- 
tution was gotten up for the purpose of disfranchising not only those 
who had been in the rebel army but those who had sympathized with 
those who had gone off—as if men could control their sympathies. 
Not only this; that constitution was gotten up to disfranchise men 
like myself, who were democrats during the war and after the war. 
Under that constitution they undertook to disfranchise me, to prevent 
me from voting, although I had followed the flag of the Union through 
three long and bloody years of the war. Although they did defeat 
General Shields by the action of those infamous registrars, who had 
their birth under that constitution, they did it in secret; they did it 
at night when honest men were asleep; they did it by striking from 
the list of voters men who were authorized even under that infamous 
constitution to vote. Thus Van Horn was seated as a member of this 
House, not by the votes of the people, but by the infamous acts of an 
infamous set of registrars, whose acts were conceived in wickedness 
and born in iniquity. That is the way General Shields was beaten— 
beaten by the iniquities of the republican party at a time when his 
mouth was closed in this House and he was not permitted to say a 
word in defense of himself. Such was, such is republicanism. 

That constitution, with its disfranchising clauses and its inquisito- 
rial oaths, striking alike at the democratic party and the Catholic 
Church, has long since passed into nothingness and been overthrown 
by the people of Missouri. Had General Shields’s votes not been 
tampered with, not been discarded by the registrars at midnight, at 
the time when evil deeds are executed, he would have received his 
certificate and been seated, as he should have been. But, sir, his 
offense to republicanism was that he was a democrat, and that party 
then spurned him, and drove that gallant old man from this House, 
charged with fraud and branded asafraud. His crime was democ- 
racy then, and it is too late now for these same gentlemen to pretend 
that they are his friends by voting for him for Doorkeeper of this 
House, Such an act adds insult to past injuries. They vote for him 
to-day, not because they love him, but because they hope to use him 
as an instrument to defeat hisown party. It will notdo, gentlemen; 
the trick is too apparent. Had you the majority in this House, you 
would see him doubly damned before you would vote for him. 

Never do good that evil may come from it, General Shields is loved 
in Missouri—yea, over the whole country. He is a man of ability, 
honesty, and great worth. If here, he would never permit his name 
to be used with such an intent and for such a purpose as to defeat 
his ee You mistake him, gentlemen, greatly, and you are now 
aopo! g idly with his honor. He is a democrat of too stern a stuff 
to be caught by such trifles. Lift your visions to other days, and 
yon will bave his standard. He was a Senator twice in character; 

© is a Senator yet, and will ever be. 

It is true that General Shields was beaten in a democratic conven- 
tion, as charged by the gentleman from Maine, for Congress; but 
the honorable member now in Congress from the district of Missouri, 
(Mr. CLARK, I the successful gentleman, was not a candidate before the 
conyention. After a long contest between General Shields and others, 
the convention, in a spirit of reconciliation, took up the present 
member from that district and nominated him, doing honor alike to 
the State and to the district. General Shields was supported in that 
convention by confederates, and they clung to him with a wonder- 
ful tenacity. The brave always love the brave, wherever found, upon 
the one side or the other, and they despise the cowards who skulked 
during the war and since its elose have bravely come forth to wage 
a war of words and kindle up flames of political and civil conten- 
tion around our own fireside. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts to yield 
to me. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will yield to the gentleman for three minutes. 

Mr. BRAGG. Three minutes is all I desire, 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to be second to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts in signifying my love and respect and 
reverence for the distinguished and iat Union soldier whose 
name he has introduced into this House for the nomination of the 
minor office of Doorkeeper. I have always loved and respected Gen- 
eral Shields, not only fer his service in the Army, but for his service 
as a statesman, the representative in the Senate of the United States 
of two States. 

And I am glad to see the other side at this late day signifying they 
are returning to their senses so that they are willing now to recog- 
nize his virtues. But I learned, sir, in my boyhood timeo Danaos et 


è 


dona ferentes; and I doubt very much, Mr. Speaker, whether this be 
really for the benefit of General Shields or whether it is not merely 
for the purpose of a little political claptrap. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] For the purpose of testing the sense of the other side and 
the interest of the gentleman from Massachusetts in the testimony 
he bears to General Shields and his virtues, I now signify my pur- 
here to do him justice, not by making him Doorkeeper of the 
ouse, and placing him in a menial position as the representative 
either of the democratic or republican party, but (and I ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to yield to me for the purpose) to offer a 
joint resolution as a substitute for his to-day, and I ask it be passed 
ere by the House, not as northern and southern men, but as Union 
men, onne and respecting a man who has as fine a record as any 
one in the United States. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUTLER. I cannot yield for a substitute except on the sub- 
ject of Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BRAGG. Lask to have my joint resolution read as a part of 
my remarks, 

The SPEAKER, The joint resolution will be read by the Clerk as 
a pat of the gentleman’s remarks. 

he Clerk read as follows: 
fnil Congres assembled, ‘That Jame Shields, late brigadi lof 
n t James te or-general of vol- 
Prac song Da; and he is hereby, on the ret list of ee of the United 
States y, with the rank pay of a brigadier-general on the retired list. 

[Applause and clapping of hands. 

Mr. BUTLER. I now ake the noe 

TOATA N The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin has 
expired. 

Mr. BRAGG. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts permit my 
substitute to be offered ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no! 

Mr. BRAGG. Ithought when the test was applied he would not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I resume the floor now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts declines to 
allow the amendment to be offered. 

Mr. BUTLER. I decline to be interrupted. Now, when a man 
gets up and talks abont claptrap and introduces such a resolution as 
that——{laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BRAGG rose. 

Mr. BUTLER. Out of the abundance of the heart the mouth 
speaketh. [Laughter and applause.] Even the last Doorkeeper 
knew that amendment was not in order. [Laughter.] We are elect- 
ing a Doorkeeper now, and when we have finished that and come to 
the other proposition in order, when you wake up to your duty to 
Union soldiers, I will vote for that resolution; but you cannot put it 
in now. You cannot put it in here now to save a confederate gen- 
eral. [Laughter.] No confederate general ever could ride into office 
on old eral Shields’s back, and he never shall by my vote. [Laugh- 
ter we applause.] Now, as my time is up, I demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CLYMER. Do not second the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. f 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, debate it all day if you want to. Iam good 
for three weeks. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLYMER. We will see. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 105, noes 111. 

Mr. CONGER demanded tellers. 

gouen were ordered ; and Mr. BUTLER and Mr. CLYMER were ap- 

0 : 
E The House again divided ; and there were—ayes 110, noes 120. 
So the House refused to second the demand for the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CLYMER took the floor. I yield now to the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to detain the House for 
more than five minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, from what fell from the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, ] who honors me now with his proximity, 
1 judge that I must have made some remark the other day which 
may have wounded his feelings. It was about his growing old. Noue 
of us are exempt from the lapse of time. I sincerely regret having 
said anything to wound the feelings of the gentleman, especially in 
that regard. As we grow older we need to cultivate more toleration. 
In all our affairs, in all our legislative business especially, and con- 
spicuously in all our governmental functions, if we would unite and 
elevate our ee we should learn the blessed lessons of frater- 
nity. Let the dead past bury its dead. 

It was in this spirit that I offered an amendment to a resolution in 
the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress. On the 14th Decem- 
ber, 1875, the gentleman from Illinois, my eminent friend, [ Mr. FoRT, } 
had offered the following resolution : 

That in all subordinate appointments under any of the officers of this House it 
is the judgment of this House that wounded Union soldiers who are not disabled 
from performance of duty should be preferred, 

To that I offered the following amendment: 


Resolved, That, inasmuch as the Union of the States has been restored, all the 


citizens thereof are entitled to consideration in all appointments to office under 
this Government. 


That resolution passed this House by 168 yeas to 102 nays. Many 


tives of the United States 
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straightforward and liberal gentlemen on the other side voted for my 
proposition. I propose to do again as I have endeavored to do in my 
votes and voice here, to stand on that 1 The war is over. 
We have scarcely the ashes of it left. hy should Lot all the States 
and all the citizens thereof have an equal chance to the honors and 
emoluments of public service under our common Government? Are 
we never to have that which comes of concordant hearts—the 

eace that with some passeth 3 Are we forever, sir, 
be debate and wrangle, to keep open the old wounds of the war? 
Are they forever to kept green and bleeding? Or shall we not 
pour oil of healing and benefaction into the wounds? Why, why, 
since our destiny is one and inseparable, why may we not come to- 
gether in a spirit of fraternity, the gray along with the blue, rejoic- 
ing with pride, a common sentiment: idem sententia de republica. 
Why is it, that at this year, this year of so many since the war was 
flagrant, that we must have these bitter and most unnecessary con- 
tests so often renewed and rerenewed in this House where all sit to- 
gether from every section, having common duties? 

We have only copied, in choosing certain confederates for office here, 
the practices of your republican administrations. You, on that side, 
have chosen men of distinction from the confederate army. In a former 
republican administration you had an Attorney-General; and you 
have had other distinguished men from the South in office. Your ad- 
ministration under Grant as wellas your administration under Hayes 
appointed confederate officers. Every day men of these antecedents, 
but of present patriotism, are being appointed to places of trust and 
eminence. If you have business to transact with the Postmaster- 
General you have to do it with an ex-brigadier-general in the confed- 


erate service. Are we to be reproached when we select for Door- 
keeper a gentleman of similar bi 


phy? 

1 that can be asked 3 for office is this: does he now 
stand before the country as having a common sentiment with us con- 
cerning the Republic? Need we go further than that as to the qual- 
ifications for office in this regard, either within or without this House? 
If we do, then our professions of conciliation and mutual regard are 
as empty as the wind and as fruitless of results, save results of dis- 


But, sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts seemed at first to come 
here to-day, as I supposed, with a general power of attorney from Gen- 
eral Shields to present his name for this appointment. When he sent 
the letter of the veteran general to the Clerk’s desk to be read, I sup- 
posed of course that it was a letter acquiescing in the nomination, 
or may be that he was anxious or willing to take the office from the 
House of Representatives as the Doorkeeper. But the letter had no 
such me pset It was simply a request for the increase of his pension; 
and to-day when the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 1 pro- 
ee that we shall ignore this reproach of making this ex-United 

tates Senator and ex-general of two wars a mere Doorkeeper, and 
give to his name intrinsic and pro) lendor in the line of his mili- 
tary history, and that, too, by doing the very thing which General 
Shields requested of the gentleman from Massachusetts, is it to be 

ut down as “claptrap?” the request to be refused as a substitute 

r the resolution because not e in an orderly point of view? 
Let us at once to-day, when we can suspend the rules by a two-third 
vote, honor this distingui general by giving him his old position 
in the Army, honored on the retired list of our e his will 
be indeed an honor and a reward. It may not adequate to his 
services and his merits, but it will be much nearer it than the position 
of custodian of our doors. Will not that content the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? Will not that fill his letter and power of attorney? 
What more can he ask than that? If he is not bent on mere partisan 
and political objects, should he not be entirely satisfied with this 
House giving that kind of 5 aid which gives no tarnish to 
his epaulettes or service, and which General Shields in such a manly 
way himself requested? 

It was said in the debate the other day I was not exactly fair in 
attributing to that side of the House the repulsion of Gen Shields 
from the House when he came here as a member-elect to Con 
from the State of Missouri. And the gentleman from Maine i Mr. 
FRYE] goes back to the old report and brings it out to parade it 
what for? To show that General Shields came here as a fraud? 
That he was elected by a fraud? There is no other meaning attrib- 
utable to his remark. After all your attempt to honor this states- 
man and soldier you are compelled to say this day you drove him 
from the House because of fraud. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not his fraud. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ah! Not his fraud. But he came here 
with a credential based on fraud—so it is stated—and my friend from 
Massachusetts voted to give him $5,000; for what? For a fraudulent 
case? For no case at except one based on fraud. Coupling the 
remarks of the gentleman from Maine with those of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts this is the dilemma. You paid him for a fraudu- 
lent case—paid him $5,000. I never consent here to pay the con- 
testant in such cases. It is net the rule, and it is not the right. 

Is it not a general rule of right and practice in this House when a 
tainted case comes here that we do not pay the contestant? What 
was this $5,000 for? I voted with the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts to give this $5,000 to General Shields after he was re- 
pa by the republican 8 We all voted for it except some 

3 republicans, who would give him nothing; but 108 voted to give 


him his $5,000 in a case based, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] says, on fraud. If my friend will look at that list of 108 he 
will find that all the democrats voted that way except one, Mr. Ben- 


jamin, of Missouri. 


Mr. FRANKLIN. He was a republican. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then all the democratic members voted 
for it, and carried it with the aid of a number of generous gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. You turned General Shields out of 
the House on the ground that his election was fraudulent, and then 
gave him a little douceur of $5,000 to save his feelings—did you? Oh, 

. Speaker, as we pursue this matter if becomes too evanescent ; it 
is too attenuated as you approach with anulysis. 

One thing in conclusion: this democratic House has not been un- 
fair to Union soldiers. How is the House now organized? We have 
a northern man for Speaker, we have a Union soldier from Kentucky 
as Clerk, we havea gentleman from Ohio, north of the Ohio, who was 
and is a Union man, as Sergeant-at-Arms. The confederates, so called, 
on this side of the House are about equal to the Union men on this 
side in numbers, and yet they only have—how many leading officers ? 
The Postmaster and the Doorkeeper. Are we then aggrandizing power 
in behalf of the “ confederacy?” Are we discriminating in favor of 
the southern section? Why all these complaints from the gentleman 
from Maine that we have not acted fairly? Could we have done 
otherwise, sitting here as we do representing the unity of the country 
and the majority of the people? Could we while representing a large 
majority, if properly counted, at least 2,000,000 in advance of the 
other side, have done less without injustice? The country is bound 
together once more in amity. Kindness and conciliation should knit 
it more closely with each revolving year. I trust we are one—one, 
never to be severed again, as I trust in God, the blue and gray here- 
after, to decorate the graves of their dead in gentle unison and sad- 
dening though harmonious memories of equal prowess; and in such 
acondition of patriotic felicity why are we reproached because we 
see fit to choose a man for the office of Doorkeeper who is peculizrly 
fitted for the place; and why should he be voted down because he 
fought upon the other side during our terrible struggle for the pres- 
ervation of the Government—a struggle whose perils he shared so 
gallantly, but a struggle whose auimosities all good men should de- 
sire to be buried beneath the waves ef oblivion forever. 

Mr. CLYMER. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. HALE.] 

Mr. HALE. Ido not wonder that gentlemen on the ether side of 
the House hesitate to vote on this question. Itis notsurprising that 
points of order are made and the previous question voted down, be- 
cause the democratic party is confronted witn a question which shows 
its bias. The tracks of that party are all one way; they are ina 
direction upon which the country is profoundly alarmed, the domi- 
nation in it of the old confederate element. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] asks us why the dead past is not allowed to bury its 
dead, and the answer is that as fast as he and his associates gain 
power and have patronage to dispose of they will not let the dead 
past rest, but that whenever any act can be done that is offensive to 
Sa loyal sentiment of the North in the disposition of patronage it is 

one. 

It was for this that in the last Con, the Committee of Ways 
and Means took for its clerk Mr. Hambleton, a man who had named 
his child after the assassin of President Lincoln; it was because of this 
that the party chose the ex-sergeant-at-arms of the confederate house 
of representatives as Doorkeeper of the Forty-fourth Con „ and 
had to get rid of him at last because he was incompetent; it was be- 
cause of this that this winter asouthern man was taken as Doorkeeper, 
and when he failed, as his letter in the Post shows to-day, to do the 
behests of the leaders of his party, he was turned out, and when that 
party went into caucus again, if the report of the newspapers is cor- 
rect, they were confronted with the nomination of a Union soldier, 
General Shields, who had been wounded in the Mexican war, and whom 
we now eop rt upon this side of the House in opposition to a con- 
federate soldier. ' 

Mr. SOUTHARD and Mr. FRANKLIN rose. 

Mr. HALE. I cannot yield to the gentlemen. They may reply if 
they choose when I am throngh. 

General Shields was an equally good democrat (nobody having ever 
shown any aberration from party fealty on his part) with the gentle- 
man who was nominated. He was equally a southern man residing 
in Missouri, where the late Doorkeeper came from. He was true in 
every respect to his party and was as good a man as General Field. 
But he was overslanghed by a vote of 5 to 1, and the democracy 
chose to nominate a man whose record as given before me from a 
democratic paper is that, educated at the expense of the Government 
at West Point, an officer in the United States Army when the rebellion 
broke out, being then of mature age, not urged by the excitement 
and effervescence of youth, (for he was then a captain in the Union 
Army,) he broke the bonds of loyalty and went into the rebellion, 
carrying to that cause the advantages that he had gained by being 
educated at the expense of the country. He fought continuonslx 
through the war and gained rank and recognition upon the side of 
the confederacy, all of which is appreciated by the democracy. At 
the end of the war, failing in business, he expatriated himself and 
went to a foreign clime, and transferred to a foreign potentate what- ` 
ever of ability and education this country had given him. But for 
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some reason, on the accession of the democratic party to power he 
returns here; and the only piece of | center that the party has in 


its present control is A bees to him rather than to the gentleman from 
Missouri who was a Union soldier, who bears upon his body wounds 
received in the service of his country, and who is to-day presented on 
this side of the House. His competitor has only asked for and re- 
«ceived amnesty within the last few months. Is not this hot haste? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not expect—no man on this side 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BuTLER] who nominated 
General Shields does not expect—that if he shall be elected by the 
votes of this side and a minority of the democratic 8 he will ever 
be anything but a democrat. There is no man on this side who 
expects in che way of patronage the pittance of a pageship or a mes- 
sengership or a folder. We ores that his 1 Will be dis- 
tributed in the interest of the democratic party, for General Shields 
has nothing to recommend him on this side but his ability and his 
loyalty and his services during the war. 

ut, Mr. Speaker, as surely as tides and sunrise come the party upon 
the other side must take this cup to their lips, must decide whether or 
not there are any influences in their party that permit, in fair competi- 
tion, a Union soldier, who is a democrat, who lives in the Sou to 
ain a place of this kind as against a confederate, who deserted the 
Jae who went back upon his military alma mater, who went into the 
service of the rebellion, and whose only record and only strength 
with the democratic party is because of that fact. This issue can- 
not and shall not be blinked. It is a thing that that party is respon- 
sible for, and it must take the responsibility. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Before the gentleman from Maine takes his 
seat will he allow me to suggest to him that the very contest which 
he describes was settled by this House when a confederate from Ala- 
bama was beaten for a more important position than the Doorkeeper’s 
office by as gallant a Union soldier as wore the uniform of your 
Government, ten in the contest for Clerkship, which was decided, 
not by the assistance of republican votes, but in a democratic caucus. 
A majority of the democrats on this floor, although in sympathy 
with the defeated candidate, gave the position to the Union man. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to suggest to the 3 that before any 
other interruptions or any further speech-making on his part, he 
should get over an apparently inveterate habit which I notice on the 
other side in referring to the Government of the United States when 
addressing this side of the House, as “your Government.” [Laughter 
and applause.] It is a matter which Lam free to say is somewhat 
offensive to me. I do not like such distinctions. I wish that the 
gentleman himself could allow the “dead past to bury its dead” suffi- 
ciently to make him willing now to call it “our Government,” as we 
do on this side, 8 

Mr. BLACKB . Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Maine had 
listened to my sentence he would have found that when I spoke of 
“your Government,” I referred to a time when this was not “my 
Government.” I Was fighting against it. I said that the man who 
succeeded in that democratic caucus in obtaining the Clerkship of 
this House had been a gallant supporter of his Government at the 
time that his competitor was as . — a supporter of my govern- 
ment. I was referring to that period of four years of war when I 
drew the distinction ; I was not referring to the present time. But 
even if I were to indulge in such an e on now it would hardly 
create wonderment in this House, for from the way the gentleman 
from Maine is accustomed to disport himself here, modesty might well 
assume that the Government was in his individual and exclusive keep- 
ing. [Laughter and applause. ] 

While on the floor I wish to add a word in answer to a su on 
of the gentleman. I deny that I or any man belonging to the ele- 
ment with which I have been identified in best ae can be proven 
by the record ever to have uttered a word on floor that looked 
toward the opening of issues that should have been buried in the 
war that gave them birth. If one word of a sectional character 
has ever come from this side of the House it has been when man- 
hood and patience exhausted, and spurning further insult, drove the 
party to its utterance in self-defense. I despise the man here or else- 
where who seeks to make either nal pron or political capital 
out of revamping issues that ong to e darkest period of this 
country’s history. It is the part of ghouls and hyenas to delve into 
trenches where bloody carcasses lie buried, and drag them out to 
batten and fatten upon the feast. They have been brought ont here 


to-day. 

ave they been broached from this side of the Chamber? It was 
reserved to the tleman from Massachusetts and that gentleman 
from Maine who Ras Jaat taken his seat, to refuse to allow a subordi- 
nate officer of this House to be elected without fighting over the war 
again. Charges false have been hurled against us, and not for the 
first time either. We have been told here to-day, sir, that the candi- 
date nominated in the democratic caucus for the Doorkee ip of 
this House deserved by every law, human and divine, to have been 
hanged. We have been told, using him as an average specimen of 
that element embracing eight millions of the people of this land, that 
they were all breathing a miserable existence, at sufferance, and were 
indebted for their r wretched lives to the magnanimity of the 

ublican party! t has been told to us over and over, and it is 
told to us to-day. It is false, and the falsehood should wither and 
die upon the lip that last uttered it. How is it possible, I ask, for a 


man that belonged to the armies of the confederacy to have been 
hanged after the terms of surrender and capitulation had been agreed 
upon? Do you mean to say that the well-earned a. hero for 
prone antry, courage, and manhood, which the soldiers of the 

nion Army had illustrated by overwhelming and conquering my 
people, was to be blotted and blurred for the first time in the history 
of civilized warfare by this Government ignoring the conditions of 
surrender and hanging the unarmed men it had agreed to protect as 
an inducement to lay down their arms? 

Mr. BUTLER. ill the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Have I uttered any such sentiment ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit to every candid: man upon this floor, 
whether he sits on that side or on this, as to whether I have not quoted 
him correctly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Have I said or hinted that after they laid down 
their arms they ought to have been hanged? The time was before. 

Mr. BLACK The statement he made was this 

Mr. BUTLER. The way was to hang them as long as they bore 
arms. z 

Mr. BLACKBURN. How were men to be hanged in the confeder- 
ate service while they were standing in line of battle with bristling 
bayonets upon their country’s battle-fields, bidding defiance to your 
armies? en a member of this House asserts that this nominated 
candidate of the democratic party for Doorkeeper deserved by every 
law, moral, human, and divine, to be hanged, and when that utter- 
ance is coupled with the boast that he alone stood by that law and 
executed it, I would like to know what interpretation or construction 
could possibly be given except that they were to be hanged when 
the power to hang was conferred. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not after we not to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is time this should stop. It is time false 
charges should cease to be made—that truth should be observed ; 
and it is time it should be admitted that without doing violence to 
the plighted faith which your country—then your country, if that 
will suit you—executed through its generals commanding its several 
armies, to restore the men who wore our uniform to every personal 


right, privilege, and prerogative of citizenship so long as they ob- 
ered the conditions of their parole, no han a could be done: and 
admitted that we 


no 3 be inflicted—it is time it should 
and each of us then and now, sir, were not only entitled to every right 
of personal liberty and property under the Constitution of this coun- 
try, but became the object of protection at the hands of the dominant 
party itself. We had your solemn promise; we had your word delib- 
erately given; we had laid down our arms; we had ceased to war 
upon the Government on the condition stated and a condition-prece- 
dent that could not be violated except to tarnish, to blacken, to dis- 
grace, to render infamous the men who dared to violate it. 

Iam sorry, Mr. Speaker, it was found necessary by a member of 
this House to remind us while boasting of that which he chose to 
term clemency, but which impartial history will denominate but com- 
mon fairness—I am sorry, in illustrating this magnanimity for which 
he claims such credit for his y, it was found necessary for him to 
parade before us boastfully the execution of an unarmed and helpless 

risoner—the only man I believe upon the confederate side that the 
of that war shows was ever killed or injured by the warrior 
from Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has twenty- 
five minutes of his hour 5 

Mr. CLYMER. I will yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. M ON. 

Mr. 5 May I have the indulgence of the House for a 
moment 

Mr. CLYMER. I have yielded the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield to me for 
two or three minutes. 

Mr. McMAHON. Not now; I may at the close. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope I will have the consent of the House for 
one or two minutes. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Speaker, if we were to believe the professions 
of a republican Con an we should imagine that his love for the 
Union soldier surpassed the love of woman, of which we read so much 
in poetry and in prose. If he would be less ostentatious in his pro- 
fessions and let concealment feed a little more on his damask cheek 
we might be more charitable in our belief in his honesty. Butwhen 
it is paraded in public, on numerous small occasions and upon small 
provocation, it becomes tainted with the hideous leprosy of hypocrisy 
which was so sternly denounced eighteen hundred years ago by Him 
whom we re as the fountain of all high virtues. 

I do not come forward at this time, Mr. Speaker, claiming any spe- 
cial prominence as the soldier’s friend or the advocate of his rights. I 
try to do my duty in this particular, as most of usdo. But I come 
forward because the wants of my constituents make me more famil- 
iar with the record of the democratic party upon these questions thar 
any other man probably upon the floor of the House. And I do not 
want that party grossly misrepresented. I want it judged by its rec- 
ord as a party, not by the mistakes or misfortunes of its Doorkeepers 
or subordinate officers. And its fidelty to the Union is not to be tested 
by the question, Who shall be elected to the office of Doorkeeper? 
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Nor do we need to fly in apprehension when the enemy pro the 
election of General Shields to this small and petty office. e pro- 
pose, at the proper time, to do more for this gallant officer. He was 
twice a Senator of the United States. He would have been a mem- 
ber of the lower House, some years ago, if his republican lovers had 
not turned him out, ee ee , his large majority. We do not 
propose to dishonor him at the bidding of republican politicians by 
asking him to accept the subordinate position of opening and shut- 
ting the doors of Hall and bowing obsequiously to an army of 
Congressmen who shall be his masters No; he is too great, too old, 
too venerable a man to have this affront put upon him. He deserves 
better of his countrymen; and when this election is over, if our en- 
thusiastic republican friends will only keep their enthusiasm at fever 
heat, we wilt give them an ha Ande | of helping us in a great and 
ood Work, and we will put this devoted friend of his country in a 
igh position and far beyond the reach of want or the vicissitudes of 
arty. 
E I fave said this much, Mr. Speaker, to show that the record we will 
make on this side of the House in the coming election is not a record 
against the Union soldier, but will be a record in his favor. The party, 
I have said, can stand upon its record in Congress. And I wish to 
devote my attention for a few moments to the comparative records of 
the republican und the democratic parties ce 9 the question of justice 
to the Union soldier, not some particular Union soldier here, but to 
the grand army of Union soldiers seattered all over the United States ; 
for all the stuff we have had on this question for some days amounts 
to nothing if it does not oe that the democratic party is hostile to 
the Union soldier. In 1865, at the close of the war, the republican 
party was naturally full of love for the Union soldier, and it passed 
the following law, to be found in the Revised Statutes, section 1754. 
It has become so obsolete in practice that I doubt if many members 
have a recollection that such a law was ever passed: 


reason of disability resul wounds or sickness in in the line of duty 
shall be for a tment to civil offices, provided they are found to pos- 
sess the ess capacity necessary for the proper the duties of such 


offices. 


How has that law been kept? Go through the Departments of the 
Government and see for yourself. Out of the eighty-five thousand 
men in the employ of the republican party, how many are disabled 
or crippled veterans? I venture tosay that, compared with the army 
of lusty politicians that are to be found stowed away in the fat places, 
you can almost count the disabled soldiers on your fingers and toes. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the tleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? I know that in his fairness he does not wish to misrepresent. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I yield to the gentleman if it does not come out 
of my time, 

Mr. CALKIN S. Does not the gentleman know that more than half 
of the appointees in the Departments here in Washington were Union 
soldiers, and, including their widows and orphans, that the propor- 


tion is 1; ly more than one-half? 
Mr. M ON. But the law says that in all cases such persons 
shall be preferred. 


Mr. CALKINS. But you said that the persons so appointed could 
be counted on your hands. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I say that one-half of those in the employment 
of the Government are not Union soldiers; and if the gentleman will 
go round with me some summer afternoon and count the eighty-five 
thousand, we will see who is right; and I reiterate my statement, 
that of these eighty-five thousand men, so few are disabled soldiers 
that you mi ay comparatively speaking, count them on your fingers 
and toes. My riend from Maine the other day laid 8 stress upon 
the absence of crippled soldiers from the soldiers’ roll. What can he 
say about their employment not only under this administration but 
under that of General Grant? He made much sport the other day 
about “diseased democrats.” I say to him it would be well if there 
were more of this class of men in your public offices. The gentleman 
is not well posted in the troubles that afflict the men of an army. 
And it is easy to be seen that he never set a squadron in the field. 
he had, he never would have fallen into the error that a soldier can 
be disabled only by the loss of a leg or the loss of an arm. He never 
would have made light of a “diseased” soldier. The trouble with 
our friends upon the other side is that they always want something 
conspicuous. There is no merit to them in a “diseased man.” He 
may have been a gallant soldier and have lost his health in the sery- 
ice of his country. But he does not show off well. 

They want a man without an arm, or a leg—one that gets around 
with some trouble. Then they sit back in their chairs with all the 
unction of men who have performed a great and a noble work, and say 
to the world: “See what we have done. See the fourteen cripples we 
have on the soldiers’ roll. We are not like those bad fellows on the 
other side.” And with this their love for the Union soldier becomes 
exhausted, and they never take pains to inquire how many of the 
eighty-five thousand of their own officeholders are disabled or“ dis- 
eased ” men, when the law requires them all to be, for I take it for 

nted that for every office in the gift of the Government there can 
e found a disabled Union soldier competent to fill it under the provis- 
ions of the section I have read. 

Now, let us pass from the consideration of republican unfaithful- 
ness to this law; and see what else they have failed to do for the 


Union soldier. Their party had power in both Houses from 1865 to 
1875, ten years. Did they ever pass the bill for the equalization of 
bounties? It passed this House repeatedly. It always failed in the 
Senate. Yon had both branches and the President for ten years. 
Your pretended friendship always failed at some point. Once it went 
through the Senate by the e Cnty of Vice-President Wilson. But 
General Grant did not sign the bill. You never did more than keep. 
up a respectable pretense. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman is mistaken; General Grant never 
vetoed the bill. It was never sent to him. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The bounty bill to which I refer was passed b 
the Forty-third Con The President’s veto was upon the bill. 
In the 80 iir. Be Congress this same bill was in the hands of m 
colleague’s [Mr. BAN NIN Gs] committee. It came to the House an 

the “ confederate” House, as it was then called, and when it 
went over to the Senate they blackballed it there. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The bill never was sent to the President. 

Mr. MCMAHON. You are entirely mistaken. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I am not mistaken. I know precisely what the 
record is. It was laid upon the table in the Senate. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The bill that was sent to the President, or failed 
to become a law, to which I refer was the bill that passed the Forty- 
third Congress. The Vice-President gave the casting vote in its favor.. 

Now let us er on and consider another part of this comparative 
record. A bill has been pending for years in the House to pay arrear- 
ages of pensions. Have you ever it yet? We brought it up 
in the Forty-fourth Congress, and it was then in charge of a gallant 
soldier from Ohio, my colleague, [Mr. Ricre.] It passed the House 
under a suspension of the rules in the so-called “confederate” House, 
and was sent to the Senate, and there it slept the sleep of death in. 
the republican household —lost in the House of its professed friends. 

Mr. FOSTER. Lou defeated it last Monday. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I thank thee for that word. We defeated the 
bill then offered, because my colleague’s [Mr. R1cr’s] committee has: 
a better bill for the same p on our Calendar to-day ready to be 
passed. It was reported to the House on the 13th of February last, 
and we are assured by General Rick and his committee it is a much 
better bill than was offered last Monday, and we did not then pro- 
pose and do not propose now that dem es upon the other side of 
the House shall steal our political thunder and in an underhand way 
17 5 riate the work of our committee. [Laughter.] 

r. FOSTER. But you have neglected to press that bill although 
a day has been assigned for its consideration. 

Mr. MCMAHON. This is a charge against my 3 General 
Rice. If my colleague desires to put his record as a soldier against 
that of my e Soe Mr. Rick, ] I want the two records lifted up: 
before the country. 1 think General Ricr may be trusted to look after 
the interests of the wounded soldier. He is one himself. 

Mr. FOSTER. Put your record t Mr. Rice’s. 

Mr. MCMAHON. No, sir; you and I belong to the same army, the 
stay-at-home guards. 

Mr. FOSTE Certainly I do. Put your record against that of 
Mr. Rice's, 

Mr. MCMAHON. No, sir; but I 2 yours against his because you. 
have undertaken to im h his faithfulness. It is his record and 
not mine that is assailed. 

Now let me proceed to another historical fact. A bill was re 
here for pensioning the soldiers of the war of 1812—old, decrepit 
men who had fought in that war; men who had stood up for their 
country against a 8 enemy when certain men in another part 
of the country, which I will not now mention, were not standing u 
for their country as well as they should have done—indeed, not at all.. 
Who voted against that measure? Twenty-five men upor the other 
side of the House recorded their votes against pensioning these few 
old patriots who had fought in the war of 1812 because perchance some 
of them might have sympathized with some of their sons or grand- 
sons or nephews in the rebellion. I would not have that spot on my 
record. I would rather hide myself behind the thickest oak in the 
forest than have cast so unfeeling a vote. But the old soldier of the 
war of 1812 rejoices to-day, and he has the ification of knowing 
that he is pensioned for the remainder of his days by a unanimous. 
democratic vote and in spite of the votes of some of the political. 
descendants of the blue-light patriots. 

Who are now endeavoring to pension the soldiers of the Mexican 
war? An almost solid phalanx on this side of the House is trying to 
pass that bill. It may be too liberal, but I would rather err upon the 
side of dee Bente on the side of parsimony in such matters. 
The gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. Joyce] read us a long and delib- 
erate essay against that bill because there may be some one included. 
in its provisions who was against the Union during the late war. 
Who have voted to bring up that bill every time and all the time? 
We upon this side; and I for one propose to have the pleasure of 
voting for the bill either in its present shape or in some modified: 


form. That does not meet the narrow views of gentlemen on the 
other side, who are almost unanimous against this bill. Such a thing 
love for the soldier never seems to penetrate them. 
some politics in it before their love comes to the sur- 
get astraddle of a poor Doorkeeper from. 
the Confederate States they maul him unmercifully; and then the 
republican party rises to a moral grandeur it never reaches on any, 


as an enl 
There must 
face, and if they can onl 


2350 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 8, 


other occasion, and proclaims its hypocritical love for the soldier. It 
will not pension the Mexican soldier because it hopes to make polit- 
ical capital out of the fact that the bill may pension a few who were 
not on the Union side. 

So now, gentlemen on the other side, thinking it an opportunit; 
for political capital, without sincerity, undertake to make a foot-ball 
of this poor old man, General Shields, whose name they use without 
authority, whom we are willing to take in hand and do all we can 
for, and to do for him as for one of our own. We will ‘‘see” all 
that you choose to de, and “go a little better.” . 

I do not disparage the motives of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. BUTLER,] for I believe that in this matter he is sin- 
cere; but when he finds supporters on the other side gentlemen must 

rmit me to doubt their sincerity or panengi When I fiud repub- 

icans coming up and voting solidly for an Irish Catholic democrat 
then I know there is a “cat in the meal-tub,” [laughter,] for I know 
that if the republicans had a majority of but one in this Honse they 
would see the gallant old hero in the bottomless pit before they 
would give him an office. 

But let us go on in the investigation of facts, We have seen that the 
bills for the equalization of bounties and the arrearages of pensions 
have both passed a democratic House in times past. The importance 
of these votes is more apparent when we consider that the democratic 
party came here in the interest of retrenchment and reform. Have 
we ever cut down the pension bill? Have we ever listened to the 
oft-repeated charge that the pension list is too large; that fraudu- 
lent claims are on it; that it should be revised? No, we prefer to err 
on the side of the soldier or his sufferingfamily. We have cut every- 
where else; we have retrenched in every direction but in that. We 
vote for no increased expenditures except for the Union soldier. 

And what has been the democratic record in the peerege or recom- 
mendation of private bills for pensions? In the last Con the 
democratic committee reported favorably to the House two hundred 
ana seventy-seven private pension bills. Of these nearly every one that 
was reached was passed. When they went to your republican Senate, 
not one in tive was passed by that body. Aud in the present House 
your democratic committee has already favorably reported one hun- 
dred aud forty-six private bills. What has been our daily experience 
on Fridays, the day set apa for that work and all private business? 
Our confederate friend [Mr. BRIGHT, of Tennessee] re rly rises ənd 
moves that the House resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. He knows perfectly well that, when a 
southern claim is reached on that Calendar, every patriot on the other 
side rises at once to pound it, and that it has not the ghost of a 
chance. But he does his duty as chairman of his committee. And 
when a pension bill is reached providing for some Union soldier or 
his family, when one single objection from the democratic side would 
suspend the passage of that bill for two weeks, is that one democrat 
to be found? Never! These denounced “confederate” enemies of the 
soldier never once take their revenge. They never once put in an objec- 
tion. All the insult, the injury, and the misrepresentation to which 
they are compelled to submit in silence in the interest of their party 
organization never once betrays them into an objection to the pen- 
sion of a Union soldier. Why? Because they honor and respect the 
men who fought against them. Because they accept the results of 
the war and know that pensions are due to the soldiers of the pre- 
vailing side. Now let us have further facts on the record of the two 

arties. 

z In the Forty-fourth Congress a bill of 
ported from the Committee on Military airs by that clever con- 
federate general, the S from Georgia, [Mr. Cook. ] I refer 
to the bill to repeal the limitations upon all applications by officers 
for lost horses. This bill, covering a large number of officers’ claims, 
was passed by this House. But when it went to the republican Sen- 
ate, what fate did it there meet? In that body it “slept the sleep of 
death.” Was this republican love for the Union officer? 

What more? In the same Congress we passed in the House a bill 
to extend the provisions of the law providing for commutation for 
artificial limbs to certain persons who were excluded by the express 

rovisions of a previous bill. We bad no trouble to pass it in the 
8 5 It went to the Senate. There the very essence of the bill 
was taken out by amendment offered by the chairman of the Pension 
Committee; and tbe bill was vigorously fought. The bill was sub- 
stantially destroyed by the vote of the Senate. The ‘‘confederate” 
House insisted on its Jaw for the Union soldier; and the republican 
Senate was finally compelled to yield to the confederate House; and 
the law of August 15, 1876, became a law by confederate obstinacy 
in the interest of the Union soldier. 

That same confederate House passed another bill, which became a 
law in February, 1877, increasing the pension of soldiers who had lost 
one hand and one foot from $24 to $36 per month. There is now ready 
for report to this House from your Committee on Pensions a bill to 
increase the pensions of all persons who have lost both eyes, or both 
hands, or both feet, to the sum of $72 per month, the pension now 
allowed by law being a little over $30 a month. This bill will pass. 
No one on this side will raise his voice A PETE it. Pity for these poor 
unfortunate men, and a desire to help them in their terrible distress, 


neral application was re- 


is just as powerful and just, as honest and true upon this side as it is 
apon the other. 
This is our record. We do not parade it except in self-defense. 


We do not proclaim upon the highways, except when our position is 
misrepresented. We let our acts speak, and not our professions. 

Upon this record we are willing to goto the country and to be judged 
by it. If there is hostility to the Union soldier in one line of it I do 
not observe it. If we are behind the republican party Ido not know 
it, nor does the country perceive it. We may not be so pretentious, 
so clamorous, so talkative on the subject, but we have given proof 
that no reasonable measure for the relief of the Union soldier has 
ever suffered any d: e at the hands of a democratic Congress. 

Let us be judged by this record, not by the alleged shortcomings 
of a good-natured Doorkeeper. And when we vote for General Field 
to-day instead of General Shields—the confederate democrat instead 
of the Union democrat—the country will know that we have re- 
served higher and better and more appropriate honors and emolu- 
ments for the gallant soldier who has spent the best days of his life 
in the service of his country. And when the time comes for confer- 
ring these honors and emoluments upon General Shields, as it may 
come te-day, I pledge every democratic vote on this side of the 
House, and every “confederate” general, as one man to stand by 

entlemen on the other side, if they sincerely wish to do hima favor. 

e do not wish him who has represented two States in the Senate 
of the United States to stoop to the insignificant and trying position 
of Doorkeeper of the House. His country would be ungrateful to 
ask him to accept the place. Let him go into an honorable and glo- 
rious retirement as an officer of the Army of the United States, and 
spend the remainder of his daysin the quiet and competence that 
his great services and advanced age require. This will be a reward 
worth having. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have done. I hope that we are about through 
with the insincere professions which are the stock in trade of the 
other side, The country is tired of them. If gentlemen think they 
have advanced the interests of the country, or promoted the pros- 
pects of their party 756 recent demonstrations, I for one believe that 
they are mistaken. There is too much good sense in the people not 
to discern insincerity, and too much honesty not todespise hypocrisy. 

Mr. CLYMER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to say one thing [Cries of “Vote!” 
I wish to say in justification of myself Tieton the question is put 
[Cries of “Vote!” 

POA a EEE, Does the gentleman rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry 
Mr. CALKINS. I do not; I wish to say a word by leave of the 
Chair and by leave of the House. 

Mr. CLYMER, I demand the previous question. 

5 SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines to 
yield. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent. 

Soveral MEMBERS. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to yield to a motion to post- 

one this until to-morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 
Peries of “No ne 
3 = CALKINS. I have a right to know who objeets to my being 
eard. 

The SPEAKER. Quite a number of voices objected. 

Mr. CALKINS. No one extends more courtesy to members than I 
do and I wish to know who objects. ; 

Mr, WIGGINTON. I am one who objects to the gentleman. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am glad to know it. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPEAKE The first question recurs on the substitnte moved 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLYMER, I that the House 
now proceed to the election of Doorkeeper. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER, State it. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the Chair has decided that the resolution intro- 
duced by me is divisible, and as its division would make the first 
clause of.the resolution and the substitute identical, I ask whether 
the gentleman will not reach what he desires by voting on my prop- 
osit ion. 

The SPEAKER. The question first recurs on the amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. BUTLER. All right; that is a substitute for the whole of my 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 123, nays 108, not voting 60; as follows: 


YEAS—123, 
Acklen, Caldwell, John W. Crittenden, Finley, 
4 Candler, Culberson, Forney, 
Bell, Carlisle, Davidson, 
Bicknell, Chalmers, Dibrell, Fuller: 
Blackburn, Clark, Alvah A, Dickey, rth, 
land, Clarke of Kentucky, Douglas, Gauso, 
Blount, Clark of Missouri, Gibson, 
Clymer, Eden, Giddings, 
Bouck, Cobb, Elam, Glover, 
Bragg, Cook, Ellis. o, 
Bright, Covert, Evins, John H. Gunter, 
Buckner, Cox, Samuel S. g Hamilton, 
bell, Cravens, Felton, Hardenbergh, 
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Henry R. Landers, Rea, Throckmorton, Mr. BRENTANO. I am paired with Mr. MULLER, of New York. If 
Hanis, Jonn T E Beagan, Turney he were here, I would vote “ no.” : ; i 
He ridge, 1. Angee ty ‘Americus V. ‘Waddell, 35 J eg Neale ER On A litical questions I am paired with my 
Hartzel Mack . Riddle, Walker, colleague from Virginia, Mr. PRIDEMORE. 
Howitt Abram 8. Mamuing, Robertin, Whitthorne OL ai Tien CO ee ee 
ewitt, r are ~ - ote “no, 
tee ba eio, Saylor Wits. The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Hooker, Mahon, es, Williams; James Mr. CLYMER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the substi- 
House, Mills. Schleicher, Williams, Jere tute was adopted; and also move that the motion to reconsider be 
Hunton, Money, a. Wilis Albert S. laid en the table. 
Sort Peet. | | Morten e Wood,’ The latter motion was to. 
Kenna i Muldrow, à Smith, William E woe ‘ ies 8 . 1 recurs on the resolution as amended 
Kimme ‘atterson, y the adoption o © su ute, 
Knapp, 3 paat Young. The question being taken, the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 
Enot ents ger, Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
NAYS—108. tion, as amended, was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
Aldrich, Danf Keightley, Robinson, G. P reconsider be laid on the table. 
pert 3 orage = rey tly oe * The latter motion was agreed to. 
Baker gehn H Bee Lathrop, Shoei: Mr. CLYMER. I now nominate Charles W. Field, a citizen of the 
Ballou, Dunrell, Lindecy, carp. aa s Be as oy the office a ee this eee : 
Banks, es, oring, x r. nominate the an istian, maim 
Bayne, 33 arab, Shallenbergee, tried, and true Union soldier, Dames Shield, brigadier-general United 
eo, vans, I. Newton McUook, Sinnickson, * 7 s 
Brewer, Evans, James L. McG Smalls, States Army, a citizen of the State of Missouri. 
Briggs, Fort, McKinley, Springer, Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask my colleague a ques- 
Browne, Foster, Mitchell, re 5 reg tion. 
com Bale 2 el Mr. CLYMER. I decline to yield. 
Butler, Hanna, Norcross, Thom Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Cain, Harmer, O'Neill, Townsend, Amos The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
8 Haskell, 8 d. w Ten Varese ons 8 of Pennsylvania. We are about to vote for an officer 
$ Hasol of this House—— ; 
Campbell, 3 Pall Waren Mr. EDEN. ‘That is not an inquiry. 
Genel 3 Polard, Wen . 8 775 gentleman oe per ede dan rigs ba 
ar a : make a parliamentary inquiry. 0 ir of course 
pence ae baa Willen Andre, the gentleman for that p ia? 
Conger, J ra i Pu Wiliama 0 G. ; Mr. WANE, of Pennsylvania. R am atoy te state it. I was say- 
Crapo, Jones, ex. i ng we are about to vote for an officer o ouse— 
Cummings Joyce, Randolph, — 71 Ar. EDEN. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
Catler, £ Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to know whether Mr. Field, 
NOT VOTING—60. who has been nominated by my colleague for this office, has been 
Aiken, Cox, Jacob D: S lca Smith, A. Herr relieved of his political disabilities ? 
enn ee — Stele, The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary question. 
be, Dwight, Lapham, Stephens, Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am informed that he has not. 
Benedict, Eickhoff, Luttrell, 8 Mr. CLYMER. He has been; and I will say further that he is now 
BIR, 8 Metals 8 holding office under the commissioners of this District. 
Boyd. Gardner Morse, Tipton, Mr. TE, of Pennsylvania, When did the bill pass? 
Brentano, Garfield, Muller, Tucker, Mr. CLYMER. He has been olding office for some time under the 
Brdges, Harris, Benj Oliver, Townshend, R. W. republican commissioners of this Distriet. 
Brugii, Bart, p SEA; The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the gentleman from Penn- 
Caldwell, W. P. Henkle, aa Ward. sylvania every privilege as long as he adheres to his statement that 
Chittenden, enry, William W. Warner, his ret was a pares mentery one. 
Claflin, Hum à Willis, Benj. A. Mr. ITẸ, of Pennsylvania. I protest I did adhere to my state- 
i ment, 
ee eee e ; The SPEAKER. The Chair did not say the gentleman did not. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, 
is confined to his room by illness since Saturday and is not able to be 
here to-day. J wish further to announce that Iam paired with Mr. 
ELLSWORTH, of Michigan. 

Mr. MORSE. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. Rick. 

Mr. YOUNG. My colleague, Mr. 1 is absent by leave 
of the Honse, is paired with Mr. FREEMAN, of Pennsylvania. If pres- 
ent, he would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. My colleague, Mr. Hart, is paired with Mr. 
OLINER, of Iowa, and my colleague, Mr. BENEDICT, is paired with 
Mr. BURDICK. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam paired on all political questions with Mr. Gar- 
FIELD. If he were present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND, is paired with my other 
colleague, Mr. TIPTON, on all political questions. 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague, Mr. MAYHAM, is paired with Mr. 
HUMPHREYS, of Wisconsin, and my colleague, Mr. . is paired 
with his colleague, Mr. Bacon. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. My colleague, Mr. AIKEN, is paired 
with Mr. WARD, of Pennsylvania. If he were present, he would vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. DEAN. I am paired with my colleague from Massachusetts, 
Mr. CLArIIN. If he were present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam pai with Mr. ROBERTS, of Maryland. If he 
were present, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
QUINN. If he were present, I would vote “no” and I suppose he 
would vote “ay.” 

Mr. PAGE, Tan paired on this question with the gentleman from 
New Vork, Mr. WILIIs. If he were present, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. On this question I am paired with 
the Saran from Georgia, Mr. STEPHENS. If he were present, he 
would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague from Iowa, Mr. BURDICK, and Mr. 
BENEDICT, of New York, are paired. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS, of 
Tennessee. If he were here, I would vote “no.” 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. According to my understanding of 
the rules I think I have a right to know for whom I am voting. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I nominate for Doorkeeper a Union soldier, a 
gentleman who fought three years in the war, who acquitted himself 
mith groat henor and credit, and who bears the marks of lead upon 
his y. Inominate John H. Trent, of the town of Morristown, in 
the State of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER, If there are no further nominations the Clerk will 
call the roll. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to move that the House do 
now adjourn ? 

Cries of “Regular order !”] 
he House proceeded to vote viva voce for Doorkeeper, with the fol- 
lowing result: 

Whole number of votes cast, 232; number necessary for a choice, 
117; of which Charles W. Field received 123 votes; James Shields 
received 101 votes; and John H. Trent received 8 votes. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Charles W, Field—Measrs. Acklen, 


Bi Boone, Bouck, Bragg, Bright, . Cadel Joe 
oun! n. CK, A 
rlisle, Chalm 8 


Bannin Bland, 
Buckner, Cabell, John W. Cald , Cand- 


— G 5 imera, Alval A k lark John: B Emko of Kentucky, John B. 
„of Misso! jiymer, 5 Hins, vert, Samu ox, Cravens, 
Crittenden, Cul Cutler, Davidson, Dickey, 


Ellis, John H. Evins, 
son, Giddings, Glover, Goode, Gun 
John T. Harris, Hartridge, Hartzell, 


Kenna, Ki: 

Manning, Martin, McKenzie, McMahon, 

wi — > Si Sielle 

1 Ross, ats Scales, Schleicher, y, Singleton, Slemons, Will- 
< t 


h, Southard, Spar! 
Waddell, Walker, Walsh, tihorne, ie wat Alpheus S. W. J. 
W Wilson, Wood, Wright, Yeates, 


illiams, Jere N. Williams, Albert S. W. 


Danford, Deering, Eames, 

Foster, Frye, Hale, Hanna, Haskell, Hazelton, Hendee, Henderson, 

‘ord, Ittner, James, John S. Jones, Joyce, Keifer, K. 
Lindsey, Loring, Marsh, MoCook, McGowan, M. J. 
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Say 
Springer, Stewart, John W. S J 5 ; 
„ ne . Wait, Watson, Welch, Michael D. 
9 4 a r Williams, Charles G. Williams, Richard 

For John H. Trent—Messrs. ley, Ba; Errett, I. Newton Evans, Harmer, 
O'Neill, Randolph, and Harry Welte 8 ee * 

During the roll-call the following statements were made: 

Mr. BUNDY, (when his name was called.) I vote for General James 
Shields, who never had occasion to ask Congress to remove his polit- 
ical disabilities. 

Mr. HAMILTON, (when his name was called.) I vote for Charles 
W. Field, a former major-general in the confederate service. 

Mr. MORSE. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. RICE. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. My colleague, Mr. Hart, is paired with Mr. 
OLIVER, and my colleague, Mr. BENEDICT, is paired with Mr. Bur- 
DICK. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Upon all political questions I am paired with my 
3 Mr. THORNBURGH. If he were here, I should vote for Mr. 

e 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam paired upon all political questions with the 
gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GARFIELD. If he were present, I should 
vote for Mr. Field. 

Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND, is paired upon all 
political 1 with Mr. TIPTON. 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague,,Mr. MAYHAM, is paired with Mr. 
HUMPHREY, of Wisconsin. my colleague were present, he would 
vote for Mr. Field. 

Mr. DEAN, I am paired with my colleague, Mr, CLAFLIN. 

Mr. EWING. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. GARDNER, If 
he were present, I should vote for Mr. Field. 

Mr. B. of New York. I am paired with ny colleague, Mr. 
Quinn. If he were present, I should vote for Mr. Shields. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My colleague, Mr. PRIDEMORE, is de- 
tained at his home by illness in his family. If he were present, he 
would vote for Mr. Field. He is paired with Mr. JORGENSEN, 

Mr. PAGE. I am ‘paired upon all political questions with Mr. 
WILIIs, of New York. If he were present, I should vote for Mr. Shields. 

Mr. BRENTANO, Iam paired with Mr. MULLER. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote for Mr. Shields, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. Iam paired with Mr. STEPHENS, 
of Georgia. . If he were present, I should vote for Mr. Shields. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS, of 
Tennessee. If he were ers he would vote for Mr. Field, and I 
should vote for Mr. Shields. 

Mr. JORGENSEN. Iam paired upon all political questions with 
n Mr. PRIDEMORE. 

r. HENDERSON. My colleague, Mr. Born, is absent from the 
House on account of indisposition. 

Mr. COLE. I desire to announce that Mr. WARD, of Pennsylvania, 
is paired with Mr. AIKEN, of Sonth Carolina. If they were present 
Mr. Warp would vote for Mr. Shields, and I suppose Mr, AIKEN would 
vote for Mr. Field. 

Mr. YOUNG. My colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, is paired with Mr. 
FREEMAN. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague, Mr. TIPTON, is paired with my other 
colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I am paired with Mr. DWIGHT, of New York. If 
Mr. DwiGcur were here, he woald vote for Mr. Shields and I should 
vote for Mr. Field. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I desire to say that I am paired 
with Mr. ELLSWORTH, of Michigan. If he were present, I should vote 
for Mr. Field. I desire also to announce that my colleague, Mr. BROG- 
DEN, is confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr, BLAIR. upon this matter I am paired with the gentleman 
from land, Mr. ROBERTS. If he were present, I should vote for 
Mr. Shields. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. Charles W. Field having received a majority of 
the votes, is duly elected Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CL R. Iask that the oath of office be now administered 
to the Doorkeeper-elect. 

CHARLES W. FIELD appeared and qualified as Doorkeeper of the 
House of Representatives by taking the oath of office prescribed by 

W. 


GENERAL JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
and have passed at this time a bill authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint James Shields, of Missouri, a brigadier-gen- 
ig in ‘ges United States Army on the retired list. I ask that the bill 

read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the regular order. 

RN bonis decease Does the gentleman decline to allow the bill to 
rea 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANNING. I hope the gentleman will not object to the reading. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Is it in order for me to move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill? 


The SPEAKER, The Chair under his practice cannot recognize 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLark] on the motion to suspend 


the rules. The right to make that motion rests either with the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. LuTTRELL] or the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. FRANKLIN. ] 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I move to suspend the rules and put upon its 
passage the bill of the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. ae. 1 
want to know whether gentlemen on the other side mean what they 
say or not. 

e SPEAKER. The W from California moves to supend 
tho rules and the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That can only be done after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would like to direct the attention of 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] to Rule 145. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
8 notice being given of the motion therefor; nor shall any rule be sus- 
pen except by a vote of at least two-thirds of the m present; nor shall 
the order of wiv loot as established by the rules, be ned or chan except 
by a voteof at least two-thirds of the members present ; nor shall the ker en- 
tertain a motion to suspend the rules, except during the last six days of the session, 
and on . “peg week at the expiration of one hour after the Journal is 
read; unless call of States and Territories for bills on leave and resolutions 
pia pa earlier concluded, when the Speaker may entertain a motion to suspend 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill authorizing the President of the United States to appoint James Shields, of 

Missouri, a Brigadier-General in the United States Army, on the retired list. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled — 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object to the reading of the bill 
until the question of order is decided. 

The SPEAKER. What question of order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The question of order raised by the 
gentleman from Michigan, [Mr ConGER.] 

Mr. CONGER. I raised no question of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Then I raise the question. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the Chair understood the gen- 
tleman from Michigan not to interrupt the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk (resuming) read as follows : 

That the President of the United States be, and hereb: eee . to appoint 

an 


James Shields, of Missouri, formerly a ier-gene brevet major-general 
during the Mexican war and a bri r-general of volunteers duri: © re- 
bellion and who was severely ed in both said wars of his com- 


Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion 
to 2 the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I raise the question of order that 
this motion cannot be entertained under Rule 145. 

The SPEAKER, „ is too late with his point of order, 
for the bill has been read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I rose a moment ago and objected 
to the reading of the bill. 

The SP. . The gentleman rose to state that the gentleman 
from Michigan had raised the point of order, 

Mr. WHI of Pennsylvan And I then said that I raised the 
question of order. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly you did. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I raise the question of order now. 
I take the responsibility of so doing. The passage of this bill is 
without a precedent in the history of our Government, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair accepts the statement of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that he rose for the purpose of objecting and 
raising the point of order. He will now state the point. 

Mr. ITE, of Pennsylvania. My point is that under Rule 145 the 
motion to suspend the rules and put this bill on its passage cannot 
now be entertained by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. y not? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Because the rule says so. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman point ont the language of the 
rule which forbids the entertaining of this motion! 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I raise the additional point that 
this motion cannot be entertained until after the expiration of the 
morning hour, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the lan- 

of the rule. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Very well. I find the language to 
be this: 

No standing rule or order of the House shall be rescinded or changed without 
one day’s notice. 

Then the next clause seems to contemplate the entertainment of 
the is beg but that is explained away by the concluding clause of 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please read that part of the 
rule that he relies upon in connection with the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I rely upon the entire rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair reads the only portion of the rule that 
really relates to the proceedings of Monday: 

On Monday of every week at the expiration of one hour after the Journal is read. 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2353 


Mr. HALE. I rere gentleman from Penusylvania will with- 


draw his point of At any rate it would only make a delay of 
an hour. The House will easily enough come to a vote on this propo- 
sition; and there is no advantage to be gained by insisting on the 


Pot WHITE, of P lvania. I call for the regular order of busi 
x ennsylvania. ‘or the o 0 - 
ness, which is the decision of my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decide the point of order. The 


very letter of the rule says “on Monday of 5 week at the expira- 
tion of one hour after the Journal is read.” The Journal was read 
and finished about a quarter after twelve o’clock ; that is about three 
hours and three-quarters since. . 

MONTE; of Pennsylvania. Does the Speaker overrule my point 
of order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I submit. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. And votes for General Shields. (Laughter. ] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


yeas nays 6, not voting 57; as follows: 
YEAS—228, 
Aldrich, Deering, Hunton, y, 
Bacon, Denison, Ittner, Rice, Americus V. 
Baker, John H. Dibrell, J Riddle, 
Baker, William H. Dickey, Jones, James T. Robbins, 
Bali a ENE . 
ox ce, 
Banning, Durham, Keifer, Ross, 
Ba: Eames, Keightley, Ryan, 
Bell, Eden, K 0 — . 
Bicknell, Eickhoff, Kenna, Sayler, 
Bisbee, Elam, Ketcham, Scales, 
oa Evans, I. Newton Knap Sexton, 
Blount, Evans, James L. Knot Shallenberger, 
Boone, Evins, John H Landers, Shelley, 
~ Bouck, Ewing, Lathrop, Singleton, 
Bragg, i Felten, Ligon, Sinnickson, 
Brentano, Finley, Lindsey, Slemons, 
Briggs, Forney, Lockwood, Smalls, 
Bridges, Fort, A Smith, William E. 
Bright, Foster, Lu Southard, 
—.— weet Mackey, roria 
okner, ay A A 
A Garth, Manning, Stewart 
utler, 
Cain, Gause, Marsh, Stone, Joseph C. 
Caldwell, John W. Giddings, — — John W. 
Camp, Glover, McKenzie, Throckmorton, 
Candler, Goode, McKinley, d, Amos 
C Gunter, McMahon, Townsend, M. I. 
siale Metcalfe, Tucker, 
Caswell, ton, Turner, 
Chalmers, Hanna, Mitchell, Turney, 
ttenden, Hardenbergh, Money, SAG 
Clark, Alvah A. Harmer, Monroe, Van Vorhes, 
of Harris, Benj. W. Morgan, Wad 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Harris, 3 Morrison, Wait, 
Clark, Harris, John Morse, Walker, 
Clymer, Harrison, Maldrow, Walsh, 
Cob, Hartri Neal, we N 
Co) elc! 
Collins, Haskell, 8 T. M. te, Michael D 
Conger, Hatcher, Patterson, G. W. Wine. 
Gu Hazelton, Peddie, W. A. S. 
Covert, Hendee, Phel; Williams, Andrew 
Cox, Samuel 8. Henderson, Phi Williams, C. G. 
Cravens, Henkle, Pollard, Williams, James. 
Crittenden, Hewitt, Abram S. Potter, Williams, Jere N. 
2Jͤ 8 
owvers, 8, 
Cutler, Price, Willits, 
Danford, Hooker, b, Wilson, 
Davidson, ey, Wood, 
oe es ay Rea, Wright, 
me Hunter, Reed, Young. 
NAYS—4. 
cklen, Ji John 8. Randolph, White, Harry 
Cox, Jacob D. ON 
NOT VOTING—57. 
Aiken, Claflin, Mayham, Stephens, 
Atkins, Crapo, — . Swann, 
ley, t Maller, Tho 
Bee Ellsworth, N. Thornburgh, 
Benedict, Errett, Oliver, pton, 
Blair, Overton, Townshend, R. W. 
B 4 Serdeld lemore, ete 
Bo Garfiel ; 
BRON, Hart, ies William W. Warner, 
Brogde: Hayes, Roberts, Whitthorn 
Bure Henry, Robinson, G. D. Willis, Benj. A 
Burdick, Humphrey, Sapp, ren. 
Cabell, James, Smith, A. Herr 
Caldwell, W. P. Killinger, Starin, 
Camp Lapham, Steele, 


So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 

Teror the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: I am paired with Mr. ELLS- 
WORTH, of Michigan, on all litical questions; but, as this is not a 


political question, I vote in affirmative. My colleague, Mr. BROG- 


DEN is absent from the House on account of sickness, 
VII 
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Mr. TUCKER. Iam paired with Mr. GARFIELD on all political ques- 
tions. This is not one and I have therefore voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. EDEN. My colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND, who is absent, is paired 
with my other coll e, Mr. Tipton. I presume if they were here 
they would both vote in the affirmative. 

. EWING. Iam paired withmy colleague, Mr. GARDNER; but, as 
this seems not to be regarded as a political question, I vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS. If he were here I would vote in the 
affirmative, and I presume he also would vote the same way. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague, Mr. TIPTON, is absent by leave of 
the House. Ipresume, if he were here, he would vote in thé affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. KENNA moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Am from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, announced that the President had approved and signed bills of 
A bill (H.R. No. 142) gran sion to George MoCo 

A bi A 0. 142 ting a pension to rgo McCoy ; 

A bill G. R. No. 438 granting a pee to Adam Stinson ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 467) restoring name of Thomas Crawford, a 
soldier of the Mexican war, to the pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 596) to amend section 540, chapter 1, title 13, Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States ; 

A bill G. R. No. 1254) for the relief of John A. Darling; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1948) granting a pension to Bridget T. Hopper; 


and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2516 ting a pension to Fannie E. Records, 
widow of Albert B. Macca lates private in Company G, Fifteenth 
Regiment Maine Volunteers. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of a bill (S. No. 180) to provide for a buildin 
for the use of a post-office, the United States circuit and distri 
courts, and other Government offices at Topeka, Kansas; in which 
concurrence was requested. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I am directed by the Committee on 1 
to report a bill (H. R. No. 4246) ing appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the soal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 


rinted, 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to give notice, Mr. S er, that I will call 
up the post-office appro riation bill for consideration immediately 
the pension bill is di of. 


CURRENCY. 

Mr. BUTLER arose, 

Mr. SAYLER. I do not wish to interfere with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts unless his business occupies too much time. I-wish to 
move to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will not take much time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will not move to adjourn, as 
I wish to report the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. SINGLETON. And I wish to make a report from the Commit- 
tee on eS : 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to suspend the rules and pass a bill (H. R. 
No. 4238) to supply a convenient currency with which the minor busi- 
ness transactions of the people may be done. I ask that the bill be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue 
United States notes of denominations for the fractions of a dollar ting 
fifty and twenty-five cents each, only to the extent and according to provis- 
ions of sections 3572, 3573, 3574, 3575, and 3576 of the Revised Statutes. 

SEC. 2. And the same may be redeemed either in other notes of the United States, 
as . th Treasury eitn United States legal - tend 

EC. 3. n n 0 either tender 
notes or e a such amount of said fractional currency as he 
may desire, equal to tho amount so paid in, until the limit of issue of said frac- 
agg J. Whe Bearetary of tho T shall t one-sixth of all ts 

EC. 4. © Secretary o e Treasury out on a en 
made from the Prey in redemption of nationalbank notes in United States 
legal-tender notes of the denominations of §1, $2, $3, and $5, each in ogon propor- 
tions, and all payments for the current expenses of the Government in like 5 30 
tion, until the amount of such notes in circulation shall be equal to one-sixth of all 
the legal-tender notes and bank-notes sbown by the books of the to have 
been issued, and to remain uncanceled until the amount of one-sixth thereof shall 
be reached. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to time, there- 
afterward pay out United States legal-tender notes of such small denominations, 
in payment of current expenses, in such proportion with the other notes as to main- 
tain the proportion of one-sixth of small legal-tender* es. he whole amount of 
bank-notes and legal-tender notes which shall appear i have been issued and to 
remain uncanceled by the books of the Treasury of the United States. 

4 Mr. BUTLER. I now desire to have read a section of the Revised 
tatutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Lou will not get rid of it that way. 
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The SPEAKER. It will go over until next Monday. 
The motion was to; and thereupon (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of citizens of Hancock Connty, 
Indiana, for an increase of the pension of Eli C. Francis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACON: The petition of Low, Harriman & Co. and other 
merchants of New York, against the passage of the tariff bill—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the common couneil of Brooklyn, New York, 
for the construction of a post-office building in said city—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BAKER, of New York: The petition of Willard Johnson 
and 154 other business men of Oswego Falls, New York, against the 

of the tariff bill—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of John Malloy, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREWER: A paper relating to the establishment of 
routes between Corunna and Hazleton, and between Elsie and 


ost- 
dge- 


wood, Michigan—to the Committee on the Pést-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. CAIN: The petition of the Agricultural Society of South 
Carolina, against reducing the duty on jute and jute bagging—to the 


Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Samuel Lowery, for aid in the establishment of 
silk culture in Alabama—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The petition of Mrs. S. B. Holton, for compen- 
sation for the use of p by the United States military anthori- 
ties—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COLE: The petition of the tobacco manufacturers of Saint 
Louis, Missouri, against the establishment of bonded tobacco ware- 
houses—to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. COOK: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route between Mon Evansville, Snow Drop, Henderson’s, 
Green Hill, and Hawkinsville, Georgia—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of citizens of 3 an 
appropriation of $15,000 to clear obstructions in the Fourche la Fave 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Wilson G. Gray, for an increase of pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petition of citizens of Marietta and Cobb 
Counties, shen ae for the establishment of a branch mint at Mari- 

i the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
By Mr. FORT: Papers relating to the claim of Allen Harper, of 
Illinois—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Two hat de of citizens of Seneca County, Ohio, 

nst reducing the on wool—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Gideon Bearse and others, that a 

nsion be granted George C. Leighton to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of citizens of Perry County, Indi- 

Carro 
ana, for a route from lton to Leopold, Indiana—to the Com- 
mi on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petitions of the mayor and aldermen of 
Galveston, Texas, and of owners, masters of vessels, and others, for 
an appropriation to construct a light-house at the entrance of the 
inner harbor, port of Galveston—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. : The petition of Montgomery Mills an 

y Mr, LTON: The petition of Montgo Mills and 25 
others, against changing the tariff on linseed-oil—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. ‘ 

Also, the petition of the State grange of Wisconsin, against reduc- 
ing the duty on wool—to the same committee. 

N the petition of Rowly Morris and 15 others, of Green County, 
Wisconsin, for the reduction of the duty on manufactured tobacco 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the publisher of the Independent, Brodhead, 
Wisconsin, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the same com- 


mittee. 

Also, the petition of John A. Klindt and 24 others, for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of citizens of New 
York, relating to national export trade—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr, LUTTRELL: The petition of C. H. Caldwell and others, 
for the establishment of 3 savings-banks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of the Nebraska colony, of Altoona, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill for the relief of settlers upon 
western Government lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MONEY: The petition of the publisher of The Advance, 
Winona, Mississippi, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of 3 for the refunding of 
the cotton tax to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, the petition of Mrs. P. J. Leflore, for compensation for prop- 
ony: taken by the United States Army—to the same committee. 

y Mr. MONROE: The petition of John C. Biggs, of Ohio, and 
others, for the repeal of the limitation of time in the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Martha 
Cannon—to the Committee of Claims. 

Also, the petition of Passed Assistant Engineer Absalom Kirby, 
United States Navy, for relief—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John Ritchie and others, against 
be imposition of an income tax—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. PUGH: The petition of merchants and citizens of Trenton, 
New Jersey, for the establishment of ocean mail steamship service—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petina of citizens of Trenton, New Jersey, for the ap- 
pointment of a joint committee of the two Houses of Con to in- 
vestigate the workings of the interstate railroad system of the United 
States—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, two petitions of workingmen, of Trenton, New Jersey, against 
any reduction of duties which protect labor and against the reimpo- 
sition of the war tax on tea and coffee—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of workingmen of 
Columbia, 5957 77700 of similar import —to the same committee. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petitions of J. W. Manley and 100 other 
citizens of Muskingum County, Ohio, against any reduction of the 
tariff; of James Colville and 40 other citizens of Licking County, 
Ohio, against the reduction of the tariff on wool; and of D. H. Pow- 
ers and 50 other citizens of Zanesville, Ohio, against any reduction 
of import duties on glass and other manufactured articles—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. STEWART: The petition of citizens of Minnesota, for the 
amendment of the timber-culture act so as to reduce the number of 
acres n to be cultivated from forty to ten acres—to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: Two petitions of citizens of 
Troy, New York, against reviving the income tax—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petitions of John Parmeter and 23 
other citizens of Meigs County; of M. B. Custer and 46 other citi- 
zens of Fairfield County, and of W. H. Hammond and 88 other citi- 
zens of Hocking County, Ohio, against any reduction of the tariff 
on wools and woolens—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the claim of J. George Harris, 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of G. W. and es Bumpass, of 
Tennessee, for the reference of their war claim to the southern claims 
commission—to the same committee. 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 9, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. EUSTIS presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Louisiana, in favor of an appropriation by Congress for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Red River; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also presented the memorial of A. M. Miller & Co., and oth 
foreign steamship agents, remonstrating the ofthe b 
85 955 No. 2478) to amend certain sections of titles 48 and 52 of the 

vised Statutes of the United States, concerning commerce and 
navigation and the io, Seog of steam-vessels, so far as the same 
relates to foreign vessels; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented the petition of Mrs. Nancy M. Richmond, of 
Pierson, Michigan, widow of Lyman A. Richmond, a soldier in the 
Mexican war, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Sidney T. Holmes and 156 nen 
business men of Bay City, Michigan, praying for the uncondition: 
ropees of the national bankrupt law; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY presented the memorial of George Rutson, D. 
H. Noyes, and 254 others, residents of the coast of Saginaw Bay, Lake 
Huron, remonstrating against the pro transfer of the life-say- 
ing service from the asury to the Navy Department; which was 
0 


ered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent the petition of Hugo Osterhans, United 
States Navy, praying that Master W. M. Wood, United States Navy, 
be restored to his proper rank. I move that the petition be referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and I trust that that committee will consider it in connection with 
the proposed promotion of Mr. Wood. 
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The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Lelia E. McCauley, widow 
of Commodore Charles S. McCauley, late of the United States Navy, 
praying payment for pans property lost at the abandonment of 
the navy-yard, Norfolk, Virginia, April 20, 1861; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of John H. Walker 
and others, citizens of Pensacola, Florida, praying for the construc- 
tion of a southern transcontinental railway from the Mississippi 
River to the Pacific Ocean; which was referred to the Committee on 


Railroads. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. E, C. Long, of Florida, daugh- 
ter of the late Ric K. Call, praying compensation for services 
rendered the Government by her late father, in accordance with a 
judgment of the northern district court of Florida, rendered on the 
18th day of January, 1847 ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. OGLESBY presented the petition of Charles F. Tate, and other 
citizens of Illinois on his behalf, orai that he be allowed a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 21) for the relief of Brigadier-General 
Alexander S. Webb, late of the United States Army, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 864) to provide for the construction, maintenance, and opera- 
tion of a military telegraph in Dakota and Montana Territories, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which 


was ordered to be 3 
Mr. MO m the Committee on Finance, to whom the sub- 
ject was refi reported a bill (S. No. 1058) to repair and put in 


operation the mint at New Orleans, authorizing the coinage of gold 
and silver thereat, and making an appropriation therefor vwhish waa 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL, The bill just reported is in the nature of a substi- 
tute for two other bills, the bill (S. No. 916) to re-establish the mint 
at New Orleans, authorizing the coinage o F and silver thereat, 
and making an appropriation therefor, and the bill (S. No. 768) to 
defray the expenses of the mint and assay- office at New Orleans, 
Louisiana, and making an appropriation therefor. I therefore move 
that these bills be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was 5 pag to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ought to add that the Committee on Finance 
deem this mint at New Orleans to be all that will be necessary to 
coin all the silver that is required under existing law. 

Mr. antes baa dron the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 375) for the protection of widows, orphans, 
and heirs at law of officers of the Army of the United States, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill was med indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 592) for the relief of Captain P. A. Owen, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. OGLESBY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam directed by the Committee on Fe age ipod 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for the de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other 
purp! to report it with amendments. I will it up at such time 
time as the business of the Senate may suggest a proper opportunity, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1059) granting a Meroe to Jacob 8. Hunt; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1060) directing the Secretary of War to erect head- 
stones over the graves of soldiers interred in cemetery at Mound 
City, Kansas ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 28 introduce industrial expositions 
into the public schools of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1062) to introduce moral and social science into 
epanye PEE 7 1 District of Columbia; which was read twice 

y its title, and, wi e accompanying pa referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, ad e ta be printed. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1063 porong for the compensation to be 
paid for the transportation of the mails on railroad routes; which 
was read twice Bre sae, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- : 


Mr. COKE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1064) for the relief of Henry Warren; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLAINE (by request) asked, and Ra ea ape consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1065) for the relief of Tous- 
siant Mesplie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. WALLACE, it was 

Ordered, That Catharine T. Campbell have leave to withdraw her petition and 
papers from the files of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was : 

Ordered, That Andrew B. Battelle and T dare have leave to withdraw 
their petition and papers from the files of the 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. MITCHELL. On the 27th of last month the Committee on 
Claims instructed me to report to the Senate a bill (S. No. 999) for the 
relief of Eliza E. Hebert. This claim has been reported heretofore 
twice, favorably in both Houses, I believe; but m information 
which I have received from a prominent Senator within the last few 
days and also from some further information which I have received 
from other sources, I am impressed by the conviction that this claim 
should receive further consideration at the hands of the committee. 
5 meee move the recommittal of the bill to the Committee on 

aims, 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, communicating, in answer to a resolution of 
February 18, 1878, information in relation to lands belonging to the 
United States in the State of Florida, reserved for naval purposes ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARMY REGULATIONS. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 868) to provide for a code of Army regulations. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre of 
War to have prepared and to report to pee Steer at the next session, 
or as soon thereafter as is practicable, a e of regulations for the 
government of the Army and of the militia in actual service, which 
shall embrace all pyre orders and forms of a general character 
for the performance of all duties incumbent on officers and men in 
the military service, including rules for the government of courts- 
martial; and the existing regulations are to remain in force until 
Congress shall have acted on his report. 

Mr. MAXEY. This bill comes from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, who instructed me on the 2d instant to report it back favor- 
ably, with this amendment: In line 4, after the word * Congress,” to 
strike out the words “at the next session or;” and in line 5, after 
the word “soon,” to strike out “ thereafter ;” so as to read: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to have and 
to report to Congress as soon as practicable a code of regulations, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on this amendment re- 
ported from the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state that there have been no Army la- 
tions revised for fifteen years, since when the Army has been both 


increased and reduced. A t many laws have been passed affectin 
the Army, and many regulations and rules have been made whic 
are not embraced in the revised Army regulations of 1863 but are scat- 
tered through many papers, and the inconvenience is apparent. The 
Secretary of War urges the ee of such a bill, the only question 
being whether the code should be published under the supervision of 
the President, without being placed before Co or whether it 
should be submitted to Congress. I will state that a bill like this 
assed Congress several years ago, but it contained the words “and 
report to Con at the next session.” The report was not acted 
on by the end of the then next session, and the result was that we 
had no revision of the Army regulations under that measure. That 
was several years ago. The Committee on Military Affairs instruct 
me to say that in their opinion the clause of the Constitution which 
declares that Con shall have power “ to make rules for the gov- 
ernment and 3 of the land aud naval forces“ necessitates 
the adoption of these rules, when made, by Con ; that an expert 
or experts may be employed in aiding this work, but the final act of 
judgmentin the adoption of the rules must be by Congress. Hence 
the committee report the bill as it now stands. 

Mr. Mc. . May Linquire of the honorable Senator from 
Texas whether the views of the War Department and of the General 
of the ary have been obtained upon this subject or can be com- 
municated by the Senator ? 


Mr. Y. Ihave already stated, but presume the Senator did 
not hear me, that the Military Committee referred the whole matter 
to the Secretary of War, who urges the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I had not heard the Senator. 
indistinct in this part of the Chamber. 


His remarks were 
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Mr. MAXEY. I took that precaution myself. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

W. C. SNYDER. 

Mr. FERRY. I move that the Senate procced to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. Snyder, of Illinois. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Auditor of the 
Post- Oles Department to credit the account of W. C. Snyder, as 
postmaster at Fulton, Whitesides County, Illinois, with $175, on his 
money-order account, for that sum paid by him upon money-orders 
burned on the 26th of March, 1875; and the further sum of $451 on 
his general account, being the amount of pee tamps and stamped 
envelopes burned by the destruction of his office by fire, and funds 
of the United States stolen on that day, without his fault or negli- 


nce. 

Eho bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was, in line 9, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out “451” and insert “381;” so as to read: 

And the farther sum of $381 Fb pngna pare re being the amount of postage- 
stamps and stamped envelopes burned in the destruction of his office by fire. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 12, after the word “ fire,” to strike 
out the words “ and funds of the United States stolen;” so as to read: 

Being the amount of tamps and stam envel burned by the de- 
atraction of his office iy aren the said 26th of March, £D. 1875, wi t his 
fault or negligence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS OF BROTHERTOWN INDIANS. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 1135. This bill came from the House with a report 
which the Committee on Public Lands have had under consideration, 
and they recommend that it pass. The committee find in reading the 
bill that there is a clerical error which occurs in the 8 bill of 
the House precisely as hast pepe in this printed bill. object of 
the bill is to appoint a n number of the Brothertown Indians 
trustees to sell a small portion of a township of public lands which 
belonged to the Brothertown Indians long, long ago, and which was 
under a law of Con allotted to them in severalty, and upon the 
allotment being made to each of the Indians of the tribe they thereby 
became citizens of the United States. The township was ae 
each Indian in severalty, and the title all settled, and they 0 
citizens. Subsequently it was discovered that there was an excess of 
about one hundred acres in the township which was not divided or 
allotted. The bill simply provides that the Brothertown Indians in 
their council may appoint fourorfive men, named in the bill as trustees 
to sell that hun acres and divide the proceeds among the tribe; 
that is all. Iwish the bill to be passed as proposed to be amended so that 
it may go back to the House to be corrected. It is a mere clerical 
error which compels us to send it back for the purposeof correction. 
But for that amendment the bill would pass here without hesitation, 
and immediately become a law. I therefore move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to ‘consider the bill (H. R. No. 1135) to authorize 
the issue of a patent of certain lands in the Brothertown reservation, 
5 5 — State of Wisconsin, to the persons selected by the Brothertown 

ians. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, in line 2 of section 2 to strike out the words “is hereby” 
where they twice occur. 

Mr. OGLESBY. These words are simply repeated in that line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 

a third time. 

I be bill was read the third time, and passed. 
GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. 

The motion was a; d to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase a site for and cause to be erected a suitable 
building, with fire-proof vault extending to each story, for the accom- 
modation of the post-office, custom-house, bonded warehouse, internal- 
revenue offices, and other Government offices, at the city of Kansas, 
Missouri. The site and building thereon, when completed upon plans 
and specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $200,000, 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out lines 16, 17, and 18, in the 
following words: 


Release and relinquish to the United States the t to tax or assess said si 
the tune the United Beates = 


„„ rere Carag shall be or remain the 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time 
the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the 
B eee aes IG OTA eae, AA Oe of any civil pro- 
cesses 

So that the proviso will read : 


Provided, That no money to be aj for this shall be available 
until a valid title to the site of alk building cball bo vested zr the United States, 
and until the State of Missouri shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdic- 


tion over the same, &. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section: 
of any maney in the Trenaury ot DAY ES sppeeyesatea, tbs week aad cepeacd 

an 0 no! a ʻ an 
toward the — ts of said building. * 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire whether the seguite steps have 
been taken so that this will be all that the building will cost, or 
whether there are any plans and specifications ! 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill state that it was submitted to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and he estimated that $200,000 would be suffi- 
cient to complete a building of the character which was needed at 
Kansas City, Missouri. This bill limits the cost to that amount. 
Ran ane cia Please state what are the necessities for a building 

ere 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state the necessities for a building at 
Kansas City. In the first place, the amount of clearings at the Kansas 
oy Snagit e for 1875 was $40,815,935.76; for 1876, 862,840, 608.76; 
and for 1877, $69,213,011.51. The internal revenue paid by Kansas 
City alone, at the Kansas ne Re not including the amount that 
was collected from the adjoining district, for 1874 was 869, 190.50; for 
1875, $72,144.95; for 1876, $75,586.97 ; and for 1877, $74,285.19. The 
post-office does probably a larger business than that of any of the 
western cities of anything like a similar size. The aggregate receipts 
from the sale of stamps, envelopes, and cards; for box rent, unpaid 
letters, Myr see and fees on pore! orders for 1875 were $39,768.08; 
for 1876, $52,000; and for 1877, $64,221.51. The aggregate expenses 
of the office, clerk hire, rent, salaries, and carrier system altogether, 
for 1875 were $25,813.45, leaving a net profit to the Government of 
$13,954.23. For 1876 the expenses were $26,446.51, leaving a net gain 
to.the Government of $25,553.49; and for 1877 the expenses were 
$25,726.91, leaving a net gain to the Government of $38,494.60. The 
money orders issued at that office amounted to $126,123.45; the fees 
on the same to $1,190.60. The certificates of 757 7 for money- order 
funds from the postmasters amounted to $636,343.74, making the total 
receipts from these two resources 8763 657.79. The total number of 
pieces of mail matter delivered was 3,607,605. The total number of 
pieces of mail matter collected was 1,478,986. The number of letters 
ed 1,825,000, and the number of letters delivered in the city 

It is one of the largest railroad centers west of Saint Louis, has 
nine railroads centering there, and has communication with all parts 
of the great West. I ask that this bill may be passed simply because 
it is a matter of economy to the Government to providea building at 
that place for the transaction of its rapidly increasing business. The 
business now justifies the expenditure, and in a very few years the 
business will be double what it is now. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say, in addition to what the Senator 
from Missouri has said, that this matter was very fully investigated 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and reported 
unanimously. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DAKOTA SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. TELLER, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 927) to authorize the construction of a narrow- 
gauge railroad from Bismarck to the Black Hills. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Railroads with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. WINDOM. This bill was read at length on a former occasion, 
and at the request of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY } 
it was laid over that he might suggest some amendments. He has 


prepared a number of amendments which meet the approval of the 
members of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are some committee amendments 
which will be first disposed of. They will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. The first amendment of the Committee on 
Railroads is, in line 3 of section 1, to strike out “ William Johnson” 


1878. 


and to insert William A. Johnstone” as the name of one of the cor- 
porators. 
The amendment was to. f k 
The next amendment was, in line 6 of section 1, to strike out 
Loren“ and insert “ Lorain ” in the name of Lorain P. Hilliard.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 3 
The next amendment was, in line 7, section 2, after the word “entire,” 
to insert the word “ line;” so as to read: 
And and as herein 
. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of section 5, to strike out the 
following words: 
And when the business of said road shall to it, the said 
may change the gauge of maid railroad to . . 


The amendment was agreed to. : i s 
The next amendment was to strike ont section 8, in the following 
words: 
That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act, having due re- 
gard to rights which fed have become vested in said company. 
And in lien thereof to insert: 


The said Dakota Southwestern Railroad 88 ma 
and branches of such gat ge as may be dete pel on 4 


ed, the entire line of its said 
this act. 


construct its main line 
its board of directors. 


Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or act until such time as 
the said railroad so to be built shall be, or the m thereof shall be, wi 

the limits of some State. And when the said or the greater thereof, 
shall shall in all 


be within the limits of a State, the corporation hereby creat 
and ted 95 such State, when- 


er Congress 
1 not have an ter or other control over such corporation than if it had 
a created by the State. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator who has 
the bill in charge whether he proposes to strike ont that provision 
of the charter which gives Congress the power to alter, amend, or 


repeal. 
Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIAN] 
will answer that question. He has an amendment prepared to meet 


that case. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, I propose to leave the eighth 
section as contained in this bill, reserving the power, stricken out as 
it is, and then for the eighth section, which is printed as an amend- 
ment on the thirteenth page, I propose to offer the following as a 
substitute: - 

Whenever any part of the present Territory of Dakota through which said road 
TAY TO AhEII DA MURLI LTS WE UAAR E cine mighert A O NAE E aA ee 

and its appurtenances and property as may be within any such State shall be 
subject to State taxation. 

I propose that as a substitute for section 8 on page 13, the com- 
mittee’s amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan pro- 
pose to amend the amendment reported by the committee ? 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Les, sir. Then 


propose to add as a new 
section: 
This and rovision thereof, and t, power, and privil 
therein pariere are hereby declared to be r tite io that Eon — 


may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act or any provision therein contained 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be first acted 
upon. 

Blr. WINDOM. I desire to say that, having charge of this bill, I 
have no objection to either of these amendments, and I hope they 
may be adopted. I am sure the last is strong enough for all pur- 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish the last amendment to come in at the 
close of the bill, as a ninth section. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In that view the committee’s amendment 
will be dealt with separately and first disposed of. It will be 1 
now in order that the Senate may vote upon it understandingly. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Railroads report to strike 
out section 8, in the following words: 

That Congress at any time alter, amend, or repeal thi having di 
gard te ele viish map bere become vested in said 8 W 

And in lieu of these words to insert: 


Sro. 8. The said Dakota Southwestern Railroad Compan; 

main line and branches of such as may be determined on by its board of 
directors. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act until 
such time as the said railroad so to be built shall be, or the part thereof shall 
be, within the limits of some State. And when the said road, or the greater 
part thereof, shall be within the limits of a State, the corporation hereby created 
shall in all respects be considered and as a co on created by such 
State, whenever it shall have become subject to the laws thereof; and thereafter 
Congress shall not have any greater or other control over such corporation than if 
it had been created by the 


Mr. WINDOM. I pro 
the amendment of the 

The amendment was * ge 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The amendment I wish now to come in place 
of section 8 is the following: 


Whenever any part of the present Territory of Dakota, through which said road 
may run, shall be admitted into the Union as a State or States, so much of said 

and its appurtenances and property as may be within any such State shall 
be subject to State taxation. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I should like to inquire whether the railroad is 


y may construct its 


to have that struck out in order to accept 
nator from Michigan. 
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to be exempt from taxation until an eee of that Territory has 
become a State under the original bi 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that there is nothing in the bill that 
exempts the company from taxation. If there is anything of that 
kind in the bill I propose to strike it out. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. there is nothing in the bill to exempt the rail- 
road from taxation I do not see the force of the amendment. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. My amendment in no way affects 23 
tion of taxation between this time and the time When the Territory 
shall be admitted as a State. It neither affirms nor denies that power. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment was be bi to. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Now, I move to insert as the last section the 
following: 

Src. 9. This act, and every on thereof, and every er, and priv- 
ilege therein 8 CCTV fist Bes- 
8 at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act, or any provision therein 
com > 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Michigan whether by the amendment offered and adopted at his in- 
stance there is any provision or implication in the bill which exempts 
the property of this railroad company from taxation during the time 
of the territorial existence of the country through which it passes? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. None whatever, as I understand it. It only 
ponce for the contingency when the Territory becomes a State or 

tates. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to suggest several amendments for the 
purpose of carrying out one object. The bill, as si pia from the 
Committee on Railroads, provides for branch roads. I desire to strike 
out everything in the bill with reference to branches so as to make 
but a single line from Bismarck to the Black Hills. I first move, 
however, on line 20 of section 1, to strike out “narrow gauge.” 

Mr. SARGENT. That makes it a broad-gauge instead of a narrow- 
gauge road. 

Mr. WINDOM. It leaves the company af liberty to adopt either 
as they may choose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. In the same section, on line 24, I move to strike 
out, commencing after the word “corporation,” the words: 

With such branch or branches from the most advan place or places on 
the main line, to such other place or places in or near the Hills, as the said 
board may deem advisable. 

Mr. SARGENT. Have the amendments with reference to striking 
off the branches the concurrence of the committee? I notice the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] is absent. 

Mr. WINDOM. There are no specific branches mentioned, but by 
the bill as reported there is a general authority to build branches. 
It was not discussed in committee icularly, but upon considera- 
ation several Of us in the Senate have thought it advisable to limit 
the power to authority to build a single railroad. 

. SARGENT. Isee the Senator from Oregon is now here. Isup- 
pose he has no objection to the poponar: 

Mr. MITCH What is it 

Mr. WINDOM. The proposition is to strike out the branches of the 
little Bismarck and the Black Hills road, so as to authorize the 
building of only one line. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 87 of section 1, I move to strike out the 
words “alter and repeal,” and insert the words “any reasonable.” I 
make the motion at the suggestion of the Senator from Michigan. It 
will then read: 

Sire! company shall have power to make any reasonable by-laws, rules, and regu- 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

Mr. WINDOM. Online 93, in the same section, after the word “com- 
pany,” I move to insert— ; 

And may alter or repeal the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line7 of section 2, I move to strike out the 
words “said main line” and insert “road.” 

The amendment was é 

Mr. WINDOM. In the same section, after the word “act,” on line8, 
I move to strike out the words— 

And the said company shall locate its branch line or lines and file maps thereof 
in the office of the Secretary of the Interior within five years after the passage of 
this act, and shall complete, fu: and equip all i s branch lines within fivo years 
thereafter; and the said company be 8 from all ets, power, and au- 
thority to constract any branch line which shall not be located within the time 
above limited therefor. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
those words out ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I saidamoment ago that the bill as reported gives 
a sort of general authority to construct branch roads and equip them. 


Will the Senator state why he wants to strike 


On reflection, it is deemed advisable to cenfine them to a single lin 
as we do not know where they may wish to build branches, and i 
they do they can apply to Congress hereafte: 

Mr. THURMAN. P. 
out the power to build 


r. 
que agree to that if the Senate has stricken 
ranch roads. 
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Mr. WINDOM. This is for the same thing, in order to perfect the 
bill and make it conform to the action of the Senate in striking out 


the branches. 

Mr. . The question I asked was whether the ante- 
cedent provisions in re; to the branch roads had been stricken 
out. 


Mr. WINDOM. They have been. 

Mr. THUBMAN. That is all right, then. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 16 of the same section, after the word 
“railroad,” I move to strike out the words “and branches.” 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On lines 20 and 21 of the same section I move to 
strike out the words “narrow gauge.” 

_ The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 26 of the same section I move to strike 
out the words “and branches” after “ road.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On the same line I move to strike out the word 
„mails.“ The purpose of that is to provide at the end of the sec- 
tion the following: 

And shall transport the mails of the United States at rates not higher than the 
average rates which shall be paid on railroads in the State of Minnesota. 

I move that at the suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, who 
has given this bill very careful consideration. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 4 of section 3 I move to strike out the 
words “and branches.” 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On lines 9 and 10 in the same section I move to 
strike out the words “ and branches their entire length.” 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 5, section 4, I move to strike out the words 
„and branches.“ 

Mr. HEREFORD. Will che Senator allow me before he passes from 
section 3, to s t an amendment there? I see by section 3, com- 
mencing with line 10, that the right of way is granted to the rail- 
road and branches: 


Their entire length through the public ba eggs including all necessary d 
for staton-balldings workshops, pis e- houses, depots, machine-shops, . — 


side-· tracks, turn- and w: 

It seems to me, and I su t it to the Senator who is now offering 
amendments to this biil, t the amount of land donated to this 
railroad company for depots, &c., should be fixed. If it is not fixed 
the time will come when there will be an altercation between the 
railroad company and the people living around the depots. The com- 
pany will claim an indefinite amount of land. There should be so 
many acres fixed; make it a liberal amount if you will; but make it 
positive and definite. The language is: 

All necessary ground for station-buildings, &e. 

They may say ao re or a hundred acres are necessary. My object 
is to restrict this company within reasonable limits so that the 
citizens—it may be in a town or a town may grow up around the de- 
pot, and the citizens of that town or in and around that depot, want 
to be assured in their rights. After they have put up a building, un- 
pretentious as it may be, they do not want the railroad company to 
come in and say “ this is our ground; you must tear down your build- 
ing and give way because it is n for this switch or this turn- 
out or this depot.” Fix the number of acres. If the Senator does not 
make any suggestion, I would suggest a number of acres, but I prefer 


to leave it to the wisdom of the Senate. 
Mr. WINDOM. That is a very difficult thing to do. I think it is 
not important to do it as the word “n: will confine them to 


the land that will be absolutely needed for the purpose. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I think we should fix the number of acres; 
otherwise I will oppose the bill. I believe in granting the right of 
way to railroads through these Territories; I am liberal in that; but 
as to depot grounds, &c., the amount should be fixed and definite. 
Here is the right of way for a hundred feet in width granted on each 
side of the ra 

Including all d for station-buildings, workshops, en hon 
P switches, cidotrecke; torntasies, aud wine a 

I should say myself that twenty acres would be enough for a depot. 
Twenty acres is a large amount of land. Twenty acres is more 
is used for either one of the great depots here in Washington City. 
They have not the half of twenty acres. I suggest that section 3 be 
amended so as to confine the amount of land donated for the pur- 
poses specified in lines 11, 12, and 13, to “not exceeding twenty acres 
at any-one station.” : 

Mr. WINDOM. I think they would not get more than that as the 
bill now stands; but it is extremely difficult to limit it. I think if 
the Senator moves to do so at all, he should at least make the ordi- 
nary Government subdivision which is forty acres. I think that is 
more than they would get under the present language. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I have no objection toforty acres. There should 
be some limit. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the bill is better as it is, but if the Senator 
makes that suggestion I have no objection to forty acres. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I move to amend, then, by saying, “not to ex- 
ceed forty ucres at any one station.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment of the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will allow me to say a few 
words as to that, I wish to accomplish what he wants to accomplish, 
and that is not to give any more to this company than is necessary 
for the purpose. In my opinion, if the is left to stand as it 
is now, they not only would not get forty acres but they would not 


get 8 è 

Mr. EFORD. I would ask the Senator from Michigan who is 
to determine what is nece: 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I suppose if any question arose it might be 
a question of law for the courts to decide, if they undertook to claim 
more than was necessary for the purpose. In the first instance prob- 
ably the Secretary of the Interior would decide, or the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not think it is very important, but I would 
rather take the vote on the motion of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The forty acres may not be worth $40 now, but 
the time may come when it will be worth a great deal more, and a 
private citizen may have gone and built a house there, and through 
the power of the railroad company they may be able to control the 
jury and the jury may determine t a certain piece of property on 
which a private citizen has erected a house is necessary for railroad 
purposes; and there is no provision here made that that buildin 
thus put up by a private citizen shall be paid for by the railro 
because by the verdict it will have been ascertained that the lan 
was necessary for railroad purposes ; and if e Ex railroad pur- 

then this private citizen ought not to have put his house thereon. 

desire right now as this bill is passing through that it shall limit 
the amount. It has been usual in all bills like this to limit the amount 
that railroad companies shall have at each station. 

Mr. WINDOM. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Iam informed by the Senator from Colorado, 
LMr. CHAFFEE, ] whois more familiar with such legislation than Iam 
that there is a general law now to that effect relative to the right of 


way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 24, 


noes 15, 
4 M. On line 5 of section 4 I move to strike out the 

words “and branches.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 3 of section 5 I move to strike ont the 
words “ and branches.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On line 15 and line.18 of section 6 I move to 
strike out the words“ and branches” where they occur respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no further amendment. 

Mr. THURMAN, On page 8, after the word “ court,” in line 16 of 
section 4, I move to insert: 

And in determining the amount of such com 


account any benefit or advantage to or increase 
by reason of the construction of said road. 


The way this bill is drawn these commissioners might offset the 
advantage to the land of the owner by reason of the construction of 
the railroad against the value of the land taken or the damage done. 
We had large rience in that in Ohio once in the construction of 
the Ohio Canal. The commissioners went for about forty miles down 
the Scioto Valley and never assessed one dollar of damages. Three 
commissioners, just as are here provided for, went up and down that 
valley, and for forty miles never awarded one single cent of dam- 
ages, use, they said, owing to the construction of the canal there 
would be a general rise in the value of the land all along there, and 
that that would more than compensate the owner for the loss. To 
correct that the people of Ohio put in their constitution just what I 


ion they shall not take into 
value of the land of such owner 


offer here. 
Mr. McDONALD. I wish to su t to the Senator from Ohio that 
that amendment should be amended in this way: 


That in estimating the value of the land taken they shall not take into ac- 
count, &. 

If you estimate the mential damages, may you not consider 
consequential benefits ? 11 it is confined to the value of the land 
taken, it is all right. 

Mr. WINDOM. There is no objection to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Ohio as modified by the Senator from Indiana 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. After the word “ court,” in line 16, section 4, 
it is proposed to insert: 

And in estimating tho value of the lands taken Say aai not take into account 
any benefit or advantage to or increase in value of the of such owner by reason 
of the construction of said road. 


Mr. THURMAN. I did not say “the value of the land taken.” 

Mr. MCDONALD. I suggested that. 

Mr. THURMAN. I prefer it in the way I had it first. Ido not 
accept the su tion of my friend from Indiana. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read as proposed 
by the Senator from Ohio. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment as offered is in these words: 


d in determining the amount of such compensation shall not take into 
= N tor increase in valno of tho land of such owner 

Mr. McDONALD. I now su an amendment to the amendment 
to confine it to the value of land taken. I move to amend the 
amendment in that way. 


Mr. THURMAN. I have several other amendments to offer to this 
bill, not in the spirit of hostility to it at all, but I think that it is very 
im ant it should be amended—— 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has —, 

Mr. THURMAN. Therefore I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. WINDOM. Let me say a single word. There is nothing in the 
world granted by the bill but the right of way and the right to form 
the company. It is believed the road can be built this summer if the 
bill is passed in reasonable time this spring. I am anxious to pass it 
as soon as possible. 

Mr. THURMAN. I will help the Senator to pass it in the morning 
hour to-morrow. i 

Mr. WINDOM. I give notice to the Senate that I will try to call 
it up to-morrow in the morning hour. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 4245) authorizing the President of the United States to appoint 
James Shields, of Missouri, a brigadier-general in the United States 
Army on the retired list; in which it requested the concurrence of 


the Senate. 
The also announced that the House further insisted upon 
its d ment to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 


R. No. 3102) epics pasa eg Secretary of the Treasury to employ tem- 
rary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same ; mak- 
appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, and for 
brin g into market public lands in certain States, and for other 
bh aang asked a conference on the di eing votes of the two 
ouses thereon, and had appointed Mr. M. J. DURHAM of Kentucky, 
Mr. J. H. BLOUNT of Georgia, and Mr. J. H. Baker of Indiana man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution ; and they were 
egret ps 2 T by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. No. 691) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas,” approved Feb- 
ruary 19, 1873; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. No. 22) providing for a place of deposit for 
the records and proceedings of the commission appointed under the 
act entitled “An act to 3 for and regulate the counting of votes 
for President and Vice- ident, and the decision of q ons aris- 
ing thereon, for the term commencing March 4, A. D. 1877,” approved 
January 29, 1877. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other p Ms 
approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and ‘amend the act of Con- 
gress ries July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

Ir. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I beg everybody to believe that Iam 
not going to deliver an oration and to hope that I shall finish just as 
soon as a condensed statement of what it ap to the committee 
ought to be now stated can be made. This affair has prolonged itself 
so much, and so much of discursive learning and eloquence has been 
devoted to it that it is not at all surprising that a many Senators 
may feel that it has come to be a bore; but there is, after all, this 
matter before us; there is the solemn responsibility which we as the 
rulers of the commonwealth of this country are bound to perform in 
doing justice between these corporations and the people of the United 
States; and in order to do that we must understand exactly how the 
ease stands. The Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] and some 
other Senators have, with the apparent Seeg of produeing impres- 
sions against the recommendations of the committee in the minds of 
Senators, dwelt with eloquence and with persuasiveness upon the 
great benefit that these companies have done to the le and to 
mankind at large by the construction of these roads, as if therefore 
either Congress has no power to regulate their future proceedings, or 
that we ought to condone (as the expression of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia iat this debt not only to ourselves but to all the other cred- 
itors of the corporations who stand just as we do, entitled to the pro- 
tection of Congress for the preservation of their interest just as much 
as the people are entitled to the protection of Congress for the preser- 
vation of their rights which as tax-payers are now drawn into peril. 

5 SARGENT. I presume the Senator does not wish to misrepre- 
sent me. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. By no means. 

Mr. SARGENT. Did the Senator understand me that there should 
be any condonation of this debt? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. SARGENT. I said nothing of that kind. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; the Senator said nothing of that kind, but 
the Senator used the term“ condonation” over and over again applied 
to one part of these transactions, which condonation, if to and 
made, would have exactly the effect that I speak of, of diminishin 
the honest resources of these companies in a very argo degree, an 
thereby diminishing the chances of their creditors, including the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. Now, if my friend will allow me—I certainly do 
not wish to interrupt him causelessly—I did not use the word “ con- 
donation” once nor many times in that connection at all. I did not 
use it in reference to the debt, its disposal, or the manner of its being 
incurred. I simply said that with reference to certain alleged offenses 
which had been brought in here to make e against the compa- 
nies, b; 3 non- action of Congress there been a condonation, 
but I did not argue that for that reason the debt should be forgiven 
or any part of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then, Mr. President, I do not precisely under- 
stand the impulse which should have led the Senator from California 
and many others who have spoken of equalities of rights and of fair 
play, as they call it, to these companies, and of tenderness, of liberality, 
to press upon the Senate repeatedly and continually as affecting this 

uestion of law, of our right to amend these charters, and this ques- 
tion of business prudence and duty to the creditors of these com- 
panies to preserve their funds for their benefit, unless it was to effect 
some purpose or other. The Senator from California rarely talks 
without a purpose, neverI may say. His mind is clear and far-reach- 
ing; and when he delivers to this body a speech like that which I 
had the pleasure of listening to, laying stress more upon the benefits 
that these companies have conferred upon the people of the United 
States and upon the Government in respect of cheapening transpor- 
tation, it must have been for the p of leading Senators either 
away from the real question that my friend now admits is here, or of 
5 them to mitigate and to blind the intellectual processes, 

y which, first, we are to understand the present condition of affairs 
and our rights, and, second, those wholesome regulations which pru- 
dence and justice require should be adopted. But I am glad to know 
that my honorable friend now, if he ever was sus of occupy- 
ing such an attitude, does not; and so we may dismiss, I take it, 
from the arena all these considerations, all that has been pressed 
upon us about the enormous benefactions which these great monopo- 
lies have bestowed upon the people of this country—exactly such 
benefactions as the Baltimore and Ohio Railway Company, as every 
railway company in every State has bestowed upon the people of its 
State, gerne in many instances (not in 1 . to tho first company 
I have named but in many instances in all the States) we know that 
these benefactions have grown out of prodigious corruption, out of 
prodigious fraud on the pars of the managers of those corporations, 
not only against the public in unjust and coercive rates, but against 
their own stockholders and creditors who have contributed the money 
by which the enterprises were inaugurated and carried on. And yet 
the benefit to public considerationsis the same. A bankrupt and cor- 
rupt railway corporation that is only the spoil upon which its direc- 
tors or its trustees or its receivers fatten, nevertheless carries your 
grain, and your coal, and your beef, and your wool, and your iron, and 
your citizens, from one part of the country to the other; and such 
companies are in that sense benefactors. So, Mr. President, in the 
same sense would be the benefactions of a mob or of a publie enemy 
that might break into the Treasury of the United States to-day at 
New York—not here, I suppose, for there is not much money here, I 
presume—and seize the one hundred millions of gold that is there, 
and give it to the poor; there would be bread and clothing and 
shelter for the poor and there would be benefaction. 

Then Mr. President, it does not do to have our minds w or 
prejudiced in the least degree pro or con in respect to these affairs by 
the circumstance that these railways have diminished the total ex- 
pense to the Government of the United States in rtation by 
their construction. It is not, by the way, a demonstrable problem 
that they have. There are many other things to be taken into the 
account if you were to strike a balance-sheet in reference to these 
things, because you will perceive that an estimate based upon mili- 

expenses of a given year in respect to the Indians or upon the 
cost of transportation of the mails may be entirely a fallacious one 
the next ere It depends upon the circumstances of each particular 
year; and if it be a benefaction, as I have said, the United States by 
the expenditure of very little more money than the face of these 
bonds that it gave to these companies could have built the line itself 
and it would have belonged to the people at this day, so that the bene- 
faction part of the nt which is offered to convince us cither 
that we have not the power to do the thing that is here proposed or 
that having the power we ought not to do it, may be entirely laid 


aside. 

then, is the state of thisaffair? The first great question, and 
one which I shall only discuss very briefly, is the question of our 
power, in the constitutional sense, legally to make the requisitions 
upon these companies which the bill of the Judiciary Committee pro- 
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poses. My learned friend from Ohio, [Mr. MaTTHEWS,] not in his 
seat, the honorable Senator from Georgia whom I see before me, [Mr. 
HILL] and many others have maintained with and with 
audacity—and I use that term in its best sense of courage that com- 
mands our admiration, however much it may lack our respect—that 
sey the powers of Congress, as the grantor of all these privileges 
which the companies now exercise, by whose breath alone they can 
levy a dollar to obtain income, by whose authority alone they ex- 
clude similar enterprises, are absolutely beyond our reach. - 
ments that have been advanced in the courts of the States by ingenious 
counsel, that have been advanced before legislative committees for 
the last twenty years by counsel and by lobbies as they have been 
here, arguments that have been advanced recently in the great tribu- 
nal of last resort near us, in cases coming from the States, are brought 
forward here and repeated as if they were fresh, and as if they were 
still potent for consideration when every one of them has gone down, 
one by one, before the calm authority of judicial reason and judicial 
decision. And yet this Senate appears to be treated as if it were 
really a backwoods jury that had never seen a law-book or a lawyer 
before, and to whom as before a justice of the peace once in the State 
of Vermont, counsel could go and urge that the bankrupt law of 1842 
was totally unconstitutional, and therefore a note that had been en- 
ly discharged and barred by that could be still recovered. That 
is 7 — we are now treated to, Mr. President, and as I say, therefore, 
while I admire the courage of that sort of argument, I cannot give it 
the homage of my absolute respect. 
These companies were authorized by the act of 1862 to do a great 
many things. I will take the Union Pacific for instance. The act of 
1862 authorized the formation of that company; and in order to 
against what has happened since under the act of 1864,—the consoli- 
dation of its stock into the hands of three or four great operators who 
thus become the kings of the ring and the rulers of the corporation, 
and so the rulers of all that section of the country, in a certain sense, 
over which the railroad runs, the lords paramount of every hamlet 
and eyery city in the two thousand miles that stretch from the Mis- 
sissippi to the Golden Gate—it was provided in the act of 1862 that 
no stockholder should hold more than two hundred shares himself of 
the stock, so that there could not be this consolidation of power that 
elects Senators, appoints members of Con; at conventions, 2 55 
lates local elections in all the counties ugh which they go by 
their capacities of frequent intercourse with the pompi and by hav- 
ing a constant agent in the statiou-agent and in the trackman to do 
the electioneering which the President of the United States has lately 
advised members of his official household through all the offices not 
todo. But when we came to the act of 1864, which, by the way, was 
an amendment of the act of 1862, not with the assent of the company 
on the face of it, but which exercised the plenary power of Congress, 
bear in mind, that was reserved in the act of 1862 to amend, that was 
conyeniently re , and we have since seen that the evil foreseen 
by the act of 1862 and guarded inst has come, and that consoli- 
dated power (whieh is the essential theory of a monepoly) has come 
to be so potent that it is always against a stress of difficulties and a 
multitnde of objections that the mere weight of justice and the inter- 
ests of the people and the creditors of such corporations can make 
way at all. It these very companies at this moment were under the 
force of the act of 1862 ng 1 é diffusion of this stock, do you 
imagine, Mr. President, that the lobbies of this Senate would be filled 
wit us engaged to promote the interests of these companies and 
to defeat legislation that is not perfectly agreeable to them, at the 
expense of the stockhoiders, at the go sae of the creditors of these 
corporations, at the expense of the Treasury of the United States? 
I imagine not, but it is done. 

It was also provided in the act of 1862, made for these p to 
which I have alluded and which I need not further refer to of public 
benefit by a public corporation, and also for the private advantage of 
the enterprise of the people who en in it, that all the money 
ee the United States to these objects should be a first mort- 

e not only upon the road-bed and the track of the company when 
uilt, but upon every description of the property that the company 
might I do not spend yonr time to it but I know that 
I state it correctly; I believe that it has been stated before. It also 
provided—and that brings me to the first point in the short state- 
ment that I have to make about this affair in regard to the net earn- 
ings—that— 
att cree ast So Date en PSN oe Bett 
no or other e ces e 
to be allows’ 8 said road is completed, áe paier bonds and interest 
are paid, 


l 3 
least 5 per cent. of the net earnings of said road shall also be ansually 
app to the payment thereof. 


Not a limitation to which the legislative authority of the United 
States bound itself that no more 5 per cent. of net earnings or 
exactly that should be paid to the Government, but as a command 
and declaration of duty on the part of this company that not less 
than 5 per cent. should be paid. at was the object of that clause? 
Let me take it upon the narrowest view that the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. MATTHEWS] or the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HII. ] or the 
Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] can suggest. Here is a law 
which says that not less t 5 per cent. of the net earnings shall be 

aid in. Does not that imply that under circumstances which make 

t fit and proper, more than 5 per cent. may be required, when in the 


very same act and as a part thereof, in the very same clause, it is pro- 


vided that Congress may change the regulations of the operations of 


this company according to its own sense of justice and 5 oe in order 
that the great object of the act may be carried out, that the road may 
be perpetually kept up for the benefit of the people and the Govern- 
ment of the United States? And yet Senators say you are interfering 
with vested rights when you undertake not to increase the percentum 
of net earnings, but merely to define so that there shall be no more 
equivocations and higgling about it, what “net earnings” are, and 
when you undertake to define them according to the common sense 
of universal mankind, according to the same definition that if you 
will take the railway reports of 90 per cent. if not 99 per cent. of 
all the railway corporations in this coun to-day you will find to 
be defined exactly as this bill from the Judiciary Committee defines 
them; and that is the clear balance that is left after paying the oper- 
ating expenses of the concern. 

I see here before me the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON.] I saw 
only a day or two ago the annual report of the directors to the stock- 
holders of that great corporation, the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
Railroad Company, that covers two States, not only Illinois but Iowa; 
at any rate it extends indefinitely westward from Chicago,—a corpo- 
ration I am bound to say that according to all its history and all its 
reputation has been managed with 7 fidelity and with great ad- 
vantage not only to itself and to its stockholders, but to the people 
of the country that if traverses. I happen to observe in that report 
that where hem en out the balance of net earnings, they figure 
it out and they have always done so, exactly in the manner that this 
bill of the Judiciary Committee defines “ net earnings.” They do not 
take out of their assets received from their various sources of income 
the interest that is due to their respective bondholders and creditors 
before they ascertain what are their net earnings, but they take “net 
earnings” to mean what every honest man whois not a lawyer would 
at once say they meant, what you get in net, taking out from that 
which you thus get in the expense you have been put to in getting 
it. That is what “net earnings” means, and I repeat without the 
fear of contradiction, although I do not do it upon an examination, 
that you may take 90 per cent. of the reports of all business corpora- 
tions, railway as well as others, in the United States for the last 
twenty years, and you will find that the term “net earnings” has 
come to be understood just what it was understood to be in the dic- 
tionaries when the term was invented. It refers to the earnings, the 
clear earnings, not to the amount of money that may be due from the 
party that earned it. You might say upon the other principle that a 

that had a mortgage upon it for more than it was worth, and yet 
could raise fifty thousand bushels of wheat a year worth a dollar a 
bushel at an expense of $20,000, had no net earnings, that the farm 
itself was absolutely worthless, although the man had borrowed on it 
five times what it was worth already and owed a debt forit which was 
greater than the value of the farm; yet the farm was utterly worth- 
less because it could not get any net earnings! Of course that is not 
so; and yet Senators stand up hes and say that we are violating the 
Constitution of the United States in defining “net earnings,” and 
that in the face of this provision of the statute which authorizes 
us to call for mpe cent. of the net earnings if the just judgment 
of Congress thi that is proper and necessary. Notwithstanding 
that, they stand up here and contend that this definition which the 
committee endeavor by this bill to put upon net earnings,“ to save 
3 to make it clear if by any ingenious sophistry any court 
could be persnaded that it now in point of law means something 
else, is really an outrage upon the rights of these corporations, that 
it does them injustice and wrong! 

Mr. President, whatever may be believed here, the just judgment 
of mankind, to which we sometimes appeal, ae sure, vindicate 
the report of my honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] upon 
that subject. There are a many other things, but I cannot 
spend your time te read them, that are of t interest in this first 
act of 1862. I have stated, I believe, that the act of 1864 is an amend- 
ment of the act of 1 and that its going into effect did not, as my 
friend from California [Mr. SARGENT] stated yesterday, depend upon 
the assent of the companies. The act of 1864 is an act of affirmative 
and coercive legislation. There is no provision in it that the act of 
1864 shall not take effect until either company assents to it, and there 
are half a dozen other amendatory acts in the book before me pre- 
pared by the companies themselves, all brought together for conve- 
nience, no one of which undertakes to leave its going into effect, or 
any part of it having force, to the assent of the companies. What 
does that mean? It means that until now it had not been thought 
by the lawyers and the statesmen of Congress, it had not been 
thought by the lawyers and counsel of these companies, that where 
in the acts of 1862 and 1864 the right of alteration, amendment, and 
repeal had been reserved, however otherwise it might have been, it 
depended upon the assent of the companies at all what changes Con- 
gress should make in the regulation of their affairs; and so, as I say, 
while the act of 1862 required the assent of the companies, because 
then nobody had been bound, and the act of 1862 conld not go into 
effect until the companies did assent to it, because they were not 
bound to assume the 1 which the act im d upon 
them, every act afterward, from 1864 to this day, contains no such 
poraa; every act afterward, withont question, in either House of 

ongress, has exercised calmly and serenely, sometimes and more often 


* 
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in the interest of the companies, sometimes and rarely in the interest 
of the people and against their wishes, this power that the act of 1862 
reserved, and which without it would exist, in my opinion, in t 
of the objects we are now speaking of, to change the regulations 
upon which they stood. 

The act of 1862 contains another provision that it is worth while to 
call attention to just now, and that is as to the number of directors, 
vital to the management of the 5 of the company. The 
Union Pacific company was to have, I believe, thirteen, and the United 
States was to have two, appointed by the President. The act of 1864, 
passed, as I have shown you, not with the assent of the companies, 
not requiring their assent, provided that the number of directors on 
the part of the company should be fifteen, if I recollect correctly, 
and the number of Government directors should be five, altering the 
managing constitution of the company. Nobody ever questioned that 
power, I suppose; the power of amendment was reserved. It was 
questioned in the case of Miller vs. The State of New York referred 
to the other day, not upon the ground that if the Legislature had 
reserved that power in the charter between themselves and the cor- 
poration it would not have been good, but they said it had gone be- 
yond that and that the city of Rochester only came in incidentally. 
and between herself and the company it was a contract that could 
not be changed. But the supreme court of New York and the Supreme 
Court of the United States overruled that. But in t of the 
direct relations between this corporation and the United States, I 
suppose nobody can question, nobody has yet questioned, the propri- 
ety in point of law of the act of 1864 which changed the number of 
these directors. 

I only refer to this as showing how complete the power of the United 
States is, not as an opposing party to a contract having hostile inter- 
ests, but as yarns meg and impartial judge controlling and lating 
the exerciseof these great monopoliesandof the corporations whocarry 
them on, to so constitute the man ent as to preserve justice and 
private and public rights; and therefore, if it should be found in re- 
spect of what is called the terres question that the directors, as 
now organized, of the Union Pacific Railway Company do not e out 
the true spirit of their charter in respect of this co-ordination of the 
resources of the company, it is within the Fase toed and within the 
duty of the Government of the United States through its Con to 
so change the management of that corporation by increasing the Gov- 
ernment directors to a majority as to see to it that impartial and not 
selfish hands control the interests of these great corporations for the 
benefit of their creditors, and for the benefit of the public and equal 
justice to all. And the time may come, if the lobby still continues to 
te su as it has been hitherto, a year ago and before -I do not 
speak of the lobby disrespectfully ; it is a very good thing, no donbt, 
for those who use it—but if these companies, I will say, should be 
successful in now so entangling this legislation as to break it down 
by amendments pro in their interest, or substitutes proposed in 
their interest, the time may come when the voice of the just judg- 
ment of the people will be heard in such a way that the management 
of this t corporation will be placed in the hands of impartial and 
fair and safe men, and that if our hands are to be tied for twenty-two 
years in respect of all the financial administration of these corpora- 
tions touching not only the millions of our interest but the millions 
of the other debts that we are bound to protect, there will still be in the 
enforced sense of public justice from the people (which at last reaches 
us) a means of redress in regulating the m ent in such a way 
that the money will not then be squandered, and the stock run down 
or bulled or beared to affect interests pro or con to the injury of cred- 


itors. 

But I only refer to this to illustrate how potent, how pervasive 
everywhere through these acts is this omnipotent resource of justice 
and of right reserved to the Con ey; the Utea States, not ag an 
in party, not as an opposing litigant, but as an impartial tri- 
bunal to whom the persons now claiming rights under these charters 
a in the outset, when they assumed the responsibilities of them, 
should be referred every question respecting their future management 
and operation and the protection of persons who should deal with 
them. That is it. It is not, therefore, Mr. President, any invasion 
of private rights; it is not any invasion or violation of the sanctity 
of contracts, but the very reverse, when, if the state of the case calls 
for it, this tribunal, pointed out and ed upon by the parties who 
availed themselves of the benefits of these acts, is called upon in its 
sense of justice to so readjust the administrative regulations of these 
corporations as that their funds shall be preserved to the very sacred 
use to which they were designed, the discharge of their obligations. 
That is all there is to it, and it is to that, therefore, that we ought to 
address ourselves. 

I ought to say, though, before I leave that part of the topic, as a 
mere matter of self-defense—it is of no interest to the Senate—that 
I think my friend from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] went alittle wild the 
other day when he undertook to convict me on the authority of 
Kent’s lectures to his students up at Albany or New York, or wher- 
ever it was, that the right of visitation that I spoke of as being a 
right of Congress did not apply to a civil corporation, that it only 


applied to what are called eleemosynary corporations, that is, corpo- 


rations founded by some private person for a charity, or a school, or 
something of that kind, who, he conceded, had the authority to visit 
the corporation and see that it did what it ought to do, and to com- 


pel it to do what it ought to do. Let me tell my good friend from 
hio in the first place that the power of visitation of a private cor- 
poration of the kind I am now speaking of is not a power that exe- 
cutes itself. The private visitor, the founder of a charitable corpo- 
ration who has the right of visitation in its highest sense, is not able 
to go to a college or to a hospital and kick ont 1 le Who are 
then in by the force of his own personal strength. He has no more 
right to do that than you have who are the President of the Senate. 
His power of visitation is the power to require those things to be 
done which the true ends of the corporation call for, and when he 
has required and they do not obey what is the next step? The exe- 
cution of it by himself? Not a bit of it. An appeal to the judicial 
arm of the Government to enforce the orders that he has made. 
That is visitation, as it is defined in the dictionaries and as it exists 
in common sense. Now, is there any such thing as it respects civil 
corporations? If my friend had looked a little further in Kent he 
would have found also the same thing I believe. I have not taken 
the trouble to look it up, but here is Angell & Ames; after speak- 
ing first of the eleemosynary part of it: 

In this country, where there is no individual founder or donor, the Legislatures 
are the visitors of all corporations founded by them for public purposes, and may 


Just as this Judiciary Committee bill does— 
and may direct judicial proceedin nst them for abuse or neglects which at 
pee | law 8 — a ee thole charters. 

And then they go on to speak of other inconveniences, and say: 


If Ae eee are fap to 8 and pr ne —— 2 72 
rem „ 1 presum mus legislative on.— 
Ames — Corporations, chapter 19, peak 679. 1 3 

Mr. President, thut is a mere private matter between my friend and 
myself that the Senate does not care anything about, but as a lawyer 
much younger than my honorable friend from Ohio, who I am sorry 
to see is not here, of course I felt a little abashed to have the coun- 
try that no doubt took a great interest in that question of definitions 

d that I had entirely missed my mark in saying that the power of 
the legislative sovereignty of the States and of the United States 
over corporations that they had established to i rape their affairs 
and compel them to do what the great objects of their charters called 
for by fresh legislation, was a power of visitation. Of course, as I 
say, I felt a little abashed to be told that that was an invention of 
my own, or that I had not read what he called the horn-books of 
the law. I dismiss that part of the subject as being of no interest 
to the Senate. It is entirely a question between my friend and my- 


self, 
Now I will take up just for a moment the question of net earnings 
in, and will be very brief about that. I had called the attention 
of the Senate in answer to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] and 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ee oe eh before, who were pressing 
upon your consideration the opinion of the supreme court of Massa- 
chusetts by Chief-Justice Shaw it is said, a later case than the one 
they referred to, of the Massachusetts General Hospital against the 
State Mutual Insurance Company of Worcester, which I had thought 
ran on all fours with this question of our power over the subject of 
net earnings, which as everybody agrees is the most difficult part of 
the bill in point of law. It comes nearer to the boundaries of our 
power in respect of controlling these corporations than any other 
part of it does, because this part of the Judiciary Committee bill 
requires a payment into the 8 of the United States as a pay- 
ment. It is not the preservation of the funds of the corporations, as 
the rest of the bill is, leaving them still the property of the corpora- 
tions, and only operating as a legislative injunction inst their 
dividing them up among the stockholders, but it requires a pay- 
ment, and therefore there is great . in the argument that 
says “if you make your definition of such a e ter that if requires 
the Paman of a greater sum than the present want of a definition 
would require, then you are in effect requiring the payment of a 
ater sum than you did before, you are making us pay what is not 

ue ;” and that is the plausibility of the ent. 

Now, see how easily it is answered by the case in 4 Gray’s Reports. 
My learned friend from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] thought it did not 
apply. Let me state it or read it partly so that you may see that it 
does, and then I shall have done with reading law-books to you. 
This was a bill “in equity for an account of one-third of the net 
profits made by the defendants from insurances on lives.” The plaint- 
iffs were incorporated in 1810 and were authorized to receive con- 
tributions and stock, &c., and so on, “for the purpose 
assurances on single lives, joint lives, and survivorships, 
with all the powers and privileges, and subject to all the duties and 
liabilities, contained in the thirty-seventh and forty-fourth chapters 
of the Revised Statutes, so far as the same may be applicable to this 
corporation.” This corporation was thus founded on authority to 

e insurances upon lives upon the mutual plan. They were to 
have a guaranteed stock. By section 7 of said statute 1844, chap- 


of making 


ter 187, it was provided that the defendants should, on the third 
Monday of January in every year, pay over to the plaintiffs ‘one- 
third of the net profits, if any, which shall have arisen from insur- 
ance on lives made during the preceding year;’ and by statute 1846, 
chapter 82, section 1, it was enacted that the net profits of the busi- 
ness of the mutual life-insurance companies incorporated in this 
Commonwealth, one-third of which they are required to pay to the 


2362 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 9, 


trustees of the Massachusetts general hospital, shall be taken to be 
the excess of the dividend over 6 per cent. annually, payable by the 
said companies vely to the holders of the guarantee capital 
stock actually paid in?” 

By this same act of incorporation, which I have not read but will 
state to save time—it is here and my friend from Ohio will see that 
I state it correctly—by this same act of incorporation of the defend- 
ants’ company, they were authorized to have $100,000 of a guaranteed 
stock and were anthorized to pay 7 per cent. interest upon that guar- 
anteed stock. After that the Legislature by the act of 1846 said that 
in respect of mutual insurance companies that otherwise would not 
have any net profits at all, because they all went to the benefit of 
the people who were insured, the net profits mentioned in the old law 
considered to be the excess over a dividend of 6 per cent. 
annually upon that, thus cutting them down 1 per cent. and declar- 
ing that to be a net profit which in contemplation of law before was 
not net profit at all, nor anything like net profit. That was resisted, 
and the same kind of arguments advanced by my friends from Georgia 
and Ohio and all the rest on that side of this question were pressed 
upon the court and the counsel in stating it demonstrated just how it 
would work; he proceeded to say: 

The statute of 1846, chapter 82, which undertakes to declare what shall be taken 
to be “ net profits" in mutual companies, is unconstitutional, so far as it applies to 
the defendants, who did not assent to it; because it attempts to compel the assured 
members to pay annually the sum of $166.67 more for the expense of insuring each 
other's lives than they were obliged by the terms of their act of incorporation to 
pay. 

And he stated it exactly as it was. That was exactly how it would 
work out. Now hear what Mr. Justice Dewey says, after referring 
to some other questions in the case and working it down to this point: 

expressly declares that the net profits for this purpose!“ shall be taken to be 
the excess ofi tbe dividend hen O pee pent. annually, payable the said companies 
respectively to the holders of the guarantee capi stock y paid in.” 

Wel. HK Ja; therefore, whether the statute of 1846, chapter 82, is a con- 
stituti act, It is said by the defendants that this act is unconsti 
because it violates the vested rights of the defendants acquired under their act o 

If this were so, the act can have no But all acts of incor- 
ipen miana Faa T1 OE Marok 1831, which contain no 
— from that perl ts the 


provision 
of the statutes of the monwealth 


constitutionality of the statute of 1846, 82, and this bein 
80, the defendants are bound by i and must govern 3 accordingly."—4 


Gray's Reports, 233. 

That was the end of the case of the Massachusetts General Hospital 
and the defendants. The judges who composed that court that thus 
unanimously decided were Hon. Lemuel Shaw, the great chief justice; 
Hon. Charles A. Dewey, who delivered the opinion ; Mr. Justice Met- 
calf; Mr. Justice Bigelow, who until lately was an eminent judge of 
that court, and resigned not long since I believe; Mr. Justice Thomas 
and Mr. Justice Merrick, men all of them eminent, and deciding—and 
that is why I am almost inexcusable in reading such a case—deciding 
what every court in every State and at all times in respect of similar 
principles had already decided and have ever since, and this case is 
only r the fact that it happens, not in respect of any new 
principle at all, to contain a state of fact which presents the exact 
point that this question of net prefits does here, put in the strongest 
way that the Senators on the other side can put it. 

So then, Mr. President, I think we may dismiss from our consider- 
ation any fear that we are going to be in danger of violating the 
Constitution of our country if we declare by this bill reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary that the meaning of net profits shall be 
hereafter taken and understood to be the clear result, after paying 
the operating expenses of these year added to which—that has been 
referred to and answered already—for the mere purpose of conven- 
ience and as a matter that does not belong to it theoretically or 
philosophically at all, is the payment of the interest on the t- 
mortgage bonds, added, as I say, not because it diminishes what are 
the future net profits, but because as a matter of convenience between 
15 Government and these people it is more convenient to put it in 

t way. 

Then I wish to repeat to all gentlemen who doubt abont our au- 
thority in point of constitutional law to pass this act, that everything 
that has happened in the history of these transactions contained in 
this little book which, as General Cass said, “I leave you to look 
upon”—everything that has happened since the act of 1862, which 
did require their assent, has been 2 the sovereign power of 
Congress reserved in the act of 1862 of alteration, amendment, and 
repeal, and after the act of 1864 reserved there, and that in no in- 
stance of legislation either favorable or unfavorable to these com- 

anies until now has it been proposed even to doubt the authority of 

mgress to act of its own supreme and just e e as the sayin, 

now is to make a bargain which is to tie up its hands for any len 
of time. It is eg: President, to the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. BLAINE] to be the man, and at this late period of time, to 
propose in any act regulating or creating a corporation or any part 
of its operations, the sovereign power of the great tribunal that im- 
parts to it its gifts, that creates for it its monopolies, that is bound to 
stand between it and those dangers that monopolies always threaten 
people with—for the first time, I say, it has been proposed that an act 


of administrative justice which calls for the accumulation of a sink- 
ing fund, and which is nothing but an administrative act for the 
future that changing events may change the aspect of from day to 
day as other lines are built, as other men come into the management, 
as the stock is either run down or run up to please “ bulls” or “bears” 
for private interest, that the hands of this supreme tribunal shall be 
tied behind its back, not in respect of anything that it has received 
to di a debt, because there would be the end of it without any 
such provision, but in respect of the future administration of the 
affairs of these companies so far as it affects the interests of the 
United States connected with this debt. Well, how far is that? 
Can there be anything done in respect of the administration of the 
affairs of these companies that does not affect the interests of the 
United States in regard tothis debt? The salaries of their directors 
affect the interests of the United States in this debt, because they 
are a part of the operating expenses. Counsel fees paid to lawyers, 
small sums to be sure, only $50,000 last year so far as heard from at 
present, to defeat the bill of last year, spent here at the Capitol—coun- 
sel fees anywhere for any p affect the interests of the United 
States in this debt, but our hands are tied by the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine. There is not the smallest matter of expendi- 
ture, there is not the smallest or the greatest matter of policy that 
these directors may engage in, either of combinations or pools or 
hostilities with other s, that does not run, (as all roads it was 
said always ran to Rome,) straight to the question of affecting the 
interest of the United States about its security ; and therefore if you 
are to take the amendment of the Senator from Maine as it reads and 
as it plainly means—I know he did not design it so- if you are to take 
it as it would be construed in a court of 8 and as it will certainly 
be construed by these corporations, there is not a single step that 
these companies may take that does not ran s t to the question 
of affecting the interests of the United States about the reimburse- 
ment of its bonds, because every dollar of the corporate money, every 
step of the corporate policy affecting its financial interests, and they 
all must affect it, are tied up and bound. 

Mr. President, I should prefer that would not be so, and I submit. 
even to my honorable friend from Maine with some confidence as a 
statesman of experience and as a statesman desiring just ends and 

ust policies, that when you bear in mind the distinction which exists 
tween a bargain made between either public or private parties, 
which is executed and ended, and what this bill proposes to do,which 
is purely an administrative bill for the future, accumulating for the 
companies and by the companies only their resources for the disc 0 
of their obligations, the extent and the necessity of which and the 
steps for the protection of which may change from day to day and 
from year to year, and undoubtedly will and must under the best of 
administrations, is it just—I appeal to him, to his sense and 
mature reflection—is it safe, either for the stockholders of the com- 
panies or their creditors or the interests of the United States, to say 
that Congress binds itself for twenty-two years, almost a generation 
of human life, to interfere in no manner so far as it affects the reim- 
bursement of these millions of money! 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Vermont has asked me a question 
and in answer to the criticism which he has indulged in with re ard 
to the amendment I have offered, I will say that every particle of 
the evil anticipated or su, by him as possible to flow from it 
would be entirely av y putting in a proviso that the amount 
paid by each company per annum during these years shall not be less. 
than a given sum. He says it may entirely change. Put in sucha 
proviso, and that would at once displace every suggestion of danger 
which the Senator has made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. President, a proviso! The suggestion 
of a proviso is pregnant of the suggestion of the danger of any such 
binding and final legislation. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then, if the Senator will permit me, he has brought 
more danger into this body than any other member of it, for he has- 
been more fruitful of ae in our legislation than any other Sen- 
ator that ever sat on the floor, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I have never been fruitful of pro- 
visos which tied up the hands of the Congress of the United States. 
from the future exercise of its sovereign power. When I do, it will 
be time enough for the Senator from Maine to suggest that I am fruit- 
ful of provisos. - He, as I said before, is the original father—there is- 
no grandfather and no collateral relation—of a proposition in the 
legislation of this country of the Con of the United States, since 
the time when the evil of the hands of States and of Congresses being 
tied up has been discovered in the last few years, to provide that in 
any N or under any circumstances the hands of the legislative 
power shall be held off from the exercise of their legitimate and con- 
stitutional control over public corporations. If I was enabled to see 
any contingency in which an amendment of this character, a limit- 
ation of this sort, could work evil, I would not upon principle vote 
for a bill which should contain it, because if it be right in this in- 
stance in respect of this purely administrative affair, not a bargain 
between these companies and the United States, but a requirement 


that the sovereign will of Congress imposes as it has aright to impose 
upon these peopl to do, it is right in every case where we grant 3 
new charter either to a bank or a railroad or an insurance company 
or whatever, because in the case of a new charter it is just as clear 
on the face of the bill what you expect the company to do, what the 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


to do. 
then, do you reserve the right to alter, amend, or repeal? Why do 
you not give them their twenty years of existence upon the terms 
stated in their original charter? There is no doubt about what it 
means. You have fixed it just as you intend to have it. You cannot 
foresee now anything that will require a to change it during the 


company is required to do, and what it eng Wherefore, 


period of their existence. Why do you always put in this potent and 
sovereign reservation? Yon put it in because you know that unex- 
pected good or evil arises, unforeseen events occur as shifting for- 
tune changes the scene, from day to day; you know that in human 
affairs there may be defections and difficulties in the administration 
of corporations. You know that within the strict letter of the law 
directors and counsel may be found astute enough to change the 
whole spirit of it. You know that unforeseen contingencies, not pro- 
vided for, may arise where the highest interest of the community, 
the highest interest of justice calls upon you, if you have the power, 
to appear and protect these rights. S k 

Now, what might happen under this very bill, saying nothing about 
provisos? This stock is transferable at the offices of these compa- 
nies. It is said to be now all in a very few hands. It is said that one 

ntleman, whom I have long known as a very amiable and estima- 

le gentleman, a man of extraordinary gents and ability, and a man 
who I believe is painted a t deal blacker than he is, owns more 
than a majority of the stock of one of the companies. He is under 
no obligation to hold it; he isa private citizen although a director 
and president for aught I know of one of the companies; but his own- 
ership of the stock is his private property, and he is under no obliga- 
tion to us or to anybody else to hold it for five minutes when he can 
sell it at a price that is satisfactory to him. If the management of 
that corporation is left with him and with his board of directors, we 
might ait expect that this thing would go on smoothly and swim- 
mingly, that fidelity to these W would be observed, that 
the income of the corporation would be as great as it is now and would 
increase, that the same energy and economy and prudence and skill 
that in his hands have made the company develop large profits much 
more than ever before will continue to go on; but if he chooses to sell 
out his stock to-morrow at the stock board in New York, have youany 
right to complain of him? Not the least. The stock is his private prop: 
erty. He can retire from the corporation when he likes. Suppose it fe 
into the hands of foreign stockholders, if you please, of such le as 
are now manipulating and fighting and dee Sey the Erie Rail- 
road in New York—they may be good or they may be bad—bnt what be- 
comes of the creditors? What becomes of the income? Receiverships 
and lawyers’ fees and pools and oppositions and cuttings, as they call 
them, and other things run the income down to nothing and thereis a 
default on the e bonds. This act that we pro does 
not require them to pay the interest on the first- mortgage bonds; it 
leaves them just as they are inthat regard. It does not forfeit the 
charter if they do not pay the interest on the first-mortgage bonds. 
Suppose they default, e stock runs down to nothing; the first- 
mort bonds run down to nothing, as they do always when there 
isa default. I do not mean the word “nothing” literally, but they 
away down. What becomes of your second securities and your 
third, and your land-grant bonds, and your income bonds, and your 
sinking-fund bonds? They become like the third and fourth mort- 
gage bonds of all other defaulting corporations nil, absolutely nit; 
and when Congress is appealed to by the constituents of my friend 
from New Hampshi eke are said to hold sinking-fund bonds for 
rotection, the United States is obliged to say “we have engaged to 
Ao nothing for twenty-two gean; tho money is still paid into the 
sinking fund, 25 per cent, of the net earnings if there be any, but there 
are not any, and that is no breach of the act; they have done just 
what they agreed to. They only agreed to pay in while they have 
net earnings, but they have so bedeviled the whole thing that there 
are not any net earnings; and if you will wait more than the lifetime 
of your grandchildren on the average, then we will appeal to Con- 
gress, and if after several sessions we can get prone sentiment suffi- 
ciently waked up to it and . the press of the men who are engi- 
neering against you with plenty of money, we may be able to do 
something.” 

Are we going to throw away our power in that way, Mr. President? 
Have we any right to throw away our power in that way? Are we 
doing justice to the poorest creditor there is of these corporations? 
Are we doing justice to public interests? You cannot tell, sir, what 
will happen ; 125 cannot tell who will manage these corporations ; 

ou cannot tell how long there will be any net income or not, depend- 
ing not upon the fair pro of natural resources of development 
and natural competition, but br mei upon the evil deviltry of 
stock-boards and private jobs. ere is the trouble about all these 
corporations; and yet my honorable friend from Maine, in that sweet 
innocence which characterizes his character, that sublime faith that 
everybody is as virtuous as he is, is walling to fold up his arms and 
be tied up in a bag by the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railroad 
Companies for twenty-two years, merely because we require them to 
establish a sinking fund! : 

Mr. BLAINE, I understand my friend’s argument—and I do 
not mean to interrupt him—he desires to state that as long as Mr. 
Jay Gould (he did not call him by name but referred to him) shall 
own a majority of the stock the Government of the United States 
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may rest secure, but it might possibly pass out of his hands and then 
danger would come. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr, President, then my friend does not under- 
stand me. I did not desire to state anything of the kind. I desire 
now to state, as Mr. Jay Gould is referred Paitin friend is fond it 
seems of referring to private conversations and to private men—— 

Mr. BLAINE, y, the Senator referred to him. Did not the 
Senator refer to him, if not by name? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have not mentioned Mr. Jay Gould at all. 

Mr. BLAINE. Am I mistaken in saying that the Senator intended 
to refer to Mr. Jay Gould as the gentleman he spoke off 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I intended to say 7 what I did say, and I 
intend to respect the proprieties of this place sufficiently not to 
name private citizens by name unless there is a very urgent reason 
for it indeed. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the Senator did not refer to him at all? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not say what I did, except that I said ex- 
actly what I did say referring to the managers of this corporation. 

Mr. BLAINE, But the Senator spoke of some gentleman holding 
a majority of the stock who was a very much better man than he is 
painted to be, and the Senate, I think, could have understood only 
that he referred to one gentleman, whom I am not referring to ex- 
cept with respect myself. I understood the Senator to say that as 
long as the stock ora reve trad of it was in his hands all would 
smoothly, but the possibility of danger arose just when it might 
slip out of his hands and get into somebody else's. That is what I 
wanted to understand, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, Mr. President, my friend must be very much 
wide of the mark. Does he suppose that there is nobody else in the 
world than Jay Gould who is better than he is painted? There are 
a great many Senators that I have heard very severely denounced in 
connection with corporations and otherwise that I believe are a great 
deal better than the stories that are told about them. Therefore my 
description of an imaginary being or a real being as being a great 
deal better than he is painted does not make it necessary for ra on- 
orable friend to jump up and say that I am talking about Mr. Jay 
Gould at all. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then, shall I understand that the Senator was not 
ee him? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator is entitled to understand exactly 
what he likes from what I say. Ido not undertake to control m; 
friend’s understanding at all; he is entirely at liberty to understan 
anything that he wishes to understand, and I am at liberty to say 
Keg free gen I wish to say within the e of this place. 

ut, Mr. President, this jocoseness of my friend and myself about 
a patronis person has very little to do with this question. The object 
I 15 vor Ne K es out to the Penate if I could beler I 5505 
very deeply myself —how dangerous it i use a corporation 
pens to be prosperous at this moment Aei to be well managed at this 
moment—and I am bound tosay for Jay Gould, if he has anything to do 
with it, (seeing that the Senator has mentioned him,) and the other gen- 
tlemen connected with the Union and with the Central Pacific roads, 
that they are well manned agw uncertain itis because at this pres- 
ent moment it happens that a corporation is well managed that you 
are to tie up your hands for twenty-two years and assume that it is 
going to be so for all time. That is the 5 that is the homily 
which I am trying to lay down and preach to those who are kind 
enough to listen. I am not undertaking to say that the prens n- 
tlemen who man. these corporations will always do it as well as 
they do now; but I am undertaking to say that in the course of human 

irs, if they are ma well—which must be the theory of this 
amendment, or otherwise nobody would think of tying up our hands— 
the present managers en gap honestly and properly from the 
scene to-morrow, and we know them no more; and into whose hands 
the management then goes, only those evil beings that rule our cor- 
rupt stock boards and combinations can tell. That is what Isay, and 
yet the confidence of my honorable friend in the future is so great 
that he is 1 to tie our hands. 

But, Mr. President, this is not all. There are other things about 
this amendment the honorable Senator has proposed, and which I 
dare say he does not intend himself, which show again how unsafe it 
is to jump at amendments of this character which are to tie up the 
1 power of 8 if we have any power to tie it up, which 
I deny in respect of this particular application of this amendment. 
This amendment strikes out all the vo in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee bill of this being taken as still reserving the power of amend- 
ing all these acts and this act itself; it strikes that all out, leaves. 
no authority on the face of the bill to make any further amendment, 
and then on the theory of the Senator from Georgia we should have 
no authority to amend any part of the original acts, even so much 
as requiring a report twice a year instead of once a year; but I am 
bound to say that I do not think that is the law myself, and there- 
fore I should not make any point upon that. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will allow me. I have no recollection 
that I have ever said anything or intimated anything that Congress. 
had no power to change any part of the original act. On the con- 
trary, I have said distinctly, and endeavored to impress on the Sen- 
ate why I said it, that Congress did retain the right to amend, alter, 
or repeal the act of incorporation and the franchises of the company, 
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and the tion of those franchises ; but I endeavored to draw a 
distinction between the franchises of the company and the contract 
of loan. I have never said that Congress did not have authority to 
regulate the franchises of the company. 
. EDMUNDS. The contract of loan is the very thing that the 
utlemen on the other side of this question are continually referring 
as the thing we are trying to deal with and the thing that we have 
no power to 9 and therefore if there is anything at all in the 
argument that we have no power to change an act that we do pass, 
and if we it it is binding because it refers to what they the 
contract of loan—— 

Mr. HILL. The Senator will allow me to say that my very objection 
to the bill of the Judiciary Committee was that it professed to alter 
and amend the act, and yet every provision of the bill relates to the 
contract of loan, and not to the franchises of the company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. 

Mr. HILL. If you would introduce a bill to regulate or change the 
franchises of the company, I should concede its constitutionality ; but 
IT say that you have no right, in my judgment, to alter, amend, or 
change the contract of loan, especially after that contract has been 
perfected under the authority of Con 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator has said that three or four times, and 
we understood him perfectly. We understood him the other day. 
But I was saying that, on the Senator’s theory, if we did pass this 
bill and did adopt this amendment which on the Senators own theory 
we cannot vote for, nevertheless we were cut off entirely from any 
further legislation upon the subject, and I said that that was his doc- 
trine because in referring to the act of 1871—if I am not tly mis- 
taken, I have it before me—the Senator did contend that the act of 
1871 which commanded the Secretary of the Treasury to > pay over the 
half transportation to the companies had foreclosed the power of 
Co on the subject entirely inasmuch as there was no reserva- 
tion in the act of 1871 of the power to alter, amend, or repeal. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say that, in relation to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine, I do not see that there is anything 
in my theory that prevents me from voting for that amendment. That 
amendment, as I understand it, simply says that vee shall not 
interfere with this contract again if the companies rform the 
obligations of this bill and the previous bills relating to the contract. 
That is the way I understand it. Now, I say frankly that I do be- 
lieve myself that is the law already; I believe that the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine is the law now. I do not think 
Congress has any right or power to interfere with this contract after 
it has been made and executed. There is something in this country, 
in my opinion, of higher dignity and higher value than the legisla- 
tive power of Con and that is the right of private parties to 
their contracts and their Mag roperty. 

In relation to the act of 1871 I was simply replying to those gen- 
tlemen who derived all the power to pass this bill from the reserva- 
tion of the authority to alter, amend, or re contained in the acts 
of 1862 and 1864. ey said that, in relation to this half transporta- 
tion, Congress had a right to change it and require the whole trans- 

rtation to be paid into the Treasury under the power of amendment. 
Then I said there was a subsequent act to those of 1862 and 1864, 
that of 1871, in which Congress had commanded that the half trans- 

rtation both heretofore and hereafter accruing should be paid to 
fhe companies, and there was no reservation to alter or amend that 
act. Therefore the argument that we derived the power to interfere 
with the half transportation from the reservation to alter or amend 
contained in the acts of 1862 and 1864 did not apply to the act of 
1871 which ordered this half transportation to be paid over without 
any reservation of the right to alter and amend. was all I said. 

Ar. EDMUNDS. No Mr. President, it was not all the Senator said, 
but it was part of what he said. 

Mr. All on that subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was in the same direction Iadmit. I am so 
to go out of my way to go back to this constitutional question, whic 
I take it is ended in this body. If we could get a direct vote on that 
question of our power, I should be greatly disappointed if we did not 
come rather more nearly being unanimous than we have lately been 
upon any question. But I do wish to s in response to what 

e Senator from Georgia has said, that his distinction between the 
state of this affair as a contract and the state of the franchises is a 
most extraordinary one and is as novel as is the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine in the aspects to which Ihave alluded. The 

Senator says you may control the franchises, yon may do everything 
except interfere with the contract. Now, what is the contract? As 
he puts it the contract was that the United States should lend to 
these people a certain amount of bonds and that the bonds should 
be repaid, principal and interest, at the maturity of the principal, 
not before, leaving out now the half rtation and 5 per cent. of 
net earnings to be applied. That is the contract. Very well. It is 
also the contract that they may issue first-mo nds which 
shall be paramount to the Government loan, of exactly the same tenor, 
as the statute says, and legal effect, and the same security. There- 
fore, according to the theory of the Senator, the first-mortgage bonds 
would not be payable, principal or interest, until the end of the time 
the princi mes due. But that is not the point to which I wish 
to refer. 


hat is aside. There is the contract providing for the first- 


mortgage bonds and for our 8 That is the contract. Now, 
what does this bill do? Does it undertake to say that that shall not 
be the contract? Not at all. It undertakes to say that the money 
of this company shall not be wasted and spent with its stockholders, 
but shall be kept in order to fulfill that contract. 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator from Vermont allow me te interrupt 
him just a moment? 

Mr, EDMUNDS. No, sir, I cannot. I ask my friend to wait until 
I finish, as I wish to fini My friend will have his opportunity 


Mr. HILL. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator does not need to apologize for ask- 
ing leave to interrupt me, because that is perfectly proper; but as I 
am not at all well and am rather fatigued, he will excuse me. 

Mr. HILL. Idoso. I think these interruptions are very frequent 
any way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are never di ble; and but for my 
physical weakness I should be glad to submit to the interruption now. 

That is the contract which I have described. This act of sover- 
eign pewer, which does not put on the form of a contract and does 
not ask the assent of the companies to its passage, (it will ask the 
assent of the President of the United States, I trust not of the com- 
panies) merely says to these companies, Lou shall not take the 
product of your franchise, the very thing which your franchise alone 
entitles you to have, income, and bury it out of the reach of your 
creditors and thereby defraud them of their rights, those creditors 
being the United States, and the first-mo: bondholders, and the 
land-grant bondholders, and the sinking-fund bondholders, and the 
holders of the floating debt, and everybody else. It provides not that 
the United States shall take this money out of hand, but it provides 
that the money shall stand as a security for whoever in the courts of 
equity and justice is entitled to the preference of taking it of the 
shareholder. That is all that the bill does, and you tell us that that 
is a violation of a contract, by which we have to take our 
money twenty-two years hence when we in the exercise of our sover- 
eign power say what the companies themselves say, Both of them 
have said that “the time has come when it is apparent that it is 
totally impossible to pay this debt if we go on spending the money 
on our stockholders.” We say then “You shall do it,” and that is a 
violation of the contract! Mr. President, that confounds all distinc- 
tions that I understand anything about. I can only state such a 
proposition to make the best answer to it I am capable of. 

Now I will come back to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine and I shall close. The amendment of the Senator from Maine, 
as I was proceeding to say, besides these intrinsic and unchangeable 
objections that I have stated to it, that go to the very basis of the 
whole thing and that no sort of modification could get over, to my 
mind, has this effect, or is in great danger of having the effect, 
to cut off the suit of the United States for the net earnings already 
due. You will understand that we have not yet had a cent of net 
earnings paid into the Treasury under the act of 1862, although these 
roads have now been completed from eight to ten years. Nota penny 
of this enormous sum of net earnings been paid into the Sean 
ury, although dividends in large percen ave been made to 
stockholders. It is true, the companies say, that since the act of Con- 
gress stopped the Treasury from paying out the one-half of the trans- 
portation account, they being entitled to that, it will accumulate 
enough to pay the percentage of net earnings when it is found out 
what is enough to pay them; but they have not paid in a cent yet 
and they are entitled to this half tion. The effect of the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine is, to my mind, and it will be 
pressed immediately when you come to the court, that as we have 
tied up our hands in respect of everything relating to these roads on 
account of the bonds advanced and of the sinking funds to be estab- 
lished, these bonds and these sinking funds shall be taken as suffl- 
cient. This provision, as I am saying, makes an end, if they comply 
with the acts of 1862 and 1864, on aecount of advances to the United 
States, that these bonds and these sinking funds shall be taken as 
sufficient to meet the obligations of the companies on account of such 
bonds prior to the maturity thereof, a complete wind-up. 

This amendment in an ordinary act, which did not take the pains 
to review the past just where it 9115 meet objections, would be, so 
far as I am now ing of, not objectionable; but the act proposed 
by the J eae A ommittee leaves the matter of net earnings in the 
past entirely behind and only provides for net earnings in the future, 
what they are defined to be, and requiring them to be paidin. The 
consequence would be, as would be contended, that in connection 
with that section of the bill ef the committee this provision relieves 
the companies from the duty of paying any part of the old net earn- 
ings, because they have complied with the acts of 1862 and 1864 in 
connection with this proposed act as to the particulars mentioned. 

But there is another thing that is still more doubtful about this 
amendment and which also is far away from the fundamental objec- 
tions that I have stated. You are aware, sir, that under the act of 1873 
the Attorney-General, in pursuance of the resolution introduced by 
the Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] being carried into an act 
of Congress, was directed to institute suit against the Union Pacific 
Railroad Company, and the Credit Mobilier, and so on, for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the true cost of the construction of that road, 
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which by the acts of 1862 and 1864 was to be the basis upon which 
bonds were to be issued as a first mo , and upon which tolls 
were to be taken and interest paid and all the regulations were to 
rest ;—the cost of the road, the real true actual cost, not the amount 
of stock on which it might make dividends, but the cost, and also to 
bring back into the coffers of that company, for the benefit of its real 
stockholders and the benefit of its creditors all around, any moneys 
that had been unlawfully taken from it and to require to be paid into 
the coffers of the company oy unpaid stock, because the act which 
created that company required payments by installments to be made 
in cash for the full amount of the stock until the capital should all 
be paid up, it being generally understoed that the stock never was 

aid for in the Union Pacific Railroad Company, and that the Credit 

obilier business, made up of the directors, &c., had, as they say 
out West, “scooped the whole concern.” What is the ground upon 
which the United States has intervened under these acts of Congress 
through the Attorney-General and is now prosecuting suits against 
this company to rectify this enormous fraud, as is charged, and which 
the Senator from California thinks has been condoned. Notwith- 
standing his own earnest efforts to prevent condonation, and notwith- 
standing Congress, in compliance with his resolution, has passed the 
to prevent a condonation; it is still condoned, he 


Mr. SARGENT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Mr. President, as ourright of intervention ismade 
to depend upon our interest in the fund as the holder of this second 
mortgage, what becomes of us as to that? What new complication 
will arise in those suits I should be glad to know, what new defenses 
will be interposed; but here is a condonation. That is the spirit 
of the Blaine amendment, so called, which will be as famous in the 
future annals of railway and other corporate legislation as the Wilmot 
proviso, although made to rather a different end. What effect will 
that amendment have upon it, they will ask. WB sles this is a con- 
donation. You have agreed that you will do nothing for twenty-two 
ears to come in respect of any of this bond business but Sg try to 
interpose about the Credit Mobilier and everything after this money 
is tied up and is nothing to you; if any stockholders want to sue us, 
let them do it, if they can get an act to authorize them to do so.” I 
do not wr that in 1 of law it will necessarily have that effect 
although I greatly fear it. I only say it will furnish a rich field for 
the ingenuity of the very able and ingenious counsel that these com- 
panies employ in such numbers to put off to an indefinite date any 
vindication of the rights ef the United States and the other creditors. 
So much for that. 

Mr. President, in view of all this, when you look at the essential 
character of this legislation, which is sovereign and not a compact, 
which contains no bargain at all, which does not deal with the past 
but only deals with the future in a mere administrative way, I ask 
is it safe and wise for the Con of the United States to put into 
this bill a provision that nothing more shall be done for twenty-two 
years? It does not appear so to me. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS, ] and the honor- 
able Senator from New York [Mr. CoNKLING] to a certain extent, 
have urged upon us that we are invading the province of the Supreme 
Court, that the court has decided what the rights of these companies 
are, aad therefore we cannot amend their charter. What is the force 
of thatargument? Do the Senators mean to say that you cannot ex- 
ercise your power to alter, amend, and repeal at all after you found 
out exactly what tlie clause means that you want to amend and re- 
peal? That is what the court has done. The court has told us what 
the law means now, and the Senators say “ inasmuch as you have now 
found out that this law does not mean what you think it ought to 
mean, your power to change it has gone, because the court has told 
you what it does mean and therefore anything that was so plain that 
you did not want the court to tell you what it means, you never can 
alter and amend.” Mr. President, that would do fora justice’s court, 
but it is hardly up, I think, to the status of the Senate of the United 
Marae I may be mistaken. I speak with theutmost diffidence upon 
tbat point. 

Than my honorable friends have urged upon Senators, and it per- 
haps has had some effect, the communism of this legislation, that 
we are assailing corporations; that the communism of this bill in 
assailing corporations is only furnishing powder and ball for the 
commune. The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. MatrHEws] laid 
great stress upon that and warned you all, until perhaps your hair 
stood up asif you had seen a ghost, that yos were embracing the 
commune by undertaking to interfere by the sovereign right of the 
po le with these great monopolies; and the Senator from New 

York urged that they must have the same justice and the same fair 
play that the poor dweller in a hut by some river side who sweats 
for his daily i ea have. Mr. President, that last is true. 
So they should. en the dweller in the hut of the Senator from 
New York comes to control two thonsand miles of railway and all 
the station agents and the millions of income that arise from it, and 
comes to appropriate that money to his own use when his duty is to 
appropriate it to the payment of his debts, then I take it that he 
will be in the attitude of these corporations, and Congress would 
visit the same justice upon him. The idea that you cannot touch a 
corporation because it is entitled to the same justice as anybody else 
is somewhat muddled, for the same reason that it is entitled to 


the same justice as other people, although much more difficult to 


apply it, because private persons cannot exercise the power that cor- 

orations do, they have not the money and the agents to repress 
legislation ; but when the same cases occur corporations and indi- 
viduals stand upon the same grounds, undoubtedly. When, as I have 
said, an individual comes into this presence in such an attitude as 
these corporations occupy, I am sure that we shall have the aid of 
pe) Senator from New York in administering fair and equal justice 
to him. 

But what is this commune, Mr. President, that we are guilty of 
promoting? Where is it in this bill? My honorable friend from 
Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] says this is a grand step toward communism 
because the representatives of the people interfere to redress their 
grievances from the overwhelming power and the really moral breach 
of the present obligations of these companies. Is that communism? 
I had the impression that the well- ted administration of law 
in the interest of justice and equal rights, in the interest of the small 
stockholders of these corporations, if there be any, in the interest of 
the unsecured creditors of these corporations, as there are many, was 
a step far from communism. bird fen that we take in legislationin 
protecting the interests of the people goes toward communism. Every 
tting away from arbitrary y de de astep toward communism 

er than yon, sir, [Mr. OGLESBY in 


I shall feel bound for one, with a complete sense of the responsi- 
bility of it, and I ask everybody who has the same purpose in view 
that I have, and feels it with the same intensity, to vote against this 
amendment of my friend from Maine ; and if the Senate should please 
to adopt it, to vote against the bill itself, because I would much 
rather that the Con, of the United States, the representative of 
public justice and of public right, should wait for a year or two until 
“returning Justice lifts aloft her scale,” than that we should cemmit 
ourselves to a piece of legislation that would be almost certain in the 
future to be fatal in respect of the very objects that the bill wishes 
to accomplish, besides being destructive of the sound principles upon 
which all such . at present rests. 

Mr. VOORHEES obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator from Indiana give me two minutes 
of his time? I wish to modify my amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. With pleasure. 

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to say that every solitary objection which 
the Senator from Vermont has made against the amendment which I 
submitted can be cured, and is fully answered, by adding to the end 
of it a simple proviso which he could write much more quickly than 
I, but which makes the amendment that I offered a much more con- 
clusive measure than the bill itself as described by the Senator from 
Ohio who reported it, [Mr. THURMAN.] I have the right to modify 
my amendment, and all the imaginary bugaboos which the Senator 
from Vermont has constructed out of his fertile imagination in regard 
to the road all going to pieces, and the r bonds coming 
into default, and the interest not being paid, and there being nothing 
but the stock board in its corruption proceeding from it, I propose to 
cut up by the roots. I also propose to remove utterly that still less 
well-based imagination that this amendment which I have offered in 
any wise interferes with any claim now existing of the United States. 
I venture to sad that it takes what I heard Rufus Choate once de- 
scribe as a double-forty-horse microscopic power of sight, 
only by the Senator from Vermont, to discover any such waiverin . 
that amendment. If I did not have such great respect for his legal 
ability, from which I am always glad to receive instruction, I should 
call it an absurdity, but I cut both those objections and all his ob- 
jections up by the roots by adding at the end of my amendment the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the annual ent from each company, in addition to the half- 
transportation account and 1 eee cent. of net ee presently cme to 
the interest on the bonds, shall never be less than $600,000 for the sin ing fond, 


and that nothing in this act shall be construed to waive any claim of the 
States against either of said railroad companies from whatever source arising. 


I am obliged to the Senator from Indiana for yielding me the op- 
portunity to modify my amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not propose at this late hour, 
in this protracted debate, to enter upon a general discussion of the 
subject before the Senate. In fact, until within the last few days it 
has been im ible for me to give it that close attention which its 
importance . It has been my earnest desire to support the 
bill reported by the Judiciary Committee. It is conceded on all 
hands that some measure of adjustment between the Government and. 


2366 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Arn 9, 


the Pacific Railroad Companies should be adopted by Congress, and 
that it should be one, which, while genni be the Government all 
its pecuniary in would at the same time preserve all the con- 
tract rights which have accrued to the companies. f 
I desire, however, more y, for the few minutes which T shall 
the attention of the Senate, to speak of the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE. ] X 
If the bill reported by the Judiciary Committee is what its friends 
claim it to be—a fair solution of the conflicting interests of the Gov- 
ernment and the companies, and a guarantee to the Government of 
all that is due from the companies—then it plainly seems to me that 
it should be made a final and permanent act of legislation. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maine reads as follows: 


But so long as said Central Pacific and Union Pacific Railroad Companies shall 
faithfully comply with the provisions of the said acts of 1862 and 1864, and of this 
act g to payments to the United States on account of the bonds advanced, 
and of the sinking-funds to be established as aforesaid, such compliance shall be 
deemed and taken as sufficient to meet the obligations of said companies on account 
of such bonds prior to the maturity thereof. 


This is a declaration on our part that so long as the companies 
faithfully comply with what we now demand we will make no new 
demand upon them. It is a declaration that we have faith in the 
sufficiency of the pending bill to secure to the Government all its 
rights and dues in the premises. We have been repeatedly assured, 
in the most earnest an 3 manner, during the last four weeks, 
by the friends of the bill, that it would accomplish this great object. 

è have been strenuously urged to support it on that ground. If it 
has this merit and is worthy of our support it is solely because it will 
9 this result. 

Mr. THURMAN. May I interrupt the Senator one moment? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. What friend of this bill has said that it would 
Sere: the payment of the debt according to the terms of the 
contract 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Ohio say that it will not 
accomplish that result ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I havealwayssaidso. It will not do it by within 

„000,000. Perhaps more than that will remain due. 

Mr, VOORHEES. Why, then, does not the Senator perfect a bill 
that will protect the Government in its rights? 

Mr. THURMAN. Because I cannot pass it through this Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ah! 

Mr. THURMAN. If I cannot pass this measure how could I? 

Mr. Are The Senator should try before making such an 
assertion. 

Mr. BLAINE. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question with 
the leave of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator from Ohio doubt, and will he state 
he doubts, that the two railroads are not abundant security for that 
comain ok Eao 000? : 

Mr. T RMAN. I do say that they are not, with their first-mort- 
gage bonds on them, security, and they have said so themselves again 
Air. BLAINE, 

Mr. . Ibegthe Senators pardon, with all due ips a 
tby never said so at all. The Senator is ae mistaken. ey 
said that unless provision was made and the $150,000,000 of sinking 
fund went on they could never pay it; but the Senator has a bill that 

rovides for a sinking fund, and by the sinking fund he pays off 
$120,000 000 of mortgage, which leaves oniy $30,000,000, and he can- 
not, without disputing the aritbmetic or the rule of hree, doubt or 
deny that the security is more ample than the United States holds 
for any other obligation in the whole of its ownership. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Sir, I was amazed on yesterday to hear the very 
able and very distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. N] ex- 
claim that the adoption of the amendment under consideration would 
kill the pending bill. Can it be that an amendment declaring thata 
bill, when enacted into a law, should thereby become a permanent 
piece of i A destroys that bill? Can it be that an amend- 
ment which gives perpetual life to an act of Congress is, as the Sena- 
tor from Ohio exclaimed, prussic acid to its existence? 

This amendment says that the measure reported by the Judiciary 
Committee, if it shall become a law, shall live and be perpetual as 
long as the Pacific Railroad Companies 3 5 rform their duties 
under it. And yet the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] 
asserts that such an amendment will destroy the life of the bill! The 
amendment proposes to accept the bill, and to require the Pacific 
Railroad companies to accept it also, and that when it is thus accepted, 
and as long as it shall be faithfully complied with, it shall not be 
disturbed. It proposes that this whole subject shall be taken out of 
Congress; that a final settlement shall be made, and adhered to. 

A few years it was the earnest purpose of leading members of 
this body, I believe, including the Senator from Ohio, that a finality 
upon this subject should be obtained. It was then thought that a 
judicial finality was the most desirable. The question as to the time 
when the Pacific Railroad Companies, under existing laws, were liable 
for the payment of their debts to the Government, was submitted to 
the Supreme Conrt of the United States, It was there decided ad- 
versely to the views entertained by many and adversely to my own 
views and wishes. There is no higher resort, however, than the 
Supreme Court of the United States to find out what the law is. The 


subjeet, however, has been reopened here, and, under a claim of power, 
on the part of Congress, far-reaching and to my mind questionable, 
it is now proposed to alter and amend the laws upon which the Su- 
preme Court made its decision, and under which that court deter- 
mined the time when the obligations of the cempanies became due. 
I have had from the first the gravest possible doubts of the existence 
of this power on the part of Congress, under the Constitution. Iam 
not now about to enter upen the discussion or examination of the de- 
cisions of courts upon this point; that has been fully done by others, 
and as far asin my power I have enlightened my mind by their labors, 
But it is not in my nature nor has it been a part of my e edu- 
cation to take kindly to the great and unlimited stretches of power 
556 Congress has so frequently put forth in the later years of our 
istory. 

During the last seventeen years I have heard this power invoked 
and seen it exercised to the destruction of every class of reserved and 
yested rights belonging not merely to corporations, but to great 
political commonwealths—to States that are sovereign in the control 
of all matters not expressly granted to the Federal Government. I 
have seen it rend States asunder; tear down States; reconstruct 
States; abolish State Legislatures; annul the legislative acts of States; 
unseat members of State a core bodies, and seat others in their 
places. I have seen this unbridled power of Congress roam through 
the reserved rights of political communities like a wild boar ravaging 
fruitful vineyards. I have witnessed it act as the obedient servant 
of fanaticism; of willful, violent, unlawful desire to inflict injury, to 
strip people of their individual franchises, to destroy their property, 
and lay waste their homes. 

It has run a career of iniquity and crime in this country which no 
crowned head upon the earth would dare attempt, or would remain 
crowned for a single day if the attempt were made. It obeyed the 
call of an e l and baffled party in this Capitol, when the consti- 
tutional acts of a President were sought to be enacted into a crime 
by which to hurl him from his biga office by impeachment. When, 
therefore, sir, I read the report which accompanies the bill from the 
Judiciary Commi and found it there asserted that while the Fed- 
eral Constitution prohibited States from violating the obligations of 
contracts, such a prohibition did not extend to the Federal Govern- 
ment itself, I instinctively recoiled from this new, and, to my mind, 
monstrous assertion of power upon the part of Congress. 

I am willing, however, indeed desirous, to go as far as possible—to 
the very verge of ay conscience, as a sworn legislator—sworn to 
uphold the Constitution according to my own convictions—with the 
Judiciary Committee. Where I have doubts I have aimed to give the 
Government the benefit of them. Where my mind has wavered in 
regard to conclusions, I have striven to follow those arrived at by the 
distinguished gentlemen who compose that committee. As lawyers, 
their ability and industry and integrity are all most cheerfully con- 
ceded. Their infallibility, however, is notconceded. I believe their 
bill should be amended. I believe that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] ought to be adopted. 

If we are to admit that Congress has the power to adopt this bill, 
in my judgment we should say that this power shall not again be 
exercised as long as the companies gave no occasion for it by their 
failure to comply with the law. 

This subject onght to be removed from Congress; it ought not to 
be a theme OE ue str agitation in these halls. The t interests 
at stake should not be made the 3 of shook speculators, 
brokers, and gamblers. Nor should they be left open for every ad- 
venturous, aspiring, restless member of either branch of Congress, to 
inaugurate a new agitation whenever his interests or his ambition 
might dictate. The scenes of the last four weeks in and about this 
Capitol should never be enacted again, if itis possible to avoid them. 
If the bill reported from the Judiciary Committee is not a sufficient 
one to protect the Government; if it is not sufficiently guarded ; if 
it is so imperfect that it will be unsafe to declare it a finality, then let 
the Judiciary Committee do its work over again. It has the ability 
and experience to accomplish what we all so much desire. If that 
committee is not satisfied now to make this work of its hands per- 
manent, let it try again; but let us have an end, let us have rest and 
quiet and repose on this subject. 

It is true, of course, that one Congress cannot bind future Con- 

and the amendment of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINR, ] 
if adopted, may be disregarded hereafter. But the question is less 
likely to be reopened after such a legislative declaration as this 
amendment makes than it would be if it were not made. The dec- 
laration contained in this amendment will have the effect to prevent 
litigation and to encourage the companies to fulfill the law in the 
belief and hope that while they do so no future Congress will be so 
regardless of good faith and of the public interests as to disturb the 
present adjustment. I have therefore, after the most serious and, 
in some respects, painful consideration of this subject, determined, 
for myself, that it is my duty to vote for the pending amendment. 
No question of n ever appeared to me in a clearer or more 
commanding light. e advantages to flow from its adoption are 
very great and very obvious to the commonest understanding ; while 
the evils which, in my judgment, will follow its rejection are equally 
plain rie bes the reach of estimate. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I am not about to inflict upon the Sen- 
ate a — TME but I shall not be able to vote for the bill reported by 
the Judiciary Committee, of which I happen to be a member. That 
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my reasons for withholding my vote from that bill are so radically 
unlike the reasons which others have assigned for their pense? to 
it, is the only excuse that I have for obtruding a remark into this 
debate. Whether these railroad companies are, as some have con- 
tended, great benefactors of the human race or common marauders, 
may be an interesting question, but it is not one that I shall discuss. 
Whether they are combinations of thieves or communities of saints 
might be very pleasant to know, but it seems to me the most inter- 
esting fact about these companies is one that nobody can dispute, and 
that is that they are debtors to the United States in very large sums, 
and whether they are honest or dishonest, the United States are alike 
interested in securing the repayment of that money. I say they are 
indebted to the United States in very large sums. Speaking only of 
millions, and referring only to asingle company, that which is nearest 
to us, the Union Pacific, the principal of its debtis $27,000,000. The 
interest on that debt when it shall mature will be $49,000,000. Some 
portion of that interest will have been paid: no one has told and no 
one can tell precisely what portion of it. The probability is that it 
will be somewhere from „000,000 to $30,000,000 of the interest. 
That is only dne of the companies. The other will owe quite as 
much. A hundred millions is probably not an overestimate of the 
amount the two companies will owe the United States in about twenty- 
two years from this time. 

I say that is the interesting fact in this case. How are we to secure 
the repayment of that interest, the collection of these debts? It 
seems to me, in spite of what others have said, that if that money is 
ever to be paid at all, it must be paid out of the annual net earnings 
of the companies, that the ap a m to us will never secure 
the repayment of those sunis. The Union Pacific Company, which will 
in twenty-two years owe the United States not less than $50,000,000, 
I do not hesitate to say could be built now for $18,000,000. How does 
any one Dots to 3 980 ~ e 5 eighteen Dinion dollars’ 
worth of pro a debt o A when prior to that mortgage 
there is Te myles to be paid of $27,600,000 F It seems to me that 
that is a hopeless indeb ess; but nevertheless, though the cost 
or the intrinsic value of the property mortgaged is so very low, it 
happens that the annual net earnings of the company are abundant 
to pay not ouly the United States, but all the debts the company has 
yet contracted, enormous as those debts are. 

Mr. President, the Judiciary Committee have furnished us with a 
table showing the net ae of these companies for each year dur- 
ing the last four years. The Union Pacific ney rma had net receipts 
in 1874 amounting to a little more than $5,000,000; in 1875 to some- 
thing more than $6,000,000 ; in 1876 to something more than $6,500,000; 
in 1877 amounting to 17,091.58. The Judiciary Committee have 
concluded from that table that since the average earnings for the past 
four years were over $6,500,000, we can rely upon the average earn- 
ings being hereafter fully $6,500,000. Is that a correct or a probable 
estimate? If you weigh a boy one year and find that he weighs forty 
ponnds, and the next year at the same date you find that he weighs 
tifty, and the next year sixty, and the next year 8 it would 
show that the average weight for the four years was fifty-five pounds, 
but it would be a very crade inference to conclude from that that his 
average weight the next four years would be fifty-five pounds. These 
Pacific companies are infants; they are lusty but they are growing; 
they traverse empty empires; itis their office to fill those empires and 
then to carry forthem. They have not yet n to exhibit what 
they are capable of doing, what they are capable of earning; but if 
we were compelled to conclude that they had already attained to the 
maximum of their i there was last year, as I have already 
stated, $8,300,000 of net earnings at the disposition of the Union Pacific 
Company. That is a very large revenue. Many sovereign govern- 
ments expend less than that in a year. Out of that revenue the Union 
Pacific Company can discharge all the interest due to all its creditors 
and still have a very large surplus in its treasury. The Government 
directors speaking of that company make the declaration that out of 
that balance a ion can be taken for the 5 per cent. and for the 
half of the c against the Government for transportation; all 
the interest due to allits creditors can be paid and 6 per cent. dividend 
can be declared on $36,000,000 of stock, and still the company would 
have 51, 562,853.58 to spare. 

If that company never grows an inch, but maintains the rate of 
earnings hereafter which it realized the last year, out of those earn- 
ings it is amply able to reget scrape for every debt it owes, whether 
to the Government of the United States or to anybody else. Now, 
ought the company to pay its debt? I find no one to dispute that. 
If it means to pay that debt, why should it not appropriate this sur- 
plus of annual earnings to the payment of it, instead of distributing 
it among its stockholders whom it does notowe? It is the fair thing 
for any man who owes money to hand his estate over to his creditors 
rather than to his children, whom he does not owe. It is the fair thing 
for the company to provide for its debts before it provides for its 
stockholders, and it is the interest of the company to make that dis- 
position of its net earnings if it means to pay the debt. Itis not a 
just thing to the stockholders to have the assets of the company 
squandered to the prejudice of the stock, or rather to endanger the 
stock. „then, should not provision be made to meet the whole 
debt of the companies out of their annual earnings? I have heard it 
said that they must pay some dividends to their stockholders. Why 
so? If thestock is earning money, is not that all that the stockhold- 


ers can ask? If knowing the stock earns money, is it not just as 
much for the advantage of the stockholder that it should go to the 
surplus fund as that it should be divided among the stockholders? 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] who sits near me insists that 
the property of the company is abundant security for the debts of 
the company, if I understand him. 

Mr. BLAINE. For what remains of the indebtedness. 

Mr. HOWE. For what will remain of the debt; that it will be 
adequate security for the $50,000,000 which will be due the United 
States and for the $27,000,000 (I am speaking now of the Union Pacific 
Company) which will be due on the first mortgage. 

Mr. B Only $20,000,000 will be due the United States, 
twenty millions by each company, forty on both, ferty-seven millions 
in all on the Union Pacific. 

Mr. HOWE. Then it would be $47,000,000 due to the United States 
and twenty-seven millions due on the first ni ge. Then a road 
which can be built for eighteen million is considered good security 
for a debt of $74,000,000! 

Mr. BLAINE. How do you make seventy-four millions ? 

Mr. HOWE. Twenty-seven and forty-seven make seventy-four. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ob, no; twenty-seven and twenty make forty-seven. 
It is only forty-seven million. 

Mr. HOWE. Only twenty millions will remain due to the United 
States, the Senator means. I have not made these figures myself. 

Mr. BLAINE. I took the figures from the Senator from Ohio; I 
have not made them myself. 

Mr. HOWE. The conclusion of the Senator from Maine is that 
only twenty millions will be due to the United States, 1 724 75 and 
interest, of this loan. Is that the conclusion of the Senator 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, sir. y, 

Mr. HOWE. It-makes a very material difference and only leads 
us to this result, that instead of $67,000,000 there will be $47,000,000 
due. The conclusion of the Senator is therefore that the road will 
be good security for $47,000,000, though it might not be good secur- 
ity for $67,000,000 ; and yet I cannot understand how a piece of prop- 
erty which can be duplicated for $18,000,000 can 1775 secu- 
rity for 847,000,000. Understand, the Senator will tell me that it is 
paying interest. He says it is paying 7 per cent. on $90,000,000. I 
admit that and it actually paid last year over 8 per cent. on $100,- 
000,000, of net profit, and I firmly believe that if nursed, taken care 
of, not trampled upon, in five years from this time it can pay 12 por 
cent. on $100,000,000. But the Senator would not loan money at that 
rate and on that security, simply because this company cannot be 
secured forever in the exclusive carrying of the immense tract of 
country for which it is doing business to-day. I will not say it is 
unconstitutional, that it is a violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, but it is a violation of the constitution of American 
society, to permit anybody for a series of years to reap such enor- 
mous profits out of so small an outlay of money. 

Therefore I think the Senator will conclude 5 If, or at least if 
he does not conclude himself that this is inadequate secnrity, I ho 
he will be able to convince me that it is adequate; for all I ask for 
the United States is that we shall take such measures as will secure 
the repayment of that money. The question of time is with me quite 
unimportant; but if I were the company, I know I would not dis- 
tribute these net earni: among the stockholders. It seems to me, 
I know I would say to the United States, Let me invest this in the 
debt I owe you;” and if I were in the place of the United States I 
would say to the company, “Yes, we are glad to have that invest- 
ment pe in this debt, because we consider this debt insecure, and 
we will pay you a more liberal interest for that investment than you 
can realize on your net earnings, let you invest them anywhere else 
you can.” If it be conceded that the company means to Day these 
debts and that the United States means to ask no more than the pay- 
ment of these debts, then I cannot for my life see why the interest of 
the companies and the interest of the United States are not identical. 
We want not to crush the companies but to enco! them, because 
they are our debtors, and they want to exhibit their good faith and 
their determination to meet what their real obligations are, because 
we are their creditors. 

I do not therefore object, Mr. President, to this bill because it asserts 
a power over the companies which I am prepared to deny, I neither 
deny nor assert that power. Ido not think it the proper time to raise 
that issue. When we have said distinctly to the companies, “ all that 
we want is that you shall secure us in the repayment of what you 
owe,” and when they shall say “ we will not secure you to that ex- 
tent,” then it seems to me it will be time for us to see what are the 
reserved powers of the Government over these charters. But I would 
make an honest endeavor and a serious endeavor, as it seems to me, 
to see whether there could not be an ment between the compa- 
nies and the Government before I fell back on that power, and if 
driven to the assertion of the power at last, it seems to me T would 
not exert it to enforce the permene of a gw of what is due, but I 
would enforce it to assert the ultimate and full rights of the United 
States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. OGLEsSBY in the chair.) The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 
n this question the yeas and nays have been ord 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I have a few words to say on this 
amendment, but if there are other Senators who wish to speak now 
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I will cheerfully yield the floor. I want to 
to-day if it is the pleasure of the Senate to take the vote, as I ho 
it will be. Iam willing to forego anything like a set speech in the 
conclusion of the 1 but I shall claim the right to be heard be- 
fore the vote is taken. consider the amendment as really deter- 
mining the fate of the bill. If there is any Senator now who would 
prefer to speak further, I cheerfully give up the floor. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, every Senator unquestionably feels the 
importance of the bill now before the Senate. In fact there are two 
bills before the Senate, a bill from the Judiciary Committee and a bill 
from the Railroad Committee. Under my obligations as a Senator I 
cannot vote for either of those bills as they now are. The bill intro- 
duced by the Judiciary Committee, in my judgment, asserts power 
that does not belong to the legislative department of this Government. 
God 8 that I n eyer n to the 8 * ae om- 
nipetency of Congress, and, with a very regard for the iciary 
Committee, I do not believe in their ha Bo A bill is Brough 
here and we are told, absolutely told, in words told that the wisdom 
of man is exhausted ; this bill is to be taken with no t’s crossed, no 
is dotted ; the Judiciary Committee is potent enough to require its 
passage just as it is. 

Mr. President, in my judgment this bill is in violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. There has been a wheelbarrow-load 
of decisions of courts brought here and not one that sustains the 
claim of the Judiciary Committee. I do not pro to consume 
much of the time of the Senate, and therefore I will lay down what 
I regad as the law as decided by one of the highest courts in the 
8 States, as decided by one of the purest courts in the United 
ta 


In the first place, let me premise by saying that all the power pos- 
sessed by Con is by t, and that t is to be found in the 
Constitution of the United States. There is no other power possessed 
by Congress; and what is that power? It is intimated, more than 
intimated, that because the States of this Union are inhibited from 

ga law impairing the obligation of contracts, Con can do 
that same violation of common sense and common justice. I have 
not heard my distinguished friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
THURMAN] claim that power, for he says he is a strict-construction, 
hard- headed democrat; I think I use his own language. 

Now, then, can Congress pass alaw impairing the obligation of acon- 
tract? They seek to do it. The bill of the Judiciary Committee seeks 
toimpair the obligation of a contract, as I will try to show before I get 
through. First, then, what is a contract? That is the first point in 
the legal propositions to which I direct the attention of the Senate. 
“ A contract within the Constitution of the United States is one relat- 
ing to property or some objectof value”—mark the lan “which 
imposes an obligation capable in legal contemplation of being im- 
ee That is a contract, relating to some object of value which 

mposesan obligation capable in legal contemplation of being impaired. 
Now, I assume that there is an executed agreement between the Gov- 
ernment of the United States and these two railroad companies. I 
assume that that agreement is executed. I assume that there are 
objects of value connected with that contract. 

t me see whether I am right or not. If I am not right, I shall vote 
for the bill. If any Senator will disprove these propositions of law, 
Ishall vote for the bill, No man has yet disproved them. Now, let 
us see what this a ment was. The United States said this—of 
course I have not the charter in my hands—the United States said 
to these Pacific Railroad Companies, “ If you will transport the muni- 
tions of war of the United States, taking half our transportation as 
payment presently, build this road, keep it in absolute repair, with 
all its material in order, then we will loan you so much money, to be 
paid on a given, certain day, we in the mean time taking 5 per cent. 
of your net earnings and half the cost of the transportation you do 
for us. 

There is an obligation of value: first a service to be performed by 
these a ear next a sum of money to be paid annually or semi- 
annually for these companies. There is your contract executed. Have 
I not stated it 8 If I have not I should like to be corrected, 
because I have said that if these legal propositions fail me I shall 
vote for the bill. 

One other legal point I direct the attention of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee to. A legislative enactment equivalent to a contract or agree- 
ment, which is perfected, requiring nothing further to be done in 
order to its entire completion, is a contract executed, and whatever 
rights are thereby created subsequent legislation cannot impair.” I 
desire an answer to that legal proposition. 

This is the ment of the supreme court of Connecticut when 
giants occupied her bench, No greater or purer men than Williams 
and Johnson and Huntington and Storrs ever sat on a bench any- 
where. I commend this law, for it runs on all fours with my claim. 

One other proposition. A legislative act in the nature of an exec- 
utory contract, which is supported by valuable and sufficient consid- 
cration, creates an obligation which a subsequent legislature cannot 
impair. 

hese three propositions I submit to the Senate as the positions 
upon which I stand, and as an honorable man, as a man standing by 
the constituted rights of the people and of the corporations created 
by the Government, I cannot avoid these positions. “Ah,” but says 
the Judiciary Committee, “do you deny the right to do” what? To 


t a vote on this bill 


repeal? It is in the charter. To amend? It is in the charter. Do 


vou deny it?” Certainly not. Whenever a ration, the creature 
of a tive body, violates the agreement which it has made with 
its creator, then the creator will take from it the power which he has. 
ven it, and never under any other circumstances. It never has 
done in the United States and never will be done. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the use of the reservation? 

Mr. EATON. I am glad my friend has interrupted me without. 
rising. The use of the reservation is simple and easy: first, th 
right to amend, the'right to alter, the right to repeal. The right to 
amend is absolutely necessary for the well-being of the corporation 
itself. The right to alter is n to the well-being and the proper 
carrying on of the corporation itse Everybody knows it; every- 
body that has served, as I have, in the Legislature of a Common- 
wealth that is certainly as nearly a corporation-ridden as any Com- 
monwealth Len to be, knows that without that power to amend 
not infrequently corporations themselves would be stopped. Let me 
ask my friend who just interrupted me, does he claim that without 
any fault on the part of one of these railroad companies, or any 


other corporation chartered by Congress, Con possesses the ab- 
of its vested rig 


solute power to repeal the charter in despite hts? I 
ask if he claims any such right? 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know what the Senator means by 
“vested rights.” 

Mr. EATON. Sup you let me tell, or guess, either. 

Mr. THURMAN. can say this, that Congress has the right to 


take away every franchise of that corporation at its pleasure. 

Mr. EATON. I do not believe that. Ido not believe that is the 
meaning of the right to alter, amend, and repeal. It would destroy 
any government on the footstool of the Almighty that undertook to. 
exercise a right as violent to common sense and common justice as 
that. It is put there to alter when it becomes n: either to. 
the well-being of the public or for the necessities of the corporation. 
It is put there to amend when it is n to amend either for the. 
well-being of the public or for the weal of the corporation, to secure 
the purposes of the t as the Senator from Georgia (Mr. HILL] 
suggests. It is put to repeal and take away the charter when, 
that corporation violates itself the contract it entered into. It means 
nothing else, and there is not a one-horse court in the United States. 
anywhere that has ever taken any other view. Youof the Judiciary 
Committee have brought here a wheelbarrow-load of decisions that: 
do not come within a thousand miles of touching the question. 

I should be very glad to have somebody answer the proposi- 
tions which I have had the honor to submit, and in submitting them 
I have stated that they come from a court renowned among the high. 
courts of this country. 

Sir, a great deal has been said here that I have been sorry to hear. 
Intimations have heen made here—Senators have not dared to say 
on this floor that these roads were bribing Senators; that they did not: 
dare to say—but they have thrown out intimations so that the public: 
press have said that there has been something in that nature. Inti-. 
mations have been made that the lobby has come here and chased. 
men to their private doors and houses and libraries. Sir, I have not. 
been troubled with any lobbyists. There are but twogentlemen whoare- 
connected with this railroad that have ever spoken to me and that but 
once apiece. It has been more than intimated—for the lan è has 
been used here—that those who ventured to differ from the Judiciary 
Committee in to this bill were the friends of the roads. What 
does that mean? Iask what it means? Is there anybody here who- 
isan enemy of these roads? Is my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Mc- 
CrEERY?] I trow not. Is my friend from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN f} 
I trow not. Am I more a friend of the roads because I cannot see the 
constitutionality of the bill which was born of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee than any other man ought to be? Sir, I stand by my own con- 
victions always, here and everywhere else. Here is a bill that in my 
judgment destroys the constitutional rights of a corporation, the 
rights given it, and rights which by law cannot be taken from it 
except by its own default. Believing that as I do, am I to be called 
a friend of the roads as against my country! 

Mr. President, fi have been submitted here—I do not know 
by what computation of interest payable semi-annually—showing 
that there will be §200,000,000 due, more or less, by the time this 
loan becomes due, and the roads cannot pay it, and therefore we are 
to violate the contract and make them begin to pay it now! Good 
law! Sound morals! Now let me make a few figures. I beg tosay 
in advance that it is asorry business for me to make figures of this. 
character. It is said—my friend from California [Mr. SARGENT} 
can tell me if I am correct—that the United States by the chartering 
of these companies has saved from two and a half to four million 
dollars annually since the roads have been in operation. Now, a 
little figuring. Suppose it should be from two and a half to four 
millions annually from now till the yar 1900, at 6 per cent. interest, 
computed semi-annually, this would be more than $500,000,000. When 
you make figures one way, take them the other way. The arithmetic 
I care nothing about, but it is simply as sound upon the one side as 
it is upon the other. If the Government, to illustrate, saved $4,000,000 
last year by means of this railroad, then if you per it at 6 per cent. 
interest, as you must, and it is an outlay of the Government for 


thirty years, what would the amount be? And so for every succeed- 
ing year from now until 1900, 
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But, Mr. President, that is not the question; and it is not the ques- 
tion either whether I would have voted to charter these roads, for I 
know I would not if I had been a member of this bgay I would not 
have voted to give these powers to these companies. Ido not believe 
the policy was a wise one at the time; but it was adopted; the con- 
tract was made; the agreement was entered into; the valuable con- 
sideration passed ; it became an executed contract, and I have learned 
that it is best to stand by your agreements. 

When were they to begin to pa! They ought to have be to 

pay their interest when it was due, according to my view. The Su- 
preme Court thought differently, that interest ought not to be paid 
until the thirty years had run. I confess that my opinion runs on 
all fours with that of the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS] in that particular, donbtless wrong because the Supreme 
Court has said we were both wrong; but it has struck me that if the 
Su e Court had happened to be able to have seen the law as I 
did, it would have saved us all this trouble. But one branch of the 
Government, the Supreme Court of the United States, has laid its 
hand upon what I believe to be the law and made a law for us all; 
and because the Supreme Court has said that this interest is not due, 
and need not and shall not be Peres until a certain day when the bonds 
become due and payable, the Judiciary Committee say they will n 
now and they do not even call it payment, they dodge, they call it 
putting it into a nakne fund. © difference between that and 
payment is not so great that a man cannot see it unless he has his 
spectacles on. I owe my friend from Maine a thousand dollars which 
is N five years hence. He comes to me and says“ Now I cannot 
make you pay this, but it will not be paymentif you let me take $100 
a year and put it into asinking fund; I will give you 5 per cent, inter- 
est on it and it will not be payment.” “Oh,” but 1 say to my friend 
from Maine, “Why, my brother BLAINE, I can make 10 per cent. by 
this D Is it not payment? Is it not taking from me what I have 
a right to y law and appropriating it to pay a debt that is not due for 
ten years. It is not anythingelse. You may get around it by calling 
it any name you please, but it is payment, and forcing payment of 
money that is not due. 

Mr. President, one of the desires of my heart is that these compa- 
nies should proceed to do this thing. They can do it better now than 
they can twenty years hence; but it does not follow that you have 

t the power to make them do it. My eloquent friend from Cali- 

ornia, the Senator who sits farthest from me, [Mr. BOOTH, ] drew a 

icture of graphic power—indeed it was eloquent, that here were two 

igh contracting parties, the Government of the United States on the 
one side and these corporations on the other, that they were to meet 
diplomatically—I do not pretend to give his words—and they were 
to treat as two great powers. Well, why not? Strip it of its verb- 
iage and use the lan of a common-sense man, a plain man like 
Iam, why not? It is done every day in every State in this Union 
where there are any corporations, Not once, but more than a hun- 
dred times in the Legislature of my State has a charter been altered 
and amended, to become the law when the corporation to the 
amendment. The only way to get it is by agreement. e corpora- 
tion desires to have its charter amended in a particular manner. 
What is to be done? The Legislature must authorize it. What next 
is to be done? In its corporate capacity, in its office, it must agree 
to the amendment and have the amendment entered upon its records. 
It is done everywhere. My friend from New Hampshire, my friend 
from Maine, every man that represents a manufacturing community, 
knows that this is the way in which the charters of corporations are 
always altered, and I know no reason—my friend from California 
may—why the Congress of the United States shall not agree with 
one of the railroad corporations, its own children, to alter and amend 
the charter so that it may begin to pay a debt that is not due for 
twenty years. On the ieun I know that it is good sense and wise 
statesınanship to do it. Nobody will gainsay it. 

If my good friends here who now entertain no doubtof this power 
did entertain a doubt, they would notexerciseit; if like me they en- 
tertained a doubt of the power, 3 would go with me in order to 
effect such an arrangement as that this debt might begin to be paid 
before it is due. That I shall try to do; that I Shall not fail to do; 
and so far as any amendment can be added to this bill that will make 
a suitable bill for the acceptance of the people who are corporators 
under the Jaws of the United States, so farit will get m 7 If 
this bill was defeated, I certainly could not vote for the bill of the 
Railroad Committee, unless great amendments were made to it, and 
because it does not strike me as a 22 business bill. I will not talk 
any further on that subject at this time. 

ow, Mr. President, but a word more, for I have already spoken 
longer than J intended when I rose. I desire to exercise all the power 
that I believe the Federal Legislature possesses in order to effect a 
good object so far as the payment of this debt of these railroad cor- 
porations is concerned. Further than that, I cannot, will not, go— 
cannot go without dishonor to myself. In the grant of power that 
governs me as a member of this body, I find no authority to take a 
corporation that is in default by the throat and violate the very con- 
tract and agreement which I entered into with it. I see no such 
wer. Senators whodo will exercise it. I do not. Therefore I must 
ook to the next best thing, and that is to make an arrangement; and, 
as I said before, I repeat there is nothing dishonorable in it any more 
than there would be if it was a transaction between my friend from 
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Kentucky [Mr. og titres se myself of $20,000, no part of it being 
due for twenty years; if he and I could make an arrangement by 
which I could pay a portion of that debt before it became due, we 
ought to doit. As guardians of the public weal, having in hand the 
best interests of the people of this whole country, we ought to do 
that. To that 1 will direct myself at all times and in all places. If 
it is necessary I shall not hesitate to speak to the president of the 
railroad—I never saw him in my life that I know of. I may have seen 
him but not to know him. I may have passed bim. I do not know 
that he has invaded the lobbies; I do not know that he has followed 
me to my home; but I never have seen him to know him. But, Mr. 
President, I shall not hesitate, as a Senator of the United States, to 
speak to the president of one of these corporations at any time and 
suggest to him what would be wisdom for him as well as for the 
United States. To use an ordinary expression, it would not let me 
down any. It is a duty that I owe to my people, to the State which 
has honored me with a seat on this floor, to do all that I may honor- 
ably to adjust the matters between these two companies and the 
United States, and so believing, so I will do; and while I will stand 
firm as a rock, firm as granite, against what I believe to be unconsti- 
tutional legislation, I will devote myself, heart and soul, to effecting 
a compromise between this Government and these corparations that 
shall be alike honorable to both. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
making a speech, but I do rise for the purpose of calling the attention 
of the Senate to a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
which I believe to sustain fully the very doctrine enunciated by the 
Senator from Connecticut who has just taken his seat, [Mr. Eaton. ] 
This opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States has not been 
3 at length nor has it been commented on very much by the 
able lawyers of the Judiciary Committee who have sought to sustain 
the bill reported from that committee by their able arguments. 
refer to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the interest case, in the case of The United States rs. The Union 
Pacific Railroad Company, reported in 1 Otto. 

It will be remembered that in that case the Supreme Court of the 
United States held, all the judges of that great court concurring, on 
the point which had been disputed so long and so ably by the very 
members of the Judiciary Committee that now report this bill, that 
the interest that the Government of the United States is he eg 
annually for the benefit of these companies was not refundable by 
the companies to the Government until the maturity of the bonds. 
That had been a disputed question in the Senate; that had been a dis- 
puted question before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. It is 
true the great body of that able committee held as the Supreme Court 
of the United States has decided. It is also true that the chairman 
of the Judici Committee, the honorable Senator from Vermont 
who addressed the Senate at length to-day, did not agree with that 
committee at that time, but held to an opinion entirely different from 
the majority of the Judiciary Committee and to an opinion moreover 
in direct conflict with that afterward announced by the unanimous 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

But what I desire to call attention to now is 3 in that opin- 
ion Te in 1 Otto, the Supreme Court of the United States not 
only decided the question before them, which was simply the question 
whether the interest was payable before or not until the maturity of 
the bonds, but they intimated in the very strongest possible manner 
that under the contract as it existed under existing laws there was no 
power in Congress to create a sinking fund without the consent of 
the companies out of which and with which to meet the payment of 
these bonds at their maturity, and the Supreme Court in that decis- 
ion placed the question as to the security that the Government had 
retained in its hands with which to meet the payon of these bonds, 
upon precisely the same plane, the same footing as a part of the con- 
tract as they placed the provision in relation to the payment of inter- 
est. They regarded the provision in the one case precisely similar to 
the provision in the other case; that is to say, the provision in the 
law which when construed by the Supreme Court of the United States 
was to the effect that interest was not to be refunded to the Govern- 
ment by the companies until the maturity of the principal of the 
bonds had the same relation to this contract as the other provision 
which stipulated what the security of the Government should be for 
the payment of the principal of the bonds at their maturity. And 
now I call attention to the lan, of the court upon that point to 
see if it is not just precisely as I state it. The court in speaking of 
this matter say: 

They created no obligation to keep down the interest, nor were they so intended. 
The provision for retaining the amount due for services rendered, and applying it 
toward tho eral indebtedness of the company to the Government, cannot be 
construed into a requirement that the company shall pay the interest from time to 
time, and the principal when due. 

Now I call attention to what follows: 

It was in the discretion of Congress to make this requirement, and then, as col- ` 
lateral to it, provide a special fund or funds out of which the principal could be 
disc This Congress did not choose to do, but rested satisfied with the 
entire property of the company as security for the ultimate payment of the prin- 
cipal and interest, and in the mean time with provisions looking to the 

ibursement of the Government for interest by it, and to the application of 
the surplus, if any remained, to discharge the principal. 

It was in the discretion of Congress to do what? “To make this 
requirement.“ What requirement was the court referring to? The 
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requirement that these companics should refund to the Government 
the interest semi-annually. That was the requirement they referred 
to; and then the court p. : - 

As collateral to it— 


To do what? Tò— 

Provide a special fund or funds out of which the principal could be discharged. 

Con could not only have provided that the interest should be 
refanded semi-annually but they could have gone further, neither of 
which they did do, the court say. What further could they have 
done? They could have gone further and as the court say— 

As collateral to i de a fund or funds out of which the 
Ae t, provide a special Principal 

But the Government did not do that. Congress did not do either of 
those things. It neither provided that the interest should be paid semi- 
annually, nor did it provide collateral to that, as the Supreme Court 
say, that “a special fund or funds” should be pores with which to 
meet the principal of the bonds at maturity. The Supreme Court say 
that Congress ms have done either of these things, and then goon 
to say that they did not do either, place them both as twin provisions 
in this contract, place them precisely upon the same footing as part 
and parcel of this contract made between the Government and these 
companies, and then, after laying down the law in that shape, the 
court proceed to say: 

This Congress did not choose to do, but rested satisfied with— 

With what? What did Congress rest satisfied with? What was 
a part of the contract and one of its principal stipulations? Was it 
that the interest should be refunded semi-annually? Notatall. Was 
it that “a special fund or funds” should be provided with which to 
meet the maturity of the bonds? Not at all. What was it, then. Why, 
Mr. President, it was this, as stated by the Supreme Court of the 
United States: 


This Congress did not choose to do, but rested satisfied with the entire proport P 
and rtf 


of the company as security for the ultimate a hace of the principal 

and in the mean time with s rovisions looking to the reimbursement of the 
Government for interest paid ue and to the application of the surplus, if any 
remained, to discharge the principal. 

And now hear what the court say in addition upon the question as 
to what the companies might have been willing to do or not been 
willing to do under this contract : 

The com for obvious reasons, might be willing to accept the bonds on 
these terma, and very D promise to pay the interest 
us it accra 

That is to say, While when the act of 1864 was originally 
the companies might have been willing to accept that act when the 
provision was not that they should create a fund with which to meet 
the maturity of the bonds, but that they should give oe yr apon 
the entire property of the company to meet the maturity of the bonds, 
while, say the Supreme Court, the companies might have been willing 
to accept a charter Sipps, teed terms, they might not have been 
willing to accept a charter which provided that the interest should 
be refunded semi-annually or that they should create a fund or funds 
from year to year with which to meet the payment of the bonds at 


maturity. 

And, Air, President, no man, I care not how good a lawyer he may 
be, can successfully contend that the Supreme Court of the United 
States did not decide, so far as it had power to decide anything, that 
one of the essential terms of the original contract, one of the vital 
preo the charter—I mean the act of 1864—was that the companies, 

of being compelled to provide a fund from eee to year to 
meet the payment of the interest, were simply called upon to give 
securit; apa their entire pepayon which to meet that payment 
when the bonds should mature. e court say: 
for obvious ht be willing to the bonds on 
oon cee terms and very —— absolute p Papen pos interest as 
acoru 

And does my honorable friend from Ohio believe for one moment 
to-day that if the charter, instead of providing as it did provide, had 

rovided that the companies should pay into the Treasury of the United 

tates 25 per cent. of their net earnings every year with which to 
meet the payment of the bonds at maturity, it would be the same 
kind of a contract or that the companies would have accepted that 
kind of a contract? It seems to me not, Mr. President. e court 


say farther: 
If it were in a condition, either during the or on the completion of the 
Gr ORFA SAYMADI: CNES Wool be AO DELMA MID A the compensation 
due it; but, as can be readily seen, if it were required to raise 


the means to pa 
posed that the 
pany to the t equal the interest to be paid. 
an unreasonable expectation is shown by — a statistics of the vast cost 
of Sarak 3 naval stores and mails to the Pacific coast by the 
modes of transit then in use. 

It has been said, and will be said again, that this point as to the 

wer of Con to create a sinking fund was not before the court 
in that case, and that the only point before the court was as to the 
extent of the payment of interest. However that may be, I have 
undertaken to show, and I think have shown, that the Supreme 
Court through its organ, Associate Justice Davis, in giving the opin- 


- 


ion in that case, intimated in the clearest possible manner that there 
was no power now, without the consent of the companies, to create 
a fund or funds with which to meet the payment of these bonds at 


maturity. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Will you read the clause in which that intimation 


ap ? 

itr, MITCHELL. I have read it, and I will read it again. I have 
read this opinion carefully and I cannot come to any other conclu- 
sion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I want to hear just that point you were speaking 
of, that we have no power. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The court say: 

The provision for retaining the amount duo for services rendered, and applying 
it toward the general indebtedness of the loved er to the Government, cannot be 
construed into a that the company shall pay the interest from time to 
time, and the when duc. It was in the discretion of Congress to make 
this requirement— 


What requirement? To refund the interest. That is what they 
were talking about there. But what follows j— 
and as collateral to it, provide a fund or funds out of which the prin- 
cipal ka t, p special pri 

What I said a moment ago while the honorable Senator was out was 
this, that the Supreme Court of the United States treats of these two 
provisions as parts of the contract, treats them as twin provisions of 
this contract, namely, first the payment of interest, which was not to 
take place until the maturity of the bonds, and, second, the kind of 
security that the Government retained in its hands or provided for 
when it 9 75 5 this law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But may I ask a honorable friend, if I do not 
disturb him, if the constitutionality of the acts of Con that the 
court was called upon to expound was drawn in question? He will 
say of course that it was not. 

. MITCHELL. Of course I admit that the point before the Su- 
reme Court for decision was simply as to whether or not the interest 
that the Government was to pay semi-annually for these companies 
should be refunded to the Government by the companies semi-annu- 
ally or not until the maturity of the bonds. I admit that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then will not my friend also admit that all that 
the court was undertaking to do, so far as its effectual judgment was 
concerned, was to expound the meaning of the statutes on which the 
question arose ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I admit that saying they may have said out- 
side of the direct point in issue may be regarded as an obiter dictum 
in one sense, but they did go on to construe these statutes. It was 
necessary to give construction to these statutes in order to decide the 
actual point before the court. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. “Undoubtedly” my friend says, and in doing 
that, after referring to the different clauses of the statutes, they say: 

It was in the discretion of Congress to make this requirement. 


That was to require the interest to be repaid semi-annually, which 
Congress did not do. Say the court: “It was in the discretion of 
Con as collateral to it” to do something else. What was 
that something else? It was to “provide a special fund or funds 
out of which the principal could be disc But Congress did 
not do that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now does the Senator mean that that shows that 
the Supreme Court meant to say or had in their heads the notion 
that Congress had no power in future to make a provision of that 
character ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido most unquestionably believe that the Su- 

reme Court of the United States in the language used there intimated, 
in the strongest manner that they could intimate in giving construc- 
tion to these statutes, that there was no power in Congress to create 
a fund or funds, without the consent of the companies, with which 
to meet the payment of these bonds at their maturity, and the court 
gave a reason for it in the very same opinion, and that reason I will 


This Congress did not choose to do, but rested satisfied with the entire 


of the company as security for the ultimate payment of the pi 9 
and in the mean time with special provisions looking to the reimbursement of the 


Congress did not choose to do what? Congress did not choose to 
provide for the creation of a fund or funds, to use their language, 
with which to meet the payment of these bonds at their maturity. 
They did not choose to do that, but they did choose to do something 


else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Therefore they cannot choose now! 

Mr. MITCHELL. They did choose to do something else. What 
was that something else? They chose to take a legislative lien upon 
the property of these companies. That was what Congress chose to 
do in the passage of the act of 1864, and then the court go on to say: 
“The company, for obvious reasons, ay be very willing to 2 25 
a charter when the security was that d of security stipulated in 
the act of 1864, while shey might not be willing to accept a charter 
that fixed some other kind of security, or, to use the language of tho 
Supreme Court, which would compel them to provide a special fund 
or kunde out of which to pay these bonds at maturity. 

That is all I desire to say, Mr. President. 
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Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, if the Senate is ready to vote upon 
the question I will not ask leave to make a report from a committee 
of conference. If not, I should like to submit a report and have it 
acted upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL and others. Let us go on with this. 

Mr. WINDOM. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator merely wishes to have a commit- 


pointed of course it will take but a moment. 
ask leave to make a report from a committee of 
conference in order that another committee may be appointed, 

Mr. THURMAN. To that I do not object. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC. 

Mr. WINDOM submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the diss votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary 
of the er employ tem clerks, and making an appropriation for the 
same; also appropriations for trespass on pos lands, and for 
bringing into mar et public lands in certain and for purposes, having 
met, full and free conference, have been una 


tee of conference a 
Mr. WINDOM. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Nl. J. DURHAM, 
J. H. BLOUNT, 
J. H. BAKE 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. WINDOM. A single word in explanation. The committee of 
conference a on every provision of the bill except that which 
was inserted by the Senate appropriating $20,000 for postal clerks 
and agents. Upon that the conference committee were unable to 
agree. The report is a general disagreement, however, and I move 
that the Senate further insist upon its amendments and ask for an- 
other conference. 
The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the Vice- 
President was authorized to appoint the committee. 
Mr. WINpox, Mr. Dorsry, and Mr. Beck were appointed the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and po pase service of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments disagreed to by the House 


of Representatives, and ask a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 


of the two Houses thereon. 
By unanimous consent it was 
eee That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Vice- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. WIN bon, Mr. ALLISON, and 
Mr. Eaton. 
HOUSE BILL. REFERRED. . 


The bill (H. R. No. 4245) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint James Shields, of Missouri, a brigadier-general in 
the Taea tates Army on the retired list, was ie the first time by 
its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill will be 
considered read the second time, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the present consideration of that bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. To which I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The objection is well taken. The bill 
goes over under the rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In making that objection I wish to say that I do 
not intend to be made a party to picking out one gallant soldier from 
thousands who stand on the same ground to ease any party in either 
House of Congress from a bad scrape. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Commissary-General 
of Subsistence, urging that the clerical force recommended in his 
annual report for 1877 be provided for by an appropriation; which 
was ore to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE PACIFIC RAILROADS, 

The Sen as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the conside 
tion of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An act t 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri Hated to = Pacific tal mil and to spree to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, mili and other purposes,” approved 
July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE,] upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to modify the amendment as I gave notice. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment, as modified, will be 


Mr. THURMAN. The Senator cannot modify his amendment after 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator make that objection ? 

Mr. THURMAN. He can offer it as an amendment to his amend- 


ment, perhaps. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think there is nothing in the rules that would pre- 
vent my offering this as an amendment. I offer the following amend- 
ment, which, I think, will get around the exceedingly critical * 
of the Senator from Ohio. I offer it as an amendment to the b 
; The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported at 

ength. 
. THURMAN. An amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. BLAINE. A separate amendment at the end of section 12. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is another amendment pending. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is all true, but I offer this as an amendment. 
5 will not permit me to modify it, I can offer it in a certain 


place. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But you will have to wait for the proper time to 


come. 

Mr. BLAINE. Now is the time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there is an amendment pending. 

Mr. BLAINE, But I can offer it as an amendment to another sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I rise to a point of order that the Senator has a 
right to modify his amendment at any time. 

. BLAINE. The yeas and nays were ordered yesterday, and the 
Senator from Ohio makes the point that I have not the right to 
modify it, which under a strict construction of the rule is probably 
true, if the Senator desires to hold me to that. 

Mr. SARGENT. I do not knowthat. That is the very point of order 
Imake, and I should like to have a decision of the Chair on it, whether 
the Senator bas the right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. It cannot be withdrawn; whether it can be modi- 
fied or not Iam not sure. It is not a very large point anyway, the 
Senate will observe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read Rule 44, as follows: 


Any motion or resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover at any 
time before a decision, amendment, or ordering of the yeas an paya, exert a mo- 
tion to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave of Senate, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point is well taken by the Senator 
from Ohio. z 

Mr. BLAINE. I want—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This not being an amendment to an 
amendment— 

Mr. BLAINE. I understand; the point is well taken; I make no 
objection to it at all, bu. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment first offored by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BLAINE. Now, if one of the pages will hand me back that, I 
can make a remark and get the other amendment before the Senate. 
The reason why I do not put in the proviso separately is that I want 
a vote on my amendment as a whole, and 1 want it to come in at the 
end of the twelfth section because there are certain words in the 
twelfth section after the word “mentioned” which this was origi- 
nally written to follow that seem to some members to be worth while 
preserving ; and, as I intimated yesterday, if any Senator is better 
satisfied with the amendment at the end of the twelfth section, not 
striking out any of the words in the section, I am entirely willing 
that it shall beso placed. As the Senator from Ohio objects to m 
perfecting it, I suppose he will object to my 5 amend- 
ment. It is my desire to let the amendment which I have already 
offered go by and to have the vote of the Senate, the test upon it, 
como on the amendment which I have modified to meet every possi- 
ble criticism which the Senator from Vermont this morning leveled 
against it; and as a whole my amendment will read thus: 

But so long as said Central Pacific and Union Pacific Railroad Companies shall 
faithfully comply with the provisions of the said acts of 1862 and 1864, and of this 

relating to payments to the United States on account of the bonds advanced, 
of the <ing funds to be established as aforesaid, such compliance shall be 
deemed and taken as sufficient to meet the gy aber of said companies on account 


led, That the annual payment 
tion scouak and the 
bonds, shall 


think those two provisions effectually dispose of all the wind- 
mills which the Senator from Vermont has constructed and then pro- 
ceeded to fight. I do not think they add anything of strength to the 
amendment beyond the original text, except in the amount of money 
which they require; and if the Senator from Ohio stated the point 
correctly, as I presume he did the other day from his calculation, 
then this proviso exacts more money at least from the Union Pacific 
Railroad ompany, if not from both, than the bill of the Senator 
from Ohio does. Instead of reducing the money payment into the 
Treasury of the United States for a si fund, this would increase 
it, and the moment the companies should go into default upon the 
5 per cent. or upon the half transportation or upon the „000 in 
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addition to both, then the power of Congress to step in and do just 
as it pleases with them would be restored in its fullest ible vigor. 
The only possible dispute that could w up out of it would be in 
the matter of the 5 per cent., for possibly the Supreme Court might 
decide that 5 per cent. net earnings to be different from that which 
is embraced in the Judiciary Committee bill, although I do not know 
that they would, nor do I probably think much that they would, but 
they powa might, But on the half transportation the Government 
has that in its own hands, and the $600,000 is certainly very easily 
eounted. I think the Senator from Ohio had better not put the Sen- 
ate to the trouble of voting upon an incomplete amendment, but let 
the vote come directly on mine as I have now perfected it. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Maine, as I unde is 
amendment now, does not propose that $600,000 shall be in addition 
to the half transportation. 

Mr. BLAINE. Certainly. 

Pe ger pent 3 annual ee yee er phe ict in addition 5 

0 -transpot ion account and the r cent. of net earn presently appli- 
cable to the interest on the . than $600,000. uy spp 

Mr. THURMAN. Well, the half transportation and the 5 per cent. 
pc together are those things which are now payable under the 

aw. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is what I said—“ presently applicable.” 

Mr. THURMAN, They are presently applicable, and now all that 
the Senator requires in addition to that is „000 a year. 

Mr. BLAINE. L say it shall never be less in any event. The Sen- 
ator will see that it leaves all the requirements of his bill intact. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, it does not. 

Mr. BLAINE. Everything in his bill is left intact. 

Mr. THURMAN. No. 

Mr. McDONALD. I would call the Senator from Maine’s attention 
to the report of the committee. From the Union Pacific the amount 
of cash payment, as stated there, if the provisions of this bill are 
realized, would be $850,000, 

Mr. BLAINE. That is the very highest to which it may go; this 
does not interfere with that in the ody BOE degree. 

Mr. McDONALD. This says it shall not be less than 8600, 000 as to 
the Central Pacific. The amount there required to be paid in is 
$1,200,000. Your proposition allows it to be reduced just one-half. 

Mr. BLAINE. No, it does not. 

Mr. McDONALD, It may be. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator will pardon me. The Senator from 
Vermont was drawing a t picture here of all this concern going 
into eternal smash, that the stockholders were going to be a parcel of 
irresponsible men bent on ruining the whole property; they were 
going to sacrifice the first-mortgage bonds and going to sacrifice the 
sinking-fond bonds, and going to make the stock worthless and value- 
less, and they would go to default on the first-mortgage bonds, and 
then he says the amendment offered by the Senator from Maine has 
so tied up our hands that we cannot touch the thing at all. Ian- 
swered him by putting in a proviso that, in addition to the 5 per cent. 
and the half transportation, they should in no event ever pay less 
than $600,000 a year for each 8 17 & The Senator from Ohio him- 
self stated that the first year the Union Pacific would pay less than 
$600,000 under the bill, only $100,000 I think he said, in addition to 
the half transportation, which is not applicable to interest. So the 
very minimum that is contained in the proviso that I offer is more 
than the Senator himself proposes. It was in answer to this lugu- 
brious picture of the stockholders having hold of a property worth 
$100,000,000 who would just for the fun of the thing ruin it to see if 
they could not fight the United States. That was the picture that 
the Senator from Vermont brought before us, that for the sake of 
spiting somebody and making the United States have trouble, they 
would ruin their own property. I think if there is an ible in- 
stinct to be relied upon, I think if there is any possible instinct in 
mankind that it is safe to legislate upon, it is that men will take care 
of their own interests and look after their own money. All the 
hypothetical cases presented by the Senatorfrom Vermont went upon 
the supposition that these men would set to work deliberately to 
destroy their own 52 rty to see if they might not incidentally do 
some harm to the United States. I meet him with an amendment 
which puts that beyond the power of any possible construction. If 
the Senator from Ohio insists on having a vote on the original amend- 
ment, I hi nobody will vote in favor of it for the simple reason 
that I want the vote to come from any gentleman who may happen 
to sympathize with my views on this amendment if the Senator will 
not permit me to have it voted on directly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment first 
offered by the Senator from Maine, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, if there is any Senator who desires 
to speak, I do not wish to take the floor. 

Mr. HILL, If the Senator from Ohio will allow me to make one 
remark I shall be content. 

Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HILL. The other afternoon, in a colloquy with the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps,] I stated that I endeavored to draw 
a distinction between the charter and the contract, which I tried to 
set forth. I referred to the case of Miller vs. The State, decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in 15 Wallace. I referred to 


the decision of the majority of the Court and the reasons given by 
the dissenting judges for their dissent in that case, and if it does not 
make clear this point, then I am sure I cannot understand plain law. 
I desire the Senate to remember that this point is applicable here, 
because the controversy arose there upon a contract which it was 
claimed was independent of the charter, was not a franchise, though 
contained in the charter or the act ting the charter, just as here 
this contract of loan is authorized by the same act that creates the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company; and the able Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. BAYARD] insisted that the words “to alter, amend, or re- 
pa being general, necessarily applied to everything in that act. 

have been endeavoring to show to the Senate that those words 
could only apply to such portions of the act as they were properly 
applicable to in the nature of the thing. Now I simply want fora 
moment to call the attention of the Senate to that case of Miller rs. 
The State, and I want to read, in addition to the constitutional pro- 
vision in New York, the provision of their general code. It is much 
stronger, I submit to the Senate, than the language of the reservation 
contained in either the act of 1862 or the act of 1864. Let us see the 
reservation under the laws of New York: 

First. The charter of every corporation that shall hereafter be granted by the 
Legislature shall be subject to alteration, suspension, and repeal, in the discretion 
of tho Legislature. 

That is the New York law; it shall be subject to alteration, suspen- 
sion, ond repeal, in the discretion of the Legislature. You say here 
that the reservation in the acts of 1862 and 1864 gives Con dis- 
cretionary power to alter, change, and repealeverything in these acts. 
What you claim as the construction of the acts of 1862 and 1864 is the 
very language of the law of New York. In spite of that language, 
when the Legislature of 1851 in New York amended the charter Of a 
certain railroad company by which it changed the number of directors 
to which the city of Rochester was entitled, increased their number 
and lessened the number of directors to which the other stockholders 
were entitled, a point arose, and what was it? As to whether the 
Legislature had a right to make that change wnder this reservation 
which said they should have discretionary power to make changes. 
That was the very controversy. Now, then, what was the decision of 
the courts? It was decided by a divided court in New York, and it 
came here and was decided by a divided Supreme Court of the United 
States. The majority of the court say this in pronouncing the opin- 
ion: 

These last stockholders— 

The general stockholders— 


regarding the act of 1851 as making a contract that they should have nine directors 
sa —4 ty but four, and that the act of 1867 violated that contract, elected their 
n 


This is the syllabus of the court: 


Held, on a quo warranto, that the act of 1867 did not, in view of the State consti- 
tution and the act of 1228 making charters mie y to alteration, suspension, and 
repeal, make such a contract, and that the act of 1867 was constitutional. 


That court held that the change made by the act of 1867 was nota 
contract outside of the franchise, but was cf pas of the franchise, and 
therefore was constitutional. This is made clear by the dissenting 
opinion. Judge Bradley pronounced a dissenting opinion in that 
case, and Judge Field concurred, 

Hear what they say: 

I dissent from the opinion of the court in this case on the ground that the agree- 


ment with respect to the number of directors which the city of Rochester should 
elect was poi = part of the charter of the company, but an agreement outside of and 


That is the very point. Ifthe whole court had believed that this 
change made by the act of 1867 was not a change in the franchise of 
the corporation, was not a change in the corporate authorities of the 
company, but affected an agreement which, though contained in the 
charter, was outside of and collateral to it, the court would have con- 
curred and pronounced the act unconstitutional. The minority 
judges distinctly pa their dissent on that ground; they believed 
that this contract in the original act authorizing the city of Rochester 
to have four directors and the other stockholders nine was an 
ment, not a franchise, not a part of the charter, but an agreement 
ontside of and collateral to it, and therefore was not subject to alter- 
ation, amendment, or repeal under that sweeping provision of the 
law of New York which gave the Legislature absolute discretion over 

ec s 
One more remark. The decision of Tomlinson vs. Jessup has been 
referred to; that came up from South Carolina, Mr. Justice Field 

ronouncing the decision. Here is the law stated in a nutshell, and 
t takes the very distinction that I draw and which I have been en- 
deavoring to enforce upon this body: 

The reservation 


A reservation like the one now under consideration. Says the 

court: 

ffects tween the and the corporation, 
— gontrol all rights, . immunities derived 
by its charter directly from the State. 

Not other matters outside, not agreements that are not made directly 
by the charter, that are not granted directly. I concede here that 
this reservation reserves under legislative control all the rights, riv- 
ileges, and powers of these corporations which they derived by t 


grant from the State; but it does not keep within legislative control 
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agreements that are not franchises in their nature, contracts for the 
loan of money, debt contracts. The Senator from Ohio the other day 
insisted apo using the general word “contract,” and as the Legis- 
lature had the right to create a corporation, and as the creation of 
the corporation and the acceptance of the charter made the contract, 
he asked me if the Legislature did not have the right to change that 
under such a reservation. Certainly, but the difference is between a 
charter contract and a debt contract. A charter contract is a grant 
ede from the State, without money consideration; it is a grant 
solely for the public good. A debt contract is not a grant from the 
State. The State may be a party to it, but a debt contract exists by 
agreement, not by grant in the proper sense of the word “grant.” It 
exists by agreement, agreement between two parties able to contract, 
willing to contract, and who do contract. That is a matter of legis- 
lative control. It takes two parties to change a contract, and it takes 
two to make it. A debt contract and a grant stand on a different 
footing. The t of charter privileges, the grant of franchises 
directly from the State as authority stand wholly on a different foot- 
ing. This loan is not a t from the State. Lou call it so. It is 
an agreement between the Government and the companies; it is an 

ement founded on valuable consideration, and therefore it is be- 
yond the power of legislative control. 

Mr. President, we are told by Herodotus that King Cambyses be- 
came enamored of his own sister and desired to make her his wife. 
He was informed that the laws did not permit a brother to marry his 
sister. He called his royal judges into consultation and submitted to 
them the proposer. whether the laws permitted a man to marry his 
sister. The judges decided that the laws did not permit a man to 
marry his sister; but at informed the king further that they had 
discovered another law, that the king could do as he pleased. Have 
we made no improvement upon that day? Is this a Government 
like that of the Persian king? If we have anything to boast of in 
this country it is that we have limited the powers of government, 
and one of the highest and most sacred limitations upon the powers 
of government is that they shall protect the contracts made by agree- 
ment between parties and founded in valuable consideration, and 
they shall not impair them or destroy them. Ah, there is not one law 
for a contract to which individuals are parties, and another law for 
contracts where the Government is a party. The law of contracts is 
the same, I care not whether the parties to the contract are artificial 
persons or natural persons, or whether they are individuals or whether 
they are governments. It is the glory and the boast of the character 
of our institutions that no government has a right to change and 
modify or alter or destroy a contract, a debt contract, a simple con- 
tract debt founded upon valuable consideration, whether the parties 
to that contract be corporations, individuals, or the Government, and 
no court has ever held so. And I say now to the gentlemen, I said 
two weeks ago, I challenge them to produce any case where a court 
in America bas ever held that under these words of reservation the 
Legislature could change or alter a contract founded in consideration 
of private agreement or public agreement either, to which I mean 
the public is a party in the shape of the Government. You have not 
produced such a case. Every case you have brought here is a case 
changing the charter, changing the corporate franchises and privi- 
leges, and modifying them. You have never 2 a case, and you 
never will produce a case, where the courts have held that the legis- 
lative power can chants alter, or modify a contract either by reser- 
vation or otherwise. This is a Government of granted powers. It 
derives all the powers it possesses from the people through the Con- 
stitution. It has no power to impair the obligation of a contract, 
and it cannot acquire that power by reserving it. 

I adhere to my proposition, but I concede that the charter granted 
directly from the Government stands on a different footing. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate but a 
few moments. There are two branches of this question, one which 
the Senator from Georgia has just remarked upon—the question of 

wer. There is another question, one of policy. Upon the latter 

ranch of the subject I desire to say a few words on account of some- 
thing like criticism upon the position I have assumed that was made 
by the Senator from Vermont. The ition I took, among others, 
was that there were great commercial objects to be attained by the 
building of the Central Pacific Railroad, benefits to 88 
not merely to the Territories and the Pacific coast and Western 
States, but also to the Government, and I contended that there was 
nothing in the former policy of the Government which would justify 
a heavy tax being laid upon the transportation between the Western 
States and the Pacific coast. I desire, fortifying the position which 
I took and showing that I did not mean thereby to condone a debt 
or anything of that kind, to show what the policy of the Government 
las been in this respect toward other enterprises of the same char- 
acter, that it never has considered the gifts or the loans which it 
made for the benefit of commerce as sums to be counted upon as a 
miser does SpoR his hoard, that a spirit of just liberality, toward all 
sections of the Union up to this moment at any rate bas characterized 
the course of Congress in these matters; and when I ask, in view of 
the facts which I shall state, I have no doubt familiar to every Sen- 
ator who knows the course of our legislation, that something of the 
same spirit shall be used, something of the same regard for the great 
commerce of this road carried on between Chicago and San Francisco, 
I think I may well say to Senators that I do not make any unreason- 


able demand. I will refer to one or two instances, among others to 
the act which passed Congress: 

For improving the navigation of the ae River at Des Moines or Lower 
Rapids, according to such plan as the Secretary of War shall, on the report of the 
board of engineers, approve, $500,000. 

This was the first in a series of appropriations for a work which cost 
$4,000,000 to build a canal for the benefit of commerce, and there was 
attached to that grant a proviso— 

That fa Arse that may be constructed around said Des Moines, or Lower Rap- 
ids of the Mississippi River, shall be and forever remain free to the navigation 
and commerce of river, and no tolls shall ever be collected thereon. 


Now, ay eine that amount according to the principle which it is 
announced that it is just to apply to the debt owed by the Pacific 
Railroad Companies, which was incurred exactly for the same object, 
for the benefit of commerce, and the interest for the first year would 
be $200,000 at only 5 per cent., and the next year $210,000, and so it 
would go on by arithmetical progression until the Te 1900 or any 
other time that may be arbitrarily fixed, and it would amount to an 
enormous sum. And yet that was not the calculation that was made 
by Congress. The whole amount of the original appropriations was 
freely given and no account was made of interest whatever ever to 
come back to the coffers of the United States for the benefit of com- 
merce in that regard. I was in Congress at the time that measure 
passed and I voted for it, for I have always believed in being liberal 
to the commerce of the country in providing it facilities and not bear- 
ing it down by oppressive exactions. 

With reference to this very Des Moines Rapids Canal, allow me to 
say that Congress has to make an annual appropriation for the ex- 
pense not only of repairs but to work the locks of the canal with 
employés all along it. How absurd the proposition would seem to 
come in here and ask that the engineers and firemen and brakemen 
of the Central and Union Pacific Railroads should be paid by the Gov- 
ernment as the men who work the machinery of this canal are annu- 
ally paid by the Government of the United States, and this with all 
the principal and interest is thrown into the gulf for the benefit of 
commerce. 

‘Take as another illustration the instance of the Louisville and Port- 
land Canal, which was a canal built by a private company for private 
gain. They had a debt of $1,200,000, as near as my recollection runs 

ack to the debates of the day when Congress assumed that debt. After 
baring appropriated upon this private work belonging to individ- 
uals, the title not being in the Government, nearly a million dollars 
more—— 

Mr. THURMAN. But the Government made money out of that 


canal. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Government has made money out of the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad and the Union Pacific Railroad, and that is just 
the point I make. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not in the same sense. The Government by its 
stock in the Louisville Canal made more money than it ever expended 
on the canal. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Government assumed the indebtedness of 
that canal and paid off its bonds to the extent of $1,200,000 and never 
got a dollar of it back into the Treasury. I challenge an examina- 
tion of the record on that aouh because [ remember the debate dis- 
tinctly, as I icipated in it in the House of Representatives. I 
have not looked at it since that time, but I remember it distinctly. 
I say that amount was given for the benefit of commerce on the Ohio 
River and of the people in that region. Compound the amount, as 

ou say—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Why does not the Senator bring in a bill to 
sponge out this debt of these meritorious companies. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not propose to do anything of the kind. I 
do not ask the Senate to do anything of the kind. There is the 
rapidity of logic; the Senator jumps from one extreme to the other. 
He supposes because we complain that his bill is harsh and holds the 
rod over these companies who are placed in the attitude of a culprit, 
that therefore we are in favor of freeing them from their obligations. 
Jam not aok and I have not asked, for any such proposition, I 
say, however, this was not the spirit in which Congress has dealt 
with enterprises of this kind heretofore, and that it is not just to 
the people of the Pacific whom I represent. I stand here in the 
interest of my own constituency, and in the same spirit in which 
I was in favor of this legislation from the beginning—for I wrote the 
original Pacific Railroad actand urged it through Congress—I say you 
should not make the road a curse instead of a blessing to the Terri- 
tories which it traverses and the 8 who are living there, and who 
are dependent upon it for their facilities in carrying on enterprises. 
These which I have referred to are small benefits which the Govern- 
ment has conferred on commerce, and it never thought of compound- 
an interest and counting it out as a miser and doling it dollar by 

ollar. 

I have a table here running nearly from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, but it is sufficient to go back ten years. Congress has 
appropriated $38,000,000 in the improvement of the facilities of com- 
merce during the last ten years. Will some ready reckoner compound 
the interest upon that amount? Compound it at 5 per cent. a year 
for thirty years and see how much the Government has lost, out of 
how much the Government has been cheated. The Government has 
gained, as it did by the Lonisville Canal, as it did by the Des Moines 
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Rapids Canal, as it did by the Pacific Railroad, by developing the 
resources of the country, by making tas fr 9 i 
enhancing the wealth in all its boundaries. In 1867 the amount of 

„186,281.70 was appropriated for pu of this kind. In 1868 

1,601,530 was appropriated. In 1869 $2,200,000 was appropriated. 
In 1870 $4,256,400 was appropriated. In 1871 $5,023,000 was appro- 
priated ; in 1872, $5,195,000; in 1873, 85,918,900; in 1874, $5,444,000 ; 
in 1875, $6,643,517.50 ; in 1876, $5,025,000; and there has just been re- 
ported a bill in the House of epresentatives making an appropria- 
tion of $7,000,000 more, a large amount of which undoubtedly will be 
appropriated by Congress for pu of this kind. What did Sen- 
ators say with reference to the improvement of the 1 River 
by means of the Eads jetties? Five and a half million dollars were 
appropriated for that purpose. That is the original cost of the work. 
Does anybody complain? It gives an outlet to the commerce of the 
great Mississippi Valley, benefits the State of the Senator from Ohio. 
California is far off. I do not know that I can stir the soul of the 
Senator from Vermont, or that of the Senator from Ohio with any 
emotion that I feel with regard to the people of the Pacific, but I say 
the Pacific Railroad is our ississippi iver. Do the Senators object 
to the five and a half millions that were paid to clear away the sand- 
bars at the mouth of the Mississippi River by means of the Eads jet- 
ties or to the annual appropriation we have to make of $150,000 to 
maintain the work over and above the price? In the language of 
the Senator from Connecticnt, “ I trow not.” 

Now, then, I say that something of the same spirit should be shown 
when a bill is before Congress the effect of which is to put an annual 
charge of $4,000,060 upon the commerce of the Pacific States which 

‘oes overland by the railroads, for that is the effect of the measure. 
Feats that there is a hoard of ged which has been made by the 
construction and the operating of the road, but how soon will 
$4,000,000 per annum exhaust it? Two, three, or four years hence 
will exhaust it, in one day, and then the companies will have all their 
reserve used up, and if they have availed themselves of the privilege 
which is given by the original legislation of 10 per cent. dividend it 
will be soon used up, in two or three years; and then comes the direct 
dragging burden upon the commerce that goes over the road. Some- 
body has got to pay it, and who? Those who travel upon the road; 
those who send merchandise over it; ay sir, and the Government 
which sends its transportation over it, a though the Government has 
acted in such a mean and improper spirit in that matter that when 
it could by its own contract with the companies get one-half of its 
transportation applied upon the debt, instead of doing that it has 
sent the goods which it wanted to send to San Francisco around the 
Isthmus or by some other method. I suppose this was by inattention 
of the Departments. Whatever the reason was, the Government has 
sent a vast amount of transportation by the Isthmus, one-half of 
which it could have applied presently upon this debt instead by giv- 
ing the companies the opportunity to carry it. I say the effect of 
such a measure will be that the communities there which are now 
springing forward intoa state of comparative prosperity and are able 
to work ee grade ores because they can get cheap machinery for 
mines that are little productive, because they have the facilities fur- 
nished by the railroad, will be compelled to stop under the increased 
exactions which may be brought about by this legislation. 

That is the motive under which I stand here and say that if with 
justice and fairness to the Government a rate of sinking fund can be 
fixed which will avoid these disasters, it ought to be done. That is 
the business aspect of this 3 which I principally insist upon. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I want to say two or three things in 
reply to the Senator from California. He says we onght to treat these 
companies liberally. So Isay. I ask him if the companies have not 
been treated liberally? The Government advan them moneys 
e Government borrows and on which we are paying interest 
annually. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not e of past treatment. 

Mr. HOWE. We defer the payment of that interest until the ex- 
pres of the loan. Simple interest on the moneys that we dis- 

urse annually, calculated up to the time that we mire them to 
repay that interest, would more than build the roads. We have 
therefore laid upon the people of the country a tax more, Matsa 
Se more, than the construction of the roads. Is not that li - 
ity 

The Senator says now that we have been very liberal to com- 
merce in other sections, and he points at the appropriations we have 
made for the benefit of commerce. That is one thing; the railway 
companies are another. If I do not misunderstand the whole scope 
of this attempted legislation, it has nothing to do with commerce, 
nothing to do with fares, nothing to do with rates of transportation. 
It does not pro to reduce or to increase the revenues of the 
companies one dollar. It is a ampie question what the companies 
ought to do with reference to their debt. They are already runnin 
upon rates of transportation which they have fixed themselves, an 
which nobody now proposes to interfere with. The Senator from 
California, least of all, proposes to legislate in regard to that. The 
Senator makes a sort of sectional appeal to us. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not at all. 

Mr. HOWE. In one sense. 


Mr. SARGENT. I had no such purpose at all. I simply claim for 


my section that which we have meted out uniformly to Wisconsin, 


communities, by- 


which by this list that I have gone over received a sum as large, I 
am glad to say, as any section of the country, and more, 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, in no improper sense did the Senator 
make a sectional appeal, and I was going to reply to it by saying that 
there is no sectional interest involved in this question. hie has called 
this railroad the Mississippi River of the Pacific slope. I beg to 
remind him that it is just as much the Mississippi of the East as it 
is of the West. Just so far as commerce is interested in this question, 
it is the commerce of the East as much as the commerce of the West. 
If we repress commerce by this legislation, we repress a commerce 
which is the common interest of the whole country. That is the 
way I look at it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the Senate but a 
few moments, and more with a view to ascertain the true construc- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine than for 
any other PTA 

When the Senator from Maine first introduced his proposition it 
seemed to me to be a wisg one, and I entertained that judgment until 
it was so severely attacked by the honorable Senator from Ohio who 
has charge of this bill. He told us yesterday that the amendment 
was de acid to this bill, that it is the poisoned drop that is to be 
the death of this legislation. If that be true, I shall join hands with 
the Senator from Ohio and yote against the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine. But all the arguments thus far that I have heard in 
opposition to the amendment are not arguments which commend 
themselves to my judgment, and the colloquy which has just occurred 
between the Senator from California and the Senator from Wisconsin 
more than confirms me in the justice of the amendment. 

There is a provision in this charter that no one in this debate has 
said we could not lay our hands upon, namely, the provision that when 
the earnings of these companies shall exceed 10 per cent. on the cost 
of the railroads Congress may lay its hands on the corporations and 
reduce the rates of compensation for the great commerce which threads 
its pathway from ocean to ocean and from continent to continent. If 
this question is to be opened up in another direction, so that whatever 
laying hands there is to be on these corporations shall be in the direc- 
tion of more exactions in order to hasten the payment of this debt, 
then with what face can we say to these railway companies, “ You 
shall reduce the rates of compensation charged upon freight and traffic 
that goes over your great lines of railway?” 1 believe in that view 
that it is important that whatever we deem necessary and essential 
to protect the interests of this Government should be fixed here and 
now with reference to this debt, so that if the earnings of these rail- 
ways shall in the future increase we shall then exercise the power 
that we have a right to exercise in the interest of the commerce of 
this people in e e these railway corporations to reduce their 
rates of compensation. 

There is a growing evil, I will tell the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
in some sections of the country which these railways traverse, which 
are deeply interested in some Government regulation upon this ques- 
tion. It has been more than hinted at heretofore with reference to the 
suspected violations of one of the provisions of the law of 1864, If 
we are to open up this question constantly for the purpose of draw- 
ing into the Treasury of the United States hereafter, as we may choose, 
further sums in order to hasten the payment of this debt, how can we 
with any face go to these corporations with a law compelling them 
to reduce their rates of traffic or rates of fare? 

I make these suggestions more for the Lie cm of receiving an an- 
swer from the honorable Senator from Ohio than for the pu of 
making absolute assertions of my own. The ee of the Sen- 
ator from Maine, as I understand it, takes not away one whit from 
the efficiency and force of the bill as reported by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. That bill stands with all its power and in allits relations as 
though that amendment had not been presented. That bill, as I un- 
derstand it, provides a maximumsum that we are to require from these 
corporations, namely: they are to pay, orthe Government is to retain, 
the one-half of the transportation; in addition to that, it is to retain in 
one case $1,200,000, and in the other $150,000 or so much of that sam 
as with certain other sums shall make up 25 per cent. of the net earn- 
ings of these railway corporations. The amendment as modified by 
the Senator from Maine provides that there shall be, in addition to 
that, a minimum sum, namely, $600,000 at least, from each company, 
which shall be applied to this purpose. Certainly to that extent it is 
an 1c OLD upon the bill proposed by the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not an improvement in the interest of the com- 
panies who, as they say, may have a dry year and nothing to carry. 

Mr. ALLISON. But may I ask the Senator from Vermont, because 
I only want information on this point, is there in the bill as reported 
from the Judiciary Committee a minimum sum fixed, or is there any 
such provision as may make it impossible, or rather improbable, that 
these railway companies will pay into the Treasury a single dollar save 
and except that sum retained for half transportation, which the esti- 
mate of the Judiciary Committee fixes at $421,000? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly not. There is no minimum sum because 
the companies by their directors, and presidents, and counsel, pressed 
upon us the danger of any legislation which should fix a minimum 
sum, because they said “great floods, drouths, everything which will 
affect the products of a people, and so the operations of a railroad, 
may find us a year when after paying the interest on the first mort- 
gage, and sometimes perhaps without it, there will be no net earn- 
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ings, upon the construction of the Judiciary Committee bill; and in 
such a case, unless you wish to ruin us, you should not compel us to 
borrow money to.putin.” That had force with us, and trying to act 
impartially between the companies and the rights of the people, we 
made no minimum. Now the Senator from Maine says they shall 
have a minimum. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then in that respect I find I was not mistaken, 
because even in such years of drouths and floods and rains and storms, 
or whatever, under the proposition of the Senator from Maine, there 
must be $600,000 paid into the Treasury on account of this proposition. 

Mr. BLAINE. In addition. 

Mr. ALLISON. In addition. Therefore, and this is what I desire 
to call the attention of the honorable Senator from Ohio to, if this is 
a reasonable proposition with reference to the debt, why should it not 
stand as long as these companies comply with it? That is a proposi- 
tion which addresses itself, it seems to me, to the common sense and 
common judgment of anybody. 

Upon the question as to the reasonableness of this proposition, I 
have had some investigations made for my own conduct with regard 
to the vote I should give upon this very subject. If I understand the 
Judiciary Committee bill its minimnm will be abont as stated by the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, namely, it would leave somewhere in 
the neighborhood of twenty millions of principal due from each of 
these companies at the end of twenty-two years or twenty years, as 
the case may be; but the capacities and capabilities of the bill under 
the proposition of the Judiciary Committee are far beyond that. That 
the Senator from Ohio will see if he makes a careful caleulation. He 
submits in the report accompanying the bill that the sum of $1,900,000 
from each of these companies would be paid into the Treasury under 
the provisions of the bill. It will not require the sum of $1,900,000 
on the of these companies to pay principal and interest back and 
forward of the entire debt of both these companies to the United 
States, That sum will more than pay it and would leave a balance, 
as I understand the calculation, due to these companies upon the 
basis of the decision of the Supreme Court at the end of the time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now, if my friend will allow me to interrupt 
him, suppose it would do just that thing, it will not pay the first 
mort and the debt of the United States, and the first mortgage 
will be entitled to be first paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but is it wise or is it desirable to 
so tax the commerce of this country as that it shall be required to 
pay not only the principal and interest of this debt to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, but also to pay the first mortgage due at 
the end of this time! 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa, 
if the Senator in charge of the bill acquiesces, if he would not be 
willing to give way for a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall leave that to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PADDOCK. There is a disposition to debate this question 
somewhat further and I suggest to my friend, the Senator from Ohio 
who has charge of the bill, that we had better adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. I cannot give way for such a motion without the 
consent of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I will not press the motion unless both Senators 
acquiesce in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ionly mean to occupy a moment longer. With 
reference to the suggestion made by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio in regard to the e bonds, I must say that I do not 
share the apprehensions of my friend from Wisconsin with reference 
to what will be the effect upon these railway corporations at the end 
of twenty years. I have no doubt that this very day, if these cor- 
porations could be purchased by railway companies that both he 
and I know of, they would gladly take these roads at a considerable 
advance upon what is their present nominal value, debts and all. It 
is probably true that a railway could be built alongside of the track 
now held and owned by the Union Pacific Railway Company for 
$18,000 or $20,000 per mile. It is also true that a track could be laid 
between here and Baltimore alongside of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railway for $20,000 a mile; but who is Ain to lay that track or 
invest money in any such enterprise? e whole capital stock of 
the New York Central Railway is $128,000,000, including its bonded 
debt, as shown by Poor’s Manual, which I have here before me. The 
cost of that railway undoubtedly to-day would not be more than 50 
per cent, of that sum; yet, does any one believe that capitalists 
would invest money in a rival nee gatas to that great railway ex- 
tending from the lakes to tide-water 

No, Mr, President, when these mortgages mature there is no ques- 
tion of the fact that there will be found somebody willing to pay not 
only the first mortgage for these great railways, but to pay the sec- 
ond as well, because in the very nature of things by that time, so far 
as the country adjacent to them is concerned, they will practically 
have the control of the traffic. 

But the Senator from Maine has offered this amendment, modified 
now so as to cover, it seems to me, every possible objection that can 
be made to it, unless it be that we intend here year by year to make 
further exactions of these companies for the purpose of facilitating 
the time when this debt will bé paid. If the honorable Senator in 
charge of this bill will make a calculation he will see that the 


$1,900,000 which he estimates in his report will considerably more than 
pay this debt, principal and interest, at the time of the maturity of 


the bonds. If this is to be done in the future it will be done to the 
detriment of the t populations that are compelled to use these 
roads for local and through traffic. It will be done at the expense of 
high rates of fare and high rates of SS Representing as 
I do a constituency somewhat interested in this question, I do not 
feel myself willing to make such exactions from these companies as 
will require them in turn to tax largely the people from Chicago to 
San Francisco who may be compelled to use this railway. 

Mr. President, I only offer these su tions with a view of seein 
whether or not there are objections to this amendment which are not 
apparent in my mind. 

r. PATTERSON, (at five o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion 
for a moment till I say a word, and then he may renew it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly for a moment, but I do not want to 
lose the floor. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask the Senate to sit this bill ont to-night, be- 
cause, in my judgment, debate upon it is substantially exhausted, 
and because, according to my experience, we shall have to sit it out 
no matter on what day we take the vote. I think it is time that this 
bill were out of the way. Of course that is a matter for the Senate 
to decide for itself with reference to its own convenience. [have 
this, however, to say, that if the Senate is unwilling to sit the bill 
out tonigas ido hope that those who still wish to speak on the bill 
will speak to-night, and then give me to-morrow morning a short 
time—for I shall not need much, at least I shall not take much—to 
speak in the close of the debate, and then let us come to a vote. 

Mr. SPENCER. Suppose we agree to vote at one o’clock to-mor- 
TOW. 

S THURMAN. Not at one o’clock; that would cut me off en- 
tirely. 

Me SPENCER. Then say three o'clock. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is always this difficulty about fixing a 
time at which we can come to a vote 

Mr. PATTERSON. But it has been done. 

Mr. RANSOM. It is always done; it always has been done. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Ohio if there is any such 
state of pressing business before the Senate as to require that it shall 
be subjected to discomfort and annoyance in reference to this matter 
by a refusal to adjourn at this time? I do not understand that the 

ublic business is suffering by reason of the procrastination of this 

ebate. It seems to me that it may be well enough to adjourn until 
Seer and give the Senate the opportunity of further consider- 
ation. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not hear a word the Senator says; yes, I 
did catch one word of the Senator from Nebraska, “any such press- 
ing haste.” If the Senator will look at the debates of the British 
Parliament whose sway is over every quarter of the globe more or 
less, he will not find in twenty years a debate in the house of com- 
mons that lasted two days. But the debate on this bill has lasted 
now nearly one month, and at the last Con it lasted for weeks. 
Four-fifths nearly of the Senators on this floor have spoken on the 
bill, so that there has not been a word said on the bill scarcely for 
the last week that was not a repetition of what had been said before. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator will give way 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to be interrupted just now. Yet 
there is complaint about hurrying this bill; complaint that there is 
a forcing of this bill, as if there were some tyranny or oppression in 
asking the Senate at last to vote upon a bill that has been discussed 
now nearly one month in this Senate, and that was discussed weeks 
during the session last winter. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
if he objects to debate when debate does not procrastinate the deter- 
mination of the question. The business of the Senate is in such a 
condition that there certainly is no urgency which requires of the 
Senate to subject itself to discomfort in order to procure a premature 
determination of this question; and it would be premature, I say, to 
force a vote when there are other Senators who wish to discuss the 
measure. There is no business before the Senate pressing upon us 
that I know of. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no business here! If the measures come 
before the Senate that are likely to come before it and are considered 
by the Senate, the middle of August will not see an end of this ses- 
sion. It will only be by pushing aside other business or deciding it 
without sufficient debate, that the Senate can adjourn before the 
middle of August if all the great measures which are now pendin 
in one or the other of the two Houses shall have to be decided. 
Noming ! Is there nothing in the tariff bill, which may pass the 
House for aught we know? Is there nothing in the bill for the reor- 
ganization of the Army? Is there nothing in the proposition to 
amend the Constitution in regard to the election of ident? Is 
there nothing in the bill to regulate the count of the presidential vote? 
Is there nothing in the appropriation bills? Is there nothing in all 
these that we can idle our time here in mere speech- making? Accord- 
ing to the idea of the Senator from Nebraska—— 

r. PADDOCK. Mr. President 
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Mr. THURMAN. I am perfectly willing to hear my friend from 
Nebraska. I always listen to him with p and I will agree to 
3 till nine o lock to-night to listen to him if he wants to speak 
so long. 

Mr. Pappock. My friend is very kind and very courteous. Ido 
not often interrupt the Senator; but I wish to make this inquiry of 
him: Is there any measure of public concern reported from any im- 
portant committee of this body before the Senate to-day for consid- 
eration that makes it n for the Senate to sit the whole night 
here in order to consider the question? I for one have a remark or 
two to make upon this bill, and I prefer to make it to-morrow if it 
is exactly to the convenience of the Senate that I should do it to- 
morrow 28 well as to-day. r 

Mr. THURMAN. I certainly have no objection to the Senator from 
Nebraska speaking on the bill; indeed, I hope to hear him speak upon 
it; but when he says there is nothing before the Senate, let me tell 
him that if this bill or any bill on this subject is to become a law it 
must be sent to the House of Representatives in due time for the 
House to consider it. As I understand, the tariff bill is made the 
order of the day for next Monday in the House. So I have been in- 
formed. I understand from the gentleman who has that bill, I be- 
lieve, in charge that he intends to allow one month’s debate upon it 
in the House of Representatives. If that be so, and this bill should 
be sent there too late to be taken up and passed this week, as it prob- 
ably will be if it goes over to-day, then it is postponed in the House 
for one month, Ido not want to risk any such thing as that. I 
know that there is business in the other House as well as here, and 
that that House is to consider this question as well as the Senate. Of 
course [am under the direction of the Senate. All that I can do is 
my duty. That I propose to do. If the Senate overrules me I cannot 
help it. If it is the purpose of the Senate to adjourn now until to- 
morrow, it may do so; but for my own part my judgment is that we 
ought to sit this bill out. 

r. SPENCER. Let us take the question on adjournment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I renew my motion now. z 

Mr. BLAINE. Iwish to make a suggestion to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Ohio before the vote is taken on the motion to adjourn, In 
the case of a bill of this magnitude, which has been so long under 
discussion and on which there are several amendments pending and 
more to be offered, I suggest to the Senator whether it might not be 
well to have a five-minute debate upon it, and have general consent 
that to-morrow we proceed with the bill under the five-minute rule. 
Of course I would spat the honorable Senator in charge of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. And the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. Pappock.] 

Mr. BLAINE. And the Senator from Nebraska, who desires to 
speak more at length. The Senator from Ohio will observe that in 
re, to the measures of which he spoke, not one is here for our 
action. If weshould close the debate on this bill and come to a final 
vote to-night, there is not one of those measures which would be here 
for the consideration of the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is an appi riation bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAINE. That is a very slight bill, a deficiency bill. There is 
not one regular appropriation bill ready. We can 9 and have 
an understanding that to-morrow at five o’clock, or half past five, or 
four, I do not care what the hour is, so that we we vote; 
but what is the need of subjecting ourselves to discomfort for noth- 
ing? I do not wish to interfere with the Senator who has charge of 
the bill at all. I know his responsibilities in this matter. 

Mr. THURMAN. Here are Senators whose business calls them 
home. Here is the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY] who 
is called home, and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] 
is called home. I do not know when we can get so full a Senate as 
we have to-day. 

Mr. BLAINE. We shall have it to-morrow, and we can apply the 
five-minute rule and finish the bill in good time. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we are to adjourn upon ss kosan understand- 
ing, the Senator sees the difficulty about that. t us suppose, for 
instance, that the amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
CHAFFEE] should be offered. That is not an amendment that can be 
considered under a five-minute rule. Nobody would be satisfied with 
ure somes. discussion of that amendment. What are you going to 

o about it 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the Senator suggested that the debate had 
been already exhausted. 
esi THU Yes, on the bill as it has been presented to the 

nate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the motion to adjourn pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is pending. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Is it debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not, but debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for a vote on the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Patrerson,] that the Senate ad- 


journ. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 
77 9 7 5 nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 
Mr. WALLACE, (when his name was called.) On this question of 


7 Iam paired with the Senator from Nevada, [ Mr. Joxxs.] 
If he were here, he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 29, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Dennis, Kellogg, Sargent, 
Barn Dorsey, Lamar, Saunders, 
Blaine, Eaton, Matthews, 5 
Bruce, 1 — — Mitchell, ‘eller, 
Cameron of Wis., on, Ada Windom. 
Chaffee, Trill, Paddoc 
Conover, Ingalls, Patterson, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
NAYS—36. 
Anthony, Cockrell, Hereford, organ, 
Armstrong, Coke, Johnston, Oglesby, 
Bailey, Davis of Illinois, Kernan, Plumb, 
Bayard, Davis of West Va., MeCreery Randolph, 
Beck, Edmunds, McDonald, Ransom, 
Booth, Eustis, cMillan, Saulsbury, 
Burnside, Garland, MePherson, Thurman, 
Butler, Grover, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Chri cy, Wadleigh, 
ABSENT—1L 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Kirkwood, Wh 
ling, Howo, Sharon, Withers. 
Jones of Nevada, Wallace. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question recurs on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLarnz,] on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is taken I desire to know which 
is the pending amendment, as the Senator from Maine proposed two 
amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the first amend- 
ment indicated by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. THURMAN, If there is any Senator, I repeat, who wishes to 
speak, I do not desire to occupy the floor at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isn to my friend to let us take the vote on 
this first amendment, which I believe the mover himself does not 
ae to be adopted. When the next amendment comes up, that 

ill be perfectly in order, and the Senator Isuggest had better speak 
then, and we shall get rid of the pending amendment first. 

Mr. THURMAN. Do I understand that the Senator from Maine 
proposes to abandon this amendment and then to offer the amendment 


drawn out as he has suggested it? 
Mr. B I proposed to do that, but the Senator from Ohio 
would not permit me. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. He does not object to your withdrawing it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then let us vote upon that amendment, and vote 
it down, as a matter of course. 

Mr, ALLISON. The yeas and nays have been ordered upon it. 

Mr. BLAINE. The yeas and nays were ordered uponit. Let the 
vote be taken on the amendment I offered. If that should be adopted 
I will offer the proviso there is in the other amendment. If it shall 
be 58 Bie I Mopac 5 offer the amendment which I 
suggested, ing the proviso to that. 

“Nie. THURMAN. Va well. 

Mr. ALLISON. Can I not move to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine? 

Mr. SARGENT. There would be really nothing gained by the Sen- 
ator doing that. 

Mr. BLAINE. If I am pean ton I will simply withdraw one 
amendment and offer the other. 

an EDMUNDS. Very well, let the Senator withdraw that amend- 
men 

Mr. SARGENT. I shall not agree to that. 

Mr. BLAINE. Does the Senator from Ohio agree to that? 

Mr. THURMAN. No. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered, so that we can have a viva voce vote upon 
the amendment withont taking up the time of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senatorcannot move to reconsider that vote. 
That will not amount to anything. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire what the question is be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question before the Senate is upon 
the first amendment offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BLAINE. Iwill explain it with the permission of the Senate. In 
section 12 I shall move to strike ont all after the word“ mentioned” 
in line 4 and insert: 

But so long as said Central Pacific and Union Pacific Railroad C 
faithfully comply with the provisions of the said acts of 1862 and 
act, relating to payments to the United States on account of the bonds advanced, 
and of the funds to be established as afo: such compliance shall be 
deemed and taken as sufficient to meet the obligations of said companies on account 
of such bonds prior to the maturity thereof. 

Now I wish to add to that the following proviso: 


Provided, That the annual payment from each railroad company, in addition to 
the half-trans m account and the 5 per cent. of net e re ee appli- 
cable to the interest on the bonds, shall never be less than $600,000, including the 


other balf of the transportation account applicable to the sinking funds herein 
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established ; and that not in this act shall be construed to waive any claim of 
the United States against either of said railroad companies, from whatever source 
arising. 


I propose to offer that as one whole substantive amendment when 
the pending amendment is got out of the way. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ishould like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
if he offers that as a substitute for his first amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Ohio has two or three times refused 
to permit the amendment to be withdrawn, and of course the Senate 
will have to go through the trouble of voting upon it. 

Mr, THURMAN. I am very indifferent as to what is done. The 
Senator from Maine can move his proviso to the present amendment. 
The amendment is only an amendment in the first de; , and that 
would only be an amendment in the second degree. It is perfectly 
competent for him to do that without any consent or withdrawal or 
anything else. But in order to “speed the plow,” I consent so far as 
I can give it (it requires unanimous consent) that the Senator may 
withdraw the pending amendment and then he can offer the amend- 
ment that he has just stated. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am much obliged to the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the first amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAINE. I now add the proviso because I want it to come in 
in a different part of the section. I offer it now to come in at the 
end of section 12 of the bill. I do this out of deference and respect 
to the Senator from Vermont, who thought there were some very val- 
unable things in that section; and I am always anxious to oblige the 
Senator from Vermont. I move to amend section 12 by adding thereto 
the following: 

But so long as said Central Pacific and Union Pacific Railroad Companies shall 
faithfully comply with the provisions of the said acts of 1862 and 1864 and of this 
act relating to payments to the United States on account of the bonds advanced, 
and of the sinking funds to be established as aforesaid, such compliance shall be 
deemed and taken as suficient to meet the obligations of said companies on account 
of such bonds prior to the maturity thereof: Provided, That the annual payments 
from each railroad company, in addition to the half-transportation account and the 
5 per cent. of net earnings presenti plicable to the interest and the bonds, 
shall never be less than Goch 000, Jading the other half of the transportation 


account applicable to the sin fand herein established ; and that nothing in 
this act shall be construed to waive any claim of the United States against either 
of said railroad companies, from whatever source arising. 


Lask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I simply want to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine if the meaning of that amendment is that payment of what 
is here called for 1 be a compliance with the obligation of the 
to the Government. 


it would not be sufficient to meet the obligation of the companies to 
the Government; that there would be some $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 
besides that would not be provided for. Now, will not this be an 
abatement of the claim of the Government against the companies to 
that extent? 

Mr. BLAINE. This expressly excludes that conclusion, for it sa; 

“ until the maturity of the bonds.” It is limited to that. It only 

rovides until the maturity of the bonds. It is the calculation of the 
Benator from Ohio who has charge of the bill that there will be only 
$35,000,000 left due from both roads. I stated it at $20,000,000 for 
each, but the Senator corrected me and said $35,000,000 for both. It 
will be, as compared with the value of the security the Government 
holds, a mere pittance. 

Mr. THURMAN, The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Pappock] inti- 
mated a desire to speak. Is he prepared to go on now? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I expressed a preference not to go on to-night. 

Mr. THURMAN, I cannot hear what the Senator says. I only 
want to give way if he desires the floor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if there is any require- 
ment of 1 or precedence that would make it necessary for me 
to proceed now 

Mr. THURMAN. It is a matter of courtesy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The gentleman in charge of a bill is generally 
allowed the last word. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from Nebraska please repeat 
what he said; I did not hear a word of it? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, if I should conclude to make a re- 
mark after the Senator ceases, I think it would be proper enough that 
I shonld do so, and allow him to conclude afterward. I do not think 
I shall say anything that will interfere with his arrangements, 

Mr. TH I said to the Senator, but I am afraid I was not 
heard, there is so much conversation in the Chamber, thatif he desired 
to speak now I did not want to take the floor. I give him precedence 
if he desires to speak now. I do not want to say anything until after 
he shall have concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator is very kind, indeed. I acknowledge 
his courtesy. I desire that the debate shall be postponed until to- 
morrow. I think no delay, so far as the final result is concerned, will 
come from that postponement. I am not exactly in a condition to 
proceed to-night. Therefore Iam content to waive the precedence that 
my friend is willing to accord to me, and, so far as I am concerned, if 
it is agreeable to the Senate, to sit and listen to the Senator. If I 


may have any remark to make afterward I will make it. Then, if 
the Senator wishes to conclude the debate, as it is his right to do, I 
certainly shall have no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. Before the Senator from Ohio proceeds, I wish to 
address to him a single interrogatory to which I shall not ask an 
immediate reply, but shall be contented if he answers it before he 
closes the debate, 

The amendment offered by the Senator from Maine seemed to me 
to be so reasonable, so equitable, and so just, that I have been at a 
loss to understand why it was op with so much r and strenu- 
onsness by the Committee on the Judiciary. They having the full 
power to submit a proposition for the consideration of the Senate, it 
seemed to me that it ought to be one which would command the assent 
of all those who favored an adjustment of this long outstanding liti- 
patioa. In the course of the remarks made this afternoon by the 

nator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] this same idea was brought 
before the Senate, and he addressed an pte pad to the Senator 
from Ohio asking him if this bill was not what the Government 
desired to enforce against these companies, what would content them, 
and if any measure could be devised that would be a final settlement 
satisfactory to both the Judiciary Committee and to the Government, 
why it was not presented. The answer made by the Senator from 
Ohio was in my mind the most significant statement that has been 
made during this whole debate. He said the reason why a different 
and more strenuous measure was not presented was because he could 
not get it through the Senate. 

Now, I desire the Senator from Ohio to answer before he gets 
through his remarks what measure would be satisfactory to him if 
he could get it through the Senate, and whether or not that state- 
ment was not a direct intimation that whenever there is a Senate 
that he can handle or that any subsequent Judiciary Committee can 
handle, there is not an intention to renew this agitation for the pur- 
pose of imposing still farther terms and exactions upon these corpo- 
rations? that is not the case, if that is not the intention and 
purpose of the refusal of the Senator from Ohio to accept this amend- 
ment, what did he mean by saying that the 8 reason why he did 
not propose a different measure was because he could not get it 
through the Senate? 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, after the intimation that has been 
made, that there will be speeches following what I have to say now, 
I shall not perhaps speak as fully as I might otherwise have been 
inclined to do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to under- 
stand the course of proceeding? I do not want to interfere with the 
debate at all, but to inquire whether the debate is to be closed this 
evening or not? 

Mr. THURMAN, I hope so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. After what the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAD- 
8 and the concession that the Senator from Ohio appears to 
be making now, it does not seem clear whether we are to remain here 
to close this debate, or whether we are to concede what the Senator 
from Nebraska asks, that it go over until to-morrow. The Senator 
from Ohio seems to be proceeding to make the closing argument 
somewhat out of order. That is what confuses me and prompts me 
to make the inquiry. 

Mr. THUR: . I am compelled to speak now because nobod 
else will speak and save me the trouble. I wish somebody else pais | 
for I have no desire to make a speech if anybody else will. I said 
yesterday that I would ask the te to-day to sit this bill ont. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Of course we all understand that the Senator 
from Ohio will close the debate; but after the uest the Senator 
from Nebraska made for a postponement of the subject until to-mor- 
row, and inasmuch as the Senator from Ohio has not definitely 
answered the request of the Senator from Nebraska, I beg leave to 
ask whether the Senator from Ohio is going to ask for a sitting to- 


night. 

Ar. THURMAN, 5 I want to sit the bill out to-night. 

Mr. President, I shall speak, even as briefly as I shall, under great 
disadvantages, and I must crave the attention of the Senate to what 
I may have to say, in order that I may avoid repetition, and may 
thereby shorten the time of my speech and weary them and myself 
the less. I say I speak under great disadvantages. 

Mr. FERRY. May I make a suggestion to the Senator from Ohio? 
He seems to be a little emb in dividing his speech in two. I 
voted to adjourn just now. I did so because one or two Senators had 
expressed their desire to speak upon this 8 and were not pre- 
pared to speak. The Senator from Nebraska has expressed as much, 
and it has always been the courtesy of the Senator to yield to any such 
intimation. I therefore appeal to the Senator from Ohio to allow this 
question to go over until to-morrow. [ No!” „No! 

Mr. SPENCER. Let us have an understanding at what hour we 
shall commence to vote. 

Mr. FERRY. The Senator from Nebraska has not spoken upon this 
question. I do not desire to spoe I am not s ing in my own 
behalf, but Iam speaking in behalf of the Senator from Nebraska 
and in behalf of any other Senator who rises upon this floor and states 
that he desires to speak to a question, but is not prepared to speak 


not simply not prepared to speak, but not in a condition to speak to- 
night; and, it seems to me, the courtesy of the Senate ought to be 
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extended to him as it would to any otherSenator. For that purpose 

I move that the Senate adjourn, in order to test the Senate on that 
uestion. 

3 Mr. THURMAN. Idid not know that I yielded the floor to the 

Senator to do that. 

Mr. FERRY. If the Senator is as technical as that, be it so, I 
asked him to yield to me to make a suggestion. I made the sugges- 
tion, and followed it up with a motion to adjourn. If the Senator 
states that he did not yield for that purpose, I will not take any 
advantage. 

Mr. THURMAN, I certainly never so expected that the Senator 
would do such a thing. 

Mr. FERRY. Very well, I do not make the motion. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I shall speak under very 
difficulties. In the first place, I speak to a body fatigued by a long 
session; in the second p ace, I speak to Senators who are perhaps 
thinking much more of food for the stomach than food for the head. 
It was a remark long ago made by Cardinal de Retz, speaking of the 
old French Parliament, that he never knew any man eloquent enough 
to hold tbat body in session when dinner-time had arrived. That 
time has now arrived, and I should not be in the least surprised to 
find myself in a short time speaking—if it were not for a commend- 
able habit that I have of being reasonably brief—to empty seats. I 
certainly should be in that category if I were to speak long, and there- 
fore I shall try tospeak briefly so that I may have some auditors at 
least until I shall have done. 

Now, Mr. President, the pending question before the Senate is the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE.] I have said 
once, or perhaps twice, that this bill is not framed upon the idea con- 
tained in that amendment. That amendment goes upon the idea 
that we ought to make an act that shall be unchangeable for twenty 
years; that we should assume in this year of grace, 1878, to be able 
to frame a law which shall require no alteration, no amendment in 
the course of twenty years. It goes further than that, a great way 
further than that. It goes upon the idea of repealing pro tanto the 
reserved power in these charters to alter, amend, or repeal those acts. 

Mr. President, one of the things for which these railroad com 
nies have been striving these many long years has been to get rid of 
that very reserved power; but this is the first time that they have 
ventured—no, not they; I beg pardon for saying that—this is the first 
time that any one in the Senate of the United States or, I believe, in 
the House of Representatives, has ventured to champion such an idea. 
Their officers and lawyers, in their arguments before the Judiciary 
Committee last November and December, urged upon us strenuously 
enough that we should make some kind of bargain with the compa- 
nies, and they would be N liberal if we would only giye up 
the right to alter, amend, or repeal their charters. Those arguments, 
taken in short-hand, will show that it is the cherished object of these 
corporations to get rid of that power of control which Congress pe 
sesses over them. They would give for that far more than the Sen- 
ator from Maine asks from them. They would give far more than the 
Judiciary Committee bill asks from them, upon any interpretation, 
if Congress would surrender that power to alter, amend, or repeal. 
That, therefore, is involved in the amendment which is now under 
consideration. Con for and sufficient reasons, Lam willing 
to admit for the purposes of this argument, saw fit in 1802 to pass an 
act chartering railroad companies whose roads should extend over 
one-half of this continent, and chartering them in perpetuity, char- 
tering them with an existence that should endure as long as the 
Republic itself should endure, chartering them with powers such as 
never were conferred on any other railroad corporations on the face 
of this globe, endowing them as no other corporations ever were 
ee And then, in 1864, it saw fit to nearly double the endow- 
ment, and to increase their powers and their privileges immensely 
beyond what they had been before. But in view of that fact, in view 
of the immense power and extent and wealth that these corporations 
would have, in view of the fact which human experience has shown 
and nowhere more than in the United States, the power of concen- 
trated capital, wielded in the employment of thousands and tens of 
thousands of men, the Congress wisely retained the power to alter, 
add to, amend, or repeal those charters. It did it for the very pur- 
pose for which such reservations are made, in the language of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. It did it because, in the lan- 
guage of that court 

The object of the reservation, and of similar reservations in other charters, is to 
ee Tepe eign option gt pap ay or boat ee 

Not the private interest of these corporations, as my friend from 
Connecticut [Mr. EATON] suggests, but against their interest if nec- 
essary and against their will 
if the public interest should at any time bik asc such interference. It is a provis- 
ion intended to preserve to the State control over its contract with the corporators. 


That is the language of the Supreme Court, and that was the law 
of this land when the Congress of the United States in 1862 and again 
in 1864 said the Con of the United States shall haye control over 


this contract with these corporations, And now, sir, it is to get rid 
of that control, to fritter it away, to overthrow and destroy it, to 
annihilate the very thing for which the people of this country for 
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neh years have been contending, and which they have put into 
nearly thirty constitutions of the States—it is to get rid of that, to 
trample it under foot, to render it a nullity, to construe it away, to 
make it not worth the paper on which the words are printed, that 
ame ts like that now under consideration are offered, and argu- 
ments such as we have heard in the Senate are made. 

Mr. President, I have said, and I wh sat it, that, rather than see 
Congress give up that power of control over these two great corpo- 
rations, I would see every dollar of the debt that they owe the Gov- 
ernment lost forever, I would rather see this bill sunk into the 
depths of the sea, never to be resurrected, than to see Congress yield 
for one day its power over these two corporations or any others over 
which it has the power. Why, sir, my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 
Eaton] said this evenin: t no government could exist that 

such a power as this. That is a strange assertion. 

Mr, EATON. I did not say that. 

Mr. THURMAN. What did you say? 

Mr. EATON. I said that no government could exist among civilized 
men that would, without cause, exercise that power of repeal, and I 
say it again. 

Mr. THURMAN. “That would without cause exercise it?” 

Mr. EATON. Yes. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is all very true; but then comes the ques- 
tion, what is cause? 

Mr. EATON. There is none. 

Mr. THURMAN. Oh! then comes the question what is the cause? 
The Senator makes the cause a default in the company. I make the 
cause the interest of the Republic. I say, in the lan of the 
Supreme Conrt, that the words are there in order to give us control 
whenever the public interest, not the interest of these corporations, 
not the default of these corporations, but whenever the public in- 
terest shall require us to exercise it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I—— 

Mr. THURMAN. No, let me goon. Ab, but the.existence of such 
a power is inconsistent with civilized government, is it? Has not 
such a power existed in England ever since there was a Parliament? 
Has not England exercised it? Has not England compelled her mon- 
archs to revoke the charters and monopolies they had granted, dgain 
and again? Has not the house of commons refused grants of money 
to carry on the government until those monopolies were destroyed? 
Ah! sir, is it not the law in nearly every State in this Union that the 
Legislature may alter, amend, or repeal the charters it grants? I 
think there is some civilization in England. I think there is some 
civilization in the United States. I think there is some civilization 
in my own State. I think, therefore, that the idea which seems to 
haunt some of our friends on this floor, that here is an assault on lib- 
erty, as if monopolists were the friends of liberty; that here is some 
attack on property, as though there could be an attack on property 
in exercising the rights which are plainly reserved to Congress in 
words as plain as can be fonnd in any lexicon of any language, may 
be dismissed from consideration. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rise for the purpose of asking whether tho 
Senator from Ohio declines to allow me to ask a question? If he 
does, I only want him to say so. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know what the question is. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Of course you do not; but I want to know 
whether 5 as he did a while ago, declines to allow me to 
propound it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. InGatts in the chair.) Does the 
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Indiana for the purpose 
of asking a 257 7.5 7 

Mr. THURMAN. If it is pertinent to what I am saying now, I do. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I presume I would not ask an impertinent ques- 
tion. 

Mr. THURMAN. No, but everybody knows perfectly well 

Mr. VOORHEES. I yielded to the Senator to-day myself when I 
had a written speech. 

Mr. THUR Go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio yields. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All I desired to say in the way of a question 
was this: the Senator from Ohio announced with the utmost empha- 
sis that sooner than yield this power, which he claims over these 
companies, he would sink and forfeit and lose all the pecuniary in- 
terests that are paming to this Government. Iask the Senator from 
Ohio whether, when the power has been asserted by Congress over 
these companies to the full extent that the Judiciary Committee 
thinks is proper to secure the Government in all its righte, and the 
companies comply with the demands thus made, and while they are 
thus complying, he thinks the power of the Government over them 
is abandoned? In other words, when the Government has made its 
claim of power and the companies are 3 complying, whether, 
in his ju ent as a lawyer, the power of the Government is not 
operating on them? In other words, I say that when we put forth a 
claim of power and assert it by legislative action, and these compa- 
nies comply with and meet every demand we make, the amendment 
which the Senator from Maine offers, saying that while that is done 
we will make no new demand, does not release the power of Congress 
over these companies, but really asserts and continues it at the 
standard we now crect. 
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Mr. THURMAN. That is a brief question. I am delighted at its 


brevity. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope it is pertinent. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know but that it was; I will not quar- 
rel with my friend about that, but I can answer it much more briefly 
than he stated it. If we were to pass a law saying to them“ Pay us 
five cents in the dollar in installments of a cent a year on your indebt- 
edness, and if you do that we will give up all the rest,” the Senator 
might just as well say they were acting under the power of Congress. 
To be sure they would be acting under the power of Congress if we 
were to make such a bargain as that with them. We may do any- 
thing we please in that way, and we may say they are acting under 
the power of Con although it be to sponge ont almost the whole 
of their indebtedness to the ee although it be to leave 
their creditors to the mercy of the men who are managing these great 
corporations, and who have in the past and who will in the future, if 
we do not inte manage them with an eye single to their own 
interest and not to that of the people to whom they owe so much. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am sure, however, this bill is not going to affect 
injuriously the debt they owe us. 

T; THURMAN. No, this bill is not; but this bill was never framed 
on the idea of making a bargain with these companies for twenty 
years or any other number of years. If it had ever entered into the 
heads of the Judiciary Committee that we were to make a law un- 
changeable as one of the Medes and Persians for twenty years, I say 
to my friend from Indiana we should have reported a very different 
bill indeed. If we are to surrender for twenty years to these compa- 
nies that power which we have over them in respect to their duties 
not simply to the Government, for the Judiciary Committee bill takes 
no more care of the Government than it does of any other creditor; 
if we are to surrender that power which Congress has to compel these 
companies so to administer their affairs as not to become bankrupt, 
so to administer their affairs as not to put their net earnings all in 
the pockets of their shareholders and leave their creditors without 
payment; if we are to surrender that power of control of administra- 
tion, then I say we should require a much better bargain than this bill 
would make. 

Why, Mr. President, let us see how this bill will operate, I have 
before me some calculations made by the chief of accounts of the 
Treasury Department, perhaps the best expert in Washington. He 
ought to be, for he is chief of accounts in the great money Depart- 
ment of the Government. I put this question to him: 


Question 1. Taking net earnings,“ as defined in section 1 of the ! 
Committee bill, and establishing the 5 cent. of net earnings and the half- 


trans account in the future as follows, namely, Union Pacific, $700,000 
annually— 
That is the 5 per cent. and the half transportation, payable to the 


Government under existing law— 

d Central Pacifi 000 annually, her $1,200,000 annually, what-addi- 
tional sum would ee have to pay i into the sinking fand ‘emake a sum 
equal to 25 per cent. of its net earnings 

That was a proper question, because under our bill we propose not 
to take moro an 25 per cent.of theirnetearnings,either for present 
payments under the law as it now exists or fora sinking fund. What 
answer does he make ? 

Answer. Taking the ordinary and regular net earnings of the two companies 
to be as follows, namely— 


I will not read all the details, but he goes into the matter in de- 


tail— 
the additional sum required from each company would therefore be $100,000 from 
the Union Pacific and $300,000 from the Central Pacific Company. r 

That is in addition to the half-transportation account which is put 
into the sinking fund, to which the companies are now entitled. That 
would make in the case of the Union Pacific, on an average of the 
last six years’ business, a payment of $521,000 into the sinking fund, 
and for the Central Pacitic a payment of about $1,000,000 into the 
sinking fund. The reason that the payment into the sinking fund 
by the Union Pacific is so much less than by the Central Pacific is 
that the transportation account over the Union Pacific is more than 
double what it is over the Central Pacific. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to ask a question right on that point. 
He says the sum is $100,000 for the Union Pacific. 

Mr. THURMAN. On this basis, yes. t 

Mr. ALLISON. Would that make $800,000 for the Union Pacific? 
The half 5 is put in in addition. 

Mr. THURMAN. Four hundred and twenty-one thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. He makes this calculation on the same basis which 
would make a total payment of the sum of $521,000 on the part of 
the Union Pacific Railroad ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not enough. 

Mr. THURMAN. I agree that it is not enough. 

Mr. BLAINE. The calculation must be wrong. 

Mr. THURMAN. I leave that to the Senator from Maine and to 
the chief of accounts of the Treasury Department to show whether 
it is wrong; but here are the figures. 

Mr. BLAINE. There cannot $700,000 difference between what 
should be estimated for one company and what should be estimated 
for the other, unless you can show a much larger difference between 
the half-transportation account of the companies than I have yet 


discovered. There is no $700,000 difference between the half-trans- 
portation accounts of the two companies. 

Mr. THURMAN. Here are the figures, and the Senator can calcu- 
late for himself whether they are right or not. It is sufficient for my 
purpose that here they are. I agree that would not be enough, and 
it would be an utter absurdity in us to tie up our hands for twenty 

and say that we will receive no more from the Union Pacific 
than about half a million of dollars a year into the sinking fund ; 
and therefore I am totally opposed to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine. What does he say? He is willing to raise it $100,000 
more, and make it $600,000 instead of $500,000. I am totally unwill- 
ing to do that. He does not propose to raise it even that much be- 
cause it is $521,000, and he would raise it to $600,000, 879,000 differ- 
ence. Raising it $79,000 is the last tail to his amendment. It raises 
it $79,000. That is all there is in that tail. It raises it $79,000 in re- 
gard to the Union Pacific, and as to the Central Pacific it does not 
raise it a dollar. So all e benefit of that proviso to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine is to make an increase of the amount 
which the Union Pacific road shall pay into the sinking fund of 
$79,000 a year, in case its net earnings and half-transportation ac- 
count should in the future be the average of what they have been for 
the last six years. That will not do at all. : 

I have said that this estimate is upon the basis of $1,200,000 a year 
as the sum of the 5 per cent. and the half transportation. The Judi- 
ciary Committee estimated it at $1,166,000; I take $1,200,000 as a 
round sum; but the committee said in its report that in their opin- 
ion the amount would be much larger, that both the 5 per cent. and 
the half transportation would be much larger, but they could not 
undertake to estimate it. Now, this chief of accounts has under- 
taken toestimate it by considering the increase of the net earnings 
and the half transportation ever since these roads were opened, and 
making the calculation in that way—that is, ascertaining the rate 
of increase in the past and assuming the same rate in the future— 
he comes to the conclusion that, upon the basis of what is ag to 
be the increased business of these two companies, the increased half 
transportation and the increased net earnings upon which we should 
get 5 per cent., that additional sum which each company would have 
to Rey into the sinking fund under the Judiciary Committee bill to 
make a sum equal to 25 per cent. of its net earnings so defined would 
be, forthe Union Pacific $573,216 and for the Central Pacific $1,465,730. 

But you will remember that our bill contains a further limit that 
that shall not exceed $1,200,000 in the case of the Central Pacific. 
Therefore, on the estimate of what will be the business based on the 
rate of increase of business in the past, the calculation to be made 
for the Union Pacific would be $575,000 and for the Central Pacific 
$1,200,000. To this amount thus payable by the Union Pacific you 
have to add the half transportation, which would bring it up toa 
million of dollars at the least annually to be paid by that company 
into the sinking fund, and the amount to be paid annually by the 
Central Pacific would perhaps reach the sum of a million and a half 
of dollars. That is likely to be the effect of this bill if it should pass, 
and the result of it in the outcome upon the debt would be as follows: 

At the maturity of the debt the companies will still owe under 
proteo laws, that is if they should not be changed, according to the 

est estimate that can be made of the product of the 5 per cent. and 
the product of the half transportation, $109,000,000. The estimate of 
the 5 was 8120, 000,000, and of the Railroad Com- 
mittee 8122, 000, 000. The chief of accounts estimated it at $109,000,- 
000, because, as I have said, he estimates the 5 per cent. of net earn- 
ings and the half-transportation account higher than the estimate 
of the committees under the Judiciary Committee bill, upon the com- 
mittee’s estimate of $1,166,900, or in round numbers $1,200,000, as the 
amount of the 5 per cent. and the half transportation, the sum that 
would be due to the Government at the maturity of the bonds, the 
average time of which is October 1, 1897, would be $75,000,000. That 
is what the two companies would owe to the Government at that 
time upon the estimate made by the Judiciary Committee of the 5 
per cent, and of the half transportation, if the bill should pass; but 
upon the estimate made by this expert, this chief of accounts, allow- 
ing for the increased business in the future at the ratio at which it 
has increased in the past, or something like that, the amount that 
would remain due would be $36,000,000. Under Senate bill No. 812, 
the bill of the Railroad Committee, the Government would sponge 
out fifty-three million and odd, losing that by mere computation of 
interest, and the companies would still owe at the maturity of the 
bonds $67,000,000. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this statement of itself shows 
that this is not a subject upon which the hands of Congress ought to 
be tied, so that, no matter what may be the consequences in the 
future, no matter how these companies may mismanage their affairs 
no matter, on the other hand, how prosperous.they may be, we shall 
be so tied up that we can do nothing for the protection of their cred- 


itors. 
Mr. ALLISON. What shall I understand is the amount due on the 
Committee bill? 


basis of the Judici 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘The Judiciary Committee made an estimate that 
the half transportation and the 5 per cent. would amount to $1,166,000 
annually for the two companies, which I P in round numbers at 
$1,200,000. Upon that basis the amount, if the Judiciary Committee 


bill should be passed, which would remain due at the maturity of the 
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bonds, would be $75,000,000; but upon the basis of $1,700,000, which 


is the calculation this expert makes as the average of the 5 per cent. 
and the half transportation in the future for twenty years, the debt 
would be reduced to $36,000,000. It grows out of the difference be- 
tween the estimated amount of that which is presently payable and 
also the very different amounts which go into the sinking fund. For 
instance, if the Judiciary Committee’s calculation is correct, there 
would only be $100,000 in addition to the half transportation to go 
into the sinking fund for the Union Pacific. If this e 's calcula- 
tion is correct of the business of the future, there will be $573,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I stated, I took the report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee and had estimates made beginning from the issuance of these 
bonds to their maturity; and estimating for the 5 cent. and the 
half transportation at $650,000, the sum of $800, per annum will 
3 the entire interest of the Union Pacific, and a million of 
dollars the interest and only the interest of the Central Pacific. 

Mr. THURMAN. I can show the Senator 1 think in a moment that 
that calculation can hardly be exactly right, because onthe committee 
basis the estimate of what is to be paid and is presently applicable, 
with the amount which the companies are to pay in addition to that 
and with interest upon it, would not more than meet the interest on the 
Government loan. Indeed, it would fall short of doing that. But 
upon the basis of the chief of accounts the interest would be repaid 
and nearly en millions of the principal. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator a question for 
information. Upon what basis does he make the estimate of the 
half-transportation account and the 5 per cent. on its actual amount 
in the past year? 

Mr. FHU MAN. Ihave said several times—I am sorry my friend 
did not hear me—that it is on an äverage of six years past in respect 
to one of the companies and four years in regard to the other. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But the estimate made by the expert in the 
Treasury Department is on an estimate of what these items probably 
will be in the future. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes; and estimating the increase already, and 
making a very moderate estimate, too, he says that, in his judgment 
and I am inclined to think he is right—the 5 per cent. of net earn- 
ings and the half transportation, instead of being $1,200,000, as the 
Judiciary Committee estimate, will be about $1,700,000, a half million 
more, and I think he is right. As I said before, these roads are onl 
in their infancy; every year they will be tapped by new roads, brane 
roads, some constructed by themselves, others constructed by others. 
Every one of these branch roads brings business; it is all grist to 
their mill; and as to rival roads, they are in no danger from rival 
roads for twenty years to come. Rival roads do not succeed very well. 
If the Southern Pacific, for instance, were completed, owned the 
very same men who own the Central Pacific, I should like to know 
where the rivalry would be. Ishould like to see rivalry there. But 
where is to be the rival of the Union Pacific? It will have none; 
vertainly none if my friend from Oregon shall get a branch road built 
from Portland to the Union Pacific, and thus kill the Northern Pacific 
stone-dead for many along year. Then the Union Pacific will not 
have much trouble. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose your friend from Oregon should succeed, 
in connection with his colleague and others, in getting the Northern 
Pacilic through, what then ? 

Mr. THUR If he should get the Northern Pacific throngh, it 
is so many hundred miles away from the Union Pacific that I do not 
think it will be much of a rival to the latter or do it much harm. 

Mr. President, I have but a few words more to say in answer to some 
things that have been said, and then I will not delay the Senate 
longer. I do not propose to argue the question of the power of Con- 
gress at length any more. I have not argued it at much length here- 
tofore. If the 1 of the Jndiciary Committee, if the hes that 
have been made in support of that power are not sufficient to con- 
vince a Senator, nothing can, though one should rise from the dead. 
I have only to repeat one point that I made last Thursday. The res- 
ervation of a pora to alter, amend, or repeal, makes it impossible 
that the exercise of that power can be the violation of a contract, can 
be the impairment of a contract. It is a simple impossibility, for 
what you do the contract itself says that you may do, and, therefore, 
you cannot impair the obligation of the contract by doing that very 
thing which the contract authorizes. 

Mr. BLAINE. Is there no limit? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, there are limits, There are certain limits in 
the Constitution of the United States. You shall not take private 
property for public use without making just compensation, Nobody 
pretends that you can do that under any power to alter, amend, or 
repeal a charter. There are a great many other things. You shall 
not commit murder, and you cannot do that under the power reserved. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the reservation is pan of the contract, thereby 
enabling Congress to interfere by amendment, can Congress or can 
it not, under the theory of the honorable Senator, provide by law, by 
an amendment to the charter, that this interest, which is not required 
to be paid until the maturity of the bonds, shall be paid to the Gov- 
ernment semi-annually from the present time? On the theory of the 
honorable Senator does not that follow inevitably ? 

Mr. THURMAN. It does not follow inevitably at all. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Why? 
Mr. THURMAN, And yet I will not say that Congress might not 


do that very thing. I know very well that our friend from Georgia 
(Mr. HILL] has said several times—I think I have heard it several 
times—that this contract of loan is a sort of side-show, that you can 
do anything you please with everything in the world but this contract 
of loan. As I understand my friend from Connecticut, [Mr, EATON, ] 
you cannot touch the franchises any more than you can touch the 
contractof loan. He goes the whole figure. The Senator from Geor- 
gia says, “Oh, yes, you can do all you please with tho franchises, 
whatever you please with them, but you shall not touch my little 
offspring out here that is called a loan.” I should like the Senator 
from Georgia, who is a strict constructionist, to find in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States any power of the Government of the United 
States to turn out and be a common money-lender, for that is the 
ground on which he putsit. I grant the United States can provide for 
a loan of money out of the Treasury, but it must be in the exercise of 
some power that is conferred upon Congress. Congress, for instance, 
has a right to build light-houses; it has a right to build forts; it 
has a right to build ships; it has power to declare war and make 
peace. In the exercise of any one of these powers it might be neces- 
sary to lend money in order to help a party to build a road or a fort, 
to build a =“ of war, to build an arsenal, to cast cannon, or make 
fire-arms, or the like; and when it is in the power of Congress to 
make a loan, which it must derive under the military power, or the 
post-office power, or some other like power, or it does not possess it 
at all; when it has that power, then, in furtherance of that object 
and in the exercise of the power it may make a loan of money to the 
corporation that it charters to build a road; but that is not a sepa- 
rate thing from the charter; that is one of the considerations on 
which the company agrec to take the charter. Who knows that this 
company ever would have accepted this charter and gone to work 
under it if Congress had not agreed to make this loan? It is one of 
the considerations that Congress held out to them to do the business. 
It was not simply the ges fos of the money that was expected; 
not at all; but it was the advantage of a poe bed brad loan not reim- 
bursable principal or interest until the end of the thirty years, in 
order that the roads might be built. That was one of the considera- 
tions that Congress held out to them, and that was one of the con- 
siderations they had a right to insist upon. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If my colleague is right, I should like him to 
answer why then we cannot change the terms of that thirty-year loan 
and make it a loan due presently, the entire principal; and why also 
we cannot change the law of 1864 so as to restore to the United States 
its priority of lien in reference to that loan as against those who claim 
under the act of 1864? 

Mr. THURMAN. The last part of that question astonishes me. 
We cannot destroy the vested right of the first-mo bondholders 
to their lien any more than we can take away the right to my house 
and give it to my colleague, or his house and give it to me. The Con- 
stitution of the United States contains no delegation of power to do 
any such thing as that; nor is there any reservation here that pre- 
tends to such a right as that. And as to the question of whether or 
not we could make this interest payable in presenti to the Govern- 
ment, I have already said to the Senator from Oregon that I was not 
prepared to say we could not. 

r. MATTHEWS. I did not say the interest; the principal, not 
the interest. Why not make the whole loan payable? 

Mr. THURMAN. What difference does it make? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It does not make any in my judgment. 

Mr. THURMAN. I said the other day, and I repeat it, I shall not 
stand up here to argue ne Soiree cases; I shall not stand up here 
to e what is not in this bill. When we propose to make that 
principal payable presently, or when we propose to make that inter- 
est reimbursable presently, it will be time enough for us to discuss 
that question; but there is not one word in this bill that does any 
such thing. 

The Senator from Connecticut said he would show that this bill 
impaired the obligation of a contract, and he gave a t string of 
general principles. I do not know whether they were right or wrong, 
for when I heard of “general principles” I did not pay the attention 
I am accustomed to pay to whatever he says; but I listened in vain 
for him to show one particular in which this bill impaired the obli- 
gation of any contract whatever, unless indeed what he said in the 
close of his speech meant that there was an impairment of a contract, 
and that was that to require them to put some money into a sinking 
fund, instead of putting it into their own pockets, was impairing the 
obligation of a contract. Thero I must differ with my friend. I find 
o impairment of tho obligation of a contract in any such thing as 
that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Not at this moment. Icould pile these desks, not 
mountain-high but a great deal higher than the Senate would like 
to see them, with instances of legislation of precisely the character 
in penema of that which requires these — funds to be created. 

Vhile my friend from Connecticut was s ing, it just occurred 
to me to look at the national-bank act and see what Con has 
done under this reserved power to alter, amend, or repeal in that 
case, and I will take only a few instances and not the most striking, 
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for I have not time to do it. Let us see. Remember that the bank- 
ing act contains the reserved right to alter, amend, or repeal. A cer- 
tain limit to the amount of national-bank notes was fixed by the 
original act, the act of February 25, 1863, and the act of June 3, 1864. 
Under these acts the banks had a right to so many circulating notes. 
What did Congress do of its own mere power and will on the 12th day 
of July, 1870? It cut those notes down to $354,000,000; said they 
should not exceed that amount, although in order to get them down 
to that amount the banks had to retire notes which, under the law as 
it stood before, they had a perfect right to issue and use for their 
own profit. 

Again, there was a distribution of that currency under the act of 
1863, the bank charter. Under that distribution it was said that some 
States got much more than a fair share of it, especially the New Eng- 
land States, particularly Massachusetts, and I believe the State of 
Connecticut and others. What did Congress do in 1870? It declared 
in the act of the 12th of July, 1870— é 

That to secure a more equitable distribution of the national-ban currency 
there may be issued circulating notes to banking associations organized in States 
and Territories having less than their proportion as herein set forth. And the 
amount of circulation in this section authorized shall, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the T „as it may be required for this purpose, be withdrawn, 
as herein provided, from banking associations 3 States having a circula- 
tion exceeding — 9 for by the act entitled “ An act to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘ An act to provide F by pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the and ption thereof,” ” approved 
March 3, 1865, but the amount so withdrawn shall not exceed $25,000,000. 

There under the express provisions of the charter the banks in New 
England and New York—for I believe it only touched the New Eng- 
land States, and perhaps only two or three of them, and New York— 
were compelled to give up twenty-five millions of their currency to 
which they had a perfect right under the law as it then stood, and 
until Con altered it, and Congress did not ask the consent of the 
banks at all; it exercised the power of taking those notes away from 
those corporations under the reserved power to alter, amend, or re 

But, sir, that is not all. Look at an act passed on the 19th of Feb- 
ruary, 1869, which declared— 

‘That no national-banking association shall hereafter offer or receive United States 
notes or national-bank notes as security or as collateral security for any loan of 
money, or for a consideration shall to withhold the same from use, or shall 


offer or receive the custody or promise of custody of such notes as security, or as 
lateral security, or consideration for any loan of money. 


co 

Then it makes it a penal offense. Before the passage of that act 
it was perfectly lawful to do that thing; it was one of the chartered 
rights of the companies to do that thing. Every one of them had 
that right, and the very best kind of security would be these very 
notes; yet Congress came in and in the exercise of its legislative 
power, without asking the consent of the corporations, said “ You 
shall no longer exercise this right, and, if you attempt to do it, it 
shall be a misdemeanor and you shall be punished criminally.” 

I might read many more alterations that have been made, but it is 
unnecessary to take up the time of the Senate in doing it. There is 
one great alteration in the reserves which these banks are to keep. 
We compelled them at one time to put 5 per cent. of their circulation 
into 3 of the United States as a security and we prescribed 
what reserves they shall keep; and all this is done under the reserved 
right to alter, amend, or repeal. Done why? Done to secure the 
public, done to secure their creditors, done not because the banks as- 
sented to it, done not for their interest, done not for their pleasure, 
done not with their assent, but done in despite of them, because the 
public good required it and the duty of the Government to protect 
their creditors required it. 

Now, Mr. President, a few words more and I will relieve the Sen- 
ate from anything further. I do not understand how Senators on 
this floor who k the Judiciary Committee bill an unconstitu- 
tional, an unjust, or an impolitic measure, can vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine. It is here that this is an uncon- 
stitutional measure; it is argued that it is one which shocks the moral 
sense, violates the Constitution, endangers liberty, makes the hair of 
every strict constructionist stand on end, if he has any hair on the 
top of his head, m makes it bristle “like quills upon the 
fretful porcupine. this, and yet the same gentlemen who argue 
that way say Let us make this law like a law of the Medes and Per- 
sians, peg yrs for twenty years.” The worse the law is the 
longer shall its duration, the more unconstitutional it is the 
firmer shall it be fixed upon the country! Well, Mr. President, that 
is a kind of reasoning I do not comprehend. I can understand how 
anything like a motion to amend this bill may be made by an enemy 
of the bill in order to kill it. It is said in parliamentary law that 
any amendment, however absurd, is admissible, because the mover of 
it may want its adoption in order to kill the bill; and in this Senate 
Chamber I say to my friend who presided so long in the other House 
[Mr. BLAINE] there is no law that requires an amendment to be ger- 
mane to the subject. He may move the Decalogue to this bill, or a 
declaration of war, under the rules of the Senate, and therefore { will 
not say that if a person is determined to defeat this bill he may not 
vote any amendment upon it that he pleases and can get the Senate 
to adopt; but how he can do it and be logical, how he can do it and 

before his constituents and say “I did this in good faith; I was 
favor of that amendment; I thought the bill was reas open I 
thought it violated the Constitution of the country; I thought it was 


an assertion of omnipotent power b r that made liberty itself 


tremble on the Dome of the Capitol; I thought all that about it, but 
I thought the best thing we could do was to make it permanent for 
twenty years!”—thatis a thing I cannot understand. That does not 
apply to the Senator from Maine, I admit, for the Senator from Maine 

I think, that the bill is constitutional and he thinks it is a 
reasonable bill, too, and so it is or would be in his opinion if it should 
receive his amendment; but if it should get his amendment on it, it 
would be the most unreasonable bill I ever saw, in my humble opin- 
ion and with due deference to his better judgment. 

Mr. President, I have spoken long enough, twice as long as I in- 
tended to s , and I am perfectly willing now to submit this sub- 
ject to the Senate. 

I wish to say in conclusion—and I do not know that I shall trouble 
the Senate with anything further—indeed after the very able speech 
made by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
this morning I am hardly excusable for having said what I have, 
but having this bill in charge, having bestowed great care upon it, 
having bestowed long study and much labor upon it, I thought it m 
duty to make some remarks in the close of the discussion. I wish, 
repeat, to say in conclusion that I have no feeling on this subject 
and can have no feeling but that which becomes a Senator. My judg- 
ment is not in the | degree swayed by interest. There is no in- 
terest in Ohio adverse to these companies that does not exist in Geor- 
gia or Maine or any other State in the Union, and there is no interest 
adverse to them, unless to make them discharge their duties and pay 


their debts is an adverse interest. I do not know a citizen of Ohio 


who owns a dollar of stock in either one of these companies. I do 
not know a citizen of Ohio who owns a bond of one of these com- 
panies; I do not know a citizen of that State who is a creditor of 
one of these companies in any way; I do not know a citizen of my 
State who is a stockholder or creditor of any rival company to these 
companies. If there could be a constituency that stands perfectly 
impartial between the Government and these corporations, it is the 
constituency that I have the honor in part to represent. All they 
ask of them, all they ask of their Representatives in Congress is to 
see that justice is done. And in order that justice may be done the; 
ask that their cherished principle, for which they Jong contended an 
which they carried by triumphant majorities and eee in the 
constitution of the State, that every charter granted by the Legisla- 
ture shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal, in the dis- 
cretion of the Legislature—they do ask that this great principle 
which they think essential to the preservation of liberty, essential to 
the preservation of purity in legislation, essential to the rights and 
prosperity of the people, essential to e against the dangers that 

istory taught them had so often befallen a people from the exist- 
ence of monopolies, shall be maintained. They are unwilling that 
this t principle shall be frittered away and reduced to nothing, 
shall me a shadow instead of a living and potent reality. That 
they are unwilling to do. In all that E sympati fully with them. 
And if I have expressed myself warmly on this subject, it is because 
I do so sympathize, and this it is that has led me to say again and 
again, not by way of bravado, not as my friend from Connecticut 
seems to think, by way of dictating the bill of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee as the ultimate result of human wisdom, (for I have never 
intimated any such thing, nor do I know any other member of the 
committee who has done so,) but it is that sentiment as well as the 
sentiment of justice and of our duty to the peuple of the United States 
that have made me speak perhaps somewhat warmly on the subject, 
and to declare as I did declare, and now repeat, that rather than 
that power of Congress, reserved to it over these corporations, sus- 
pended for one day I would see this bill defeated and every dollar of 
the Government debt forever lost. 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not desire to interrupt the Senator from Ohio 
while he was speaking; but there is one point upon which before he 
leaves his seat I should be glad to have an answer from him. I un- 
derstood the Senator, as Idid the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] 
this morning, to maintain that my amendment if adopted would divest 
Congress of all power over the corporations; that the power to amend, 
alter, and re would be gone. Did I so understand the Senator? 

Mr. THURMAN. Why, quoad the debt it is gone. 

Mr. BLAINE. Quoad the debt, but the Senator did not limit him- 
self in that way when he was speaking of it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not. I do not intend to limit myself. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then, what I want to ask the Senatoris, where will 
that power be when the debt is all paid? Will the payment of the 
debt extinguish the power? Will the pores to alter, amend, or repeal 
this charter be extingui when the debt to the Government is 


finally and fully paid 
Mr. THURMAN, Not the least bit of it. 


Mr. BLAINE. Then why or where does my amendment interfere 
with the-power? 


Mr. THURMAN. For this reason: suppose 

Mr. BLAINE. But the Senator did not make the least exception. 
He made the assertion Prosaiy that my amendment destroyed the 
power to tepen alter, or amend. ` 

Mr. TH . Icertainly spoke secundum subjectam materiam, as 
the lawyers say. 

Mr, BLAINE, I think the Senator will find that the language he 
used does not justify that conclusion. 
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Mr. THURMAN, The Senator asks me a question, but he will not 
give me a chance to answer. 5 
Mr. BLAINE. Oh, Iwill sit down and let the Senator answer at 


length. 

Mr. THURMAN. I say that the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator would take away from Congress all control over these roads in 
respect of the Government debt for twenty years, ely those pro- 
visions which are contained in the acts of 1862 and 1864, and in this 
act, and that therefore, no matter what shall be the condition of 
affairs hereafter, no matter how much their revenues should increase 
and they might be better able to indemnify the Government and save 
their creditors, or on the other hand, no matter what might be their 
misconduct, our hands will be tied. Iwas speakingof the debt; but I 
do not presume to follow it out to its consequences, as the Senator 
from Vermont did this morning; but I do say that every word that 
the Senator from Vermont said as to the scope and effect of the 
amendment, if it were adopted, is worthy of the most serious con- 
sideration of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then the Senator limits his remark to that. Now, 
another thing. When the Senator went on to describe with minute- 
ness just how this amendment would operate he failed, as I think, to 
keep his argument on all fours, because after he had given the table 
from the expert in the Treasury Department showing that there 
would be $36,000,000 left at the maturity of the bonds from both roads 
he went on to say, „but we all underrate the immense development 
of these roads.” He givesit as his opinion that the development would 
far outrun any of the calculations submitted. I with him. I 
think so myself. I think his bill takes a sliding scale of 25 per cent. 
of the net earnings that will far more than pay the debt to the Gov- 
ernment within the time. All the arguments IJ have made heretofore 
have been based upon taking the Senator’s own calculation and his 
own figures. As I had no time myself to make any calculations, I 
was compelled to take those of the Judiciary Committee, and I was 
very willing to do so, because I supposed they had been made with 
care. But the Senator takes occasion himself to assure us, after those 
calculations were given in the last remarks he made, that the devel- 
opment of this „still in its very infancy he says, is to be so enor- 
mous that it will far outrun any calculation made upon it. I should 
like to propound this query to the Senator: Suppose that you could 
lay down to-day exactly this und, that this company shall pay 
every year enough to absorb the interest and part of the principal 
and that right along from now for the next twenty years there should 
be enough paid every year to wipe out the entire debt beforé its ma- 
turity ; would the Senator agree to make that conclusive and final 
q the pecuniary obligation of the road? 

Mr. THURMAN. I tell the Senator I would not agree under any 
circumstances to suspend the power of Congress over these corpora- 
tions for one day, and if he would make the amount to be paid inte 
the sinking fund $5,000,000 a year, or $10,000,000 a year, I would not 
agree to surrender the power of Co: 

Mr. BLAINE. Not over the debt? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, not over anything. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then I ask the Senator if these railway companies 
would bring all the money here to-morrow that is owed to the Gov- 
ernment and offer it in payment, would he still insist on the power? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. We are talking of the roads. 

Mr. BLAINE. Over the debt. I was speaking solely of the debt. 
The Senator says that if they would agree to pay $10,000,000 a year 
he would not make a conclusive bargain as respects the debt. It 
seems to me that weakens if it does not destroy the whole position of 
the Senator. It does seem tome, with entire respect for the Senator, 
that he has seemed to place himself in the position of the man in the 
story who was so contrary that he would not allow himself to do as he 
had a mind to. The Senator said if the companies would come here 
and offer $10,000,000 a year he would not put a provision in and say 
„We will not legislate on that, as conclusive on the debt; we will 
not agree that we will not demand $11,000,000 next year.” That is 
the spirit of this legislation. That is the whole spirit of the Senator 
from Ohio. He brings in a bill here, elaborately studied, thoroughly 

repared. He demonstrates to us that its provisious will pay the 
debt within the time. Nay more, he says to us the roads are in their 
very infancy, they will ontrun this far and far beyond. Then I say 
to the Senator do not let us have these railroads here perpetually in 
Congress. Do not let us invite the presence of the lobby which so 
disturbs the dreams of the Senator from Vermont. Let us say to the 
railroad companies that if you will do this which will in faith 

y the debt it shall be final on that point. The Senator from Ohio 
8 that there is no case where he will make such a conclusion. 
Lest I should have possibly misunderstood him in the original argu- 
ment, he tells us now that if the railway companies come here and 
offer to pay $10,000,000 a year he would not to accept the offer 
as final and conclusive respecting the debt; he would not agree that 
we should not immediately demand $11,000,000 per annum from the 
companies, though $10,000,000 per annum would pay the entire debt at 
least twelve years before it is due. 

Such, then, is the spirit in which this measure is offered, and when 
they have prepared it and we were willing to make it a finality if the 
companies weill obey it and faithfully comply with it, the Senator from 
Ohiosaysno. Itseems to me that the Senator puts himselfin the atti- 
tude of simply not being willing to make any offer that he thinks the 


companies would agree to and live under. A Senator [Mr. GORDON] 
suggests that I should address the Senator from Ohio a question as to 
whether $20,000,000 a gas would satisfy him. It would not of course, 
because that would take away the immense privilege of punching and 
worrying the railroad companies next year. Would the Senator from 
Ohio give up the precious privilege of punching, and knocking, aud 
harrying, and pounding, and twisting a railroad for the pittance of 

,000,000 a year to be paid into the Treasury of the United States? 
Nothe! The Senator says he would rather lose it all, he would rather 
lose every dollar of the debt, he would rather bury it in the depths 
of the sea, than surrender the power of overhauling these railroads 
for a single year. And yet the Senator told us only five years ago on 
this floor that there ought to be an end to “this tampering” with the 
subject! Let us stop, said he then, and not leave this thing at “loose 
ends,” let us have a finality with this question, let us have no stock- 
gamblers here investing nine cents on the legislation of Congress 
about the railroads to make twenty-one cents clear profit; there 
should be an end to all “tampering” of that kind, the Senator declared 
but five short years ago. 

And now the Senator declares that what be said then does not apply 
to this proposition, but that if the railway companies would come 
here and offer twenty millions on the top of it he would not forego 
the pleasure of punching the railroad through legislative channels, 
allowing anybody to speculate if they chose! That is the intend- 
ment and the inference to be derived from the Senator’s proposition. 
That is consistent legislation! We who offer to take the Judiciary 
Committee at its word are accused of being willing to give over the 
powers of this Government. When the Senator from Vermont had 
pictured a tremendous disaster, a catastrophe in the shape of a 
destruction of the securities of the road, a default of all the bonds, 
and finally the first mortgage in peril and our hancs were thereby 
tied, I simply made an amendment and provided after they had paid 
all that was due under the 5 per cent. and all that was due under the 
half transportation that there should also be a minimum of $600,000 
per annum from each company. Then the Senator said in answer to 
the Senator from Iowa, I believe, that I had put too hard a condition 
on the roads. First, I was going to allow it to go without any sort 
of security, and when I make it perfectly apparent that it could not 
be so, he says that I place too hard a condition on the roads. Now, 
I have come to the conclusion that so far as my humble ability lies 
I have not the power either to please the Senator from Ohio or the 
Senator from Vermont, for I would not vote for twenty millions a 
year. Even that would not please me, and I could not vote for it to 
please them. 

I say with all due , Mr. President, that if this legislation be 
intended in goaa faith, from my stand-point, if it be intended that 
these roads shall go about their business and quit the lobby and dis- 
charge their duties and pay their debt to the Government and to 
their other creditors, the way to do it is to say that they shall not be 
disturbed so long as they ‘‘ faithfully comply” with the terms and 
conditions laid down by us. This gigantic railway company is a pet 
corporation. What would Senators find in the whole legislation of 
the United States to dwell on as to the overshadowing danger and 
3 of corporations if it were not for the Union Pacific Rail- 
road asked 1 if there was another in the whole United 
States? I asked the honorable Senator from Vermont, whose knowl- 
sona is so minute of all laws, public and private statute and common 
and civic and criminal and ecclesiastical, and he has not told me what 
other corporation we could vent our spleen upon; that we could air 
our vocabulary upon. What other one is there that can be trotted 
out here as the specimen monopoly if we let go this company? If we 
let go this company on their simply paying their honest debts, we will 
be as bad as the young man in London who succeeded to his father’s 
chancery practice, and when the father asked the son about the 
famous case of Smith vs. Jones the son said, “ I settled that yesterday 
amicably and fairly to both parties.“ „Oh! you young blockhead,” 
said he, “I have lived on that suit for the last twenty years.” It is 
proposed to make capital of the agitation of this railroad case for the 
next twenty years, is is to be an agitation always handy for polit- 
ical purposes, always to be drawn on and always to be dragged in 
and to the extent that the Senator from Ohio himself says t he 
would not give up that precious privilege if they would offer to pay 
$10,000,000 annum to the Treasury of the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Incatts in the chair.) The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine, 
(r. BLAINE, ] on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (when his name was called.) On 
this question I am paired with the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
CONKLING. ] If he were here, he would vote “ yea” and I would vote 

nay. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when the name of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, was 
called.) The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] and the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] are d upon the present 


question. The Senator from Minnesota would vote against the amend- 
ment and the Senator from Wisconsin would vote “yea,” as I am 
informed. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL.] If he 
were here, I should vote “ yea” and he would vote “ nay.” 
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Mr. DAWES, (when his name was called.) I am paired upon this 
bill with my co! (Mr. Hoar,] who is necessarily absent from 
the city. I do not know exactly whether he would vote on this 
amendment with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THuRMAN,] but to be on the safe side I de- 
cline to vote. I should vote “yea” if he were here. 

Mr. EUSTIS, (when his name was called.) On this amendment only 
I am paired with the Senator from Maine, [ Mr. HAMLIN. ] If he were 
present, he would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay. 

Mr. , (when his name was called.) Upon this amendment 
Iam paired with the Senator-from Arkansas, [Mr. DORSEY.] If he 
were present, he would vote “ yea” and I should voto “nay.” 

Mr. HOWE, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. JoNxs, ] who, if here, 
would vote for the amendment and I should vote against it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when the name of Mr. WirHenrs was called.) I 
desire to announce that my coll © [Mr. WITHERS] has been de- 
tained at home. He is confined to his room. I understand that he 
is paired with the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS,] but that the 
pair with the Senator from Kansas does not apply to the amendments 
to the bill, but only applies to the final vote on the bill. 

The Secre concluded the call of the roll. 

Mr. TELLE I desire to say that on the final vote I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Kinkwoop.] I am not paired on any 
amendment and I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] an- 
nounces a pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kinxwoop] who is 
absent on public business as I understand, on the main question but 
not on amendments. I feel authorized to say, although not directly 
from the Senator from Iowa himself, thatif he were present he would 


vote against this amendment. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Allison, Eato: Kel Sargent, 
Barnum, erry, Matthews, Saunders, 
Blaine, Mitchell, Spencer, 
Hill, Paddock, Teller, 
Conover, In Plumb, Voorhees. 
De Jones of Florida, Rollins, 
NAYS—35. 

Anthony, Coc’ Kernan, Pat 
Aroak Coke, Lamar, Randolph, 
Bailey, Davis of IIlinois. — iy Ransom, 
Bay: Davis of West Va., Me d, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Edmunds, McPherson, Thurman, 
Booth, Garland, Maxey, Wadleigh, 
Barnsid Hereford, Morgs Windom 

urnside, organ, m. 

0y, Johnston, Oglesby, 
ABSENT—18}. 

Cameron of Pa., Dorsey, How Sharon, 
Cameron of Wis, Eustis, Jaa ot Novada, Whyte, 
Chaffee, Hemi, 22 — Withers. 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THURMAN. I now move the amendment that I had laid on 


the table a few days ago and which was printed as an addition tothe 
third section. I move to insert at the end of section 3 the following: 


F S ES as they shall be obi be 
80 stam; to show that they belong to said fund, and that they are not in 
the han ot other holders than the Secre of the T until they shall have 


indorsed by him, and publicly dis: 


The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the Chair 
that the Senator from California [Mr. SARGENT] gave notice of an 
amendment that has not been formally offered. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is obviously useless to offer any amendments to 
this bill. There is a determination to vote down all amendments of 
any character whatever. I think I see that so clearly that I shall 
not offer in form opt Siam ame ree which I proposed the other day, 
although I submit they would be an improvement to the bill. Ihave 
no doubt that the same vote which voted down the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine would vote down every other amendment. 
For that reason I shall not offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. CHAFFEE] to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill and insert what will be 


read. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. From the vote just taken I am satisfied, with the 
Senator from California, that the Senate is determined to pass the 
bill without any amendment whatever, and as there are some pro- 
visions in the bill which I offered as a substitute which I do not care 
to have the Senate negative—I refer to the provision regarding the 
prorate question—I desire to withdraw that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is entitled to withdraw 
the amendment under the rules, the yeas and nays not having been 
ordered. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some Senators have su 
section of the bill, which declares that there 


of pursuant to act. 


that the ninth 
alienin behalf of the 


United States on the whole property of the company for the secu- 
rity of this debt of the United States, might be construed strictly, 


although I do not think it could be, to prevent the company from dis- 
posing of the landsin the ordinary course of its business and getting 
assets from them, and so on. In order to cover that, to guard against 
any possible misconstruction or doubt, so as to make it what the 
committee intended it beyond all possible question, I offer this amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of section 9, and as part of it: 


But this section shall not be construed to prevent said 8 respectively, 
the ordinary, pi 


from using and disposing of any of their property or assets in reper, 
saa vs course of their current business, in good faith, and for valuable con- 
eration. 


The object of the amendment is to relieve it from all criticism and 
doubt that have been suggested about that section. Iam bound to 
say that I do not think the section would bear any such construction, 
pas there is no harm in making it clear if any one has doubts abont 

t. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. SARGENT. L ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly; by all means. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 2 

Mr. BLAINE. I said very frequently during the debate that if my 
amendment, which the Senate did not see fit to to, had been 
adopted, 1 would have cheerfully voted for the bill. I cannot vote 
for the bill without it, but I should be very happy to find in the event 
of future years that I vote unwisely. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I made some remarks on this ques- 
tion some daysago. The parap portion of my time was devoted to 
tbe question involved in the amendment su ted by the honorable 
Senator from Maine, namely, that this should be a final settlement of 
this question. I believe that the great objection to this measure is 
to be found in the fact that it leaves this question open for years and 

ears to come. It is not the great ip of the terms imposed, 
ut the hardship is to be found in the fact that, after Congress has 
im its own terms it is not willing to be bound by its own propo- 
sitions: Believing as I do that if these companies do not assent to 
the propositions tendered by Congress in this bill, and undertake to 
litigate this measure, it will not stand the test of litigation in the 
courts, and believing as I do that the great objection that has always 
been raised by the companies to this measure, and the objection that 
will be raised to it now by them, is to be found in the fact of the res- 
ervation of the right to alter, amend, and repeal the very terms of the 
contract now pro) by Congress, and believing as I do that that 
objection would have been removed by the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the honorable Senator from ne, I voted for that 
amendment. Had that amendment been adopted, I should have voted 
for the bill of the Judiciary Committee in the belief that with the 
bill so amended by the removal of this one objection, which is the 
t objection to the bill, the companies would have assented to the 
ill and thus a finality would have been placed on this whole liti 
tion. But, sir, believing as I do that without that assent the bill is 
unconstitutional, is not and cannot be made binding, I shall now vote 
against the bill. I only regret that the amendment offered by the 
honorable Senator from Maine was not adopted. I believe its adop- 
tion would have led to the of the bil by an almost unanimous 
if not quite a unanimous vote; that it would have been accepted by 
the companies; that the Government would be reimbursed for this 
whole indebtedness; and that this controversy would have been taken 
from the halls of Congress for the next twenty y. or at least until 
such time as the companies might fail to comply with the terms now 
proposed; and the amendment of the honorable Senator from Maine 
reserved the right to interfere whenever the companies failed to 
comply with those terms. 
PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the passage of 
the bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The peer roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (when his name was called.) On 
this question I am pees with the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
CONKLING.] Ishould vote “yea” if he were present. 

Mr. ED. . Mr. President, I will say on the part of the Sen- 
ator from New York ee CONKLING] that he requested me to an- 
nounce, if the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] should not 
happen to be here, the pair, and to say that his objections to the bill 
are not of the fundamental character that have been sometimes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order pending the 
call of the roll. e 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notin ae the pair of a Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that no de- 
bate is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not prop to debate. Lask unanimous con- 
sent to state that my friend from New York is paired and the grounds 


of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? [“Noobjection.”] 
The Senator will proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from New York desired me to say 
that there were some features in the bill which if left as it was he 
could not assent to, and therefore voting against itif left as it stands 
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without intending to express an opinion against the principle upon 
which it is founded. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. MORRILL.] If he 
were here I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DAWES, (when his name was called.) Upon this question 
am paired with my colleague, [Mr. Hoar.] If he were here I should 
vote “ nay. 

Mr. M LAN, (when his name was called.) On the of 
the bill I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Cam- 
a dat he were here I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY, (when his name was called.) I am paired with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaMLIN] on political questions. I do 
not this as a political question, and besides I have been in- 
formed that the Senator from Maine stated that he did not care how 
this question was decided. He only asked me to pair with him on 
political questions. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There is nothing political about this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I say there is not, and therefore I shall vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order pending the 
call of the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER, (hen his name was called.) On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. KIRRWOOD.] I was not 
paired on any collateral vote upon amendments. I should vote, if 
the Senator from Iowa were here, against the bill. I should have 
voted inst the bill even if the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. BLAINE ] had been adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when the name of Mr. WITHERS was called.) I 
desire to announce again that my coll e [Mr. WITHERS] is com- 

ed to stay at home, and is unable to be present. If he were here 
e would vote yea.“ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 

yeas 40, nays 20; as follows: 


Anthony, Cok J cone of Florida, Patte 
A Davis of IIlinois, Kernan, Plumb, 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., Lamar, Ransom, 
Bayard, Maxey, Rollins, 
nstis, M Saulsbury, 
th, Garland, Me d, Thurman, 
Burnside, Grover, McPherson, Voorh 
Butler, Harris, Merrimon, Wadleigh, 
Christiancy, Hereford, 
Cockrell, J Oglesby, Windom. 
NAYS—20. 
ae a Dorse; Ho Randolph 
we, jolph, 
Blaine,” Eaton. i Kellogg, Sargen 
Bruce, Fi g Matthews, Saunders, 
Conover, Gordon, Mi Spencer. 
ABSENT—16. 
Cameron of Pa., Dawes, Jones of Nevada, 
Cameron of Wis., Hamlin, ‘kwood, Teller, 
Chaffee, Hoar, MeMillan, yte, 
Conkling, Ingalls, Withers. 
So the bill was passed 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the preamble 
as amended. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

BANKRUPT LAW REPEAL. 

Mr. MCCREERY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill No. 35, reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
[‘*Oh, no.” 

Mr. M. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. McCREERY. I ask for a vote on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Minnesota inter- 
poses with a motion to adjourn, which is always in order. 

Mr. McCREERY. Will the Senator from Minnesota withdraw his 
motion until I can see whether the Senate by a vote will take up the 
bill or not! 

Mr. WINDOM. It is too late to go into that. 

Mr. McCREERY. I only want to take up the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Kentucky does 
not want to make a speech now. 

Mr. McCREERY. I do not want to speak to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate proceeds by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have no debate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota, to adjourn. 

The question being put, the Senate refused to adjourn; there being 
on a division—ayes 22, noes 30. 

Mr. MCCREERY. I now renew my motion that the Senate pro- 
need 1 the consideration of the bill (S. No. 35) to repeal the bank- 
ru W. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at seven o’clock and forty-two 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 9, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON, 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. WOOD. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CLYMER. I ask the tleman to yield to me, that the naval 
appropriation bill, with the te amendments, may be taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WOOD, I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. CL by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
No, 3822) making appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; with amendments by 
the Senate, was taken from the S er's table and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the amendments ordered to be 
printed. 

NATIONAL MONEY, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the gentleman from New York to yield to 
me that I may introduce a resolution for reference. 

Mr. WOOD. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I present a concurrent resolution proposing to 
issue $400,000,000 of United States notes, to be known as national 
money, and I ask that it may be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. PAGE, (interrupting.) I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] de- 
manded the regular order, but yielded to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to introduce a resolution for reference. That having been 
done the gentleman from Pennsylvania was entitled to have the reso- 
lution read. The reading of the resolution is the regular order. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the concurrent resolution. Be- 
fore he had concluded, 

Mr. WOOD said: I must interrupt the reading of that stump 

h. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Lobject that suicide is not in order. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] will 
have many stump speeches before he gets through with his tariff 
bill that will interfere with its vitality. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that when consent 
was given to introduce the resolution for reference the gentleman 
fom Pentagivania had the right to demand the reading. ereupon 
the gentleman from California [Mr. PAGE] withdrew the demand 
for the re order. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has a eee to have the resolution read. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania did not state that 
the 2 79 the resolution would occupy ten or fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When consent was given to the introduction of the 
resolution we did not know it was a stump speech, but now we do. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The reading having been commenced, I submit it 
cannot be interrupted. 

Mr. EDEN. IS it in order to finish the reading of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. EDEN. Then I ask that the reading proceed. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the ing of the resolution. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Lask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call for the regular order. I object to the refer- 
ence of the resolution. . 

The SPEAKER. It was introduced for reference. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object; it is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is before the House for reference. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Civil-Service Reform. ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ALDRICH ] will not attempt to cast ridicule on the resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I intend no ridicule. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 
The SPEAKER. The tleman from Pennsylvania asks consent 
to have the resolution printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Í want to know who objects. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I object. The workingmen of my 
district cannot afford to pay for the printing of that stump speech. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Does my colleague [Mr. WHITE] object? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; 1 am standing by my col- 


sr 
r. WRIGHT. I do not hear my colleague’s remarks. 
The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. 
Objection to the concurrent resolution being printed in the RECORD 
was subsequently withdrawn. It is as follows: 
Whereas it is manifestly unjust fora Government that controls by legislation 
the money its citizens may use for the transaction of their business to contract 
the amount in circulation so as to embarrass business 
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sive the tof debts by reducing the of labor or the value of 

the — from which as ee ne d PREN 
Whereas this Government did for many years provide its citizens with . 

tender and national-bank notes, bonds, and other evidences of debt, oe er 


tion 

at that fime, aggregating in amount nearly $2 000,0c0 000, hereby stimulating ali 
0 ess and en rise on which vast ©, ani 

a, ‘he thee oxieting in- 


4 tmi A 
Whereas, by the and continued efforts of the Treasury Department, 
aided by legislation from 187 until the present time, many of the obi ms which 
ch or con as to reduce 
the amount now in actual ci to less than $700,000,000, or $14 per capita of 
prose nt population 


an 
hereas the effect of such contraction has been to paralyze nearly all kinds of 
industries and reduce the income from mana kinds of pi y, to stop the 


wheels of p; and destroy enterprise, until four ee eare now entirely 
without employment, with twice that number working on time for half their 
former wages, until transactions in real estate have nearly all ceased, except by 


one dollar in any legitimate Tatas now than it was to earn four dollars when 


forgery, suicide, or failure marks the his- 


imatitutions, until failures in nearly all kinds of 


diation among nearly 


creased ; an 
Whereas the occasion for issuing said evidences of debt which constituted said 
caused such prosperity in was the necessities of 


ro- 


portion 
80 unjustly contracted, or neglect under existing circumstances to de a sufti- 
unjustly egl: ti g provi 


erican commerce on improving riv- 
ers, — | and inland water-ways, aiding i for the con- 
ence V of just claims t 
55 all of which interests are now g Government aid by loans 
its credit or 


e e and to represent its entire 
ons, for its security, to be redeemable through its — 
all debts or dues, public or private, to be limited in its amount to its ac 
requ ents and thereby mak 

between the people and their t to 

Congress has the undoubted right to and should now issue, not only in response to 


mand for gold and silver far — their 


ible 
ulating en rise and among the 
for their use tn the aria, . 


money for the n demands of domestic business, to give work to the unem- 
ploye and a fair return for labor and its u to enable the people to pay 
their private and public debts, and te relieve them the present oppressive 


said notes to constitute a permanent non. interest bearing obli m for currenc 
ae D 8 at the . 
8 xpenses 
„ necessary 3 improvements 
to resolution, and in the prompt - 
ment of just puno 9 Provided always, That no stock or hinda Wall 


APPROPRIATION FOR TEMPORARY CLERKS, ETC. 
Mr. DURHAM. I rise to a privileged question. I present the re- 
port of a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on th 
ae < the Senate to the bill of the eae (H. R. No. 3102) authorising the 


Secretary 3 loy tem clerks, and making an a ja- 
tion for the same, also ma D lee detectin . On E bG 
lands and for bringing into market publio lands in certain States, having met, after 
full and free conference, have unable to agree. 

M. J. DURHAM, 

J. H. BLOUNT, 

H J. H. PARES, E 
3 on rt House. 
VILLIAM WINDOM, 


S. W. DORSEY, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ViU——150 


Mr. DURHAM. I desire to make a brief explanation of chis report. 
I will state for the information of the House that the committee of 
conference finally upon every item, and made a compromise 
in regard to all the items with the exception of Senate amendment 
No. 8. That amendment reads thus: 


For railway mail agents and postal clerks, $20,000. 


The committee of conference could not agree upon that. There 
were some propositions of compromise even upon that amendment of 
the Senate, but they failed, and we are bound to report the fact to 
our respective Houses. 

If any gentleman desires to know the exact agreements as to the 
amendments I might state them; but I suppose that is a matter of 
no importance. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will hear the gentleman amoment. After 
stating my own view I propose to yield the floor to my friend on the 
conference committee, the gentleman from Geo Mr. BLOUNT, ] 
who is better posted on these matters than Iam. I was very thor- 
oughly convinced of the fact that it was not necessary to give this 
amount of money for the purpose of employing these postal clerks. 
They had expended I know a very large amount of money over and 


above the amount of the aie phone? for the purpose of 
having these postal clerks, and the House committee was thoroughly 
impressed wi 


the idea that conf had already as much money as they 
ought to expend in that way. But, as I said before, we proposed to 
compromise this matter, but the conferees on tlre part of the Senate 
would not to that, and therefore we had to d and report 
the matter back for the consideration of this House. If the House 
comes to the conclusion that they are willing to increase this extrav- 
agance, as we believe it to be, and put an 5 of 820,000 in 
the bill, then the conference committee will throw the usibility 
on the House rather than take it themselves. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLount,] who is better posted and 
a this matter better than I can and who will explain it to 
the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Before the gentleman takes his seat, I will ask 
him if it did not appesr before the committee that there was in dif- 
ferent sections of the country a need of route agents who cannot now 
be appointed for want of means. 

. DURHAM. It was so asserted by the conferees on the part of 
the Senate, but it was not made apparent to the conferees on the 


part of the House. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I know that in my own State there are four or five 
routes where an agent is absolutely needed, and it is asserted by the 
Post-Office Department that there are no means to supply such agents. 

Mr. RYAN. That is the case alsoin my own State upon several 
routes. 

Mr. BANNING. I understand that this appropriation is for route 
agents to be employed, and not for any that are now employed. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
one question. There is a clause in this bill which provides $20,000 for 
a force to protect the timber of the Government; what was the con- 
clusion of the committee upon that subject ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I will answer that question when the report finally 
comes before the House. If we can arrange this matter about the 
postal clerks, I will state how the other provisions of the bill stand. 

Mr. HOOKER. Was there any difference between the conferees 
of the two Houses in reference to that matter? 

Mr. DURHAM. There was none, 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the Senate committee agree to the amount 
you pro to insert in the bill? : 

Mr. DURHAM. Ido not answer that question. 

Mr. HOOKER. Was there any disagreement? 

Mr. DURHAM. There was not; we have compromised upon that 
subject, and I will explain it when the report finally comes before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kentucky to the fact that the report of the confer- 
ence committee is a disagreement to all the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam aware of that, but I do notsee the propriety 
of stating at this time what was the action of the committee in re- 
gard to any elause outside of this one. 

The SP SR. The Chair desires to suggest that this is a dis- 
3 entirely as to all matters of difference between the two 

ouses. 

Mr. DURHAM. Les, sir, it is. I now yield to the gentleman from 
* [Mr. BLOUNT. ] 

Mr. WAIT. Allow me to ask the gentleman whether this disagree- 
ment is as to the amount of the appropriation or as to the number of 
these route agents. 

Mr. DURHAM. It is a disagreement as to the amount, number, 
and everything else. 

The SPE ZR. The Chair would again state that the report of 
the committee of conference indicates an entire difference as to all 
the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky to 
say that the only difference between the conferees on the part of the 
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House and those on the part of the Senate is as to the question of ap- 
proprigting money for a deficiency for route agents, and as to that I 
desire to ask the gentleman, if he will permit me, whether the gentle- 
man reports from the committee of conference whether the confer- 
ence committee made inquiries of the superintendent of the railway 
mail service as to this deficiency on route service? 

Mr. DURHAM. I think that if the House would be quiet and will 
listen to the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLount,] who has charge 
in the Committee on Appropriations of all postal matters, and who, 
as I have said, is better posted on these matters than I am, they will 
understand the matter, and then can ask him such questions as they 


wish. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say now upon that subject that there 
is certainly a necessity for an increased 3 for this mail- 
agent service. I know that upon several routes the agents have 
been removed who had only received from $300 to $400 a year, and the 
only reason for their removal was that there was a deficiency in the 
appropriation for that service. 

Mr DURHAM. We will try to answer all questions, but I ask the 
House to listen to the tleman from Georgia, to whom I now yield. 

Mr. BLOUNT. At the extra session of Congress we were asked to 
appropriate, and did appropriate, the sum of $10,000 in addition to 

e amount heretofore appropriated for postal railway clerks. That 
additional amount for three-fourths of a year made the appropriation 
for that service equivalent to $15,000 per annum. 

It certainly enabled the Department to put on at least fifteen addi- 
tional men. Moreover, gentlemen on both sides complain that route 
agents have been taken from places where they once were. They 
have been put into this postal-car service. The superintendent of 
railwa mah transportation tells us himself in his report that he has 
taken from the various railways in the country fifty route agents for 
the tal-car service. This service is with him a hobby; and the 
whole railroad service of the country is made subservient to this pet 
of his. This is where the trouble arises. On some railroads there is 
mail service as often as 98 round trips weekly; on others 413; on oth- 
ers 42; on others 573, &c.; while in the great bulk of the States there 
is mail service but twelve to sixteen times a week. In order to take 
care of this postal-car service, in which he feels so much pride, the 
superintendent of railway mail transportation takes route agents from 
routes having comparatively small facilities in order to put them into 
this postal-car service. 

Again, sir, the Senate now, when three-fourths of the fiscal year 
are t, puts on an amendment for $20,000, being at the rate of 
$80,000 per annum, or, with the $15,000 already appropriated, $95,000, 
for this postal-car service, this pet of the mperinion ent of the rail- 
way mail transportation, while the great bulk of the American peo- 
ple as to mail facilities are being neglected. 

What is the occasion of this? The Postmaster-General tells you 
himself that his receipts for the last fiscal year were less than for 
the preceding fiscal year; and this deficiency does not arise in con- 
nection with fourth-class postmasters, but independently. In addi- 
tion to that he estimates his receipts for the next fiscal year at a 
lower rate than for the present year. Notwithstanding the growth 
of the country, he estimates his receipts for the coming year at less 
than $30,000,000. How is it with the business of the country 7 

I have before me a monthly statement of the total clearings at Cin- 
cinnati and Chicago from October, 1876, to February, 1878, inclusive. 
It is as follows: 
ee clearings at Cincinnati from October, 1876, to February, 1878, in- 

vo: 


3 838333 
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To C. N. JORDAN, esq. 
In view of the falling off in the business of the Post-Office Depart- 


ment, and the stagnation of business generally in the country, there 
is nothing that upon us to increase the postal-car service beyond 
what it has been in previous years. 

Sir, I hope the House will not decide to add to this bill an appropri- 
ation at the rate of $95,000 annually in the shape of a deficiency for 
postal clerks in a few sections of the country. I hope we shall not 


yield to the pressure which has been brought upon us by withdraw- 


ing route agents from various sections and then telling members, 
“You have not ronte agents enough.” I may say that I should feel 
discouraged when the superintendent of railway mail transportation 
treats us in this manner, if the House should tolerate it. 

Now, sir, we were willing, as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Dunst] has stated, to make some concessions. We were willing to 
appropriate for the S of the fiscal year $5,000, which 
would be at the rate of $20, per annum, or, with what has been 
already appropriated, $35,000 per annum. We were willing to make 
this appropriation in the shape of a deficiency, but really to be used 
in extending the tal-car service ; but, sir, I appeal to the House 
to know whether in making such a concession we have not gone far 
enough at such a time as thisand with such surroundin When 
the bill was passing through the House we declined to 125 this 
appropriation, and when it went to the Senate the Committee on 
Appropriations of that body declined to recommend the appropria- 
tion to the Senate. But they were beaten. There was a determina- 
tion to carry the measure through. 

Now, sir, this is the House having control of appropriations; these 
are the Representatives to whom the Constitution has confided the 
trust of jealously guarding the Treasury. If the Committee on 
Appropriations have done right, I ask this House to stand by them. 
It is an unpleasant issue for us to make; but I shall always insist on „ 
making this issue whenever necessary, and if the House sees fit to 
undo our work the responsibility is with it. 

ME EUEN, Will the gentleman yield to me for about three 
minu 

Mr. BREWER. What is there before the House for discussion ? 

The SPEAKER. The report of a conference committee. 

Mr. BREWER. I do not understand that there is any motion 


pending. 

Mr. DURHAM. In order to bring this matter to a test I move that 
the report of the conferees be. accepted and that another conference 
with the Senate be asked. 

Mr. SAMPSON. In order to test the question, I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The conferees report a general disagreement. 

Mr. SAMPSON. But it isstated, I believe, by the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the committee of conference were able to agree upon 
all the items except one. 

The SPEAKER. The report does not soshow. The gentleman can 
make a motion that the House recede from its disagreement to all the 
amendments. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I will enter that motion for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the House. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move that the report be received and that another 
conference be asked. On that motion I call the previous question. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Does not my motion take precedence ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. Does the gentleman make his motion as 
to all the amendments ? 

Mr. SAMPSON. I move simply that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement. 

The SPEAKER. The report shows that they disagreed as to all. 

Mr. SAMPSON. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] 
stated there was only one disagreement. 

Mr. DURHAM. I insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede is the first question to be 
put. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Iowa to 
withdraw his motion so the House may recede on the question of 
postal railway service. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I wish to inquire whether we can take a vote on 
each amendment separately. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Other members are interested in this busi- 
ness and we cannot hear a word that is said. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seuted. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is this report indivisible? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. It is a report of a confer- 
ence committee that they were unable to as to any report. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Must this be voted on as a whole? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the report must be voted on as 
a whole. There is no way to divide it. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I make the motion then generally, that the House 
recede from its di ment to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend by receding from 
= disagreement to the postal railway service amendment of the 

nate. 

Mr. EDEN. Is this in order pending the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede has preference over a mo- 
tion to insist ? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to make a e uiry. 
Is the report of the disagreement between the Senate and the House 
on all propositions embraced ? 

The BPEAKER. The Chair will cause the conference report to be 
read again, and the House will at once see that it embraces every dis- 


ent. 
r BAKER, of Indiana. I insist there is only one thing disagreed 
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The SPEAKER. On the contrary, the report is that all the prop- 
ositions are disa, to. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I was on the committee of conference 
and know there was but one point of disa ment. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman should have seen the confer- 
ence report was properly drawn. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The only matter was in reference to rail- 

ı way service and tal-car service. 

The SPEAKER. That is not presented in the report. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The gentleman from Kentucky stated 
that was the only point of disagreement. 

The SPEAKE The report will be read. There is no report, in 
fact, in reference to the disagreements between the two Houses. Tt is 
a naked report that the two Houses are unable to agree. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I understood the Chair to say we could have a 
vote on each item. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman hereafter 
to move to recede. 

The report was again read. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I wish to inquire whether it is not com- 
petent to recommit that report so it may be corrected to correspond 
with the fact? 

The SPEAKER. It is quite competent for the House to recommit 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Then I move that the report be recom- 
mitted to the committee. Under the circumstances that ought to be 
done. The report was prepared by a clerk and was signed without 
being read; and I confess I do not propose myself to be caught in 
such a predicament again. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that it is utterly impossible 
for this House to know the action of the conference committee except 
through the report to this House, and consequently the gentleman 
from Indiana, in getting up and telling the House what has been 
done in the committee of conference, is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in the nature of informa- 
tion only; itis only a report that the two Houses have failed to agree. 

Mr. EDEN. That is all there is in the report. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I confess I am not the first one to make 
the suggestion that the report does not conform to the action of the 
committee. I make the motion to recommit. 

Mr. BANKS. It cannot be recommitted, because the House has no 
control in this question. The Senate conferees make the same report 
to the Senate that the House conferees have made to the House. 

The SPEAKER. A question of fact has been raised whether the 
report conforms to what was the action of the conference committee 
and in ron to that point the Chair thinks the motion to recommit 
is in order. 

Mr. BANKS. The Senate have equal control with us and the recom- 
mital of the report does not affect the Senate at all. 

The SPE R. We can acquaint the Senate with the fact that 
the report has been recommitted for the reason stated and in all prob- 
ability the Senate will either ask for another conference or move its 
recommital. 

Mr. BANKS. That shows the motion to recommit is not the right 


3 
Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that this is only taking up the time use- 


lessly. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to ask whether the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky does not take precedence of that of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to commit is first in order in prefer- 
ence to the motion to accept the report of the committee. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman from 
Kentucky having moved that the House receive the report, I made 
the motion that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendments, and I understood the Chair to say that that motion 
was in order, and that it took precedence of the other motion. 

The SPEAKER. So it does. 

Mr. SAMPSON. But the Chair has stated that the motion pending 
now is the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Because the gentleman from Indiana stated that 
the report was not in accordance with what occurred in the conference. 

Mr. BANKS. I submit that that is not a ground for a motion to 
recommit. The gentleman has not a right to make that motion. He 
cannot contradict the report in that way. I move that the House 
disagree to the report of the committee of conference, and ask another 
conference, 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts say that 
a committee of conference cannot be instructed ? 

Mr. BANKS. It cannot. 

Mr. DURHAM. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will yield to 
me for a moment, I desire to make a proposition as to this—— 

The SP The Chair directs the attention of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to this statement in the Manual: 

A committee of conference may be instructed like any other committee, but the 
instructions cannot be moved when the papers are not before the House. 

Mr. BANKS. A committee of conference cannot be instructed, be- 
cause then it would not be a committee of free conference. 

The SPEAKER. The House has been in the constant practice of 
instructing committees of conference. 


3 ee : ee ee 88 the Honto. with- 
w the report. make this request for the purpose of havi 
another report made in accordance with the fact. 25 

Mr. SA ON. I do not think that is eder I think with- 
out having a vote upon the amendments separately the House can 
take a vote on this one item on which the two committees have failed 
to Bere The sense of the House can be tested now on that one item. 
I submit there is no difficulty about getting at the one point at issue 
between the two committees. 

Mr. DURHAM. If we can have a direct vote on that postal matter 
I have no objection to what the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. SAMPSON. That would solve the whole difficulty. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] moves 
that the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
1 and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DuR#AM] calls for a 

on. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say in response to my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banks] that the motion to recommit a report of a 
conference committee is not without a precedent. On the closing 
day of the Forty-third Congress the House was en, on the re- 
port of a conference committee on an appropriation bill. That report, 
after discussion, was recommitted—sent back for the consideration 
of the committee that had previously had the bill in charge, and the 
report came back with modifications such as had been suggested in 
the course of debate in the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
it is very likely there is a precedent for this, but I submit that this 
report is a House report and the recommitment of it sends it toa 
House committee, which cannot change the report, because the Sen- 
ate has an equal right with us. 

The SPEAKER. This is not any more of a House report than in 
the case to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania alluded. 

Mr. BANKS. The Senate has a joint right with us. 

The SPEAKER. If the Senate do not agree to the recommitment, 
then of course the report fails. 

Mr. BANKS. The recommitment will not change it. The proper 
course is to ask for another committee of conference. The with- 
drawal of the report will not bring action by the Senate. The only 
method of securing joint action of the Senate and the House on this 
question is to disagree to the report and ask for another committee 
of conference. I make that motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. BANKS. ey ` 

Mr. BLOUNT. t objection has the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts to the proposition of the gentleman from Iowa, to let the House 
come to a direct vote on the amendment on which the conference com- 
mittee di 7 

Mr. BANKS. I do not object to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague on the committee who makes this 
be 5 is willing to take that course. 

. DURHAM. I have stated that I agree to Shat proposition: 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment will be re: 

Mr. DURHAM. The understanding is that the amendments will 
be separately read and voted on. 

Mr. SAMPSON. L agree to that. 

Mr. EDEN. Do I understand the gentleman from Kentucky to 
withdraw his motion to di and that he now asks the House 
sgain over these amendments 3 

. DURHAM. What I desire is that the House shall take a vote 
a mueg on all the other amendments except that relating to the postal 
cler 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment will be read. 

Mr. DURHAM. I thought we were acting in good faith, and that 
we were to accept the report of the committee of conference u 
every amendment excepting the one in to postal clerks. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
What has become ef the motion I made to recommit? 

Mr. BEEBE. I understand that the committees on the part of the 
two Houses have upon all the amendments except one. 

Mr. DURHAM. We have. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then there is nothing for the House to recede from 
excepting its e to this one amendment. 

r. EDEN. Unless we can get this matter before the House in 
some 2 in which it can be understood we ought not to act upon 
it at all. 

Mr. FRYE. I make the point of order that more thau five mem- 
bers should not be allowed to s at one time. 

Mr. EDEN. Unless we can have some understanding as to what 
the Se eck 1 shall move to ley it upon the table. 

Mr. DURHAM. I thought it was a fair and distinct understanding 
that all of the amendments upon which the committees of the two 
Houses have d in the conference committee should be concurred 
in; and that then we should take a direct vote upon the question 
relating to the postal clerks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a suggestion to the 
House; and it is that if the House will vote upon agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference and ask another conference, 
then the new conference could make areport conformably to the facts. 

Mr. EDEN. Why not let the report go at once back to the com- 
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mittee of conference and let them make a report which the House 
can understand? 

The SPEAKER. Because of the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks, ] that the action of the committee of con- 
ference is the action of both Houses, while the action of the House 
is the action only of one House, The Chair thinks that if the House 
will adopt the motion to agree to the report of the committee of con- 
ference they will reach an intelligent conclusion, 

Mr. DURHAM. What is that suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. That the House agree to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference, which is in substance a di ment to all the 
amendments of the Senate, and ask a further conference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to that; but I am very sure 
that the matters involved are very small. 

Mr. EDEN. I cannot tell what the committee of conference have 
agreed to at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] will 
permit the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM ] to make a state- 
ment of it, it is so simple he will be obliged to understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kentucky 
has made several statements already. 

Mr. DURHAM. What I ask the House to do is to sustain the com- 
mittee in its action upon these aniendments until it reaches the amend- 
ment in reference to the postal clerks. That is what I ask, and that, 
I supposed, was the agreement; and if it be in order I will make that 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will understand 
that there is nothing before the House in the report of the committee 
ef conference but a general disagreement as to all the amendments 
of the Senate. 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman seems to have some understanding or 
some agreement about this bill which I presume he understands, and 
probably the tleman from Georgia EM. BLOUNT] does, but I do 
not, because I have never heard what it was, and the House is called 
upon to vote upon a proposition that they cannot understand. 

Mr. HASKELL. move that the report be accepted, and that a 
new conference be asked with the Senate upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses upon the bill. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HASKELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the Popart 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the . pov signed the same : 

A bill (S. No. 691) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas,” approved Feb- 
ruary 19, 1873; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 22) providing for a place of deposit for 
the records and proceedings of the commission appointed under the 
act entitled “An act to provide for and regulate the counting of votes 
for President and Vice- ident, and the decision of questions aris- 
ing thereon, for the term commencing March 4, A. D. 1877,” approved 
January 29, 1877. 

Mr. WOOD. I call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business being demanded, 
the morning hour commences at one o'clock, and the call of commit- 
tees rests with the Committee on Appropriations. 

JAMES T. JOHNSON. 


On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of New York, the Committee on Appro- 
riations was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. No. 3328) for the relief of the legal heirs and representatives 

of James T. Johnson, deceased, of Carroliton, Mississippi, dnd the 
same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 
CHARLES MULKEY. 

On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of New York, the Committee on Appro- 
priations was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 1821) for the relief of Charles Mulkey, late postmaster at 
Butler, Georgia, and the same was referred to the Committee of Claims 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, also, from the same committee, reported 
back the petition of citizens of Guttenburgh, Io for the improve- 
ment of the channel of the Mississippi River at that place, moved 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

JACOB D. HUTTON, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, also, from the same committee, reported 
back the petition of Jacob D. Hutton for compensation as messenger 
on the “ soldiers’ roll” under the Doorkeeper of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and moved that the committee be di from its 
further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee of 
Accounts. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, moved to reconsider the various votes 
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by which the papers reported by him had been re-referred ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN AGENCIES IN ARIZONA. 


On motion of Mr. SPARKS, the Committee on aoe riations was 
discharged from the further consideration of the b QLR. No. 3516). 
making an appropriation for the payment of certain vouchers now on 
file in the Interior Department, for supplies delivered for the use and 
support of the different Indian agencies in the Territory of Arizona, 
in the year 1874, and prior years; and the same was pe . — to the 
Committee of Claims. z 

Mr. SPARKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred to the Committee of Claims; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back the amendments of the Senate to the bal (. R. 
No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for 
other p and to move that the House non-concur in all the 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER, I ask that the amendments be read. 

Mr. SINGLETON. There are fifty-two amendments in all. The 
8 had better let them go at once to a committee of con- 

ren 


erence. 

Mr. CONGER. There are some amendments in which we might 
concur, 

Mr. SINGLETON, No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. CONGER. We could perhaps if a majority of the House were 
in favor of it. 

Mr. SINGLETON, The gentleman had better let all the amend- 
ments go to a conference committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have a separate report upon rein- 
ag ey ees ministers-resident at the Netherlands and at Belgium. 

Mr. SINGLETON. You will get that after awhile. 

Mr. CONGER. I would rather have it now. 

Mr. SINGLETON. We discussed the bill very fully when it was 
under consideration in the House. 

Mr. CONGER. There was an attempt to insert the amendments 
in the House, and the motion failed, when there was a small attend- 
ance of members. I think that now these particular amendments, as. 
they come from the Senate, may be concurred in. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I suggest to the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
CoNGER] that he demand a separate vote only on the particular 
amendments to which he refers, and let us vote on the remainder all 


ther. 

2 55 CONGER. I dislike very much this practice of having amend- 
ments from the Senate non-concurred in as a matter of course and then 
sent to a committee of conference to control the action of this House. 
If there is anything we ought to understand, it is the separate prop- 
ositions in such a bill as this, 

The SPEAKER. What does the 5 from Michigan ask f 
He has a right to have every amendment read and voted on sepa- 


rately. 

Mr CONGER. These amendments are not printed; they are not 
before the House in any intelligible shape. It is now ee sub- 
stantially to leave all these questions to the decision of three men. 

Mr. SINGLETON. The gentleman is altogether mistaken. The 
billand amendments as they came from the Senate were printed when 
they were referred to our committee. The gentlemen could have 
examined them long since if he had so wished. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not been able to find them in print. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Senate amend- 
ments are printed. What action does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. CONGER. Iwish more partisularly to have the House concur 
in the Senate amendment reinstating the minister resident at the 
Netherlands and at Belgium. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, then, asks a separate vote on the 
amendment as to Belgium and as to the Netherlands. The question 
will first be taken on the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi 
(Mr. SINGLETON] that all the amendments, with the exception of those 
on which a separate vote is asked, be non-concurred in. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were non-concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment on which a separate vote is 
asked will now be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. after the word at," insert “belgtnm, Netherland 
us Rone wee n 15, ew at, um, er] 5, Argen: 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence in this amendment; the 88 from Michigan 
asks that the House concur. 

Mr. CONGER. The two propositions to which I wished to call the 
attention of the House were as to the minister resident at the Nether- 
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lands and at Belginm. I care Jess about the other proposition. Ido 
not ask a separate vote on that. 7 7 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman moves to concur in this 
amendment of the Senate with an amendment striking out the “Ar- 
gentine Republic.” oz : 

Mr.CONGER. I supposed that the proposition for a minister resi- 
dent to each of these particular countries could be voted on sepa- 
rately. 

The SPEAKER. A Senate amendment is not divisible. - The Chair 
has stated the gentleman’s proposition in such a manner as to accom- 
plish his exact purpose: to concur in the amendment with an amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on the motion to concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate, with an amendment striking out the “Argentine 
Republic,” there were ayes 51. 

fore the negative side had been counted, 

Mr. CONGER said: Unless this question can be divided as I wish, 
I shall withdraw my motion. I desire a vote on the propositions sep- 
arately. This mode of putting the question does not give it to me, 
and I would rather have all the amendments go to the conference 
committee. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to concur with an amendment is with- 
drawn. The question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. SINGLETON] to non-concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was non-concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

y JOHN D. YOUNG. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No. 1024) for the benefit of Hon. John D. Young, of 
Bath County, Kentucky, and moved the same be referred to the 
Committee ef Elections. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote just taken ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RETIREMENT OF NATIONAL-BANK NOTES. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Iam directed by the Committee on peaking and 
Currency to report, as a substitute for House bill No. 2827, a bill (H. 
R. No. 4247) to retire the circulating notes of the national banks, and 
for other purposes ; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, y 

Mr. EAMES. Irise, Mr. Speaker, to make a point of order on this 
bill. It requires an appropriation to be made in order to out 
the purpose of the bill; and under the rules, therefore, it must have 
its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will examine the point. 

Mr. BUCKNER. If the gentleman will point out where there is 
sny appropriation of money or of property it may be amenable to the 
rules, 

Mr. EAMES. I am a member of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and in raising the pointof order I merely desire to procure 
the fullest and fairest consideration of the proposition before the 


House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It has direct reference to the ways and means 
for the support of the Government, and in that regard is liable to a 
point of order. 

Mr. EAMES. It is a bill of great im ce and interest to the 
country. I only desire as a member of the committee that some time 
shall be named for the consideration of the bill; that some opportu- 
nity may be given for debate; that it may be open to debate and 
amendment, and then that we may come to a vote upon it. That is 
the reason why I have raised the ques of order now. 

If the gentleman from Missouri desires I will state the ground upon 
which the point of order is based. This proposes to issue a certificate 
of indebtedness on the part of the Government of the United States to 
pay off the whole debt of the national banks. There is no provision 
of law existing at this time authorizing the issue of any such certifi- 
cate. The bill of necessity imposes an expenditure upon the Govern- 
ment to carry it into effect if it shall become a law. On that ground 
I raised the point, in the first instance, that under the rules it must 
be first considered in the Committee of the Whole. Atthesame time 
if the bill may be fairly considered in the Committee of the Whole 
I will a; to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why not consider it in the House as in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole ? 

Mr. EAMES. If the bill be open to amendment and debate as I 
have stated I will withdraw the point of order I have made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Rhode 
Island to make the point of order with a view to arriving at some 
agreement with the gentleman from Missouri as to when the bill shall 
be considered. 

2 955 BUCKNER. I propose to give the fullest consideration to the 


Mr. BURCHARD. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, this bill should be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. That will give it full 
and free discussion. 


It is liable to and I make the point of order that it must be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the ole on the state of the Union 
under Rule 110. The sixth section proyides for a new method of 
paying customs duties, and therefore it changes the law in refer- 
ence to ac upon the people in the way of taxes, and it has been 
decided, as I recollect, by a former S8 that such a change ren- 
ders a proposition obnoxious to a point of order under Rule 110. This 
bill provides in the sixth section that eustoms duties may be paid in 
United States notes instead of in coin. 

Mr. BUCKNER. To what rule is it obnoxious ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. To Rule 110. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Because it appropriates money or property of the 
Government? 

Mr. BURCHARD. No; it changes the law in regard to customs 
uties. 

Mr, BUCKNER. Assuming that to be so, what rule of the House 
does it violate to ask its consideration in the House? 

Mr. BURCHARD. I say that Rule 110 would send it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. That rule provides such propositions should 
have their first consideration in that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, however, that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is willing to have it considered in committee, 
provided some day can be fixed for its consideration. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not think it is obnoxious to any rule of the 
House and must of necessity go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BEEBE. I interpose objection without qualification. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Why can it not be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. It can be. 

Mr. BUCKNER. That is what I propose to do. But I do not see 
there is any provision in the rales which requires it to go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the mach of order taken by the 

ntleman from Rhode Island is not valid. It is true it directs the 

cretary of the Treasury to do certain things, but it contains no pro- 
vision making an appropriation of money. The sixth section, how- 
ever, is liable to the point of order under Rule 110. The sixth section 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter in all payments of customs duties two-thirds of the sum so payable 
shall be paid in the coin of the United States, and one-third thereof shall be paid 
in legal-tender notes or the Treasury notes authorized by this act, and said Treas- 
ury notes shall be exchangeable at par for United States legal-tender notes, at the 

on of the holder, at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treasurenof the 
nited States, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that section is subject to the 
point of order, and that this bill should have its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. But the right to report clearly carries 
with it the right to consider, and the right to consider gives to the 
House a right to fix a time for consideration. 

5 B E. Does not the rule, Mr. Speaker, fix the time to recon- 
sider 

Mr. BUCKNER. I have no desire to prevent discussion. On the 
contrary, I desire that this bill shall be thoroughly discussed. 

The SPEAKER. To what rule does the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BEEBE] refer? 

Mr. B . The rule which requires that bills shall be consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole in their order. 

The SPEAKER. The rule fixes the place where the bill is to be 
considered—the Committee of the Whole. But it does not fix the 
time for its consideration. 

Mr, BUCKNER, I suppose the House can by a majority vote fix 
the time when the bill shall be considered, 

Mr. BEEBE. I submit that that cannot be done in the morning 
hour, which is devoted to the call of committees for reports, The 
rule, in virtue of its own operation, takes the bill to a certain point, 
and it is not then competent to make any further motion. 

The SPEAKER. Theright of the committee to report, as the Chair 
has stated, gives to the House the right to consider. And the right 
to consider certainly gives the right to fix the time to consider. That 
was the very thing which was done in regard to the tariff bill by a 
majority of the House. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is not this bill now in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the bill is in the Committee of the Whole. 
But the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] is recognized to 
make a motion to fix the time to consider, just as was done in the case 
of the tariff bill. 

Mr. MORRISON. If the Chair will allow me, I beg to suggest that 
the time for considering the tariff bill was fixed on a report from a 
committee. 2 

The SPEAKER. That is correct. The Chair stands corrected. 

Mr. MORRISON. This is no report from a committee. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means reported a resolution fixing the time for 
the consideration of the tariff bill, and that resolution was adopted 
by the House. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Iam authorized by the committee to make this 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman say he is authorized by 
the committee to do? 

Mr. BUCKNER. I am authorized to ask the House to fix a time 
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for the consideration of this bill; and, since the Chair has decided 
that it goes to the Committee of the Whole, I hold I am authorized 
to move that a day be fixed for its consideration in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman is not reporting a resolution 
from his committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that heis. He says he is 
instructed by the committee to make this motion. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not so understand. 

Mr. YEATES. The gentleman from Missouri was instructed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri states he is author- 
ized by the committee to move that the House fix a time, which isin 
the nature of a report. 

Mr. BUCKNER. And I ask that the House fix the 23d instant— 
this day two weeks. 

Mr. MORRISON. Does the gentleman make that motion as a report 
from a committee? 

The SPEAKER. He states so. 

Mr. YEATES. The committee authorized him to do it. 

Mr. WOOD. Thope the assignment will be so limited that it will 
not interfere with appropriation bills and the tariff bill. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not propose to interfere with bills reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations or the bills reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the proposition. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri 55 that the House shall consider this bill 
in Committee of the Whole on the 23d of this month, subject, how- 
ever, to the consideration of appropriation bills and the tariff bill. 

Mr. BUCKNER. After the morning hour. 

Mr. BURCHARD. And subject, ulso, to pending orders. 

The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to know the ruling of the Chair on the point of 
order raised. The committee, as I understand, reports the bill and 
nothing else. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. FRYE. A point of order then is made. On that point of order 
the bill is at once sent to the Calendar to the Committee of the Whole. 
Now all that having taken place, the gentleman from Missouri then 
reports further a resolution, as he says, in favor of the assignment of 
a time certain when that bill shall be considered, Can that be done? 

The SPEAKER. It can. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Chair so rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does, and only repeats his ruling as to 
the tariff bill. The gentleman will see in the discussion ef the same 
point of order as to the tariff bill the ground on which the Chair 
repeats the decision: that the right of the committee to report car- 
ries with it the right to consider, and under instructions from the 
committee a report can be made fixing the time to consider. 

Mr. FRYE. My point is this, if the Speaker will pardon me: it is 
that when the bill is reported the resolution must be reported at the 
same time, before under the operation of parliamentary law the bill 
has gone on the Calendar to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The committee has the right to report, being still 
on call. 

Mr. FORT. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] was pro- 
ceeding to report the resolution when interrupted by points of order. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I call for the reading of the resolution 
as agreed upon by the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The SPE. R. The gentleman from Missouri states that, under 
instructions from the Committee on Banking and Currency, he is 
authorized by that committee to make the motion that this bill be 
considered on the 23d day of this month, after the morning hour, 
subject, however, to appropriation bills and the tariff bill, and to 
such special orders as have already been made. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. My point is this: that the report from 
the committee must be in writing. If they are authorized to report 
a resolution, then the resolution must be in writing. I de not think 
the gentleman can report a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will reduce it to 


writing. 

Mr. WADDELL. I desire to know if the special assignment of this 
bill will interfere with the consideration of bills heretofore specially 
assi f 
The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is it understood that this assignment is to run from 
day to day? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BucKNER] 
will reduce his réport to 5 8 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to know if this will in- 
terfere with the unfinished business in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business comes up whenever de- 
manded, immediately after the reading of the Journal, but this is 
to be after the morning hour. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But I understand that the bill has 
gone to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
the proposition now is to make it a special order in Committee of the 


Whole until disposed of. My question is whether it will interfere 
with the unfinished business in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. Questions of that sort are all determined in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and the Chair has nothing to do with them. 
Mr. BUCKNER. I have prepared a reselution. I thought that 


the bill would not be subject to a point of order, but inasmuch as the 
1 6 has decided otherwise I have a resolution here which I now 
offer. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would like to inquire if what is now offered as 
a report has not within tae knowledge of the House been written at 
the desk of the gentleman from Missouri and how can that be a re- 
port from his committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri submitted his mo- 
tion verbally, as he was instructed by the committee to do, and then 
the point was raised that the report should be made in writing and 
surely the Chair would not cut off the report under such circum- 
stances. 

Mr. GARFIELD. But the gentleman said that he did not anticipate 
any point of order. 

Mr. BEEBE, I desire to have the record right. I would ask that 
the report submitted by the gentleman from Missouri be sent to the 
Clerk’s desk and read. I do not waut it to continue in his hand. 

Mr. FORT. Is there any rule requiring committees to report in 
ee : 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appropriations is authorized 
to report in writing, and it has been the usual practice for commit- 
tees so to do. 

Mr. FORT. They are not compelled to do so? 

The SPEAKER.. The resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri will be read. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill reported by the Committee on Banking and Currency, as 
a substitate for House bill 2827, be madea a cong order in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for April 23d after the morning hour. and from day to 
day rt ce until disposed of, subject to the general appropriation bills and the 


Mr, CARLISLE. I move that the resolution be so amended as not 
to interfere with other special orders porion made. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I do not yield to the gentleman to make any such 
motion. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that this resolution changes the rules of 
the House as to the order of business in Committee of the Whole, and 
that it cannot be done except by s ewo saie vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair already overruled that point of 
order when it was made by the gentleman himself on the tariff bill, 
and the Chair again overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair then holds that a majority can change 
the rules of the House? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and refers 
to his own ruling on the tariff bill, when the same point of order was 
made by the gentleman from Michigan himself. 

Mr. ES. My colleague on the committee will yield to me? 

Mr. BUCKNER. No; Ido not. 

Mr. EAMES. This was not an agreement made by the committee. 

Mr. BEEBE. I think that when a member of a committee rises in 
in his 3 and im hes the report submitted by the committee, it 
is the duty of the House to investigate and determine whether the 
report is rightfully made. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. YEATES. It is the report of the committee. 

Mr. EAMES. If the gentleman will allow me a moment I can ex- 
plain the matter. g 

Mr. BUCKNER. I demand the previous question 

The question was put upon seconding the previous question; and 
on a division there were—ayes 75, noes 73. 

Mr. EAMES called for tellers. 4 

esp were ordered; and Mr. Eames and Mr. BUCKNER were ap- 

inted. s 
Verhe House again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 95, noes 90. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question ree upon ordering the main question to be put. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Upon that question I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE. F rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Idesire the Chair 
to state the question on which we are to vote. 

The SP The question is on ordering the main question 
upon the resolution reported from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency fixing a time under certain conditions for the consideration 
of the bill which has been read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 126, nays 106, not 
voting 59; as follews: 


YEAS—126. 
Baker, John H. Chalme: Elam, Hardenbergh, 
Banning, Clark of Mi Ellis, Harris, Henry R. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Evans, James L. Harris, John T. 
Bicknell, Clymer, Evins, John H. Harrison, 
Blackburn, Cobb, Felton, pe ala 
Boone, Collins, Finley, Hartzell, 
Bouck, Cook, Forney, Haskell, 
Boyd, Cox, Samuel 8. Fort, Hatcher, 
B x Cravens, Franklin, Howitt, G. W. 
Bridges, Crittenden, Fuller, Hooker, 
Bright, Culberson, Garth, House, 
Browne, Cutler, Gause, Hunter, 
Buckner, Dibrell, Glover, Ittner, 
Butler, Dickey, Goode, Jones, James T. 
Caldwell, John W. Douglas, Gunter, Kelley, 
838 , Kenna, 
Carlisle, Eden, Hanna, Killinger, 
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‘orrison, 
Land Patterson, T. M. Slem White, Harry 
ee Phel la. White, Michael D. 
Lock w. Phillips, Smith, William E. Whitthorne, 
Mackey, Pollard, thard, Wigginton, 
Maish, Rea, Sparks, Williams, Andrew 
Manning, Reagan, Springer, Williams, Jere N. 
Martin, meant: Steele, Willis, 8. 
McKenzie, Riddle, Thom Wilson, 
McMahon, Robbins, Throckmorton, Wright, 
Metcalfe, Robinson, M. 8. Tucker, Yeates, 
Mills, Ryan, Turner, Young. 
Money, Sayler, ‘Turney, 
Morgan, Scales, Vance, 
NAYS—106. 
Aldrich, Crapo, Keightley, Sapp, 
i Cummings, Ketcham, Sexton, 

Bagley, Danford Lath Shallenberger, 
Baker, William H. Davis, Horace Lindsey, Sinnickson. 
Bal lou, Dean, ing. Smith, A. Herr 
Ban Deerin McCook, Stenger, 
Bayne, Dunnell, McGowan, Stone, Joseph C. 
Beche, Eames, McKinley, Stone, John W. 
Bisbee, Eickhoff, Mitchell, Strait, 
Blair, Errett, Monroe, Swann, 
Bliss, Evans, I. Newton Morse, Townsend, Amos 
Brentano, Foster, Norcross, Townsend, M. I. 
Brewer, Frye, O'Neill, Van Vorhes, 
Briggs, Garfield, Overton, Wait, 
Bundy, Gibson, Page, Ward, 
Burch Hale, Patterson, G. W. Watson, 
Cos; Harris, Benj. W. Potter’ Willams, A. S 

am . ‘otter, jams, 2 
Campbell, Hendee, Pound, Williams, C. G. 
Cannon, Hend ce, Williams, James 
Caswell, Hewitt, Abram S. ane f Williams, Richard 
Chittenden, Randolph, Willis, Benj. A. 
Clark, Hungerford, Willits, 
Cole, es, Rice, William W. Wood, 
Conger, Jones, John 8. Roberts, Wren. 

ert, oyee, Robinson, G. D. 
Cox, Jacob D. Keifer, Sampson, 
NOT VOTING—‘v. 

Acklen, ison, Hunton, Son; 
2 Dwight, esse Frank 1 ce, Americus V. 

tkins, Ellsworth, orgensen, 0 X 
Benedi: Ewing, Knott, Ross, 
Bland, Freeman, Lapham, Schleicher, 
Blount, Gardner, Luttrell, D, 
Brogd Giddings, Lynde, Stephens, 
Burdick, art, Stewart, 

abell, Hayes, Mayham, Thornburgh, 
Caldwell, W. P. azel Muller, ‘Tipton, 
Candler, Henkle, Neal, Townshend, R. W. 
Clafiin, Henry, Oliver, Veeder, > 
Clark, Alvah A. Herbert, Powers, Walker, 
Davidson, Hubbell, Pridemore, Warner 
Davis, Joseph J. Humphrey, Pugh, 


So the main question was ordered. 

Durirg the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Michigan, Mr. ELLSWORTH. If he were here, I should vote 
“ay.” My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is confined to his room by sick- 


ness. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. My colleague, Mr. Hart, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, Mr. OLIVER. Mr. HART, if Present, would vote 
“no” and Mr, OLIVER, I think, would vote “ay.” My colleague, Mr. 
BENEDICT, is paired with the gentieman from Iowa, Mr. BURDICK. 
Mr. BENEDICT would vote “ay” and Mr. BURDICK, I am informed, 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. STEELE. Upon all political questions I am perros with the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Hayes. I do not regard this as a polit- 
ical question; I see nothing of that sort in it. Hence I have voted. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire. I am paired on the currency ques- 
tion with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND. If he were 
here, I should vote “no,” 

Mr. SOUTHARD, My colleague, Mr. Rick, of Ohio, is absent on 
account of sickness in bis family. 

Mr. COVERT, My colleague, Mr. MaynaM, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, Mr. HUMPHREYS. I do not know how either 
gentleman wonld vote, if present. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman from Florida, Mr. DAVIDSON, is 
paired with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. EWING. I am apa with my colleague, Mr. GARDNER, on 
pariy questions genera, y. As this seems to be a party vote, I with- 

raw my vote. If he were present, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. POLLARD. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. MARSH, is con- 
fined at home on account of sickness. 

Mr. POWERS. I am paired on all party questions with General 
Rice, of Ohio. 

Mr. BAYNE, The gentleman from New York, Mr. DWIGHT, ispaired 
with my colleague, Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. DWIGHT, if present, would 
vote “no.” 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. 


I am paired on all political questions 
with the 


entleman from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, who is sick. Ido 


not consider this a political question; and therefore I vote “no.” 

Mr. BRENTANO. I am paired with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. MULLER, on all political questions. Not regarding this as a 
political question, I vote “no.” 
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Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues, Judge TIPTON and Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
of Illinois, are pai If present, Judge Tieton would undoubtedly 
vote “ no” and Mr. TOWNSHEND “ay.” 

Mr. O'NEILL. My colleague, Mr. FREEMAN, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, Mr. CALDWELL. They are both absent on 
public business. Mr. FREEMAN, if present, would vote “no ;” and I 
presume Mr. CALDWELL would vote “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. CONGER. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. The main question has been ordered, which takes 
the resolution out of the morning hour. The question is now upon 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reeonsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : í 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTERVIEW WITH SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. EWING. Iam instructed by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency to present a record of an interview between the committee 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, and to ask that it be printed as a 
public document., j 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. EWING. Iam also instructed by the committee to ask the 
adoption of the resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Heo gh barge ae of New York. Has not the morning hour ex- 
pire 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Then I demand the regular order 
of business. 


HOT SPRINGS, ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a communica- 
tion from the Senate touching a bill which ought to be acted upon 
at once. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, April 4, 1878. 

Ordered. Tho Secre; be directed to request the House of Representatives to 
return to the Senate the bill of the Senate 490, supplementary to an act entitled 
An act in relation to the Hot Springs 8 the State of Arkansas,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1877. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the uest of the Sen- 
ate will be granted and the bill will be returned. Such has Been the 
uniform practice, without exception. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


TEMPORARY TREASURY CLERKS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Dura, Mr. 
BLOUNT, and Mr. Baker of Indiana as the conferees on the part of 
the House bo the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; 
also making appropriations for detecting trespass on the public lands 
and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for 
other purposes. 

PERSONAL RXPLANATION. 


Mr. EAMES. After the introduction of the resolution by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Banking and Currency, and in the course 
of the debate on that resolution, I stated on the floor of the House 
that I did not think it was in accordance with the agreement of that 
committee. On reflection I desire to state in the presence of the House 
now that although the proposition as reduced to writing by the chair- 
man of the committee was not the proposition submitted in commit- 
tee, yet in substance it is like it. The proposition agreed to in com- 
mittee was that the bill when reported, with the consent of the House, 
should be assigned as a special order for a certain day; that it should 
be open to debate for three qaga, and should be open to amendment 
before the previous question should be demanded, and tben the vote 
should be taken. The resolution as introduced by the chairman of 
the committee that this should be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole is not exactly as was contemplated by the agreement in the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. Thea ment there was that 
it should be considered in the House. Withont thinking at the time 
that the bill would be open to amendment in the Committee of the 
Whole, and that therefore, in substance, the resolution is what was 
agreed upon by the committee, I made the remark I did. I desire 
now to say that the resolution submitted by the chairman is in sub- 
stance the ment which was made when the gentleman was 
directed to report the bill to the House. I am sorry, for the first time 
on the floor, to make any kind of personal explanation of anything I 
have done or said. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. What is the regular order? 

Mr. WOOD. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of 3 with the consideration of 
the tariff bill; and, pending that, I ask by nnanimons consent the 
House terminate the general debate on that bill on this day week at 
the termination of the session in the Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. EWING. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WOOD. For what 8 

Mr. EWING. I ask to have the resolution I introduced read. It 
will be adopted I am sure by the House without objection. The Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency was authorized to take testimony by 
a resolution adopted two months ago. There are some twenty or 
thirty persons living in the cities of New York and Philadelphia and 
we desire to have authority to have them heard before a subeommit- 
tee for the purpose of saving the large expense of calling them to 
Washington. That is the sole pu of the resolution. I am sure 
no one in the House will object to it. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the prosecution of the investigation authorized by the resolu 
tion of the House of January 25, 1875, the Committee on Banking and Currency is 


tigation in said cities shall be paid out of 
vouchers approved by the committee. 


Mr. REED. I object. 
TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire to make a suggestion in connection with 
the proposition of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means—— 

Mr. WOOD. I will state before the gentleman proceeds that I have 
asked unanimous consent to fix a time to terminate general debate 
on this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Has the gentleman unanimous consent from the 
House for that purpose, or only from his committee? 

Mr. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent to fix the time at which 

eral debate shall be terminated. It does not interfere with the 
83 debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. KELLEY. I rise for the pu of objecting to fixing a time 
for closing debate on this, one of the most intricate and vitally im- 
portant bills brought to the attention of the House. It is a bill which 

an entire revision of our tariff system, which affeets 
. WOOD. If the gentleman objects, let him do so. 

The SPEAKER. And that is the end of it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I do object. 

Mr. WOOD. I withdraw the latter proposition. 

Mr. O'NEILL. As I understand the gentleman’s proposition it is 
to close general debate at a certain time—some day next week. 

Mr. WOOD. That was my object. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I was going to suggest there should be sessions in 
the House during the evenings, and then gentlemen who desire to 
indulge in debate on the tariff bill can make their speeches. They 
can send them to the people. 

We, I think, understand the general question of the tariff. I do 
not know but the country understands it fully. And I do not see 
why the time of the House should be taken up in its business hours 
by the general discussion of the question of tariff. I hope there 
will be no time allowed for gen discussion except to the chairman 
and one or two members of the committee; and let the speeches be 
made at night. 

Mr. WOOD rose. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the chairman will permit me, I will say that I 
desire no delay in this matter, but I protest against abridging dis- 
cussion in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has withdrawn 
the motion to limit debate. 

Mr. O'NEILL, I think it will answer the pu if 
have an opportunity to read their speeches at ni 
out to the 5 § 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I dissent entirely from the propo- 
sition of my colleague from Philadelphia [Mr. O’NEILL] as to allow- 
ing the discussion of this question to proceed at night. 

Str. KELLEY. Just a word further. I want to put myself in 
proper relations with the chairman of the committee. The bill is a 
most important one and I want it discussed in the hearing of those 
who are to pass upon it, and not in the hearing merely of the gentle- 
men who may have prepared speeches at evening sessions, when all 
others are disch rom duty by the provision that no business 
shall be transacted. If this House shall have more important busi- 
ness before it than the discussion and consideration of this bill this 
session it has more important bills before it than 1 have heard of. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I think the most important business to be trans- 
acted in regard to the tariff bill is to vote upon it, and either to pass 
it or have it out of the way, so that it may not disturb the country 
any more. : 

The question being taken on Mr. Woop's motion, it was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
a bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1135) to authorize the issue of a patent of cer- 
tain lands in the Brothertown reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, 
to the persons selected by the Brothertown Indians. 2 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 


ro 


gentlemen 
t and send them 


amendments in which the concurrence of the Honse was requested, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the my of Kansas, in the State of Missouri; and 

bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. E. Snyder, of Illinois. 

The message further announced that the Senate had a bill 
(8. No. 868) to provide for a code of Army regulations ; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

TARIFF BILL. 

The House, pursuant to order, resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. SAYLER in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the title of the bill which 
is the special order. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill H. R. No. 4106) to im duties u foreign imports, to promote trade 
and commerce, to reduce and for other purposes. 


Mr. CONGER. That is not the first bill on the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ascertain the order of privileged 
questions in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WOOD. I submit that this is a special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is; but there may be others. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to suggest that it was the order of the 
House to go into Committee of the Whole to consider this special 
bill. No objection was made to the motion being put in that way. 
This is the business on which by order of the House the House has 
gone into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. That will not change the rules of the House. I de- 
mand that the bills be taken up in their order according to the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask this question: Did the 
gentleman from New York ask unanimous consent of the House and 
was it by unanimous consent that the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole? If that is so, unquestionably the Committee 
of the Whole must be governed by that action. Otherwise, the right 
of an individual member to object cannot be set aside. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BURCHARD. Will the gentleman from New York allow me 
to suggest, in answer to the inquiry of the Chair, that the order of the 
House made without objection as to the point of order has just the 
same effect as a unanimous consent changing the rule. Whena prop- 
osition is submitted to the House and no point of. order is eon 
that proposition, and it is voted upon and becomes the order of the 
House, it binds the House just as much as a unanimous consent. 

Mr. WOOD. Admitting that what was stated by the Chair was not 
the case, I submit that the last ial order governs all the preced- 
ing orders and directions of the House, I moved that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole upon that particular bill, 
and the House unanimously, as I believed, adopted that motion. 

Mr. O'NEILL. No, sir; not unanimously. 

Mr. WOOD. And now it is not competent for the Committee of the 
Whole to take up any other business until the special order by direc- 
tion of the House has been considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that his information from 
the Journal Clerk is that the motion of the gentleman from New York 
was to go into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 
particular bill. The Chair recognizes that that might have been ob- 
jected to by anymember, but heis informed by the officers of the House 
that no objection was made, and that the House therefore did resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this 
particular bill, without objection, which is of course equivalent to 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Chair allow me to state that the motion 
was objected to—one part of it, which was withdrawn; and then 
there was a vote on the remaining part of the motion. There was a 
vote on going into Committee of the Whole and the vote was nearly 
even. 

The CHAIRMAN. That might have been an objection to going 
into Committee of the Whole at all, but not an objection to going 
into it on this particular bill. 

Mr. CONGE I stood here ready to object to any proposition 
except to one to go into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WOOD. ‘there was no division upon that motion. My motion 
was to go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing the tariff bill. 

Fir. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman cannot move to go into 
Committee of the Whole for a special purpose; there is no such motion 
known to the rules or practice of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Epe There was no objection to the 
admission of the motion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Woop; ] 
in other words no point of order was raised although there was oppo- 
sition to the adoption of the motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is another question alto- 
gether, as the gentleman from Michigan will recognize. If the gen- 
tleman from Michigan had raised the point of order upon the motion 
of the gentleman from New York in the House it might have been 


Mr. CONGER. I have only this to say, that standing here as I do 
and as I intend to stand, to oppose the consideration and passage of 
this bill in every legitimate and parliamentary manner, that if was 
not stated so that it was heard by me and those around me that the 
motion of the gentleman from New York proposed to change the rules 
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of the House as to the order of business in Committee of the Whole. I 
ask for the record of the motion. I ask that the Clerk read the 
record. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will look at the record. 

Mr. POTTER. While that is being done I want to call the recol- 
lection of the tleman from Michigan to the fact that my colleague 
moved not only to go into Committee of the Whole to consider the 
tariff bill, but also moved to limit debate upon it, and subsequently 
withdrew that motion, so that there can be no question as to what 
his motion was. 

Mr. CONGER. I was ready to make objection, but I supposed that 
the motion was merely to go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The motion made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Woop] was simply to go into Committee of the 
Whole, and the part added was what lawyers call mere surplusage, 
because there is no such motion known to parliamentary law here as 
to go into Committee of the Whole to take up a special bill. Thatis 
a violation of the rules. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to be further advised 
upon this question. He has examined the record. The statement 
of the Speaker, the record made by the Journal Clerk, and the state- 
ment of the record of the House is to the effect that the gentleman 
from New York did make his motion to into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of this particnlar bill. That was not in 
order if it had been objected to, but no objection was made. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection not having been made, the House 
acted upon the motion of the gentleman from New York as by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] is 
entitled to the floor; if he yields for that motion, all right. 

Mr. WOOD. I do not. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not possible; the gentleman from New 
York is entitled to the floor, and ihe Chair rules that the gentleman 
from Michigan is out of order. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair has no right to rule that Iam out of order 
when I raise a point of order. Gentlemen on the floor have as many 
rights as the occupant of the chair. I raise the point of order that 
the question of consideration may be raised in Committee of the Whole, 
DOi ask the Chair to decide that question. . 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be the rule, but the House has de- 
termined by unanimous consent to consider this bill. The Chair was 
inclined to think that the gentleman from Michigan was right until 
he read the record and understood the facts. 

Now the Chair rules that the House having ordered the consider- 
ation of this bill, the question of consideration cannot be raised in 
the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I submit that when I ask that the record 
be read, the Chairman has no right to tell me that he wants to hear 
nothing further on the question, and that he has read the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair said that he wonld hear no more and 
would not allow the record to be read. à 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the record to be read. 

„ I understood the Chair to say that he had read the 
record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair received his information upon that 
point from the journal clerk. 

7 „ If the Chair has read the record, the Clerk can read 
it surely. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read it now. 

Mr. BEEBE. Who is entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. Woop. ] 

Me CONGER. I ask that the record may be read, and that is my 
right. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the right of the gentleman from Michi- 


n. 
Mr. CARLISLE. How does the gentleman from Michigan have a 
right to have the record read ? It is not before the committee for con- 
sideration. I understand that when a proposition is pending before 
the committee, it is the right of any member to call for its reading ; 
but there is no proposition pending before the committee in reference 
to the record, it is a question of order addressed to the Chair; and 
when the Chair has informed himself of the facts, if the gentleman 
from Michigan disputes them let him say so and show, if he can, that 
the Chairman is mistaken. But he has no right to call for the read- 
ig of the evidence on which the Chairman makes his decision. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Michigan 
is entitled to the same sources of information as the Chair in regard 
to this question. The record isready now and will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. The “gentleman from Michigan” was aware that 
the Clerk was busy writing the record, and that it had not been writ- 
ten until now. I will hear it. [Laughter.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Woop moved that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
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House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill of the House No. 
4106, the tariff bill; which motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, in opening this discussion, I do not pro- 
poe at this time to enter into any explanation of the details of the bill. 

assume that when the Committee of the Whole shall progress further 
in the consideration of the subject, it will be incumbent upon the com- 
mittee and myself, its feeble representative, to afford such explana- 
tions as we may be able to give in reference to the particular articles 
comprised in the bill reported by the committee. My p at this 
time is rather to state some general propositions which in my judg- 
ment underlie all questions appertaining to the revenue, and to oO 
if I can, the attention of the House to those higher considerations 
which should govern this country and indeed all countries on the 
question of taxation. 

The highest power of Government is the power to tax, the power 
to arbitrarily demand of labor and prope a portion of their earn- 
ings and possessions—to take by forced levy a proportion of the 
people’s industry, and of the property which it has acquired. This 
demand upon the people is continuous and unrelenting—it is now 
and forever—from it there is no escape. So long as men live in organ- 
ized communities requiring control and direction for the protection 
of their lives and property, the expenditures incident to the organ- 
ization and maintenance of this authority must be borne. There- 
fore when the people have parted with the power to make the levy 
upon them, to be used at the discretion of those who administer the 
government for the time being, not only as to the imposition of the 
tax, but also in its disbursement, this power becomes the highest of 
all the prerogatives and duties of the state. 

Hence, in Wee ve consideration of a Voge a use of this au- 
thority, I am not unmin of its importance. It will be remembered 
that taxation simply consists in imposing exactions for the support 
of the Government. It was not designed that any other considera- 
tions should enter into the discharge of this trust. The burden, 
whether great or small, was to be borne bythe whole people upon prin- 
ciples of equity and equality. The proper adjusting of taxation so 
as to avoid oppressions upon the one side, or advantages on the other, 
has engaged the thoughts of statesmen for many hundred years. 
Nations have not been governed by any uniform rule in the methods 
devised. In every country at different periods of its existence dif- 
ferent ways have been adopted appropriate to the then existing con- 
= of 75 en and its internal and ener’ affairs 2 

ore, in my ju ent, it is not necessary to study history and draw 
from it eee which should govern our own I prec in this regard. 
I have little respect for those thinkers who hold theories and advise 
their practical application in this country, whether cn finance or tax- 
ation, who have no other grounds upon which to sustain them than 
are drawn from the practice of other countries, and in other days. 
While it is true that there are certain general principles applicable 
to this subject which it would be well to consider, yet it is equally 
true that the peculiar circumstances to which the principles are to 
be applied must after all regulate their valne. 

The United States has never had a permanently established system 
by which to procure revenue and to regulate its commerce with other 
nations. Nor is this singular in view of the fact that we have been 
undergoing remarkable changes since our national birth. Within the 
century of our existence the policy that was desirable at one time 
would have been very unfortunate at another, and at no time have 
we been so circumstanced until now that we could adopt political 
economies purely American. That period has arrived. For the first 
fourth of our century of life we were emerging from a colonial chaotic 
condition, struggling to cement fraternity among onrselves and to 
furnish mutual protection against others. The next quarter of the 
century was devoted to the ascertainment of our resources, and an 
assertion of our independence upon the seas. The third quarter was 
distinguished by the expansion of our territory, the acquisition of 
mineral resources of incalculable value, and a gradual growth of the 
nation toward becoming a great maritime power. While the last 
fourth of the century has marked the most extraordinary epoch in 
our history- distinguished for its extinction of slavery—the test 
civil war of any time, and its consequent demoralization and stimu- 
lating effects upon values, and the vicious legislation which of neces- 
sity followed. The nation, in consequence, lies weakened and pros- 
trated, and sick almost unto death. 

We are now bronght face to face with the solemn consideration of 
the present, and the great duties of the future. Doubtless those 
who shall write the history of this century hereafter will not fail to 
discover that in this latter period to which I have referred, com- 
prehending the present time, could be traced the germ of the sub- 
sequent national grandeur, wealth, and power, which I now see 
clearly is, with wisdom in our legislation, susceptible of accomplish- 
ment. There is now no 1 question which is within itself of 
sufficient importance to the people to make it worthy of a moment’s 


consideration as compared with that of establishing a policy of inter- 
national commercial intercourse, connected with a policy of taxa- 
tion, which shall be wise in its inception, permanent in its char- 
acter, less onerous in its exactions, and have for its prime object a 
fuller development of our material resources, and a more protitable 
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disposition of the fruits of labor, the results of enterprise, and the 
security and profits of capital. P 
PRODUCTION AND COMMERCE. 

These objects are to be secured by the e ee of principles in 
legislation which shall take from labor and capital the minimum of 
taxation with a maximum of advan in return, by economy in 
administration, and the fullest possible development of the resources 
of the country, from which both production and commerce shall 
derive an equal, honest, and legitimate advantage in the prosecu- 
tion of their industries. 

The fundamental basis upon which our legislation to promote these 
objects should rest, is that production and commerce are twin sisters, 
and should go hand in hand—that one is indispensable to the other. 
There can be no antagonism between them. uction must have 
commerce, and commerce must have production. While it may be 
true that the present cost of internal transit in this country has im- 
posed and does impose an undue burden upen production, arising 
altogether from a monopoly of the power of transmission, yet this 
will not be the case either cs the land or the ocean if in our new 
departure we shall adopt enlightened principles. 

he levying the duties upon foreign goods and direct taxes upon 
domestic Soda and interests may be considered not only as questions 
of revenue, but also as susceptible of being made the methods by 
which all interests can be subserved and the national resources more 
fully utilized. If the authority to impose taxes can be used to advan- 
tage one class, is it not well for us to consider whether it cannot be 
used as well for all? not only to promote the home industries, but to 
advance the prosperity of all sections and every enterprise, whether 
commercial, agricultural, mechanical, or man turing. 

While kara gears the power to tax if confined to its legiti- 
mate object is restricted to that duty alone, yet if it can be made an 
instrument so as to combine other objects not inconsistent with just 
and equal taxation, by which the whole nation, as well the people 
as individuals, shall be alike advantaged, then is it not our duty to 
adopt it? To this end we should connect with our system a more 
enlarged and comprehensive scheme than that which now exists. 

With a larger seaboard than any other nation, and with material 
resources in excess of our capacity of consumption, we must encour- 
age and promote the adoption of such relations with other nations 
as will open up the markets of the world, and make the whole uni- 
verse contribute to our prosperity. 

But the further development of our material resources will avail 
us little if commerce does not stand by to utilize the results, The 
large surplus yield of our 7e would be of trifling value if 
it could not be carried to other consumers than those who produce 
it. The same principle applies to manufactures and mine We 
should therefore adopt a policy which shall create facilities purely 
American for the transmission of the excess over our own consum 
tion to foreign buyers and consumers. Nor will this be the only ad- 
vantage of such a policy. It will lead to a larger interchange of 
commodities between other nations and ourselves, in which we will 
be the gainers. We shall take from them the articles which our soil or 
climate will not enable us to produce, and return them back in man- 
ufactured form, thus deriving profit from our superior capacity, 
energy, or ingenuity. It is our chief boast as a people that in intel- 
ligence, industry, and enterprise we are second to none, and certainly 
we cannot hesitate to enter the race for supremacy with any other 
people where these qualities are requisite for success. There is indeed 
no one of the departments of human labor in which we hesitate to 
claim superiority, and believe we can maintain it if a fair opening be 
afforded to an equal footing with others. 

Before pro: ing to consider how best to avail ourselves of these 
advantages by legislation, it may be well to look at the laws as they 
now exist and to see in what regard the present tariff operates as an 
obstruction to the enlargement of our peels trade. I approach the 
subject with a full appreciation of the difficalties attending any 
change, however desirable it might be. 

From July 4, 1789, when the first tariff law was enacted, until 1876, 
there were passed one hundred and twenty-eight laws in relation to 
the levying and coliection of duties. In the law as it now stands 
are many of the provisions of statutes passed over fifty years ago; 
some in the language as originally passed which yet remains, others 
ha ve been m ed and amended and consequently exist in part. The 
revision of the revenue laws in 1874, instead of simplifying and con- 
solidating the then existing statutes, served rather to complicate, 
confuse, and add in many respects to the previously existing diffi- 
culties. But this was not the greatest objection to that revision. It 
actually changed many of the rates levied as duties, torga p 
8 to be only a cdi cation of those already established by law. 

e laws as they now exist are mainly the creation of the last fif- 
teen years. Within the period from 1861 to 1876 were passed one 
hundred and eight laws relating to the tariff and the collection of 
duties. Nearly every one of x ath acts was the creation of some 
special domestic interest or to subserve some partisan purpose. 

The present tariff laws are subject to the following objections: 

First. They comprise twenty-one hundred and seventy-two articles, 
each oy as to duty or to official examination at ports of entry. 

Second. The dutiable articles are in many cases subject to com- 
peund duties; that is, the ad valorem and the specific combined in 
the same article. 


The following table, furnished by the Bureau of Statistics, states 
this in detail: 
rates of 


n of paving specific, sen adit * 
une 4, (para 


braced in both inclusive, also number 

duty, under the Revised Statutes of the United States, 

graphs from $21 to 1805, both inclusive, Heyl's tariff: 
Number paying ad valorem rate. 
Number paying specifi « 
Number paying compound rates 
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2,172 
Third. Their ambiguity of language and doubt as to construction 
and the complex rates of duty, tend to litigation, loss of revenue, an 


ury to the importer. 

here are now pending in the United States circuit court of New 
York nearly three thousand cases arising out of the tariff laws and on 
the present calendar of the Supreme Court there are a large number 
yet undetermined. 

Fourth. They have the effect to increase the duty levied in an in- 
verse ratio to the value of the merchandise; thus the luxuries of the 
rich are less highly taxed than the necessaries of the poor, 

Fifth. Their high rates encourage fraud by undervaluations of in- 
voices and other evasions, and also smuggling, thus inducing perjury 
and other kindred crimes, 

The enormous frauds on the revenue in consequence of the high 
2 character of the rates of duty are beyond estimate. Intel- 

gent officers of the customs have placed the amount of loss to the 
as high as 20 per cent. of the total sum collected. 

A statistician of the custom-house estimates that of silk alone, im- 
pees into this country, “ there was, either by direct smuggling or 

y undervaluation, at least five or six million dollars a year, perbaps 
seven millions, (out of thirty-five millions,) which paid no duty.“ One 
of the examiners estimated the loss to the Government by undervalua- 
tions at from three to five millions ayear. Another witness spoke of 
the silk smuggling during late years as “ prodigious,” and the United 
States civil-service commission, in their report of 1671, looking at the 
general loss of revenue, remarked: “ Itis calculated by those who 

ave made a careful study of all the facts that one-fourth of the rev- 
enues of the United Statesis annually lost on the collection.” (Forty- 
second Con second session, Executive Document No. 10.) 

Sixth. On many articles the duty is made altogether prohibitory, 
or so high as to yield but little revenue, while upon the whole they 
operate so as to enhance the price of any imported article, which, as 
a CO nence, enhances the cost to the consumer of any domestic- 
made like article. 

Seventh. Thus a loss of revenue follows, which causes tha neces- 
sity of imposing additional taxation in other ways so as to make up 
the deficit in the Treasury. 

Eighth. The large, complicated, and cumbersome machinery re- 
quired in its administration is made the pretext for the employment 
of a great number of subordinate officials, who in general are parti- 
san retainers, with little work, but great opportunities for profit. 

Ninth. The expense of collection is equal to about 5 per cent. upon 
the sum collected, which, if added to the loss by collection and false 
valuations upon which duty is assessed, would be equivalent to the 
ordinary expenses of the whole Treasury Department if administered 
upon an economical basis. 

on the following table this expense is shown from 1872 to 1876 in- 
clusive. 


Expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for the five fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1876. 


$6,950, 189 21 88, 028, 701 62 
7,079, 743 42 8, 213, 614 79 
7, 319, 918 55 8, 426, 477 17 
7, 023, 521 80 8,014, 615 46 

704. 888 09 7 94 


Average per annum, $8,057,226 59. 

In short, the evils of the present tariff laws are so outrageous that 
it is difficult to speak of them with patience. They are the results 
of aseries of assaults through legislation upon the pockets and labor 
of the people. They are immoral in theory, utterly indefensible in 
practice, and without any merits upon which their most ingenious 
and well-paid beneficiaries can maintain their defense. And yet we 
do not propose to deal with them as their demerits deserve. Irecog- 
nize an implied moral right to a little longer continuation of the favor 
which they afford to the manufacturing interests. The bill reported 
affects them, so far as the rates of duties are concerned, but little. 
Its reductions are trifling as compared to what they should be, and 
in my opinion they could well afford to bear. If I had the power to 
commence de novo I should reduce the duties 50 per cent, instead of 
less than 15 per cent. upon an average, as now proposed. 

To ify fully the evils following the present protective system 
would be impossible, and I will furnish but one example showing its 


effect upon the agricultural industries : 
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THE FARMER AND THE TARIFF. 

The farmer, whose whole mind is bent on his agricultural pursuits, 
has neither the time nor 5 to investigate the influence of the 
tariff tax on his househol nses ; itis a fact, however, that every 
article he uses is either directly subject to a tariff tax or enhanced by 
the tariff. Let us enumerate these burdens: the farmer’s house in the 
West, where lumber is scarce, pays either a direct or enhanced tax of 
20 per cent. on the lumber his house is built of; a tax of 35 per cent. on 
the paint itis painted with; of 90 percent. on his window-glass ; of 35 
per cent. on the nails; of 53 per cent. on the screws; of 30 per cent. on 
the door-locks; of from 35 to 40 per cent. on the hinges; of 35 per cent. 
on the wall-paper; of from 60 to 70 per cent. on his carpet; of 40 per 
cent. on his crockery; of 38 per cent. on his iron hollow-ware; of 35 
per cent. on his cutlery; 40 per cent. on his glassware; of from 35 
per cent. to 40 per cent. on the linen he uses in the household ; of 
51 cent. on the common castile soap he uses; 48 per cent. on 
the starch. When he goes into his stable, barn, or workshop he will 
find that he pays 35 per cent. on the iron he uses; 53 per cent, on 
the halter-chains; 45 per cent. on the files and rasps he may use; 
47 per cent. on the backsaw ; 49 per cent. on cross-cut saw; 38 per 
cent. on the handsaw, and 35 per cent. on any sheet-iron he may 
require. On his medicines he pays 20 per cent.; on the quinine pills 
he swallows, 20 per cent.; on blue-pills, 40 per cent., and 40 per cent. 
on any medicinal preparations. The female portion of his house can- 
not even go into hysteria without paying a tax of 20 per cent. on 
asafetida that may be required to quiet their excited nerves, On 
bis sugar he pays a tax of at least 60 per cent. As for the clothing 
he and his f: y uses, let me enumerate the tax separately: on his 
wool hat he pays from 60 to 80 per cent.; on his fur hat, from 45 to 
60 per cent.; on his suit of woolen clothes, some 55 per cent.; on the 
leather for his boots and shoes, 25 per cent.; on his hosiery, 35 per 
cent.; on his wife’s and 58 ena common alpaca dress he pays 65 to 
70 per cent.; on spool- , 70 per cent., and on the needles, 35 per 
cent. If I were inclined to pursue these topics further it would take 
up too much time; suffice it to say that the furnishing of his child's 
cradle and the coffin in which he is finally buried pay a direct tax 
er are enhanced in price by our tariff system. 

The committee has not undertaken to reform all the abuses of the 
present tariff. Though fully conscious of the necessity of effecting 
many radical changes sooner or later, we were content with a simpli- 
fication of methods of assessing the duties, changing the phraseol- 
ogy, so as to avoid ambiguity and doubt as to the proper duty to be 
levied, a large curtailment in the number of articles to be assessed 
for duty, and in ing upon the law important provisions looking 
to a more liberal commercial intercourse with foreign nations. 

The changes proposed are designed to be the foundation for a pr 
manent measure, comprehending new principles and a lopping off of 
the complications and contradictions now existing in the present laws, 

The bill reported has but one list so called, and that is the dutiable 
one. It has no compound rates, the duties being either ad valorem 
or specific, and the latter as far as practicable. It comprises two 
hundred and forty-seven classes of articles, and five hundred and 
seventy-five articles against the large number comprised in a prot 
ent law. It has no free list assuch; all articles not enumerated and 
specifically named are to be admitted free. In lieu of the duties 
now levied upon the cost and charges added to the original cost 
or value of the articles imported at poe of production or export, 
which has been the source of so much litigation between the Gov- 
ernment and the 3 the bill fixes an allowance of 5 per 
cent., equally applicable to all merchandise coming in under the 
ad valorem principle. It levies a discriminating duty of 10 per cent. 
additional upon all merchandise imported from and the growth and 

roduction of any country which discriminates against the United 
tates in the admission of our products to their ports. 

This provision is not intended as retaliatory, but is designed as an 
inducement to those foreign countries whose treaty stipulations pre- 
fer other nations to our own to make commercial regulations with 
us which shall place us upon an equally favorable footing. The bill 
in this, and in its general scope and tenor, looks to an enlargement 
of our foreign commerce, not only in its navigation, but also in facil- 
ities for, the profitable sale of American-grown products of every 
character. Another and important provision is that which proposes 
to establish manufacturing bonded warehouses, and the benetit of 
drawback upon all exported s containing auy foreign material 
subject to duty. It is designed to encourage the exportation of 
American manufactured products of every character, by affordin 
them the raw material free of duty, so that they can compete with 
any other like manufactures in the markets of the werld. We be- 
lieve that it is only necessary to afford our people an equal chance 
with all others in order to prove to foreign nations that we are equal 
if not superior to them in our manufactures. The bill will materially 
reduce the cost of collecting the customs revenue. The official report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1877 (page 4) gives the cost of 
collecting the revenue from customs as $6 501,037.57. I may safely 
claim that the simplification, together with the curtailment of the 
number of dutiable articles and the abolition of the free list, will 
reduce this sum at least 15 per cent. 


Another considerable saving will be gained in the authority given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to consolidate the collection districts, 
now the source of a large and unnecessary outlay; many of them are 


kept up at several thousand dollars’ without producing any 
return whatever in the way of duties collected. I ate the sav- 
44608 5 two items at 20 per cent., Which will be, equivalent to- 

Some apprehensions have been entertained that the reduced rates 

8 will cause a loss of revenue. There is no necessity for 

ear on this account. The removal of the ambiguities of the present 
tariff and the easy and s y liquidation of entries which will 
follow will operate as much to increase the importations as the pro- 
posed reduced rates will cause loss of revenue. 

The many obstructions now ee e, in entering at the cus- 
tom-houses and of speedily ascertaining the amount of duty to be 
paid you under the new system be very much if not altogether 
removed. 

A merchant will know in advance the exact amount of duty to be- 

aid, which will facilitate commerce and the Government will col- 
ect the duty without delay or litigation. Those who are not familiar 
with the present machinery used in the collection of duties will be 
slow to believe the great losses to the Treasury which are constantly 
occurring in consequence. It has been estimated that the Govern- 
ment loses from 10 to 15 per cent. of the amount it should collect. 

The losses occurring by evasions of the law, collusion with officials,. 
and smuggling will, if the reforms pro be carried ont, be much 
lessened, and the opportunity for frauds and the demoralizing effect 
upon Government officers prevented. 

But to leave no doubt as to the amount of revenue to be collected 
under the bill, I append a carefully prepared estimate based upom: 
the average importations of value and quantities for the past eight 
years: 

Estimated revenue under the proposed tariff. 


Articles. 


aaae 
1 erm C. Hemp, flax, and manu- 


D indassanesnusssweasan 000 
Schedule D. Spirits and wines 4287 
Schedule E. and steel and manu- 

factures 4, 800, 000 


pe ar pA py 
2 
8885 


88 


Schedule G. Molasses .. 
Schedule H. Silks... 


RE 
2 
ts 


88 
8888888888 


Wood 
Schedule L Wools and woolens 
Schedule M. Sundries -+ 
8 pom amounts arising 
out ot cent. for transit charges 
and e asin section 2 of 
sre hee my Sd eel pe pees 
ues s an a rem 
duty, feann ao at „000, 00 


On merchandise from countries that 
have discriminating duties against 
the United States: 

ted amount of goods con- 
sumed, $40,000,000. 

Estimated arenga duty, 40 per cent., 
which gives 10 per cent. 
tional duty on $16,000,000...... 

Saving in 
cent. on $6,500,000 


ba pi 


141, 069, 138 
130, 956,493 


10, 112, 645. 


A/ ccc / A 
r „ coansaace 


(a) SCHEDULE D.—SPIRITS AND WINES. 
The alterations in the tariff on still wines in this schedule, if based upon the es- 
timated consumption of last year, would yield a revenue of $2,150,000, or $4.8,000- 
more than last year. 


The calculation of revenue under the new tariff on still wines is based as follows: 


Gallons. 
Still wines paying 40 cents du 72S 3. 500. 000» 
Still wines paying 75 cents dum —ñ- A 4«õ eenenee- 600. 000 
Still wines paying $1.50 duty 200. 000 


This schedule comprises the sparkling wines, brandies, and spirits, &c., which 
will prodace the see ae estimated. £ = * 8 


(b) SCHEBULE F.—PROVISIONS. 

No changes having been made in this schedule, the revenue in 1877 was $2,963,440. 
It is therefore safe to assume that the revenue will not decrease, and that 
$3,000, 000 is a fair estimate. 

(c) SCHEDULE L—SPICES. 

The revenue from spices in 1877 amounts to $820,779. The increase of duty under 
the new bill, estimated on the consumption of 1877, will produce a revenue of 
$1,317,205. Prepared ginger, included in the schedule, producing $102,069, is under 
the old tariff included in schedule M. 
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(d.) SCHEDULE J.—TOBACCO AND CIGARS. 
The consumption of tobacco in 1877 has been 7,036,910 pounds, which is about the 


average consum during the last t years. 
The eee seg — Ai cigars ‘Settee the dats eight years has been 5,801,810 


poaa which gives an average of 725,226 pounds per annum. The consumption 
t year, therefore, of 529,198 ds has FF 
made aro nevertheless upon low and moderate consumption of 1877. The yield 


from cigars under the new tariff will give $1,852,193, or some $32,000 more than last 
year. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
21, 1878. 


: Ji 
ated in 3 2 45 ares ty Tat A Moore of the New 8 


Schedule A. Cotton and cotton goods 
Schedule B. Earths and earthen ware. v 


Schedule G. 5 ee 
Schedule H. Silks and silk goods o 
Schedule I. ns De 3 


Schedule K. Wood.... 
Schedule L. Wools and woolen goods 
Schedule M. Sundries 

Average rate upon the whole, 43.84 per cent. 


ESE aSRRE ERA 
S888 888828888 


Hon. Fernaxpo Woop, M. C., 
Chairman of Committee of Ways and Means, 
ouse of Representatives. 


Comparative statement of ad valorems under present and proposed law. 


Articles. 


Schedule A. Cotton and cotton goods 53. 56 28. 00 
Schedule B. Earths and earthenware .. 49, 28 40. 00 
Schedule C. Hemp. jute, and flax goods 31. 87 26. 30 
Schedule D. Liquors .......-...-----.- vos 85. 66 „ 20. 00 
Schedule E. Metals ..... . ..... . mH 1288 
Schedule F. Provision 32.19 32.19 
Schedule G. Sugar 45.72 |§ its 
Schedule H. Silks and silk gots. 58.85 45. 00 
Schedule I. Spices..........-..... — 46. 00 46. 60 
Schedule J. Tobacco 76.11 71. 11 
Schedule K. WO. aL 15. 00 
Schedule L. Wools and woolen goods 60. 49 43. 00 
Schedule M. S es 29. 42 30, 00 


Iron and steel. f Other metals. ; Sugar, per pound. § Molasses, per gallon. 
REVENUE NECESSITIES, 

The Secre of the Treasury, in his annual report before quoted. 
estimates the total requirements of the Treasury for the present fisca 
year ending June 30, 1878, to be $232,430,643.72 and for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1879, to be 8280688, 796.38, which, less a deduc- 
tion of $11,000,000 by reduction in estimates and 837, 196,045.04 for the 
sinking fund, will leave $232,492,751.34. These estimates, though 
doubtless in excess of the sums that Con will grant, may be taken 
as the maximum amounts which will required for each of the 
periods stated. To meet these disbursements the Secretary antici- 

ates the following revenues, namely. for 1878, $265,500,000, and, for 
1879, $269,250,000. In thedisbursements the Secretary does not include 
any sum for the sinking fund, though he refers to this as probably to 
be provided for. I think it is time that this myth of an expenditure 
should be either altogether abolished or held in abeyance until the 
tax-payers of the country get the benefit of their overpayments to the 
8 fund on this account. 

SINKING FUND. 

In estimating the necessities of the Treasury, I ph vot omit any 
contribution to the sinking fund. There is not the least obligation 
upon the part of the Government to go further in that direction than 
it has already gone. Neither in law nor equity, nor on ey ground 
of public policy are we obliged to sink another dollar in that fund 
for at least eight years to come. As this question begins to attract 
attention, it may be well to give a brief history of sinking funds in 
England, as well as in the United States. In the latter part of the 
ole teenth century Dr. Price, a leading mathematician of England, 
published a series of papers on sinking funds, in which be showed 
the enormous production of money at compound interest, and this 
after all is the underlying principle of the sinking-fund theory. 

These theories were adopted by Mr. Pitt in his resolutions of March 
29, 1786, on which occasion he said: “Upon the deliberation of this 
-day the people of England place all their hopes of a full return of 
. (Parl. History xxvi, 1295, 1313, 1109;) and no doubt he 

ully believed this, as did a majority of the people of England. He 
carried his point, and a sinking fund was established of a million 
sterling a year, (act of Parliament of May 26, 1786,) subsequently 
increased by two hundred thonsand sterling per annum, and provid- 
ing for a third addition in these words, “ that whenever in future any 


sums should be raised by loans * * * 
on the stock created by such loans should be issued ont of the prod- 


a sum equal to 1 per cent. 


uce of the consolidated fund (revenues) quarterly, to be placed to 
the account of the commissioner,” but by these acts the aggregate of 
the sinking fund was limited, (32 George III, ch. 69, 1792. 

Under these two acts the fund was man until 1802, and as im- 
mense sums were borrowed to carry on the war with Napoleon, it 
grew with — 7 rapidity. In this year an act was passed (Parl. Hist. 
xxxvi, 890, i enacting “that this fund (the sinking fund) should 
accumulate till the whole existing redeemable annuities should be 
paid off,” and the “one-million fund,” “ two-million-pound fund,” and 
“1 per cent. fund” were combined into one “consolidated fund” 
which it was estimated would pay off the debt in forty-five years. 

Under these three acts the sinking fund continued to be adminis- 
tered until 1813, when its annual income was £15,500,000 sterling, 
and the debts which it had discharged from 1786 to 1813, a period of 
twenty-seven years, amounted to £238,231,000. (See Paebrer’s tables 
153, 154, 246; Parl. papers 1822, &., 145; Porters Parl. tables i, 1 
Colquhour, 292, 294.) But duri ig the period from 1792 to 1515 the 
government had borrowed £585,000,000, or over double the amount 
of the sinking fund. 

In 1813 the thinking English ebe began to see that the sinking 
fund was a mere juggle with figures, and that no amount of mere 
financial operations can mend either national or individual fortunes. 
These ideas soon spread to the legislature, and then began the grad- 
ual inroad upon this fand which ended in its final extinction in 1832. 

These inroads were accelerated and enco by the nation’s de- 
mand for relief from the burdens of taxation, and the leaders soon 
found it popular to reduce these burdens by supplying the deficiency 
from this fund. d 

If instead of doing this they had reduced expenditures and can- 
celed the debt then in the hands of the commissioners £238,000,000 
sterling of their debt would have been aapea out and £15,500,000 of 
expenditures would have Sappen as if by nT ap But reduction 
of expenditures was not popular, and the English leaders found it 
easier to supply the deficiencies occasioned by reductions in taxation 
by encroaching upon this fund; and this encroachment, gradually 
continued as I have before said, finally resulted in its 55 
but not before a law had been passed (July 11, 1828, 10 IV, 
chapter 27) providing that “the amount of the sinking fund be the 
actual surplus of the revenues over the expenditures.” 

From that day to this England has continued to increase in wealth 
and prosperity. Her 3 per cent. consols, an absolutely irredeémable 
debt, are quoted to-day at from 93 per cent. to 94 per cent. in the Lon- 
don market. Her debt, which at the close of the French war was 


$4,200,000,000, is now $3,700,000,000, eren, ype in a period of 
not quite fifty years she has only sneceeded in reducing her debt 
$500,000,000, a less amount than we have paid off in one- of that 


time. And she has never since had a sinking fund, the only reduc- 
tion of her debt arising from the application of the surplus revenue 
to its purchase. 

The debt of the United States at the close of the revolutionary 
war, or, rather, the amount funded and unfunded at the commence- 
ment of the present Government, is stated by Hamilton (report, 1808) 
at a little over $75,000,000. By the act of August 12, 1790, provision 
was made for a cg ar fund, to be man , with the approbation 
of the President, by the Vice-President, Chief-Justice, Secretary of 
State, Secretary of the 1 and the Attorney-General, as a 
commission for that purpose. This fund was constituted, first, ef 
the surplus of the duties on imports and mayne, to the end of 1790; 
second, the proceeds of a loan of $2,000,000, borrowed for that 
purpose; third, the interest on the public debt, purchased, redeemed, 
or paid into the Treasury, together with thesurplus, if any, of moneys 
appropriated for interest. Subsequent acts added to the funds for 
this purpose, enlarged the scope of the duties of the commission, and 
somewhat varied its plans, but it substantially continued its opera- 
tions until the public debt was either purchased, redeemed, or pro- 
vided for, and on the 6th of February, 1836, the commissioners re- 
ported their labors ended and recommended that the sinking fund 
and its commissioners should be discontinued. This is the only finally 
suecessful sinking-fund operation upon record, but I have not been 
able to find any statement showing its operations, as a whole, nor 
have I been able to ascertain the probable expense of its management. 
It is safe to say, however, that this expense was not inconsiderable 
as compared with the amount of debt to be managed, and in this re- 
spect our present sinking fund, as amended by the act of July 14, 
1870, is an improvement upon any plan heretofore tried either in this 
country or England, since it is merely an account upon our Treasury 
books instead of an actual fund in the hands of commissioners. Fur- 
ther than this,so much of the debt as has been actually redeemed 
ceases forever, and the charge upon the revenues for interest account 
is permanently reduced ; this latter, however, only apparently, since 
we have retained as a basis of our annual appropriations to the sink- 
ing fund not only all this interest but in dition thereto compound 
interest at the same rate. This is the objéctionable feature of the 
sinking-fund law as it now exists; that the amount te be provided 
for it annually is indefinite and uncertain, depending upon the com- 
putations of clerks for its sum, and without a clearly specified basis 
or rate even for that. The true sinking fund is a permanent appro- 
priation of a definite sum each year, be that great or small, and the 
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making of it a sacred c 
interest upon the public debt. 

But however theories may be started or figures made to prove them, 
a provision for a sinking fund must in the end simply amount to a 
measure for continuing a high rate of taxation, or, on the other hand, a 
reduction of expenditures by which asurplus over and above the other 
necessary objects of expenditure is provided, which will amoant to the 
sum required for this fund. It means nothing more nor less than a 
specific knowledge of the expenditures of the nation in detail, and 
then the levying of a tax that will produce enough to meet these ex- 

nditures. Any sinking fund is a mere device, and amounts to noth- 
ing unless a revenue is provided in some my to meet it. This done, 
let the amount be applied in monthly ins ents to the purchase 
or redemption of so much of the debt as it will buy or redeem, and stop 
the interest. 5 

There is no question of the growth of money at compound interest, 
but this can only be applied as between debtor and creditor. It is 
absurd and childish for a nation to undertake its application in its 
dealings with itself. It is like taking money from one pocket and 
putting it into the other, and every time you do it making an entry 
in your cash-book. It merely adds the cost of management to the 
interest charge. If you have the money, pay your debt and stop the 
interest is the only wise plan for nations as well as individuals. The 
present sinking fund was created under the act of February 25, 1862, 


section 5, as follows: 

Sec, 5. And be it further enacted, That all duties en im ä d 
in cnin, or in notes payable on demand heretofore autho to be issued and by 
law receivable in payment of public dues, and the coin so paid shall be set apart 
asa ng hee and shall be applied as follows: 

8 Pad To the payment in coin of theinterest on the bonds and notes of the United 


Second. To the purchase or Sem of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the United 
States, tobe made within each year after the 1st day of July, 1862, which is 
to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like 5 

Secretary 0 


applied to the or payment of the public debt, as the 
VVV P > 
Third. The residne thereof to be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


At the 23 of this act Salmon P. Chase, afterward Chief Justice 
of the United States, was Secretary of the Treasury. He disregarded 
it. During his service as Secretary of the Treasury he never paid 
one dollar into the sinking fund. He was succeeded by Mr. Fessen- 
den, of Maine. Mr. Fessenden had been a member of both Houses of 
Congress. I had the honor of serving with him on this floor as far 
back as 1841. He was chairman of the Finance Committee of the 
Senate, and drew that act and reported it to the Senate—or rather 
that feature of the act. He disre, ed it. Mr. Fessenden never 
while Seeretary of the Treasury paid one dollar into the sinking fund. 
He was succeeded by Mr. McCulloch. He disregarded it. Daring 
those three administrations of the Treasury Department, although the 
sinking fund was created in February, 1862, not one dollar was taken 
from the revenues of the country for this purpose. It was not until 
Mr. Boutwell became Secretary was there any notice taken of it. He 
went into the market and bought the bonds at a premium, in order to 
get the benefit of a so-called reduction of the public debt. In 1875 
in this House I took up this subject and declared that we were adopt- 
ing a wrong policy in this regard; that it was almost criminal to con- 
tinue the then present rate of taxation merely for the purpose of 
contributing toward this myth of an expenditure, and I showed that 
had every Secre from the passage of the act down made his an- 
nual contribution then we were in excess of about $145,060,000 paid 
into the sinking fund more than we need to have done under the 17 

Secretary Morrill following up what I had begun in 1875, in his 
annual report for the year 1876, dated December 4, takes the same 
ground. He refers to the sinking fund in these words: 


By the terms of the act ef February 25, 1962, it was 5 that, after the Ist 
day of July, * 1 cent. of the entire debt of the United States should be pur- 
chased or paid sinking fund ; , that 
the interest on sai lied to the purchase oF RSE: 

ment of the debt. The sixth section of the act of July 14, 1870, also required that, 
in addition to other amounts to be 9 to the redemption or payment of the 
public debt, an amount equal to the in t on all bonds belonging to the aforesaid 
sinking fund should be 8 to the payment of the public debt. 

From the time when the act first named was to go into effect, until August 31, 
1865, the demands upon the Treasury for incident to the war were greatly 
in excess of the revenues of the Government, and therefore there was no surplus 
income which could be applied to the extinguishment of the debt or the creation 
of a sinking fund, and consequently the law providing for that fund was during 

that od necessarily rendered ve. 


upon the coin reyenues next after the 


of the during each fiscal year, commencing with July, 1862, had been suf- 

ficient to have made a li compliance with the conditions of the law practica- 

ble, the account would at the close of the last fiscal year have appeared upon the 
booksof the Department as follows: 

Amount for fiscal year 1863...... 85, 556, 269 97 

Amouvt for fiscal year 1864. — 12,184, 000 52 

Amonnt for fiscal year 1865. -- 20, 233, 683 45 

Amount for fiscal year 1866. 30, 490, 707 15 

Amount for fiscal 1867. -- 33, 080,531 88 

33, 736, 306 85 

34, 638, 937 03 

. 35, 959, 651 99 

- 36, 370, 257 59 

36, 507, 573 43 

36, 859, 924 20 

-- 38,012, 930 63 

39, 536, 019 66 

40, 681, 331 02 

433, 848, 215 37 


On the 31st of August, 1865, the public debt, as represented upon the books of the 
Department and shown by the public-debt statement, its highest point, 
Det, ess bonds issued to the various Pacific Railroad Companies 

and less cash in the Treasury .....--.-----2-+e0+es-+-+e- 82, 756, 431, 571 43 
On June 30, 1876, the debt, including accrued interest, less bonds 

issued to the Pacific Railroad panies and less cash in the 

WER oo ones cca ccessespeccctvenceussucsscaceneerans 2, 099, 439, 344 99 
Reduction of the debt „„„%vä ñjeord·· 656, 992, 226 44 


The terms of the law of Feb: 25, 1 juired by the operations of a sink- 
ing-fund account that the public debt bed the sum of 8433, 48,215.37 


between July 1, 1862, and the close of the last fiscal ae A reduction has been 
ae — ameg that period of $656,992,226.44, or $223,144,011.07 more than was abso- 
ately 


It can therefore be said, as a matter of faot, that all of the pledges and obliga- 
tions of the Government to gene ae toue for the sinking fund and the cancelin- 
tion of the public debt have been fully met and carried out. 

The following, from Secretary Sherman’s report, appears to sustain 
this position : 


scal 1 
make a literal ae with the conditions of the Akin und law 2 
a total of 84.818, 218.37 would have been applied to that fund July 1, 1876, whereas 
the actual reduction of the debt, including accrued interest, less 


ted to $696,273,348.17, 954,459,39 in 
amoun „or. 
excess of the amount required by law to be provided for that foe 

I do not think, therefore, with this authority of two Secretaries of 
the Treasury, and these , Which cannot be disputed, together 
with the additional fact that the public credit of the United States 
stands as high if not Ke than that of any other nat ion, there can be 
necessity for maintaining the present taxation for such objects. No 
government in the world owes so little in proportion to its resources as- 
ours. Ourconsols stand with the first on the London Exchange and the 
Paris Bourse. We can borrow at as low a rate of interest, if we make 
the bond long enough, as can England, the credit of which is the best in 
Europe. Therefore we should provide only for the amount required. 
for the actual living expenditures, which taken as a basis of estimate 
as stated by Mr. Sherman will be an . of about 8230, 000,000 
per annum, if we include the reduction in interest arising in conse- 
quence of the final conversion of the five-twenties into the four per- 
cents. 

This, therefore, may be considered as the fair ave annual ex- 
penditure of the Government for a series of years, and it is necessary 
to provide for it beyond hazard or contingency. 

The total for the J 30, 1877, were -n 
The rovennea for the rst diro quarters of the nt fi 
res iggy ems ty vai eed 


ating remaining quarter 
Whole revennnneaaaaaaaaaaͤͤ%ͤ%C 


S —— ͤ —— 
Estimate by the Secretary for the year ending June 30, 18799 269, 250, 000 00 

There can be no doubt that with the least revival in trade the 
receipts after this year will be increased. The average receipts will 
be about $270,000,000 per annum; if there is no return of perity 
an excess of revenue over expenditures of about $40,000,000. This 
statement I deem a sufficient guarantee to the Government creditors 
that their security is in no way endangered bi eases to pay into 
the sinking fund, as it is also encouraging to t people to hope that 
a reduction in taxation can be made without any detriment to the 
public interest. 

This apparent surplus revenue should be met by a corresponding 
reduction in taxation and in expenditures. It is our duty to fore; 
appropriations not absolutely required, so that the burden of the 
people may be lightened to the lowest ble minimum. The reduc- 
tions proposed in the present tariff afford much relief, and, as I 
have shown, without injury to the Treasury. A corresponding re- 
duction can be made in direct taxes, and yet sufficient revenue can 
be relied upon to meet the interest upon the public debt and defray 
all the n expenses of administration, if conducted upon a 
like scale of economy, as the tax-payers are now compelled to apply 
to their own individual affairs. 

MANUFACTURERS. 

The principe opposition to a change in the tariff emanates from 
the friends of extreme protection to the manufacturing interests. 

Whatever may have been the excuse originally for the govern- 
mental bounty to the then infant manufacturers, it does not now exist 
and should not be continued, because the necessity for it no longer re- 
mains. They have reached so — a degree of excellence and grown 
so strong that they not only need not fear foreign competition here 
but are able to bes re t enn z pan rine 3 t any 
opposition or riv: there. is is the especially with regard to 
the leading and the most protected interests. The iron and steel, the 
woolen, the cotton, and the silk productions of the United States are 
now forcing themselves into foreign markets by no other aid than 
their own superiority and conceded merit. 

TRON AND STEEL. 

Much alarm has been excited in some parts of the Union by an 

undue apprehension that great injury to the iron and steel 8 
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urers wonld follow any change in the tariff. The iron and steel in- 
terests have been especially referred to as those which would be 
ruined by any interference whatever. I think upon a careful exam- 
ination of the bill, so far as it affects this industry, these apprehen- 
sions will cease. The average reduction in rates in the metal sched- 
ule is only 4 per cent., which would seem to be too little to cause 
any alarm on the ground of loss of protection. The partial change 
from specific to ad valorem duties cannot properly be complained of. 
In some cases the change became or the better securing 
the duties which have been frequently evaded, and in others for the 

urpose of simplification in the interest of revenue as well as of the 
ae manufacturer, and in other cases for the purpose of modifying 
the vexatious classifications now existing. The total loss of revenue 
Pan 9 50 schedule, if computed on the consumption of 1877, amounts 
to $417,716. 

The consumption of foreign metals, iron, steel, and manufactures 
of, has fallen from $57,333,158 in 1873 to $10,222,220 in 1877. The 
mean average for eight years’ consumption of these metals and manu 
ufactures thereof amounted to $38,030,766 perannum. The large fall- 
ing off in the importation of these articles may be properly traced to 
two causes: first, the high duties and the vexatious and cumbersome 
classifications, and, secondly, the wonderful progress and improve- 
ment which our own country has made in similar manufactures. To 
the latter cause, in my judgment, may be attributed the principal in- 
fluence which is operating. It is quite certain that the exportation 
of manufactured articles which come under this head has largely in- 
creased. According to the official returns issued by the Bureau of 
Statistics, November 10, 1877, the average increase has been fully equal 
to 30 per cent. for the nine months ending 30th September last, over 
the preceding nine months of 1876. We exported in 1876 during this 
riod of machinery, $1,891,305, and in the like period of 1877 $ BRI, 
and of pig-iron, $70,544 in 1876 and $138,100 in 1877; of railroad 
for rails, $128,567 in 1876 and $198,770 in 1877; of sheet, band, and 
hoop iron, $4,988 in 1876 and $23,072 in 1877; of steam-engines, 
$499, 405 in 1876 and $522,040 in 1877, and other manufactures of iron 
not enumerated, $2,510,038 in 1876 and $2,772,516 in 1877. 

The exportations of steel show a more gratifying result. Of ed 
tools we exported for the nine months of 1876 $448,717, while for the 
same period in 1877 the export an.ounted to $609,842; and of muske 

istols, rifles, and sporting-guns we exported in 1876 $2,015,662, an 
5 1877 $4,361,752, an increase of about 133 pe cent., and in other 
manufactures of steel not enumerated $112,817 in 1876, $247,216 in 
1877. The total exports of iron and the manufactures of iron for the 
fiscal year 1877 was 88,089,540, thus showing that the apprehension 
arising from the 5 of foreign mechanics with American 
workmen has now little force. 

It was put in evidence before the Committee of Ways and Means, 
by Mr. h, the celebrated American iron-ship builder, that he 
readily obtained workmen in Pennsylvania from fifty to sixty cents 
per day; but, however this may be, it is certain that our superior 
quickness and productive energy counterbalance any differenee which 
may exist in the price of labor. Mr. Isaac Southerin Bell, M. P., the 
English judge at the centennial exposition in Philadelphia, in his 
report upon the iron interest of the United States, summarized his 


‘conclusions as follows: 
1. That the nction between the ycars 1870 and 1875 were in- 
ð country. 


‘creased in the ar beyond any possible requirements of th 
2. That the high prices which led to this permitted and induced the manufact- 
urers to accede to demands from ce: sections of the workmen which are now 
acting adversely to the true interests of the trade. 
2 t the same causes reacting on the value of the raw materials, along with 
the increased value of labor, as above stated, have unduly added to the cost of the 
Aron. 


ig ipod the prices of commodi- 

ties has, in the case of anthracite coal, added to the culties of the iron-smelters ; 

and the sudden demand made on mines incapable of d ‘bial increased those 
ore. 


render any protective on iron unnecessary; which tariff, moreover, is an in- 
Justice to other branches of industry. 

Mr. Bell is one of the best-informed men in England, and any opin- 
ions he expresses upon this subject are entitled to the highest con- 
sideration. It would appear, therefore, that the great degree of 
snecéss which we have attained in the manufactures of iron and steel 
is attracting the attention of England, and the time cannot be distant 
when we shall be enabled to supply all other less favored nations. 

In this connection it is an interesting fact that,as our exports of 
iron and steel have been increased, the exports of like articles from 
England to this country have been largely decreased. In 1872 Eng- 
lana exported in value £35,996,000 of these articles, but in 1876 it had 
fallen to £20,737,000. While it would be unfair to attribute the chan, 
altogether to American competition, yet the reference to it is suffi- 
cient to be stated as an indication. There can be no doubt that this 
country has made enormous strides in the improved manufacture of 
articles of this character. In cutlery, . engines, and other 
articles requiring skilled mechanical and scientific knowledge, Ameri- 
-cans should be ashamed to acknowledge that they are inferior and 


been in average moderate to the last degree. The opponents of the 
bill, who will be found strongest in those parties interested in this 
schedule, cannot therefore complain ef any extra radical changes that 
have been made as far as the reduction of rates is concerned. But 
they will and do oppose a reform in the tariff on metals because the 
bill before the House now tends to simplify the rates and the collec- 
tion of duties, and I am very willing to meet them on that ground. 
Let it be understood, and I state it most emphatically, that the oppo- 
sition from the iron, steel, and metal industries to the bill before the 
House is simply upon that ground only. I can very well understand 
the objection that iron and steel monopolies have against any change 
of duties. For instance, the present rate of duty on steel rails which 
is 1} cents per pound or $28 per ton, entirely prohibits the importa- 
tion of rails which can be bought in England at $35 per ton. If we 
calculate a duty of $28 per ton on them, the cost of foreign rails laid 
down in New York would be $63 gold per ton, while the price of 
American rails now is from $46 to or even less. 

A reduction as proposed in the bill to g of I cent per pound would still 
be $16.80 a ton duty on steel rails, and the cost of rails in Europe bein 
$35, they could not be laid down in New York for less than $51.80, 
which is far above the price prevailing in the market for American 
rails. YetI 5 880 855 great objections to this change for the simple 
reason that the policy of protection is to prevent any possibility of 
foreign competition of steel rails with the home-made article. But 
I submit that such a policy is neither fair nor beneficial, as in the first 
place it deprives our citizens of having a competitive market for for- 
eign commodities at home, and it certainly shuts out all the proba- 
bility of revenue to the country. Iam perfectly willing that the issues 
of the steel rail industries, or in fact of the iron and steel industries 
of this country, should be made upon that ground, and I do not fear 
for the result. 

Let me call your attention to the reductions in this schedule on 
copper: It is a deplorable fact that the pure and best copper in the 
world placed on Lake Superior by Providence is now more for the 
benefit of foriga manufacturers of Sopper than to our own copper 
industry. In 1876 we exported 14,304, penoas of ingot copper, 
and in 1877 we exported 13,461,553 pounds of ingot copper. This cop- 
per was sent chiefly to three countries, namely, to France, Germany, 
and Great Britain, where it was sold invariably from 2 to 3 cents 
and sometimes 4 cents a pound below the market price in New York. 
Now, as it happens our own superior copper is chiefly used for the 
manufacture o ep olay ie an industry in which our manufacturers 
in Connecticut or elsewhere excel. Yet by dint of ourown tariff laws 
we have furnished foreign manufacturers with the cheaper raw ma- 
terial in order not only to compete with us successfully but to under- 
sell us in foreign markets. 

It is a well-known fact that if our merchants were allowed to buy 
American copper in London and bring it over to the United States 
free of duty that they would have it m 2 to 3 cents cheaper than 
it can be bought in the United States. But as the law forbids any 
American product to be reimported, where 1 have been de- 
stroyed, it is a stipulation by the exporters of American copper inva- 
riably made that the packages and casks in which American copper 
is made should be at once destroyed. 

I think we have evidences nearer home of the healthy condition of 
our metal industries than would appear by the foreign estimate of our 
success, or by the amount of exports of their products. 

The American Iron and Steel Association in its last report states 
that there was produced in the United States 2,314,535 tons of pig-iron 
in 1877 as against 2,093,236 in 1876. 

In Michigan and other western States 1 
rakes, and other agricultural implements are 
England and other parts of Europe. 

An enterprise has been commenced in Philadelphia loeking to the 
export of anthracite coal to Europe and one cargo has actually sailed 
with model steam-engine locomotives constracted for the use of this 
coal. The future consumption of our coal in Europe is by no means 
an improbable event, the result of which to our large surplus coal- 
producing regions is beyond estimate. 


e manufactures of hoes, 
ing made for export to 


WOOLENS. 


Much that has been said with reference to the steel and iron man- 
ufactures applies to worsted and woolens. Great pro has been 
made in these articles. If the falling off in the amount of duties re- 
ceived from them without any ehange in the tariff is an indication 
of a decrease in the consumption by us of foreign productions, the 
following table is very significant: 


Statement showing the amount of duties received from manufactures of 


. the five fiscal years from 1872 to 1876, inclu- 


require protection against the brain and physical power of any other | Balmorals 


le. 
ary hone that every close observer of the bill now before the House in 
-comparing the rates on metals and manufactures thereof with the duty 
at present levied will admit that the reduction of rates of duties have 
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Statement showing the amount of duties, §-c.—Continued. distinct classifications forraw wools, subdivided by two distinct rates. 
In each classification the duty thereon is levied both specific and ad 
valorem and based upon the foreign cost. It is therefore obvious 
that a change to a single ad valorem rate is by no means an innova- 
tion; but it has first of all the merits of a the rates by 
abolishing the specific duty, and also by repealing the ad valorem rate 
to the different costs of raw wools, divided into prt abroad. Sec- 
ondly, under the present tariff the class of wool known as scoured 
and washed wools is pretty much entirely prohibited. In 1877 the 
whole importation of scoured clothing-wool was but 130 pounds and 
the importation of washed clothing-wvol was 10,276 ponaos Now, 
it is very well understood that the interest of the wool manufacturer 
is to have the largest variety of wools that he possibly can pro- 
cure abroad, while our existing tariff compels him to import wool 
in the grease and dirt. The proposed raté of duty at 35 per cent. ad 
valorem somewhat raises the rates on carpet wools; yet, if we con- 
sider that the new bill gives a protection of an ave of 50 per cent. 
on manufactured carpets, which is the same rate of protection that 
is given on the manufactured cloth, there certainly seems to be no 
room left for dissatisfaction. I cannot see with what equity we can 
allow the raw wools for the use of carpeting to come in from 15 to 
20 per cent. less, under the present existing tariff, than for the wool 
used in the manufactured cloth. 

The wool-growers are made to believe that the rate of 35 per cent. 
proposed is detrimental to their interest. There is no foundation for 
this apprehension. There is no perceptible change as to the wool 
grown in the United States. 

I append a statement showing the revenue from wool in 1877 under 
the present tariff and what it would be on the consumption of the 
same quantities under the 35 per cent. duty now proposed: 

Wool revenues. 
The amount of duties received upon wools imported dur- 

ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877 $2, 644, 748 
Whole value of wools imported during same period, 

87,012, 844; which at the proposed duty of 35 per cent. 

Would have produced vost A cesses ceccesss 2, 454, 516 

The executive committee of the American Woolens and Wool Asso- 
ciation of the United States in their representation to the Committee 
of Ways and Means thus refer to the evils of the present methed of 
levying the wool duties and the benefits that will arise if a horizontal 
ad valorem duty shall be adopted as proposed in the bill: 

We . kind of wool should pay any higher rate of duty 
than nor can we believe that it is the interest of the ent or of 
deals that „ manufactures should be 

0 


45, 143 


1, 887 
7, 163, 119 
1, 216, 622 


It is evident from these figures that we are gradually supplying 
the entire home consumption, and it cannot be long, if the raw mate- 
rial be furnished at less cost, before we shall be able to supply all 
our own wants and engage in competition with England and other 
nations in markets which they have so long monopolized. England, 
which has maintained the mastery in these products, is fast losing 
her hold. There isa remarkable falling off in the quantity she ex- 


ports. 
The following table (official) shows this to an extent that cannot 
be accounted for solely on the ground of the general depressien of 


trade 
Shipments from England to the United States. 


The f. off since 1871 has been in woolens 773 per cent. and in 
worsted 522 per cent; certainly this is ter than the general 
stagnation would justify. At the late exhibition at Philadelphia 
foreign factors were astonished at the wonderful 3 of our 
worsted and woolen fabrics, French, German, and English manufact- 
urers went home with the conviction that they had a competitor in 
us who would soon master them in the production of cassimeres, 
cloths, and coatings. Therefore we may well conclude that in this 
regard we are now able to cope with our rivals of Europe, and that 
American manufacturers of woolen and worsted fabrics require no 
longer the bounties which they have for so extended a period enjoyed 
at the hands of the Government. Certainly, in view of these facts, 
leading manufacturers cannot much longer claim governmental boun- 


discriminated 

t. We vital importance to every manufacturer that he 

onld be left as free as le to choose the raw material best ted to his pe- 
culiar fabric, and that it nally n at he should 
be left free to produce that of wool best to his peculiar soil and cli- 
mate. In our country, where we have every variety of soil and climate and where 
wools of near! PTT 
est result can be obtained by placing a uniform rate of duty upon all kinds of wool. 


ty. they were entitled to protection originally, there is little foun- | The difficulty of classing wool under the present may beinferred from the 
dation for it now. ae) 7 it was n og 3 ae appeals of the different 5 
i i i es er enable nties. 

The influence of the tariff on the commonest kind of mixed woolen 77% oF tala SOOMAA ETRA ta te soaks washed oni ot Son PAT, 


dress goods, such as are worn by the poorest classes in the country, is 
of a nature that requires the most serious consideration. 

Fancy alpaca, costing in England 7} cents per yard, is subject to a 
duty of 5cents per yard, and sold in this market at 20 cents per yard. 
Now, as it takes twenty yards of this stuff to make a dress, the poor- 
est woman of our working classes pays a direct tax of $1 for a 19 
Black alpaca, costing in England 53 pence or 11} cents of our money, 
is subject to a duty of 8} cents per yard. This article is sold for 274 
cents per yard and worn by the millions of our popniation. Surely 
an article costing in England 53 pence cannot be considered a lux- 
ury; yet we find that the pernicious 5 y of our tariff is of that 
kind which oppresses the poorer classes in all their necessaries of life. 
Black cashmere is worn as a Sunday dress by millions of our indus- 
trial classes. The cost of these goods in Europe is 26 cents, the 


double the duty of wools in class 2; in all other respects the distin 
< ee. is practically abolished by assessing the same rate of duties upon 


No to the revenue has acerned from this classification. It has simply pro- 
hibited the im of washed wools of class 1, to the grees injar of the manu- 
facturer, as the eo bulk of desirable clothing wools in European markets is 

the washed state. There g no American competition for 
these washed wools they are sold to our foreign competitors at a vely lower 
price than the un wools to which American manufacturers are restricted by 
the tariff. The restriction to unwashed wool also entails extra expenses for freight 


ufacturer. 
A few com from the reports of the Department of Agriculture for 
the years en 1574 to 47S l peeve to 7 that the presene rl hes 
not proved beneficial to the woolen manufacturers or to the wool-growers, espe- 
ciall CVVVVVCVFFVVCCCC ate a teal pata 
in whose interest tariff was supposed to have been specially made: 


duty thereon amounts to 18} cents per yard, and is consequently sold gT g~n 
at 55 cents a yard wholesale in the United States. h > 

Now, do eur people generally understand what such a duty really Zs 3 
means? A workingman in Europe buying a dress of this kind for ae = 
his wife and using only ten yards of it would get it at $2.60, whereas 28K 2 
his brother-workingman in the United States if he wishes to treat EnA RA 
his wife with a dress of this class would have to pay $5.50 for the 2 


same dress, or more than double. 

The question therefore arises Whether it is absolutely necessary 
to charge a tax of $1.85 on a dress of this kind, coming as it does out 
of the pocket of the hard-workingman for the benefit of sustaining 
the Government and the industries of this country. Surely it must 
be admitted that there is no country in the world where an equal 
taxation is laid upon the labor and industry of the hardest-working 
man of the population. 

WOOL. 

The change to a uniform rate of 35 per cent. on raw wool has been 

actuated by the following reasons: First, the present tariff has three 


We have in these States a decrease of 52 per ceni 
If we include New England, the total decrease in the States east of the Mississippi 


j 
3 
i 
d 


will be found haa pact The whole number of in the United States 
in 1867 was 42,000,000, (see Agricultural report for 1871, page 39 ;) in 1877, 35,804,000; 
a decrease of 15 per cen 


ritain : 

The whole numberof in Great Britain in 1266 was 25,795,000 ; in 1874 it was 
35,000,000, an increase in eight years of 35 per cent. under absolute free trade in 
wool, and with an area no ter than some of our larger States. 

The importations of wool and woolens into this country for the year 1967, when 
large quantities of both were imported in anticipation of the tariff, wereas follows: 
Wool, 46,300,000 pounds; woolens valued at $45,800,000, For the five years ending 
1875, when the trade had adjusted itself to the tariff. the average yearly importa- 
tion was, in wool, 75,000,000 pounds; in groon 947,000, . 

These figures show that under a tariff framed to promòte the 3 wool, 
the quan has actually decreased, and we have been obliged to our im- 
portations from foreign countries. That under this same tariff, which was also 
supposed to be framed to encourage home manufactures, our mills have not been 
able to produce the fabrics necessary for our own consumption, and the mpe 
tion of woolen goods bas also increased. Much of this mortifying result is due to 
the restriction in the selection of raw material, to which we have alluded, and upon 
which we cannot lay too much stress. 

We also believe that aspecitic duty is not meas to an article like wool, which 
varies so widely in value. Every tariff that attempted to deal with it has been 
obliged to use value as one of the elements in 8 classes, and if the ele- 
ment of value is used at all there is no apparent reason why the whole duty should 


not be ad valo: 
ed to show the most simple and equi- 


rem. 
Schedule B, herewith 1 
table arrangement which we have able to devise N N rates. It may 

pon ty of any but ad valo- 
rem duties. 


be also considered as an additional illustration of the ineq 

In further illustration of this point we hereto annex Schedule C, which shows 
the 3 which will be under a specific duty, on the scoured d 
by the of wool specified. % wool would pay twice as much as another. 

It is for the — reasons the committee recommend the abolition of 
the classification, which serves no useful purpose, but works t injustice and 
inequality, as shown by Schedule A, and recommend the 8 of the uni- 
form rate of 25 per cent. ad valorem on all kinds of wool. 

COTTONS. 


The exports of our manufactured cottons have increased since 1875 
over $7,000,000, the most of which has gone to Europe and been pur- 
chased on foreign account. The reports recently made to the State 
Department by our diplomatic and consular agents abroad show 
that there is an encouraging disposition to enlarge our foreign trade 
especially in cotton fabrics ; and in the East Indies, including China, 
Japan, India, and Australia, there is a decided expression in favor of 
our cotton fabrics over the English. 

The manufacturers of England are alarmed at these indications; they 
already experience the effects of even these small competitions; they 
struggle against and fear them. As yet England has held her own 

inst France and Germany, but can but a little longer against the 
nited States. And why should we be surprised at our success over 
England in cotton manufactures? The raw material is at our own 
doors with comparatively little cost of rtation, while to her it 
is carried many miles across the ocean at high cost. We turn out 
more and better work on any given basis of comparison than the 
English ean. Our machinery and workmen are in all respects equal, 
if not superior, and our proximity to the South American and Pacific 
aiaa nad is much better, Jeri therefore with 5 a ag 3 
u the skill, energy, progressive spirit of the ean char- 
acter, — would be very strange if we were afraid of the rivalry of 


From the London Warchousemen and Drapers’ Trade Journal, July, 1877: 

Nearly two years ago we announced the first importation into this country of 
cotton manufactured in America, and paid a special visit to Manchester to 
examine them. We are not alarmists and have too much faith in the and 
ability of our man to be easily distarbed, but we were obliged to admit 
the excellence of the American fabric, and felt it a duty to warn our Manchester 
friends that the quality ot the new importations placed the manufactures of 
our own mills at a serious disadvantage. In the interval that has elapsed since 
then we have occasionally recurred to the same subject, and return to it again to- 
day to note that the importations continue to increase in bulk that our manu- 
facturers still size dress 


In the mean time Messrs. Ellet, Glover & Co., of George street, Manchester, have 
sent us samples of cloths from the Wamsutta Mills, usetts, for whom and 
for other American companies they are the sole agents in this country. These 
samples sustain in every respect the reputation achieved here by the American 
fabrics. One of themisa e cotton sheeting, we have never seen a 
cloth of English manufacture to e it. It is 5 extremely strong, 
and moderate in price. Precisely the same may be said of the Wamsutta twilled 
sheetings and long-cloths. We have given them a very careful examination and no 
other judgment WA paima. 

Knowing perfectly well how much may be said about the depression of trade in 
the States, and the consequent pressure upon manufacturers there to find an out- 
let for thelr produce, it is still not by any means an unimportant fact that Massa- 
9 it poene 88 with 5 he e Manchester and Lon- 

on markets, and we are only harging a duty w. we must not disregard in 
again calling attention to it. 


Aho burr of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce at its last 
annual meeting, in his speech on that occasion, stated that the ex- 
ports of Manchester goods to the United States which formerly 
afforded an excellent market were now nil, and that there is consid- 
erable trade in Manchester in cotton fabrics manufactured in Amer- 
ica. It is certainly true that in all the manufacturing districts of 
England there is a lively apprehension that the American markets 
for their cotton products is fast becoming extinct. The following 


table gleaned from official sources shows the shipment to this coun- 
try of cotton goods for the last six years: 


ression of 
all trades. 
about ree The whole imports of the United States have fallen 
from „400,000 in 1872 to $426,600,000 in 1876, at a rate of 334 per 
cent. The reduction, however, of this class of British fabrics has been, 
in a much a vee ratio 8 1871 with 1876, the decrease in 
cotton goods being at the rate of 57} per cent. This comparison is 
based on quantities, and not values, which, owing to the t decline 
in prices, would exhibit a still larger rate of decrease. It is not exclu- 
sively in the coarser goods that our rivalry with England begins to 
be recognized abroad. Our manufacturers claim not only that their- 
machinery turns ont a larger product per machine or per hand em- 
ployed than Lancashire, but that there is also a very marked improve- 
ment in the quality and style of our products. Upon the whole, there- 
fore, it may well supposed that the time is not far distant when 
we shall shut out British cotton goods permanently from our market. 
The bill changes the duty on y shirting not exceeding 100 
threads and exceeding in weight 5 ounces from 5 cents per square 
yard to 2 cents a square yard, which is a reduction of over 100 per- 
cent. But the reason for this great change is found in the fact that 
not a single yard has been imported since 1869. The cost of these 
‘oods as far as can be ascertained is about 6 to7 cents a square yard 
in Euro Now, it must be obvious that 2 cents per square yard 
duty, which is equal to about 28 per cent., will either give us revenue 
or it will demonstrate that even at 28 per cent. duty none can be 
imported. In any case there is not a cent loss to revenue. 
leached cottons of the same class are changed from 5} cents per- 
square yard to 2} cents per square yard. Nota single yard of this. 
gous is being imported; no record can be found of any duty having 
een received from it in commerce and navigation during the last 7 
years; the change, therefore, does not involve any loss on revenue. 
The colored printed goods of the same class are changed from 53 
cents square yard and 10 per cent. to 3 cents per square yard in 


the bill. Revenue received from this class of goods during 7 years 
from 1871 to 1877 inclusive, was as follows: 


aa 90» 
-- 4,964 48 

The loss of revenue under the new duties on this article computed 
on the consumption of the foreign goods of 1877 would be $2,978.96.. 

On finer and lighter goods of the same description not exceedin 
200 threads per square inch, the change having been on unbleache 
from 5 to 24 cents per square yard, from 5} to 3 cents per square 
yard bleached, and on 3 from 53 cents and 20 per cent to 43 
cents square yard, the loss of revenue computed on the consump— 
tion of 1877 would be as follows: on unbleached, $859.27 ; on bleached, 
no consumption; on printed, $294,324.28. 

The rate of duty under the present tariff computed on actual con- 
sumption of this last article is 56.81 per cent. The new rate amounts 
to still 30 per cent., and it may confidently be expected that not only 
will consumers largely benefit by this change, but that the revenue- 
will increase under the new rate. 

The next change made on unbleached goods exceeding 200 threads. 
from 5 cents per square yard to 4 cents persquare yard leaves no loss 
on the revenue, for none has been consumed in 1877. 

The change on bleached of the same class from 5} cents per square- 
yard to 44 cents per square yard is only a reduction of 74 per cent. 
on existing rates. This class of goods brought a revenue in 1877 of 
$494,059. e regard was therefore had to sustain the revenue. 

The reduction of colored and printed of the same class from 
54 cents per square yard and 20 cent. to 54 cents per square yard 
will only involve a loss of $6,320.40, belog a reduction of the 20 per 
cent, duty on a whole consumption of $31,602. All other reductions. 
made in jeans, denims, drillings, and colored and printed goods aro as 
follows: On unbleached from 6 cents per square yard to 23 cents per 
square yard, the revenue in 1877 only amounted to $229.68, and the 
average rate of duty was 109.89 per cent., (see Commerce and Navi- 
gation, 1877, page 464;) it is therefore obvious that this reduction 
involves no loss of revenue, but may largely increase it. 

The reduction on bleached from 64 cents per square yard to 3 cents. 
per square yard involves hardly any loss, as the revenue in 1877 of 
this goods was only $63.38, while the reduction of stained and printed 
from 6} cents per square yard and 10 per cent. ad valorem to 4 cents- 

square yard involves a very trifling loss, as the revenue collected 
in 1877 only amounted to $361,98. 

The reduction on the same class of goods of a lighter description. 
reduced on unbleached from 6 cents to 3 cents per square yard, and 
64 to 3} and 63 cents and 15 per cent. to 5 cents per square yard only- 
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involves a loss of $25,914. It may therefore be assumed that a larger 
revenue will be collected. 

The 35 per cent. ad valorem goods reduced to 30 per cent. involves 
a loss, computed upon the consumption of 1877, of $359,700. And the 
reduction of all other manufactures of cotton reduced from 35 per 
cent. to 25 per cent, involves a loss, computed on the consumption of 
1877, of 717. 

The simplification and the reduction of duties on thread-yarn 
amounts to $342,803.60. This reduction, apparently large, is necessary 
on account of encouraging the manufactures of spool-thread and cot- 
ton fabrics in this country, and there can be no doubt that at the 
reduced rates there will be a heavy increase of revenue. 

Simplification and reduction on spool-thread from a double to a 
single rate of duty from 6 cents and 30 per cent. and 6 cents and 35 
per cent. to 6 cents and 7 cents respectively per dozen involves a 
reduction, computed on 1877, of $21,709. 

Our export trade of cotton fabrics has suffered largely under the 
prevailing high duties on foreign manufactured cotton goods. 

The total exports of our domestic manufactures of cotton goods 
during the last ten years, namely, from 1868 to 1877, inclusive, amount 
to $51,368, whereas the exports of domestic cotton fabrics during 
ten years of a low tariff, namely, from 1852 to 1861, inclusive, amonnted 
to $74,050,605, or some $22,782,000 more than during the ten years of 
a high-tariff system. It is perfectly true that our exports of cotton 
fabrics in 1876 were $7,722,978, and in 1877 they were $12,134,740, 
which is about $1,000,000 more than the exports of 1860 and 1561. Yet 
if we look at the countries to which we exported these cotton fabrics 
it will be found that a large portion of them has gone to countries 
where little or no profit could possibly have been made on them; for 
instance we exported in 1876 to England and Germany $2,610,067, and 
in 1877 our exports of cotton fabrics to England and Germany were 
$2,271,610, whereas our whole exports to China and India in 1876 
amounted to $908,178, and in 1877 to $1,223,843. In other words, 
while the bulk of our exports of manufactures of cotton fabrics be- 
fore the war went to China and India, where we successfully com- 
peted with the British manufacturer of cotton goods, we now, during 
the last few hg ee a market for the surplus of our cotton fabrics 
at a loss in those European countries who are famous for e 
cotton fabries at the lowest price. It cannot therefore be maintaine 
that the present tariff on cotton fabries is beneficial to the manufact- 
urer either at home or abroad, as the distress in the manufactured 
cotton industry is too well known at home and these statistics show 
that he seeks a losing market for the surplus produced. 


SILK. 


The fifth annual report of the Silk Association of America, dated 
May 5, 1877, contains the following letter addressed by I. Walter H. 
Thorp to the Macclesfield (England) Courier, dated October 4, 1876: 


Our English silk manufacturers have acted wisely in abstaining from exhibiting 
their at the centennial exhibition at Philadelphia, as they would only have 
exposed their inferiority in quality and price. Instead of wishing any longer to 
see or use our English silk s, America, protected by ber 60 per cent. duty on 
the import of manufact silk, is almost entirely supplying her own market 
with home-made I reg ; and her manufact ving proved that they can 
produce the article and quality required by their markets, are now lending all 
their efforts to the reduction of cost. 

Now that the period of inflated prices and extra t wages is ing away, 
(which last item has hitherto been the great difficulty with manufacturers,) and 
their scale of wages is rapidly beer ye to European sek we shay find rp 4 — 
ample labor- @ mees wor! wi 
ores te fee a a com . ve never yet Seamed oe wat 
venture to say that before England, mother of free trade as sho is, will tind 
herself compelled to impose a duty on the importation of American silka, in order 
to protect her manufacturers from being beaten in their own markets. 1 
noticed at the exhibition that our neighbors at Leek bad had the courage to send 
exhibits of such sewing-silks, but any one com g them with the cases of the 
Nonotack or Corticelli Silk pany, Belding ers, or Brainerd, Armstrong 
& Co. would not fail to notice their inferiority in luster and finish. In silk piece- 
foods and — — quite astonished at the ificent shown b 

heney Brothers, ter, Lambert & Co., Hamil & Booth, and William Strange 
Co., e and that there is no inferiority in machinery or dying is testified 
by the beautiful karly ete. eee of the Danforth Machine Company, of 
Faserson (who boast that their winding and reeling frames are greatly in advance 
of any others produced in E and America) and the finely arranged cases of 
Weidmann & Greppo, dyers of Paterson. 

In conclusion, I could have wished that the Macclesfield Weavers’ Association 
had seen fit, with their vast accumulated funds, to send across a deputation 10 
report on the silk exhibited at the Centennial, and to return with enlight- 
ened views to inform their fellow-workmen of the true state of the trade. 

In an appreciative article on the centennial exhibition published in the Revue 
des Deux-mondes, July, 1877, M. Jules Simonin, the eminent French publicist, 
pointed out the silk industry of America as among the successes with which France 
would continually be driven to a closer competition. Tbe Swiss commissioner- 
general to the centennial exhibition, in his oficial report, calls the attention of his 
countrymen to the ae of Americans in silk manufacture, and says, Switzer- 
land must be prepared for a warmer rivalry in lk products.” 


This report contains tables and statements showing conclusively 
that the silk industry of the United States has reached a high de- 
gree of success and is abundantly able to take care of itself. Indeed, 
the only complaint it makes is of hard times and the frauds practiced 
in fictitious invoices and by smuggling, which are of course the natu- 
ral results of high duties, injurious alike to the Government and the 
home manufacturer. I am not to be understood as being adverse to 
the p rity of our manufacturing interests, As an American I 
am proud of the great success that has attended them; nor do I wish 
to E ce any obstruction in the eer or their continued prosperity. 

showing the prosperity of this industry in the United States, 
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the . is an extract from a work recently published, entitled 
The Silk Industry in America, page 128: 
The centennial year of our national existence ace, wae in a time of finan- 
cial depression, manufacturing not less than one-half of all the silk used 
in our country, and furnishing them to our . of the 
sbe taken into consideration, below that w. ruled w. the silka of - 
d, France, and Italy were admitted into =e nearly free of duty. 
processes already invented, and in practice, e! e us to produce better fabrics 
than have been offered here before. Nor, on the other has the high rate of 
duty so far diminished importation as to reduce the Government's revenue. The 
duties collected on manufactured silk in the whole period from 1843 to 
amounted to over $275,000,000; but $150,000,000, more than half of it, was 
within the last ten years. The fact becomes even plainer if the av: annual 
revenue under different tariffs be considered. Thus 1843 to 1856, a 1 
of 30 and 25 per cent., the average annual revenue was about 8.3000, 000; from 185 
to 1864, with duties ranging from 24 to 40 cent., the * was about five and 
a half millions; but from 1865 to 1875, with a duty of 60 and 50 per cent., the aver- 
age revenue rose to 814,500, 0% Meanwhile, vigorous com 
and abroad, has greatly cheapened domestic pı 
of the processes machine labor for hand labor; the result being 
ment in American goods as well as a marked reduction of their pan 
This great advantage has been ed also in the very field w Great Britain 
has almost completely failed. With an established manufactare extent, 
reaching back nearly two centuries; with highly skilled workmen, abundant cap- 
ital, and a nearer market than we have in which to purchase her raw material, (as 
from climatic causes the silk culture had been a failure,) she was obliged to aban- 
don her manufactures of silk, except in the production of 10 silk, hosiery, silk, 
laces, and some descriptions of ribbons, as soon as the silks of France Italy 
were admitted duty free. Twenty years ago our supply of dress silks, ribbons, silk, 
laces, shawls, &c., was drawn in about equal quantities from England and France. 
lace, fe Li nage ga and mixed goods 


To-day, beyond a few fancy goods (like hosiery, 
of silk an linen, siik and colton, and ailk and wool, mainly of spun silk) we buy 


no silks from Great Britain. 


The reduetion of duty on silks from 50 per cent. and 60 per cent. 
respectively to a uniform rate of 45 cent. will no doubt prove 
beneficial. It should be borne in mind that an immense quantity of 
silk used in this country enters into the manufacture of other articles 
besides expensive dress. For instance, much silk is used in the man- 
ufacture of men’s clothing, a vast amount is also used in the manu- 
facture of umbrellas, parasols, and hundred other articles. It is there- 
fore a mistake to class silks entirely as a high luxury. 

The collection of revenue under the new rates having been simpli- 
fied to a uniform rate on dress silk and mixed silk goods it will no 
doubt tend to larger receipts of revenue. It has been discovered and 
is now undergoing Treasury investigation that enormous frauds by 
undervaluations have long been practiced at the principai ports of 
importation. Some startlin ations may be soon expected which 


2 


rev 
will implicate persons of hitherto high commercial and social stand- 
ing. While it is almost impossible to remove altogether these evils 


n 
ry Bn as our high tariff is maintained, still it will be our effort to 


make them more difficult of accomplishment. 


GENERAL OBJECT OF THE BILL. e 

The general policy and scheme of the bill is to resuscitate American 
commerce, to re-establish our position as one of the foremost mari- 
time nations of the world, and by this means to develop to its full 
extent the material resources of the nation. Will not this advance 
the manufacturing interests of the country? It is only Ne N 
for us to have the opportunity to establish reciprocal trade with 
the nations of the world in order to show our superiority. Certainly 
American industries, so far as manufactures are con „ have 
reached so high a degree of porono that we can have nothing to 
fear. An exclusive policy, like that which the protective system im- 
pueis not applicable to modern times. No nation now lives within 

tself. Science has served to unite the human race into one common 
family. While political institutions and language separate them 
into individual communities, yet in interests, in social ties, in rapid 
and constant intercommunication, in interchange of products, the 
have become solidified and concentrated. The former barriers whic 
prevented general fraternal concord have been shattered, if ‘not al- 
together broken down. The telegraph and the rapidity. by which 
intercommunication is constantly conducted have caused a simili- 
tude of thought and action. The result of this will speedily effect 
reciprocal interchange of products and commodities, and that people 
Whien can supply another to the best advantage will command appre- 
ciation. 

As a consequence the United States will receive universal i- 
tion in all things in which we strive to excel. Hence the removal of 
any obstructions upon our pat to the full consummation of this com- 
ing assimilation and consolidation is demanded by every considera- 
tion of self-interest. : 

As we have set the example of free political institutions and the 
recognition of the rights of the people, holding up to other nations 
the example of free political thought and action, it is our duty to lead 
off in the free interchange of productions and the removal of those 
barriers which serve only to dwarf human energy and to keep fettered 
in a subordinate condition the manual power of labor. 

It is but fair, however, that having grown strong by the bounty of 
the Government, and having been the beneticiaries of the entire peo- 
ple of the United States who were taxed for their profit, I am unwill- 
ing to continue this favor. Whatever may have justified it origin- 
ally in order to establish them permanently as American industries, 
cannot be retained as the lasting policy of the Government. They 
should now be placed upon the same footing with every other depart- 
ment of productive industry. 

But while firmly convinced of the justice and necessity of an aboli- 


nation. He who 
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tion of the protective policy, I do not propose at this time to make 
the application. The bill reported by the committee makes but slight 
reductions from the existing tariff. These reductions are made in a 
way and in a direction that will not affect existing manufacturers. 
They are rather intended as an indication that the special favor which 
has teen so long extended must sooneror laterbe materially modified 
and finally be withdrawn altogether. I recognize in consequence of 
the present tariff a moral right in the interests affected for a little 
longer enjoyment of the sustenance so liberally dispensed to them. I 
think that the advantages which the bill extends to them very much 
outweighs any injury inflicted by a reduction of the rates. New prin- 
ciples are sought to bein d upon the policy of the Government 
extending facilities for the exportation of American manufactures 
which are not now enjoyed. 


CONCLUSION. 


In contemplating the needs of the country, is it not time for states- 
men and thoughtfal men to raise themselves above the mere conflicts 
of party? Is there no higher object worthy of their effort than to 
become mere isan retainers and gladiators? Is it not the duty 
of the intellect of the nation, with opportunity in public life, to ini- 
tiate and shape legislation looking to a fuller development of our 
material resources and a more profitable use of the advantages which 
God and nature have given us? However desirable a reform in the 
civil service may be and however important the preservation intact 
of the political organizations to which we belong may be, yet these 
and all other pending questions are secondary to that of the political 
economies, involving in their consideration the highest interests of 
the present as as of succeeding generations, by an intelligent 
utilization of existing yet hidden superior possessions. : 

The late war, like all wars, especially in republics, threw into the 
leading places in the public councils those who had commended them- 
selves to public favor by military achievements, and,so long as a 
lively recollection of the incidents of the war lasted, this class, as a 
class, ruled the public councils. Time has, however, calmed the 
popular pulse, and the sober judgment of the country has reached the 
conclusion that the meritorious soldier is not always a statesman 
He may answer the purposes of war, but not of peace. For the great 
objects and duty of government we require a broad, catholic spirit 
and an elevated comprehension of the needs and the resources of the 
these is the most useful legislator and 
best qualified to determine measures for the general well-being. I 
do not declare that soldiers cannot be statesmen ; history has many 
brilliant examples to the contrary; but I do say that for the past fif- 
teen years the heroes of our late war, from whose merits I would not 
detract, have occupied almost entirely the control of our civil aftairs, 
thrusting aside, by their hold upon popular esteem, those who by 
their training, great abilities, and much higher qualifications were 
better fitted for the purposes of the state. Is it unjust, therefore, to 
attribute to this fact much of our present distress and lack of mate- 


rial Lily Sheen 

Now, however, the time has come when men can stand upon their 
own merits for the pur required, and we can seek the great 
minds of the country to lead us onward in the important struggle 
for national deur, power, and wealth. The hero has been re- 
membered and rewarded; let us do likewise by those who will lead 
us out af the present labyrinth of despair and point to the road 
which will keep us from a like condition hereafter. 

Doubtless there are many now in obscurity who have the capacity 
to do this, who will become illustrious in the effort. It is true that 
ours is a Government of party; but I contend that they who, rising 
superior to the degrading servitude required by ponus organiza- 
tions, will think out, su t, and practically apply measures for the 
public good such as I have indicated will not only advantage the 
party to which they belong, but will create for themselves names 
that will stand side by side in history with the fathers of our country 
and transmit to their posterity a valid claim to a just pride of an- 


cestry. 


APPENDIX A. 
Comparative quarterly statement of receipts customs and internal 
revenue in fiscal years 1875, 1876, 1877, and 1878. 
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Comparative quarterly statement of receipts rom customs and internal 
revenue—Continued. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WARRANT DIVISION, April 1, 1878. 


Mr. BANKS. I move the committee rise. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I desire to know whether I understood the gen- 
tleman from New York correctly in making his statement in refer- 
ence to the production of pig-iron that it was greater last year than 
ever before. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes, sir; and I have proof of the fact here if the Iron 
and Steel Association of Philadelphia is an authority. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ihave no doubt the gentleman is entirely honest 
in that statement. I have that statement too, but do not read it as 
the gentleman has done. I rise for the purpose of making a correc- 
tion of the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My colleague is right, the production 
of pig-iron last year was greater than the previous year. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But that was not the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is the way I understood the 
statement of my colleague. 

Mr. MITC. Ibeg the gentleman’s pardon; the question I put 
to him was, whether it was greater than ever before, and he answered 
in the afirmative. 

Mr. WOOD. I did not intend to state that, I will now state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that in 1876 the production was 
2, tons and in 1877 it was 2,314,585, 

Mr. MITCHELL, That is true. 

Mr. WOOD. That is what I said; that is all I intended to state. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. I under- 
stood him to say that it was larger last year than ever before. It 
1 in this article that in 1872 the production was 2,854,558 tons. 
That fact appears in the same article to which the gentlemen has 
referred, and that is a production greater than last year when only 
one-third of the furnaces in the United States, including the State of 
. to which he called particular attention, were in full 

ast. 

Mr. BURCHARD. What was it in 1870? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have not the figures for 1870. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It was 1,800,000 tons. 

Mr. BANKS, I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SAYLER reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had under consideration 
a bill (H. R. No. 4106) to impose duties upon foreign imports, to pro- 
mote trade and commerce, to reduce taxation, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


F. W. HURTT. 


Mr. McCOOK, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to this House, 
in addition to the proceedings of the court-martial in the case of F. W. Hurtt, as- 
sistant-quartermaster, United States Volunteers, which were sent by the then 
Secretary of War, William W. Belknap, on the 20th of May, 1874, in answer to a 
call of the House, and printed in Executive Document No. 255, of the Forty-third 
Congress, first session, copies of all other papas on file or of record in the War 
Department in the said case, including especially the statements, opinions, recom- 
mendations, and testimonials of the accounting officers of the Government and of 
the judge-advocate, president, and members of the said court-martial. 


Mr. McCOOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN BOTTS. 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4248) to place the name of John Botts, of Pike County, Alabama, on 
the rolls as a pensioner of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GREENVILLE LAND OFFICE, ALABAMA. 

Mr. HERBERT also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4249) to refund certain moneys paid by mistake to the Govern- 
ment at the land office at Greenville, Alabama ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF CLERK AND EXPERTS. 

Mr. GLOVER. Iask unanimous consent to introduce for present 
consideration a soins resolution providing for the payment of the clerk 
and experts of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Depart- 
ment who, by an inadvertence, were not sworn into office at the date 
of their appointments. 
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The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read for information, 
after which objections, if any, will be in order. 

The joint resolution was 5 i; l 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution! 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. GLOVER. I hope the gentleman will not object. These men 
have been working for some time without receiving the pay towhich 
they are entitled. y 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I insist on my objection. 


LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, presented res- 
olutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of New York, in 
respect to the life-saving service; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

They are as follows: 

Resolutions in respect to the life-saving service. 


At the monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce held April 4, 1878, Mr. 
Samuel D. Babcock, prestiont, in the chair, the following resolutions reported by 
the committee of the chamber on foreign commerce, in regard to the transferof the 
life-saving service to the control of the Navy Department, were adopted: 
„ That, in the opinion of this chamber, the transfer of the United States 

life-saving service from the control of the Treasury Department to the Navy De- 

rtment, as is proposed in Senator Sandzxr's bill and its amendments, would be 
Trexpedient, as not only the origin and history of the life-saving service, but also 
the general interests of our Government, justify and demand its subordination to 
the Treasury Department and its co ith the revenue-marine service, 

Resolved, That the chamber recommend the passage of the bill introduced in the 
House by Hon. Mr. Roperts, and recommended by the Committee on Commerce 
to that body, as the b paovas of that bill are well calculated to increase thè effi- 
ciency of the life-saving service under its present control. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be attested and sent to both Houses of 
89 by the secretary. 

true y. 
CERA S. D. BABCOCK, President. 

GEORGE WILSON, Secretary. 


Mr. James W. Elwell, chairman of the committee on foreign commerce and the 
revenue laws, to which was referred at the last meeting of the chamber the resolu- 
tion approving of the bill penio, in Congress to transfer tho life-saving service 
to the control of the Navy parton, submitted the following report: 

To the Chamber of Commerce: 

Your committee, to whom was referred, at the last regular meeting of the cham- 
ber, the following resolution, namely: That this chamber approve of the bill 
introduced by Senator SARGENT transferring the life-saving service to the control 
of the Navy Department,” beg leave to report: 

That they have given the subject-matter of this resolution referred to them a 
very consideration, and have devoted much time and attention to it by the 
examination of the printed reports, as well as other printed documents relating to 
the life-saving service. 

They have received communications in writing from parties representing both 
sides of the question, which they have carefully considered. ‘They have also had 
personal interviews with various parties familiar with the service and its present 
1 become acquainted with it 1 5 misme observation and by visits 

ng 


to the line of our coast, some of these es . 
ent system; and with the information them, and from their best judgment 
as to the facts, your committee are unanimous in their opinion that the service in 


its t condition is neither so inefficient nor so incapable of improvement as 
to ipen 5 the radical change which would result from the passage of Mr. SAR- 
GENT'S 
Committee on Commerce of the House, to whom were referred the two bills 
before that body, with various petitions, protests, and memorials relating to the 
life-saving service, after due consideratio: een a substitute for all other bills, 
s 0. ill was introduced in the House . Mr. ROBERTS, and is known as 
0. 3088. 
Your committee have examined this bill, and e of it, and are prepared to 
recommend to the chamber the Passage of the following resolutions: 
Resolved, That in the of chamber the transfer of the United States 
life-saving service from the control of the Treasury ent to the Ber De- 
ment, as is p in Senator SarGEnt’s bill and its amendments, d be 
expedient, as not only the origin and history of the life-saving service, but also 
the general interests of our Government, justify and demand its subordination to 
the Tre: Department and its connec th the revenue-marine service. 
Resolved, That this chamber recommend the of the bill introduced into 
the House by Hon. Mr. Ron and recommended by the Committee on Com- 
e ee ge as the provisions of that bill are well calculated to increase 
e 


the effici: of life-saving service under its t control. 
Resolved, a copy of these resolutions be and sent to both Houses 
of Congress by the secretary. 


JAMES W. ELWELL, 
SOLON HUMPHREYS, 
GUSTAV SCHWAB, 
WILLIAM H. GUION, 
Committee. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. TIPTON, for fifteen days; and 

To Mr. NEAL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

LOUISA SCHENCKLE. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERTS, by unamimous consent, leave was 

iven to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 

misa Schenckle, there being no adverse report thereon. 
BRIDGE AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, inclosing a communication from 
the commandant of Rock Island arsenal, IIlinois, showing the need 
of rules and regulations for the government of commerce over the 
bridge belonging to the United States at that point; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION ON GALVESTON ISLAND. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 


a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, inclosing a com- 
munication from the collector of customs at Galveston, Texas, recom- 
mending the early establishment of a life-saving station on the east 
end of Galveston Island; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION AT KENOSHA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmitting a 
petition from certain seamen and masters of v urging the im- 
portance of establishing a life-saving station at Kenosha, Wisconsin; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

LIEUTENANT THOMAS BLAIR. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting proceedings of a 
court of inquiry convened at Fort Bayard, New Mexico, November, 
1871, on the application of First Lieutenant Thomas Blair, First In- 
fantry; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CAPTAIN C. H. M’NALLY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the military record 
of Captain C. H. McNally, United States Army, retired; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

E. F. WENCKEBACK. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, e Si pt of the Adjutant- 
General on the bill (H. R. No. 3789) restoring E. F. Wenckeback, late 
Twentieth Infantry, to rank of captain, United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

RECORDS OF LATE CONFEDERATE STATES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from bese 998.859 000 7 war transmittin seorsan — 
an appropriation o or the purpose o ting records o 
the Tate Confederate States; which was 8 to the Committee 
on Printing. 

INDIAN SUPPLIES AT CROW AGENCY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copy of report of Cap- 
tain Edward Ball, Second Cavalry, of an inspection and rejection of 
certain Indian supplies at Crow agency in February, 1876; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

OFFICE OF COMMISSARY GENERAL OF SUBSISTENCE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation rela- 
tive to the clerical force in the office of the Commissary-General of 
Subsistance; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
he motion was agreed to; and e (at four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BELL: Papers relating to the claim of A. B. Nuchols—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. BOUCK: Memorial of the State Grange of Wisconsin, 
against any reduction of the tariff on wool—to the Committee of 

ays and Means. 

By Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky: The petition of the publisher of 
the Bracken County (Kentucky) Chronicle, for the abolition of the 
duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of Louisa Ehrler. fora pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Williams County, 
Ohio, against any reduction of the tariff on wools—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. ý 

By Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina: A paper relating to the estab- 
lishment of a pone zonto between Spartanburgh Court-House, Pools- 
ville, Woodrufis, Scuffletown, and Laurens Court-House, South Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOSTER : Papers relating to the claim of I. J. Young Scam- 
mon, of Chicago, Illinois—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GIBSON: The petition of Theresa Senette and 11 others, 
of Louisiana, that their war claims be referred to the southern claims 
commission—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of D. C. Stone, mayor, and 102 
others, including the president and many members of the Cotton 
Exchange, merchants, shippers, and pilots of the city of Galveston, 
Texas, against the transfer of the life-saving service to the Navy 
Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GUNTER: Taposs relating to the claim of W. A. Britton— 
to the Committee of Claims. = 
tition of Gabriel 


By Mr. HARRIS, of Virgin ia, (by request:) The 
Smith, for a pension—to e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUNTON: The petition of B. P. Noland and other citizens 
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of Loudon County, Virginia, uesting their Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Con, to vote for the Texas Pacific Railroad bill to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: The petition of 170 citizens of. Bethlehem 
Township, Stark County, Ohio, N any change in the tariff, and 
especially that no change be made upon the present duty upon wools 
and woolens—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Jonah Wood to be restored to the pension- 
rolls—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 42 citizens of Bane Forge, Penn- 
sylvania, for the extension of the national credit to the completion 
2 a great eee line to the Pacific—to the Committee on the Pa- 

0 È 


IN SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, April 10, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
any law eae foreign-built vessels to American registry ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions of the General Assembly of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the passage of the bill known as the 
Wood tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of A. Stephens and 50 others, citi- 
zens of Pheenixville, Pennsylvania, and vicinity; the memorial of 
John O. Geise and others, citizens of Reading, Pennsylvania; and 
the 3 of Charles J. Dalmas pak other, citizens of Philadel- 

hia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the rege. of any act 
imposing a tax on incomes; whic were — to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the General Assembly of 
South Carolina, in favor of restoring to the State of South Carolina 
possession of the Citadel Academy, in Charleston, and the granting 
of compensation for its occupation by the Federal troops during the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Mi Affairs, 

Mr. WALLACE presented the ponteton of R. S and others, citi- 
zens of Bane Forge, eee unty, Pennsylvania, praying Con- 

to extend the national credit to the completion of a great south- 
ern line to the Pacific Ocean; which was rred to the Committee 
on Railroads. 

He also presented the petition of Samnel B. Hutchinson, of Mauch 
Chunk, Pennsylvania, praying to be reimbursed certain money ad- 
vanced by him to his ward, A. Shurlock, on account of a pen- 
sion which she was entitled to receive; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 8 of the 
tariff legislation now pending as it affects merchant-ship building; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of Elizabeth Ely, Carrie 
Price, R. W. Vonsdom, Joseph Smith, and others, citizens of Lambert- 
ville, New Jersey, praying for an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States prohibiting the several States from disfranchising 
United States citizens on account of sex; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I present the petition of W. D. Wharton and 
others, composing the grand jury of the circuit courts of the United 
States at Greensborough, in the western district of North Carolina, 
representing the importance and the absolute necessity of erecting a 
suitable building there for the purpose of holding the United Sta 
courts, and praying Con to make an appropriation for that pur- 

1 move the reference of this petition to the Committee on Pub- 
fie Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Marcos Radich, of Texas, 
praying compensation for the occupation of his property in the city 
of Brownsville, Texas, by the Army of the United States in the year 
1865; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING presented the memorial of Robinson, Lord & Co. 
and others, business men of the city of New York, remonstrating 
against the proposed transfer of the life-saving service from the 
Treasury to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Doughty & Card, attorneys, &c., Lake City, 
Minnesota, praying payment of their claim for legal services, expenses, 
&c., incurred in behalf of the United States in the case of Parish va. 
The United States, in the Court of Claims, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1066) for the relief of Doughty & Card. 
13 pe was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

printed. 


Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of John G. Morgan, M. D., praying to be allowed arrears 
of 3 submitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered 
to rinted, and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. i 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1780) ting a pension to William 8. Davis, late a pri- 
vate in Company E,Thirty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1047) regulating the appointment of cadet 
midshipmen in the Naval Academy at Annapolis, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 602) for the relief of John R. Bond, late of the United States 
Navy, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 494) for the relief of Thornton A. Jenkins, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was e e indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Thomas M. Simmons, praying compensation for the 
use and occupancy of the premises known as the Alabama press-yard 
No. 2 and the Crescent City press, in New Orleans, Louisiana, in the 
years 1863, 1864 and 1865, by United States troops, submitted a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1067) for the relief of Thomas 
M. Simmons. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Captain Theodore Hig- 
gins, late of Company D, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 
prann to be allowed the pay of a captain of that company from 

ril 10, 1863, to July 4, 1863, while acting as captain thereof, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
ang the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 

o petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of T. B. Kelly, of Du Quoin, Illinois, praying for Yeon aie 
as a lieutenant in the marine service from the 4th of April, 1863, to 
211 tee nba 15, 1864, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief of T. B. eyes 
ee . was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

uted. 

r. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 893) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to examine the evidence of payments made by the State 
of Missouri since apr 17, 1866, to the officers and privates of the 
militia forces of said State, for military services actually performed 
in the suppression of the rebellion, in full concert and co-operation 
with the authorities of the United States, and subject to their orders, 
and to make report thereof to Congress, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 582) providing for the payment of counsel 
fees in ceded land saits, repo it without amendment. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 496) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of R. W. Gibbes, asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion, the matter having been settled at the proper Department; which 
was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

THADDEUS A. JONES. 

Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom a resolution was referred 
to pay the engineer in charge of the elevator $100, reported it without 
amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secre be directed to Pay to Thaddeus A. Jones, engineer 


in nrg pe the elevator, — the con ‘and of the Senate, $100 as compen- 
sation for injuries received while engaged in repairs coming within his line of duty 


on February 10, 1877. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1069) for the relief of Emanuel Jones, a Brit- 
ish subject; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1070) to define the extent of the lien of 
5 obtained in the courts of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BRUCE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Chair be authorized to appoint two additional members to 
serve on the Committee on Levees of the Mississippi River. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instracted to report a bill to this 
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provision for placing the names of the surviving soldiers of the Mex- 
8 of the aah yes of those who are deceased, spon the pension-rolls of 
the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the resolution ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have offered the resolution for the pu: of 
saying that on the 30th of this month, after the morning hour, I shall 
abk leave of the Senate to call it up and submit some remarks upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table in 
the mean time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

ENLISTMENT OF COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 178) to remove all restrictions now existing in re- 
to enlistments of the colored citizen in any arm of the United 
tates Army. I have nothing further to say on this subject and I 
am quite willing that the bill should come to a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island if the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] who is not now in his seat did not 
move the indefinite postponement of this bill. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, ‘The ORD will show. He did not. He said but 
for some reason —and I have forgotten what reason it was—he would 
move the indefinite tponement of the bill; but he did not make 
the motion. If the Senator from Missouri thinks, however, that he 
would rather have the Senator from Maine in his seat while the bill 
is being considered, I have no objection to waiting. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to the present consideration 
of the bill. The Senator from Maine had an interest in it, and I 
thought he had made such a motion, though I cannot say positively 
that he did. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. He did not make the motion. 

Mr. ROLLINS. He suggested that he would make it, however. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I k there will be no further discussion on 
the subject, and we may as well take up the bill and vote upon it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think it would be ardly just in the absence of 
those who have debated this bill to proceed to its consideration now, 
and I shall, under the rule, onja, 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Iam perfectly content to let the bill go over if 
there can be a general understanding that it shall be taken up and 
disposed of immediately after the close of the morning business to- 
morrow morning. If there be no objection on the 7275 of the Senate 
to that arrangement, I will let the bill go over until that time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill goes over under the objection 
of the Senator from Kansas, [ Mr. INGALLS.] 

TRESPASSES ON PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. MERRIMON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredations upon prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia. 

e motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that every per- 
son who, in the District of Columbia, shall willfully, and without 
color of right, enter into any coon or unoccupied dwelling-house 
or other building, the propery of another, and cut, break, or tear 
from its place any gas-pipe, water-pipe, door-bell, or other fixture, or 
out, break, or tear down any wall, or part of a wall, or door, with in- 
tent to cut, break, or tear from its place any pipe or fixture therein, 
shall, for the first offense, be fined not more than $200, and be impris- 
oned in the District jail not less than two months or more than one 
year, and for any su uent offense shall be imprisoned in the pen- 
itentiary for not less than one year or more than three years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and ordered 


to a third reading. 
Mr. WHYTE. I should like the Secre to report the first part 
nguage. 


of the bill again. I did not hear the exact 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That every person who, in the District of Douna anas willfully, and without 
color of right, enter into any occupied or unoccupied dwelling-house— 

Mr. WHYTE. That is all. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. WALLACE. I move to take up the bill (S. No. 55) for the 
relief of John W. Douglass. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to John W. Douglass, late collector of internal 
revenue of the nineteenth district of Pennsylvania, $5,948.68, and 
also to credit him on his revenue account $916.98 ; these sums, amount- 
ing to $6,865,67, being the balance of which Douglass was robbed by 
a deputy collector, after deducting the amount realized from the sale 
of the deputy’s property. 

The bill was pene to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. MATTHEWS, it was 


That William E. Morgan have leave to withdraw his petition and papers 


from the files of the Senate. 


; J. O. M'BURNEY. 
Mr. HILL. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. No, 1033) for the relief of J.C. McBurney. 


The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of J. C. McBurney, 
late collector of internal revenue for the second district of Georgia, 
to credit him with $3,895.07, on account of the embezzlement and de- 
faleation of Michael O’Brien of that sum while acting as deputy to 
ear ig è 

Mr. CONKLING. Is there a report? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir, there is a report made unanimously from the 
Committee on Claims. They have investigated the case fully. The 
bill is a mere matter of justice and ought to pass. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York desire 
the reading of the report? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think we had better have the report read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state to the Senator from Delaware that 
the report in the case is quite lengthy. Quite a number of the affi- 
davits are incorporated in the report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Perhaps the Senator from Oregon will make a 
brief statement of the case. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The facts of the case are these: Mr. McBurney 
was collector of internal revenue in a certain district in the State of 
Georgia. He had been collector for a number of years. His deputy at 
a place some distance from his location became a defaulter, and it was 
necessary to remove him, which he did. It was Goring the collection 
of the cotton tax, and it became necessary that he should have adeputy 
at that point immediately; otherwise the Government would have 
lost a very large amountof revenue. The assessor of internal revenue 
at that place was recommended to Mr. McBurney very highly, as a 
competent man to be designated as his deputy at beg geist Accord- 
ingly, under this recommendation, he designated Mr. O’Brien, who 
was the assessor at that point, for a few days only until such time as 
he could appoint a permanent deputy for the place. Mr. O’Brien acted 
as his deputy at the point designated for a few days only, a very short 
time. I do not know the exact time that he acted, but it was for a 
very few days, and during that time he embezzled some $3,000, or 
whatever the amount is, of Government money that he collected. 
Mr. McBurney proceeded against him at once, © complaint against 
him, put the case in the hands of the United States attorney, and he 
was arrested and bound over and indicted. The matter hung alon 
for some time. Mr. McBurney made several visits to Savannah, 
think, to attend the trial, with his witnesses, but for some reason or 
other the case was postponed, and continued from time to time. 
Finally, some years afterward, when Mr. Akerman was United States 
attorney for the district of roria a motion was made to quash the 
indictment, and the court held that the indictment was insufficient. 
That resulted in the final discharge of this man, O’Brien; but all the 
evidence goes to show that Mr. McBurney did everything in his power 
to secure the conviction of Mr. O’Brien. The evidence in the case 
shows very clearly that O’Brien embezzled this money and refused to 
account for it. On application at the Treasury Department the De- 
partment as a matter of course refused to allow Mr. McBurney for 
this sum in the settlement of his accounts, but deducted from his 
salary in the settlement of his accounts the sum that had been thus 
embezzled by O’Brien. I will state to the honorable Senator from 
Delaware that this is one of a class of cases that the Senate has ve 

uently passed upon. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] 
doubtless familiar with the case. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to ask the Senator one question be- 
fore he sits down. Is it true that the Senate has relieved collectors 
from defaults and embezzlements of their deputies ! 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is true, I will state to the Senator from New 
York, that the Senate and Congress have done that very thing in 
numerous cases which are cited, with the page and date, in the report 


‘of the committee in this case. If I had the report I could refer to 


them. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have no doubt the Senator is correct. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think myself it is a practice. It 
is the opinion of the Committee on Claims that it is a practice that 
ought to be stopped some time; but to stop it just now on this par- 
ticular case, when the case presented is a very hard one for Mr. Mo- 
. is another question. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not ask the question to interpose an objection 
to this immediate measure, but having asked the question, I venture 
to say that the practice, assuming it to exist, as it no doubt does, 
stands in glaring contrast with the fact that a few years ago there 
used to be published periodically all over the country a list of defalca- 
tions of internal-revenue officers. The total was very large, and it 
was made up in the main, except in respect to errors, of these very 
items, items unaccounted for by the deputies of the collectors. All 
the collectors whose deputies were thus derelict were published as de- 
faulters year after year, and they stand now, I suppose, as defaulters. 
: en M * When really they have been relieved of the 

iability 

Mr. CONKLING. When some of them have been relieved. All 
those who have not been relieved, I suppose, are still going the rounds 
as defaulters. J 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to add to what the Senator from New 
York says that avery large item of this amount was made up by 
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transferring the entire account of one collector to his suecessor. Un- 
collected taxes in the hands of a collector when he went out of office 
were transferred bodily to the account of his successor. There were 
very many instances where it stood upon the books that men were de- 

ters for one or two hundred thousand dollars when in point of fact 
the Government was their debtor. Avery distinguished gentleman in 
Illinois, John H. Bryant, a brother of the editor of the New York 
Evening Post, was paraded in that table, near the head of it, as a 
defaulter for nearly $200,000, all made up by transferring the uncol- 
lected taxes of his predecessor over to him when he came into office. 
He came on here when that list was first published and demanded a 
settlement of his accounts and that a balance be struck before he 
would 8 another hour in the discharge of his duties, and it 
resulted that the Government was indebted to him. That is but one 
of Hees ran cases in the same line. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to this case, 
and it is not of this case that I am going to speak; but I noticed that 
the Senator from New York as well as the Senator from Oregon, and 
also the Senator from Massachusetts, have spoken of a certain list of 
defaulters, and one of the Senators said that many such cases have 
been relieved, but they are still before us as having been defaulters 
to the Treasury. I think those Senators are in error. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ido not think any Senator said that. If my 
friend will pardon me, I said that those who had been relieved had 
either been ORA or were still reported, I did not know which. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Vi ia. The Senator from Oregon, as I un- 
derstood him, in reply to the Senator from New York, said that many 
of them had been relieved. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Probably. I did not pretend to state it as a 
fact; I said “ very likely,” or that is what I intended to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. A t many of these collectors were not default- 
ers at all. I know that of three or four of those on the list to my 
knowledge. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is not the question I am ad- 
dressing myself to now. The Senator from New York said that a few 
years ago there were regular lists made to Con annually, giving 
the names and amounts of those who were defaulters. It ought to 
be required. The law has required it for a great number of years; 
but since 1864 I believe, without authority from Congress or by diso- 
bedience of the law, the Departments, from some cause or other, have 
ceased to publish that list; but the law stands to-day as it did in 
1864, up to which time it was published ee It may be recol- 
lected by the Senate several times I have called attention to that fact 
heretofore. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that some gentlemen were 
reported as defaulters who, in fact, owed nothing to the Government, 
that claims which were due it from somebody were transferred to his 
successor in office, That may have been the fact ; but still somebody 
wasin debt tothe Government. If the collector to whom these claims 
had been transferred was not the defaulter, then his predecessor must 
have been. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CONKLING. My friend will pardon me one moment. I beg 
to correct him about that. Ican do it by one instance within my 
own personal knowledge. A collector in a district was changed. His 
book showed a considerable sum of uncollected taxes; but the law 
had exhausted itself in the effort to collect those taxes and it was 
impossible to collect them. They were charged to the successor. 
When these lists came to be made ont, they figured among the items 
constituting a default. Now I ask the Senator from West Virginia 
is it just to say that in a case like that any officer was a defaulter. 
He may say the tax-payers were defaulters. Some of them were 
8 so that to use a common phrase they beat the Government 
on the execution; the taxes could not be collected; but nobody was 
a defaulter, officially speaking, in such a case as that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. These reports referred to by the 
Senator from New York are made up under the law at the Treasury 
Department, if made at all, two or three years—I forget which now— 
after the amounts fall due, and the credits the officials are entitled 
to are allowed in the Department. Certainly they are not made up 
and charged against them for two or three years after they become 
due. Thatis the law. I know there are very many meets, bse col- 
lectors are unable to collect the assessments made against persons, 
sometimes erroneously, Those soon after they are discovered, within 
the time specified by law, are credited. There may be in many in- 
stances injustice done, certainly sometimes, but in other cases where 
there is injustice done to one party by publishing the names, justice 
is done probably to a hundred. There may be isolated casés that 
Senators have referred to; but I am talking of the list generally and 
of the collectors generally. 

In the case before us, certainly somebody is a defaulter, and the 
Government only knows the collector. It does not know the deputy 
collector. There is to-day, in my judgment, probably $10,000,000 justly 
due the Government from collectors. ad in my hand a few days 
ago a list reported in 1871 under a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives asking for the indebtedness of collectors then ont of 
office, and that list amounts to over $20,000,000. It was published 
three years after the time specified, when the indebtedness ought to 
have been paid. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator know now that no part of that 
amount was made up of the very amounts which Congress had re- 
lieved 57 7 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How is that? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator know whether any part of that 
amount was made up of items against which Con had relieved? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Would the Secretary of the Treas- 

make out the list 
r. MITCHELL. I am not asking what the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury would do. I ask the Senator whether he knows that is so. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Of course I do not know, but I 
must take the facts as they come to me. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. One ata time. Let me answer the 
Senator from Oregon, and then I will with pleasure listen to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. The Senator from Oregon very well 
knows that when an act passes Congress relieving anybody it 
to the Department where it belongs, is there entered, there taken 
notice of, and the relief, if it has been given, of course is entered to 
the party’s credit; and unless there is some informality—— 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator will allow this bill to go through. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am not troubling the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. HILL. I know that; but this debate delays it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Only a word, and then I will not 
trouble the Senator further. I expect this claim is meritorious. But 
now the Senator from Massachusetts wants to ask a question. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator bas stated that in 1871 there was some 
communication setting forth the number of defaulters on money 
actually in the hands of collectors, from which he says he has no 
doubt 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let me correct the Senator. I did 
not say money actually in the hands of collectors. I said money due 
the Government from collectors or from somebody else. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand the distinction between money 
actually in the hands of collectors and money due the Government 
from collectors, but perhaps the Senator from West Virginia may see 
a distinction which has not occurred to me. From that paper he said 
he made the statement that he had no doubt there was between ten 
and twenty millions of money in the hands of collectors. I want to 
know from the Senator if it is not within his knowledge that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury made a communication to Congress saying 
that that statement in that report was an entire error. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, I do not know that to be so. 
On the contrary, I think it very queer that—— 

Mr. DAWES. I regret exceedingly that it escaped the Senators 
attention, because that was a communication to which allusion has 
been made in debate here. A report was made up by a clerk in one 
of the Departments assuming that whatever of uncollected taxes was 
charged was from one collector to another as he went ont of office, 
treating it as so much money in the hands of the collector, and that 
sum was reported here, Afterward a report, from which the state- 
ments of the Senator from New York and others have been made to- 
day, was sent here in an official form by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in explanation of that very document to which the Senator from 
West Virginia alludes. While there is no doubt that there are de- 
faulters under the Government, always have been, and always will be, 
and while eternal vigilance and eterual hunt after them is the only 
way to secure the Government as far as possible against them, still it 
is not worth while for the Senator from West Virginia to be laboring 
under such a misapprehension as that which he seems to be laboring 
inde when the official documents within his reach would set him 
right. 

r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allow mea moment. The question now being 
discussed can be discussed just as well on some other matter. I hope 
it will not be permitted to embarrass the passage of this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have listened to my friends on 
both sides. I have sat here for several days very patiently ; I do not 
occupy the floor very often, but it appears to me that Senators want 
to get rid of this question or they would not object to its being dis- 
cussed. I do not see why my friends all around here are so anxious 
to get rid of this matter. Why do you not want the truth to come 
out 

Mr. MITCHELL. 


For one I am not anxious to get rid of the sub- 


ject. Iam anxious to pass this bill because think it is a very meri- 


torious bill, but the question we are discussing now has no reference 
whatever to the pending measure. That is the only objection I 


make. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask my friend whether this is not 
the very same character of claims that are involved in the question 
I was discussing. The bill is to relieve a deputy of a collector of in- 
ternal revenue and that is the subject we are talking on. What is 
more legitimate to it. I know nothing of this particular case and I 
am not addressing myself toit. I hope my friend from Georgia, who 


I see is on his feet, will be quiet. I shall be through beforethe morn- 
ing hour is out, and he will have time to pass his bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts appears to think that I ought to 
know that these are errors in the report to which I alluded. Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts say, or does he mean to have the Sen- 
ate understand, that an erroneous document was printed by the au- 
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thority of Congress after being called for at the request of a member, 

the House, and sent to the House under the official signature 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? Does that contain entries that are 
not true? If so, that is a strange statement. This pamphlet gives 
the name, the date, the State, the district, of each party named, and 
is signed by Secretary Boutwell, and it winds up by saying that there 
are now $20,783,000 due by internal- revenue collectors alone, not those 
in office but those out of office at that time and whose accounts ought 
to have been settled if they had not been. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says there was a subsequent state- 
ment sent here. True there was a statement sent here; and what be- 
came of that statement? It was refused by the Senate to be printed, 
though the law required that the information should go to the coun- 
try; yet that side of the Chamber, my recollection is, declined to have 
it printed, and they I suppose placed it in the Secretary’s office or 
somewhere else here, and in fact the information never was commu- 
nicated to Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. The paper the Senator has in his hand is dated, I 
believe, in 1871. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. DAWES. I have not the name of the member of the House at 
whose request that was printed; but I have in mind (for I was not 
in this body at the time) the whole matter, and the matter to which 
the Senator now refers was something that transpired in this body 
of which I am entirely ignorant. I referred to a communication made 
to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately upon that 
statement having hom paraded to the country, and the use was be- 
ing made of it which the Senator from West Virginia tries at this 
late day, six or seyen years afterward, to repeat. 

I understand from the Senator from New York that the very paper 
to which I allude had the same treatment here in this body that it 
had in the House of Representatives. It was very fully discussed 
and printed by order of the House of Representatives, spread upon 
the records of the country, and debated at full length. I understand 
the same treatment was had in this body, 

Now the Senator gathers up that old document, which has been 
explained and put before the country, the true meaning set before the 
country five or six years ago, and undertakes to galvanize it into life 
in this way, and the Senator says that he has no doubt there are from 
ten to twenty millions of money due to-day from collectors. I vent- 
ure to say that in the experience of this Government, as compared 
with that of any other government in the whole world, in view of 
the amount of money collected by its officials within the last fifteen 
years, there is no record that will compare so favorably as that of this 
eountry as to the percentage of money that has been lost. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I yielded for a question, not for a 


speech. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg on. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asked me to yield for a question, and now he makes a speech. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator’s pardon, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That will not do, to refer to some 
other government when we have enough here before us. The ques- 
tion now pending is whether or not this document is true. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has said that it was not true and that it was 
so published, and that a report was sent to Congress stating it was 
not true. I have never seen such a report., On the contrary, since 
this report was published in 1871 a report which my friend from 
Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] has in his hand now says there are $5,000,000 
additional of defalcations to the Government from 1869 up to 1876. 
There are $5,000,000 additional. Instead of growing less, they are 
growing worse and more of them. 

Mr. DAWES, I donot hear the Senator. What does he say? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator says he cannot hear 
me. I imagined that I was talking too loud. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senater designate one case now? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. What does the Senator mean by 
“one case?” 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator says that there have been $5,000,000 
additional of defalcations reported within a certain specified time. 
Now I want the Senator from West Virginia to designate any one 
particular case and the amount. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, I am not naming 
individuals. Here is a whole pamphlet full of names. If the Sena- 
tor wants it, let him send to the document-room and get it. There 
are $20,000,000 in amount of them. I donot want to pick out men from 
his State, or any other State. The Senator can get the information 
if he wants it. 

Mr. DAWES. May I have that document? 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virgina. Certainly; I will hand it to the 
Senator. If the Senator will look at Secretary Bristow's report of 
June 16, 1876, he will find a great many names; some in his own 
State if I am not mistaken. However, I am not naming individuals: 
The names and the dates and the amounts are all in the pamphlet, 
and if the Senator wishes he can look upon them and read them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senatorsays that any collector of internal 
revenue in my State is a defaulter, he is mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Perhaps I am not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam v confident the Senator is. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Even if I were, it has no bearing 


on the general question. But my friend from Massachusetts now has 


the paper, and 1 cannot tell whether the Senator from 
or wrong. My friend from Georgia is very earnest about 
see he is rising again. 

Mr. HILL. The morning hour is nearly out. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let me say to my fricnds on the 
other side of the Chamber, if they want to do right and what the law 
requires, let them have the statement published annually as the law 
requires, and then there would be no question about these defaults. 
As I said, the paper that I held before me, the last general statement 
that was published, contained defalcations amounting to 820, 000, 000, 
and that statement is signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, for- 
merly my worthy friend’s colleague on this floor. Whether or not ho 
has made a false statement here, is a question between the Senator 
now and the ex-Senator who sent the statement here, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am done. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia has been kind enough to show me the paper. 
Itis the identical paper to which I 5 9 In it I find the very 
case I cited, where a man was charged with having defaulted for 
$450,000 when it appeared that the statement arose merely from the 
form in which a clerk in the Treasury De ent kept the books, 
by charging to him the uncollected taxes that were assessed under a 
former collector. At that very moment the Government was a debtor 
to that very collector. All that has been officially presented to Con- 
pros and published and is in the documents to-day. I regret exceed- 
ingly—— 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish merely to add that I regret exceedingly that 
this has . for so long a time the vigilant search of the tor 

ir : 


from West inia. 

Mr. HILL. I appeal to Senators to let us act on the bill, 

Mr, DAVIS, of J est 1 e I will take occasion to show the 
truth of what I have said hereafter. I give way now to my friend 
from Georgia. 

Mr. HI Mr, President, I desire to say that this is a case that 
everybody admits is meritorious who has ever seen or heard of it. 
Now, I do not think that gentlemen ought to murder a good case by 
going into debate on a general question. If any Senator doubts the 
merits of this case, I can satisfy him in three minutes, 

Mr. ALLISON. I only wish to occupy one minute. I merely want 
to call the attention of the honorable Senator from West Virginia to 
the fact that the report alladed to by him, made by Secretary Bris- 
tow in 1876, covering the defalcations of collectors of internal rev- 
enue, shows that the defalcations on that account only amounted to 
$33,000 from 1869 to 1876. 

Mr. DAWES. That includes the time covered by this other docu- 
ment, which has been referred to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly it includes that great document coy- 
ering $20,000,000! It happens to be within my knowledge that many 
of the men who are reported there j 

Mr. HILL. The Senator asked one minute; I think he has spoken 
two. I gave way for one minute. 

Mr. ISON. I beg pardon of the Senator, I did not know that 
he was holding the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

8 ALLISON, I will wait until the Senator has finished his re- 
mar 

Mr. HILL. I was going on to say and did say that if any Senator 
doubts the merits of this case, I can state them very briefty. The 
morning hour is nearly ont. The bill is unanimously reported by a 
committee of the Senate. It was unanimously reported by a com- 
mittee of the House on a former occasion. I know personally some 
of the facts, and it is a hard case. I rarely vote for these cases. I 
believe this is the second time I have ever consented to vote for such 
relief; but this is a case fully meritorions in all respects, and the 
amount is small, and this man ought to be relieved. I trust the Sen- 
ate will pass the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, as a member of the committee report- 
ing this bill, I desire to say that if Congress has adopted the policy, 
or if it be a proper policy for Congress to adopt to relieve collectors 
for the defaults of their deputies, this is as meritorious a case of that 
character, I suppose, as any other. But, believing, as I do, that it is 
not a proper policy, I could not assent myself to the reporting of this 
bill; nor can I vote for it in the Senate; not for any reason uliar 
to this case, but because I believe that the policy of relieving col- 
lectors for the defaults of their deputies is an improper and a danger- 
ous policy. For that reason I shall vote against this and all other 
cases of this character. I know of no reason why this is not as merito- 
rious as any other case of this character. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I cannot vote for this bill. I do not know 
anything about Mr. McBurney. He may be a panaman of the very 
highest character and he may have lost every dollar which he claims 
was embezzled by his deputy, but the committee’s report, which I 
hold in my hand, shows that he was a collector of internal revenne in 
the State of Georgia from 1865 to 1869; and in 1867 he appointed a 
man by the name of O’Brien his deputy. Now, what was his duty to 
himself? Certainly to have taken an obligation from his deputy, 
with proper security. That was the custom and that was the prac- 


on is right 
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tice among the collectors of internal revenue throughout the country. 
I remember that I once filed a petition in behalf of the sureties of a 
deputy collector to relieve them from the defalcation of their prin- 
cipal on a bond which he had executed and given security to the 
3 of internal revenue. There had been a defalcation for over 
$12,000; but the collector of internal revenue very wisely took his 
bond and took ample security, and I was unsuccessful in my effort to 
get relief for the sureties of the deputy collector who had to fork over 
and pay to the collector. 

y did not Mr. McBurney take the procantion when he ap- 
pointed O’Brien deputy to take from him a bond sufficient to indem- 
nify himself? Should his negligence in that respect now relieve him 

compel the public Treasury of this country to pay out nearly 
$4,000 which he might by proper diligence on his part haye secured 
to himself? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allow me a moment. This man was designated 
but a very few days, and he was a public officer. He was the assessor, 
and was simply designated until such time as Mr. McBurney could 
get a man to take the place. 

Mr, SAULSBURY, I understand that, but he was charged by the 
laws of this land with collecting the internal revenues in his dis- 
trict. He had given bond, I suppose, to do that thing, and it was his 
duty not to intrust the collection of asingle dollar of those revenues 
to any person who was irresponsible. He ought to have protected 
himself by a bond witb security. If he failed to do so it was his 
own fault, and not the fault of the Government. One other fact—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope this matter will be continued. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope we shall have unanimous consent to com- 
pleté the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I trust that will be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the completion of 
this bill at this time? The Chair hears none. The bill remains before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAULSSURY. Mr. President, there is one very significant fact 
connected with the whole transaction as detailed in this report. The 
defalcation took place in 1867, and yet that fact was not communi- 
cated to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury or to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue until after this gentleman was out of office in 1869. 
He made no complaint of the action of his deputy. He did not go to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and state to him that there 
had been a defalcation by this man O’Brien, and seek to get relief, 
and never until they came to the final adjustment of his accounts 
after he was out of office, was it brought to the knowledge of the 
Government or its officials that there had been this defalcation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why, Mr. President, I would inquire of the Sen- 
ator of what manner of use was it for the collector to apply to the 
Treasury Department for relief? No relief could be afforded him 
there, All he could do was this: when he came to settle his accounts 
he was short that much; he 
was taken out of the allowance for his salary. The Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue could grant no relief. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I suppose there was no power in the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to make an allowance ; I judge that to 
be the case; and perhaps that may have been the reason why Mr. 
McBurney did not communicate the fact to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue; but there is no question of this fact, that O’Brien 
was his appointee. There is no question of this fact, that he could 
have protected himself if he had been so inclined by a bond, with 
sureties, from his deputy. There is no doubt about this fact also, 
that if Mr. O’Brien embezzled the money it was an embezzlement by 
a man who was selected as his deputy by Mr. McBurney. And can 
it now, in conscience and equity and justice, be required of the Gov- 
ernment that the Government shall refund money which has been 
lost by the very act of Mr. McBurney in appointing an improper man 
and m not taking proper security for the faithful performance of his 
dut; 

Sir, if we sanction claims of this character, I do not know how the 

ublic Treasury is to be supplied with funds to pay them all. Mr. 

cBurney may be a very meritorious man; he may have lost every 
dollar of this money; but he does not come here with a case that en- 
15 1200 to relief, in my judgment, and therefore I cannot vote for 

© bill. i 

Mr. HILL, Mr. President, I wish to state one fact which I think 
is a sufficient answer to the Senator from Delaware. This occurred 
in 1867. The deputy collector at that 9 78 Hawkinsville, had de- 
faulted and his removal was asked of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It was at a period of time when cotton was being pig {bee and the 
cotton tax was being collected. Hawkinsville was a shipping point 
for cotton, whence cotton was being constantly shipped, and it was 
necessary to have a man there at once to collect the tax. It was dif- 
ficult to get men to give the bonds and take the oath required by the 
law at that time. The collector was compelled to have a man there 
immediately. He took this man O’Brien because he was already the 
assessor for that district and was recommended to him. He took 
O’Brien to collect the cotton tax, which would otherwise have been 
lost, until he could get a proper deputy who would give the bond 
and take theoath to which the Senator referred. He therefore selected 


O’Brien to collect the cotton tax for a few days until he could get a 


lained the matter, and the amount 


proper man there. It was a case of necessity. He was compelled to 
act on the spur of the moment. It was during those few days that 
this man O’Brien committed this embezzlement. So the ordinary 
rule that my friend the Senator from Delaware refers to does not 
apply. There was an em ncy in this case, and if my friend knew 
the condition of things which existed down there then he would 
believe that this collector did the very best he possibly could under 
the circumstances. 

Again, after this default oceurred the collector employed lawyers 
himself to collect the debt civilly, by civil process, and the lawyers 
undertook to sue this man O’Brien who had committed the default; 
but the lawyers were unable to collect it because of the insufficiency 
of his property to pay. At that time, by the constitution then being 
adopted and before the civil suit was brought to an end, a large 
homestead exemption was established for that country by the new 
constitution ; and it rendered it impossible to make this man respond 
to the less civilly. Then Mr. McBurney (showing his entire vigilance) 
went to Savannah and presented the case to the courts and 
O’Brien indicted, and for several terms was down there doing his best 
to have the matter tried. I am not going to state all the reasons why 
he did not succeed; but I do say that the failure to bring the pros- 
ecution to trial was not the fault of Mr. McBurney. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was the fault of the district attorney. 

Mr. HILL. It certainly was the fault of the district attorney. The 
district attorney is a personal friend of mine and I do not like to speak 
of him; but I know the difficulty. This man did his best, was at 
term after term of the court with his witnesses from the city of Macon, 
nearly two hundred miles, striving to get O’Brien prosecuted; and 
when finally he did succeed in bringing O’Brien to trial the court 
ordered an acquittal because of a defect in the indictment, a mere 
technical defect for which Mr. McBurney was not responsible. He 
did everything that man could do. He was compelled to make the 
appointment in the first place during an emergency and for a few 
days until he could get a proper man, or see the 5 lose its 
revenue. He then prosecuted him civilly and failed. He prosecuted 
criminally and failed. He has done everything he could and I do 
think this is a case where the man ought to be relieved, and many cases 
have occurred of not half the merit where relief has been granted. 
The precedent has been established. The report cites the case of a 
collector of customs at Philadelphia who on account of an embezzle- 
ment by a deputy of his was reimbursed $62,000, and there are a great 
many other cases which are referred to in the npor 

I have said that I do not as a rule approve of these applications; 
but there are exceptions to all rules. This is a case where the man 
has shown clean hands. He collected $7,000,000 of revenue taxes 
during the time he was collector for the second district of Georgia, 
and perhaps at as small an expense as can be found on the record, 
and this is the only dollar ever missing. He shows where every dol- 
lar went, and he exhausted his means, at his own expense, to bring 
the man to justice, and failed not because of himself but because of 
the inefficiency of other Government employés. I say, therefore, that 
his bill ought to pass. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the Senator from Georgia put me down in 
order to talk himself, I was about to say—— 

Mr. HILL. I beg the Senator's pardon. I thought he was talking 
on another subject. 
Mr. ALLISON. 

consideration. 

Mr. HILL. Ah, well. I beg pardon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made some statement with reference to the re- 
port made in 1871, which has been again brought up here. I vent- 
ured to do so for the reason that over and over again, when that 
report has been alluded to as showing defaleations of internal-revenue 
collectors, it has been shown here and elsewhere to be false. Take 
this very case of McBurney. On the report of 1871 he is shown to be 
a defaulter in the sum of $94,000, whereas the bill on your table for 
his relief only shows a deficit of some $3,000. Yet the Senator from 
West Virginia comes in here with this old report and endeavors 
to make it an absolute statement with reference to defalcations of 
internal-revenue collectors. I happened to be in Congress in the 
other House when the report was made, I was amazed at the report, 
and went to the proper office to make 7 with reference to the 
collectors in my own State. Itcontains a list of nine collectors in my 
own State with an aggregate defalcation of over $100,000, and yet op 
inquiry at the office of Internal Revenue I found that the accounts 
of those collectors had not been settled at all, and with a single 
exception every one of the collectors named in the list settled his 
accounts with a balance in his own favor against the Government 
of the United States, and that collector was only indebted to the 
Government some $500 or $600, because of a difference between him 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with reference to the 
amount to be paid toa deputy. Still we are told now, seven or eight 

ears afterward, that these were cases of absolute defalcation of 
internal-revenue collectors! As I said before, this constituent of my 
friend from Georgia is put down as a defaulter for $94,000, and yet 
this bill shows that he was only indebted to the Government on 
accounts some $3,000. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. How do you know he did not pay 
the balance within the seven years? 


I was endeavoring to reach the exact subject under 


1878. 


Mr, ALLISON. I only know from the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that he was a most reputable man and collected 


$7,000,000. 
Mr. HILL. He collected $7,000,000 at less than 1 per cent, expense 
to the Government, and accounted for every dollar of it except this 


000. 
Mr. MITCHELL. He collected 57, 331,794.91. 
Mr. ALLISON. And yet he appears as a defaulter in this list for 


$94,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue says his 
accounts are “ now closed on the books of the Department” by takin 
out of the amount of his allowance for salary the amount of the defal- 
Senon a O’Brien, which squared all his accounts, and he was dis- 
charged. 

Me ALLISON. I only judge of the other cases from the cases in 
my own State, which I took occasion to examine after seeing this 
publication. The difficulty arose from the fact that durin g those 
years these accounts of collectors could not be settled rapidly. They 
were two or three years behind in the settlement of collectors’ 
accounts in the Third Auditor’s Office. 

But even if all that were true, I submit to the Senator from West 
Virginia that it is not a large defalcation when you take into account 
the millions of dollars that were collected under the internal-revenue 
laws from 1863 to 1869, and when you take into account the further 
fact that for all these defalcations the Government of the United 
States took what was supposed to be at the time absolute security 
from the collectors and their deputies. 

Mr. MORRILL. Allow me to ask the Senator from Iowa if it is 
not true that taking any one point of time and reporting as to the 
state of facts between the Government and the collectors then it will 
always show a balance due uncollected from almost every collector 
throughout the United States; and such balances have been made to 
figure as defalcations because the collectors had not yet collected the 
taxes due from various parties. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true from the condition of the law itself. 
The moment a tax is assessable it is charged to the collector as money, 
and he must account for it either as money or must give some reason 
why it could not be collected; and therefore these large sums were 
added to the collectors’ acconnts when in fact there were but small 
balances due from the collectors. 

Mr, DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, a word in reply to 
the Senator from Iowa. He refers to this particular case now before 
the Senate and says that the claimant appears to ask relief here for 
$3,000 when the report of the Treasury 2 cope wack made February 
18, 1871, says his defaleation was $94,000, That is entirely consistent. 
Mdm it might have been $94,000, and it may be to-day $3,000 or 
nothing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me a moment. I also added the statement 
of the honorable Senator from Georgia that this man was a reputable 
man and kept his accounts straight all the time: 

Mr. DA of West Virginia. That has nothing to do with it in 
the world. This gentleman may have been one of the most upright 
men in Georgia, and there are a 1 — 0 many very upright men there, 


and that is the very reason, probably, why he settled his accounts 
so as to reduce the deficit to $3,000. Does the Senator know he has 
not paid the other $90,000? 


Mr. MITCHELL. Here is what the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue says: 

While he held the office of collector—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My friend is very impatient; he 
cannot let me talk one minute without stopping me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Commissioner says: 


While he held the office of collector his mb pear to have been properly and 
promptly rendered, and the affairs of his office propenty conducted. £ * 


That is what the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says. 
Mr. McCREERY. I should like to inquire what ogn of time the 
Senator having this bill in charge proposes to occupy 


Mr. HILL. Iam ready for a vote now; Ido not see any trouble 
in voting now. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Ishall conclude within five minutes, 


if I am allowed to go on. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me 
to ask one question, he is so good-natured in yielding? Ishouldlike 
to know from him, as he has investigated this matter, whether upon 
the evidence before him he believes that this claimant was at that 
time a defanlter for $94,000 ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no information on this par- 
ticular claim, not one iota. 

Mr. CONKLING. But the Senator finds his name in that list as a 
defaulter for $94,000 ; I beg to inquire whether that or such informa- 
tion as he has leads him to believe that this claimant was a defaulter 
for $94,000? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. All I can answer is to say that the 
document which is signed by the Secretary of the Treasury says 80 ; 
that is all I know about it, and tnat should be conclusive I think on 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator believes it himself? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The document says so. The Secre- 
tary sent it to Congress as a fact; it is an official report. 
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It is perfectly consistent that this gentleman owed at that time 
$94,000, and I take it the then Secretary of the Treasury would not 
have reported so if it was not so, and since then he may have settled 
his accounts. Here he is asking relief for his deputy, not for himself. 
For aught any Senator knows there may be part of this claim now 
against the principal in the Treasury Department. There is no in- 
formation here that it is not so; but let us dismiss that; I do not 
want to attack this gentleman. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I must correct the Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have already three Senators to 
answer, and the Senator himself has put me one question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator has already put one 
question that I should like to answer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator does not wish to mi nt this 
case. Certainly I will not interrupt the Senator if he does not desire 
to be interrupted. 

I understood the Senator from West Virginia to say that there was 
no evidence here to the contrary but that this man McBurney was 
chargeable with this amount at the Department. There is evidence 
here to the contrary in the letter of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, which says that he has closed up his accounts, that when he 
par in his final account there was a balance due from him for O’Brien’s 

efalcation, and that the Department took it out of his compensation 
and squared the account, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I promised the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that I would stop in less than five minutes. My friends all 
around me take up the most of my time. 

Mr. President, this is a question that ought to be discussed at some 
future time, I have no doubt, when the Senate has full r 
to do it. I know nothing about this particular claim, but I will say 
to Senators now that I will notice what they have said, and at some 
future time this matter will be renewed. But I want to say now, in 
conclusion, that the law requires that the First Comptroller, under 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall report annually, 
which report shall be made during the first week of the session o 
Congress, a list of the defaulters whose defalcations have stood more 
than three years on the books. Tho report in the document I have 
here, made in 1871, says under that state of things there were more 
than $20,000,000 due, and among the names on the list this very name 
appears. A moment ago the Senator from Oregon said to me that there 
e in his State on this list, and I asked him if he was sure 
of that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I said no such thing. The Senator from West 
Virginia said that unless he was mistaken there were collectors of 
internal revenue in my own State who were defaulters. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That document says there is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not care what the document says. I vent- 
ure the expression of the opinion that there is no collector of inter- 
nal revenue in my State who is to-day a defaulter to the Government. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. They may have paid, and 1 
they have. There certainly were such when that document was issued. 
I hope they may have pea up since. They may have done so. This 
document speaks of collectors out of office, not in office. There may 
have been as many more in office at that time who were termed de- 
faulters by the Secretary of the Treasury. I know not whether that 
was so or not. 

Now, one word as to the printing of the document that came here 
last year under a resolution offered by me. My recollection is that 
the Committee on Printing of the Senate reported against having it 

rinted, and it was sent to the Secretary’s office, and if it has ever 
printed I have not seenit. I do not think it ever has been 
printed. 

Now, as ng friend from Georgia is anxious about this bill and my 
friend from Kentucky is anxious for the bankrupt-repeal bill, I wi 
say no more. 

. SARGENT, Mr. President 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from California will let us vote. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am aware of the great patience of my friend, 
and I will not tax it much. 

Mr. HILL. That has been the case for the last hour. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ihave no donbt the Senate will have as much 
patience as my friend and give him a chance to pass the bill. I think 
the bill ong! t to pass and ought to have a chance to pass. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

Mr. SARGENT. Now if the Senator will only let me alone, we 
shall get throngh a great deal sooner. 

Mr. MCCREERY. But where are my rights? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SARGENT. Here is another anxious Senator. [Laughter.] 
I ask my friend from West Virginia [Mr. Davis] to read the portion 
of the report which states that the persons named therein are de- 
faulters? That is a very serious term, and amounts to the word 
“thief.” I do not find that this document says they are defaulters, 
but it says there are certain balances due from collectors of internal 
revenue not now in office; and this book shows what those lists are 
and explains just what is meant by the terms used. It contains an 
extract from a previous report of May 2, 1870, which Mr. Tayler, the 
Comptroller, says was made in answer to a similar resolution, and I 
wish to read this extract as a full reply and all that is necessary to 
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show that these persons were not intended to be treated as defaulters 
or criminals in any degree: 


against collectors 

over to their successors in office. Und 
cannot credit an outgoing collector with lists so turned over, unless the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue shall certify that such outgoing collector has used due 
diligence. In the absence of such certificate the accounting officers cannot credit 
cellectors with taxes turned over to their successors, and in almost every case a 
collector must soper to be in arrears, Shoogh nothing be due from him, until the 
required certificate shall have been supplied. 

That is the explanation of the whole list; in a multitude of cases 
there was nothing due from the officers at all; their accounts were 
simply hung up on a technicality; and I have no doubt that was the 
case with the $94,000 ch: against the gentleman whose claim is 
now pending before the Senate for relief. 

Mr. COC LL. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Claims, I dissented from this report at the time it was made, but 
did not deem it ne to make an adverse minority report, I 
cannot sustain this bill. My reasons will be stated very briefly. 

This collector appointed a deputy in 1867, That deputy, it is 
claimed now, became a defaulter. By reason of that default he 
incurred a penal liability and a civil liability. Great stress is put 
upon the fact that the collector attempted to enforce the penal lia- 
bility against this officer while he totally neglected to enforce the 
civil liability. The civil liability was in his own hands, was in his 
own power. He could have enforced that civil liability against this 
deputy collector; and in the report it is stated that he took a due- 
bil from this deputy collector, and it is stated as the opinion of this 
collector himself. that if the United States had brought an action 
there was property purchased with this money which was the reason 
of the default, as the collector asserted, real estate, out of which the 
money could have been made. If the United States could have pro- 
ceeded civilly and made it, this collector could have done it. 

Another objection—— 

Mr. HILL. I will state to my friend that I believe that fact was 
not before the committee, but the fact was that he did pursue the 
civil liability until it was found ineffectual. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was not before the committee, and that is 
not in the report. 

Mr. HILL. That is the fact, and he employed lawyers that I know, 
very able lawyers, for that purpose—Lochrane and Shorter, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I call the attention of the Senator from Georgia 
to the fact that he did not take this obligation from the defaulting 
deputy until June 4, 1868. The defalcation occurred the year pre- 
vious, and he failed to take the 8 for a whole year. 

Mr. HILL. He tried to collect the money as soon as he found it 
out. It was not necessary to take that obligation at all at any time. 
Tt was unnecessary on his part; but he was trying to get the evidence 
of that defalcation ; he did employ Lochrane and Shorter to collect 
this debt. I have the statement of Judge Lochrane who was here 
himself a few days ago. 

Mr. MITCHELL. T hola in my hand a lettor from Judge Lochrane, 
late chief-justice of the State of Georgia, I believe. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; a very able lawyer. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think it answers the objection made by the 
honorable Senator from Missouri. 

WASHINGTON, April 9, 1878. 


DEAR Sm: In response to your in , my recollection is that at the time Mr. 
O’Brien failed to turn over abt — 25 sto you as collector of internal rev- 
enue, you came to my office at D, Georgia, and consulted me what could be 
done to recover the money from him; and Mr, Shorter, a young lawyer in my office, 
was sent to Pulaski County to find ont what, if any, property O'Brien which 
might be made subject to the claim. He went with instructions to examine the 
records as to 3 &o.; and my recollection is that Shorter reported upon 
examination nothing could be made out of him on civil suit or py ings, and I 
advised you to go to Savannah and see the district attorney about 3 him, 
which you did, as I met you in Savannah upon this matter, 


T 0. A. LOCHRANE. 
James C. McBurwey, Esq. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It does not answer the charge which I make, 
and it seems very strange that those facts were not embodied in the 
report of the committee as to the bringing of a civil suit. I stated 
that no civil action had been brought. e letter read by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon confirms that statement; the lawyers made investi- 
gation, but brought no civil suit because they say there was nothing 
out of which the money could be made; and yet the collector states 
that if the United States had prosecuted the deputy diligently they 
could have made the amount. There is an inconsistency, to say the 
least, in the 8 
Mr. HILL. The meaning there is that this man O’Brien if he had 
been convicted of embezzlement perhaps would have had the money 
made up by his friends rather than have been sent to the peniten- 
tiary. I suppose that is what it means. His lawyers advised him 
that the only way to get the money was by a criminal prosecution, 
and he did resort to a criminal prosecution, and that failed through 
the inefficiency alone of the district attorney. 

Mr. COC LL. My other objection to this bill was that this col- 
lector of internal revenue never reported this default until 1869, two 
years after it had occurred, when he applied to the Treasury Depart- 


ment for a settlement of his accounts, and there was a balance found 
against him of $3,785.40. 

Mr. HILL. He did not ask for that or report the facts sooner, be- 
cause in the mean time he was doing his very best to collect the- 


amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from West Virginia made it 894, 000. 
according to the report he had. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from West Virginia 
did not. The Senator from Iowa said so, not the Senator from West 


Virginia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will not detain the Senate long. I have but 
one point to make. If gentlemen who want to pass this bill would 
simply wait for the objections to be made to it they would have been. 
made Jong, ago. 

Mr. Mc ERY. I must demand the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the unfinished busi- 
ness. 
one HILL. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will withdraw his- 


Mr. McCREERY. If the vote can be taken in five minutes, I will. 
give way a 4 

Mr. MITCHELL. We can certainly do that. 

Mr. HILL. I think so. 

Mr. McCREERY. Very well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I stated, the other objection to this bill is 
that this collector never reported this default until 1869, two years- 
after it occurred. Then it was that he made his report after the close 
of his term of office. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue says:: 

After the close of his term of office it was ascertained that of the amounts re- 
ported collected by him there remained a balance unaccounted of $3,785.40, and, in 


reply to a letter from this office hs the subject, he represented that the amount in. 
question was the amount of a defalcation of one of his deputies, Michael O'Brien. 


I think it is negligence when an officer of the United States 
charged with the collection of these funds fails, neglects to report a 
default to the head of the Treasury Department to which he made his 
monthly Popor: for two long years after it occurred. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has my friend any doubt about the facts of this- 
matter being just as represented in the report, that he lost this money 
by this defalcation? There cannot be any question about that. Then, 
what N does it make whether he reported it to the Treasury 
or not 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In the absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims, I desire to say a word in regard to this claim. 
I was present in the committee at the time it was considered: by the 
committee and was opposed to recommending the passage of the bill, 
and without my vote an adverse report would haye been made on the 
bill. I stated, and it so appears on the records of the committee, that: 
for the purpose of bringing the claim before the Senate I was willing. 
to vote in favor of it, but stating at the same time that I would not 
vote for the bill when it came before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING, Iam surprised by the statement of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, a member of the Committee on Claims, for I thought 
some Senator stated that this was a unanimous report from that com- 

Mr. HILL. I thought it was. 

Mr. CONKLING. I arose, however, for the purpose 

Mr. HILL, If I stated it was a unanimous report, that was my. 
opinion. There was no minority 1 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There was none. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not remember which Senator stated it. 

Mr. HILL. That was my information. 

Mr. CONKLING, I did not mean to take exception to the propriety 
of the statement. I rose, however, for another purpose. The claim- 
ant in question, who has been canvassed here this morning perhaps 
somewhat unceremoniously, has taken the trouble to say to me in 
writing what I think I ought to read to the Senate. He says: 

At the time I went out of office I had only about $9,000 of unsettled accounts. 
The Government then owed me over $10,000 on account of compensation which was 
afterward paid to me, less the $3,895.07 which was deducted and kept. 

‘That is the amount represented in this bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Three thousand seven hundred and eighty-five 
dollars and forty cents. 

Mr. CONKLING. Three thousand eight hundred and ninety-five 
dollars and seven cents appears here, but it is identified by the con- 
text as the same item. I read this in justice to this claimant, and I, 
feel bound to say (although I observe that the report of the commit- 
tee refers to other cases the facts of which have not been stated in 
which collectors were relieved) that I do not see any more than the 
Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris, J or the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. SAULSBURY ] seems able to see, the principle on which we relieve 
a man from the act of his agent, not our agent, but his agent. 

What does he give bond for? Manifestly this very case, just as a 
sheriff gives his bond, becomes responsible not alone for what he does - 
individually, but for what is done by his deputies because they are 
his deputies, his agents, and therefore he is responsible for them. If 
a burglar breaks into a post-oflice or a depository and steals stamps, 
money, or valuables, I can as I think the Senate will see, a dis- 


tinction between that case and this. But when a bonded officer and 
his sureties undertake to be responsible for specific things, and those 
things occur, I must say that I cannot comprehend the principle on- 
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which the Senate has based, if it has done so heretofore, precedents 
like those referred to by the committee. It seems to me very extra- 
ordinary that a bonded officer should be by legislative act exonerated 
from the very thing which his bond is given to cover and compel him 
to respond to. 
I feel bound to say as much as this for one, although I know no 
reason why this individual should be made an exception to any gen- 
eral rule, if indeed general rule there be covering a case like this. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, one word now in conclusion. I 
will simply say, I feel called upon to say it in answer to what has been 
said, that unless Congress relieves this gentleman Congress did wron, 
in relieving “ William J. Patton, collector of internal revenue, secon 
district of ee $36,081.88; S. S. Bailey, collector of internal rev- 
enue, fourth district of Michigan, $1,752,23 ; E. B. Pendleton, collector 
of internal reyenne, fifth district of Virginia, $26,476.28.” 

Mr. CONKLING. What were the circumstances of these cases ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have examined them, and most of them are 
eases where the deputies of the collector were in default, and through 
the default, the embezzlement of the deputies, the collectors were 
compelled to account to the Government for a certain amount, and 
Congress relieved them. There are also numerous other cases; here 
are some: E. H. Webster, (16 Stats. at L., 703,) John T. Mason, (17 
Stats. at L., 704,) R. R. Bolling, (17 Stats, at L., 768,) Logan H. Roots, 
(16 Stats. at L., 690,) W. B. Thomas, (18 Stats. at L. 555) Thomas 
Hillhouse, (18 Stats. at L., 532,) Willard Davis, (18 Stats. at L., 533.) 
Most of these were collectors of internal revenue, and in many cases 
the circumstances were not so strong in favor of the claimant as in 
this particular case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The bill was ex pals to be engrossed for a third reading, there being 
on a division—ayes 27, noes 16. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of 
the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
29, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Bailey, Conover, Hereford, Patterson, 
Beck, Dawes, Hill, Sargent, 
Booth, Dennis, alls, Teller, 
Bruce, Dorsey, Jones of Florida, Voorhees, 
Butler, Eustis, MoPherson, Wadleigh. 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Maxey, 
C Gordon, Mitchell, 
Coke, Grover, Morgan, 
NAYS—2. 

Cameron of Wis., Harris, McDonald, Plumb, 
Cockrell, Howe, MeMillan, ins, 
garia Johnston, Matthews, Saulsbury, 
Davis of Illinois, Kernan, Merrimon, Saunders, 

n. cCreery, Oglesby, 

ABSENT—27. 

Allison, Christiancy, Kellogg, Sharon, 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Kirkwood, Spencer, 
Armstrong, Edmunds, Thurman, 

um, Ferry, Morrill, Wallace, 
Bayard, Hamlin, Paddock. Windom, 
3 Hoar, Randolph, Withers. 
Burnside, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the bill was passed. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting copies of the annual reports of the 
generals commanding the Departments of the Columbiaand of Dakota, 
and asking that these reports be printed as a part of his annual report 
for 1877; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

PROPOSED CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL, 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privilege. I 
ask that the Journal of yesterday be ete 3 When the House bills 
were laid before the Senate by the Chair, I asked that the bill (H. R. 
No. 2 authorizing the President of the United States to appoint 
James Shields, of Missouri, a brigadier-general of the United States 
Army on the retired list receive the present consideration of the Sen- 
ate, to which the Senator from Vermont not now in his seat [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] objected. I supposed, until I saw the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp this morning, that the bill to which Ihave referred was upon 
the Calendar under the rules of the Senate. I see that the RECORD 
states that the Vice-President said: 


If there be no objection, the bill will be considered read the second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


And I am informed at the desk that it has been sent to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I submit to the Senate that the Journal 
ought to be corrected by striking out the words: 

And referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The facts I believe are these: as the bill was announced, I imme- 
diately rose in my place; the Chair, however, as is usual with the 
Chair, announced that the bill would be referred to the appropriate 
committee ; but immediately upon that, and during the announce- 
ment made by the Chair, I addressed the Chair and asked for present 
consideration. I believe under the twenty-fifth rule that the calling 
for the present vonsideration of a bill and objection being made there- 


to by a Senator would put it upon the Calendar without a special 
motion from some Senator to make the reference. I ask, therefore, 
that that correction be made of the Journal, and that the bill be put 
upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the facts as the 
RECORD states the facts. He announced, as he always does on the 
presentation of Honse bills, their reference. It was after he had 
made the announcement that the Senator from Georgia made the 
request for present consideration, to which the Senator from Ver- 
mont objected. The Chair simply desires to say that within his own 
knowledge the RECORD states the fact as it actually occurred. 

Mr. GORDON. Lagree with the Chair that the Chair used the 
words “the RECORD reports.” I understand that there is no dis- 
agreement between the Chair and myself in regard to the words 
used by the Chair. The point I make, though, is that, having made 
the objection at the time to its reference and asked its present consid- 
eration, the bill could not go to the committee without a special 
reference by the Senate on the motion of some Senator. I will read, 
if the Chair please, the twenty-fifth rule: 

Every bill and joint resolution reported from a committee, not having pre- 
viously been read, shall be read once, and twice, if not objected to, on the same 
day, and be P on the Calendar in the order in which tho same may be re- 
ported ; and every bill and joint resolution introduced on leave, and ov: bill 
and joint resolution of the House of Representatives which shall have ved a 
first and second reading without being referred to a committee, shall, if objection 
be made to further proceeding thereon, also be placed upon the Calendar. 


I objected to this reference at the time, and supposed, and I think 
the Clerk so supposed at the time, for I took the pans to go to the 
desk to ascertain whether my motion did put the bill upon the.Cal- 
endar, and supposed it did until this moming: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair h nothing from the Sen- 
ator from Georgia except a request for the present consideration of 
the bill. If the Senator made an objection to the reference the Chair 
did not hear it. He refers all bills without a motion. 

Mr.GORDON. It is due to the Chair to say that I did not use 
the words, “I object to this reference ;” but I supposed, and I think 
it is true under the rules, that asking present consideration was an 
objection to the reference. I wish farther to say, as appears from the 
Recorp further on, that my understanding must of necessity be cor- 
rect: 

Mr. Gorpox. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the present con- 
sideration of that bill. x p $ 

Mr. Epuunps. To which I ps pote Mr. President. 
boo he Ra cease The objection is well taken. The bill goes over under 


Now I submit that it was utterly impossible for the bill to go over 
if the reference had already been made to the committee. There 
could be no such action en upon it. Therefore the position I 
assume holds good, that the objection in the words “I move that 
the Senate proceed to the present consideration of the bill” did carry 
it to the Calendar under the objection made by the Senator from Ver- 


mont. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I think the statement of the Sen- 
ator at once vindicates the Journal and the action of the Chair, and, 
if he will allow me, shows that in the interest of the bill he had better 
not press his motion. Manifestly the bill could not be considered at 
the time of which he has been speaking, except by a motion to post- 
pone the present and all prior orders, because there was actually 
R in the Senate and under consideration another bill and as 

understand the rule and the direction of the Chair, the Chair did 
precisely that which the rule required, the bill took the direction 
which the rule means. And I submit to the Senator that its condi- 
tion now as it stands is better for his purpose than it would be if his 
motion prevailed ; and I say that for this reason: if the bill were on 
the Calendar under the rule, it could be read but once on one day; 
it conld not be read more than once except by unanimous consent. 
The next day it could be read again, and only once except by unani- 
mous consent. Then the question would remain whether it should 
be referred to a committee; and in the case of a bill like this—I say 
“like this” only because it is an exceptional bill not falling within 
the general rule applied to such cases—I take it it would be the judg- 
ment of the Senate that some committee should examine it, so that 
the Senator, should his motion prevail, will only defer the reference 
of the bill, whereas if it stands now referred to the committee it is 
ready for action and can get back sooner than it otherwise might. 

This last suggestion, however, is not so pertinent to the pur as 
that which I rose more particularly to make—that the Senator could 
not have had it considered at the time, and the Journal states, as he 
admits, the exact fact and the fact as the Chair was compelled to 
have the fact under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, the question which I rose to submit 
to the Senate was, not as to the best course to take for this bill in the 
interest of the bill itself, but whether the record be correct. Ishould 
like to have the sense of the Senate upon the fact as to whether an 
objection made to the reference of a bill in the words that I used at 
the time is a sufficient objection to prevent its reference to a com- 
mittee; whether if does not require under such a motion as was sub- 
mitted by myself at the time some collateral motion afterward b 
some Senator to carry the bill to a committee. I submit that the biù 
is not in committee at all, but is still before the Senate upon the Cal- 
endar. I should like to have that question decided. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator formulate the proper 
motion to effectuate his purpose ? 

Mr. GORDON. I ask the Chair whether the bill is upon the table 
or whether the Chair considers that it has gone to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair refers all House bills and he 
referred this bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, After he had 
done that, the Senator made a motion that the Senate proceed to its 

resent consideration, to which the Senator from Vermont objected. 

t was the real fact as it transpired. This bill is in the committee 
if the House bills which are daily referred by the Chair are in com- 
mittee by his order of reference. 

Mr. GORDON. The Chair and the Senate will understand that it 
was impossible physically for me to address the Chair at the time 
the Chair was 128 or at least so as to be heard. I rose simul- 
taneously with the announcement of the bill by the Secretary, and 
the very instant I could say “Mr. President” I did so, supposing that 
it would be quite time enough and that it was not a mere question 
of arace between the Chair and myself as to what should be the 
destiny of this bill. I submit that my objection made at the time 
ought to be considered as made when the bill was announced by the 


retary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, But the Senator will permit the Chair 
to state that he did not rise to the question of reference. He rose to 
ask the Senate to proceed to the present consideration of the bill, 
which might be done of course by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORDON. There is no difference between the Chair and my- 
self on that point at all. The question is whether the bill is now in 
the Committee on Military Affairs or whether it is before the Senate ; 
and’ I should like the Chair to make a ruling upon that point. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair rules, if the Senator desires 

to submit the question to him, that the bill is in the Committee on 
Mili Affairs by his order of reference, which was not questioned, 
as the Chair understood, at the time. 
* Mr. GORDON. Then, without the slightest di t to the Chair 
and without any special concern as to what disposition is to be made 
of the bill, as it has gone thus far, I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair merely to get the sense of the Senate as to what the rule truly 
means. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. THURMAN. I want to know what I am to vote on. 
a motion made to correct the Journal? 

Mr. GORDON. There is. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is that motion ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The. Senator from Georgia has moved to 
correct the Journal as stated by him. 

Mr. GORDON. If I am allowed I will submit a motion to correct 
the Journal instead of eppealing from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let motion be reduced to writing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Georgia, in ac- 
cordance with the request of the Senator from Vermont, please 
reduce his motion to writing? 

Mr. GORDON. Les, sir. 

Mr. McCREERY. Is it in order now to call for the regular order? 

Mr. GORDON. Not until this matter is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This has been entertained as a question 
of privilege and the Chair trusts the Senator from Kentucky will 


not interpose. 
VOTE ON RAILROAD BILL. 

Mr. HOWE. While the Senator from Georgia is preparing his mo- 
tion I should like to have the Journal corrected in another particular 
about which I suspect there will be no dispute. I was out when the 
Journal was read this morning, but my attention has been called to 
the fact that my name did not appear among the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill which was under consideration during the 
afternoon yesterday. I voted when my name was called. I responded 
“nay. 

Tho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal will be corrected in that 
particular, the Chair hearing no objection. 

REVISION OF THE PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I give notice that on Wednesday of next week 
I shall call up the bill (8. No. 300) to amend the statutes in relation 
to patents, and for other purposes. 


BENJAMIN NOYES. 


Mr. EATON. I should be glad to ask unanimous consent to take 
up to-morrow after the morning hour the resolution which I had the 
honor to offer some days since relating to the arrest of one Benjamin 
Noyes, a citizen of the United States and of the State of Connecticut. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Connecticut that to-morrow after the morning hour he 
be at liberty to call up the resolution and proceed with it? 

Mr. EATON. I shall detain the Senate but a short time upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It onght not to be made a special order. If the 
Senator gives notice, there will he no objection. 


Is there 


Mr. EATON. Very well, I give notice that I shall call up the res- 
olution to-morrow morning. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. McDONALD presented the memorial of Franklin B. Hunt, of 


Richmond, Indiana, praying for the appointment of a committee to 
investigate certain differences between the Commissioner of Patents 
and himself and the causes which led to his being prohibited from 
practicing before the Commissioner of Patents; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the memorial of merchants, owners, 
agents, and masters of vessels, citizens of Norfolk, Virginia, remon- 
strating against the transfer of the life-saving service from the Treas- 
ury to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Norfolk, Virginia, re- 
monstrating against the transfer of the life-saving service from the 
8 to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 20) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, 
Nevada, and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public 
oon for mining and domestic purposes; which was ord to be 
printed, 

Mr. HOWE, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. WINDOM submitted amend- 
ments intended to be pro by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 
No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes; which were referred to the 
Committee on net te einai over and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MATTHEWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal all that part of the act 
approved January 14, 1875, knownas the resumptionact, which author- 
ized the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds 
and redeem and cancel the greenback currency ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. GORDON. I offer the following order: 


Ordered, That the Journal of April 9 be corrected so as to read: 
If there be no objection, the bill will be considered read the second time.“ 


Mr. MERRIMON. I beg to say a word. It seems to me that the 
RECORD is correct in allrespects. The simple question is whether the 
first direction of the Chair shall prevail or the last. The Chair said: 


If there be no objection, the bill will be considered read the second time, and 
„ GORDON. Ar. President, Love thet the Senate proceed to the presen 
3 RDON. r. ent, I move 0 toon- 
sideration of that bill. i 
Mr. Epmunps. To which I object, Mr. President. 
ee The objection is well taken. The bill goes over under 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair meant the consideration of 
the bill, of course. 8 
Mr. MERRIMON. Well, “ the consideration of the bill goes over 
under the rule.“ Now what do the words “go over under the rule” 
mean? They mean that the bill lies upon the table until the appro- 
priate time comes to take some further action upon and amounting 
to a countermanding of the order which the Chair had before that 
time made. Therefore the sending of the bill to the committee, it 
seems to me, was an error, and the bill is still legally on the table, 
and subject to any proper motion to be made. The simple question 
is whether the first order made by the Chair prevails or the second. 
Logically, certainly the second order prevails, and the bill is on the 
table now, or if it gone to the committee it is there erroneously. 
The first order was conditional. Objection was made to the refer- 
ence, for what the Senator from Geo said was tantamount to an 
objection. After he had made his motion, which must be regarded as 
in substance an objection, the Senator from Vermont inte an 
objection which cut off the motion, and eut it off absolutely. The 
consideration of the bill at that time wasimpossible. Then the Chair 
sgaid, the bill goes over.” That means, “it lies on the table to take 
the regular course of business,” and it is on the table now in contem- 
plation of parliamentary law, and subject to any action that is proper 
and . The RECORD is correct. There is no real difference 
between the Chair, it seems to me, and the Senator from Geo 
The resolution is therefore unnecessary, and the simple question is 
what disposition is to be made of the bill at this time, for if it is in 
the committee it is there erroneously. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the resolution of the 
Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. BAYARD. Let it be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again reported. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Ordered, That the Journal of April 9 be corrected so as to read: 
If there be no objection, the bill will be considered read the second time.“ 
Mr. INGALLS. Does the resolution refer to the Journal or the 
RECORD? 
Mr. GORDON. To the Journal. 
Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear what the Journal says. 
1255 GORDON. I take it the Journal says the same thing as the 
CORD. 
The: VICE-PRESIDENT. The entry in the Journal will be re- 
orted. 
y The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. No. 4245) last received from the Honse of Representatives forcon- 
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currence was read the first and second times, by unanimous consent, and referred 
to the Committeo on Military Affairs. * 

Mr. INGALLS. It is very evident that the Senator from Georgia 
has misapprehended the relation between the Journal and the RECORD, 
The resolution can in no sense apply to the Journal of legislative pro- 
ceedings. He endeavors to apply the language that ap in the 
RECORD to the Journal and have it inserted there, which of course 
would be entirely inappropriate. 

Mr. GORDON. The Journal as I understand it, as read at the desk, 
precisely corresponds with the RECORD. I ask again for the reading 
of the words used by the Vice-President. 

Mr. WHYTE. The Senator merely wishes to strike out the words 
“and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,” which appear in 
the Journal. 

Mr. GORDON. That is all. Is it necessary to submit that motion 
in writing? I wish to move to strike out the words “and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs.” That motion I first submitted 
but I yielded to other gentlemen who offered suggestions. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I should like to vote with my friend the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, but I cannot vote with him on the motion he has 
made because it does not accord with the facts. The Vice-President 
did say just what the RECORD says he said. The error I think is in 
this: 1 do not think the bill is before the Military Committee at 
all. In that I agree with the Senator from North Carolina. What 
occurred! 

The Vick-Pnxs rer. If there bo no objection, the bill will be considered read 
the second time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That is what the Vice-President said when the bill was laid before 
the Senate. Then— 

Mr. Gorpon. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the present con- 
sideration of that bill. 

Mr. Ebnuxbs. To which I object, Mr. President. 

To what did the Senator from Vermont object? The Senator from 
Vermont objected to the present consideration of the bill. Then the 
Vice-President said : 


The objection is well taken— 

That is, to the present consideration of the bill 

The bill goes over under the rule. 

Not meaning that the bill over, for that would not make sense 


but the consideration of the bill over. It goes over until when? 
It goes over until the following day. Consequently, as was said by 
the Senator from North Carolina, the original statement made by the 
Vice-President was conditional; that is, “if there be no objection this 
bill will go to the Committee on Military Affuirs.” There was an 
objection made in the shape of asking for the present consideration 
of the bill, and then the Vice-President said the bill, in other words, 
the consideration of the bill, will go over under the rule. Therefore 
it seems to me clearly that the bill is to-day on the Calendar, and I 
cannot vote with the Senator from ia to correct the REcoRD, 
because the RECORD is correct. But with all due deference to the 
Presiding Officer, if the motion were made to appeal from the decision 
of the Chair as to where the bill now 4s, I should be compelled to vote 
with the Senator from Georgia, for I do not believe that the bill is 
before the Military Committee. Certainly it is in such a condition 
that the Senate will readily recognize that there is enough in this 
case to have misled the Senator from Georgia. There was enough in 
what the Presiding Officer said to have misled the Senator as to what 
was the fate of the motion he made, Therefore the Senator from 
Georgia should be placed in the very same condition that he was 
then, and then if it be the pleasure of the Senate to refer the bill, all 
right. 

Sir, CONKLING. Mr. President, the statement made by the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, [Mr. HEREFORD, ] which is certainly an inge- 
nious one, is unsatisfactory to me for a reason which I should think 
would render it unsatisfactory to the Senator. Had the Senator from 
Georgia at any time objected to the reference of tho bill and arrested its 
reference, all would follow that the Senator from West Virginia argues. 
He says he did do that. How? He says a motion would have done 
it. I do not agree to that; but suppose it would, did the Senator 
from Georgia make a motion, an effectual motion? Not at all. There 
was but cne motion that he could make which would have such an 
effect. What was that? To postpone the 18 and all prior orders 
aud proceed to the consideration of this bill. No such motion as that 
was made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CONKLING, Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would not the proper motion have been to move 
thut the bill be read a second time? 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it could have come up to-day. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, sir, the Senator could not make any such 
motion, and jor a reason just as clear as the fact in physics that two 
bodies cannot occupy the same space at the same time. Under the 
rules of the Senate the Senate was occupied with the so-called sinking- 
fund bill. There was no way to replace that by another bill except 
a motion to displace the pending bill. No such motion was made. 


What was done? Au informal appeal was made for unanimous con- 
sent, and the Senator from Vermont objected. Did not that end it? 


Then the Presiding Officer, having in the execution of the rules already 


referred the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, said, “ the ob- 
jection is welltaken, and the consideration of the bill goes over under 
the rule.“ Under what rule did it go over? Under the rules which 
the Vice-President had already executed, and there are several of 
them, it had gone to the Committee on Military Affairs. There is no 
escape from that except the argument that the 1 of the Senator 
from Georgia for the unanimous consent of the Senate to make the 
motion amounted to an objection. Certainly not. Suppose unani- 
mous consent had been given, then it would have been in order to 
make a motion top with the consideration of the bill. But the 
Senator from Georgia did not reach the point when he could make 
that motion, because leave to make it was refused by the objection 


of a Senator. 

Therefore, I say again, that the record is true. It affirms exactly 
what took place, and moreover it exactly what should have 
taken place and is now most conducive to the early and regular con- 
sideration of the bill. I take it, no Senator supposes that if this bill 
could be brought back from the committee now, without an exami- 
nation, the Senate would proceed with hot foot to vote upon it with- 
out its being examined at all. Surely I may say for one, whatever 
the merits of it may be in my estimation, I would never vote to 
a bill which bill in substance appropriates money, and a considerable 
sum of money, permanently from the Treasury,in an exceptional 
case, without any examination of it whatever. Here, in the case of 
a bill involving $3,000 which had been carefully examined by a com- 
mittee, the Senate spent most of the morning hour and some time 
afterward in considering it. Such is the measure of consideration 
which is thought due to bills,and especially to appropriation bills. 
Therefore 7 5 the merits of the motion, without reference to its 
technical right, I should have no doubt that the bill is where it ought 
to be, before the Committee on Mili irs, and where it will go 
eventually,I believe, before it is finally considered in the Senate. 
Hence I say, in the interest of the bill, the whole effect of this pro- 
ceeding is to interpose an interval between now and the time when 
final action can be taken upon it. 

Mr. GORDON. I have no objection personally to the bill going to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and I certainly did not expect it 
to pass without consideration. My motion was not made with a view 


to the p: e of the bill without consideration. It was to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. I expected, of course, that the Sen- 
ate would discuss the measure and consider it before vo upon it. 


But this question is not as to what shall be done with the bill here- 
after. The question is what has already been done with the bill 
under the rule of the Senate. I submit that if the rule as applied 
here holds in all motions that are made in the Senate we shall never 
be able to call for the yeas and nays or for a division after the an- 
nouncement of the Chair, for it is usual for the Chair to say, By the 
sound the ayes have it.“ That ends the question under this ruling. 
The Chair having said that, if there be no objection, the bill is referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, it is insisted that that ends it. 
If the interposition of an objection after that cannot be entertained, 
we can never have an objection entertained after the announcement 
of the Chair in deciding motions or votes. All I ask is that the Jour- 
nal be properly corrected so as to represent the facts as appears from 
the last language of the Chair at the time, as it was understood by 
himself, which was that the bill or the consideration of the bill went 
over under the rule. When that is done I am willing that the bill 
shall take any course that the Senate may re as proper. I move 
to strike out from the entry in the Journal the words “and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs.“ That would leave the RECORD 
precisely as it is now, and it is absolutely correct, for the Chair did 
speak the words there as su ted by the Senator from West Virginia. 
My motion is not to correct the RECORD, but the Journal, which simply 
pretends to recite a fact. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I desire to say one word in reply to the Sena- 
tor from New York. The Senator from New York says that the posi- 
tion I take in this matter cannot be maintained, as I understood him, 
for the reason that tho Senator from Georgia could not have had the 
floor to make the motion that he did make except by unanimous con- 
sent, and that his motion would have to be to lay aside the pendi 
business before the body and take up this other matter. In that 
think the Senator is clearly wrong, for this reason: prior to this mat- 
ter coming up there had been several other questions before this body. 
One was “appropriations for detecting tresp Ko., being a 
report made by a committee of conference. After that there was 
action upon the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, anda 
resolution was offered in regard toit. Then after that the Vice- 
President appointed a committee of conference, and after that the 
RECORD reads thus: 
= HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4245) authorizing the President of the United States to ap- 


t James Shields, of Missouri, a brigadier-general in the United States Arm 
e eee ent the fist Une by ite tle, 7 


That is the matter which was before the Senate. It was this House 
bill. How it got there it is unnecessary to decide. It was before the 
Senate, however. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There was no other business then 
before the Senate. 


Mr. HEREFORD. There was no other business before the Senate 


2414 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 10, 


then, because, as the Senator from New York has said, it is evident 
as a proposition in physics that two bodies cannot occupy the same 
ree at the same time. The only thing then before the body was 

House bill in relation to General Shields. Then, if two bodies 
cannot occupy the same space at the same time, there could have 
been nothing else before this body. Therefore it was not necessary, 
as the Senator from New York has said, to get unanimons consent to 
move to set aside all other business and take up this bill. This was 
the very matter before the body and the only matter before the body. 
How it got here, whether by unanimons consent or not, is immate- 
rial. Whether it was placed before the Senate by the Presiding 
Officer or not is immaterial. It was the question before the body, 
and the motion of the Senator from Georgia was correct. 

4 Me CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. HEREFORD. Yes; sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. When the Vice-President made this formal an- 
nouncement, “the bill is referred to the committee,“ or “the bill 

tio did the Senate resume the consideration of the sinking- 
i 

Mr. HEREFORD. I suppose it did. I have not looked at the 
RECORD to see how that was. è 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish my friend would look, and I wish he 
would tell me whether the Senate did resume the consideration of it 
owing to à motion or whether that consideration was continued on 
the ground that it had been all the time before the Senate, because 
= answer to that question I think will answer the argument of my 

iend. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will answer the Senator from New York by 
saying that the sinking-fund bill was informally laid aside, as it had 
been laid aside at different times for a month, in order that other 
business might come before the body. When that bill was informal] 
laid aside day before yesterday, and the day before that, and the wee 
before that, and other business was taken up; it was not necessary 
for a motion to be made to lay aside the regular business and take up 
wae Maries oe measure. 

. CONKLING. But my honorable friend will not insist upon 
that proposition when he reflects upan it. The Senator is on the 
floor at this moment. Suppose the Clerk of the House appears at the 
door. The Vice-President says, Will the Senator give way while 
the Chair receives a message from the House?“ He gives way. Does 
that dispose of him? Does it take him off the floor? Does it lay 
aside the matter to which he is speaking? Not at all. It isa mere 
unanimous consent given that a formality may occur, just as I may 
ask the Senator—perhaps I sometimes do—if he will yield a moment 
while I make some roer or inquiry of the Chair, or of him, or of 
some other Senator. It does not dispose of the business. Nothing 
else is before the Senate in the sense of the rule at all. 

And now, as I have interrupted my friend so far, if he will indulge 
me a further moment I will call his attention to Rule 43; and I think 
in the presence of that rule he can hardly insist, on reflection, upon 
what he has said. Here was the funding bill confessedly pending in 
the Senate. Now, the rule says: 


recess, 
to the consideration of executive business, 
2 

0 

To postpone to a day certain, 

To commit, 


To amend; 
which several motions shall have precedence in the order in which they stand 


The rule is exclusive. No motion whatsoever can be made save one 
of those motions. How can my honorable friend say that when a Sen- 
ator gave way in order that the Clerk of the House need not stand 
here and tire his legs waiting for a vacation to deliver his m 
and his budget of bills, that dis for the time being of the order 
to which this rule applies, and that then any motion under heaven is 
in order, to proceed to take up the bill to repeal the bankrupt law, 
or to take up this bill, or to do anything else? Certainly not. The 
other bill was all the time before the Senate, but the Senate for its 
convenience allowed informally the Clerk to deliver his budget, and 
when he had delivered it some Senator rose and asked unanimous con- 
sent to get a committee of conference, as the practice is, and unani- 
mous consent was given for that, but it did not lay aside the railroad 
bill at all; that bill was here all the time. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from New York, while he is on 
his feet, allow me to call his attention to one or two facts? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. GORDON. It will be observed by the proceedings as given in 
the Recorp that at one o’clock or about that time yesterday it is 
announced that “The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 

the consideration of the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend,” &c., 
meaning the funding bill. The Senate “resumed the consideration” of 
that bill. That is the language used at the end of the morning hour. 
The very same language is used after the intervention of this matter 


about which we are now talking, showing that there is a difference 
between the case submitted by the Senator from New York and this 


one, because when a message from the House is simply announced and 

a Senator gives way for the Clerk of the House to announce the House 

bill to the Senate, there is no such record made as that “the Senate 

proceeded with” or “resumed the consideration of” the bill then 

pending. The pores I call the Senator’s attention to is that in both 
0 


cases, both at the beginning of the regular business after the morn- 
ing hour and after the expiration of the consideration of the partic- 
ular business which we are now talking abont, the language is the 
same. 

Mr. CONKLING. I agree with the Senator from Georgia; I in- 
tended so to state and to argue; I thought I did. Myp was to 
bring to the notice of the Senator from West Virginia this fact. If 
his argument was sound, after the conference committee had been 
appointed and this interlude took place, it would have been neces- 
sary for some Senator to move to take up the railroad bill and to 
resume that bill. On the contrary, as the Senator has just read to 
show, the rules by their own operation said that the railroad bill 
was before the Senate; and now see in cenfirmation of that what 
took place: 

Mr. Wixpom. Task leave to make a report from a 
order that another committee may be appointed. riper yee ier 

The report of a conference committee is a privileged report in the 
House; I do not know whether it is so here. Whether it is so here 
or not, he asked leave, and every Senator had power to grant or refuse 
that leave. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] said: 

To that I do not object. 


And thus, having obtained consent, the Senator from Minnesota 
went on to make his report. Another committee was appointed; 
and when that had taken place, withont any motion, the Senate went 
mee on with a continuation of the bill and the only bill which was 

the time before it. On that state of facts the rule declares that 
no motion whatsoever can be made save only those enumerated in 
the rule, which may occur in the order of their arra nt. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
8 to him a question? 

r. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Suppose when the Chair laid this House bill 
before the Senate and said these words, „If there be no objection, 
the bill will be considered read the second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs,” the Senator from Georgia had simply 
said, “I object to the second reading,” what would have been the 
consequence ? 

Mr. CONKLING. The consequence is he would have objected to it. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Would the bill have been here to-day? 

Mr. CONKLING. He would have objected to the second reading 
on the same day with the first reading. 

Mr. MERRIMON. He would have objected to it, and then the bill 
would have been here to day. I submit to the Senator that when 
the Senator from Georgia asked for its present consideration, although 
that was not in order, still it was to be ed in a legal sense as 
an objection to the second reading, which was obstructive of the ref- 


erence. 0 

Mr. CONKLING. My answer to that, if my honorable friend will 
allow me, is that the Vice-President had already directed the cus- 
tomary en to wit—— 

Mr. ME ON. But he would not 

Mr. CONKLING. If my friend will pardon me a moment—to wit, 
that this bill be read a first and second time and referred. It was 
read a first and second time by its title, according to the RECORD, 
which I have in my hand. Then the Senator from Georgia said: 
matte I move that the Senate proceed to the present consideration of 


Now it was not the most artificial and technical way in which the 
Senator from Georgia could have put the motion, but the Senate 
understood it, and therefore a Senator’s objection, who said immedi- 
ately, “To which I object,” showing that he treated it as it was, as 
an appeal to the Senate for unanimous consent to go to the consider- 
ation of this bill, which unanimous consent was refused, and there- 
fore upon that the Presiding Officer said: 

The objection is well taken. The bill goes over under the rule. 

In the presence of the order which had already been made, when 
no motion to reconsider had been entered, when the Presiding Officer 
said, “ the . Sore is well taken and the biil goes over,” does any- 
body doubt that the Senator from Georgia had appealed to the Senate 
for unanimons consent to consider the bill? e appeal had been 
refused and the bill had been left exactly where the Vice-President 
put it by his direction, that under the it should be read a first 
and second time, which was done, and then that it should go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MERRIMON. But the Senator does not advert to the fact that 
what the Chair said was conditional. The Chair said “if there be no 
objection.” What Isay is thatin contemplation, although what 
the Senator from Georgia said was informal for his purpose, still it 
pre We 33 in substance as an objection to the second reading 
of t ill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now will my friend allow me to put to him a 
question ? 

Mr. MERRIMON. Of course, and I will answer it if I can. 

Mr. CONKLING. Suppose the Vice-President had said, as he did, 
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if there be no objection, the bill will be considered read the second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,” and at that 
point the Senator from Georgia had risen and said, “ Mr. President, I 
-ask unanimous consent of the Senate to put this bill on its passa 
now,” and the Senator from Vermont had said “I object,” and the 
Vice-President had said, “the objection is well taken ;” where would 
that leave the bill? 

Mr. MERRIMON. I think that ought to be regarded as an objec- 
tion to a second reading for the purpose of reference. 

Mr. CONKLING. But it had been read a second time; the thing 
bad been done. 

Mr. MERRIMON. The Recorp does not say so. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg my friend’s pardon. ? 

Mr. MERRIMON. We will see. Here is the RECORD. The Vice- 
President said: . 

If there be no objection, the bill will be considered read the second tim’, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. MERRIMON. That is what the Chair said at that point. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not that it will be read a second time, but it 
will be considered read the second time.” Did anybody object to 
that? Not at all. The Senator from Georgia said “I move to goon 
and consider it.“ The Senator from Vermont said “I object.” My 
question is this: Suppose the Senator from Georgia had addressed 
the appeal to the Senate in so many words, “ I ask unanimous consent 
that that bill, in place of going to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
may be considered now,” and a Senator simultaneously had said, “1 
is Fy Lask the Senator where that would have left it? 

. MERRIMON. Ido not think that would have referred it to 
-a committee. The only question is, what effect is to be given to those 
words? whether in legal contemplation they amount to an objection 
to the second reading of the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. other words, if the Senator will pardon me, 
the question is whether those words amounted to an objection. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I think so. 

Mr. CONKLING. Or whether they amounted to an appeal to the 
Senate for unanimous consent. I submit with great deference to the 
Senator that it is palpable to me that their utmost effect under the 

rule could be an appeal to the Senate for that unanimous consent, 
which, being refused, left the tree to lie just as it had fallen. 

Mr. MERRIMON. It impresses me just this way: that the Senator 
from Georgia was not willing that tlie bill should be referred. He 
wanted to have it considered without a reference to a committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. Why did he not say sof 

Mr. MERRIMON. I think he did say so in effect. I want to say 
here that I think this bill ought to be referred; that is the orderly 
-and lar course; but I am anxious to see this decision proper] 
made. I think it ought to be made correctly, and I believe the bill 
is still on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to state in justice to 
himself that he never says, nor did he yesterday, “if there be no ob- 
jection.” Those are the words used by the Reporter. The Journal 
shows no such words. Since the Chair has e this position 
there has not been a motion made in relation to a House bill referred, 
and the Chair has referred them by his own order, as he did yester- 
day, saying the bill is read the second time and referred” so, and 
-soon. That is always the language of the Chair. He did not use 
the language, “if there be no objection.” That is the phrase of the 
RECORD, and not of the Journal, nor was it the language of the Chair. 
The Chair assumes that the reference is to be had. 

Mr. GORDON. I merely want to say one word in reference to the 
amanner in which I put this motion. I submit that it is not at all 
usual to make motions to postpone all prior orders, unless the ques- 
tion is a e rib one. For instance, the Senator from Minnesota 
yesterday e no motion to me all prior orders in order that 
he might have a report considered and a committee of conference 
-appointed. He 37 asked that it be done, just as I asked that the 
Senate proceed to the present consideration of that bill. However, 
that is a matter of no consequence, and I ask for a vote on the cor- 
ection of the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: x 

Resolved, That the following entry in the Journal terday’s proceedings 
“bill A. K. No, 4245) last 8 from the Home of 7 4 ntatives for concur- 
read the first and seeond times by unanimous consent, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs,” be amended by striking out the words “and 

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs." 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the first objection that I have now 
to that resolution (reserving the point of order which I wish to make 
-and have been trying to get the floor to make) is that it will not state 
the fact as it is. If the bill was not referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, then it was not read the second time. The two thin 
were together. The Chair in the ordinary course of his duty, as he 
does every day, said, ‘‘ This bill will be considered read the second 
time and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.“ There- 
upon the Senator from Georgia said, “I move the present considera- 
tion of this bill.” If he had moved that in time, befere the refer- 
«ence, as he might, or if he had moved it afterward, the Chair would 


: The 


have recalled the reference undoubtedly, but he could not move to 
have it read a second time, which would be the present considera- 
tion, without an objection. What I objected 88 what everybody 
understood on my side just as well as it was understood by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia and all on the other side, was that he wanted to 
have the bill put through apparently, and I did not wish to have it 
put erage: without the regular and ordinary course of considera- 
tion. If, therefore, I had understood that the object of the Senators 
proposition was to put the bill through all its stages then, upon the 
theory that it had already been read a second time, I should have 
objected to that, because, as I said, I do not think that is exactly the 
right way to do a thing, however proper it may be in itself. 
his bill, like every other that comes from the House of Repre- 

sentatives providing relief for a citizen of the United States, ought 
to be considered by a committee. If zay Senator had been so hasty 
about it as to wish to put it through without a reference to a com- 
mittee, then I should most certainly have objected to the second read- 
ing. But that was not what I understood the Senator from a. 
I understood that the Senator from Georgia wanted to have the bill 
considered now, and that being objected to then, no objection was 
made to the order that the Chair had made of reference, use the 
point that the Senator from Georgia had in view of present consid- 
eration and discussion was lost. 

Mr. MERRIMON. He desired to object to the reference. That was 
his 2 50 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, what he wanted to do was to 
have a present consideration of the bill. What I wanted to have 
was a reference of the bill; but if there was not to be a reference, 
mor there could not have been with my consent a second reading. 


. MERRIMON. May I ask the Senator a question ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 
Mr. MERRIMON. If the Senator from Georgia desired to have a 


present consideration, did not that necessarily, did it not logically, 
involve his opposition to the reference of the bill? 

Mr. ED DS. Not necessarily, because the present considera- 
tion and discussion might have been had upon the question whether 
the bill should be read a second time, just as much as after its second 
reading. You may discuss a bill here just as long as the rules will 
allow, which is just as long as the patience of Senators will stand it, 
on the question whether a bill shall be read a second time at all. The 
rules provide that you cannot refer a bill until after a second readin; 
that you will not trouble a committee with the consideration of a bi 
that the Senate is unwilling to have read the second time. That is 
the theory and substance and good sense of the rule. Therefore the 
real and substantial point of it was that the Senator from Georgia 
wished to get unanimons consent not to have this bill go to a com- 
mittee, where the Chair had ordered it to go, but to have it consid- 
ered then. To that I objected, and then the Chair said, “ Very well, 
the bill has gone over ;” that is to say, the usual course of the Senate 
has taken place about it. 

This proposition to amend the Journal in the way proposed would 
result in the statement of an untruth, in stating as a fact that the 
bill was read a second time, for if it was not referred it was not read 
a second time. 

Mr. GORDON. May I ask the Senator from Vermont for informa- 
tion merely, in order to get his opinion, (for really it is a matter of 
entire indifference to me and I am entirely willing for the bill to go 
to the Committee on Military Affairs or to be consi: as there now,) 
what is the effect of the language used by the Vice-President on page 
1 if 575 Senator has the RECORD in his hands? The Vice-Presi- 

ent said: 


The bill goes over under the rule. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand the effect of it to be, in connection 
with all that had taken place, that the bill could not be considered 
to-day, that objection being made to the wish of the Senator from 
Georgia that the thing should not go to the committee, where the 
Vice- ident had sent it, the Vice-President says, “ You cannot con- 
sider it to-day, and the bill has gone over;” that is, it has gone over 
in the re course to the place where the Chair had sent it. That 
is my understanding of the common sense of that colloquy, if we can- 
call it that, which took place. I may be wrong, but t is the im- 
pression that it produced most clearly upon my mind. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not want to waste time about this affair, 
because the Senator from Georgia says 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator will allow me, all I desired was to 
call the attention of the Senate to this fact. If it is the wish of the 
Senate that the bill shall go to the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
have no objection and withdraw my motion to correct the Journal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very glad that the Senator withdraws his 


motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion being withdrawn, the Sen- 
ate proceeds to the consideration—— 

r. EDMUNDS. Lest this should be drawn into precedent here- 
after in our methods of procedure I wish to suggest the point of order 
I should have made and will make the next time; I intended to make 
it but now it is of no consequence, the motion being withdrawn. It 
is that the Journal having been read the first business in the morn- 


ing, under the rules, and approved, it is not competent for any Sen- 
ator at any time during the course of the day to take it up again and 
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move to change it, and therefore I submit the motion was entirely 
ont of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator hold that where unan- 
imous consent is given? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no, sir, I should not hold that where there is 


unanimons consent, 

Mr. GORDON. If the Senator will pardon me, I was proceeding by 
unanimous consent. I was aware it was out of the usual time for 
such a question to be raised, but I was not present when the Journal 
was read this morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would rule with the Senator 
from Vermont on the point of order being made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only mention it now and call the attention of 
Senators to the fact that if there is anything wrong in the Journal 
it must be corrected when the Journal is read, and not afterward, 
after it has been once approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unquestionably. 


BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business of yesterday 
now comes up. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 35) to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. MCCREERY. Mr. President, the bill which I introduced at an 
early day in the extra session to repeal the bankrapt law has been 
somewhat elaborated and perhaps it has been improved. I accept 
the bill as returned by the Judiciary Committee, and shall resist a 
attempts to change, modify, or amend it. If the work of amend- 
ment begins it would involve the necessity of a re- reference, which 
would be equivalent to a last farewell to the repeal of the 8 
law. If it required five months in winter when business was light 
to perfect the bill before us, how long would it require in the heat 
of summer with a crowded Calendar to remodel and reconstruct it? 
This question is not susceptible of a satisfactory answer. Calcula- 
tion and observation may determine the rise, force, and direction of 
the storm that is now prevailing, but the public interest may not be 
aropa ma for a practical solution of this latter problem. 

ence, having consented that the Judiciary Committee should take 
charge of this bill, we have the single alternative of accepting their 
report or of indefinite postponement; and, as they bave given such 
patient and careful consideration to the subject, it is fair to conclude 
that the measure before us will have their active support. Sofar as 
I am concerned, I do not intend to delay its passage by any remarks 
of my own, nor will I say anything to provoke discussion on the part 
of others. 

More than nine-tenths of the people of Kentucky are earnestly and 
zealously in favor of the repeal of the bankrupt law, and my action 
has been prompted solely by a desire to obey their wishes. I am con- 
fident that the course of other Senators will reflect. the sentiments of 
their constituencies, and I will not waste your time by an idle effort 
to influence your votes. The patriotic gentlemen who compose the 
Legislature of Kentucky have instructed me to use my best efforts to 
procure the repeal. In that instruction I hear the voice of the sov- 
ereign people who have witnessed the operations of the bankrupt 
iow i its assaults upon ublic morals, in its violations of good fai 
in its craft, its false: SEA and its frauds, until from every hill an 
from every valley comes the demand for repeal. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, I gave notice a few days since of my intention 
to propose an amendment to the bill of the Senator from Kentucky 
as reported with amendments from the Committee on the J napisy 
and if it be now in order formaliy to move that amendment I sh 


do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) The question first is on the amendments proposed by the 
Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Lam aware of that. I have no objection to the 
question being taken upon those amendments, and then I shall move 
my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the committee 

to perfect the text of the bill, and the amendment of the Senator 
Eroii hio is to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert, as 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Then I will delay until the question is taken 
on the amendments of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary will be read by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment proposed is, after the word 
“amendment,” in line 4, to ihsert the words “ or supplementary ;” so 
as to read: 

That the bankrupt law approved March 2, 1867, and all acts in amendment or 
ie thereto or in explanation thereof, bo, and the same are hereby, re- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of the bill the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, however, That such repeal shall in no manner invalidate or affect any 
ease in bankruptcy instituted and pending in any ceurt prior to the day when this 
act shall take cet: but as to all such pending cases end all futuro procecdings 
therein, the acts hereby repealed shall continue in fall force and effect until the 
oes elt be fully disposed of, in the same manner asif said acts had not been 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I now move to amend the bill by striking out 
all after the enacting clause and inserting what I send to the Chair. 
I ask to have it 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 

That hi become insolvent or in 
make an assi sigment acceding to the laws 1 of the State or Territory fa hich he 

or 
— sad wherever’ Sasel for the equal bene ee 


any claim agains’ 

the facts constituting such discharge, 
— in bar of recovery; and the record of the find- 
judicial tribunal in which administration of said assign- 
ment may have taken shall be ovidence of the matters therein contained, but 
if said assignment shall not have been judicially administe 
proven as in other like cases; and any 9 to havo dischai as. 
a — by force of the provisions of this act 0 posed — in the district 
court of the United States for the district in which may have made tho assign-. 


ment for the benefit of his creditors, pra; to have said discharge judicially de- 
clared, to which the assignee shall 2 ba party defendant, and of i peters: 
of u hich notice by publication shall be given to the creditors as a class, according. 
to the loca) law in similar cases of tive sy Phra tee deere: a such rules 
and orders as may be preseribed by the Supreme Court as to the pleadings, pro- 
cedure, and pare in such cases; and any creditor shall haye the vig! 
and defend his own or the common interest, and on hearing and duc 
the 8 in all cases, the court shall determine and à 


to be necessary to constituto a. 
ischarge, verified by the oath of the petitioner, and shall negative all the nds 
of avoidance, and the jndgment shall be conclusive evidence u the question of a 
discharze, except in 363 this act are exce; from sald discharge 
and in those in which it is declared said discharge shall be avoided, and in 
the latter it shall be prima facie evidence only. 

Sec. 3. All prior acts on the subject of — 2 tcies are hereby repealed, except. 
as to pending cases, which shall proceed as if act had not been passed. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I desire to en the attention. 
of Senators briefly while I endeavor to explain the nature of this 
proposition and state the grounds on which I think it ought to com- 
mend itself to the favorable consideration of Congress. It will be 
perceived that it is a proposition to repeal, as does the pending bill 
reported from the Judiciary Committee, the entire system of bank- 
ruptey with all the provisions of the existing bankrupt act and alb 
the details for the distribution of the assets of bankrupt estates, and 
to insert in place of the existing system another and » different one 
which, whatever may be its defects in other respects, at least has the 
merit of simplicity and the merit of piel 

I start out upon the assumption on which the bill of the Senator 
from Kentucky proceeds; thas the present bankrupt system is alto- 

ther unsatisfactory, t whether it does any is perhaps a 
doubtful question, but the good it does is so limited and . by 
the delay and the expensiveness of the processes by which au attempt 
is made to confer it, as that it is difficult to determine whether its. 
existence or its repeal is really the greater public and private benefit. 

I confess that the strong inclination of my mind, popper as I 
believe by very general public sentiment in the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent, the public sentiment of the profession. 
to which I belong, of the business and mercantile and trading classes. 
as well as of the community at large, is that the present system is 
imperfect, inadequate, unjust, unsatisfactory, a cover for fraud, an. 
obstacle in the way of honest and unfortunate debtors. Iam strongly. 
persuaded that, in order to get any better system, if any better A 
practicable and attainable at all, it is necessary, in the first place, to- 
entirely get rid of the present. 

But I should be very sorry to see Con satisfy itself with the 
mere exertion necessary to repeal the existing law, and it is in the- 
hope that something can be presented so simple, so inexpensive, so- 
readily comprehensive, so plain in its provisions as that it may be- 
accepted as a substitute for the existing statutes on the subject. My 
contribution toward that is contained in the provisions of the pres- 
ent amendment; and I shall now explain in what they consist. 

This amendment defines a bankrupt in the first place. It defines. 
him as a person who has become insolvent, or who, in contemplation. 
of insolvency, makes an assignment of all his property, wherever 
situated, under the laws of the locality in which it is situated, for the 
equal benefit of all his creditors, a general assignment for the pay- 
ment of all his debts of all his property, without preference and with- 
out distinction. The equal distribution of all the effects of an insol- 
vent person among all his creditors, without discrimination, without 
preference, is that which it is said equity loves, It is that which is. 
sought to be obtained by every system of bankruptcy known to civ- 
ilized jurisprudence. This definition confines the technical bank- 
ruptey of the statute to the single class of insolvents who choose 
voluntarily to put themselves in the attitude and invest themselves 
with the status on which this act, if passed, would operate, by vol- 


as herein declared, may 
ing and judgment of an 


facts may be. 
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untarily executing a conveyance for the ef Ppl pees for the 
distribution of all their property for the benefit of all those who have 
any just and lawful claims against them. It therefore excludes from 
the class those who are included within it by the present statutes, 
namely, all those who voluntarily seek the benefits of the present act 
without having made such an assignment and all those who are com- 
pelled to go through with the proceedings of the act involuntarily 
upon the petition of their creditor. 

In other words, this is a system of bankruptcy voluntary in its char- 
acter entirely, excluding the involuntary feature altogether, and con- 
fining its operations to those who choose to avail themselves of its 
benetits by conforming to its provisions in respect to that initial act 
at least which puts them in the category of bankrupts, making the 
assignment. But the mere making of the assignment does not oper- 
ate to discharge a man from the obligation of his debts. It relieves 
him during two years allowed as the period for the administration 
of the argomenti so far as his subsequently acquired property is 
concerned, from disturbance in the possession and enjoyment of it 
by legal process, and if at the end of the period of two years allowed 
for that administration there shall have been paid to his creditors 
upon their claims one-half of their amount, he thereby becomes a 
discharged bankrupt. 

Mr. EATON. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. EATON. I want to ask if the intention of the Senator from 
Ohio is that the person who 1 1 — to the proper court in some State 
or Territory is to be declared a bankrupt by that State or territorial 
court? The language of his amendment leaves it in some little doubt. 
I should N r from the first section of his amendment that his in- 
tention is that the court before whom the assignment is to be made, 
either in a State or Territory, shall adjudge the party so assigning to 
be a reer 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Byna means. The theory of my bill is that 
the facts which I have ady stated, and the statement of which is 
contained in the first section, constitute the person a bankrupt and 
constitute him a discharged bankrupt, without reference to any judi- 
cial proceeding or any judicial ascertainment of the fact in any court, 
State or Federal, as I shall have occasion more expressly to explain 
when I come to unfold the provisions of the second section of the 
proposed act. The only reference in the first section to the local law 
is perhaps surplusage. The legal meaning of the section perhaps 
would be the same without it that it is with it, for it only refers to 
the local law of the State or Territory as furnishing the rule accord- 
ing to which the conveyance of the property is to be made. 

suppose that by a general prep e of law the conveyance of 
property would be determined by the law of the situs of the property. 
hat would certainly be the case in respect to real estate, and in re- 
spect to personal property the domicile of the party, which is also 
spoken of, either his business domicile or his nal domicile, might 
furnish the rule for the transmission by deed of his 88 e 
is to make a valid conveyance. To be valid it must be valid accord- 
ing to the laws of the place where it is executed, or, in reference to 
real estate, according to the laws of the State where the real p- 
erty is situated. That is to be a general assi ent ſor the equal ben- 
efit of all creditors, and if in point of fact after two years his assets 
shall have been distributed so as to net to his creditors full 50 per cent. 
of their claims, then he becomes ipso facto a discharged bankrupt. 
The Senator from Connecticut will perceive by reference to the sec- 
ond section that the proof of the two facts to which I have adverted 
may be made in either one of two ways: that the assi ent was 
made and that it resulted, upon administration, in yielding to the 
creditors £0 per cent, of their claims. If the assignment, according 
to the law of the place where it is made and administered, has been 
administered judicially, by a court appointed for that p se by the 
laws ef the State, then those judicial . are declared to be 
proof of the facts which they contain, that is, of the facts relating to 
the distribution, relating to the assignment, relating to the result of 
the administration of that assignment, in regard to the distribution 
among the creditors. 

Let me illustrate that. In the State of Ohio there are and have 
been for many years statutes prescribing the mode of administering 
assignments in trust for the benefit of creditors, and declaring that 
all assignments, no matter how worded, shall be construed to be for 
the equal benefit of all creditors, so that all preferences are prohib- 
ited by law. Under that statute and system, the assi either 
pore or may be compelled to go into the probate court, file a copy of 

is assignment, take an oath of office, 7 — security for the perform- 
ance of the duties of his office, have orders for the sale of the prop- 
erty, have orders for the recovery of the possession of the property, 
take orders for the distribution of it, take the proofsin respect to the 
existence of claims on the part of creditors, rae go through with the 
administration of that insolvent and assigned estate precisely as in 
the case of a deceased person the executor or the administrator does. 

Mr. EATON. It is precisely the same in Connecticut. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. And I believe it is similar in many other States 
and I believe would come to be general, if not universal, in the event 
of the adoption of some such system as this. Such a proceeding, no 
matter how it eventuates, no matter what takes place in the course 
of it, does not adjudicate on the question of bankruptcy, nor does it 
adjudicate upon the question of a dischurge. It simply adjudicates 
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upon those questions Which arise under the laws of the State in ref- 
erence to the distribution of the assets according to the terms of the 
trust. The question of bankruptcy and the question of discharge 
depend on the facts themselves that are entirely extrinsic to this 
judicial 1 in respect to the administration of the assignment, 
and might exist and in all those States in which there are no such 
systems as those I have mentioned would exist, altho: there had 
been no judicial administration of the assignment itself; as, for in- 
stance, suppose no law of that kind existed, no statutory mode for 
the administration of assignments, the assignee as holding the title 
of the property and loaded with the discharge of the duties of the 
trust as expressed in the assignment would go on as any other ven- 
dee to carry out the object of the trust by reducing the property to 
cash and distributing it among those entitled, and if he needed any 
advice might voluntarily go into a court of equity for the pape of 
obtaining instructions from that court as to the due istration 
of his trust; or in case he delayed or in case he defaulted in any par- 
ticular in the strict performance of the duties of his trust he might 
be called to account in a court of equity by any creditor who is a 
cestui que trust under the deed, and compelled specifically to perform 
and execute his duty. 

Now this bill leaves the whole matter at large to be dealt with, so 
far as the details of the administration of the assets of the bankrapt 
are concerned, to the local administration whatever that mit be, 
Connecticut and Ohio under the probate or orphan’s court, elsewhere 
in the absence of any statutory provision to a court of equity or to a 
general law which charges the assignee with the duty of administer- 
ing the trust according to its terms. This statute prescribes the terms 
of the trust, to wit, that it shall be an assignment of all property for 
the equal benefit of all creditors, and then provides that upon the 
administration of the assets of the bankrupt so assigned and con- 
veyed if within two years aie Savers result in a payment to the credit- 
ors of 50 per cent. of their claims the fact of that payment under 
those circumstances shall discharge the insolvent debtor from future 
liability as to bis future acquired property in respect to debts which 
existed at the date of the assignment. 

There are exceptions contained in the first section. So far I have 
considered the matter in general; and now there are cases in which, 
no matter if a person does become insolvent and make snch an assign- 
ment and does pay 50 ve cent. of the amount of the claims against 
him, nevertheless he shall not be entitled to the discharge. They are 
as follows; itis said: 

But said dir and exemption shall not extend to contracted 
fraudulently 5 by — of a breach of trust. aac err 

So that every creditor of an insolvent debtor who has made and 
administered this assignment, whose debt was created on the part of 
the debtor by a fraud or a breach of trust, still continues to have his 
debt as a subsisting obligation inst the debtor notwithstanding 
the assi ent and notwithstanding the discharge of that debtor as 
to all other creditors. 

In addition to that, the first section provides against certain con- 
tingencies which, if they happen by the act of the debtor, make void 
the whole effect which would otherwise attach to the proceedings 
under the assignment and provens them from operating as a discharge 
in respect to any of his obligations. They are these: if the debtor 
has fraudulently omitted from his assignment any property; if he has 
fraudulently concealed any property; or if within six months prior 
to making the assignment he shall have made any conveyance or dis- 
posed of any of his property or suffered the same to be taken in exe- 
eution or become incumbered by other judicial seizure, with the intent 
to hinder, delay, or defraud his creditors. In none of these cases shall 
compliance with the previous provisions of the act have the effect of 
discharging him from the oe of these debts; and so, too, if 
within six months prior to the date of the assignment he has made 
ony conveyance or disposition of any of his pro „having reason- 
able cause to believe himself insolvent, with intent to secure to any 
one or more of his creditors a preference over the others, that also de- 
feats entirely the operation of what otherwise would constitute a dis- 
charge; so that in that event he would still be liable, as to his future- 
acquired property, to the payment of all his debts existing at the time 
of the assi ent. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Suppose he files an assignment under a State law, 
legally preferring creditors? z 

r. MATTHE S. Then he does not come within the 
operation of this act at all. No person comes within the operation 
of this act except by one fact, namely, that he makes an assignment 
in the first place which shall be for the equal benefit of all the credit- 
ors without preference; and then, next, he becomes a bankrupt under 
this statute, if it is passed into an act, if under such an assignment 
his assets result in a payment of 50 per cent. on the face of the claims 
of his creditors. Then he becomes a discharged bankrupt; but in no 
other case, in no other contingency, does he either become a bankrupt 
or receive a discharge; so that the person making an assignment 
which, lawful in itself, nevertheless provides for a preference cannot 
get the benefit of discharge under this act. In order to get the ben- 
efit of a discharge under this act the very first step to take is to make 
an assignment without preference. 

The object of limiting the period of distribution to two years as 
the condition for the discharge is to make it the interest of the debtor 
that there shall be prompt dispatch made use of in the administra- 


iew and 
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tion of the trust under his assignment, and he must take the risk of 
the delays beyond that period; otherwise he gets no benefit of the 


3 
Mr. dent, what little machinery is n 
uate the intention of the first section is provided 


in order to effect- 
the second. Its 


first proposition is— 
That in action suit brought on any claim any one claiming to 
hive bees die Pars tho facts Mia ohoh discharge as 


bankrupt, 
herein declared, may be pleaded in bar of recovery. 


Those facts are the two which I have spoken of, the fact of the 
assignment and the fact that within two years after its date the dis- 
tribution of assets has been made with the result of paying 50 per 
cent. of the claims of the creditors. Now as to the mode of proof. 
The mode of proof may consist, in the first place, of “the record of 
the finding lt judgment of any judicial tribunal in which adminis- 
tration of said assignment may have taken place;” and that is de- 
clared to be “evidence of the matters therein contained.” The fact 
of bankruptcy and the fact of discharge are further inferences to be 
drawn from facts if sufficient facts are there disclosed, and, if 
not, they are proof as far as they are competent and relevant. But 
it proceeds to say that “if said assignment shall not have been judi- 

y administered” then the same facts may be proven as in other 
like cases,” extrinsic facts depending upon proof which is always, of 
course, within the reach of the party. 

Then follows the further provision in order to 8 multiplicity 
of suits, for the question of the bankruptcy an 
supposed to arise in actions brought to enforce obligations which in 
the event of a discharge are no longer binding upon the person. 
Now in order to avoid multiplicity of suits, in order to avoid the 
issues that may be raised in every such suit, the second section goes 
on to provide a process by which the di bankraptmay, upon 
his own motion and his own petition, obtain a judicial ascertainment 
and declaration of the and to do that jurisdiction is conferred 
u the district court of United States for the district in which 

assignment may have been made. The petition is filed by the 
bankrupt alleging the facts which he claims to constitute his dis- 
charge, and praying for the relief. To that he makes the assignee a 
party de ant and gives notice according to the local law in other 
cases of similar constructive service by publication, or as may be 
determined by orders and regulations SA k for the purpose of pre- 
scribing the course of pleading, procedure, arfd practice in this liti- 
gation by the Supreme Court of the United States, so as to bring in 
as a class without naming them the entire body of the creditors who 
are entitled to the benefit of the assets of the bankrupt who may be 
interested in 994 the judicial declaration of his discharge as 
prayed for in petition, and the assignee may come in and appear 
and defend; any creditor for himself or for the common interest may 
do likewise; a hearing is had, and due proof produced at the petition- 
er’s cost in order that the court shall dete: e and declare whether 
the petitioner is discharged as a bankrupt according to the terms of 
the act. That petition is required to set forth all the facts that are 
herein to be necessary to constitute a discharge, verified by 
his oath, and also required to pogsre the various grounds of excep- 
tion and avoidance specified in the first section. 

The judgment in that case, it is declared, ‘‘ shall be conclusive evi- 
dence upon the question of a disc! „ except in those cases which 
by the act are excepted from said disc That is, turning back 
to the first section, those cases of “obligations contracted fraudu- 
lently or incurred by means of a breach of trust;” and also from 
those cases in which itis declared that the disch shall be avoided ; 
that is, those cages where, upon proot being e, the debtor shali 
be found to have omitted fraudulently from his assignment Lab pc 
which he ought to have assigned, or to have con it, or to have 
made within six months prior to the date of the assignment the con- 
veyance or disposition of it which, by the terms of the first section, 
is declared to avoid his disc owed it “to be taken in execu- 
tion, or incumbered by judicial seizure,” or conveyed or disposed of 
so as to hinder, delay, or defraud creditors, “or with intent, having 
reasonable cause to believe himself insolvent, to secure to any one or 
more of his creditors a preference over others.“ 

Mr. DAWES. Iam listening with great interest to the Senator 
from Ohio, but I should like to call his attention to something which 
does not seem to me to be provided for. He has provided for the 
mode in which the bankrupt, after he has been declared a bankrupt, 
shall establish the fact by judicial proceedings. I wish to call his 
attention to this state of things: After he has made his assignment, 
and pending the two years, suppose that creditors pursue him with 
suits, then during the two years is there any provision to meet that 


case? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator from Massachusetts will observe 
by recurring to the provisions of the first section of the act, beginning 
in the fifteenth line, that it is declared that— 

Said subsequently acquired property— 

That is, property acquired subsequently to the date of the assign- 
ment— A 
during two years from the date of said assignment shall be exempt from seizure 
upon judicial process upon claims existing at the date thereof. 

So that this bill, if passed into an act, operates as an injunction 
during two years pending the administration of the assignment against 


of the discharge is 


any attempt on the part of a creditor to levy in execution or take in 
attachment the property of the debtor. 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps that would secure subsequently acquired 
property, but it would not secure him personally from a judgment 
which would bear date subsequent to the day upon which he made 
the assignment, and back to which day would relate the proceedings 
adjudicating him to be a bankrupt. I take it that the . of 
the district court would be that upon the day on which he made the 
assignment he became thereby a bankrupt. Here it might turn out 
are any number of judgments of a later date, that is, between that 
day and the end of the two years when he has to perfect the proceed- 
ings which, when they are perfected, relate back to that day. Does 
the Senator see my point? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
it is that the bill is defective. : 

Mr. DAWES. I do not mean to say it is defective. I ask the Sen- 
ator if that has occurred to him. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. If I understand him, he suggests that the bill 
may be defective in not providing a defense in favor of the defend- 
ant in suits . and decided within the two years during t he 
administration of the assignment. When he speaks of . of 
the person, I do not understand him to refer to the right that may 
exist in any State to arrest and imprison the defendant, but merelys 
to prevent the recovery of a judgment t the person. The sug- 

tion of the Senator is no doubt well-founded. I do not remem- 

„and I do not believe that it occurred to me to make express pro- 
vision for any such delay in suits brought within that interval as 
would enable a debtor who might afterward be declared to be a dis-, 
charged bankrupt to plead that discharge in bar of the recovery in 
those suits, and the bill ought to be amended, therefore, to carry out 
its own idea in that respect. 

Mr. DAWES. I submit to the Senator that either in the present 
bankrupt law or in the law of Massachusetts, from which the present 
bankrupt law was copied largely, there is a provision which requires 
the courts to continue such cases till the two years have expired, on 
motion of the defendant, if he desires to have them cont ued to 
await that determination. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. A similar provision might be and ought to be 
added to this bill in order to effectuate that which was the intention 
of the bill itself, for the object of the bill is to give to every debtor 
who shall be declared ultimately at the end of the two years entitled 
to ; discharge the benefit of that by relation back to the date of his 
assignment. 

r. DAWES. Some process that would suspend judicial proceed- 
ings against him while he has that opportunity would seem to be 
n somewhere. j 

Mr. MATTHEWS. It certainly is; Iadmitit. And now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, having, as I think with sufficient clearness, laid before the Sen- 
ate the specific provisions contained in this bill, I will detain the Sen- 
ate but a little while ey for the purpose of meeting the only two 
general objections that I have anticipated may be made to it. 

The Constitution of the United States confers upon Congress the 
power and authority in reference to this subject in these words: in 
the eighth section of the first article in the enumeration of powers 
it is declared that the Congress shall have power, among other thin 
“to establish * * * uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States.” That is the charter of our authority; 
that is the extent of our power; and I admit that no law can 
passed under this jurisdiction that does not conform fairly to the 
meaning and the intent of the Constitution in the clanse from which 
I have read. The law must be “uniform” and it must be a law “on 
the subject of bankruptcies.” Now, does the bill proposed answer to 
that description in those two particulars? Is it a bankrupt law at 
all, or is it something else? Is the state of fact in reference to insol- 
yeney which is the predicate of this legislation that which is or may 
be known to our law as a state of bankruptcy? I think that within 
the terms of the definition of the Constitution as it has been ex- 
pounded by the Supreme Court of the United States and the ablest 
text writers, this bill comes within and is comprehended by that 
definition. And in order to satisfy the Senate upon that point, I call 
the attention of Senators to the langu of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, speaking by the mouth of Chief-Justice Marshall, 
in the celebrated case of Sturges vs. Crowninshield, in 4 Wheaton, 
on page 195. It is there said: P $ 

This difficulty of discriminating with any accuracy between insolvent and bank- 
rupt laws, would lead to the opinion that a bankrupt law may contain those - 
lations which are generally found in insolvent laws; and that an insolvent law 
may contain those which are common to a bunkrupt law. If this be correct, it is 
obvious that much inconvenience would result from that construction of the Con- 
stitution which should deny to the State the power of acting on this 


subject in uence of the grant to Con, . It may be thought more con- 
ent that much of it should bo regulated by State legislation— 


And I ask the special attention of the Senate to this— 


and Congress may purposely omit to provide for many cases to which their power 
extends. It does not appear to be a violent construction of the Constitation, and is 
certainly a convenient una, to consider the power of the States as existing over such 
cases as the laws of the Union may not reach. But be this as it may the power 
5 580 to Congress may be exercised or declined, as the wisdom of that body shall 

ecide. If, in the opinion of Congress, uniform laws concerning bankrupteics 
ought not to be established, it does not follow that partial laws may not exist, or 
that State legislation on the subject mustcease. It is not the mere existence of tho 
power, but its exercise, which is incompatible with the exercise of the same power 
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by the States. It is not the right to establish these uniform laws, but their actual 
establishment, which is inconsistent with the partial acts of the States. 


In a previous part of the opinion there is a more explicit discussion 
of what are the essential elements of a bankrupt act as known to the 
Constitution. On page 193 the court say: 


The peculiar terms of the grantcertainly deserve notice. Congress is not author- 
ized merely to pass laws the operation of which shall be uniform, but to establish 
uniform laws on the subject bes bein ego the United States, This establishment of 
uniformity is, perhaps, incompatible with State legislation on that part of the sub- 
ject to which the acts of Congress may extend. But the subject is divisible in its 
nature into bankrupt and insolvent laws; though the line of partition between 
them is not so distinctly marked as to enable any person to say with positive pre- 
cision what belongs exclusively to the one and not to the other class of laws. It 
is said, for exemple, that laws which merely liberate the person are insolvent laws 
and those which 8 the contract are bankrupt laws. But if an act of Con- 

should discharge of the bankrupt and leave his future acquisitions 
ble to his creditors, we should feel much hesitation in saying that was an 
insolvent, not a bankrupt, act, and therefore unconstitutional. Another distinc- 
tion has been stated and has been uniformly observed. Insolvent laws operate at 
the instance of an imprisoned debtor ; bankrupt laws at the instance of a creditor. 
But should an act of Congress authorize a commission of bankruptcy to issue on 
the application of a debtor, a court would scarcely be warranted in saying that the 
law was unconstituti and the commission a nullity. 


And, accordingly, since the date of this decision the voluntary fea- 
ture in our bankruptcy system has come to be definitely within the 
power of Congress to establish. 


When laws of each ere tote — — be passed by the same Legislature, it is un- 
0 


necessary to draw a precise ween them. The difficulty can arise only in 
our complex system, where the Legislature of the Union the pono of 
insolven: 


enacting bankrupt laws, and those of the States the power of enactin 
laws. fe it be determined that they are not laws of the same character, but are 
as distinct as bankrupt laws and laws which regulate the course of descents, a 
distinct line of separation must be drawn, and the power of each government 
marked with on. But all perceive that this line must be in a great d 

arbitrary. though the two systems have existed apart from each other, there 
is such à connection between them as to render it difficalt to say how far they may 
ether. The se law is said to grow out of the exigencies of 


I beg also to refer to the same doctrine as expressed by Mr. Justice 
Story in the second volume of his Commentaries on the Constitution, 
sections 1111, 1112, and 1113. I call attention specially to the point 
that J nage Story shows very distinctly that the fact that the English 
system of bankruptcy was an involuntary system, and in that respect 
distinguishable from insolvent acts, is not to be regarded as estab- 
lishing the law under our Constitution as confining bankruptcy to 
what was known to be bankruptcy ascording to the definition of the 
English statute. He says: 


Sec. 1111, What laws are to be deemed pre a laws within the meaning of the 
Constitution, has been a matter of much o discussion and argument. At- 
tempts have been made to distinguish between bankrupt laws and insolvent laws. 
For example, it has been said that laws which merely liberate the person of the 
debtor are insolvent laws, and those which disc the contract are bankrupt 
laws. But it wonld be very difficult to sustain this distinction by any uniformity 
Sueaas Gin parce ong? Me meer DAT LENDA the MAMEI ARE Tt Gon 
80 ; ino €; o contract. i m- 
a Pekan act, which Should discharge the person only of the 
krupt, and leave his future acquisitions liable to his creditors, there would be 
great difficulty in saying that such an act was not in the sense of the Constitution 
a pt act, and so within the power of Con Again, it has been said that 
insolvent laws act on imprisoned debtors onl; their own instance, and bankrupt 
laws only at the instance of creditors. But, however true this may have been 
part awe as the actual course of En 5 it is not true and never was 
as a distinction in colonial . In England it was an accident in the 
system, and not a material ground to discriminate, who were to be deemed in a legal 
sense insolvents or bankrupts. And if an act of Congress should be passed which 
should authorize a commission of bankraptcy to issue at the instance of the debtor, 
no ours on this account be warran saying that the act was unconsti- 
tutional and the commission a nulli 


laws. 
Sec. 1112. The truth is, that the nave of bankruptcy, as well as the 
name, was borrowed from the continental j rudence, and derivatively from the 
Roman law. We bave fetched,” says Lord Coke, as well the name, as the wicked- 
ness of bankrupts, from foreign ons; for banque in the French is mensa, and a 
Raper ce: sechanger 18 us; and is a sign or mark, as we say a cart- 
route is the sign or mark where the cart hath e. Metaphorically it is taken 
for him that hath wasted his estate, and remoy: banque 80 as there is left but a 
mention thereof. Some say it should be derived from banque and rumpus, as he 
that hath broken his bank or state. Mr. Justice Blackstone inclines strongly to this 
latter intimation, saying that the word is derived from the word bancus or banque, 
which signifies the table or counter of a tradesman, and ruptus, broken; denoting 
thereby one whose shop or place of trade is broken and gone. It is observable 
that the first statute against bankrupt ‘is against such ms as do make bank- 
FEN (34 Hen. 8, ch. 4,) which is a literal translation of the French idiom, qui font 
mque route.” 
SEC. 1113. The system of Siocharsing persons who were unable to pay their debts 
was transferred from the Roman law into continental juris; 8 early 
iod. To the glory of Christianity let it be said that the law of cession 
) was introduced by the Christian emperors of Rome, eee it a debtor 
ceded or yielded up all his property to his creditors, he was secured from bein 
jail, omni quoque i cruciatu semoto ; for, as the emperor (Justi- 
nian) justly observed, tnhumanum 
a noble declaration, which the 
raise. Neith 


erat i ‘ortunis suisin solidum damnari ; 

American Republics would do well to follow, and 

not menly to p- either by the Roman nor the continental law was the 
cessio bonorum confined to traders, but it extended to all persons. It may be added 
that the cessto bonorum of the Roman law and that which at present prevails in 
most parts of the continent of Europe, only exempted the debtor from imprison- 


cesso 


ment. It did not release or discharge the debt or exempt the future acquisitions 
of the debtor from execution for the debt. The statate, commonly called 
the lords“ act," went no further than to discharge 8 

And it may be laid down, as the law of Germany, France, Holland, Scotland, 
and England, that their insolvent laws are not more extensive in their operation 
than the cessio bonorum of the civil law. In some parts of Germany, we are 
informed by Huberus and Heineccius a cessio bonorum does not even work a dis- 
charge of the debtor's 

to the advancement of commerce, and the benefit of creditors, the systems now 
commonly known by thé name of trod 

a N 


when he di 
bankrupt laws were originally procesita in invitum. In the h 
limited to who are 


persons who 
of trade and commerce, as such are uliarl 
ake debts without any 


Mr. President, we have it established by the Supreme Court of the 
United States that this power existing in Co: may be exercised 
or not exercised at all in its discretion; and, if exercised, may be ex- 
ercised to the extent and degree which the discretion of Congress 
may choose to establish. It may operate upon all debtors, or it may 
operate only upon certain classes of debtors, or it may operate only 
upon a single class of debtors. In other words, having reference 
to the general nature of the subject, to wit, the distribution of the 
assets of an insolvent, after he has committed an act of insolvency 
or become unable to pay his debts in the ordinary course of busi- 
ness as they fall due, Congress is at liberty to choose its definition 
of what shall be or what shall not be a bankruptcy, as it pleases. 
So I think the objection cannot be well taken against this sort of 
bankrupt act proposed in this bill where its operation is limited 
to the voluntary act of a class of debtors who may choose to come 


within the purview of its provisions, by making the general assign- 
ment which constitutes the foundation of every other step to be 
taken under it. 


The next objection to which I wish to advert is in reply to the 
question whether, e this to be a law on the subject of bank- 
ruptey, it is a uniform law. Iunderstand that a law is uniform which 
8 in the same way, in the same circumstances, everywhere 
where it operates at all. It is not essential to the idea of uniformity 
that if should embrace all debtors of every description. The fact 
that it 8 in reference to some debtors and not to others, I have 
already shown is not essential to the idea of a bankrupt act; and if a 
bankrupt act may exclude from its o tion certain classes of debt- 
ors and still be a constitutional bankrupt act, it is uniform if it ap- 
plies to that class of debtors everywhere where it operates at all. In 
other words, the classification of the ns some of whom are to 
fall within and others of whom are to fall without the definition of a 
bankrupt, has no relation to the question of uniformity. That has 
relation only to the question of its being or not being a bankrupt act. 
Let me illustrate how classifications may take place without destroy- 
ing the uniformity of the operation of the act. The constitution of 
the State of Ohio contains a provision which forbids the creation or 
eee of any corporation except by general law. No munici- 
pal corporation can be created in Ohio, no city, town, or village can 
be incorporated by a special charter ; it can be doneonly by a general 
charter, it can be done only by a general act. Another provision de- 
clares that all laws of a general nature shall have a uniform opera- 
tion throughout the State. It was manifest that e corpora- 
tions were of very different kinds; some were large and some were 

some were situated on rivers, and some on lakes, and some 
inland, and there was required a different set of provisions accordi 
to the different class of corporations into which municipalities might 
be divided ; so that in legi 75 maras that provision of the consti- 
tution the General Assem ly of Ohio classified municipal corporations 
into cities of the first class, and cities of the second class, and incor- 
rated vi „giving to each one of the classes powers differing 
rom those powers conferred upon the others, but to each one of a class 
giving the same power that was given to all the others in that class. 
Upon that, on judicial contest, it was declared that that classifica- 
tion, that differentiation of the powers conferred on corporate bodies, 
was strictly within the limits of the constitutional authority of the 
General Assembly. 

Now in this case this bill makes a definition of what shall consti- 
tute a bankrupt, and that definition prevails throughout the United 
States within all the States and Territories. It defines what shall 
constitute a discharge of that bankrupt so that his future- acquired 
property shall be exempt from judgments rendered upon claims exist- 
ing at the time of the assignment, and their discharge is the same 
throughout all the United States, in every State and in every Terri- 
tory. How, then, can it be said that the law will act otherwise than 
uniformly? And if it acts uniformly, then it is a uniform law. 

There are variations, to be sure, or may be, in respect to provisions 
in the States which may be called into exercise by persons who are 
claiming the benefit of this act in the distribution of the assets, but 
they do not destroy the uniformity of this bill if it become an act; 
they do not affect its operation at all. They only provine a means 
for working out a certain result which would be worked out anyhow 
under the laws of the State without respect to any legislation on the 

art of Con Congress simply comes in and by virtue of this 


jurisdiction says ‘if the debtor does a certain act and that act results 


in a certain consequence to his creditors, the two taken together shall 
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constitute him a di bankrupt,” and he is sono matter whether 
he be a citizen of one State or another, no matter whether his assets 
are administered under a system of one State or another. 

The same facts which create his bankruptcy and establish his dis- 
charge exist, no matter where his citizenship or domicile is, and they 
apply to the citizens of all the States; so that it seems to me that. 
however it may appear upon first sight, upon examination it will 
further appear that there is no ground for objecting to or criticising 
this measure for want of that unanimity in its operation which is 
required by the Constitution. 

Why, Mr. President, even under the present bankrupt act, there 
are certain inequalities which exist, wrought out by the operation of 
State systems of legislation, as for instance in respect to exemptions 
of property made 3 by the bankrupt act from its operation, so 
as not to be included within the schedule and inventory of the assets, 
the title of which passes to the assignee in bankruptcy for distribu- 
tion, and those exemptions are the exemptions established by the 
local law and adopted into the general act of Con 5 

Mr. President, I think that the Senate owes to itself and to the 
country an earnest effort, even if it requires some delay beyond that 
which has already occurred, to see if there be no remedy for the exist- 
ing state of things other than that of an absolute, immediate, and 
unconditional repeal of the bankrupt act. I, for one, shall be loath to 
come to that conclusion until I am driven to it, for [know no period 
in the history of our country in which it seems to me to be less oppor- 
tune to take away all of that remedial system which belongs to a 
scheme of bankruptcy. There never was atime when there was more 
debt, a larger nuinber of debtors, more insolvency actually peri 
and more insolvency apprehended than exists to-day. And while 
admit the inefficiency of the present system, while I am conscious by 
experience of its costliness, and while I have testimony abundant and 
conclusive that in many cases it has been made the cover of frau 
still it does seem to me that the experience of the civilized world o 
commercial nations, and our own experience too, establishes the fact 
that we ogue to have a bankrupt system. 

We have had now I believe three bankrupt acts. This is the third. 
Two of them went. into existence, were allowed to have their tem- 
porary effect, and were then swept ont of existence. Now, after the 
1 of these few years, we are called upon to seriously con- 
sider the question whether we shall in add the weight of our con- 
demnation to every effort to establish the system. Certainly, Mr. 
President, there is aanlog Pees i in the essential idea of the bank- 
rupt system, and that is o ishing to the bonest and unfortunate 
debtor who surrenders all his property Soy for the benefit of all his 
creditors and who has not been gaily such imprudence as to waste 
his estate beyond the extent of one-half the value of his debts, I say 
there is nothing wrong in the idea, upon those conditions, of furnish- 
ing to such a person the opportunity, freed from the burden of his 
past obligations, of again entering into the strife and contest of busi- 
ness, the opportunity without the leave and license of his creditors 
to endeavor to lay up something, even if it be a little, in store for a 
rainy day, for the benefit of himself and of his wife and children, for 
wife and children in one sense and in a high sense are also the cred- 
itors of every man fortunate enough to have them, creditors entitled 
to consideration, entitled to respect, whose interests ought to be the 
subject of the fostering care of our national legislation. And in the 
name and for the benefit of all such debtors similarly situated, I in- 
voke the earnest effort of this Con to see if some measure cannot 
be matured and adopted which, while it shall secure to them these 
benefits to which they are entitled, shall not also work wrong, injury, 
and injustice to those who give them credit. It is in the hope that 
something to that end may yet be reached, that I have ventured to 
submit this proposition. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose the Senator does not wish to speak now. 

Mr. McCREERY. I intended to make a brief remark. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. BLAINE. May I inquire of the Senator from Kentucky if he 

ts a vote to-morrow on this bill? 
r McCREERY. I should be glad to have it to-morrow. 

Mr. BLAINE. I reported the deficiency bill yesterday, for which 
the different Departments are under very great pressure, If the Sen- 
ator will allow me to call it 13 now, so that it will be the unfinished 
business for to-morrow, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. McCREERY. That may be considered informally if it is de- 
sired. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then to-morrow, at the close of the morning hour, 
I wilt ask the Senator to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. McCREERY. I having the floor on this question. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. SARGENT. Before the question is pnt on my motion I desire 
to say on behalf of my colleague [Mr. 5 some ten days 
or two weeks ago he bias a gee a desire to speak to the resolution on 
the Chinese question which I laid on the table and spoke about. I 


am anxious that the resolution shall go to the committee for consid- 
eration, and on his behalf I will ask that he be heard to-morrow 
me core the morning hour. I understand his remarks will be 
quite brief. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will take notice of the 
request of the Senator from California. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SARGENT. I renew my motion for an executive session. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and fifty-four min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened and (at five 
o'clock and fiity-four minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 10, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, one of the clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. No. 3064) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for 
other parposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Wixpom, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. Eaton con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate further insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to employ temporary clerks and making an 
appropriation for the same; also making appropriations for detect- 
ing trespass ou public lands and for bringing into market public lands 
in certain States, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, and asked a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WinpoMm, Mr. Don- 
SEY, and Mr. Beck conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WOOD. I desire to say to the House that there was an under- 
standing between the Committee of Ways and Means and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and that the former committee has no in- 
tention or * to antagonize them in their bills when they 
are ready. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Smirnu] is now 
prepared to go on with the pension appropriation bill. It is an im- 
portant bill, and I therefore yield the floor to him for the purpose of 
reporting the action of the committee on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in a moment. There are three or four gentlemen who 
desire to introduce bills and who had no opportunity to do so upon 
Monday and the Chair thinks that their request is not unreasonable ; 
but the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG] desires to present a 
question of privilege to the Honse. 


CEILING OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. YOUNG. Iam instructed by the Select Committee upon the 
Ventilation of the Hall to offer the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, and I desire to make a very brief explanation of it. 
Above the sky-light of this Hall no one is allowed to go, except the 
electrician. No one else is allowed to go there, but we fi d it neces- 
sary, in order to have this Hall properly lighted, that the glass should 
be washed and the screens adjusted every day. Now, there is no 
laborer who can be assigned to that duty, and this; resolution pro- 
poses to provide for one. 

The SPEAKER. Tho Chair thinks the resolution is a question of 
privilego, and entertains it. 

The Clerk read the resolution of Mr. YounG, as follows: 

Resolved, That the electrician of the Capitol be, and is hereby, authorized to 
employ a laborer to attend to adjnsting the blinds under the main sky-light, and 
cleaning tho glass in the ceiling of tho Hall of the Houseof ntatives, and that 
said assis ant bo paid the salary now allowed to laborers on the 9 roll. 

And be it resolved, That the lighting of the Hall and the electrician be 
under the exclusivo control of the Architect of the Capitol extension: Provided, 
however, That no persor shall go above thg sky-light while the House is in session. 


Mr. YOUNG. I ask that the resolution be put upon its passage. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish to ask the gentleman whether that reso- 
lution does not interfere with the present rule that puts access to the 
upper part of tho Hall entirely in the hands of the Speaker? It was 
found necessary to do that. An accident occurred here which came 
near costing us the life of a member; for some employé stepped upon 
one of these panes of glass in the sky-light aud broke the glass so 
that a portion of it fell to the floor of the House. The upper portion 
of the House was then placed absolutely under the control of the 
Speaker, 

Tiir. YOUNG. I do not think that this resolution will interfere 
with that rule. 

Mr. CLYMER. Can this resolution be considered without unani- 
mous consent? It takes money out of the contingent fund of the 


House. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has taken exclusive control, under a 
resolution of the House and under action of the Committee on Rules, 
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and during the session of Congress keeps in his possession the key 
leading to the room over the ceiling of the House where the gas-jets 
are located, and prevents anybody from going there during the ses- 
sions of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
he allow the resolution to go to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. That committee has a right to report at any time. 

Mr. YOUNG. A man has to be employed to go up there every day 
to wash the glass and arrange the screens, and there is no one who 
can now be assigned to that duty, but I have no objection to having 
the resolution referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


W. J. NEELEY. 


Mr. RIDDLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4250) for the relief of W. J. Neeley, late postmaster at Hartsville, 
Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WINDER’S BUILDING. 

Mr, WARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4251) 
to extend Winder’s building, for the use of the War Department; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE PENDLETON. 


Mr. POLLARD, by unanimous aman introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4252) granting a pension to George Pendleton ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the ommittee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed, 

Mr. POL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4253) to provide indemnity due to the several States under 
acts of Congress approved March 2, 1555, and March 3, 1857, relating 
to swamp and overflowed Jands, and for other ee, Which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND CLAIMS ON LINE OF NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. STEWART, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4254) to authorize claimants upon even-numbered sections of land 
within the twenty-mile limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad to 
make proof and payment for their claims at the ordinary minimum 
rate at $1.25 acre; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CURRENCY. 


Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4255) to authorize an issue of notes, the taking up of the 
greenbacks and national-bank notes, to prohibit a contraction of the 
currency, and to repeal the internal-revenue laws; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE GOULD. ~ 
Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 4256) for the relief of George Gould, of Stephenson, Menominee 
County, Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the ittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMY AND NAVY BANDS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimons consent, presented a soins 
resolution (H. R. No. 154) in reference to the employment of the y 
and Navy bands; which was read a first and second time, to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE A. SCHREINER. 

Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4257) for the relief of George A. Schreiner; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABSENTEE SHAWNEE LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HASKELL also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4258) for the relief of settlers upon the absentee Shawnee 
lands in Kansas, and for other pt 3; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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ALEXANDER B. NUCKOLLS. 

Mr. BELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4259) 
for the relief of Alexander B. Nuckolls, of Forsyth County, Georgia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES SURVEYOR-GENERAL, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PAGE, by unanimous consent, presented a joint resolution of 
the Le ture of the State of California, relating to the office of 
United States surveyor-general of California; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

ISSUE OF ARMS TO THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. BANNING. Iask nnanimous consent to report back, without 

amendment, from the Committee on Military Affairs, for immediate 


passage, the bill (H. R. No. 3679) to amend a joint resolution author- 
izing the Secretary of War to issue arms, approved July 3, 1876. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for information, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections, 

The bill was read. It provides that the joint resolution approved 
July 3, 1876, entitled “A joint resolution authorizing the Secre 
of War to issue arms,” be amended by inserting in the fifth line, after 
the word “States” and before “each,” the word “Territories,” and by 
striking out after the word “each,” in the fifth line, and before the 
word “provided,” in the sixth line, the words “and not more than five 
hundred to each of said Territories.” l 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? [A pause. ] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BANNING. A single word of explanation may be necessary in 
regard to this bill. Under the law as it now stands one thousand arms 
may be issued to each of the States, but only five hundred to any one 
of the Territories. This bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
War to issue as many arms, if required, to a Territory as to a State. 
The matter will be in his discretion. The Department has the arms, 


aud recommends this bill, which was introduced by the gentleman 


from Idaho [Mr. Fenn] who says that his Territory is in great need 
of arms for the protection of its citizens. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. BANNING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paseas and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
NEUFCHATEL ROCK PAVING COMPANY. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4260) for the relief of the Neufchâtel Rock Paving Company; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS C. SANDS. 

Mr. BAGLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4261) for the relief of Louis C. Sands, of Herkimer County, New York; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN JAMES H. FRAZEE. 

Mr. SEXTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4262) granting a pension to Captain James H. Frazee, of Rushville, 
Indiana; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BUILDING FOR USE OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. BLISS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4263) to extend Winder’s building, for the use of the War Department; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 

(H. R. No. 4264) for the relief of A. H. Richardsong which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TREASURY INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. GLOVER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for adoption 
now the following resolution : 
That the Committee on Expenditures in th 


Resolved, e Treasury Department be, 
725 they 3 authorized to send subcommittees to such points as in the 


it of committee may be necessary, to take testimony. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I must demand the regular order. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt the in- 
troduction of bills for reference only. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to bills for reference f 

Mr. PHILLIPS I do not object to reference, but will not consent 
to bills being introduced for action. 

Mr. GLOVER. Lask, then, to have that referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

GOTTLOB GROEZENGER. 


Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4265) for the relief of Gottlob Groezenger ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

R. SPROUL. 

Mr. JACOBS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4266) for the relief of R. Sproul, of Washington Territory ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH CHANCE, 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimons consent, introdnced a bill (H. R. No. 
4267) for the relief of Elizabeth Chance, widow of Eli Chance, to in- 
demnify her for loss incurred by sis! specu of her claim for pension 
under act of Febru 
time, referred to the 
be printed. 


14, 1871; which was read a first and second 
ittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
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BRIDGE-PIER BOOMS, 


Mr, CRITTENDEN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4268) to compel the construction of bridge-pier booms on all 
bridges over the Missouri River; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, ; 

DARWIN J. TRUE. 

Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4269) to remove the e os desertion against Darwin J. True, late 
of Company G, Twenty- Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD P. JOHNSON. 


Mr. STRAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4270) for the relief of Edward P. Johnson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed, 

JOSEPH W. HASTINGS. 


Mr. NORCROSS. by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4271) for the relief of Joseph W. Hastings ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M. LORD. 


Mr. COBB, or unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4272 
for the relief of John M. Lord, of Indiana; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

R. W. HUNTER. 

Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4273) for the relief of R. W. Hunter; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of Accounts, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT TILLSON AND MAITLAND BOON. 

Mr. KNAPP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4274) for the relief of Robert Tillson and Maitland Boon, of the State 
of Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMBERS OF CONGRESS AS ADVISORY ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. TURNER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4275) to make it illegal for any member of either House of Congress 
to act as oe advisory attorney for certain rations and pat- 
entees; which was read a first and second time, to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE PATRONAGE. 


Mr. TURNER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 155) directing the House and Senate Committees 
on Civil Service Reform to inquire into the propriety of limiting Ex- 
ecutive patronage by constitutional amendment, and inquire into the 

ropriety of adopting some new method of SEDRE the accounts of 
the Federal Government, by which they can be held to a more d 
acconntability ; wbich was read a first and second time, refe to 
the r ttke on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
rinted. 
r PEREA’S BATTALION, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. ROMERO, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4276) to ee for the payment of Perea’s battalion of militia, organ- 
ized in the Territory of New Mexico at large in Noyember and De- 
cember, 1861, and vany 1862, to serve three months in the service 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I desire the House to resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of taking up the regular pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONGER, I hope we will be allowed to have a morning hour. 

Mr. REAGAN. I must insist on the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour can be reached by voting down 
the motion to go into committee. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania desirous to 
antagonize the morning hour? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I do not wish to do it if it can be 


helped. 

Ae. PHILLIPS. Then, wait until after the morning hour. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. It is absolutely necessary that this 
pension severe bill should be passed without further delay. 

Mr, L LL. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania propose 
to set aside the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to make the motion that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] has indicated that he desires to have a 
morning hour if he can reach it. But the Chair desires to state that 
the first business in order now, if the motion of the 
Pennsylvania did not preyail, would be the unfinished 
is the District of Columbia bill. 


mtleman from 
ess, Which 


Mr. REAGAN. Is the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
in order before the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union is in order at any time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and prs notice that his object is to consider the pension 
appropriation bill. 

e question being taken on the motion of Mr. Surrn, of Pennsyl- 
vania, there were—ayes 115, noes 55. j 

Mr. CHALMERS called for tellers. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Can a 
majority suspend the rules so as to sét aside the morning hour by 
going into Committee of the Whole ? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan. The Clerk will read Rule 104. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


104. The House may at any time, by a vote of a majority of the members present, 
suspend the rules and orders for the purpose of going into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were ayes 16, 
not one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were not ordered; and the motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union was 
agreed to. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
cath Alora for the judicial ascertainment of claims against the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Civil-Service Reform, and ordered to be printed. 


SESSIONS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. POTTER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 156) proposing an amendment to the Constitution as 
to the sessions of Con ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Civil-Service Reform, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House, pursuant to order, resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. GARFIELD in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the special order, being 
the pension appropriation bill. : 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to have the Chair assume 
what was not stated by the Chair before the House went into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. There was no motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole to consider the pension bill. As I was caught yesterday 
by that assumption I do not propose to be caught again in the same 


way to-day. 
e CHAIRMAN. The occupant of the chair has only at this mo- 
ment arrived in the Hall and only knows what was the object in 
ing into committee from what the Speaker stated. 

Mr. CONGER. There was a notice given, and only a notice, that it 
was for the purpose when we were in Committee of the Whole of 
considering the pension appropriation bill. I do not make this point 
in order to oppose p g with the pension appropriation bill, but 
only that the precedent may not be established. 

. RAND. „(the 8 aed We may as well understand this 
8 as at any other time. e motion to go into Committee of the 
ole House on the state of the Union is always in order; and it has 
erally been supplemented by a statement, as it were in parenthesis, 
y the gentleman who made the motion that his object was to take 
up a particular bill. The same majority vote by which the House 
resolved to go into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, with a statement of the object given under such circum- 
page ag haa usually been considered as a test vote, showing the desire 
of the House when they got into Committee of the Whole to consider 
the bill to which reference was made. And in addition to that the 
rules themselves give preference to general appropriation bills when 
the House into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no doubt about that. But itis only a day 
or two since, by a remark made in parenthesis, the Committee of the 
Whole were deprived of the opportunity of determining what they 
should consider. Now in this particular case I am desirous of con- 
sidering the pension bill. When the tariff bill was up for considera- 
tion, by an addition sotto voce, which I did not understand, the House 
was assumed to have voted to take that bill up in committee and the 
Chairsoruled. I make this point now because the Chair has no right 
to determine, unless the House has so determined, what the commit- 
tee shall take up. 

Mr. SAYLER. I would like to say a word about this. The House 
has the right under the rules to suspend the rules and go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole by a majority vote for the consideration of an 
appropriation bill; and if the gentleman from Michigan knows any- 
thing at all about the rules he knows that. Now I would like to 
know from the gentleman from Michigan whether he means to indi- 
cate that if was by any sotio voce arrangement on my part that any- 
thing was done. z 


Mr. CONGER. I made no special allusion to the gentleman, un- 
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less the gentleman wishes to appropriate it to himself against my 


Mr. SAYLER. That I certainly do not desire to do. Then I want 
to say in the hearing of the gentleman from Michigan that he cer- 
tainly knows that the House has the right to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills by a majority vote; and the only rulin 
that was made yesterday either by the Speaker or by the Chairman o: 
the committee was that by unanimous consent the House could sus- 
pend the rules and go into the Committee of the Whole for any pur- 


pose. 
Mr. CONGER. No one na tae that. But the question then was 


not upon an appropriation b 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I would like to state further for 
the information of the gentleman from Michi 


igan as to the special 
order 

Mr. CON GER. On this floor the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
I are be vet and I was speaking at the moment. 

Mr. DALL, (the e I thought the gentleman was 
through. The gentleman from Michigan is quite my equal, whether 
I am on this floor or in the chair. 

Mr.CONGER. Isaidthatto the motion made by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] Le there was added a motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole to consider a particular bill, which accord- 
ing to all the authorities of parliamentary law required unanimous 
consent, but, by the decision of the Chair, it not being objected to, 
was made a part of the resolution. And when to-day the Chair an- 
nounced that the motion was to go into Committee of the Whole to 
consider a particular bill, I simply stated that while I was in favor of 
considering that bill I did not wish the decision of the Chair to be 
tae RAN ALL: (th 8 ) Is th tleman through ? 

A the er. e u 

Mr. CON GER. f am A senor a . 

Mr. RANDALL, (the er.) Thegentleman states he is through 
and therefore I would like to say that yesterday a motion was e 
to go into Committee of the Whole Ton a special order. On reflect- 
ing over the matter and examining the decision of former 8 ers I 
have come to the conclusion that such a motion is issible as to 
the tariff bill. But the Chair did not yesterday assume that that was 
the rule of the House. He stated that no point of order was made 
against the introduction of the motion as made by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Woop, ] and therefore the gentleman who ocen- 
pa the chair in the Committee of the Whole decided that it had 

n adopted by unanimous consent, no objection having been raised. 
The question the gentleman now raises is whether the 
a right after mages fee a 
into Committee of 


ouse has not 
ial order to vote on a motion to 
Whole for the purpose of reaching that special 
order. I recollect very well, and the gentleman from IIMnois [Mr. 
BURCHARD] who was present at that time and had something to do 
with the subject will recollect it also, that General Schenck, the then 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, always maintained 
the aie to g into Committee of the Whole upon the tariff bill. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Michigan says he did not hear 
or understand my motion yesterday. Heshould not therefore under- 
take to criticise what he did not hear or understand. 

Now, I go further than either the S. er or the gentleman who 
presided yesterday in Committee of the Whole, I hold that it is 
competent for the House to instruct a Committee of the Honse, as it 
did yesterday, by what was tantamount to a unanimous vote, what 
they shall do, what bill they shall take up. The House having thus 
unanimously resolved to go into Committee of the Whole to take up 
a special bil, when the House into Committee of the Whole it 
is not necessary to go over the Calendar of bills and lay them aside 
until the bill which the House has ordered them to consider shall be 


reached. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say one word further. The gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Woop,] contrary to his usual custom, begs the 
question. The Chairman of the committee stated yesterday that the 
bill came up upon the theory that unanimous consent was given in 
the House for its consideration. The gentleman says it was by unan- 
imous consent, when the record shows there was a vote and that 
some members voted t it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the 8. er.) The Chair did not state that. 
The Chair stated that the introduction of the motion, in the manner 
in which it was stated 19 gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Woop, ] had been allowed by unanimous consent, and that then that 
having done it was within the competency of the House to pass 
upon it. 


Mr. CONGER. The Chair decided that it was equivalent to unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not understand that any point of order is 
made against the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In assuming the chair, the Chair understood 
that a special order had been made to go into Committee of the Whole 
to consider a particular bill. The Chair is informed now that the 
motion was to go into the Committee of the Whole, with an intima- 
tion that the gentleman who made that motion would move to con- 
sider the Fan pan e e e bill. We are therefore in Committee 
of the Whole subject to the will of the jority as to what we shall 
do, but the Chair finds that the pension bill is not a special order, but 


Rule 114 gives appropriation bills preference, and if the gentleman 
in charge of the pension bill moves to take it up the Chair will enter- 
tain that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The effect of that rule is to give 
preference to that bill over any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. In obedience to that rule, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SmrirH] to move to consider 
the pension 21 bill. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I hope there will be no objection to that motion. 
We have passed a bill providing for pensioning the soldiers of the 
war of 1812, but this bill has to pass before they can realize on their 
claims. Under this bill they are authorized to be paid immediately, 
and I trust there will be no objection to its consideration. 

The question was taken on Mr. SmITH’s motion; and it was agreed 


The bill was read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to offer the amendments which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the thirty-seventh line, after the word “ Treasury,” insert “‘and the Secre- 
of the Interior; so that the last h will read: That from and 


and the Secretary of the Interior,” &c. 
23 eae A ean er iE toad pnp D aaee 


the 
the sum of $13 „or so much as may be n tal 

In the forty-first line, before the word “ ded,” insert ‘ollowing : 

Provi "That the pensioner and his witness may make affidavit to the voucher 
before any United States officer au ‘inister oaths or before any col- 
lector of the internal revenue, who is hereby au nired to ainin. 
ister the oath, said oath to be admin of el A That 


made before such officers or justices of the peace a 
8 the court shall not be necessary un 
e 


specially demanded by Auditor: And Further, 
before the said United States officers shall 5 and sul 
F the same: And Further, That the vou 
ma modified or ith if, in the t Of the Secretary of - 
r. the Treasurer of the United States and Secretary of the Treasury, the 
same can be done wii t to the Government. 
In the forty-seventh line, and after the word “and,” insert an act establishing 


pension agenci d;“ read: And establishi 
—.— agencies and all note and „ 6 with. diac 


are hereby repealed.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, and as the paragraphs to which these amendments relate are 
reached 7 5 will be voted on. 

Mr. POWERS. I wish to inquire how much time is to be allowed 
3 debate. 

. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. It was not expected that more than 
an hour would be desired for general debate. 

Mr. POWERS. The arrangement, as I un 
tleman reporting this bill was that of the hour for 
would yield half to the gentleman from Alabama [ Teneo be 
myself, representing the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, who have 
some interest in this measure, This is the arrangement as we under- 
stood it. I wish to say something on this bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Rpg dogs I did not understand that the gen- 
tleman wanted half an hour. 

Mr. POWERS. I only wish fifteen minutes for myself, but the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HewitrT] will desire some time. I 
supposed that we would be allowed half an hour on behalf of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and that the other half would be 
occupied by the gentleman. : 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I want an hour for myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is as yet no limit fixed for the debate. 

Mr, POWERS. Itis understood, then, that after the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has concluded I shall be recognized on behalf of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HANNA. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of this 
bill whether it is the bill that undertakes to abolish all pension agen- 
cies in the several States. 

A MEMBER. It is. 

Mr. HANNA. If it is, some of us would like an opportunity to ex- 
amine it. It is a measure that vitally affects the pensioners in every 
State of the Union. It a radical change, to which some of 
us are decidedly o trust there will be no effort to force the 
measure through without having it properly considered. 

The C The Chair will remind the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Hanna] that no limit for general debate has yet been 
fixed. Only the House can fix such a limit, 

Mr. POWERS. Is it understood that I am to be recognized after 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is through? I have an amendment 
8 I desire to offer under instruction of the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I have no objection to allowing the 
ecg from Maine [Mr. Powers] and his committee to be 

eard. In reply to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Hanna, ] I will say 
that there is no disposition on my or on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Appa Ron to rush this bill through without due con- 
sideration. e bill has been reported for some weeks past ype cae 
ao 2 find it on their flles. It was reported on the 1 of 

The provisions of this bill are somewhat new. Two features in it 
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particularly claim attention. The first relates to the increase of ap- 
propriations over and above those of last year. This increase is the 
result of the p: of the act of March 9, 1878, by which the sur- 
viving soldiers of war of 1812 and their widows are placed on the 
pension-roll. It is estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions that 
the number entitled to pensions under that act will not be less than 
twenty-two thousand; but he asks at this time an appropriation for 
only fifteen thousand, which will require the sum of $1,499,474. 
These beneficiaries of the Government being far advanced in life 
and many of them in stringent circumstances, their claims should be 
promptly adjusted. I am assured by the Commissioner that every 
effort will be made in this direction. 

I have here a table showing the number of pensioners on the rolls 
at the termination of each fiscal year since 1561 and the amount of 
pensions paid each year from 1861 to 1877, inclusive. It is an inter- 
esting table. The number of pensioners in 1861 was 8,636, and the 
amount then paid was $1,034,599 73. The number on the rolls in 1877 
was 232,104, and the amount paid in that year was $27,963,752.27. 1 
incorporate the table as part of my remarks. 


i on the rollat the terminalion of each fiscal year since 
the amount of pensions paid each year from 1861 to 1877, in- 


Number of 
1861, 
clusive. 


3 
d 


REBBERSRESEDE 5 
8888858888858 

888828288828838 
SSS An S8838 


The other feature of this bill is entirely new, and the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] is correct in stating that it deserves to 
be carefully considered. I pro to state certain facts for the con- 
sideration of the Committee of the Whole; and if those facts induce 
them to reach the same conclusion that I have reached in the exam- 
ination I know what will be the result. 

By the act of 1867, the President of the United States is authorized 
to establish pension agencies for the purpose of paying pensioners at 
such places as he may deem proper, and appoint agents, not less than 
three for each State and Territory. Under this privilege he would 
be authorized to appoint one hundred and thirty-eight agents. Un- 
der this law the President mL fifty-eight, who continued to act 
as such until May Y, 1877, w. 


agencies. 
On this subject I read from the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 


sidns, page 9: 

On the 7th of May an order was issued by the President, which was afterward 
modified as to the location of two of the „ the number of the 
agencies for the payment of pensions was reduced E e ee 
agence: AE d Wee Dampahine four agencies in Massachusetts, Cannecticut, 

|, New four es in Massachuse cu 
ana hode Island into one agen: at Boston, four agenci 
two agencies, one at the city of New York and one at Canandaigua; 


Pittsbu four ew Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and District of 
Ft l ar one agency at Washington; fiye agencies in Virginia, West Vir- 
Ten and North Carolina into one iar at Kn ; 

o agencies in e; three in Arkan- 


tw Pee into one agency at Louisv 
sas, Mississippi, and Louisiana into one 


ency at New Orleans; three agencies in 
Indiana into one agency at Indianapolis ; * 


cies in Illinois into one 
innesota into one ageno, at Mil. 
es in lowa u 
California and Ore- 
6 A three a 
Jolumbus, the consolidation to take effect July 1, 1877. 
The fifty-eight agents received in 1876 $452,500, in 1877, $457,490.56, 
as compensation for their services. Eighteen agents located at the 
following places are paid the following amounts. I send to the clerk 
a tabular statement showing the number of agents, the salary received 
by each, the number of vouchers paid by each, the amount paid, the 
amount of contingencies, and the total amount. It shows that the 
amount of salaries is $72,000; the amount of voucher fees, $209,389; 
the amount of contingencies, $23,514.98; and the total amount, 
$304,903.98, I ask the Clerk to read it. 
Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania propose in 
this bill TR new legislation in regard to these pension agents? 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. he bill which I have reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations does recommend such legislation. 
Mr. CONGER. Then 
against it. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. It isnew legislation in the direction 


en they were consolidated into eighteen P 


give notice I shall make the point of order 


of se yey Ae Su the line of retrenchment and reform, and is therefore 
in order. 

Mr. CONGER. When we come to that point I give notice I shall 
raise the point of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman can reserve bis point 
of order until that time. I now ask the Clerk to read the tabular 
statement which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Compensation of the pension agents. 
Locality. Name of agent. Comet fora? 3 Total. 

Boston. . $4,000 00 | $15,846 50 | $1, 200 64 | $21,147 14 
3 4,000 00 15, 850 50 1,860 92 21,420 42 
Chicago 4,000 00 17,235 00 2 102 88 23,337 88 
Columbus 4,000 00 | 20,589 50 1,651 56 | 20, 241 06 
Concord 4,000 00 | 16,358 00 2,035 08 22. 393 08 
Des Moines .....| B. F. Gue 4,000 00 9,415 00 1,538 10 14,953 10 

troit...... 4,000 00 9,724 00 681 50 | 14,408 50 
Indianapolis 4.000 00 14,515 00 1,657 76 20,172 76 
Knoxville 4, 000 00 7, 602 50 853 06 | 12,456 46 
Louisville... R. M. Kelly 4,000 00 5, 744 50 939 38 10, 674 88 
Milwaukee 4, 000 00 8,711 00 495 00 13,206 00 
New York City 55l siise- 4,000 00 | 13,031 50 | 2,076 88 | 19,103 38 
New Orleans 4,000 00 3, 309 00 719. OR 8, 028 08 
Philadelphia 4,000 00 | 14,994 00 | 1,426 78 | 20. 480 78 
Pittsburgh ...... 4,000 00 | 10.281 50 778 51 15,060 04 

nt Louis 4,060 00 11. 308 00 1,645 18 17,013 18 
San Francisco...) A. Hart 4,000 00 1, 615 00 317 64 5, 992 64 
Washington. | D. C. Cox 4,000 00 | 13,498 80 1,361 20 18,859 90 

ota co PELAN SIIS a 304, 903 98 

“Sec Revised Statutes of the United States. 


tion 4781, 
tSection 4789, Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Mr, PRICE, I wish to know whether it is ble we pay p nsion 
agents $4,000 and from six and ten to fifteen and eig teat thou- 
sand dollars voucher fees in addition to that, and, in addition to both, 
incidental 5 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. It is not only 5 but it is what 
actually has been done; and it is that abuse which this bill now pro- 
poses to remedy. 

Mr. HANNA. I wish to say in this connection that out of these 
pension fees the n agents pay their clerk hire and all the ex- 
penses of their office. 

Nr. PRICE. I do not care how that may be, the showing by the 
official statement just read exhibits a condition of things which ought 
to be remedied. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. And that is what the Committee on 


Appropriations pro to do. 
ir. HANNA. This bill instead of being entitled “A bill makin, 


appropriations for invalid and other pensions,” ought to be entitled 
a bill to 1 ef their pay, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I do not wish to be interrupted at 

917 time. These points will come up for discussion in their proper 
ace. 
Mr. Chairman, as has been indicated already, these extraordinary 
figures have struck the members of the committee with rise. 
Without knowing what effect it would have upon them I will now 
state how they influenced me when I first found them out. The pay 
of these agents for mere clerical duty seemed to me to be excessive. 
They got a salary of $4,000 each and twenty-five cents fur each 
voucher and contingencies in addition. It struck me this whole sys- 
tem was bday and that the consolidation from fifty-eight to eight- 
een agents did not go far enough, as in my judgment the ageucies 
should have been entirely abolished and the urer of the United 
States made, as is provided in this bill, the national paymaster. 

Mr. FINLEY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania what aniy is char; by these pension agents for which each 
ere s fee of twenty-five cents, that is, twenty-five cents for each 
voucher 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I will explain all these matters at 
the 1 time. 

Mr. FINLEY. What is meant by reducing that fee of twenty-five 
cents to ten cents in the present bill? 

Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Not being ready for the adoption of 
the system proposed in the bill until some time after the first of July, 
it is provided during the few weeks which may transpire before the 
system can be carried into full effect that the pension agents shall 
receive ten cents instead of twenty-five cents for each vouclier. 

Mr. FINLEY, But what I wish to know is what labor that ten 
cents or twenty-five cents covers? Is it a payment for making out 
the application! 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; but for Sliop np the vouch- 
ers. There are blank vouchers sent by the Pension Burean to each 
one of these agents and each pension t charges twenty-five cents 
as a fee for filling up one of those blank vouchers. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I am to understand there is a distinction made 
between a voucher and an application ? 

Mr. SMITH, of 8 This has nothing whatever to do 
with applications. I will explain the whole matter to the gentleman 
if he will now allow me to proceed without interruption. 
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Mr. FINLEY. My only object is to have information on the sub- 


ect. 

2 Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. The Commissioner of Pensions him- 
self attends under the law to all matters coming within the purview 
of applications for pensions. In the regular order of business they 

to the Pension Bureau, where they are investigated and where the 
8 finally decides whether the party making the applica- 
tion is entitled to a pension or not. 

When the Commissioner has decided favorably on an application 
for a pension he sends the applicant a certificate. Then comes the 
question of payment. The proper pension agents are notified who 
are upon the pension rolls. When the successful applicant for a pen- 
sion presents himself to the pension agents a blank voucher is filled 
up before payment can be made to the pensioner, and for that service 
‘of filling up the voucher a fee of twenty-five cents is charged. 

Mr. JOYCE. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
the gentleman from Vermont? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I beg the gentleman’s pardon ; I de- 
line to yield. If I did it would derange what I desire to submit to 
the House, and I am going to state substantially the matters about 
which gentlemen have been addressing to me interrogatories. 

The method of paying pensions under the present plan is as follows: 
The Commissioner of ee furnishes blank vouchers to these 

nsion agents, who till up the same and send them to the pensioners, 
ese pensioners, after executing them in the mode directed, return 
them to the agent, who then forwards his check to the pensioner, 

-and at the end of the quarter sends the voucher to the Third Auditor. 

The plan proposed under the bill is to pay the pensioner by a check 
‘from the Treasurer of the United States. Two methods have been 
suggested for preperine the vouchers—one through the Commissioner 
of Pensions, who will fill up the voucher and send it to the ioner. 
who would sign it and return it to the Third Auditor, who would 
certify it to the Treasurer, if correct. The other method is to have 
‘the Third Anditor fill up the voucher and send it to the pensioner, 
avho would execute it and return ittothe Third Auditor. The Third 
Auditor would then certify to the correctness of the voucher and 
notify the Treasurer, and the Treasurer would then forward the 
check to the pensioner. I give the preference to this method, espe- 
cially as the voucher might be very much simplified and all the 
essential features n to identify the ioner and protect the 
Government against fraud might be embodied in the check, which, 
when indorsed and returned, would be a full and complete receipt. 
And as the pensioner would have to be identified by the banker or 
merchant who presented the check and indorsed the same, fraud 
would be almost impossible, as each indorsement would be a war- 
ranty of the genuineness of each preceding indorsement. 

Is this plan practicable? If the ience of business men and 
«corporations is to be taken as our guide, then this question must be 
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answered in the affirmative. Substantially the same kind of work 
proposed to be done by the Treasurer is now performed by assignees, 
trustees, and corporations, Dividends, semi-annually and quarterly, 
are paid by banks and railroad companies by a single disbursing offi- 
cer. One nt, stationed now at e Gos pays pensioners in 
Delaware, New Jersey, Maryland, District of Columbia, those at the 
national asylums located at Hampton, Virginia; Dayton, Ohio; Au- 
gusta, Maine; Milwaukee, Wisconsin, and District of Columbia, and 
about seven hundred foreign pensioners, most of whom reside in Ire- 
land and Germany. If this is practicable by a pension pes why 
may not the disbursing officer of the United States pa the pen- 
sioners from Washington, no matter where located? The Treasurer 
pays the warrants from the Postmaster-General and from the See- 
retary of the Treasury, and interest on the funded debt. What is 
required of him in this bill is strictly in the line of his duty. 

If it is practicable, isitexpedient? It is manifestly in the interest 
of economy. Retrenchment with us is a duty. Officially we are 
informed that the estimated expenditures will exceed the estimated 
receipts by $11,000,000. Under this bill we have increased this defi- 
ciency $1,500,000. 

The report from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue indicates 
a very large deficiency in his department. Imperatively, therefore, 
retrenchment is needed. By this proposed change we save: 

First. The salaries of these eighteen agents, amounting to $72,000. 

Secondly. We save the filling-up of a million of receipts signed by 
the pensioners, intended for the protection of the agents. 

In the third place, we save a hundred warrants issued to the deposi- 
taries by the Treasurer of the United States and the letters to the 
pension agents notifying them that the money has been placed to 
their account. 

In the fourth place, the Treasury has but one account to keep in 
place of eighteen. 

In the fifth place, the modified voucher will save a large amount 
to sori ae cay nia and the combined saving will be at least $200,000 
annually. 

This plan-will also inure to the benefit of the oner. It gives 
him a check from the Treasurer equivalent to gold. It is paper that 
may command a premium, for it will be used by merchants to make 
remittances. The holder is always sure of his money. Not so when 
he has the agent’s check. It may not be honored when presented. 
This has frequently happened, and then the pensioner is subjected to 
long and tedious delay before he receives his pay. This plan will also 

rotect the Government t fraud from agents. Under the exist- 
ng law the agents are paid twenty-five cents foreach voucher. It 
is to their interest to increase the number of vouchers. This is a 
standing temptation to evil and fraud. And this plan will also pro- 
tect the Government against loss from defaultin nts. 

The following table shows the amount of afaloations of these 
agents since 1853: : 


List of pension agents owing balances on settlement of their accounts. 


r 
Bt. 


Date of defaleation. 


+s+ee+------| Knoxville, Tenn 


pm 
z 
F 


Spe 
aeg 


pa 


Third Auditor's 


Amount due as 


10, 643 57 
14, 806 16 
7,947 47 


Suit entered June 20, 1859. 
Suit entered December 28, 1858. 
Account closed 


K war. 

Suit entered rey 24, 1863. Judgment obtained November 1870. 
Credited with $1,776.05 by deposit made, at 

Claims that amount was but his books and vouchers were de- 
stroyed in 1861, by the war. 

Account closed. 

Vouchers lost and entitled to compensation ; account yet unadjusted. 

Account closed. 


Suit entered in 1878. 


Suit entered in September, 1876. 
Due him under Navy pensions. 


73 | Caused by clerk absconding in 1877. Offers to settle. 
Due under Navy pensions. 
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List of pension agents owing balances on settlement of their accounts—Continued. 
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Bt 


F 


Third Audi 


E 
e 
Z 
2 
8 
£ 
< 


W. H. Lawrence 
Dudley W. Haynes 


Philadelphia, Pa 


Philadelphia, Pa- . 


Philadelphia, Pa 
È Nashville, Tenn ...... 


Rate A are LOA Oy the earth AE T st 
a are e uditor. cases 
75 the destraction of 


N. 
Auditor. 
the seizure of money and 


derstand it, aopn the explanation may be somewhat prolix 


with great culty that they can be made to produce them in order 
to effect a settlement. 

If we abolish these eighteen agents, wein their stead place it in the 
power of the pensioner to make an affidavit before any legally anthor- 
ized officer of the United States, before any revenue commissioner of 
the United States, and there are one hundred and twenty-six reyenue 
districts, so that we give all these additional facilities to the pen- 
sioner to go before these regularly constituted officers and take the 
oath required without cost. 

There is another advan . It must be very obvious the pension 
agent is paid according to the number of vouchers he presents. Now 
it is clearly his interest to increase the number of vouchers. You hold 
out a temptation to him, therefore, to aid a fraud, and there is no 
possible way on the part of the Government to detect it. This is done 
away with. What next? You bring all these rolls that are now 
scattered all over the United States in the eighteen ion agencies 
direct to headquarters; you bring them here to Washington City, 
where the Pension Office A where the Commissioner is who passes on 
the validity of the application. Then you need not write out to those 
eighteen men, scattered all over the United States, to say A’s pension 
has been increased or that B's pension has been decreased. You have 
the party at hand, right here at your door, with whom you communi- 
cate. And you may say this is entitled toso much more or that 
one to so much less than before. Why not have that system intro- 
duced? What ible reason can there be for sending your money 
out to these eighteen agencies and running the risk of losing it? The 
Commissioner of Pensions says there are over $300,000 now ying use- 
lessly in the hands of these pension agents which ought to be in the 

of the United States, and notin their hands. When we want 

to getit we may not be able to obtain it, and then suit will follow; and 

gn know what happens when suit is brought on behalf of the United 

tates Government against a party who is indebted. It is very fre- 

quently the case that neither from him nor his sureties is there any 
likelihood of anything being recovered. 

I hope I am not treading upon anybody’s toes in what I am now 
saying. My own State has furnished defaulters. So have New York, 
Brooklyn, and Washington. I want to remedy the system and pre- 
vent a recurrence of the mischief. It is radically wrong and demor- 
alizing, and should be ily changed. 

I have here a table which shows the amount lost to the Government 
x default on the of these agents. When I wrote the letter, Mr. 

irman, which been referred to, I had no idea there was any 
of thisin arrears. I sent it after having obtained the n facts 
as to the pay of these . and then I followed it up in order to 
ascertain whether any of them had been guilty of any dereliction of 
duty that required the abolition of the system, and this is the result 
of my inquiry. Ido not ask the Clerk to read the whole of it, It 
shows the amount unpaid is $262,948.43. I find here W. T. Collins, 


those marked under “ Navy pensions.” 
the books and papers in their hands by the confederate government. 


52, 817 55 Suit entered July, 1872. 
257 26 


Due under Navy pensions. 


New bond is frandulent. Report of Commissioner of Pensions received 


March 12, 1878. 
Suit entered. Judgment returned nulla bona. - 
Suit entered July, 1872. 


Arrested by Commissioner of Pensions in 1871. 
Due under Navy pensions, 


Account not yet adjusted. 


Same as Forbes. 
Errors and unpaid checks not yet adjusted. 


Amount of difference, $69,687.07. 


Army pensions are settled by the Third 
agents owing balances in the Southern States are very difficult to se owing to. 


Washin District of Columbia, was a defaulter to the amount vf 
3074. l. This is the marginal note: 
Suit entered July, 1872. Nothing recovered. 
I refer now to the case of W. H. Lawrence, of New York City, a 
Ceant to the amount of $65,884.01. The marginal note is as fol- 
ows: 
Suit entered, judgment returned nulla bona. 


Take the case of Dudley W. Haynes, of Brooklyn, New York, who 
7 5 a danter ig kireno iia 2 whom — was entered July, 
ow go i my own State; I am sorry for 

but I suppose that is baa been te after that virtuous 9 8 

New York, and we find that W. T. Forbes was a defaulter to the ex- 

tent of $43,834.74, and the account is not yet age br se Take the case 

of A. R. Calhoun, of the same place, who isa to the extent 

of $11,187.76, and his account is not yet adjusted, and the arrears are 
r, O'NEILL Th Il is not reflectin, the 

2 . ope my colleague is no ec upon res- 

ent pension t at P iladelphia, whatever other aie 8 at: 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Oh, no, my dear sir; I did not name 


Mr. SPARKS. He was only reflecting upon the defaulter. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. My sir, I have not a word to 
saruna the present t. 

r. NEILL. Ih the gentleman-say something about the 

pension agent at Philadelphia following the practices of New York. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I beg my colleagne’s pardon; he 
had better come near to me and hear what I am saying. 

Mr. NEILL. I do not want any one to reflect upon Philadelphia 
or Philadelphians unless there is occasion for it. 

Mr. SM „of Pennsylvania. I think the city was disgraced by 
a defaulter in this agency. I find here that there are a number of 
unpaid arrears and unpaid checks, precisely what I indicated, and 


although the pensioner puts in his voucher and gets a check it does. 
not follow that he gets the money he will get invariably when he. 
gets a Treasury check for it. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the law has 
not been changed so that instead of the money being in the hands of 
the pension agent, it remains in the Treasury; and if it is not drawn 
from the Treasury upon his check? 

Mr. SMITH, of . The law is now as it has been; the 
money is placed in the ds of the pension agents and they draw 
their own check for their own salary and for such contingencies as. 
they think proper. 

hat protection to the Government is anything but secure under 
the present system of security on unincumbered real estate ; but there 
is no protection to the Government, for there is nc telling how soon 
it will be cumbered. 

Mr. SPARKS. Under the present law the money is paid over to 
the pension agent, and what is to prevent him from appropriating 
it to his own use? How are the banks to know anything about these 
checks? They simply pay anem and if the agent be a bad man he 
can 1 the money out himself and thereby defraud the Govern- 
ment 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I want to refer to the present sys- 
tem briefly, so as to see if there is any gain in this matter. We 
propose to pay these pensioners now directly from the of 
the United States at an annual saving of $200,000, I have a letter 
from the Treasurer of the United States upon this matter, and also 


1878. 
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letters from the Secretary of the Treasury and from the Secretary of 
the Interior, although eee I ought to say frankly that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions does not approve of this pes It will put 
the total nse in the Treasury between $45,000 and 855,000, in the 
Auditor's ce between $15,000 and 820, 000, and in the Commissioner 
of Pensions’ Office about $55,000, aggregating in round numbers about 
$130,000 instead of $330,000, the sum they now ask. 

Now that strikes me as being in favor of the proposition. It is not 
a matter that I have looked into for the love of the thing, but as a 
member of the subcommittee of the Committee on A ote ieee righ I 
was compelled to investigate the subject and I foun is result. I 
came to the conclusion that there was a terrible wrong and the sooner 
we could get rid of it the better. Of course some pension agents now 
in receipt of salaries may object to it, but they were not consulted 
when the system was changed. When President Hayes upon the 7th 
of May last issued an order consolidating the fifty-eight pension agen- 
cies into eighteen he did not consult the occupants of the office. He 
issued his order and forty agencies were abolished. 

Now I propose instead of reducing them to eighteen to reduce them 
to one and make that one, who is the disbursing officer of the nation, 
the disbursing officer for this p Let him send to each man 
entitled to a pension a Treasury check, and when he receives it he 
will indorse it and the party who receives it from him will also 
indorse it, and thus warrant it as genuine. 

This is exactly what a business man would do, An 
undertake to do this business for from $50,000 to $75, 
out running any risk whatever. 

For instance, a widow with children under sixteen years of age is 
entitled to a pension. It may be provided that in her receipt she 
shall say that she is the widow of A B, that she is entitled to a pen- 
sion, number so and so; that she remains unmarried ; that she has so 
many children WHG aro under sixteen years of age and that none of 
them have been abandoned. All this is capable of being put easil 
and without trouble into the check; and this check comes back wit. 
the voucher, if you insist on having one, four times a year. It will 
be utterly impossible that fraud can be perpetrated upon the Govern- 
ment with these guards thrown around the administration of the sys- 


tem. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I have said that this bill commends itself to 
the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, I will have read his 
letter on this subject. I desire to present all the facts so that every 
member may act intelligently even though he reaches a different 
conclusion from myself, 

Mr. BROWNE. Will the gentleman also send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions so that we may 
know his views in regard to this matter ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. That can be done hereafter. 

Mr. HE , of New York. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] will find the letter of the Commissioner of Pensions in Sen- 
ate Miscellaneous Document No. 33. 

Mr. SMITH, of react ee It is all in print. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


man would 
a year with- 


D. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. O., March 14, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor, r A your verbal Pg ora this date, to 
transmit herewith a copy of my letter of January 9, 1878, to chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions of the in to his request for an expression 
ity of providing for the payment of 
8 readjus' 


e saluries and fees of pension agents, with a copy of th 
to, other than the letter of the Commissioner of e dye Soler Po onan 
stand, is now in possession of the Committee on House of Repre- 
W ath 
ery respectfully, 
C. 8C s 
AN HURZ, Secretary. 
House of Representatives. 
E. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
3 Washington, D. C., January 9, 1878. 


agents, 
aries and fees of pension Tay 
gested by the Commissioner of Pensions in his peat 3 

one thousand payments made each quarter, to 
cover postage and clerk hire, the department to furnish stationery and assume the 


ing rent, fuel and lights, stationery, re, and cost of making new rolls. 


ying all 
States, I deem it both ocd nap sve and practicable. 
no good reason why payana that are now e from eighteen different offices 
should not be as promptly and safely made from one. 

The majority. of payments are now made by draft, and with our present excellent 
mail facilities but little delay would be experienced in reaching the most distant 
sections of the country. 

In fact, after the first 8 under the proposed system, there is no reason 
* a day's delay should occur, 

a measure of economy there can be but little doubt as to its Ar. One 
supervise the 


com t man, at a salary not exceedin 000 per annum, coul 
Getalle of the payments, while the clerica’ cheated would, in my opinion, cost 
vernment less than loyment on 


oe 8 ee e — 
e agen e necessary assistance. account alone $69, 
Wout ke navel: while the payments now made indirectly by the Government for 


rent, fuel, and 
saving to at | 

tion will in my 
under the new P 


ts, and other incidental expenses would increase the probable 
,000 per annum. The objections bel, dg rected the consolida- 

on be found to be more imaginary real. 
ents cannot be made to pensioners in person, but it ie 


uestionable whether will not prove, instead of an inconvenience and 
to certain ners, a tive convenience and gain to them. 

The receipt by mail of a t from the United States Treasurer, acceptable as 

cash by any ess man, should certainly be more desirable to a aner than 


the loss of time and necessary delay incident to a 8 application. While I 
see no formidable objections to the abolishment Pan perean agency system, I 
see much to favor the . evened of ions by the United States Treasurer. 

129 eee ents and rolls would be secured. 
asa . exercise a direct and immediate supervision over its 

s eni 

3. The labor now bestowed upon the work of keeping eighteen diferent accounts 
would be lessened by having but one account to keep. 

4. Prompt communication could be had by the Pension Office with the Treasurer 

the transaction of official business, 


6. The expenses of payment would be reduced nearly one-half. 
Borize the United States r - PAT BIL eee 
the end of 8 fiscal year, I doubt not every needed arran; tcan be 
bel A a eb DAA ned wir yy al prego OT fal operation ted 
v p! ve ‘or the paymen 
States Treasurer. * 

One provides for the sending out of the quarterly vouchers by the Pension Office 
and on return their certification to the Treasurer of the United States. 

Another plan vides for the nadig ont of the quarterly vouchers by the 
Pension Office, their return to the Auditor, and their certification by that 
office to the Treasurer. 

Both of these plans would require considerable addition to the clerical force of 
the Pension Office and that of Third Auditor. 

The Commissioner of Pensions estimates that under the first plan the increased 
cost would be at least $137,000. 

Under the second he estimates the increase at $87,000. 

The Third Auditor informally estimates the increased expenses of his office at 
$45,000. I should favor the more simple and economical plan of leaving the send- 
in 3 Tr. return to the office authorized to 

‘6 the payments. 

Under the present system, the vouchers are sent to the 3 tho pension 

. t is made. I see no reason w 


ice making the payments not be entrusted with the preliminary wor! 
incident thereto. 

I would confer upon an individual responsi , and while it 
wi ly call for a force in his office, no addition 
77... V 

t to au to m 
to a change in the system of pa gehen Laqbunls hecontin copies of letters 
from the oner of ons; suggestions made by a 
has given considerable to 
Very respectfully, 


Wasntincton, D. C., June 1, 1877, 
Sim: I beg leave to submit for your consideration 6 
8 the manner of paying pensions, believing that the present system 
(by pension ts) is not as made, 


cannot as 
officers of the 
The duties of pension VVV 
a blank voucher, section 4764, Rev. Stats. ;) rogers Jag ener or prop- 
erly filled anes pet Feige Aged ae to remit sad z by check the amount 
, (section $ er, amounts due examining surgeons 
F N and, lastly, to take and certify 
(without fee) the affidavits of pensioners who personally appear before them for 
3 9 to give direct to the hand of such pensioners the check for pen- 

m; (section ) 

These being the duties of the pension agents, I now come to the point whether 
— er of the Government as well and 


due for 


with less expense; 
roll containing 


The blank vouchers, which are now furnished (in bulk) to the pension agents by 
the Interior iu nage could as well be sent by the Pension Office directly to 
the pensioners, to be by returned to that office. ` 

At the Pension Office each returned voucher should then be examined, stamped 
as correct, and forwarded to the Treasurer of the United States asa certificate upon 
which a draft would be issued by him and mailed to each pensioner, 

In this way the duplicate receipts now attached to each voucher would be super- 
fiuous, as the draft of the United States Treasurer, after payment, would be re- 
turned to him with the indorsement of the pensioner, and would be his voucher, 

The number of the pension certificate might be written on the envelope contain- 
ing the draft, and the United States postmaster be required to deliver such letters 

ly when certificate of pension (held by the pensioner) with the same number is 


shown. 
I believe that the object of prom tly paving pene to the holder of the certifi- 
cate, who has before sworn that he e identical person named in the 


Seong 
can be reached in this manner withont the assistance of the pace ts; but 
must admit the necessity of otherwise gaining as good (or better) information as 
is now said to be furnished DI oe sacri agents in regard to the numerous cases 
* which it becomes necessary to de whether the pension should cease or be 


or decreased. 

In re; to this I would refer you to the report of the Commissioner 
of Pensions of last year, in which he recommends the appointment of regular pen- 
sion surgeons, who could undoubtedly be relied upon to give more trustworthy 
an interested information than is now gained. 

It is true that the pension agents every three months save the amount of twenty- 
five cents to each pensioner, for taking and certifying his affidavit, if the pensioner 
personally appears before a pension agent for that purpose. The law favors to this 
extent the comparatively small number of pensioners who live at or near the same 


locality with the pension agent. 

In to the expense of paying peo in this way, as compared with that 

conn with the system of paying by pension agents. I would say that the Pen- 

sion Office would do all the preparatory work, 88 and mailing of vouchers, 
he same after their ) that the Treasurer's office would per- 


and examining the f 
form all the work necessitated by the actual paying of pensions, (drawing drafts 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


has expired. 
Mr. HARTZELL. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes 
his seat I wish to ask him whether this change in paying pensioners 


ber of pension agents; that a considerable of the work now necessary 
would Botnio au nous, namely tbe tilling aut r duplicate receipts attached to 


each bay aed an re peat 2 7 d be only pa of division to superintend | will necessitate the employment on the part of the pensioner of agents 
the wor stead of a number of pension n ‘ : 
The no ual expense of the present system of pa: ions for the fiscal year or attorneys in this city. 


ae vse ge of Pennsylvania. No, sir; no attorney whatever will 
requi 
Mr. HARTZELL. The checks will be drawn to the order of tho 
pensioners ? 

Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania. They will be drawn directly to the 


of drafts would have to be written, stubbed, examined, mailed, and accounted for | order of the pensioner. The great difficulty now is that there isa 


in the ‘Treasurer's office. Taking three hundred as the number of working days | go-between between the pensioner and the Government. We pro- 
in the year, this would, give somowhat more than three thousan a day, | pose that the Treasurer of the United States shall draw his check 
and would employ in the Treasurer's office probably: e 

One chief of dlvision, Fie MBDUM? orien TTT 500 | Pay: y pe r. 

One principal book-keeper, per annum. eres 2,400) Mr. HARTZELL. That is satisfactory. . 

Four book keepers, (and signers,) $1,800 each per annum. AMEMBER. May not these checks in some cases be at a discount? 
Three book-k: at $1,600 each per annum 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. A discount! On the contrary they 


Two clerks at$1.100 each 280 will command a premium. 


Twelve draft clerks, at $1; 


Six mailing clerks, at $1,200 each --- 7,200 | Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer at the 
Four examining clerks, at $900 each per annum... . eee; 3,600 | reqnest and by the direction of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
One messenger at $75 per month and one messenger at $60 per mont 1, 620 to the latter part of this bill. ; 

E 46,520 | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can indicate the amendment, 


This force can be used in such a manner as to enable the division to forward each 
day in the beginning of each quarter about ten thousand drafts to the pensioners, 
peying the large majority of t rc yan gas ber Sg, are now paid. 

rele shinee kin a AUGUST DUDDENHAUSER. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I will ask the Clerk to read the let- 
ter from the Treasurer of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


but it will not be in order at present. 

Mr. POWERS. I will state the substance of it in the course of my 
remarks and have it read as a part of them. 

Mr. Chairman, according to my view this is a measure virtually 
affecting not only two hundred and thirty thousand or two hundred 
and fifty thousand pensioners whom the Government should care for 
soa p speedily and promptly, but it affects almost that number of 

es. 

Now, sir, every proposed change is not necessarily an improvement; 
and I am confident, speaking after some examination, that the pro- 
posed change is anything but an improvement. I am referring now 


TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, February 25, 1878, 
Sm: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 14th instant in which you ask my opin- 
ion af the propriety of paying sagan ape Treasury, and what w be 


tho: 3 roy — t by such a system as compared with the present sys- | to that part 77 8 the bill walen 0 wha ee. payinent of 8 to 
5 mode of payment, I am unable to | the Treasury Department. I object to this chan t, on the ground 

ve: — the saving in theo ewes: pointe — will pesertinet be other —.— of economy, because if it be made, the paymon of pensions will cont 
be affected by the contemplated much more than it does even now, an think this susceptible of 

I, however, havo the honor to submit the following estimate as to the force which Proof; and, second, for the very important reason that it will entail 


would be required in this office provided the payments aro mado in 
the bee alls er eter for ents, Lier i correspondence with pensioners 
all pre on 
and | examination of vouchers shall be performed by some other bureau—the Third 
Auditor, tance. 

2. That (printed) schedules be furnished this office each quarter, or, if practicable, 
once permanently, giving the name, address, amount due, and w payable. 

3. That the schedules be so furnished that thero need be no intermission in the 
daily drawing of checks which, for the 5 and allowing for holida 
and ordinary hinderances, would be at the rate of about 3,500 checks per day. At 
that rate, I estimate that the following forco would bo necessary in this office alone: 


elay and expense upon the pensioner, who should be paid promptly 
and without cost. 

As to my first b before I discuss it at length, let mo pre- 
mise that what has been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
4 57 SMITH, ] with reference to the large salaries of pension agents is, 

believe, substantially correct. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
were aware that these salaries were too e, and we have taken 
measures to remedy thatevil. I do not believe in ng large salaries, 
1 think it is our duty to have every employé of the Government paid 
a fair compensation and no more. The amendment which I mrpose 
to offer on behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions wi uce 
the present expenses as they are, even since the recent consolida- 
tion, $106,000 per annum. Under this amendment the several pen- 
sion agents, by carefully attending to their duties and giving it their 
whole time and attention, will receive somewhere in the vicinity of 
$4,000 each per annum for all the labor, responsibility, and trouble 
connected with their offices, I do not think they ought to be asked 
to work fora much less sum. While we go thus far in the interest of 
3 I do not think we can go f r withont doing manifest 

njustice. 

nreply to the question why not pay these ons from the 
Treasury Department, I answer that the cost will be so great as to 
make it impracticable. You will find that some $440,000, if I mistake 
not, was appropriated last year to pay the expenses of the several 
offices and agents for paying 88 The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions by the SANs of the amendment offered by me propose 
to appropriate $216,000, not one-half of the sum appropriated one 
year ago and, as I believe, not one-half the sum that it will cost the 


The estimate for the subordinate clerks is based upon the force required for the 
following duties : 


Writing 2900 | Government should we adopt the roposition offered by the Com- 
TAWN 3 a * 1 855 mittee on Appropriations. a 7 In the first place it costs more to 
Countersigning chec! 4 1,600 | get the same work done in Washington than it does in Concord or in 
Registering checks. $ pean any of the smaller towns or cities away from Washington. When 
A EEE 3 900 | You bring this business here you must do it under Washington regu- 
ot, SIRE for Auditor. 5 1,000 | lations, You must do it under the rules and practices that prevail 
Messengers . 3 720 here. And I venture the assertion that where clerical labor is pe 

9 120 | formed by contract as it now is by the several pension agents, where 


they employ their clerks and discharge them when they please, and 


negotiate with them and contract as to the amount to be paid, that 
The above estimate is based upon actual al experience in drawing checks | with the same amount of money they are getting to-day they will 
for the payment of interest m the funded loans issued under the act of July 14, 1 : 2 4 
1870, 8 the head of this ofico I would not wish to undertake the work with a | Continue to receive double the amount of service you can get in 
less force at the outset. When the business shall have become fully systematized, | Washington under the system here adopted and regulating clerical 
there might be a reduction made, but it would not be practicable during the first | service and wages in the Treasury Department. 
year, The gentleman from Pennsylvania read a letter from the Treasurer 
SM cago cb eee Soy vig . AOK eee of the United States. Ihave carefully examined that letter and have 
vised 8 for which no estimate is made in this communication. Should a copy of it. I find, first, that what he says will cost $55,460 is un item 
‘checks be © payable at other points, additional force would bo needed, for | we never take into consideration in making this appropriation, ex- 
Which no estimate is made in this communication, cept as an incident; that it is simply the drawing, the signing, the 
Very respectfully, 8 5 f x 
: countersigning, the registering of the checks and making memoran- 
dum of them to send to the Third Auditor. And after careful exam- 
ination into all that is to be done in paying pensions, (and I think I 
know something about it, and I have the same statement from the 


JAMES GILFILLAN, 
Treasurer United States. 


Hon. A. Herr Sutru, House of Representatives, 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Commissioner of Pensions, and I think there can be no one who will 
carefully look into it but will come to the same conclusion,) I am pre- 
ared to say that what the Treasurer of the United States declares 
be must have $55,460 for is not one-tenth of the work that is 
necessary to pay these ioners. Under existing laws it has noth- 
ing to do whatever with making up the pension-rolls and correcting 
them, and there are some fifteen thousand ber on these rolls 
every quarter. It has nothing to do whatever with the preparing of 
vouchers and receipts and forwarding them to the pensioners, exam- 
ining them, and computing the amount due the several pensioners, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Is the gentleman from Maine correct 
in saying that fifteen thousand is the number of variations? I asked 
the Commissioner of Pensions, and he stated to me the number was 
ten thousand. 

Mr. POWERS. I was present when the Commissioner told the 
gentleman from New York there were ten thousand. He said there 
were ten thousand variations; that is, the roll last paid differed in 
ten thousand particulars from the one previously paid, and would 
differ in ten thousand particulars from the next one which would be 
paid. But, sir, since that time the Commissioner has taken pains to 
examine into the whole subject, and he has informed me he had ascer- 
tained the number of variations to be over fifty-eight or fifty-nine 
thousand, and he had no doubt it would amount to sixty thousand 
in the whole year, which would be about fifteen thonsand a quarter. 

And furthermore the Treasurer said, when he made that statement 
which has been referred to, that he based it upon the presumption 
that he could draw consecutively every day; and you will see his 
letter presup’ that the checks were to be drawn every day con- 
tinnously and he was fo be furnished with a schedule or a statement 
of the amount due each pensioner and was to draw them as he draws 
the t number of nine thousand checks to pay the interest on the 
Soda debt. As I had beard from the gentleman from New York 
LMr. HewrrrT] that this was a matter which could be done as well as 
not by the Treasurer of the United States as the interest of the bonded 
debt was paid by checks at the Treasury Department, I thought I would 
inquire into it alittle. I found while the persons to whom that inter- 
est is pid may vary, instead of having two hundred and thirty or two 
hundred and fifty separate and distinct checks to draw and separate 
vouchers to examine, the whole number issued on a non-changing basis 
were not over nine thousand a quarter. That is a mere bagatelle in 
comparison with this matter which so directly affects so many invalid 
and wounded men, widows and orphans whom we ought to care for 
and pay promptly. The Treasurer of the United States in his letter 
states that he wants the pension-rolls and vouchers prepared else- 
where, and when the Commissioner of Pensions was before our com- 
mittee we asked him how many clerks he would have to hire to pre- 
pare the rolls and make the vouchers and do all the work thus re- 

uired and note all the changes, and he said he could not do it or un- 
1 to do it with less than one hundred and fifty clerks, and he 
gave us the classes and said it would cost $210,000 to pay them at the 
present Washington rates. 

Me sf of New York. Was that the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir; if it would cost $55,460 to draw and sign 
checks, certainly it would cost fully $210,000 to fill vouchers, fill re- 
osipi, make records, make rolls, and do all that is necessary outside 
of drawing checks and making a return thereof to the Third Auditor, 
and much more. 

Mr. FINLEY. That is not done now. 

Mr. POWERS. What is not done? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. > 

Mr. FINLEY. The applications you speak of, the cost of which 
you include in the estimates you made, are not now filled up by the 
pension agent. If he does fill them up he charges for them in addi- 
tion to the sum now allowed by law. 

Mr. POWERS. I beg to state to the gentleman that such is not 


e case. 

Mr. FINLEY. One word further. They are usually filled up by 
attorneys and notaries public. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, no; not at all. 

Mr. FINLEY, The application for payment, I mean. 

Mr. POWERS. Iam speaking of the application for payment on 
the voucher, 

Mr. FINLEY. What voucher are you referring to? 

Mr. POWERS. The voucher which every pensioner signs and 
swears to before he gets his pay: 

Mr. FINLEY. The check 

Mr. POWERS. Not the check. He signs no check. He indorses 
it when sent to him in payment. 

Mr. FINLEY. The receipt? í 

Mr. POWERS. He si duplicate receipts. He also signs and 
swears to a voucher which states that he belonged to such a company 
and such a regiment or so fully describes his services as to sufficiently 
identify him. And if that pensioner happens to be a widowed mother 
with minor children then some 1 are brought to testify who 
know that those children are still alive and supported by the mother, 
and a paper to that effect is executed and sent to the Department 


and is filed after careful examination before payment is made. So far 
as making an abstract of the record is concerned, including the com- 
pany and the regiment and the names of the children, in case there 

been no death, that is done as far as it can be in the different 
pension agencies and is then forwarded to the pensioner. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now the gentleman is talking about the same docu- 
ae was talking about. I called it an application. He calls it a 
voucher. 

Mr. POWERS. That is what the law calls it—a voucher. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is that included in your estimate of cost? 

Mr. POWERS. It is. 

Mr. FINLEY. It must be under a recent law. 

Mr. POWERS. Whenever the pensioner goes in person to the 
agency then the agent makes voucher and receipts, administers the 
oath, and nothing is paid him. When he cannot go to the agency he 
has to pay the claim agent or magistrate or other person whom he 
employs to administer the oath and complete the papers. I kuow 
very weil what I am talking about, and I say that nearly one million 
of these vouchers have to be sent to the sioners every year. 

This payment of the pensioners from the Treasury Department in- 
volves more separate transactions than all the different separate trans- 
actions in the Treasury Department to-day. It will create a 12 
bureau than you have got there, and it will entail an expense, I feel 
justified in saying, of more than $500,000 to do it. The $440,000 that 
was appropriated last Congress, when-you come to do this work and 
prepare this nearly one million of vouchers in Washington, from the 

t data I can get, would not answer the purpose. And that is one 
reason why I urgently object to this novel and it seems to me unma- 
tured and uncalled for experiment. 

Now let me refer to another important fact. There is a rivalry at 
present in the different eighteen agencies to see how fast they will 
pay the pensioners. They keep a regular statement of the number 
of arrivals each day and the number paid. And | know from the 
information that I have that they work from the 4th of every month 
till they get up with the applications either the whole twenty-four 
hours—which they can do by getting in a little extra force—or at 
least as many as eighteen hours of the twenty-four. And this year, 
by the 15th of March, their report shows they were paying the pen- 
sions as fast as they received the applications. Does the gentleman 
penton ar any such results wiil be realized if the proposed change 

s carri 

How would it be here? You send a quarter of a million of those 
vouchers to the Treasury De nt to be taken by the clerks in 
the proposed bureau and examined. The initials are put on in one 
room, and then they go to another, and so they go from pine to place. 
And with all this red tape and regulations, when would the poor sol- 
dier receive his pay? How long would it take to get through the 
cireumlocnution offices of this city? How long would be the delay 
till the time was reached when the soldier could get his pension? 
We ought to do something forthe crippled soldiers, andforthe widows 
and orphans of those who are not here to take care of them, and I 
confidently declare that instead of concentrating all this labor here 
and making this great bureau, we should devise some means by which 
if possible the soldiers and their widows and orphans should be paid 
speedily and without expense to themselves by establishing pension 
agencies in almost every congressional district. 

There was a decrease in expense and a saving to the Government 
when the Secretary of the Interior consolidated the agencies. I be- 
lieve it is claimed $130,000 have been saved, but when I take into con- 
sideration the fact that it put a great many of those pensioners in the 
power of attorneys, sharks, and claim agents, and that they were 
compelled to pay them for completing and executing their papers, I 
doubt very e whether every dollar saved to the Goverument has 
not been taken from the maimed and diseased soldier and widows and 
orphans, throngh the increased expense it entailed upon them. Pro- 
testations and considerations of cost to the pensioner have weighed 
nothing. Still it has been done, and I know not hew we can undo 
itnow; but I trust to see this wrong righted in the not far distant 
future; but when you ask us to do this thing, to send these two hun- 
dred and thirty thousand or two hundred anıl fifty thousand pension- 
ers to a bureau of this kind, without prescribing the way or manner 
or method in which they are to be paid, it seems to me that we are 
entering upon a new and untried course of legislation in reference to 
a matter that is of vital importance to very many persons and families 
8 a great many of the States, and that the ex and de- 
lay which must of necessity follow this scheme should cause every 
true friend of the pensioner to oppose it. 

The letter read from the Secretary of the Interior stated that 
$90,000 can be saved he thought by the proposed change, The amend- 
ment which I propose to offer, and which I will now have read as a 
part of my remarks, saves $106,000—$16,0° more than even the Sec- 
retary of the Interior pro s to save by this new method. And his 
saving was mere speculation and opinion. 

I propose after the words “seventy-eight,” in line 35, to strike out 
all of the bill and insert in lieu thereof what I send to the Clerk’s 
cok to have read as a part of my remarks for the information of the 

onse. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Agents for the payment of pensions shall, in lieu of the percentage fees, pay, and 


allowances now provided by law, be allowed and the following compensation 
5 FCC 


all the ope 2 

First. A salary at the rate of $4,000 per annum. 

Second. Fifteen dollars for each one hundred vouchers prepared and paid by any 
per annum, 
for rent, fuel, and and for 

ents — n ashington, to 
A a ETAN ] apprepeiatell pay the AIRA toon EA 
allowances to paid pension agents. pai a i 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Maine to offer this amendment by the direction of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. POWERS. I do, as a substitute for all that part of the bill 
after the words “ seventy-eight,” in line 35 on the second page, to the 
word “and,” in line 47, page 3. One member of the committee, the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. RIDDLE, ] had some doubts about it, 
and reserved his conclusions till further investigation, but I think 
it is now the unanimous opinion of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions that this amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Of the subcommittee? _ 

Mr. POWERS. The whole committee, after looking at the facts in 
the case, believe that this matter of paying pensioners was something 
more peculiar to ourselves than to the Committee on Appropriations ; 
but, of course, we would treat the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations with great deference. I cast no censure upon that commit- 
tee. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have carefully examined 
this subject, and we think we are capable of giving to the House an 
amendment which will answer the requirement, namely, a reduction 
of the salaries and pay of these pension agents without additional 
cost and delay to the pensioner, and also that our amendment is more 
economical and much better than the change proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

. of New York. You propose, then, to appropriate 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir; but if some arrangement could be made 
by which the letters going to the pensioners could without the 
lero of postage; if the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads would report & measure by which these envelopes could go free 
throngh the then the cost would be $30,000 less, leaving the 
amount $186,000. It costs about fifteen cents for each ioner to 
pay postage in sending these vouchers and checks. Now, in this 
amendment we propose we state specifically what postage shall be 
allowed to the pension agents. The amount of postage now paid by 
them out of the $216,000 is about $31,000, which has to be paid in 
order to transmit the several vouchers to the pensioners. The amount 
we propo will be about $185,000 outside of the sum paid for postage. 
As to the cost and actual expenses paid by the several agents I have 
returns for the last six months from them, and I find that it costs 
them $70,000 for clerk hire in the eighteen agencies during that time 
according to their statements. 

But there were new rolls to be pre to some extent, and this 


was the year for the biennial examination of invalid ioners. These 
facts, I have no doubt, increased the ex we have not 
allowed so! a sum. If gentlemen will make the calculation, they 


will find that these pension agents will not receive $4,000 each as their 
salaries if their expenses should be $140,000 a year as clerk hire, nor 
near $4,000 under my p amendment, 

p 8555 PAGE. How will gentleman’s proposition affect the sala- 
ries 

Mr. POWERS. Instead of paying these agents a commission, we 
pay them a salary; and the only agency that it affects, if I mistake 
not, is the agency in San Franciseo, and there it adds a few hundred 
dollars to the salary. But out of this $4,000 salary the agent must pay 
the expense of preparing and sending away four thousand vouchers 
and paying postage thereon, before he receives the fifteen cents each 
which goes for clerk hire and postage. Thus we believe there will 
be saved to the Government more than can be saved in any other way, 
while the pensioner will still be paid as speedily as he can be paid 
since the consolidation of the pension agencies. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. There is no complaint, I believe, that 
the pensioners are not now ey paid. 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir; I have several letters complaining on 
that subject, and I think that if we should create this immense bureau 
here at ashington for the payment of pensioners, every one of us 
would receive dozens upon dozens of letters every day (for many of 
us have from two to three thousand pensioners in our districts) ask- 
ing us to go to the Department and see about getting the checks for 
the amonnt due them and long delayed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Did not the gentleman say in the 
first part of his remarks that there is such rivalry between the pension 
aen that the work is now practically done within a very few days 
a the Ist of each month? 

Mr. POWERS. I said there was such rivalry that the number of 
vouchers paid was by the 15th of the month equal to the number 
received, as appears by the returns of the last March payment. Yet 
there would be many delayed, and speedy payment is a matter of 
great importance to most pensioners. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then the delay is in the receipt of 


the voucher from the pensioner, and not in the Pension Office. 


Mr. POWERS. No, sir; that does not follow. When we hada larger 
number of agencies I know that in the district which I represent the 
payments were made within some four days. But the more you con- 
solidate, the longer the delay, The pension agent now hires the 
clerks ; the work is done by contract; and he gets more work for $1 
than you can get for $2 under your Washington system. There is 
every inducement for each agent to have his work done as fast as at 
any other of the eighteen agencies ; and I know that while payments 
are being made these officers work night and day. Hence at present 
ae are paid in a very reasonable time in view of the amount of 

r involved. Yet the loss to the pensioners by delay and fees paid 
has been no trifling sum, and I reiterate that the recent consolidation 
Was a saving of money at the expense of widows, cripples, and or- 
phans, of which I do not approve. But when you Ae? this busi- 
ness to a bureau at Washington and have it done as all other busi- 
ness is done here, we know too well how it will be done and what 
will be the effect on the pensioner. In the first place the poor soldier 
or soldier’s widow must go to some attorney and pay him whatever 
he may ask to execute the papers; then those papers must be sent 
here and wait till they are examined. They must pass through the 
hands of various clerks whose initials must be placed on the corner 
to show that they are all right. Under this system the poor pen- 
sioner would be lucky indeed to receive his pension in thirty or A 25 
days after it was due him. 

r. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman will allow me to refer 
him to the report of the Commissioner of Pensions, who states that- 
under the present system 41,211 pensioners were paid in the first four 
days of the month, and 158,361 (considerably more than one-half) in 
the first nine days. Thatis the present rate of payment. Now, surely 
the delay is not a grievance when it does not extend beyond nine days. 

Mr. POWERS. Isaid that by the 15th of the month the number of 
vouchers paid equals the number received. Yet there would be a 

e number on not reached. 

. HEWITT, of New York. But I understood the gentleman to 
say that he receives innumerable complaints of delay in these pay- 
ments. Now I refer him to the report of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, who Saye tias there is no delay. 

Mr. POWE I am extremely sorry that I cannot make myself 
understood by the gentleman from New York. I have no doubt that 
it is all my fault. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I desire to understand the gentleman. 
Mr. POWERS. The gentleman asked me if I had received an 
complaints. I answ that I had; but I do not think he will find, 
however carefully he may scan the reporter’s minutes, the word “ in- 

numerable.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I understood the gentleman to say 
“a number” or something of that sort. 

Mr. POWERS. I have letters here, which I will furnish the gen- 
tleman to read, complaining that sioners do not receive their 
money as promptly as they should. d it stands to reason that, since 
the agencies were consolidated and more business is thrown into the 
ongea that are continued, the pensions cannot be paid as promptly as 

ore. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman has quoted the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, I believe, quite freely. Does he not know that the Commissioner 
on this very point of delay suggests that no delay will be produced 
by the consolidation of this business in one office here? ` 

Mr. POWERS. Ihave never seen anything of that kind; and if 
the Commissioner does make any such suggestion I must beg leave 
to differ with him. I will add in this connection that yesterday I 
asked the Treasurer whether this would cause more delay, and he said 
it would, he thought. 

Mr. SPARKS. If the gentleman will allow me a moment, while 
we are on this point, I will read what the Commissioner says. It is 
but a sentence: 


About 80 per cent. of the pensioners have usually been paid within da; 
s, Lee einen 


after the day when their pensions became due. This t, . 
materially affect the ability of a transfer of the pay-rolls to the tal, since 
asystem may easily be devised which will spread the payments evenly over the 


ioner at regular intervals of about three months. 
were promptly and regularly paid, no inconveni- 
e pensioners. 


Showing thereby in the first quarter it might produce a little delay, 
but after that there could be no more delay than under the present 
system. That is the sense of Commissioner Bentley’s letter. 

Mr. POWERS. In answer to that I have this to say, first, that the 
pensioners are now paid according to law. I have heard of no bill, 
and there is nothing in connection with this bill, which changes the 
law that provides no pensioner shall swear to his voucher until on 
or after the 4th of March, June, September, and December. You 
propose a transfer of payment here, and yon have nothing in your 
bill which changes the law, so you can extend payments through the 
year and have a pension in one State due at one time and in another 
at another in case this is to pass. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. There is a provision that all laws 
and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are repealed. 

Mr. POWERS. Does the gentleman think that very indefinite 
clause will repeal the law which declares when and where and how 
a pensioner shall execute his voucher? Do you, as a lawyer, say that 


en uarter, g each 
After the 9 if the 
ence would be experienced by 
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clause declaring all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this are 
repealed, in an appropriation bill, with a*transfer of the payment 
from the pension agents to the Treasurer—do you say that repeals 
the law which prescribes when he shall swear to a voucher, how he 
shall swear to it, and that he shall not swear to it until on or after 
the 4th of certain months? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I have provided in the amendment 
which I have submit that modifications may be made, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury or the Secretary of the 
aca in such way as to promote the object sought to be accom- 

ished. Š 
5 Mr. POWERS. And let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether it re section 4784. 

Mr. , of Pennsylvania, I provide expressly for the matter 
referred to by the gentleman from Maine in the amendment which I 
have offered, but which will come up for action at the proper time. 

Mr. POWERS. Does that amendment propose to repeal section 
4784 of the Revised Statutes ? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. It repeals all acts or parts of acts 
inconsistent with the provisions of this bill. I affirm, if this bill 
should pass and there is anything inconsistent with its provisions in 
the section referred to it will repeal all that is inconsistent with it. 

Mr. POWERS. I have a little note in my hand from the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, and he says that which was read by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Sparks] he, after fuller consideration of the entire 
subject, now takes back. 

r. SPARKS. I did not hear the remark made by the gentleman, 
and Rope he will repeat it. 

Mr. POWERS. at I stated was that the clause read from the 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, on reconsideration, is taken back by the Commissioner in the 
note which I have from him. 

Mr. SPARKS. I presume he would take back one day what he 
said the day before. 

Mr. POWERS. When he made the statement he had not so fully 
considered this plan. Upon examination he has very Properly cor- 
rected his error, and I submit that the pensioner should not be 
wronged because, forsooth, the Commissioner may in some hurried 
ropas have made a mistake which he subsequently rectifies, 

. SPARKS, I read from his letter, and from what the gentle- 
man now states it seems he takes back what he then said, when the 
fact is brought to the notice of the House. 

Mr. POWERS. He has since given the matter more careful con- 
sideration. 

Mr. SPARKS. And backs out from his deliberate statements in 
this official record. 

Mr. POWERS. That is the 555 view of it. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, one thought more and I will leave the subject. The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania talks about defalcation by agents for the 
perpen of pensions. I believe since the money was placed in the 

ds of the several assistant treasurers, to be drawn by the several 
nsion nts in 1873, the amount of defalcation has been about 
$16,000. t is not $18,000, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I have given the exact amount. 

Mr. POWERS. There has been nowhere else in any branch of the 
penie service twenty-eight or thirty million dollars a year paid in 

our or five years where there has not been a loss of more than $4,000 
a year, in my opinion. This is but little more than one mill out of 


Mr. BRIDGES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 
Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir. 
Mr: BRIDGES. Have you not heard that pensioners have com- 
pained under the present system of pension spas charging them 
‘or pretended services rendered, which they had no right to do? 

r. POWERS. I have not heard of that. But there is an express 
statute providing distinctly that they shall not make any such charge; 
and I never heat of one charging in my section of the country, An 
let me say, while I am contending for this payment of the soldiers 
through pension agencies for the two reasons I gave, that it will save 
money and pay the pensioner quicker. I have no personal acquaint- 
ance with any pension agents. There is not one in my district or 
my State. And I have never had, directly or indirectly, any commu- 
nication with any one of them on this subject. 

. BRIDGES. Iam well aware this matter is governed by law. 
But what I ask is whether pension agents do not disregard their 
duties and trangress the law, making charges on pensioners, which 
siey ought not to make. 

r. POWERS. If the gentleman knows of such cases it seems to 
me the proper aog to do would be to orog it to the attention of 
the Department and have the man who is guilty of such conduct re- 
moved, For the Goyernment pays him for all his services, and the 
law provides that he shall make the voucher, administer the oath, and 
pay the pensioner without charge, whenever he presents himself at 
the office. If any one c the pensioner for any service he is 
violating the law, and I think the Government, if it got notice of 
such a violation, would, or at all events should, immediately dismiss 


him. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I desire to ask the gentleman another question. 
Have yo heard pensioners N panies of having their pensions de- 
layed by agents not sending their money when due! 


Mr. POWERS. I have already alluded to that in my reply to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEwrrr.] I have heard complaints 
of that kind and suspect it is a very common thing. They do not all 
get their checks for a considerable time, and, notwithstanding the 
agents were paying as many of the vouchers that came in as they 
could, yet a good many accumulate before all get paid in the first 
part of the month. I have already consumed more time than I had 
intended and will now yield the floor to some other gentleman. 

Mr. FINLEY. Before the gentleman resumes his seat, will he yield 
to me that I may ask him a question for information 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. FINLEY, I desire to make an 8 1 as to the gentleman’s 
amendment, the second division of which reads as follows: 


Second. Fifteen dollars for each one hundred vouchers prepared and paid by any 
agent in excess of four thousand per annum. 


Does that mean in excess of four thousand vouchers or $4,000? 

Mr. POWERS. Four thousand vouchers. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the agent receive $15 for each one hundred 
vouchers eae by him in addition to his salary? 

Mr. POWERS. He will if this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. FINLEY. What is that for? 

Mr. POWERS. He has to pay for his clerk, his stationery, his post- 
age on transmitting the vouchers to the pensioner, and on the checks. 
This is given to pay him for all this and for his office expenses. 

Mr. F Y. What, then, is meant by the third division of the 
gentleman’s amendment? 


Third. Reve) Sad eee for rent, fuel, and lights, and for 
on official matter directed to o Departments —— St Washington to 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. POWERS. I will tell the gentleman what is meant by that. 
There are specifically enume what allowances heisto have. He 
is to have his necessary expenses for rent, fuel, and lights. In three- 
fourths of the cases, or nearly that proportion, the mts occupy 
places in the eustom- houses or other Government buil There, 
of course, there would be no charge for rent. Instead of his running 
up an account for stationery and incidentals, I thought it much bet- 
ter to state specifically what should be allowed him. The reason 
why I so stated it was that I fonnd that a very large amount was put 
in for contingent expenses. I have enumerated exactly what ex- 
penses of that character may ba allowed when approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; and all other things, all charges for stationery, 
for office furniture, and the many incidentals that now swell their 
contingent account, will be precluded. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to make a farther in- 
quiry? The necessary expenses for rent, fuel, and lights, and postage 
on official matter are to be paid in addition to the salary of $4,000 
and in addition to the $15 for each one hundred vouchers. 

Mr. POWERS. Tes, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now what does the payment of $15 for each one 
hundred vouchers cover? The gentleman said in his answer a little 
while ago that fuel, postage, and a number of such items were cov- 
ered by that. 

Mr. POWERS. I 3 on the vouchers sent to the pensioner, 
This is postage on official documents sent to the Department after 
the voucher comes back and the agent makes up the statement of his 
accounts. It is on the documents sent to the Departments 
and the bureaus at Washington. The fifteen cents cover the postage 
on the voucher which is sent four times a year on the check sent to 


pay the pensioner and the hire of the clerks he has to employ.’ 


en there is the stationery and the cost of the office furniture. And 
I believe, taking the various pension agencies 1 rae the United 
States and figuring out what is covered by this fifteen cents per 
voucher, it will not Ray them so large a sum as the agents now certify 
they are paying on those separate items. 

Mr. HALE. Will my colleague state the amount of postage the 
pension sponi will have to pay himself in correspondence with the 
pensioner 

Mr. POWERS. It has been found that it averages about fifteen 
cents to the pensioner. Some, of course, are paid in person. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Is this for a garor for what? 

Mr. POWERS. Fifteen cents a year is about what it averages to 
a pensioner, 

r. FINLEY. Lask the gentleman to answer me one other ques- 
tion. What will be the amount of this additional sum provided for 
in the second clause of $15 per hundred on the vouchers that exceed 
four thousand per annum? 

Mr. PO I have made a calculation based on the number of 
pensions, and I believe that the appropriation of $216,000 will cover 
the whole expense incident to the several agencies. Four hundred 
and forty thousand dollars was appropriated last year. 

Mr. FINLEY. My question is, what part of that appropriation is 
covered by the second division of the gentleman’s amendment? I 
mean the payment on vouchers exceeding four thousand per annum. 

Mr. POWERS. I believe that every agency exceeds four thousand 
pot anmum except the San Francisco office, and I am not sure even as 
to that. 

Mr. FINLEY. By what amount does the number exceed four 
thousand ? 

ME POWERS. Some go above eighty thousand per annum, all 
to < £ 
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Mr. FINLEY. They get $15 for each one hundred vouchers over 
four thousand! 

Mr. POWERS. Yes, sir; and that is paid by the Government, not 
by the pensioner. 

Mr. MARSH. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine a ques- 


tion. I understand that these pension agents now expend, acco: 
to their own statement, fifteen cents postage for each voucher. 

Mr. POWERS. For each pensioner. That is the statement for a 

ven number of pensioners on a given 1 of an agency. 

me are paid in person. Some have vouchers sent to them twice. 
And it is stated that it costs fifteen cents to a pensioner as a rule. 

Mr. MARSH. Then your amendment allows them fifteen cents? 

Mr. POWERS. No, sir; my amendment allows fifteen cents for a 
voucher. That leaves forty-five cents to pay for clerk hire, office 
furniture, stationery, and other incidentals. And for those fifteen 
cents they have to make up and correct the pension-roll, make up 
their returns to the several Departments, make and send the vouch- 
ers, compare them when they get back, figure up the amounts due on 
these constantly changing vouchers and be careful everything is done 
correctly. And I have returns from every pension agency showing 
it costs them over sixteen cents to a voucher to do this at present. 

Mr. BANNING. And you cut them down from twenty-five cents 
to fifteen cents, 

Mr. POWERS. Les, sir, and we thought that on account of reduc- 
ing it to fifteen cents scarcely any of them would resign. It is well 
known they have to give a very large bond, and under the present 
arrangement it is a very difficult bond to give. 

And let me say that T bse by referring to the letter read from the 
Treasurer of the United States that in place of a sa to a pension 
agent of $4,000 one of $2,000 and one of $2,500 a year will be required 
for two officers to take charge of that branch of the business. In short, 
it does seem to me that this matter has been brought in here without 
eg very fully matured. You propose to ty aioe $130,000 to 
pay for work for which you appropriated $440,000 or about that last 
year, and at the same time you appropriated $85,000 or $86,000 to pay 
the pension examining surgeons. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is the estimate of the Pension 
Bureau. It has not been changed. 

Mr. POWERS. This whole matter is all speculative. No one 
knows what the system will cost. Noone knows what the result will 
be. Whereas if you adopt the amendment proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions it is susceptible of being ascertained so we 
can know just what it will cost. Itcan be figured out; and it reduces 
the present expenses $106,000 and appropriates not one-half what 
was appropriated one year ago to do the same work with. 

I have received a copy of the Chicago Times, and also copies of 
several other papers, The Chicago Times styles this measure as a 
bill to oppress the widows, cripples, and infants; and while I do not 
charge upon the Committee on Appropriations that they had any such 
purpose or design, yet I believe that if the bill reported by them be 
adopted its effect will be to oppress the widows, cripples, and infants, 
and place many of them more effectually under the control of unseru- 
pulous attorneys. Now, if there is any class of people whom we ought 
to protect and whom we ought to pay promptly and faithfully and at 
Government expense it is our maimed soldiers and the widows and 
orphans of our dead soldiers. Representing, as I do, a district where 
there are more than twenty-five hundred pensioners, I feel that I can- 
not permit this radical change in the system of paying pensioners to 
be made and require the crippled men and these widows to send their 
vouchers here and await the delays of any circumlocution office, with- 
out, as one member of the Committee on Pensions and of this House, 
entering my protest and raising my voice against it. 

Mr. Chairman, how muth time have I remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. I yield that time to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
(Mr. exe 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. Chairman, I oppose this bill, as it comes from 
the Committee on Appropriations, proposing to change the means 
and method of the payment of pensions and to take the payment 
away from the ncies where they are now paid and transfer it to 
the hands of the Treasurer of the United States. Iam opposed to it 
for two reasons. First, because I believe it to be wrong in principle, 
and that the effect of it will be to delay prompt payment to women 
and children who are in actual necessity of the money at the earliest 
moment possible when the pay-day arrives. I am opposed to it on 
another und: because it comes from a committee that has not 
charge of the means and methods of paying pensions and recom- 
mending amendments to the law to regulate the matter of payment, 
I believe that to the Committee on Invalid Pensions properly belongs 
this business, and when that committee antagonize a bill reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations and introduce a measure of their 
own I believe that they have had more opportunity to examine and 
understand the subject and are better prepared to present a bill that 
will meet the needs of the case. The Committee on ee 
acts as a naval commit as a war committee, and in t as all the 
other committees of the House. 

I think that the man who suggested the idea that this was to be a 
measure of economy deserves to be classified with the inventor of the 
Keeley motor. 

What do they propose to do? We have at present a system which 
works so as to pay the pensioners promptly, one that the pensioner un- 


ing 


derstands; he knows where to send his voucher; he knows at what 
hour he will get his pension. Is there any complaint of the present 
system? If not, why do the committee propose a system which is a 

eculation to pay over twe hundred thousand needy people scattered 
all over the United States? Is it because they propose a better way t 
Is there any complaint that will authorize a radical change and the- 
adoption of a new system for experiment ? Does the present system, 
cost too much? If so, adopt the views of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Powers] and reduce the expense; but do not cut adrift from, 
the old land-marks and go to the Treasury to seek relief on the score: 
of economy. Under the existing system the pension agent has clerks,. 
and they are responsible for doing the work that he requires of them, 
and he is subject to removal if he does not discharge his duties. 
promptly. If you send it to the Treasury, who is responsible? All 
the pensioners in the United States might form themselves in line 
and protest against the delay in their payment asa great outra 
and the Treasury Department would be as deaf to their cries as the 
grave. If you want these pensioners paid promptly you must have, 
them paid by some person who is within reach of them. If you want. 
them paid economically they must be paa and their papers made. 
out by clerks who work by the hour and who receive pay in accord» 
ancò with the amount of labor they perform. . 

Transfer it to the central power and you place the work in the. 
hands of men who do the least work they can for the pay they. 
receive; whereas, when you go out into the country and have your 
agencies there, each clerk is e not only to work from ten to. 
three o'clock, but beyond office hours so long as the necessities of the. 
peusioner require him to work. 

gain, as to the expense: if it costs $55,000 to make the checks. 
alone, what will it cost to make out the vouchers, to keep up the cor- 
rections on the list quarterly? Sir, you will find one of these fearful 
deficiency bills coming in next year, and it will be urged that the 
deficiency must be promptly met, because it is the money required 
to pay these poor cripples, widows, and orphans, Sir, iu my judgment 
this thing is only an experiment. 

If you allow the agents to hire clerks to do this work, they will do 
it not only during office hours, but as song se may be necessary. But 
if it cost the pension agent too much to do it, how much will it cost 
the Government to take the drones who go into the Treasury Depart- 
ment Building, for no other purpose thau to get pay from the Treas- 
ury and do as little work as they can for it, to do the same work? 

e the hammer fell. 
r. HEWITT, of New York, obtained the floor. 

Mr, BUTLER addressed the Chair, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will yield to the gentleman from, 
Massachusetts. How much time does he desire? 

Mr. BUTLER. Not long. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I yield to the gentleman as much, 
time as he may wish. 

Mr. BUTLE Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-third Congress I ob- 
tained leave by a two-third vote to move an amendment to the appro- 
priation bill in regard to this matter of paying peusions. With great, 
pains, aided by such instruction as I could get, I prepared the bill 
which I hold in my hand. It provides in the first place that the 
payment of pensions shall be bi-monthly. This was to meet a great 
evil which is that pensioners, in spite of all we can do, pledge their: 
pensions to sharks at usury; and the more you legislate against the 
sharks the more usury they take, so that it is no use to legislate in 
that direction. 

The bill farther provides that the several postmasters in each connty 
or parish (where parish is the proper designation) shall be ex-officio 
pension agents, and shall be required to attend to the business of 
examining vouchers, and that the amount of pensions to be paid in 
each county shall be transmitted to the postmaster. The bill then 

on to provide a mode of working out this system. It requires 
the postmaster to know personally who the pensioner is, as he may 
do. It allows the chief clerk to assist him in this business and author- 
izes both the postmaster and chief clerk to examine the pensiouer and 
his witnesses under oath. It also provides that where a person is under 
guardianship the pension shall be paid to the guardian. In addition 
to this the bill makes provision for appropriate penalties. It then 
abolishes all of the present system in conflict with these provisions. 
The whole of the existing non is to my mind exceedingly vicious. 
It has safeguards where they are not needed, and has none where 
they are needed. Under the system I propose, the payment of these 
pensions will be a neighborhood matter. Every postmaster can know, 
when it is made his business to know, the pensioners in his county. 
The bonds given by these postmasters can be regulated in accordance 
with the additional duties thus imposed. 

Under this bill, it will be the duty of the Commissioner of Pensions 
to send to each postmaster as early as the third day of every second 
month a draft on the Treasury for the amount which the pension roll, 
as brought up to date, shows to be due. By this means bi-month| 

ayments of pensions could be made without any expense and wit 
Potter safeguards than you now have. Under this system there would 
be hardly any human possibility of the United States being defrauded. 

After I had introduced this bill and had it referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as I remem- 
ber, goaded me a little for taking their business out of their hands, 
as they wanted to deal with the question. I wanted to be good- 
natured, as I sometimes do, and allowed the measure to go into their 
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hands. But it “slept the sleep that knows no waking ;” and for this 
reason: as soon as the bill was published and distributed over the 
country, a pension agent (on duty I believe in Philadelphia) who 
thought it would be a great wrong to everybody, if this bill should 
pass, called a convention of pension agents to meet in this city. There- 
upon all the pension agents came here and button-holed their mem- 
bers; and as they were, in many cases, nephews or cousins or some 
other relatives of members, they succeeded in persuading them that 
pension agencies must not be abolished. Thus they beat me. 
revenge I had, if it can be so called, was that the man who 

convention (a Philadelphia man, if I remember rightly) 
defaulted soon afterward and ran away. [Laughter.] So my bill 
has slept from that day to this. 

Now, in my judgment, there is no more need of this great expense 
in the payment of pensions than there is of throwing money into the 
fire. If 1 were carrying on a mill in Massachusetts, I could hire a 
man in civil life to make out the roll of twenty-five hundred employés, 
keep the accounts, handle all the money, and pay them every month— 
I could hire without difficulty a perfectly competent man to do this 
for $1,500 a year. And he would pay those twenty-five hundred men 
in three hours with perfect ease. Of course he would make all his 
preparations during the month. He makes out the roll putting every 
man’s name on it, subject to change up to the last hour; then he 
sends it round for them all to sign; he puts each man’s money in an 
envelope ; and as they pass out on a Saturday afternoon (work being 
stop an hour earlier for that plat it he passes to each man the 
envelope containing hismoney. There is not the least difficulty about 
the matter. I do not want to bid for a contract; but I will make a 
pretty public bid. I will agree to undertake the payment of these 
pensions, giving bonds to be responsible for all losses of money over 
+ of 1 per cent.; and I will agree that it shall not cost the Govern- 
ment one-quarter of what it costs now. J do not know that I would 
not resign my seat in Congress to take the matter in hand. 

Under the present system vouchers are sworn to before justices of 
the peace; and within the last five years more than twenty of these 
e (Ispeak within bounds) have been convicted for ing false 
vouchers, they themselves getting up the vouchers, 

These men charge the pensioner fifty cents, or a dollar, or 81.50— 
anything they dare to charge—for making and signing these vouch- 
ers. I know of one case in which a justice of the peace required a 
pensioner and every one of his witnesses who swore to a voucher to 
pay fifty cents apiece for the oath. This is one way in which pen- 
sioners are defrauded, as other gentlemen, I have no doubt, can tes- 
tify from their own experience. 

Noir I am speaking of this merely as a business proposition. I 
would have this business done as I would any other business. I have 
not sufficiently examined the plan of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to give an opinion upon it; but in 8 the measure which 
I have described I labored with a good deal of assiduity, simply in 
the interest of the pensioners, in order to prevent them from being 

reyed upon by those who will take them and board them for a month, 
8 them with all the liquor they want, and then, after draw- 
ing their pension money, kick them out; somebody else picking them 
up and dealing with them in the same wey for the next month. 

All those things ought to be remedied by the Government. And I 
know no way of remedying abuses under the Government except to 
bring the whole matter as near the people as possible. And I know 
of no way of bringing this near the people better than to bring it to 
the postmasters of the county seat, generally men of respectability— 
almost always—very few defalcations—all bonded officers, all men 
with ample time to do this business and who for ten cents a pensioner 
will do the business and be glad to doit. And whenever any post- 
master of a county seat refuses to do the business for this, I can find 
a good disabled soldier who will do both the postmaster’s business and 
this business, to'be appointed in his place if the President will listen 
to it. [Laughter. ] 

I have simply sought the floor to bring this matter to the attention 
of the House and to the attention of the Pension Committee and to ask 
them to take a day or two to consider this bill which bas very many 
faults I have no doubt. If they do not like this I will introduce 
another, [laughter ;] I will introduce another bill upon the same sub- 
ject so as to have it done through the money-order office precisely as 
money orders are now sent so as to insure the safety of its transmis- 
sion. Checks cannot always be safe. That would make trouble. I 
submit to the honorable and learned gentleman who has ch of 
this bill whether all this, instead of being done by checks, cannot be 
done by money orders—money-order offices are so numerous over the 
country—to reach the pensioner in perfect safety. 

There is one difficulty about the check system which I beg leave 
to call attention to. If the check is lost by transmission through the 
mail then before the pensioner can get another he has to give bonds 
and various matters to get it again and to be paid, whereas a money 
order can always be taken care of—never can be got away so it can- 
not be paid. I have no doubt if the Committee on Pensions or the 
Committee on Appropriations will call upon the very able and learned 
gentleman who is at the head of the money-order office in the Post- 
Office Department he will devise a scheme for them by which it can 
be done. While I think he will be reluctant to add to his present 
labors, yet I believe he has enongh of right feeling for the soldier to 
tinderteke it. It is a shame, it is a disgrace to the administration of 
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the country—I do not mean party administration, but to the admin- 
istration of the laws—that we cannot have a sum of money devoted 
to high charity paid out and disbursed without a toll of nearly all 
told three-quarters of a million of dollars, more than 2} per cent. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. I wish to know whether the gentleman is aware 
that when you take out the amount pension agents pay for postage 
it only costs about Fr of 1 per cent. to do this business ? 

Mr. BUTLER. In reference to the economy of the plans now pro- 

d, I have only to say that belongs to the proper committee. I 

lieve the committees of this House in doing their duty always 
examine details, and their conclusions on matters of detail ought to 
be taken. I am now on the t question of securing the pensioner 
from boing wronged by those who takeadvantage of him outside and 
to secure the Government against the expense of half a million which 
we can have very much better used in paying more and other pen- 
sions to disabled soldiers not now on the pension list. I donot know 
I can have any profit to say anything more on this question to the 
House; but I beg leave to send this bill to the chairman having this 
bill in charge, because it may be inconvenient to him to another 
copy of it. I will now yield to the gentleman from New York. 

r. HEWITT, of New York. I beg leave to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts I will hold this in trust for the chairman of the 
subcommittee having the bill in charge, for I am only second on the 
committee. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Suri] stand- 
ing behind the gentleman from Massachusetts is chairman of the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I amend then what I said, the gentleman having 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, this debate discloses 
the fact that there is a substantial agreement on two points: first, 
that nothing shall be done to interfere with the certainty that the 
pensioner shall receive his just dues promptly from the public Treas- 
ury. No member of the Committee on Appropriations or of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions will assent to any system by which the soldier 
who served his country in the hour of peril or the family of that sol- 
dier shall suffer one iota of delay or wrong by the legislation of this 
House. The second point of a ment is that a great economy can 
be effected on the mode of paying pensions. The difference between 
us, therefore, is only as to methods of payment, and not as to the 
results which we all seek to accomplish. ‘The Committee on Appro- 
priations have felt constrained to deal with the subject, because under 
the rules of the House it is made their duty to suggest legislation that 
will tend toward retrenchment in the public expenditures, and at 
the time they began the preparation of this bill no proposition looking 
to economy in this respect had so far, we knew, been made by the 
Committee on Pensions. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Powers] in the course of this debate is the first 
formal attempt to bring the matter to the consideration of the House 
by the Committee on Pensions, so far as I have any knowledge. 

The Committee on Appropriations propose a method by which the 
payment of pensions will in their judgment cost only $130,000. The 
Committee on Pensions propose a system by which in their judgment 
it will cost $216,000, and they complain rather of the Committee on 
sopra that they have brought in any measure here which 
looks to this economy, and they seem to regard it as a special and 
peculiar function of the Committee on Pensions to report egislation 
in reference to this question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman will allow me to say 
that the distinction between the proposition of the Committee on 
Appropriations and that of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is that 
the one is a certainty and the other is an uncertainty; the one can 
be calculated and the othercannot. The proposition of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations is a mere speculation; the proposition of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions is a fixed amount and can be calcu- 
lated by figures. That is the difference. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I beg leave to say to my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] that there is no more certainty in the one 
method than in the other, and I think I shall be able to prove before 
I get through that the sum which the Committee on Appropriations 
have reported to the House will be amply sufficient to cover the entire 
cost; and I venture the prediction now that we shall not be called on 
next year to report more than a hundred thousand dollars to cover the 
expenses of this service, so great will be the economy developed in 
practice. 

Now, I wish the House to understand how this matter came up in 
the Committee on Appropriations. The i geet last year of this 
service as reported by the Secretary of the Treasury was $452,676.77, 
and the estimate for the fiscal year ending on the 50th of June, 1879, 
was $315,000, the difference in the expense being due to the consoli- 
dation of the filty-eight pension agencies into eighteen agencies now 
remaining. The attention of the Committee on Appropriations was 
directed to the remarkable fact that this consolidation had reduced 
the expenses more than $140,000. The question naturally arose 
pt aia a further consolidation would not reduce the expenses still 

urther. 

The first thing we inquired into, was Whether consolidation from 
fifty-eight to eighteen had interfered with the interests of the pen- 
sioners, and we found by personal consultation with the Commis 
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sioner of Pensions, and also from his official report, that the pensioners 
have received their pay with equal promptitude and certainty and 
with as much if not greater satisfaction than at any previous period. 
That fact is not controverted. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Powers] did not controvert it; and in answer to a question which I 
asked him he said that he had reason to believe that the complaints 
were very few; but the House will readily see that no system can be 
adopted under which there will not arise some groundsof complaint. 

The next point was to consider how the consolidation from eighteen 
to one, for that is the practical effect of the bill proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, could be effected. Examination sbows that 
now three pension-rolls are kept, one in the office of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, one by the promon agents, and a third by the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, in order that he may settle the accounts of 
the pension agents, The process by which the money reaches the 
pensioners is this: the Commissioner of Pensions has printed blanks 
which he forwards to the pension agents; they fill up the blanks and 
send them by mail to the pensioners ; the pensioner swears to the affi- 
davit attached to the blank and returns it to the pension agent, and 
then the pension agent pays the money by check, and his voucher 
goes forward to the Third Auditor. It is there compared with the 
roll in his office and the account of the pension agent finally settled. 

Now, then, there is certainly no necessity for three rolls, One roll 
in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions and another roll in the 
office of the Third Auditor are all that is 88 settlement 
of the pension accounts; and according to the best estimate I can 
get the cost of maintaining these rolls is very large, probably $40,000 
a year for each set. Here, then, is a chance of economy by saving 
the annual cost of one of the rolls. The fees of the pension agents 
now allowed by law were estimated to amount to $225,000. In the 
estimate submitted to us the compensation to pension agents and 
their expenses was about $90,000. Now, it is perfectly evident if you 
adopt this provision of tho bill doing away with the pension agents 
you save their salaries. 

Bat if the pension agents are discontinued, the first question is who 
shall fill up the vouchers? It is now done by the Government, and 
not by the pensioners. It is paid for by the Government, and not by 
the pensioners. That system should continue. The vouchers must 
then be either filled up in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions 
or in the office of the Third Anditor of the Treasury. Either can do 
it, because both offices contain copies of the pension-rolls, That in 
the Pension Office is not now 3 perfect, but it can readily be 
made so with but little additional expense. 

Wea pied, of course, to the Commissioner of Pensions for an esti- 
mate of the cost of doing this work; and he furnished us with a copy 
of his letter on that subject, in which he estimates the cost of filling 
up the vouchers on what is termed the second plan at $84,140, Now 
gentlemen have in a loose way undertaken to intimate that the ex- 
pense will be far in excess of this sum; but will any man pretend 
that the Commissioner of Pensions, who is accustomed to this class 
of work, would send to our committee a lower estimate than he thought 
the work could be done for? Is that the practice of the Departments 
of this Government? Whatever shortcomings there may be, they are 
certainly not to be found in not estimating largely enough for the 
ex of the machinery of Government; and it isin this class of 
expenditures, if 5 that we are to find the opportunities for 
retrenchment and the restoration to that economy in administration 
which is almost one of the lost arts in this country. $ 

Now on looking at this estimate I found immediately that the Com- 
missioner had made an error; that he had added to the cost of mak- 
ing out these vouchers 8 per cent. for leaves of absence which he had 
already included in a previous item of the account. Thus 86,280 
must be deducted from his estimate. I asked the Commissioner how 
much time was usually granted for leave of absence, He answered, 
a month. I then asked him how many hours a day the clerks worked 
at the office; he told me they came at nine o’clock and left at four 
and that they had half an hour for lunch, leaving six and one-half 
hours as a day’s labor. Now the law requires that the clerks in the 
Departments of the Government shall work eight hours a day. If 
they do this, all deductions for leaves of absence and other percent- 
ages will be far more than counterbalanced; and if this reform were 
introduced into the clerical service of the Pension Bureau, the new 
work could be done without any additional cost whatever. 

From my conversation with the Commissioner and my general 
knowledge as to how this class of work is done, I am satisfied that 
his estimate of 884,000, reduced by the process I have mentioned to 
$78,000, might be very readily rongi down to $65,000. If this work 
is confided to the Commissioner of Pensions, I know so well his effi- 
ciency as a public officer that I am sure the expense will not exceed, 
if it comes up to, $65,000. 

Now, after filling out the vouchers the next thing is to compare 
them, when they are returned, with the pay-rolls, in order to see that 
ae? are proper y executed and the amounts properly computed. 

r. PO RS. Does the gentleman from New York know that the 
Commissioner of Pensions, when examined before the Committee on 
D nye Aaru stated that he could not do this work for less than 

* 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I hold in my hand the letter of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, addressed to Hon. Carl Schurz, Secretary 
of the Interior, in which, replying to the question what it will cost 


to do this work, his answer is (as the gentleman will find by refer- 
ting to the Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 33, pa 11) that 
he can do it for $77,860, exclusive of the allowance which had been 
erroneously included inthe estimate. If the Commissioner has given 
any one any other information than this, I leave him to reconcile his 
statements with each other. 

As I was saying when interrupted by the gentleman from Maine, 
the next point is the comparison of the vouchers with the pay-rolls. 
This work is now done by the pension agent. When this office is 
abolished it must be done by somebody else. There is now a roll 
kept in the Third Auditor's office. The Third Auditor now has to do 
this very work after the parens of the pension. He can just as 
well do it in advance of the payment. Hence this labor on the part 
of the pension agent is altogether superfluous under any proper sys- 
tem of payments. The Third Auditor was applied to for informa- 
tion as to how much additional force he would require to accomplish 
this work, He estimates the additional expense at from $40,000 to 
$45,000, but it has since been stated unofficially in the Treasury De- 
partment by a competent and experienced officer that it can be done 
for 820,000. Now, adding this $20,000 to the $65,000, and we have 
885,000 as the estimates of these officers themselves for doing this 
work up to the time the completed pension list reaches the Treasury. 

Then comes the last piece of work to be done which is after the 
voucher is compared to get the check to the pensioner. Now gentle- 
men must bear in mind that the pensioners are not to any consider- 
able extent paid by the hand of the pension agent. The returns show 
that 87} per cent. of all the payments are now made by the pension 
agents by mail. The evidence of this statement is to be found on 
page 11 of the annual report of the Commissioner of Pensions for the 
year 1877. Therefore, when you send all these checks by mail you 
will practically do what is now done by the pension agent as to this 
large proportionof them. And even as to those who now apply to the 
pension agent in person, you will save time and expense, and in the 
cases of women and cripples very great inconvenience, for the postman 
will deliver the check at the residences in all the large cities, andin 
er rural districts the post-office is the natural resort of the neighbor- 

The cost of making out the checks is the next thing to be consid- 
ered. This is now done by the pension agent. When this office is 
abolished somebody else must doit. The Treasurer of the United 
States is the proper man to pay the dehts of the United States. Any 
system which imposes upon any other officer the duty of paying the 
debts of the Government is a vicious system and should be abolished, 
because it puts the public money at risk unnecessarily in the hands 
of subordinate agents. We applied to the Treasurer for an estimate 
of the cost of making out the checks and transmitting them to the 
pensioners. He has given us a detailed estimate based upon his ex- 
e in filling out checks in payment of interest on the publie 

ebt. His estimate is 855,000. Ile says, however, that this is an ex- 
treme estimate; that after the system pois working he thinks he will 
be able to do it for less. If you add eighty-five thousand, the amount 
at which I had previously arrived, to this fifty-five thousand, you have 
$140,000 as the cost. Now Iam frank to say that I urged my 5 
upon the committee to make the sum $140,000 instead of $130,000 
because I wanted to give every dollar these gentlemen could in reason 
require to do the work. I believe $130,000 is ample; I believe it is 
more than sufficient ; I believe that after the first year the expenses 
will be reduced so as not to exceed $100,000, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman from New York 
yield to a question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let me ask the gentleman from New 
York whether in the calculation of the Secre of the Treasury there 
is or not included the cost of postage which will be required! 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It does not include any cost of post- 
age. He includes only the cost of clerks and time required to fill out 

dresses and mail the checks. The cost of postage will be three cents 
four times a year, which would be twelve cents a year on about two 
hundred and thirty-two thousand vouchers, and would amount to 
about $28,000 if paid. But the gentleman should be aware that the 
‘Treasurer pays no that all these public documents are car- 
ried without extra expense to the Government. There is no more 
money oe to the railways or mail carriers than if they were not sent. 

Mr. WITT, of Alabama. I should like to ask the gentleman 
whether it does not cost something to carry them. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It costs the Government no more. It 
may cost the railways and mail carriers something more, but they no 
doubt, from what we have seen, are perfectly able to take care of 
themselves in this House. 

I wish to say to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] that 
his system of paying by postmasters at ten cents a voucher would 
cost, as there are between nine hundred thousand and one million 
vouch between $90,000 and $100,000; and then somebody would 
have to fill out the checks, which would cost $55,000, so that the sys- 
tem under his bill would cost $145,000, or $15,000 more than the plan 
submitted by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Bat it is alle with t earnestness that it will cause delay to 
the pensioner if the pension agents be dispensed with. If that alle- 
gation were sound it would be a serious objection, but it will cause 
no delay. The organization of the Third Auditors Office, where the 
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comparison of vouchers must be made—and it is this comparison only 
which is likely to cause delay—isstch that he can put a large force at 
any time upon any particular class of work. And he is never so en- 
in the general work of the Government that it will be incon- 
venient for him to use a large force temporarily for this Poe 

So if the quarterly system of payment as now in vogue be continued 
on the present plan, the comparison of the accounts which vary from 

uarter to quarter, as stated by my friend from Maine to be about 

teen thousand in number, can be made with as much rapidity as 

now made by the pension agents, and by a class of men drilled and 
trained for the express work of comparison and computation. 

It is said there will be delay in drawing checks in the office of the 
Treasurer. Doubtless there would be delay if the Treasurer were 
forced to draw all his checks after the receipt of vouchers from the 
Third Auditor’s Office ; but there is no such obligation. He can keep 
his force signing checks according to the last pay-roll 3 the en- 
tire quarter, and at the end of it, when comparison comes in, he would 
be subjected to the trouble and responsibility of suma ten or fifteen 
thousand checks which might be found to be changed from the last 
pay-roll. If that were to be done in that way it would delay the 
payment as to these ten thousand or fifteen thousand accounts from 
three to five days. 

But there is a far better system than the quarterly system. It is 
one which will commend itself to the judgment of the House as it 
has to the mind of every public officer who has taken it into consid- 
eration ; and that is to divide the roll of pensioners into twelve equal 
parts and let one-twelfth be paid the quarterly pensions each month, 
so that the work goes unceasingly on and the payment of pensions 
will be made with perfect regularity. The only delay which will be 
caused by that change in the system would be in the first month to 
the pensioner who is changed from the time when he was paid his 
pension before. 

Now, sir, I think I have shown this sytem will work; that it will 
cost only $140,000 at my N and $130,000 at the figures of my col- 
league, the chairman of the subcommittee; that it will save on the 
system now in existence $185,000 and on the system proposed by the 
Committee on Pensions $26,000 ; that it will dispense with eighteen 
officers who are mere supernumeraries ; that it will substitute trained 
clerks accustomed to this business for those men who, according to 
the statement of the gentleman from Maine, cost $140,000 a year todo 
what the Commissioner of Pensions says he can do for $78,000. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to inquire of the gentleman whether he can 
give us astatement of the amount that it will now cost for clerk hire, 
office rent, ed gery. to the Department. 

Mr. HEWI of New York. The amount allowed for compensa- 
tion to the pension agents is $72,000 a year and the amount allowed 
for incidental expenses is $18,000 a year. Then they have $225,000 a 
year in addition to that, out of which to pay clerk hire which the 
Commissioner of Pensions says will cost in his office not to exceed 
$78,000. That is the statement of it, and that is the wrong of the 
present system, so unnecessarily extravagant. 

Now gentlemen talk about this being a bill—let me give the exact 
language“ to cence cripples, widows, and infants.” The gentle- 
man who said this forgets that when any public money is wasted, 
needlessly expended, it is raised by taxation upon the hard earnings 
of the laboring people of this country. He forgets that these very 
cripples, widows, and infants must contribute their share of this 
unnecessary taxation. And if this House failsin its duty to prohibit 
all unnec expenditures of public money then they oppress cri 
ples, widows, and infants as well as the suffering industry of this 
country. And it is from that point of view only that this committee 
have approached this subject. They have no pride in coming in this 
House and arrogating to themselves the duties of other committees. 
To some gentlemen it seems to be enough that a bill in the interest 
of economy shall be brought into this House by the Committee on 
Appropriations, in order to oppose it. For one, I will take economy 
from any committee of this House, from any member of this House, 
whether he be republican or democrat, and 1 will give him the credit 
for it. And if this bill be not in the interest of economy, I say to 
this House vote it down. But I ask any gentleman here and now to 
show me any defect in the figures I have presented, any error in the 
reasoning I have adopted, any mistake in the results I have reached. 
k Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York a ques- 

ion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. FRYE. The gentleman from New York makes a proposition 
which strikes me as being a very sensible one; and that is, that the 
roll be divided by twelve and that payments be made monthly to 
each division. I desire to ask him whether or not the bill reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations makes such a provision ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, It doesnot. Iam sorry to say that it 
doesnot. My reason for not urging it upon that bill is this, and I wish 
the gentleman from Maine to understandit. Iam very reluctant, and 
so long as I serve on the Committee on Appropriations I shall always 
be very reluctant, to assume any more right to legislate than is abso- 
lutely necessary to bring about economical results. I am very jeal- 
ous of the arrogation of that power by the Committee on Appropri- 


ations, and for that reason that provision is not in this bill. But I 
do hope a bill will be reported by the extremely industrious Commit- 
tee on Pensions to effect that object, and such a bill will receive my 
hearty od ae 

ai POWERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWERS. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York whether 
his remark about the extremely industrious Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was intended as a slur or a compliment ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It was intended as a compliment. I 
bave known no committee in this House that has been more indus- 
trious in trying to take the floor away from every other committee 
than the Committee on Invalid Pensions. My friend from Alabama 
(Mr. Hewitt] in season and out of season has tried to get the floor 
of this House for the Mexican pension bill; and my friend from 
Maine [Mr. Powers] has been most industrious in taking the floor 
on all occasions where pensions were concerned, and I commend him 
for his zeal in behalf of the wards of the nation, in which I fully 
sympathize. There is no committee in this House which does its 
work more thoroughly and satisfactorily than the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and I regret that in this measure of economy, and 
as I believe of beneficence to the pensioner, we have not had their 
hearty su pors 

Mr. FINI EY. Iask the gentleman from New York to yield to me 
five or ten minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. How much time have I remaining? 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has ten minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Then I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY. ] 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman in charge of the bill desires to 
move that the committee rise I will yield for that porpogo: 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I desire to move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of limiting the time for general debate. I make 
that motion. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, Mr. POTTER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. GARFIELD reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the etate of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 3974) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Tmove that the rules be suspended 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and pending that motion I move that all general 
debate on the pending bill be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I hope the gentleman will allow a 
longer time than that. . 

r. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I will modify the motion so as to 
limit all general debate to one half hour. 

The motion limiting debate, as modified, was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. GARFIELD in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. I only desire to say a few words. I have atten- 
tively listened to the debate upon this subject for the purpose before 
voting of arriving at a conclusion, if possible, as to which plan for 

aying eee. will be the better and cheaper, the bill as reported 

y the Committee on Appropriations or the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Maine, [Mr. PowEns.] The amount appropriated by the 
substitute offered by the gentleman from Maine is $516,000. Now, in 
order to arrive at the amonnt of the expenses incurred in paying 
pensioners under his substitute we must look to what is provided for 
in the three clauses making payment of salaries and expenses to 
agents; and if in so doing we can arrive at what is paid to the 
agents as salaries and what is allowed them in the shape of fees and 
what is allowed them for office expenses, including rent, fuel, ligh 
&c., then we can approximate the actual cost that would be ine 
in paying pensions if the substitute were adopted. 

The first provision of the substitute is that the salaries of each of 
these eighteen agents shall be $4,000 a year. Then, in order to en- 
able each agent to pay for clerk hire, he is allowed in the second 
clause the sum of $15 for each one hundred vouchers prepared by him 
in excess of four thousand per annum. Now, what will that amount to? 
There are eighteen agencies, I have selected a few. At the 3 
ton office there were issued 52,000 vouchers last year, and that would 
amount to $7,200 to pay clerk hire. At Indianapolis there were 56,000 
vouchers issued, and the amount allowed for clerk hire there would 
be $7,800, in addition to the $4,000 salary. At Columbus, Ohio, there 
were issued 80,000 vouchers, which would make the allowance for 
clerk hire $11,400, in addition to the salary, At Louisville there were 
20,000 vouchers issued, which would involve a cost of $2,400 for clerk 
hire. At Concord there were 64,000 vonchers issued, which would 
involve, besides salary, an additional cost of $9,000 clerk hire. At 
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Boston there were issued 60,000 vouchers, which would involve an 
additional cost of $8,400. All this, as I understand it, is to go to the 
agent in addition to his salary of $4,000 per annum. 

Mr. POWERS. I will state to the gentleman that in Columbus, 
Ohio, there are twenty clerks required. 

Mr. FINLEY. But that is not all that is allowed to these agents; 
there isa third provision, which is that he shall be allowed for actual 
and necessary expenses for rent, fuel, lights, and postage. 

Mr. POWERS. That is not money to be paid to him. 

Mr. FINLEY. It is money paid him as part of his expenditures in 
addition to his salary and in addition to the allowance of $15 for 
every one hundred vouchers made out in excess of the four thousand. 

Mr. POWERS. It is for actual expenses where the agent is not in 
a Government building, and two thirds of them are in Government 
buildings. 

Mr. FINLEY. Now, if we knew the amount of the actual cost and 
expenses of rent, fuel, lights, &c., incurred anuually—and I am frank 
to say that so far as that is concerned I have not the data to speak 
from—we could arrive at the amount which would be necessarily ex- 

nded annually under the substitute of the gentlemen from Maine 
in the payment of pensions; but it occurs to me, from the data that 
have been furnished us, that the amount to be expended annually will 
be at least as much as the sum appropriated by the gentleman’s sub- 
stitute, $216,000, 

Mr. POWERS. What amount? The amount under the last clause 
of the substitute? What do you mean? 

Mr. FINLEY. I mean that the amount to be expended in payin 
pensions, including salaries paid and the $15 for each one ee 
vouchers in excess of the four thousand, and the money paid for the 
necessary expenses of rent, fuel, light, &c., under the gentleman's 
substitute will amount to more than the estimated amount necessary 
to cover the total expenditures in paying the pensioners under the 
bill now under consideration. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New 
Indiana, [Mr. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. By the order made by the House debate is lim- 
ited to one half hour, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEW- 
Irr] has not control of the floor. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am sorry, then, that I lost control 
of the floor. 

Mr. THOMPSON. This whole matter is a mistake. My colleague 
[Mr. SmrrH] neither moved nor intended to move that the House 
shonld go into Committee of the Whole; he simply moved that when 
the House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union debate should be limited; but the motion was put on 
going into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
now I understand that he wishes to reverse that decision by moving 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I desire to do so at the suggestion 
of gentlemen around me, I move that the committee do now rise. 

he question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 60, 
noes 40. 

So the motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SAYLER having taken the 
chair as Speaker tempore, Mr. GARFIELD reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 3974) making A abt ep for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1879, and come to no resolution thereon, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had poet and requested the concurrence 
of the House in bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend an act entitled “An act to aid 
in the construction of a*railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other e approved 
July 1, 1862; and also to alter and amend the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act ; 

A bill (S. No. 55) for the relief of John W. Douglass; and 

A bill (8. No. 1033) for the relief of J. C. McBurney. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredation upon 
pro aie the District of Columbia. 

aj r. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 


ork. I now yield to the gentleman from 


PRINTING OF SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, pending the 
motion to adjourn, laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution of the Senate ; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of R. tatives concu: That 10,500 copi 
of the 2 of the Sia ithacnien g Ér tution Tor the 9 be printed 7000 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate; 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, and 6,000 for the use of the Smithsonian Institution; 
provided that the aggregate number of pages spelt ae exceed five hundred an 
My there be no illustrations except those by the Smithsonian 

on. 


n Institu- 


TAX ERRONEOUSLY ASSESSED. 


On motion of Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
1012) authorizing the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to abate a certain tax, erroneously assessed, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 


IMPROVEMENT OF COLUMBIA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting an estimate 
of survey of the channel of the mouth of the Columbia River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


TRANSPORTATION OF ARMY OFFICERS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Quartermaster- 
General as to the amount paid for the transportation of officers and 
their clerks traveling under orders; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Banks for with- 
drawing from the files of the Committee on Invalid Pensions papers 
in the case of Martin Binney, for transmission to the Commissioner of 
Peusions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. BUNDY, for four days, on account of important business; 

a To Mr. STONE, of Michigan, for ten days, on account of important 
usiness; 

To Mr. McGowan, for ten days, on account of important business; 
an 

To Mr. WaLSR, for one day, on account of important business. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SMITH, of Pennsyl- 
vania, that the House adjourn, it was agreed to, there being—ayes 90, 
noes 36; and accordingly (at four o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BELL: A paper relating to the establishment of a post-route 
between Hiwassee, Georgio; and Shooting Creek, North Carolina— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. BREWER: The petition of Henry B. Baker, of Lansing, 
Mic agan, for the amendment of the postal Jaws—to the same com- 
mit 


By Mr. CAMPBELL : The petition of citizens of Hollidaysburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for the extension of the national credit to aid in the 
completion of a great southern line to the Pacific Ocean—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of the trustees of the Christian 
church, Atlanta, Georgia, for compensation for church building de- 
stroyed by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CARLISLE: The 5 petitions of Mrs. M t Cald- 
well and of John Thornton, of Pendleton County; of Jerry Glenn, Jacob 
Metz, and Walter Tesdale, of Kenton County ; and of John W. Rogers 
and Jonathan Williams, of Boone County, Kentucky, for compensa- 
tion for quartermaster and commissary stores taken by the United 
States Army—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: The petition of the officers and mem- 
bers of the Musical Mutual Protective Union of New York, against 
the use of mili and naval bands for private and other entertain- 
ments—to the Committee on Military irs. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of citizens of Hot Springs, Arkan- 
sas, for the of an act reviving the act of March 3, 1877, and 
the continuation of the commission therein created—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of physicians of Hot Springs, Arkansas, that the 
superintendent of Hot Springs (Arkansas) reservation be authorized 
to lease bath-house sites—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, opposing the passage of the bill consolidating the offices 
of surveyors-general of the United States into one office—to the 
same committee. 

Also, resolutions of the ap reese of California, relative to the 
increase of mail-service in said State—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS : Memorial of the members of the Austin (Texas) 
bar, asking the passage of the bill dividing the State of Texas into 
two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Three petitions of merchants of New 
York and persons interested in commerce and navigation, for the 
abolition of compulso ilotage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRI ; 5 The petition of the commo- 
dores, secretaries, and others, yachtmen of the Boston, Dorchester, 
Eastern, and Beverly yacht clubs, of Massachusetts Bay, for improve- 
ments in Scituate bor—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: The petition of the owners of the steamer Ida 
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et of Portland, Maine, that her name be changed to Leonard 
H. Phillips—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Resolutions of the Legislature of California, 
relating to the consolidation of the offices of surveyors-general of the 
United States—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Green and others, citizens of Copper 
City, California, for the abrogation of the Burlingame treaty with 
China—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. McCOOK: The petition of Captain Thomas A. Curtis and 
203 masters, officers, and seamen of New York, for the 22 of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2488) relating to merchant seamen—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. MONROE: The petitions of Cyrus King and others, and of 
Hon. John Sears and 57 others, citizens of Medina County, Ohio, 
against any reduction in the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

et O'NEILL : The petition of merchants and manufacturers of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against the passage of the tariff bill - to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts: The petition of Charles O. 
Chapin and others, against the revival of the income tax—to the same 
committee. = 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of citizens of the western district 
of North Carolina, for the erection of a court-house and post-office 
in Greensborou „North Carolina to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and e 

Iso, the petition of citizens of Greensborough, North Carolina, 
and vicinity, of similar import—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the grand jurors of the April term of the dis- 
trict and circuit court of the United States held in Greensborough, 
in the western district of North Carolina, of similar import—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of J. A. Brahm and other citizens 
of Menard County, Illinois, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 82 citizens of Snyder County, 
Pennsylvania, against the passage of the Wood tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of C. N. Kennedy and 45 oth- 
ers, of Morgan and Athens Counties, and of Isaac Longshore and 46 
others, citizens of Mo and Perry Counties, Ohio, against any 
reduction of the tariff on wools and woolens—to the same committee. 

Also, a paper relating to the establishment of a post-route between 
Valley Ford and Hanesville, Meigs County, Ohio—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: A paper relating to the establishment of a 

t- route between El Monte and Azusa, Angeles County, Cali- 
ornia—to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Carson R. Dalton, for compensa- 
tion for quartermaster stores taken by the United States Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 11, 1878. 


Prayer by Rev. C. C. KIMBALL, of Erie, Pennsylvania. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Second Auditor of the Treasury, transmitting copies of 
accounts received by him from persons charged with the disburse- 
ment or application of moneys, goods, or effects for the benefit of the 
Indians from the 1st of July, 1876, to the 30th of June, 1877, inclu- 
sive; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Commissioner 
of Patents making an estimate of $5,000 for continuing the work of 
restoring the models 1 by the late fire in the Patent Office ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 27t 
ultimo, a report of the Quartermaster-General giving certain infor- 
mation in regard to the Atlantic and North Carolina Railroad; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. ANTHONY. There is a great deal of important business before 
the committees, and I think it would expedite the transaction of the 
public business if we should adjourn over until Monday and give the 
committees an opportunity to act. I move, therefore, that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest whether it would not be well to wait 
until later in the day to see how far we get along in the business of 


the day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 


The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the petition of the heirs of Wal- 
ter Hunt, praying for an extension of his patent for paper collars; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DAWES presented the memorial of J. A. Beauvais and 101 
others, citizens of New Bedford, Massachusetts, and the memorial of 
C. O. Chapin and others, citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which 
were ref to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BARNUM presented the petition of M. W. Galt, H. A. Willard, 
W. H. Clagett, and 60 others, citizens of the District of Columbia, 
pa ing for the removal of the tracks of the Baltimore and Ohio 

i Company from certain streets in the city of Washington; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of John G. King and others, 
citizens of Bristol, Tennessee, praying that the city of Memphis, in 
that State, may be made the eastern terminus of any southern rail- 
way which may be constructed connecting the waters of the Missis- 
sippi River with the Pacific Ocean; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads. 

Mr. EUSTIS presented the memorial of Horace aper, W.M.Owen, 
and 799 others, eng in mercantile pursuits in New Orleans, Lou- 
isiana; the memorial of Louis F. Garic and 102 others, engaged in 
mercantile pursuits in New Orleans, Louisiana ; and the memorial 
of A. Jackson and 117 others, sea-faring men, having trade with New 
Orleans, Louisiana, remonstrating against the proposed transfer of 
the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department ; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of James E. Slaughter, of 
Mobile, Alabama, praying that paymon of the claims of Kajala 
Weil and of the La Abra Silver Mining Company may be suspended, 
as payment of the Venezuelan awards was suspended, until an inves- 
tigation can be had of pees of fraud made by the Mexican govern- 
rik in regard thereto; which was referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

* He also presented additional papers in relation to the claim of Dr. 
John B. Read, praying compensation for improvements in projectiles 
for 20 ordnance, &.; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs, 

. BECK presented the petition of Emily Hughes, of Clay County, 
Kentucky, praying for a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McCREERY presented the petition of Eliza A. Frizell, of Rus- 
selville, Logan County, Kentucky, administratrix of the estate of 
Benjamin B. Frizell, deceased, praying compensation for horses taken 
from her husband and appropriated by the United States Government 
during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Marian W. Thurmond, of Dogan 
County, Kentucky, praying compensation for horses and mule taken 
from her during the late war by order of the military authorities of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of N. M. Powell, of Allen County, 
Kentucky, widow of Patrick Raney, deceased, late of the Twenty- 
first Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORAL VOTE. 


Mr. DENNIS. I present a 1 resolution of the Legislature of 
Margiana, authorizing judicial p. ings to give effect to the elec- 
toral vote of 1 Lask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported at length, the Chair 
hearing no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the attorney. 
State be, ol he is hereby, instructed, . — Congress shall le for expedit- 
ing the action, to exhibita bill in the Supreme Court of the United States, on behalf 
of the State of Maryland, with proper parties thereto, setting forth the fact that 
due effect has not been given to the electoral vote cast by this State on the 6th da 
of ber, 1876, by reason of fraudulent returns made from other States and 
allowed to be counted provisionally by the Electoral Commission, and subject to 
judicial revision, and praying said court to make the revision contemplated by the 
act establishing said commission ; and upon such revision to declare the returns 
from the States of Louisiana and Florida, which were counted for Rutherford B. 
Hayes and William A. Wheeler, fraudulent and void, and that the legal electoral 
votes of said States were cast for Samuel J. Tilden as President and Thomas A. 
Hendricks as Vice-President, and that by virtue thereof and of 184 votes cast b; 
other States, of which 8 were cast by the State of Maryland, the said Tilden an 
Hendricks were duly elected; and praying said court to decree accordingly. 


Attest: 
Chief Clerk of the House of Delegates 
ouse : 
AUGUSTUS GASSAWAY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. MORRILL. I suppose that will lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the Senator from 
Maryland desire? 

Mr. DENNIS. Mr. President, if the Senate will bear with me a 
moment I will explain my relation to this resolution. There are no 
instructions coming to me from the Legislature of my State in regard 
to it, and I am opposed to it. I shall act with good faith. I voted 
for the appointment of the electoral commission, and I will stand 
by the decision of thatcommission. I feel in honor bound to sustain 
it. I feel that if I were to do otherwise I should be unworthy as a 


member of the Senate toa seat upon this floor, Moreover, I am sure 
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that while reason holds her sway over the minds of our people an 

attempt to reverse the decision of that commission will not succeed. 
I do not consider this Senate a suitable arena for the exercise of such 
a power as the joint resolution which has been read would propose. 

Our people desire peace. We have had enough disturbance through- 
out this land. No man within the confines of my State desires to 
witness a renewal of such scenes as have been enacted within the 
last fourteen or fifteen years. No one can desire to see brothers 
weltering in brothers’ gore. We want unity, peace, and concord, 
and never while I hold a position on this floor shall there be one act 
of mine, the effect of which would be otherwise than to contribute 
and aid in bringing about fraternal accord between every section of 
our country. 

Sir, we are one people, identified and bound together by all the 
ties of relationship and by every tie that can bind man to his fellow- 
man. Let those who died in that sanguinary strife rest in peace. 
Let those who were baptized by the blood of that strife, and slumber 
among the dead, sleep in until the day of final resurrection 
when the archangel shall assemble the uncounted millions by the 
sound of his trumpet and call upon the sea and all the earth to give 
up their dead. 

Sir, we are united as a people in all and in every respect. We are 
bound by bands of iron, and I may say by a network of nerves in a 
a RE 80 arran that when you touch one point you touch the 
whole. Sir, to the Pacific Ocean I have sent one of my children, who 
is as dear to me as my own heart’s blood. His destiny is fixed with 
those people in that growing, rich, and e enters section. While he 
sleeps by the gentle murmurs of the placid Pacific, whose waters are 
rolling within the sound of his ears, I, in a noonday sunshine almost, 
am here, and shall labor to do whatever I can to promote the interest 
of that section in which his future destiny is fixed, and of every sec- 
tion of our common country. In the presentation of these resolu- 
tions I have performed a duty which respect for the Legislature of my 
State demands. But, believing that the interest of every section of 
our Union calls for acquiescence in the decision made hy the electoral 
commission, I feel constrained to state that I shall deem it incum- 
bent on me to oppose any action by this body in furtherance of the 
intent of the resolutions. 

I ask that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. i 


FAMINE IN CHINA. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Ireceived this morning the following cablegram 
from Tien Tsin, China, in relation to the famine in that country, 
which I deem it not improper to call to the attention of the Senate. 
It is addressed to myself at Washington, and reads as follows: 

Famine spreading; cannibalism exists; no rain; worse next year; willindemnity 
bill pass ? 

It is signed by Owen N. Denny, the United States consul at that 

int. 
believe the Committee on Foreign Affairs had the subject under 
consideration some time ago. I do not know what action has been 
taken upon the matter by the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The dispatch will be referred to that 
committee. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 385) for the relief of settlers on the publiclands, 
moved its indefinite postponement ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (8. No. 1071) for the relief of settlers on the public Jands. 

The vege was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. BOOTH, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 379) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the bill N indefinitely. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 576) to amend the statutes in 
relation to immediate transportation of imported merchandise, to re- 
port it with the recommendation that it I call attention to a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, suggesting some 
views in o poean to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of conta- 
gious or infectious diseases into the United States, reported it with 
amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. No. 1639) making an appropriation for pier: lights at the entrance 
of the jetties at South Pass in the Mississippi River, reported it with- 
out amendment. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call up for present action, if the morn- 
sag tig is throu 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not completed the call of 
the Calendar. 
Mr. SARGENT. I gave notice to the Senate last night that I de- 
sired to call up for reference to-day the joint resolution (S. R. No. 20) 
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relative to Chinese immigration. My colleague [Mr. Boorn] has 
been ill for some time and therefore has not been able hitherto to 
speak upon the joint resolution. He is extremely desirous to speak 
upon it, and it is our desire to have the resolution referred to the com- 
mittee for their action at this session. I trust, observing the vrdi- 
nary courtesies in the Senate, that the Senator from Vermont will 
allow my colleague to submit his remarks this morning. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill I desire to call up will not take five min- 
utes’ time. 

Mr. SARGENT. It may take an hour. I understand my colleague 
will be quite brief. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desired to bring up the bill yesterday morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills and joint res- 
olutions is next in order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1072) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to register the schooner Ida B; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1073) granting lands to the State of Min- 
nesota in lieu of certain lands heretofore granted to said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1074) for the relief of Winfrey N. Swayne 
and Philip K. Howard; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1075) to fix and regulate the status of brevet 
rank in the Army of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHAFFEE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1076) for the relief of the heirs of John S. 
Fillmore, late of Denver, Colorado; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the papers on the files relating to the case, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McCREERY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1077) granting a pension to Mrs. Narcissa 
Powell; which, with the accompanying papers, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1078) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza A. Frizell; which, 
with theaccompanying papers, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1079) for the relief of Mrs. Marion W. Thurmond ; 
ee was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1080) authorizing the issue of passports 
free to colored citizens going to Brazil; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Dr. John B. Read be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That in the matter of the application of Louis Koerth, late of the 
Seventh Missouri Cavalry, to be allowed a pension, he have leave to withdraw the 
papers from the files of the Senate. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. CONOVER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 802) establishing post- roads in the several 
States and Territories; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the morning business is through 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the notice given, the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator to allow me five minutes to take 
up a bill. If there is any discussion I will let it go over. 

Mr. SARGENT. If the Senator will not take more than five min- 
utes I shall yield. 

Mr. MORRILL. No, I will not. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I thought the understanding was yesterday that 
after the morning business to-day Senate bill No. 178 regarding enlist- 
ments of the colored citizen should betaken up. There was no objec- 
tion to the arrangement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Several Senators in the order of the pro- 
ceedings yesterday gave notice of business that they would call up 
to-da; 


Mz BURNSIDE. It was specifically understood that that bill 
should come up this morning after the morning business. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Rhode Island has occupied the 
morning hour for several mornings with the bill, and it is obvious 
that it must be taken up at some other time than during the morning 
hour because there are Saatos who desire to discuss it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I give way every morning. 
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Mr. SARGENT. We are now frittering away the morning hour in 
talking about the order of business. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Every morning the bill has been up I have given 
way. Lask that a vote be taken. I will say to the Senator from 
California that Iam perfectly willing that the Senate shall take a 
vote on the motion of the Senator from Maine for the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill in order to test the sense of the Senate. Ido 
not want to discuss if at all. We all understand it, and I can see no 
reason why there should be any delay in voting upon it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to take up the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
20) relative to Chinese immigration, to test the Senate. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California, pursuant 
to notice given by him, moves to take up the joint resolution which 
he has named. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator yield after he takes up the bill? 


Mr. SARGENT. If the Senator will not take more than five min- 
utes, I will yield. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from California to 5 to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NEW ORLEANS MINT. 
Mr. MORRILL. Now I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 


1058) to repair and put in operation the mint at New Orleans, au- 
thorizing the coinage of silver and gold thereat and making an ap- 

ropriation therefor. I will state in advance that the Committee on 
Barg report this bill unanimously. We have considered all the 
sites that have been recommended and urged for new mints, and have 
finally concluded that this is the only mint that we shall be likely to 
need to put in operation at the present time. It will be a considera- 
ble convenience for the p of receiving bullion from Mexico and 
also for the distribution of the coin. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the coinage of 

old and silver, according to existing law, at the mint in New Or- 
cans, and appropriates $75,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in placing the mint in condition for coinage; but before 
the expenditure of any money for this age goed the city of New Or- 
leans is to release and quit-claim to the United States all title and 
all claim of every character and all conditions of forfeiture to the 
lands and premises upon which the mint is located. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. SARGENT. I call for the re order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
cco! of the joint resolution (S. R. No 20) relative to Chinese immi- 

ration. 

: Mr. BOOTH. Mr. President, no question of graver im nee or 
more absorbing interest to the people of the State I have the honor in 
pert to represent has ever been presented to the consideration of the 

nate than that to which I invite attention. To most of you, Sena- 
tors, it is an abstraction; to them it is vital, touching not only the 
dominance of parties, forms of government, and methods of law, 
but the organization of society itself. I do not think I overstate the 
gravity of the situation in asserting my belief that early legislation by 
Congress upon this subject may prevent a convulsion in California 
which will shake the foundation of social order. I deem it my solemn 
duty to express my conviction that if it shall be decided that the 
poiley of free, unrestricted immigration of Chinese is right and must 

maintained, the Government should be prepared to maintain it b; 

force and to overawe a community which on this subject is rife wi 
dangerous discontent. 

It may be that it is wrong that it isso; doubtless many ox you believe 
it to be grievously wrong, but you are entitled to know the truth, how- 
ever it may influence your opinions or action. 


GENERAL UNANIMITY OF SENTIMENT ON THIS SUBJECT IN THE PACIFIC STATES. 


On this question there is as general unanimity of public sentiment 
in California, and I believe in her sister States on the Pacific border, 
as is ever attained upon any political question in time of peace, and 
there is a deep-seated feeling that the sentiment of the community 
immediately interested in and practically familiar with the subject 
is not to be put aside as an exhibition et oy yey ebullience of pas- 
sion, or treated as a corrupt humor of the blood, but is entitled to 
grave consideration. 

AGITATION. 

Public opinion is agitated in California and the most conservative 
sentiment is alarmed. We constantly decry agitation, but the only 
agitator to be feared is the presence of wrong; and while that con- 
tinues there will be agitation or the stagnation of political death. 
The theory of our Government is not one of repression, but of volun- 
tary obedience to laws which represent public opinion. When Encel- 
adus stirs beneath the surface, the foundations of the temples are 
but as straw and stubble. 


THE PEOPLE OF THE PACIFIC COAST 


are widely separated from the great mass of their countrymen in dis- 
tance, but they are blood of their blood, bone of their bone, and they 
pe to none in their devotion to the traditions of the Republic and 
ove for its institutions. California is not yet a generation old. Its 
active men of to-day, its forming minds, went out from your midst, 
carrying with them American ideas, to meet new and strange con- 
ditions of life. It was a novel experience, and to those who enjoyed 
it it is like first love, the memory of which is sweeter than present 
possession. 

No community ever better illustrated the American capacity for 
self-government. Social order preceded the restraints of law. The 
pioneers of the new “ El Dorado” carried the American State in the 
“book and volume of their brain.” There was no necessity for vice- 
roy or charter or letters-patent. Men from every section of our com- 
mon country, thousands of miles from the homes they had left behind 
them, met in a land so recently acquired that it still seemed forei 
soil, under conditions so novel they seemed hardly a part of the daily 
life of human experience, and by a common impulse improvised a 
State. It is a new chapter in history and the best imprint of Amer- 
can civilization is upon it. 

I trust I have not transcended the limits of good taste. I am not 
endeavoring to exalt the State of my adoption above other States, 
but to illustrate the adaptability of American character and the 
American idea of government. There are no States, few counties in 
any State, which were not represented in the early emigration to the 
Pacific coast. There is probably no Senator on this floor who was not 
bound by some tie of kindred or personal friendship to some of the 
7 of Oregon and California, who crossed the continent and 

uttressed the arch of the Republic on the shores of the western sea. 
No communities to-day better represent the average of American 
character than the people of the Pacific States. And I reassert the 
claim that their general verdict on a question which lies at their 
doors, comes home to them, is entitled to grave consideration. The 
conditions which created unanimity of sentiment there would create 
it elsewhere. : 

If China were situated relative to our Atlantic coast as it is to the 
Pacific, and a Chinese immigration had entered our Atlantic ports of 
the same character as that which enters the Pacific, and in volume 
as large in proportion to the population of the Eastern States as that 
is to the population of the Pacific, there would be no occasion to 
argue this question. It would demand and receive prompt, decisive 
action. If there were in New York, Massachusetts, or Iowa, or 
Georgia, one hundred Chinese male adults to every one hundred and 
fifty American voters, and it were realized that this was but a in- 
ning, that the stream might swell to an Amazon without visibly 
ere the vast reservoir from which it flows, the subject would be 
regarded here as it is in California, as one of paramount, supreme 
importance, touching the whole future of the Republic, its political 
institutions, industrial and social life. 

Mr. President, if we confronted Asia as we do Europe; if we real- 
ized that this continent TURAS become, not the 9 for the 
full development of that civilization which is the highest achievement 
and most precious inheritance of our race, but a conflict between two 
forms of civilization opposite in tendency and in the t of char- 
acter they produce, every power of the Government would be invoked 
to avert such a catastrophe. This civilization in which we live is so 
familiar to us that we accept it as a matter of course, as much a part 
of our daily life as air and sunlight. Free institutions are its bright 
consummate flower. They are possible in no other. They Topea for 
_— re not upon discipline of law, but upon the devotion 
of the e. 

8 into the people a foreign element, incapable of assimi- 
lation, of a type fixed in its unchangeableness by immemorial ages, 
alien in race, tradition, custom, and you will inevitably modify the 
social conditions which underlie government and give it form and 
character. Free men are n to create and preserve free insti- 
tutions ; independent, self-relying citizens are essential to an enlight- 
ened stable popular government, men imbued with American ideas to 
the American Government. It is the people who give form and char- 
acter to the government, not the government to Ss peeve They 
oy es but the primary source and governing influence is from 

neath. 

Sir, the center, the source of the civilization in which we live, of 
the institutions we believe to be its highest outgrowth, is 


THE FAMILY. 


Take away the bond of family, the feeling which identifies home 
with country, the ties of blood which give the strong kinship of race, 
from our civilization, and what is there left which is worth retain- 
ing? The immigration which comes to us from kindred races and 
plants the family on our soil is welcome. It will add to our strength, 
and its blood will soon blend with and become a part of the American 
t But any 1 which does not come under these condi- 
tions will attack and destroy the foundations of our institutions, 
social and political, in proportion to its volume. 

Mr. President, I appeal to all who are personally familiar with the 
subject to corroborate or refute my statement, that in the ninety-odd 
thousand Chinese population in California, eight-ninths of which are 
male adults, 
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THERE ARE NO FAMILIES. 
Among them the marriage relation is practically unknown. Their 
numbers are recruited from China. Their presence will eventuato, 
not in a blending of peoples of a common race, nor in a blending of 
races, but in a conflict of races. It is only a question of time and 
numbers. 

Sir, the problem of popular government on this continent is diffi- 
cult enough, doubtful enough, without this new disturbing quantity, 
this insoluble complication. 

I appeal to history, when and where have races so diverse, so antag- 
onistic in character, been able voluntarily to maintain the same form 
of government? When has their commingling failed to reach the 
subordination of one to the other or collision injurious to both ? 

We are the creatures of a day, but time and universal experience 
do not change. We are not exempt from their conditions. We must 
meet this question at the threshold. It is the riddle of the sphinx. 
We must solve it or it will destroy us. If the advocates of the policy 
of unrestricted Chinese immigration are right, we should open wide 
the doors to the four hundred million Chinese who are practically 
nearer to us to-day than Europe was fifty years ago. 

Mr. President, 

TNE COMPETITIONS OF MODERN CIVILIZED LIFE ARE SHARP. 


It is a competition not merely for precedence but for existence. The 
character, the future, the destiny of our Republic depend far more 
on the condition of those who toil than of those who enjoy. 

I am not speaking to California; I am not speaking to the western 
coast; I am trying to speak to the East, and above all to you, Sena- 
tors, to your patriotism, reason, and jad ent; and I ask you what 
will become of the American idea which is founded upon the per- 
sonal independence of American citizenship, of American institutions, 
and of that civilization on which they are based, and whose corner- 


stone is 
THE FAMILY, 


if the American laborer, if the great mass of our fellow-citizens who 
bear life's burdens, fight life's battles—our battles—whose daily sweat 
waters the tree of luxury whose fruits we enjoy, is brought into direct 
competition for daily bread with a class who have no families to sup- 
rt, and give no bonds to fate and country, if the family becomes a 
monty oF those who have achieved success, and not a condition of 
daily life 7 
LABOR AGITATION. 

Mr. President, you have been taught to look upon this question as 
one of mere labor agitation. If it were that only, it would be entitled 
to consideration and not sneers, The essential conditions of society 
are to be found, not upon its surface, but in its depths, It is far more 
necessary to pro and good order that the daily laborer 
should be satisfied with the conditions of his life and the rewards of 
his toil than the capitalist, banker, or we who sit in senatorial chairs. 
He should be able to feel at all times 

THAT PROMOTION IS FROM THE RANKS. 


IIis burden is heavy, and he should not be deprived of the hope, 
which is the solace of his toil, that his children may obtain the prizes 
of life which fortune has denied to him. That hope is one of the 
peat conservators of society, reconciling men to the distinctions in 

ife which if they were rded as unchanging as they are inevita- 
ble would result in the sullen acquiescence of caste or the open revolt 
of communism. Destroy that hope and you must substitute the armed 
repressive force of absolute government for voluntary obedience to 
law or relapse into the tideless sea of despair. 

When the common interest of labor speaks, the statesmanship which 
does not heed its voice is drunken with pride or besotted with folly. 
The laborers of the Pacific coast say to the American public, “(We 
have families to support, children to educate, the burdens of citizen- 
ship to carry. We contribute to the sapport of the State in peace, 
are prepared to defend it in war to the shedding of our blood, to the 
sacrifice of our lives, and we are brought into direct competition for 
daily bread with soa who claim the protection of our laws but who 

. bear none of these burdens, acknowledge none of these obligations, 
and we must renounce the ties of family or of country.“ Is it any reply 
to him to say that cheap labor hastens the development of the mate- 
rial resources of the State and increases the aggregate of its wealth? 
He will answer, “Of what benefit is it to me if the resources of the 
State are developed and its wealth increased if my share in these 

advantages is diminished by the very means adopted to secure them ?“ 
Will he listen with patience to the argument that cheap labor in- 
creases production as labor-saving machinery does, and is a like factor 
in progress and civilization? Will he graciously regard that progress 
which reduces or eliminates him ? 

Few great mechanical inventions have ever been made which did 
not at the time of their introduction cause distress among artisans 
and operatives, whose employment was suspended and whose skill was 
rendered useless. Even these great ampan of peace, like the splen- 
did E of war, have their human victims and are bought with 
sacrifice. 

The compensation, and I admit it to be a general compensation, 
and of little worth to him who is crushed beneath the “Jugernaut,” is, 
that ultimately labor will arm itself with these improved implements 
and share in the benefits of increased production, 

Here you propose not an arming, but a substitution; not an in- 


creased power of production, but an elimination in favor of another 
human r which will produce more at less expense. This is to 
consider man as a mere machine, whose value is to be ascertained by 
the amount he produces less the amount he consumes. It is to leave 
out of the calculation blood and brain, aspiration, want, and despair. 
It is to ignore the elemental forces by which and for which society 
exists. I know these cold speculations of the economists which as- 
sume that the tree would flower if the root were destroyed. I know 
these calculations which estimate the value of society by the amount 
which is heaped up and not by the distribution—whose end is splen- 
dor and not tan ee 

Chinese immigration simply plants a foreign colony in this country 
constantly recruited from abroad, alien in race, distinctive in laws, 
manners, habits, and in so far as it tends to cheapen labor it also 
tends to de; e it by making the toilers a class; fixing and harden- 
ing the social distinctions which the spirit of our civilization and 
the genius of our institutions require should be fluid and changing. 

Mr. de be the sentiments I have endeavored to express there 
is no feeling of hostility to the Chinaman. There is no man so poor, 
so humble, so despised that I do not recognize and reverence in him 
the likeness of that image after which we are all made. I rejoice at 
the advancement of every race, at the amelioration of all of human 
kind. But I love my own race, my own country best, and believing 
this question touches the interest of these, I ask for it, Senators, your 
early, earnest, and candid consideration. 

Mr, SARGENT rose. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President. 

Mr. SARGENT. I was going to move the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, but the Senator from Oregon desires to 


Sa fs word. 
r. MITCHELL. Mr. President, as one of the representatives of 
one of the Pacific States I desire to say that it had been my intention 
before this resolution was referred to submit my views with regard 
to the matter, but as it is important that an early reference should 
take place, and as I expect to have that opportunity when the meas- 
ure is reported, I shall reserve what I have to say until that time. I 
only say now that I most fully and cordially with all that has 
been said by the two Senators from California in the able speeches 
they have submitted on this question. í 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


ENLISTMENT OF COLORED CITIZENS. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I have nothing to say now in 
reference to the bill which I desire to have the Senate act upon at 
this time. I simply ask that a vote be taken on it. It is Senate bill 
178. I move that it be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 178) to remove 
all restrictions now existing in regard to enlistments of the colored 
citizen in any arm of the United States Army. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. BLAINE, ] that the further considera- 
tion of the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not mean to imply by that that if the motion 
should be negatived I should be willing to have this bill come to a 
vote without further discussion. There is a great deal in the bill. 
If the Senator who reported it is willing to have it submitted to the 
summary test of a vote on indefinite postponement, I am quite will- 
ing; but if that motion should be negatived I should ask a further 
and somewhat elaborate discussion on it, for it involves a great prin- 


ciple, 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The bill has been before the Senate very often, 
and the Senate has had full opportunity to discuss it. There is noth- 
ing in the bill except just what it expresses and I see no occasion for 
further discussion; butif the Senator from Maine desires to be heard 
upon it, let any day be set for a vote upon it and if he will then take 
occasion to express his views upon the subject and allow us to have 
a vote, I will be very glad. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am entirely willing to bave a vote immediately 
on the question of indefinite postponement. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I would prefer not, but I was willing that a vote 
should be taken on the motion of the Senator from Maine. I do not 
believe Senators will vote to indefinitely postpone the bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. It was precisely because of that fear that I wanted 
to advise the Senator in advance that I should not accept that as a 
final decision on the bill. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not believe there is any Senator on the floor, 
no matter to which side he belongs, who will vote for the indefinite 
postponement of so portans a bill as this, without meeting the 
issue. The reason why I acquiesced in a vote on that motion was be- 
cause I believed it would be voted down. If the Senator chooses to 
insist on his motion, well and good. If not, then I ask for a vote on 
the P e of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, that the further consideration of the bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BLAINE called for the yeas and nays, and they wore ordered. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I was necessarily absent from the 
Senate pending the discussion of this bill a few days ago, and have 
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only by a hurried reference to the RECORD been able to ascertain the 
views of Senators touching it. I heartily indorse the bill as reported 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, with the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Maine. I think I comprehend the scope and effect of the 
measure. I do not see that the passage of this bill will confer any 
additional rights and privileges upon the colored citizen. Under ex- 
isting laws, exclusive of sections 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes, 
they have aright to enlist in any arm of the service, whether artillery, 
cavalry, infantry, or engineers, subject to the same conditions that 
are applied to other citizens, but sections 1104 and 1108, which the 
pending bill proposes to repeal, are supplemental in their character, 
making mandatory provisions for the creation of fourregiments that 
should be constituted exclusively of colored soldiers. These sections 
doubtless were enacted after careful consideration and from just and 
honorable motives and with the belief not only that the efficiency 
of the public service would be increased, but that protection of this 
class of citizens from the dan to which their rights were e 
to be exposed from the prejudice of the recruiting and distributing 
officers of the service would be secured. 

It was evidently apprehended that these officers would not be will- 
ing to enlist colored soldiers in the absence of these positive provis- 
ions a law, but would rather use their power to prevent such enlist- 
men 

I am inclined to believe that this danger of unfriendly discrimina- 
tion existed and that for a year or two or more these gentlemen will 
relax their efforts in some instances to secure colored enlistments. 

But admit the grounds for this ap rehension and suppose further 
that the of the bill reported by the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and should result temporarily in the elimination to some extent of 
the colored soldier from the Army, still Iam in favor of the bill. 

I believe that under the influence of a healthy public sentiment 
this discouraging prejudice against this class of our citizens will pass 
away, and that the day is not far distant when all men, without 
regard to complexion or previous condition, will be received into the 
Army as they are to-day admitted into the Navy. So far as I am in- 
formed, there are no such discriminating provisions of law existing 
relative to enlistments in the Navy; yet we find the naval crews are 
mixed, and that, too, without impairment of their efficiency. 

There is an additional reason why I am in favor of re ing these 
sections. If they are stricken from the statutes I believe that a bet- 
ter class of colored men will apply for enlistment. Whatever the 
purposes of this legislation, we have looked upon them as creating 
an opprobrious distinction. I think I may say safely that there are 
hun of our people who are unwilling to enlist in the Army because 
these special provisions of law are supposed to limit their enlistment 
and distribution exclusively to these four regiments. 

We are American sians and are beginning to appreciate the value 
and dignity of the rights of our citizenshi We Solar we are com- 
petent for military service and are entitled to enlist in any arm 
thereof, and I assert that we are willing to stand upon our own merits 
75 rest our fortunes upon the same forces that give success to other 
citizens. 

Mr. President, I am anxious to see the color line drop out of the 
business and politics of thiscountry. Its introduction thereto is con- 
trary to the genius of our institutions, and when it is obliterated from 
the legislation of the country every interest of every class will be 
greatly subserved. The time has been when it was necessary for the 
protection of the rightsof this class that a peculiar sort of legislation 
should be provided, but is it to be presumed that this necessity must 
last always? Is there no time in our history as citizens when we 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks. Š 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none, 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I believe I have said all I desire to say. 
I mre $ vote will be taken. [“Go on!” “Go on!“ No; I have said 
enough. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the Senate now will consent to vote on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope unanimous consent will be given to the Sen- 
ator from 1 to conclude his remarks. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. There was no objection to that. The 
Senator from Mississippi is entitled to the floor if he desires it. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I do not know that I have anything 
more to say at present, but I may, perhaps, add that we do not ask 
special legislation now. We believe that, clothed with all the powers 
and privileges of citizens, we are able, if I may use the expression, 
“to paddle our own canoe ;” and, indeed, if we fail to do so success- 
fully under just and proper laws, I do not know but that it is about 
time for us to sink. We do not ask particular favors. We believe 
we have passed that period. We believe now that we must rest our 
claim upon our manhood, and that our integrity, industry, capacity, 
and all those virtues that go to make up good men and citizens are 
to measure our success before the American people. I repeat now the 
sooner we can get rid of class legislation the sooner the necessity 
therefor will cease. 

We are amenable to the same laws that you are, and we are to be 
held amenable; and now let every man who wants to go into the 
Army present himself to the recruiting officer, and let him fe accepted 


or refused, not because he is white or black, but because he fills the 
requirements of the branch of the military service into which he wants 
to enlist. Just so long, however, as it is deemed proper and necessary 
to keep up these distinctions in the Army, just so long will there be 
found a large class in this country ready to assault the rights of these 
people. I hope we have passed the critical period in our history in 
which race distinctions even for protection are to be considered nec- 
essary, and that we will in this and all other matters of public con- 
cern forget the question of complexion or previous condition and go 
forward hand in hand as American citizens. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Shall the further consideration of this 
bill be indefinitely postponed? Upon this motion the yeas and nays 
are demanded. 

Mr. McCREERY. I call for the regular order. 
ue BURNSIDE. I hope the Senator will allow this vote to be 

en. 
Mr. McCREERY. I have no objection to a vote. 

Mr. BLAINE. The honorable Senator from Mississippi will give 
me his attention for a moment: I do not quite understand his posi- 
tion upon the bill. I ask him whether he is for the bill as reported 
from the Military Committee or for it with the amendment I have 


a ? 

BRUCE. I believe I said that I am for the bill with or with- 
out the amendment of the Senator from Maine. I believe the amend- 
ment would be a wise one, andeI shall gladly vote for it; but I would 
vote for the bill even though I could not secure the amendment. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I am ready to vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, but I do not think the amendment amounts to 
anything, because it is simply declaratory of the law and gives col- 
ored men no new rights. 

Mr. BLAINE. If there be general consent to pass the bill with 
that amendment I will not detain the Senate. If it be generally un- 
derstood that the bill shall be passed with that amendment, I need 
not waste another minute upon it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The bill as reported from the committee reads 
as follows: 

That section—— 


Mr. BLAINE. Just read the bill as it went to the committee, and 
then as it came back. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The bill as referred to the committee is in the 
following words: 

That hereafter he word color shall not be used to designate any soldier of the 
United States Army; that the colored citizen shall be entitled to all privileges and 
rights of any citizen to enlist in any arm of the United States Army, and no dis- 
tinction shall hereafter be made in the assigument of the soldicr on account of color 
or previous descent; that all arms of the service, engineers, artillery, cavalry, 
infantry, . sing) Da irrespective of color, shall be open to him. 

Sec, 2. T the President is authorized to fill the Ninth and Tenth Cavalry, 
Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, with enlisted men without reference or 
distinction of color; that he shall use his discretion in keeping these regiments 
above the minimum strength required by law, assigning men from the general re- 
eruiting and pan ral mounted service as they are required by tho regiments, with- 
out to color. 

And nothing in the above act shall be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth 
Senay Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, are not part of the United 

tates Army. 


The bill as reported from the committee reads as follows: 
That sections 1104 and 1108 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same are hereby, 


repealed. 

rae nothing in the above act shall be so construed that the Ninth and Tenth 
Cavalry, Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, are not part of the United 
States Army. ‘Ana hereafter colored men shall have full right to enlist in all the 
arms of the service. 


Mr. SARGENT. What is the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine? 

Mr. BLAINE. The last clause beginning “ and hereafter,” &c. 

Mr. THURMAN. I called the attention of my friend from Rhode 
Island the other day to the words “ the above act” which should be 
changed to “ this act.” 

Mr. BURNSIDE. [I accepted that change: 

Mr. THURMAN. The effect of the bill, if passed, and its whole 
effect, will be to abolish the colored regiments that are therein men- 
tioned. There is nothing else in the bill. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Maine is nothing more than the present law. 16 
confers no right whatever upon any colored man that he does not now 

and might just as well be left out of the bill as put into it. 
The whole of the bill is in the repeal of the two sections of the Re- 
vised Statutes which make four colored regiments distinct from the 
other regiments in the Army ; I do not say the white regiments of the 
Army, because, as the law now stands, if those colored regiments were 
full and there were colored recruits, the Secretary of War could assign 
them wherever he pleased. There is nothing to prevent him putting 
them in any regiment or any company; and the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine, therefore, does not confer upon the colored man 
one single jot or tittle of right or privilege that he does not possess 
under the existing law. 

Mr. President, such being the case, the bill being simply to do away 
with the four regiments which are now by the positive command of 
the law to be composed of colored men only, it is simply a question 
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whether it is good policy to do that. That is all there is of it. Ido 
not think that regimenting them in that way is necessarily any insult 
to the colored citizen, any more than I think that where, as in my 
State, the white and colored children are separated in the schools, 
that is an insult to the colored race. Indeed, I believe I am right in 
saying that the most intelligent of the colored race in Ohio prefer 
that very separation and advocate it. 

But, apart from that, it is a fair question whether or not the main- 
tenance of four regiments distinctively colored is wise and politic; 
and it may also be worthy of consideration, if to do so is offensive to 
the sensibilities or judgment of a large portion of the citizens of the 
United States, whether there is any advantage in it that counterbal- 
ances the objections to maintaining those regiments. The practical 
effect of this bill, however, may be very different from what is sup- 
posed. Itis ible that its practical effect would be to put an end 
to the recruiting of colored men. That is very ukay: 

Mr. BLAINE. Does not the Senator from Ohio know that that 
will be the inevitable effect ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not know it, forI am not wise enough to 
see so far intothe future. Iam not gifted with such long-sightedness 
as that. My hindsight is better than my Dragi [laughter,] and 
that is the way with most men. I thinkit very likely, however, that 
that will be the effect; but since the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Bruce] advocates the bill and the Senator from Rhode Island, so 
distinguished as an officer of the Armyzand whose opinion is entitled 
to so much t on all Army matters, also advocates it, and the 
Military Committee reports it, I feel inclined to let it pass and see 
how it will work. But I am open to conviction that this impression 
is erroneous, and I leave myself free to act upon my ultimate con- 
viction. 

While I am up I will say that I heard very little of the speech of 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. yea? owing to his speaking in 
so low a tone, but there were one or two of his sentences which, if I 
heard them correctly, command my respect and admiration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senator 
from Maine to withdraw his motion for indefinite postponement ? 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask for the regular order. We have an appropri- 
ation bill which ought to be dis of. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I hope the Senator from Arkansas will allow this 
vote to be taken. 

Mr. BLAINE. There is no hurry abont this; there is no exigency 
about it. It is not half so exigent as the appropriation bill which 1 
have on my desk, reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. We seem to be about at the end of the discus- 
sion, and I see no reason why every Senator is not in a condition to 
vote. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator is older in the Senate than I am, and 
be scribe that the end of a discussion in the Senate is a most indefi- 
nite thing. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The Senator from Rhode Islahd does not know 
as much as the Senatorfrom Maine or as the Senatorfrom Ohio. The 
Senator from Maine asked the Senator from Ohio if he did not know 
this bill would deprive colored men of the right to enlist in the Army. 
The Senator from Ohio knows a great deal, as does the Senator from 
Maine; but neither one of them, nor I,nor any other Senator on this 
floor knows anything of that kind. We all have our judgments, and 
I have as much right to my opinion as the Senator from Maine or the 
Senatorfrom Ohio. I have been an officer of the a and have seen 
some service, and I give it as my opinion that within a very few 
years, I think within less than five years, we shall have a large 
sprinkling of colored troops in all the regiments of the Army if this 
bill is passed. 

We, in Rhode Island, allow colored pupils to go to the schools. They 
do not do it in Ohio. I do not mean to say that I know that in the 
State of Ohio within ten years they will do it, but I dosay that I be- 
lieve they will. Ido not say I know anything on the subject, but I 
believe the Senate is ready to vote on the bill, and I think it has been 
hanging here long enough. I ask the Senator from Arkansas to allow 
the vote to be taken upon it. 

Mr. DORSEY. It is not worth while to discuss the question when 
a vote can be taken on this bill. I think myself the bill will lead to 
a great deal more discussion than the Senator anticipates. We have 
an appropriation bill ready which it is very important should be 
passed, and I must insist on the regular order. _ 


BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is the unfinished busi- 
ness, being Senate bill No. 35, to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. McCREERY. I consent that the regular order shall be inform- 
ally laid aside. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I should like to have the consent of the 
Senator from Maine to be allowed to say a few words about this bill 
that the Senator from Kentucky has in charge, as I am compelled to 
be away the residue of the day. I shall not take over five minutes. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let it be the understanding that after the conelu- 
sion of the remarks of the Senator from Illinois I shall be entitled to 
the floor with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. EATON. I gave notice yesterday that I desired to take up to- 
day a resolution which ought to have been considered nearly amonth 
ago, involving the personal liberty of a citizen of my State. Isimply 


desire to say a few words about it and have the resolution then go to 
the committee. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will yield first to the Senator from Illinois and 
then to my friend from Connecticut. I want to be as obliging as I 


can, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, the repeal of the present 
bankrupt law is a very important measure and should receive full 
consideration and full discussion in the Senate. It appears that the 
bill to repeal the law is reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
That is true, but the committee was not unanimous upon the subject. 
cated reported, if I recollect right, by a bare majority of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CONKLING. And virtually without any recommendation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. Now, my judgment is that this 
law should not be repealed, but that it shonld be amended. I have 
no doubt that there are many valid complaints and objections, par- 
ticularly to the administration of the present bankrupt law; and I 
believe that many of the amendments that were recently made to it 
have led to a public opinion adverse to its continued existence. It 
seems to me, Mr. President, that in a great commercial country like 
this a bankrupt law is an absolute necessity. With thirty-eight 
none ct diverse insolvent proceedings a bankrupt law is an absolute 
necessity. 

One of the great complaints that have been urged to the legislation 
of this country is its instability; and in no greater respect has this 
been marked than in regard to the various bankrupt laws that have 
been enacted and subsequently repealed. It seems to me that it 
would be exceedingly unwise to repeal this law. I do not want to 
discuss it at the present time. I thought it likely that a vote would 
be taken upon it this afternoon, and I wished it to be distinctly un- 
derstood that I did not agree with the report of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee upon this subject; and I am authorized by the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] who is not now present to state that he 
coincides with these views. The minority of the committee have not 

resented amendments to the law for the very reason that we have 
n informed that a bill for the repeal of the law was likely to 
pass this Chamber. If so, there certainly was no object in going 
85780 8 the necessary labor to amend it; but if the law is not re- 
pealed, in my judgment it should be referred back to the Judiciary 
Committee to suggest such amendments to the law as in their opinion 
would make it acceptable as a general thing to the American people. 

I do not believe the measure proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
[ Mr. MATTHEWS] is a proper one on this subject. I think that areg- 
ular law by which you can put people into bankruptey and by which 
any man can put himself into 8 if he is unable to pay his 
debts should prevail in this country, and Ï think the provision of the 
Senator from Ohio, while it might be better than nothing at all, is 
immature, and that no provision like that ought to be adopted unless 
it goes to a committee and is matured. The simple question is, ought 
this law to be repealed? Against that, as I have said before, I wish 
simply to enter my protest. I do not believe it ought to be repealed, 
either on account of the debtors or the creditors of the country. 

I beg leave to state now, as I may not be here when the vote is 
taken upon the bill, that I am paired upon this subject with the 
Senator from Michigan who reported this bill from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, [Mr. Curist1ancy.] If he were here he would vote for 
the repeal of the law and I should vote against it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will now be laid aside, accord- 
ing to the understanding of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives announced that the 
House had u bill (H. R. No. 3679) to amend a joint resolution 
authorizing the Secretary of War to issue arms, . Nees July 3, 
1876; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the bill (S. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkan- 
sas,” approved March 3, 1877. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. No. 22) pro- 
viding for a place of deposit for the records and proceedings of the 
commission appointed under the act entitled “An act to provide for 
and regulate the counting of votes for President and Vice-President, 
and the decision of questions arising thereon, for the term commenc- 
ing March 4, A. D. 1877,” approved January 29, 1877. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin, and 
Mr. Eustis additional members of the Select Committee on the Levees 
of er Mississippi River, as authorized by the resolution adopted yes- 
terday. 


BENJAMIN NOYES. 
5 Mr. EATON. Task for the consideration of the resolution offered 
y me. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the following resolution, submit- 
ted by Mr. EATON on the 22d of March: 
Whereas it is alleged that Benjamin Noyes, a citizen of the United States and of 
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the State of Connecticut, was, on the 11th day of March, 1878, in the city of Wash- 
ington, arrested and imprisoned without due process of law, in violation of the 
rights of the citizen, and while so suffering from this illegal arrest and imprisonment 
his kidnapers took from his person valuable papan and property and refused 
denied him the privilege of consulting with friends or counsel: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire 
into the subject-matter of this resolution and to report thereon, and that the com- 
mittee be empowered to send for persons and papers and to employ a stenographer, 
should it be necessary. 


Mr. EATON. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate long. I 
simply desire to have the Senate know what the case is. As to the char- 
acter of the resolution, it shows for itself; but there are certain facts 
which the Senate ought to know in order to be aware of the reasons 
that governed me in offering the resolution. A month has elapsed since 
this outrage, as I call it, upon a citizen of the United States was per- 
petrated. What are the facts? One Benjamin Noyes, a citizen of the 
State of Connecticut and of the United States, on the morning of the 
lith of March was taken from his room in a hotel in this city, the 
door of his room, as I have been informed, having been forcibly 
broken, without warrant of law; without any authority he was taken 
at the hour of one o’clock in the Doming and placed in confinement 
in a cell in one of the station-houses in the city, and there kept until 
he was taken at one o'clock in the afternoon to the train and from 
the city upon the railroad cars. 

Now for the cause. Mr. Noyes is an insurance man, and has occu- 
pied a high position as an insurance man heretofore in the State of 
Connecticut as a public officer, a man who has maintained up to—for 
I shall be very frank to admit that for the last year or two he has 
been accused of whaf is termed sharp practice as an insurance man, 

ractice that I am not here to defend—but up to that time he had the 

ull confidence of the people of the State and occupied a high posi- 
tion in the county where he lived, the city of New Haven. A yearor 
two since he went to New Jersey for, as his enemies said, the purpose 
of gobbling up one of the New Jersey mutual insurance companies; 
I will say of buying it, getting it into his hands, 1 0 it with an- 
other company of which he was the president. New Jersey com- 
plained of the manner in which this business was transacted. It may 
not have been right; I am inclined to think myself that it was not 
right. However, he went to New Jersey for the p of arranging 
matters satisfactorily. And now to begin about what I know. He 
went there under advice and went there under certain prama that 
were made to him. Those promises were broken after he had got to 


Mr. 5 
Mr. EATON. By a prosecuting officer; not by the present executive 
New J ersey court, not by the 


and 


y. 

oe McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Was he not arrested by virtue of a requisition 
from the Governor of New Jersey? 

Mr. EATON. Not yet. I shall come to that. Ihave nothing here 
that I desire to keep under cover at all. If I had I would not have 
said what I have already said in regard to this matter. This promise 
was broken and he was arrested, en before certain authorities in 
New Jersey, as I am informed, not only by him but by two very re- 
spectable counsel, to wit, Mr. Robeson and Mr. Keasbey, one a former 
Secretary of the Navy, the other now the attorney of the United 
States for that district, and has been for sixteen or eighteen years, 
against the laws of New Jersey put under oath and examined. This, 
as they say and as I believe, was against the law, for he was accused 
of a crime, and therefore he could not have been by the laws of New 
Jersey put under oath, though he was. He swore to a certain state of 
facts with regard to this insurance company and went home. He was 
indicted after this hearing, indicted for perjury committed, as it was 
alleged, 1 this very il egal examination, held in bonds of $5,000, 
and gave bond. The day of trial was fixed. He went to Connecti- 
cut, came home again, and was informed, as I believe (for I went 
myself to New Jersey by request of his counsel, not as his counsel 
but because I had a personal acquaintance with the attorney-general 
of New Jersey and with the then governor of New Jersey; I went 
there myself to see if an arrangement could be made) he was in- 
formed, and I have no doubt of the correctness of the information, 
that if he went back there he would be indicted upon three other 
allegations. He did not go back; his bond of $5,000 was forfeited. 
What next ? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. He did not appear for trial. 

Mr. EATON, He did not appear for trial; if he had his bond would 
not have been forfeited. He had been arrested, I should have said, 
on a requisition from the governor of New Jersey, Governor Bedle, on 
Governor Hubbard, of Connecticut, was delivered up, went there, 
gave his bond, and he did not go back but forfeited his Bail. Another 
requisition was made on the governor of Connecticut again for this 
man, and, as I am informed, Governor Hubbard said he was not to be 
played with fast and loose in that way; that once a citizen of his 
State had been delivered to the New Jersey authorities and it was 
their business to hold him and try him. The authorities—I do not 
mean the governorof New Jersey, but the legal representative of the 

overnor of New Jersey—called upon the governor of New York—Mr. 
Noyes was oftener in New York and longer in New York than he was 


in Connecticut, for he had an office there—but the governor of New 
York said there was nothing in that matter that he could grant a 
requisition upon. 

Mr. Noyes came to Washington for the purpose of a hearing before 
a committee of a subcommittee, of which my friend the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] is chairman, upon legitimate business con- 
nected with an insurance company, in regard to which a proposition 
is now before us; and while herea requisition from Governor McClel- 
lan, of New Jersey, as I am informed and believe, was sent here by a 
New Jersey officer—this is something that I do not know—for the pur- 
pose of his arrest. There were no papers shown. I have been told 
that the requisition was not in the city of Washington at the time of 
the arrest. I have been told that it was. It is a matter of no con- 
sequence, inmy judgment, whether the requisition was here or not. 
When his room was broken into, when he was assaulted by two detect- 
ives, when he asked to see an parea which they might have, they 
opened their coats and showed their stars. “There is the authority 
upon which you are arrested ;” they had no papers; the warrant was 
not issued until between eleven and twelve o’clock of that day, nearly 
twelve hours after. 

Mr. THURMAN. What warrant? 

Mr. EATON. The warrant of the chief-justice of the District, the 
authority to arrest the citizen was not issued until nearly eleven hours 
after this pretended arrest. That was the only warrant by which he 
could be held, because I undertake to say that if a detective, without 
a warrant, without legal authority, comes into my room or yours or 
any other citizen’s room at night and lays hands upon him, as a very 
sprightly paper in Washington said the other day, if that man had 
just the Constitution of the United States there probably would 
be a dead detective. In other words, there is no such power, no such 
right, no such law. 

. RANDOLPH. Do I understand the Senator from Connecticut 
to maintain that one who is a fugitive from justice can be taken 
from the jurisdiction of the State possessing him and brought before 
8 . of the Senate of the United States? Do I interrupt the 

enator f 

Mr. EATON. Of course you do interrupt me, but not disagreeably. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Then I desire to say that with my knowledge 
of this case it should not elicit serious debate at this time in this 
body. I will not debate the propriety of its reference to the Judiciary 
Committee that they may ascertain the facts, if the Senator from 
Connecticut urges this course. The Senator from Connecticut, it 
seems, is endeavoring to state what he asserts to be the facts, and the 
Senators from New Jersey are expected, perhaps, inasmuch as the 
crime alleged was originally committed under the jurisdiction of my 
State, to make some explanation of a portion of these facts, rather 
remarkably introduced tothe Senate’s attention. When the Senator 
is through I shall have a word or two to say. I interrupt now to 
remark that there will be no objection on my part as one of the Sen- 
ators from New Jersey to the reference asked for, that the committee 
may ascertain regularly and in order precisely that which the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut can at best only state as his personal convic- 
tions, 

Mr. EATON. I do not quite know where the speech of my friend 
aoa NoN Jersey came in and where the question which he asked me 
ended, 

Mr.RANDOLPH. My interruption had this specific object in view, 
to make the reference without debate, leaving that to occur, if at all, 
when the Judiciary Committee has informed the Senate whether or 
not it is a case for our consideration. I think it has no business here; 
that the courts of the District and of my State are open and redress of 
wrong can be had easily and promptly through them. To economize 
time | think there should be no objection to referring the matter to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. EATON. That is just my opinion upon the subject, and I 
would not have said one word here this morning except that the res- 
olution was antagonized on the day on which it was offered, and if I 
am assured now that there is to be no antagonistic action taken upon 
this matter I am through now. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I repeat, sir, so far as I am concerned, I make no 
objection to a reference of the resolution to the Judiciary Commit- 
tes 3 

Mr. EATON. That is what I asked. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. As for my colleague, of course I cannot speak. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have only one thing to say. The Senator 
from Connecticut has detailed statements here with reference to this 
case that I am not content to have go on the record without an answer. 

Mr. EATON. Then suppose you wait until I get through. I do 
not want the answer to come now, for I have not got through. There 
may be something else that the Senator will desire toanswer. Ihave 
stated what I believe to be true; I have stated what one hundred of 
the prominent citizens of New Haven believe to be true, its leading 
lawyers, its mayor, its postmaster, its members of the Connecticut 
house of representatives, its Senator, the governor of Connecticut, all 
the leading merchants of the city of New Haven, who have sent to me 
and my colleague a request that this matter should be pushed. Their 
request I have now in my hand. 

have stated nothing but what I believe to be absolutely trne, and 
now I will begin exactly where I left off when I was interrupted b 
my friend from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH.] I believe in the high 
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test confidence in the honor of the execu- 
tive of the State of New Jersey. He is my personal and political 
friend. He has occupied a high position always; for twenty years 
he has occupied a large s in the public eye; and nothing that I 
say here can militate against his integrity and his honor. Ido not 
say that the Senate of the United States the legal power to pass 
any particular act upon this matter; but, if when this case is thor- 
oughly investigated by the Judiciary Committee and the facts are 
found as I believe them to be anda -zopari of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee is made to the Senate with regard to this subject as I believe it 
will be, then the very confidence that I have in the integrity and 
honor of the executive of New Jersey leads me to believe that he will 
take the necessary and proper steps to relieve himself from any act 
that may have been improper. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. ill the Senator allow me? 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Suppose the governor of New Jersey should be 
convinced that improper action has been taken by officers that were 
sent here with the requisition, would it be proper for him, as execu- 
tive of the State, to interfere with its courts—with a co-ordinate 
branch of the State government—the judiciary—as indicating its 
action? Would not such interference be deemed a most unusual and 
extraordin: proceeding? 

Mr. EATON. If the Senator from New Jersey asks me that as a 
legal question, it is one thing. 

fr. RANDOLPH. Ido. 

Mr. EATON. No. If he asks me whether the executive of the 
State would have the personal power to interfere with this matter 
so as to persuade the oe of New Jersey, then I say yes 

Mr. RANDOLPH. No, Mr. President; no executive of New Jersey’s 
selection would exert his “persuasive” powers over a co-ordinate 
branch of government—especially in a matter where all the facts 
were 1 accessible to both its judicial and executive branches. 

org ATÒN. Then I am sorry for the judiciary of New Jersey; 
that is all. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Notwithstanding, sir, I am glad to say for the 
judiciary of New Jersey that no executive has ever held office, or 
ever will, I trust, in my State, whose personal or official desires would 
for an instant change the course or delay the decision of justice, as 
its judiciary believed to be right. Jersey justice is not influenced 
even by Jersey governors. 

Mr. EATON. I should hope not; but that he would have influence 
to stay the course of injustice—not justice, but injustice. Therefore 
I still again say that I desire a report of the Judiciary Committee, 
for the reason that if the facts are as I believe them to be, upon a full 
report by a committee of the Senate of the United States the execu- 
tive of New Jersey will see to it that a requisition which he issued 
shall not be abused in the way that it was; will see to it in some 
way. I know well that the departments of government in New Jer- 
sey, the executive and the judicial, are just as separate as the execu- 
tive and judicial departments of the Government of the United States 
are. I know still further that if a wrong had been perpetrated under 
the act of the President of the United States, which he supposed at 
the time he granted the power or paper was a proper act, he would 
have great influence upon the judiciary of the country in order to see 
that no further wrong should be perpetrated, and with that view I 
ask that this resolution shall go to the Committee on the Judiciary 
for their action. 

Mr. BECK. Willit trouble the Senator from Connecticut too much 
to state again where our jurisdiction over the subject attaches? I 
have some difficulty in seeing how we can take any control of it. 

Mr. EATON. The jurisdiction of the Roman senate occurred when- 
ever a Roman citizen was improperly taken by the throat. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. This is a Connecticut citizen instead of a Roman 
citizen. 

Mr. EATON. He is not a New Jersey citizen, certainly. He isa 
citizen of the United States kidna in the District of Columbia, 
which is under the jurisdiction of the United States alone and not of 
Connecticut, not of New Jersey. The common law which governs the 
people here is our authority, to say nothing of the statute law. It is 
our duty to protect every citizen of the United States against kidnap- 
ing and outrage if there has been kidnaping and outrage. 

fir. BANDOLEM, Are there no courts within the District to take 
izance 
r. EATON. There are courts within the District, but the indi- 
vidual is not here to press his claim; he is somewhere else, and I am 
here a Senator from his State to urge the Senate of the United States 
to interpose its high character and name against the perpetration of 
outrages of this description. If there be any such outrage as I have 
indicated, the Judiciary Committee will find a way to let the whole 
people of the United States know what in their opinion citizenship 
is worth in this country. How far and to what extent the Senate of 
the United States may have power, is something that Iam not here 
now to talk about. That is tho business of the Judiciary Committee. 
If that committee says that we have no power whatever to interfere 
in this matter, and that any citizen of any State in this Union, no 
matter how innocent he may be, may be taken by the throat, kid- 
naped, and carried out from under the very dome of the Capitol, so 
be it. There was a striking instance here the other day of a man—I 
will not call any name; it is not necessary that I should call names; 
the very mention of the circumstance will indicate the caso to every 


character, I have the 


CO; 


Senator—where the law was followed, where a requisition from a 
State of this Union proposed to lay hold of a certain gentleman in 
the District of Columbia; but the Jaw was followed out. There was 
no kidnaping. The citizen of South Carolina was not taken by the 
ears and ont of the District; but the habeas corpus came in, 
the law came in, and he still is a citizen and a free man. Let it be 
80 in all cases. The District of Columbia should not be a home for 
criminals; it should not be simply a refuge for thieves; by no means; 
but gentlemen who are here on public business, gentlemen from the 
States who come here for the prosecution of their private business 
before committees of Congress, must not be taken as in this case and 
carried out of this District. Let the law intervene. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Does the Senator know that this person, Mr. 
Noyes, who has been taken to the State of New Jersey, could come 
back here within a few hours by simply giving moderate bail? The 
Senator has already admitted that Noyes has been indicted, has for- 
feited his bail, and is a fugitive from justice. He is back in New Jer- 
sey, whether rightfully or wrongfully, though I am very clear about 
it, 1 do not mean to discuss now. They ask our courts, in view of his 
manifest propensities, $15,000 bail of him now. He does not give it. 
He remains with us to confute his alleged traducers. That is the 


case, 

Mr. EATON. What has that to do with the kidnaping of a citi- 
zen of the United States? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I have not admitted that Noyes was kidnaped 


yet. 

Mr. EATON. I say he was. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. And Isay he was not—as I am informed; but 
why should we detain the Senate by contention, by statements of 
facts that may or may not be facts, as one or the other of us shall 
prove to be correct? This body cannot and should not try the indict- 
ments of New Jersey courts inst Mr. Noyes. 

Mr. EATON. Then let the Judiciary Committee find out which of 
us states the fact. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I repeat that is just what I wanted, and that the 
Senator should permit it to be done without 2 the time of 
the Senate with a matter as yet without its jurisdiction. Why 
should the Senator recite all the facts, as he calls them, in advance of 
their ascertainment, incidentally implicating officers of my State? 
Wey a these recitals, if the case is so clear and the judgment so cer- 
tain 

Mr. EATON. I have not said one word against any officer of the 
State of New Jersey. : 

Mr. RANDOLPH. You certainly spoke of a prosecuting officer of 
New Jersey quite disparagingly. 

But, Mr. President, I insist we shall not debate the merits of this 
controversy in advance of the report of a committee whose judgment 
we are supposed to desire, if the resolution of reference pass, as I hopo 
it may. 

Mr. EATON. What did I say of him that has to do with this case? 
I said he had violated his word originally before there was any arrest 
of this man. He had nothing to do with this case so far as I know 
nor have I said that he had. If this man has been kidnaped, as 
aver, if he has been taken without process of law, as I aver, then the 
Senate of the United States has something to do in this matter; and 
therefore it is that I introduced this resolution in order that the Sen- 
ate might speak upon this subject; and then New Jersey of course 
will exercise her own authority in her own way. I have said nothing 
against the executive of New Jersey ; I have said nothing against the 
judiciary of New Jersey, not one word. I am speaking simply about 
the absolute right that every man has to his liberty, and lest i: should 
go too far, let me read: 

The right of the le to be secure in their 

inst unreasonable searches and seizures, 8 


shall issue but upon probable cause, sup by oath or affirmation, and partic- 
ularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized. 


A requisition from the governor of New Jersey or any other State 
in this Union cannot come here and take any member of this Senate 
by the ear, cannot come here and take any citizen of the United States. 
There must first be a warrant; that warrant must be issued under and 
by oath or affirmation, and proper authority must take the citizen. 
A requisition is all well enough. The duty of the officer was plain. 
He should have gone when he arrived here with his requisition and 
called for his warrant, and when he had gotten his warrant from the 
proper officer of the District of Columbia, then an executive officer 
of the District of Columbia would have taken that warrant and taken 
the person according to law. He would then have gone before the 

roper authority and his counsel would have been there to defend 
fim. That is the way it is done in my State. That is the way it is 
done in the District of Columbia, so far as I know. It has so been done 
here within the last six months. It ought to have been so done in 
this case. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. It is contended by the officers that all that was 
done in this case, Isubmit to the Senator. 

Mr. EATON. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I think my colleague has papers showing that 
in his ion. 

Mr. EATON have talked with the officers, and I know whereof 
I speak. The warrant was not issued until eleven o’clock and this 
man was kidnaped at one o’clock in the morning of that day. I 
know whereof I speak. There was no warrant. There was no power 
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by which these detectives could seize a citizen of the United States. 
I was told many things that I do not choose to say here, things that 
the officers themselves told me they said to him; but I let all that 


ass. 

a Mr. President, I trust that this resolution will go to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and that the committee will inquire into it. If the 
facts are as I believe them to be, I venture to say that the Congress 
of the United States will see to it that a citizen is safe here under the 
law and that only under the law hereafter can a citizen of the United 
States be scized and held. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAINE. I yielded to the Senator from Connecticut who yes- 
terday gavo notice that he would address the Senate on this resolu- 
tion to-day, and who seemed to have a prior lien on the Senate. Ido 
not desire to cut off the honorable Senator from New Jersey unless 
he is going to make a lengthy speech, in which case I shall be 
obli tocall up the appropriation bill of which I gave notice also, 

Mr. McPHE N. Phail only detain the Senate a few moments. 
I did not intend to say anything on this question, and think I should 
not. The person who is made the subject of this resolution is now 
on trial by the courts of New Jersey, and I feel that it is peculiarly 
improper that any discussion should take place in this Chamber upon 
this question, because it might be construed into an attempt to influ- 
ence quite unjustly and improperly the courts in the administration 
of justice. 

hen this resolution was introduced on Friday, the 22d of March, 
by the honorable Senator from Connecticut, and supported as it was 
at that time by strong and emphatic declarations as to its trath, I 
was very much inclined to think that there was something of an ex- 
traordi character surrounding this case. Having great confi- 
dence in the statements mt the cp pana Senator mom an 
cut usually makes upon the floor, and also great respect for his lega! 
ability, I — inelined to think that he was in the possession of facts 
which fully justified all the resolution asserts. But inasmuch as this 
rson was arrested by a requisition issued by the governor of New 
ersey, by an officer commissioned by that State, directed and con- 
trolled by a prosecuting attorney of that State,so far as he could 
direct and control the movements of the officers, I thought at that 
time it was due to the officials of New Jersey to ask for a postpone- 
ment of the resolution in order that I might uaint myself with 
the pos alleged in the resolution, upon which 5 of kidnaping 
was made. 

Now, sir, I have every confidence in the integrity and the intelli- 
gence of those officers. I assumed then to say, and I do now most 
confidently affirm, having become possessed of the facts, that there is 
nothing in the proceedings in the arrest of this man Noyes that was 
in any manner extraordinary, illegal, or unusual. 

I think that the resolution should never have been introduced into 
the Senate ai all, but having been submitted it is one the considera- 
tion of which, in my opinion, the Senate ought not to enter upon. 
Neither the Senate nor its Judiciary Committee can try the questions 
of law and fact involved in this resolution. It is clearly a question 
for the judiciary and must be tried by a court of law. e can offer 
no relief whatever to this petitioner. As I said before, it seems to 
me that the simple discussion of this question upon the floor of the 
Senate could be, and would be, construed into an attempt upon our 
part to influence e and improperly the course in the adminis- 
tration of justice. I will a remark made by the Senator from 
Connecticut. In the discussion of the case on Friday, the 22d of March, 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] avers this: 

I desire action to be taken so that the executive of New Jersey may know 
exactly under what circumstances his requisition was used, and when it is taken 
authoritatively by the Senate of the United States it will have its effect. 

It seems to me that any such attempt on the part of the Senate is 
simply to degrade its high powers and privileges. The attempt to 
make the Senate subservient to any such pi whatever is simply 
to make it a process-server or vehicle for notices. Any party feeling 
himself eved may come to the Senate and ask to have his griev- 
ance sp before the Senate that forty millions of people may know 
of it, and to make a martyr of him. 

I do not wish to enter into the discussion at all of any of the facts 
relating tothis case. I presume it is scarcely necessary that I should 
do so. I can only say that it has been a subject of newspaper criti- 
cism, not only in the State where Mr. Noyes claims to be a resident 
and where he still appears to have some Friends, nor is it confined to 
the State of New Jersey whose laws he is alleged to have violated, 
but the criticism has been diffused all over the country. There is 
scarcely a Senator in this Chamber who has not heard or read some- 
thing with t to the audacity of this man Noyes. He was in- 
dicted by the grand jury of Essex County, New Jersey, for conspir- 
acy, perjury, and fraud in his connection with the reinsurance of the 
New Jersey Mutual into the National Capital Life-Insurance Com- 
pany. Having heard of the action of the grand jury, he left the State 
of New Jersey very hurriedly and went to the State of Connecticut. 
He was followed to the State of Connecticut by the officers of New 
Jersey, armed with a requisition made by the governor of New Jersey 
onthe governor of Connecticut. The governorof Connecticut honored 
the requisition and Noyes was reconveyed to the State of New Jersey 
and placed within the jurisdiction of the court having his case in 
charge. Owing to the long interval that must elapse before his case 
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could be brought to trial, his own protestations of innocence, and 
the appeals of his friends, the clemency of the court was extended to 
him and he was admitted to bail in the sum of $5,000. The honorable 
Senator from Connecticut now states that it was the business of the 
authorities of New Jersey to have held their prisoner, having obtained 
ion of him. Suffice it to say, when the day for came Mr. 

oyes failed to appear; he forfeited his bail. 

The fugitive was followed again to Connecticut by officers armed 
a second time with the requisition of the governor of New Jerse 
asking again for the rendition of Noyes. The governor of Connecti- 
cut refused to honor the requisition, and the officers were of course 
obliged to give up the quest. Mr. Noyes at this time became very 
audacious. He laughed at the officers who came there a second time 
to arrest him. Fortified as he was behind the favor and protection 
of the governor of Connecticut, he laughed at the officers who came 
there from New Jersey to secure him, and from this secure retreat he 
made the most frantic efforts that ever man did to counteract the 
sentiment of an outraged and indignant people in New Jersey in 
ries be to his guilt. It is alleged that by means of a press made 
willing, certain slanderous and malignant statements were made with 
reference to some of the highest officials in New Jersey, and especially 
those who had been charged with the supervising authority over all 
insurance companies doing business within the State, and to whose 
efforts and investigations mainly the credit is due for having un- 
earthed and brought to light the facts that led to his indictment. 

In short, Mr. President, this man Noyes had boun guilty of felony 
on an indictment for which the requisition was b. . He was also 
a fugitive from justice. It was ascertained by the prosecuting officer 
of New Jersey that Noyes was temporarily in Washington. Governor 
McClellan, very properly, on the presentation of these facts, issued 
his requisition. An officerof New Jersey, an intelligent and capable 
officer who had performed like service before with respect to Mr. 
Noyes, came to Washington armed with a copy of the indictmentand 
the requisition itself, and in company with two officers in the city of 
Washington he went to the Globe Hotel at one o’clock in the mornin 
of I think the 11th day of March and arrested Mr. Noyes, pl 
him in a carriage, carried him to police headquarters, where he was 
confined until 1.30 o’clock in the afternoon of that day, when he 
was placed upon a train and taken to New Jersey. Remember, he 
was placed in a carriage, properly cared for on his way to police head- 
quarters. Immediately on the opening of the court in the morning 
a mandate was obtained for his arrest, many hours before he was 
taken from the jurisdiction of the court or from the District of Co- 
lumbia. He was at police headquarters from nine o'clock of that 
day until 1.30 o’clock in the afternoon before any attempt was made 
to remove him. 

I have the statement of the officers here with respect to the arrest 
of Mr. Noyes, which I desire to read as a pn of my remarks. (Ibeg 
the pardon of the Senator from Maine. I shall! detain him but a few 
moments longer.) This is a report made by detectives of the city of 
Washington who accompanied Officer Long of the city of Newark, 
New Jersey, who bore the requisition and a copy of the indictment, 
These officers of whom I speak, in making a report to their chief, 
say: 

7 Wasutsoton, D. C., March 25, 1878. 

In: 

In re Benjamin Noyes. 

On the 9.15 p. m. train of March 11, 1878, Officer Robert Long, from Essex County 
New Jersey, arrived in this city with a requisition from Governor McClellan, of 
New Jersey, for the o oyes, a fugitive from justice. Ho ex- 
hibited his rs to this 8 and requested assistance from the local 
lice in making the arrest. About one a. m., 12th instant, the arrest was effected 
us, accompanied by said Officer Long and the requisition. When we a; — be $ 
him Noyes recogni Long, shook hands with him, and was immediately advised 
of the facts of the requisition. He accompanied us without objection; there was 
no show of force whatsoever. He was detained at h uarters during the bal- 
ance of that night. No money or were taken from nor was on 
sought or demanded. His watch, knife, and other articles were taken in 
custody and delivered back to him upon his departure. Such is the custom in all 
parts of the sre get A both for the protection of the cea of the ner. 
receipt for said es was taken, and is on file. fore the opening of the su- 
preme court, on the 12th instant, Chief-Justice Cartter signed order for the deliv- 
ery of Noyes to the New Jersey authorities, and thereafter (from 9.30 a. m. of the 
12th) the prisoner was in custody of Officer Long, under said order of court, pur- 
suant to uisition. At 1.30 p. in., the officer left this District with his prisoner, 
en route to New Jersey. During } temporary detention here, Noyes was kindi 
treated, and not the slightest exhibition of force was necessary, or was pores ov 
On the morning of the 12th he made his first inquiry about counsel, asking to seo 
Ex-Secretary Robeson. He was told that Mr. Robeson had left town the ous 
morning, and was still al t. This was the fact, and known to us to such. 
When on his way to the depot, Noyes handed to Detective McElfresh a 9 
age of papers, and asked him to deliver them to a Mr. Kimball, with a ve mes- 
sage, which commission was immediately executed. He also wrote a dispatch to 
his attorney at New York to meet him at Newark, where he was being taken on 
Cai rs,” and asked McElfresh to also send it, which was done. 

Il e foregoing is a correct statement of the arrest in its sequence of time and 
events. 


en 
Very respectfully, 
27, 4 JAS A. McDEVITT, Detective. 
GEORGE W. McELFRESH, Detective. 
Major Tuomas P. MORGAN, 
Superintendent Metropolitan Police. 


I have been furnished by these officers with a copy of a telegram 
in the handwriting of Mr. Noyes, who handed it to the detective, the 


very party who is charged in the resolution of the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut with having kidnaped Noyes. He hands him this 
telegram for the purpose of sending to his counsel in Newark to meet 
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him at Newark pene to being taken there on papers. He also placed 
in his hands other valuable papers, as stated in the report of the 
detectives, to be handed to a Mr. Kimball. He also gave him the 
custody of the key of his room; and other important matters were 
laced in his han It is not usual, I believe, when an officer has 
Eignaped a person for that poron to turn right around and place in 
the custody of the officer valuable and important papori and in fact 
employ the officer as an agent for the transaction of business. 

Iam also informed by the chief of police that he was present at 
police headquarters from six o’clock in the morning until Mr. vores 
was removed to New Jersey at one o’clock of the afternoon of that 
day; that he was within sight and hearing of Noyes during the whole 
time, and that at no time did Noyes signify to him that he had been 
illegally arrested or kidnaped; that at no time did he complain to 
him as to the conduct of the officers; at no time did he say that he 
was illegally confined. 

The report here also states, and ang, od the preamble of the res- 
olution, that no valuable papers were taken from him. In fact no 

apers were taken from him at all, but some Tars were handed by 
Karas to the officer, to be placed in the hands of Mr. Kimball. No 
poner was taken except such property as it is the custom to take 

m a prisoner in order that the prisoner might not injure himself, 
other persons, or the office, to wit: a knife, watch, Ke. As to the 
privilege of consulting friends and counsel, I am informed by one of 
the detectives who made this arrest that at the request of Noyes he 
went twice during that day to the office of Ex-Secretary Robeson for 
the purpose of getting Mr. Robeson to come to see Noyes, but was 
unable to find him. 

With respect to the legality of the arrest I am led to infer, from 
the pelos Ps which was had upon this question when this resolu- 
tion was submitted by the honorable Senator from Connecticut, from 
remarks made by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar, I that 
it was the practice in every State of the Union all over the country 
for an officer, knowing the fact and fearing the escape of a prisoner, 
to make the arrest even without the mandate or warrant of the court, 
and to hold him until such time as a mandate could be obtained. It 
is true that in this case the officers had no mandate of the court of 
this District to make the arrest, but one was obtained at a very eurly 
hour in the morning; but they were in possession of facts, the fact 
that this man had been indicted. They were in possession of the 
indictment and in possession of the requisition of the governor, and 
they simply did what is done every day in the week in the interest 
of justice. The courts permit it to be done in the interest of justice, 
and, without it were done, it would be impossible to secure criminals 
who are escaping almost every day by the enforcement of the same 
rule which the Senator from Connecticut wishes. 

I do not wish to detain the Senator from Maine much longer. I 
have only to say that if the Senate decide in this case to exercise 
judicial power (and if in this case why not as appropriately in every 
case of like character all over the country ) it seems to me as though 
the Senate would have nothing else to do in the future but to look 
after cases of this character. 

I hope and trust, Mr. President, that the Senate will not refer the 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary, but will dismiss the 
matter, 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, there does not appear to be the slight- 
est difference between the Senator from New Jersey and myself as to 
all the facts in this case except those in his report from the detectives 
which he has read. I agree entirely, and he agrees with me, in the 
fact that this man was a fugitive from justice. I never denied that 
at all. But if the Senator were as well acquainted with detectives 
as some lawyers are, he would see that the report that they make dis- 
agrees with the statement verbally made to him. Just see how easy 
it is for these detectives to mislead even a Senator of the United States! 
The Senator read a report, which report says that these detectives told 
Mr. Noyes when he asked to see Ex-Secretary Robeson that he was 
not in town. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me to make an ex- 
planation ? 

Mr. EATON. Wait until I get through. The Senator does not 
know what I am about to say. The detectives told the Senator that 
Ex-Secretary Robeson was not in town; that they knew he was not 
in town. Then what is the next story of those detectives? The 
next story of the detectives is that one of them went three times in 
order to find him. Now, that very detective told mein this lobby 
the day after I introduced the resolution that they never went near 
him, and that they were instructed not to go near his counsel, al- 
though they had promised that he should have counsel. He toldme 
so here, your very detective. It would take the oaths of a dozen 
detectives to swear down one decent man. 

= McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Were these officers under any obligation to 
assist the prisoner to obtain a writ of habeas us? 

Mr. EATON. They are not under any obligation to tell false- 
hoods, to say one thing to my good friend the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, and another thing tome. I know these people pretty well. I 
have had to do as counsel for thirty years with this class of people. 
The Judiciary Committee will find that these men went into the room 


of Mr. Noyes. The New Jersey officer was not there at all. They told 
Mr. Noyes if he would quietly go to headquarters they would immedi- 
ately take a carriage and go and get not Mr. Robeson, but Mr. Kim- 
ball. He was the man that Mr. Noyes desired to have them go for. 
It was Kimball. Kimball was his lawyer here in this District. Mr. 
Noyes asked them if they would go. They went ont and said the 
could not find him; that it had got to be two o’clock or three 1 
in the morning, and there was no use in going then, but they would 
go as soon as it was sun-up. After it Was sun-up they did not go, 
and when the New Jersey officer showed himself, about ten o’clock 
in the morning, he said to Mr. Noyes: Tou will not see your coun- 
sel nor your friends; you will go to New Jersey with me.” 

I tell you, Mr. President, it was a kidnaping from the beginnin 
to the end. Take the two stories, the written story and the verba 
one of my friend from New Jersey, and it is kidnaping. There was 
falsehood there. They did not do as they a d to do, and they did 
not intend to doit. I trust the Senate will look to this matter. I 
do not want to take up the time of the Senate any longer. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator had yielded to me at the time I 
asked him to submit to an interruption it would have been altogether 
unnecessary for him to have made his last speech. I perhaps should 
have detailed more fully an explanation of the matter when I read 
the report of the detectives. Although the report does not state that 
they went to the office of Secretary Robeson, and perhaps it was un- 
necessary that they should state that in making a report to a supe- 
rior officer, the facts as given to me by the detectives were to the 
effect that one of the detectives went not only once but twice to the 
office of Ex-Secre' Robeson, at the request of Mr. Noyes. { 

Mr. EATON. That is a matter which, of course, I do not believe. 
I believe my friend was told so. I do not believe the fact to be that 
they went there at all. It was not a part of their duty, as the Sen- 
ator just said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair.) The 
question is upon the adoption of the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the resolution be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas it is alleged that Benjamin Noyes, a citizen of the United States and 
of the State of Connecticut, was, on the Lith day of March, 1878, in the city of 
Washington, arrested and imprisoned without due process of law, in violation of 
the rights of the citizen, and while so suffering from this illegal arrest and im- 
prisonment his kidnapers took from his person valuable papers and property and 
refused and denied him the privilege of consulting with friends or counsel: There- 


‘ore, 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to in- 
quire into the subject-matter of this resolution and report thereon, and that the 
committee be empowered to send for persons and papers and toemploy a stenogra- 
pher, should it be necessary. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I detain the Senate a moment 
longer to say that I shall vote for the adoption of this resolution, 
having stated at the beginning of this debate that I should. I do so 
more in courtesy to the Senator from Connecticut than for any other 
reason. Added to that reason, I desire the fullest investigation in 
this case may be had concerning the conduct of any executive, judi- 
cial, or other official of the State I have the honor in per to represent 
on this floor. Theiraction will all be found honorable to themselves 
and protecting to the people, not only of New Jersey but of many 
other States. : 

Mr. BECK. I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut a question, 
because I am in doubt as to the jurisdiction of the Senate in this 
matter. If the Senator from Connecticut believes either that the 
present laws are insufficient to prevent kidnaping, or that there 
ought to be an amendment to the 5 corpus act, then I admit that 
it is competent for the Senate to consider this question. If, however, 
the Senator desires no change in the law, but simply an inquiry as to 
a legal question, I see no reason why the present jurisdiction of the 
courts, either upon an i e for a writ of habeas corpus or by a 
suit or indictment for kidnaping, would not cover the whole case. 
If the Senator avows that he desires a change of the law, I shall vote 
for the resolution. If he desires simply an investigation into this par- 
ticular case without desiring a change of the law, I shall not vote for 
it, for want of jurisdiction. 

Mr. EATON. Of course my honorable friend from Kentucky will 
vote just as he pleases, as every other Senator will. All I can say 
about it is that i have not proposed any amendment to the law. I 
cannot do so now. I differ in opinion from the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky. I think there is law enough now. If lam mistaken 
about that, the Judiciary Committee will inform me upon an examina- 
tion of the Whole subject. I desire the facts to be known. Let us see 
whether a man can taken here in this District in the way that, 
as I believe, this man was taken. Let us see whether it is against 
law or not. Let the Judiciary Committee determine that question. 
That is my view of the case. I do not pro to offer any amend- 
ment to the criminal laws of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BECK. I understand the Senator from Connecticut to say that 
he desires this investigation for the purpose of obtaining the infor- 
mation from the Judiciary Committee whether a change of the law 
is necessary, and in that event to have the laws amended. If so, I 
shall vote for the resolution. 

Mr. EATON. Oh, I cannot say that. My honorable friend knows 
that I cannot say that. Let the resolution go to the committee and 
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let the committee determine it. They are the body to say and not I. 
There is one thing very clear, that this man cannot have the benefit 
of the habeas corpus. That is impossible. My friend knows that. 

Mr. INGALLS. In New Jersey? Why not? 

Mr. EATON. Ah, in New Jersey. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why can he notapply to the courts in New Jersey 
for a writ of habeas corpus if his liberty has been unjustly infringed ? 

Mr. EATON. Where? 

Mr. INGALLS. In New Jersey. Why can he not apply to the courts 
in New Jersey? 

Mr. EATON. His liberty has been unjustly infringed upon in the 
District of Columbia, and that would not answer. 

Mr. INGALLS. If he has been improperly arrested or if he has 
been deprived of his liberty and is now unjustly imprisoned from 
any cause or by reason of the acts of the officers of any district, he 
certainly can apply to the courts of New Jersey and allege those 
grounds and obtain relief. 

Mr. EATON. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. BECK. I merely desire to say a word further. As it is pos- 
sible that some amendment may be required to the laws of this Dis- 
trict upon the subject I shall vote for the Senator’s resolution. 

Mr. EATON. Iam very glad of that, although it was not in my 

wer to say that that is the intention, for I have not examined the 

aws of the District in order to find out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I desire to occupy the attention of the Senate 
for just one moment in order to correct a mistake. I prepared, as the 
Chair will remember, [Mr. COCKRELL in the chair,] a report to pre- 
sent to the Military Committee at its last meeting upon Senate bill 
No. 375, which report was rejected. I made an adverse report to the 
Senate apon the case, as I was instructed to do by the committee ; 
but I find by some mistake the report which I proposed to the com- 
mittee as a majority report and which was rejected has been printed 
and placed among the documents as the report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAINE. What is the case? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The report is on a bill for the protection of the 
widows, orp and heirs at law of officers of the Army of the 
United States. It is an insurance bill. I prepared the report as the 
majority report of the committee and presented it to the committee, 
but it was rejected, It has been printed and placed on our table as 
the majority report of the committee. That is a mistake, and I ask 
that the mistake be corrected. This report was rejected by the com- 
mittee, and it ought not to have been printed as the majority report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Attention will be given to the mat- 
ter as soon as it can be examined. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLAINE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of ‘the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The motion was a to; and the. Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask that the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations be acted on as they are reached in their order as the 
reading of the bill proceeds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read in full. The 
amendments will be acted upon as they are reached in their order, 
ee there is objection to that course. The Chair hears no objec- 

ion. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will explain very briefly to the Senate just what 
the bill contains. It is the fifth or sixth deficiency bill which the 
House of Representatives has sent us since the Forty-fifth Congress 
assembled in October last. I was absent myself a portion of the 
time, and therefore I am not sure whether it is the fifth or sixth, but 
at all events it is a very unusual number. It is the fifth, the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. DORSEY ] says. 

The amount contained in the bill as sent to the Senate from the 
House was $2,360,437.87. The additions made by the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate are $479,819.52, so that the bill as it 
now stands appropriates $2,840,257.39. The additions made by the 
Senate committee are comprehended under these heads: 

For Senate, expenses proper, which were precipitated by the Octo- 
ber session, $14,623.70; printing for the Interior Department, to sup- 
ply deficiency, $10,000 ; a deficiency for the Government Insane Hos- 
pital, $14,583; rent for the Freedmen’s Hospital, $2,000; a deficiency 
for Powell’s survey in the Rocky Mountains, $5,000; a deficiency for 
Hayden’s survey, gs 0 charts, &c., $20,000; for mints and assay 
offices, $17,600 ; for the Monument lot pond, near the Washington 
Monument, $2,200. For the Capitol grounds we have added $11,000, 


making $20,000 for the Capitol grounds; for subsistence of the Army, 
$300,000. The latter is in anticipation of the appropriation for the 
next fiscal year, and is designed, as has been done now for several 
years, to enable the Commissary-General to purchase supplies for 
posts on the Upper Missouri in season to take advantage of the navi- 


gation. If the appropriation be waited for until the next fiscal year 
it will be too late and will cause a very considerably enhanced ex- 
penditure in the Quartermaster-General’s De ent to reach those 
distant posts. That has been regarded and has proved to be a very 
wise economy, so that this appropriation of $300,000, which is the 
great bulk of what the Senate Committee on Appropriations has 
added, is merely in the way of anticipation and of an economical 
anticipation. 

Another item is for survey of the South Pass of the Mississippi 
River, $7,500. That is to enable the Engineer department to take 
cognizance by strict measurement and supervision of what is being 
done at the South Pass under the Eads contract. 

For printing in the War Department, $18,000; for the Des Moines 
Rapids Canal, $7,500; for provisions for the Marine Corps, $14,277 ; 
for the New Brunswick and Canada Railway, $11,935, being a defi- 
ciency ; for the fog-signal at Whale’s Back 33 in the en- 
trance to the Portsmouth (New Hampshire) Harbor, 815,000. This is 
a very old and very valuable light, but it is somewhat injured by 
storms, and must be repaired. The committee put that in upon very 
urgent representations both from the chief of the Light-house Bu- 
reau and from the Secretary of the Treasury. Then there is an appro- 
priation suggested of 88,000 to enable the proper astronomical obser- 
vations under the care of the Astronomical Observatory in the Navy 
Department of the solar eclipse, a total eclipse to take place in July, 
to be total in Northern Texas and Colorado. 

These items, as I stated before, aggregate $479,000. After taking 
out the $300,000, which is in anticipation of the Army appropriation 
bill for next year, the additions only amount really to 8179000 on the 
part of the Senate. 

I make this very brief statement now, and shall be prepared to an- 
swer any questions that Senators may desire to ask upon the bill in 
so far as I am instructed by the committee. I hope the bill will be 
read now and the amendments acted upon as read, and those consid- 
ered as agreed to that are not Sa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read by the Secre- 
tary, and the amendments as they are reached will be acted upon. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was to insert after line 5: 


Senate: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay as follows: 

For salaries of persons employed in the service of the Senate, during the ses- 
sion“ only, $1,500. 

For twenty-seven clerks to committees, $8,100. 

For nineteen pages, $2,375. 

For furniture and repairs, to enable the Secretary of the Senate to comply with 
the requirements of the concurrent resolution of February 8, 1878, $2,000. 

To pay Thomas P. Clark for services as page of the Senate from the Ist day of 
December, 1877, to the 30th day of June, 1878, at $2.50 per day, $530; all of the 
above items being deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 1878. 

To pay S. H. Colbath the salary of a messenger of the Senato for the month of 
April, 1877, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, $118.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment was in line 63, in the appropriation for the 
officers of the House of Representatives, to strike out “John E. Travis” 
and insert “John A. Travis.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 75, 76, and 77, in the 
following words: 

Patent Office : 
Pad printing for the Patent Office, to be done at the Government Printing Office, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Department of the Interior: 

For printing and binding for the Department of the Interior, to be done at the 
Government ting Othce, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, $40,000. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think that should be amended. I hold in my band 
a letter from the Commissioner of Patents which throws a little light 
upon the subject. The committee changed the bill by striking out 
lines 75, 76, and 77 and appropriating $10,000 in gross for the print- 
ing and binding of the Interior Department, and then added certain 
specifications afterward for the Patent Office. I have here a letter 
from the Commissioner of Patents, peep. I suppose, the wishes 
of the Interior Department. I move to amend by adding at the end 
of line 82 the following proviso: 

Provided, That $30,000 thereof be for the ase of the Patent Office. 

Mr. BECK. Whatisthe purport of the amendment to the amend- 
ment ? 

Mr. BLAINE. That $30,000 of the $40,000 for the Interior Depart- 
ment be for the use of the Patent Office. Otherwise, the Commis- 
sioner of Patents thinks, there may be some embarrassment about 
continuing the monthly publication of the plans and specifications of 
patents that come in. 

Mr. BECK. Has the Senator from Maine the letter of the Com- 
missioner of Patents before him? ? s 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; and I will read that part of it which relates 
to this matter : 

By the change made by the Senate committee, giving $40,000 to the Interior De- 
pariment for it and all its Lahey the pro rata 8 onment for this ottice, which 
will probably be less than one-half the amount, will be insullicient for its wants. 

The estimate for $20,000 for this office alone, as passed by the House, was made 
after a very careful examination into the matter, and is as small a sum as will de- 
fray the necessary expenses for printing and binding for the Patent Ofico, to the 
30th of June next. 
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If this amount can be secured to this office by a proviso, that $30,000 shall be for 
its use, it will perhaps save us from some embarrassments. 

That comes to me officially from the Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. BECK. I supposed as we dealt with the Interior Department 
and as that is a bureau of that Department, it was more pee that 
the appropriation should be put under the control of the Interior De- 
partment. That was the view of the committee at the time the amend- 
ment was made as reported. Ido not see very well why there should 
be any embarrassment about it. 

Mr. SARGENT, I should like to 1 70550 of the Senator from Maine 
if he thinks there is any fear that the Interior Department would not 
properly distribute the amount? 

Mr. BLAINE. I have no doubt that the Commissioner of Patents 
writes in harmony with the Interior Department, although the Inte- 
rior Department under date of March 29 (to which the Senator from 
Kentucky probably refers; the letter came from the Acting Secretary, 
Mr. Bell) recommended the precise form of amendment that the com- 
mittee incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. We had better trust the Interior Department. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then, if it be the judgment of the Senator from 
Kentucky and the Senator from California, both members of the com- 
mittee, I will not insist upon my amendment, and will let it go in the 
form in which it came from the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
being withdrawn the question is on the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLAINE. It is only fair to state in connection with this mat- 
ter that the estimate last year for the expenditure in which this is to 
supply a deficiency was $230,080, and that the appropriation was only 
$125,000, leaving the estimate over a hundred thousand dollars short. 
This $40,000 of course will be a somewhat moderate supply for that 
deficiency, but if they think they can get along with it, it is all the 
better to keep them down as close as possible. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 83, after the word “ expenses,” to insert the words “ of the Pat- 
ent Office ;” so as to read: 

For contingent and miscellaneous expenses of the Patent Office, as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 109, to insert : 

Government Hospital for the Insane: 

For the support, clo , and medical and moral treatment of the insane of the 
Army, Navy, and Marine and revenue-cutter service, and of all persons who 
have become insane since their entrance into the mili or naval service of the 
United States and who are 5 and of the indigent e of the District of 
Columbia, in the Government or poe for the Insane, being a deficiency in the 
amount required for the support of the hospital for the fiscal year 1878, $9,583. 

ine general repairs and improvements, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Senator from Maine will place upon the 
record, if he does not read, the letter of the surgeon of that hospital. 
I think the Senate ought to have it in order to see how t the 
3 is made and that the information upon which we acted should 

own. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Kentucky makes a yy proper 
suggestion, because the superintendent of the Government ital 
for the Insane submitted to the committee a letter, which -I hold in 
my hand, and which is averyexhaustive proofof the absolute require- 
ments of this hospital. For the benefit of the other branch of Con- 
gress when this subject shall come up there, I ask that this letter may 
be inserted as part of my remarks. It is not n. to detain the 


Senate upon it further than to say that it makes an absolute case. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be inserted in the 
RECORD. 
The letter is as follows: 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE, 
Near Washington, D. C., March 25, 1878. 

Sm; I have the honor to submit herewith a brief statement of the needs of this 
hospital for a deficier 5 of 814.553 for the ex itures of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 18785 and to ask the favorable consideration of the same by 
your committee. Iam unable to = why this item was not attached to the mis- 

us deficiency bill (H. R. 3740) in the House committee. The matter had 

been brought to r notice, and I presume it was deferred for a later bill, but I 
submit that if the appropriation is needed at all it should be made at once to pre- 
vent serious embarrassment to the m. ent of the ital, and to enable much- 
needed improvements to be made during the present year. 

I shall be N ap) before the committee at ay time to offer any expla- 
panoa 5 ey needed, or to answer so far as I am able any question in regard 

the subj. c 

I need not add that it would give me pleasure to see the committee at the hos- 
pital, or any individual member of it, at any time, and to show them what we have 
and what we Sos and thus afford them an opportunity to see for themselves what 
are our actual and what the work is that we are striving to do. 

Should your committee honor us with a visit carriages be sent for them at 
any time that may be designated. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. W. GODDING, Superintendent. 


of Senate Committee on Appropriations. 


Deficiency appropriation asked for the Government Hospital for the Insane. 
The deficiency 98 asked for the hospital for the year ending June 30, 


Hon. WILLIAAx WINDOM, 
Chairman 


a is n ed as follows: 10 

or support and current expenses - $0,583 

For rad iad repairs and improvement. . - 5,000 
Briefly, the facts are these: the deficiency merely covers the difference between 

the appropriation and the original estimate. The estimate was a close one, and, in 


view of the largely increased number of patients, the actual deficiency in support 
would have been larger than it is but for the general fall in prices of most a the 
oe —.—.— —— in 1876 $150, d th ber of f 

a| ‘or sup n was „000, and the number of free pa- 
tients at the close of that year, on which the estimate for the fiscal year 8 
June 30, 1878, was based, was 710, and the estimate $154,583. It was then thought 
that the house wasas full as it could be, but reference to the last report will show 
that the number of free patients under treatment at the commencement of tho 
present fiscal year was On the Ist of March, 1878, it had risen to 760, or 50 
more than that on which the estimate was based. 

From the ap; on of $145,000 made by the last Congress for the support of 
the hospital for year ending Juno 30, 1878, there was expended during the 
3 ending September 30, $39,724.41; for the second quarter, ending December 

1, 1877, $38,753.54, or a total of $79,477.95 in the first six months, leaving 866,522.05, 
or, if the deficiency is appropriated, $76,105.05, to provide for the last six months of 


e year. 

In the crowded condition of our wards we have felt it our duty under the law 
governing admissions to decline to receive ind: pendent or pay ents, and, as far 
as it could be done without detriment or distress, to request the removal of those 
now under treatment whose friends were able to provide for them elsewhere. The 
number of this class has thus been considerably reduced. This, while it relieves 
i — to the extent of the number discharged, also diminishes the receipts 

or sup} 

Under apectal orders Nos. 140 and 216 from the War ent, all insane sol- 
diers under treatment in this hospital were discharged m service, and under 
General Order No. £8 of 1877, all soldiers hereafter sent to the hospital will bo dis- 


re 
been furnished from the Quartermaster’s 
pan This has now to be provided for out of the funds for the support of the 
tution, an annual e: of not less than $2,500. 
I am happy to say that receipts from the District of Columbia have somewhat 


exceeded the estimates, so that continuing at the present rate, they will at the end 
3300 o ESEO N $5,842, the sum estimated, being a gain of 


to the 3 

The prices of staple articles of consumption are also very low, so that, not- 
withstanding the constant increase of patients, the amount to be expended for 
2 not exceed that of the first half of the year. 

ut taking all the favoring circumstances into account the sum asked is cer- 
tainly needed, and with care and economy should be suficient to give a comforta- 
ble povan and care for the helpless class intrusted to our c! . 

The deficiency of $5,000 for the general repairs and improvements, though per- 
haps hardly sufficient to ee Fon F all that the best economy would suggest, is 
probably as much as Congress should appropriate for expenditure within the pres- 
ent fiscal year. 

A general detail of all the little repairs needed about a hospital from month to 
month is not meager = It is true economy in such an institution to allow nothing 
to get “run down.” ‘The item of painting alone becomes a very considerable one 
in a year’s time. The roof of the east needs extensive repairs; two wards 
req new floors; there is considerable orchard and boundary fence that it is 
n to rebuild on both the farms; there are ravines where retaining walls 
should be built to prevent destructive “ wash-outs ;" the wharf must be overhauled 
before we coal for another season. More inclosures are needed for cattlo, 
increased accommodation for swine, roadways built and mended ; in short, a little 
must be made to go a great way. 

No doubt many improvements should be left to better times; but, in view of the 
possible terrible calamity of fire, ean we afford to delay to another year placing a 
stand-pipe, with suitable hose and attachments, in every ward where insane per- 
sons are confined ? 

It seems to me that it is enough to have simply stated facts, and that the rea- 
sonable claims of this form of suffering humanity require no advocate. We have 
only asked what we belicve we need. 

Respectfully submitted, 


W. W. GODDING, Superintendent. 
The amendment was 


— 5 N to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
Iine 123, to insert: 

Freedmen's Hospital and Asylum: 


For rent of the buildings and gro occupied as the Freedmen’s Hospital and 
2 Teas In the Bi ot S being 2 e fer the fecal year 157% 


Mr. BECK. There is a written lease showing the occasion for that 
which is very short. 
ons B E. Iwillhave the letters on that matter inserted in the 

ORD. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that in all these matters where 
there are written papers it will save a great deal of trouble to put 
them into the RECORD. 

Mr. BLAINE. It will save trouble at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. SARGENT. It will save trouble in the conference committee 
also, because then the papers are readily referred to. 

Mr. ALLISON. It saves trouble everywhere. 

The letters are as follows: 3 5 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. O., March 23, 1878. 
Sir: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a letter from Rev. William 
University, relativo 


W. Patton, D. D., president of Howard vy to arrears of rent 
claimed to be due to the trustees of that institution for the buildings used as the 


the same. 
Very respectfully, 
peau h i va Committee A iati 
irman on Appropriations, 
- w United States Senate. 


C. SCHURZ, Secretary. 


WAsHnIxGTON, D. C., November 16, 1877. 
DEAR SIR: n:! ͤ v rent due 
from your Department to Howard Universit 
and poaa used for the Freedmen's Hos 
to a few sti 


num, which is not 4 
the extensive versity needs 
regularity, as even with its aid the income falls short of the expenditures for its 


tal’ (in addition 
e very moderate sum o $4,000 T an- 
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e- pr ag - t reduced scale of m ent compelled by the 
ingency of the times. 


declares hits 8 pay tho rent in 
to the fact that tho last e bill of Congress placed at his disposal 
i . Hois bec pamela fers the premises, fad pir gine only 


gress now in session. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours trul 


President of Howard University. 
Hon. Cant Scuunz, Secretary of the Interior. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 128, to insert: 


For the preparation of the fee of the geographical and geological survey of 
a 


the Rocky Mountain region, deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, $5,000. 
The amendment was d to. 
Mr. SARGENT. Before going to the next amendment I should not 


only like to have the papers in reference to these last two items ap- 
pear in the Recorp, but to request of the Senator having charge of 
the bill, if he will excuse my doing so, that in all instances he insert 
in the Recorp letters relating to the various items. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will do so, exactly as the Senator from California 
suggests. These amendments are to make up obvious deficiencies, of 
which the papers will be abundant proof. I hope there will be no 
objection to this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
papers relating to the different items being printed in the RECORD. 

he reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 132, to insert: 

0 on and publication of the cal sections, and 
3 9 . or che United States 8 
K of the Territories, £17,600 ; and for office rent, $2,400; in 

Mr. BLAINE. I submit for 
Professor neg Spang which exp 

The letter is as follows: b 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL AND 


GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEY OF THE TERRITORIES, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1878. 


ublication in the Recorp a letter of 
ns the amendment fully. 


SEL EDE on to request the insertion of the inclosed amendment in the 

deficiency bill II. R. No. 3740. 

In explanation of the amount embraced in this amendment, I beg to present the 

as gr t o the under charge bas received fi 
‘or tho past two years surv: m as no moncy for 

the ponent of the maps and ill praag mayi es reports, 

For the fiscal year en ing une 30, 1317, not only was the usual amount granted 
for this pu omitted, bat the regular estimate for field-work was reduced 
$15,000, making a reduction of $35,000 for that Pye 

For tho fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, the survey received only the usual 
amount tor feld exploration and other incidental 

In regard to the item for rent of oflice, I beg to refer you to a portion of a clause 
in an act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the apprupriations for 
the fisca! year ending June 1877, Ko., passed by the last Congress, which pro- 
hibits us from the use of an office unless specifically provided for by Congress, 
reading as follows: “And hereafter no contract be made for the rent of any 
building, or part of any building, to be used for the purposes of the Governmentin 
the District of Columbia until an acy adj therefor shall have been n ade in 
terms by Congress, and that this clause arded as notice to all contractors or 
lessors of any such building or any of building.” 

I do not ask this amount as a deficiency, but the condition of this work is such 
that, although the Government has not been placed under any obligations, yet all 
the moro important volumes and maps which are now in process of publication, 
being continuous, must be suspended without it. 

Hoping that the honorable Committee of 3 may look favorably on 
this request, I have the honor to remain your o t servant, 

Untied States Geologist. 

Hon. WILLIAM WINDOM, 

Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment o 
line 143, to insert: 


Mints and assay offices: 
Mint at Sen 2 California: for material and repairs, fuel, lights, chem- 
eee other miscellaneous expenses, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, 
ui 


Mint at Denver, Colorado: for wages of workmen, being a deficiency for the fis- 


d to. 
the Committee on Appropriations was, after 


gy oe 1 . City, Idaho Territ f of k fuel, cruci: 

ceai 0 : for wages of workmen, cruci- 
bles, chemicals, repa irn, and other miscellaneous — being a deficiency for 
the fiscal year 1878, $600. 


Mr. BLAINE. I shall insert in the RECORD in regard to these addi- 
tional appropriations for the mints a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which coversthe recommendation of the commit- 
tee very fully. 

The letters are as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 27, 1878. 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith, for the information of your commit- 
tee, copy of a letter addressed to the honorable chairman of the House Committee 
on Appro 3 with copy of a letter from the Director of the Mint, 

laining the n ity for additional appropriations for the mint at San Fran 


ne priations, t 
=< California, mint at Denver, Colorado, and the assay oflice at Boisé City, 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. 1 aa W pon. N at 
thairman Committee on \ppropriations, 
United States 


ViIlI——154 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 27, 


mre. 
Sm: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith, for the consideration of your com- 
T „ 
the n ty for providing for additional appropriations for the er of the 
current year, as follows: 


Contingent mint at San Francisco ——— — 815, 000 
Wages of workmen, mint at Denver 
Wages and incidental expenses, assay office, Boisé City 
These appropriations are required to properly carry on the work at the mints 
and the assay office mentioned, and I have therefore to recommend the same to the 
favorable action of Congress. 
Seer JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, : ` 


Chairman Committee on n ` 
ouse of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. O., March 26, 1878. 
Sin: I have the honor to state that the appropriation for contingent expenses of 
the mint of the United States at San Francisco, for the current fiscal is near} 
exhausted, and that in order to continue the of gold, which mint 
be called upon to execute du: the balance of this fiscal „and to make such 


der eee absolutely pecessary at the annual settlement 3 
foot rr RRR naan ot FIS Oe De PR Spee 
mint. 
For your information I would state that during the first eight months of the cur- 
rent fiscal year the coinage of the San Francisco mint was: 


rto January 1 bas been 
in at the close of the cur- 


report that in order to continue operations at the mint of the 
United States at Denver, for the balance of the current fiscal year, it will be neces- 
sary to procure an a on ef $2,000 for wages of workmen. 

The assay office at é City, Idaho, ceased operations on the 1st of 
the appropriation for wages and incidental expenses for the year being 
I have to recommend that an appropriation of $600 be procured for wages and 
incidental expenses at that office for the balance of this fiscal year, in order that the 
same may be reopened for business. 

Very respectfully, 
Hon. JONN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was a d to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 156, to insert: 

a eaa IoAN SNE tan talks 

or re n or and continuance 0 

Back light-station, entrance to — — Harbor, New Hampshire, $15,000. 

Mr. BLAINE. I submit letters on this amendment. 

The letters are as follows: 


H. R. LINDERMAN, Director. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor to inclose ee the information of your commit- 
tee, copy of a letter addressed to the honorable chairman of the Honse Committee 
on Appropriations, together with copy of a letter from the naval of the 
Light-House Board, in regard to the necessity for an appropriation of $15,000 for 
Pe at Whale's a ht-station, New Hampshire. 
mati 4 JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary, 
Hon. N ron WIxpon 


airman Committee on 5 


Tp TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. O., March 30, 1878. 
Sm: I bave the honor to forward berewith, for the consideration of com- 
DATA te TOA te the notenaty fox an SPODNE CEPIN tor CEED at 
„in! o the n or an aj at 
Whale’s Back light-station, Now York, sai ee 
It will be seen from the inclosed statement that the pier on which the light- 
house tower stands bas been much injured by the severe storms of the past winter, 
eh rat i 3 us the bi agg in the 8 Saportas aia to 
naviga‘ion, it is absolutely n t immediate extensive repairs 
be 2 to the pier — which it stands. 
ery respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, 


Chairman Committee on A iations, 
Hou pe R tati 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE Licut-House BOARD, 
Washington, March 22, 1878 
Sm: I have the honor to state that the fog-signal at Whale's Back, entrance to 
Portsmouth Harbor, New Hampe ire, is placed in the old tower at the Whale’s 
Back light-station. 
This towcr stands on a circular stone pier which has been so much injured by the 
sea during the severe storms of the past winter that it has become unsafe to such 


an extent that the keepers dare not venture into it during heav 2 
This fog-signal is an important aid to navigation, and ete maintain it in 
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its present position it is absolutely necessary that immediate and extensive repairs 
ort in choral . nested that Congress be asked to appropriate the 
t ereforo re a 
sum of $15,000 for making cosh repairs and renovations as are necessary for the 
satety and continuance of the fog-signal at the Whale’s Back light-station, entrance 
to 5 3 New Hampshire. 
ery respect ’ 
3 x J. G. WALKER, 
Naval Secretary. 

The honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed till the following paragraph, 
from lines 174 to 177, was reached : 
Internal revenue.—For salaries, and fees of storek: ts, sur- 
veyors, gaugers, and —— 840,000. 9 


Mr. BECK. In regard to that item, there was a partial discussion 
of it in committee, the Senator from Maine will remember. The 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue insisted that he required $150,000. 
The House had some doubt as to whether an item in another bill was 
not for the same thing. No very definite opinion having been arrived 
at, I would suggest as the House proposes to send over other deficiency 
bills and as the Commissioner has suggested that there is no imme- 
diate hurry for this particular item, this clause perhaps had better 
be stricken out of this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I think not. 

Mr. BECK. In order that it may be considered more fully by the 
House when another deficiency comes up there. 

Mr. SARGENT. Will that be time? It is certainly a very neces- 
sary expenditure. 

Mr. BLAINE. Either that should be done, or what I think is better 
would be to increase the amount of the appropriation. The Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, when he finally met our committee, as 
the Senator from Kentucky will remember, wished this sum increased 
to $150,000, which he thinks he absolutely requires. If we should do 
that it would be left to the consideration of the other branch, and 
finally to a conference, That would get the subject at all events on 
the way between the two Houses, and if there be any error, as the 
House thinks there may have been some little duplication of recom- 
mendations, and if the same sum has been included first in one bill 
and then in another, it can be corrected. The Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, as the Senator from Kentucky will remember, was 
very closely inte ted upon that point in order that we might 
avoid making a duplicate . for the same amg He then 
explained to us that in order to thorough] the interests of 
the revenue in the matter of the distilleries he needed for the pay of 

5 and other officers overlooking and supervising them at least 
515 „000. Lagree with the Senator from Kentucky that there is a 
little confusion between the two Houses and between the two bills, 
but I think the better way to remedy it for the efficiency of the serv- 
ico would be the way I suggest. 

Mr. BECK. There is no real difficul The items were entirely 
distinct, the item in the other bill for $40,000 being for the collectors 
and their assistants, and this item being for storekeepers, 
surveyors, &c. There is a confusion of mind simply among mem- 
bers of the House in regard to it. I think perhaps it would be better 
to strike the clause from this bill and leave it until another deficienc 
bill comes up in the House, when the difficulty will be removed. 
Over this item the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has no control. 
He is reqnired by law wherever a distillery is established to furnish 
a gauger and a storekeeper, and their salary is fixed bylaw. There- 
fore he is compelled to furnish those offi for upon his failure to 
do so the distillery cannot be started and the Government gets no 
revenue. There is no doubt as tothe importance of this item and no 
doubt of its being absolutely distinct from the other, the Commis- 
sioner having control over the other, and not over this. I thought 
perbaps some confusion might be avoided by striking it out, as we are 
assured that other deficiency bills are coming in. 

Mr. DORSEY. I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Kentucky. I su t that the word “agents,” in line 176, bestricken 
out. That would give the conference committee control of the matter, 
and when the question comes up in conference, as the Senator very 
well understands, the conference committee will be able to arrange 
it as it may be thought best to do. I make that motion. 

Mr. BECK. All 1 care about is that the matter may be kept open 
in some way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to make a suggestion to my friends, I 
think tke best way to secure jurisdiction on the question and have 
it thoroughly before the House would be to either increase or dimin- 
ish this appropriation. I think the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue very distin rhs Snape that he required more than this sum for 
this year. As has been truly stated by the Senator from Kentucky, 
these appropriations are wholly without his control. He has notice 
that a new distillery is to come into operation. A storekeeper must 
be provided under the law, a gauger must be provided, and a survey 
of the distillery must be made. These are expenditures that must 
go on with appropriations or without appropriations.. Therefore I 
think the best way is to increase this appropriation, and I am sure 
no harm will be done thereby. 0 

Mr. DORSEY. There is no question whatever that this appropria- 


tion has got to be made either upon this bill or upon the next deficiency 
DaN Upon that question I believe there is no difference between the 
ouses, 


Mr. ALLISON. May I make a suggestion to the Senator? I sug- 
gest to him that instead of the amendment which he proposes he 
move to insert “one hundred! instead of “ forty” before “thousand ;” 
so as to make the appropriation $100,000. 

Mr. BECK. That would do. That would bring the matter up be- 
tween the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that amendment. I move in line 177 to 
strike out “forty” and insert ‘one hundred ;” so as to read: 

For salari d f 
2 es, expenses, 2 0560 o storekeepers, agents, surveyors, gaugers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 177, to insert: 

For incurred in ob 
x yer repel —— o rung 98 and information of real estate ac- 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 223, to insert : 

To complete the work of adapting th ds in the M. $l 
dos done 555 eee f e tho Ualted Sis s 

of pal and grounds, acco: g to 
the plans of the United States 
— plans o oar raga cose nr ee e ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on line 241, to increase the appropriation 
“for fertilizers, materials, and labor on the Capitol grounds during 
the present fiscal yN from $9,000 to 820,000. 


Mr. BLAINE. is in pursuance of a unanimous vote of the 
Senate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 280, to insert: 


Subsistence : 
That the sum of 8300, 000, or so much thereof as may be necess: 
3 and may be applied by the Commissery-Gens 
pea day of Joly, 878, to the purchase of subsistence supplies intended 


Arm 
from 

Mr. BLAINE. That is the amendment to which I referred as con- 
stituting a little more than two-thirds of all the additions which the 
committee have recommended to the bill. The Commissary-General 
says: 

ho all: t that 
I, wever, 8 S forthe an appropriation of $300,000 on account of 


y. P iv the next fiscal year. And this appropriation is hereby made available 


f year commencing July 1, 1878, bo mado at 
as early a date as for the purchase of supplies required for remote 
FVV S 

y- 


The amendment is solely in the interest of economy, and there is to 
be a deduction to that amount in the regular Army bill. I hope there 
will be no objection to it. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 290, to insert: 
th of water and width of channel secured and maintained 
8 by James B. Eads, at the South Pass of . eee River, 


© work, 
le times of other payments, 
portant facts relating to 


g 
the FT... Papectgantianepanien were ency with 
which th said jetties and auxiliary works are being construc $7,500. i 

The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was, after line 301, to insert: 

For printing eee the War ent, to be done at the Government 
Printing Office, being a deficiency for the year 1878, $18,000. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he has 
not a letter from the Secretary of War on this point ? 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Rhode Island asks me if there 
was not a letter from the Secretary of War before the committee. 
There was. I have it here. The Secretary of War asked that $25,000 
be appropriated. The committee went very carefully over all the 
estimates which were submitted by the Secre from the various 
bureaus of the Department and came to the conclusion that $18,000 
would cover the probable necessities of the service from now until 
the end of the fiscal year. That was I think the general conclusion 
of the committee and I have no doubt that amount will be found to 
be sufficient. I think this will be found to be an adequate appropri- 
ation. f 

Mr. SARGENT. I suggest that the letter go into the RECORD. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That is what I meant to suggest. 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, I will see that it goes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will go in. 

The communications are as follows: 

Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 23, 1878, 


Sin: In connection with my letter of the 18th instant to the President of the Sen- 
ate, in regard to the 3 binding for this Department and asking an addi- 


needed by this office for printing and 
binding; so that the amount asked for in my letter of the 18th instant, above re- 
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ferred to, ($25,000,) will not be more than enough to pay for work actually required 


eee. the remainder of the present rg he 
, your obedient servan 
2 z GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. H. B. ANTHONY, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 


[From War Department.] 
‘WASHINGTON, March 28, 1878. 
To Hon. WIH WINDOM, United States Senate: 
ane pak ee for —.— printing 1 6 3 
asked an onal a ion oi 000 to carry war iceman ugh the 
remainder of the recent hecal year. The public service be much obstructed 


if this appropriation is not soon made. 
GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary 


of War. 
Public Printer states that but $12,604.51 of the $72,000 allowed for War Depart- 
ment printing remains on hand February 13, 1878; that he has on his beoks unfin- 
ished work enough to exhaust this amount. 
Judge-Advocate-General that it will not be necessary to make 
any more requisitions during this fiscal year. 
A . that blanks will be required during the fiscal 
Sal year COBTIN GZ. ~ owe - 62 ae ee se cement ree mse new ewe ence neneenenes 
Printin 4 general — — court-martial orders, average from Feb- 
ruary 1 to June 30, 


$223 24 


2, 880 00 
18 30 


Tho following work is under way at Government Printing Office and 
considered not only necessary but essential: 10,000 Army Registers, 
14706 registers unbound,) $2,025.85; 300 registers bound, $5 — 

2,000 statements clo accounts for Second Auditor; 500 cir- 
cl letters ; 250 certificates for officers in lieu of discharge, (Amount 
unknown.) 

Commissary-General ae that the cost of the last eight months for 
printing and binding 


be propo 0 
ht m f. c., $1,400, being $2,511.54 less than 
fever for all of which should be allowed, 
to enable de the bodks and blanks necessary for 
a proper performance of the duties of the Subsistence De ent.. 
Paymaster-General reports thatin addition to three requisitions not 
et filled, that office will require for the current fiscal year, 20,000 of 
3, officers’ pay accounts, and 5,000 of form 5, jot ipi final ac- 

counts. These b are in 


2, 558 75 


3,911 54 


5 
. reports the following unfilled requisitions now in 
ter’s š 
100% lists of abbreviations of titles, & 


The above work is all necessary for the use of the office. There are 
besides 4, 000 volumes that should be bound for the library. 
ter- General submits an estimate for printing and binding 
for that office for present fiscal year 
Chief Engineer submits deficiency estimate 
and that $1, 000 on books of printer for estimate of unfinished work 
may be diverted from req 
t 


never makes A kop haig for anything unless really needed, 


binding for this fiscal year. 
Chief of Ordnance requests that $1,000 bo set aside from unfinished 


18, 250 23 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, examination showed that this 
amount was necessary for blanks to carry on the service. I am not 
entirely satisfied myself that the appropriation has not been made 
deficient partly by printing expensive books or something of that 
kind heretofore. Iam not sure that that was not the case. I do not 
object to this appropriation being made, but it seems to me it is hardly 
Jost to Congress, after appropriating an amount for the printing of a 

epartment, that a large portion of it should be used for the printin 
of expensive books and then finally for them to come in and ple 
for more money to print blanks which are necessary for the Depart- 
meut. I do not know but that it might be well to admonish the De- 
parnega that they should attend to the working business of the 

partment first and to printing books afterward. 

Mr. BLAINE. There is nothing in this amendment about books. 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; nothing at all. This is simply for print- 
ing Blas. and therefore I do not object to it. 

r. BLAINE. These blanks are very numerous and are of the 
form known among printers as rule-and-figure work, and the expense 
is greater probably on that account. 

The amendment was a to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 305, to insert: 

To pay the current expenses of the Des Moines Rapids Canal on the 
Upper Mississippi River until July 1, 1 $7,500, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. SARGENT. This is the first appropriation of the kind for this 
work, I think. The Senate will understand that it is an appropria- 
tion to pay the persons who work the locks, &c., of this canal, which 
is for the benefit of commerce. I assented toit in committee and I 
do not intend to vote against it, because, as I said the other day in 
discussing another bill where I thought a different rule was applied, 
I am in favor of extending facilities to commerce as being for the 
interest of the whole country, and not merely the interest of a 


section. But I ask the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to explain 
whether my impressions in reference to this are correct; that is, 
whether the appropriation is for the working expenses of this canal, 
which by the original legislation was declared to be free and open to 
commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, that is the object of this appro- 
priation, and it is an essential object. There are three of these locks. 
This is a very expensive and valuable work. All the commerce of 
the Upper Mississippi passes now through this canal; it is found to 
be of very great service tocommerce. The 7 act appropriating 
money for this improvement provides that it shall forever remain free 
from tolls or other ch Therefore, inasmuch as this work must 
be maintained and these locks must be opened, and openen by skill- 
ful hands, it is necessary that a small appropriation should be made 
from year to year for the purpose. 

Mr. WHYTE. May I ask the Senator how has it been operated 
heretofore 7 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been operated chiefly on credit. The canal 
was fee pene I believe in August last year, but the work was not com- 
pleted, and the engineer in charge and many of the men still working 
upon the canal were diverted to the purposes of operating it. But 
of course that was only temporarily. That lasted during the fall of 
last year. The canal I believe was opened about the 20th of Au 
or probably the Ist of September. It was operated in that way from 
September until the close of the canal in December. Now the canal 
is again open and of course this work must goon. It is thought that 
this sum will be required to operate the canal until the Ist of July. 
I will say to my friend from Maryland that the Committee on Com- 
merce in the other House have provided for it for next year, if I may 
be 1 to refer to that question. At least I will say that if he 
will examine the bill on our tables reported from the Committee on 
Commerce of the House he will find that there are $40,000 appropri- 
ated in that bill for this purpose during the next fiscal year. Ofcourse 
this commerce that passes through the canal cannot be taxed for this 
purpose; It is too small a sum ever to collect revenue for, and there- 

‘ore the cheapest and best way for the Governmentis to operate the 
canal in the mode pro by this amendment. 

Mr. BLAINE. This amendment was pressed upon the committee 
from commercial interests on the Lower Mississippi, or at least from 
much below Iowa. It came from an interest which might be termed 
the Saint Lonis interest, a large interest, interested in the free naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
after line 337, in the appropriation for the Navy Department, to insert: 


Marine cope 
sian 5 or the Marine Corps, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1877, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, this amendment ought to be adopted, 
but the Senate ought to understand when it is adopted what the facts 
are. Wesent for Major Slack, the quartermaster of the Marine Corps, 
and he assured the committee that he had but $75,000 given him for 
the current fiscal year, of which he had spent $60,000, and that he 
had entered into written contracts with other persons for $14,200, all 
of which were regular and the supplies were furnished. He onght to 
have had $15,000 in addition to the $60,000 he had already expended, 
but he found that by order of his superior, whether the former Secre- 
tary of the Navy or not I do not know, $15,000 had been diverted in 
some other way, so that it could not be made available. While the 
deficiency does in fact exist, there were some irregularities somewhere 
which the committee were neither able nor inclined to investigate 
fully. Those matters are being looked into elsewhere. There is in 
fact a deficiency where there would have been no deficiency but for 
the misappropriation of this $15,000. I thought it proper to let the 
Senate know the fact. 

The amendment was grees, to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 341, to insert: 

To the ses of observations of the solar eclipse of July, 1 000 ; 
this fa bes be available until the completion of the wick 0 _ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was after line 346, to insert: 

Post-Office Department: 

To pay the New Brunswick and Canada Railroad Company for transporting the 
mails between boundary line, Saint Stephen's, and McAdam Junction, from No- 
vember 1, 1871 to June 30. 1873, $1,935.73; from July 1, 1872, to June 30, 1873, $4,000; 
from July 1, 1873, to June 30, 1874, $4,000; from Taly i. 1874, to December 31, 1874, 
$2,000; in all, $11,935.73. 

Mr. BLAINE, I desire to put in a letter from the Post-Office De- 
partment in regard to this item. It is for arailroad that lies entirely 
outside of the United States, and has some comity of nations involved 
in it as well as an actual and bona fide debt. I will have the RECORD 
print the letter from the Post-Office Department. 
hen PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be printed in the 

CORD. 


The letter is as follows: 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECOND ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERA! 


L, 
Washington, D. O., April 1, 1878. 

Sin: In reply to your verbal inquiry of this morning, I beg leave to state that 

ves! ots g portation of mails 


sites 0 OO Eh investigation ot 5 oe touching the trans 
by the New k and Canada Railroad Com 


pany, between the 
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Line A. Houlton, Maine) and McAdam Junction, and between Saint Stephen 
and McAdam Junction, the foltow synopsis of the facts was made: The De- 
333 authorized the n of mails between McAdam Junction and 

oulton from March 1, 1872, by letter of February 16, 1872. The tion of 
mails was authorized between Calais and McAdam Junction from November 1, 
1871, by letter of November 4, 1871. The letters of the Department referred to 
express that the service isto be paid for under the treaty of 1851, which provided 
that certain mails should be paid for one-half by this country and the other by the 
Canadian government. The provisions of the treaty in question have been decided 
not to have been applicable to this service. The — pees government assumed 
the service under the present treaty on the Ist January, 1475, and writes under 
date of August 23, 1877, that no payment had been made for service prior to Janu- 
ary 1, 1875. The then Postmaster-General, Hon. John A. J. Creswell, iu a letter dated 
April 10, 1877, states that the service herein referred to was ordered by him. The 
company is therefore entitled to compensation for the service so rendered.” And 
on the 12th September, 1877, the following order was issued: “ Refer to the aud- 
itor to pay the New Brunswick and Railroad Company for service between 
Boundary Line (near Houlton) and McAdam Junction from Xtareh 1, 1872, to De- 
cember 31, 1574, at the rate of $2,200 per annum, being $50 per mile for forty-four 
miles. And also for service between Saint Stephen and McAdam Junction from 
November 1, 1871, to December 31, 1874, at the rate of $1,800 per annum, being 850 
per mile for thirty-six miles." 

The $11,935.73 necessary to be appropriated for the New Brunswick and Canada 
Railroad Company, as reported in the statement accompanying the letter of the 
honorable Secretary of the Treasury, addressed to the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives under date of February 6, 1878, is required to meet this obligation. 
Very respectfully, &c., 


THOS J. BRADY, 
Second Assistant Postmaster- 


Hon. James G. BLAINE, 
Senate United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, This completes the amendments re- 

rted from the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. BLAINE. Under the head of “ Senate,” if the Secretary will 
turn to line 25, I ought to have moved an amendment to cover items 
for some small bills that are absolutely necessary to be paid, for which 
there is no appropriation, I move to insert after line 25: 

Furniture and repairs, for the fiscal year, 1877, $224.31. 

Miscellaneous items for the fiscal year, 1877, $45. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following amendment, which I gave 
notice of and had referred to the Committee on Appropriations, to 
come in after line 345: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to print a set of watch and station bills at 
the Government Printing Office, $950. 

Mr. BLAINE. I quite agree with the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing that that ought to be inserted. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will send up a letter from the Secretary of the 


Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be printed in the 
RECORD unless it be desired to be read now. 

The letter is as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 5, 1878. 

Sm: Under instructions of the Department a set of watch and station bills 
adapted to all classes of vessels of the Navy have been prepared, and should be 
printed. The work has been long needed and will be of great benefit to the Navy, 
and should be published as soon us practicable, as the officer who has been en 
in its e and should revise its publication, is liable to be ordered away 
atany moment. The appropriation for this Department for . binding 
which was not safSiciont, is so near exhausted that it will not bear the e: 0 
printing the bills, which is estimated at 8950, and I have therefore the honor to 


suggest and recommend an appropriation of this sum for the purpose. Three hun- 
dred copies of the bills are consi: necessary. 
ery respectfully, 


R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. H. B. ANTHONY, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOWE. I move the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of the bill. 


To repay to the Smithsonian Institution expenses incurred in the transportation 
of public 8 under the joint resolution approved July 25, 1868, $1,781. 


Mr. BECK. I should like to have some explanation of that. 

Mr. HOWE. I send to the desk a letter from the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution which will explain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
Washi: D. C., March 13, 1878. 
Sm: Ihave the honor, in behalf of the Smithsonian Institution, to inform you 
that bills have been sent to the Librarian of the Con Library amounting to 
81.751 for expenses incurred by the institution in transmitting the public documents 
of the United States known as international exchanges and receiving returns forthe 
same, &c. As these documents have been distributed through the agency of the 
Smithsonian Institution, in accordance with the act af Congress approved J aly 
186s, (joint resolution,) and as the amount expended therefor bas been taken from 
the interest on the Smithson fund for the operation of the institution, we beg leave 
to request that it be refunded at as early a day as is practicable, and to this end 
that Si the will eee the amount 5 the deficiency appropriation bill. 
ve the honor to be, very ly yours, JOSEPH v. 
Secretary Smithsonian Institution. 

CHAIRMAN of the Joint Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ishould like still to inquire what documents these 
are. Are they the ordinary public documents or are they documents 
printed by the Smithsonian Institution ? 

Mr. HOWE. Our documents, which under resolution 68 we print 
fifty copies of for the purpose of exchanging for like documents issued 


by other governments. These exchanges are made through the Smith- 
sonian Institution because by availing ourselves of their services the 
work is done without additional cost of sea transportation. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is the amendment reported from the Committee 
on the Library? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. DORSEY. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 120: 

District of Columbia : 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and directed to advance to the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia $75,000 for the support of the public 
schools of the District, to be available immediately; and said commissioners sh all 
refund the amount so advanced out of any revenues of the District for the current 
fiscal year not required for its actual expenses. 


Mr. BECK. Will not a point of order apply to that? That is not 
a deficiency. 

Mr. DORSEY. The matter was before the Committee on Appro- 
priations and at my suggestion it was referred informally to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. I have consulted every member 
of the Committee on the District and I believe it is their unanimous 
opinion that this appropriation ought to be made. If it is not made 
the schools will have to close within the next week or ten days. I 
am sorry to say that this District is always behind abont one-quarter 
in its appropriations. They have to anticipate everything. The 
fund for maintaining the schools is now exhausted. Last year we 
advanced $75,000 about this time, and that, of course, had to come 
out of the taxes raised afterward. They are now again 875, 000 short. 

Mr. BECK. The objection I have to this item is that it is not a 
deficiency in any proper sense of the term. It may be a gratuity; it 
may be a moral obligation; it may be something that we ought to 
do; buta 0 ill which the House thought to be of sufficient 
importance to send here immediately, even in advance of the ordinary 
deficiency bill, I do not think ought to be incumbered with it. 

_Mr. BLAINE. There is no doubt it is to supply a very great defi- 
ciency. 

Mr. DORSEY. I thinkif the Senator from Kentucky will hear the 
letters I have he will withdraw his objection. I have a letter from 
the school board which I send to the Clerk to be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Arkansas whether the 
$75,000 loaned last year has not been repaid? 

Mr. DORSEY. Certainly it has been. 

Mr. MORRILL. And it is only proposed now to borrow this and 
have it repaid in the same manner? 

Mr. DORSEY. That is it. It is simply an advance. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia tell the Senate whether, if the Government should put 
the District on its feet by makin si this quarter—the Senalor says 
they are about a quarter behind all the time—they could keep up 
even; how long would it be before they would be behind again 

Mr. DORSEY. I could answer that question probably if I had the 
disbursement of the money of the District, but unfortunately I have 
not control of its finances. The truth is that under the law of Jane, 
1874, all the money of the District is kept in the Treasury of the 
United States; whenever any tax is collected or anything else is re- 
ceived, it is paid into the Treasury; whenever the District uses money 
it draws it out of the Treasury, and sometimes the account is largely 
overdrawn, and sometimes the District has a balance there. The fact 
is it is simply a bank account between the District and the General 
Government. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have no doubt the Senator from Kentucky is en- 
tirely correct in saying that this has none of the features of a proper 
deficiency. It is a gratuity, or an accommodation, or a kindness at 
the hands of Congress, and on that ground I am very ready to vote 
for it. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a loan. 

Mr. BLAINE. You may call it a loan; but the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is quite right in saying that it does not have a proper recog- 
nition as a deficiency except as the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
DAWES] suggests to me itis a deficiency in the funds of the District 
of Columbia, not in the appropriations of Congress. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator from Maine that I do 
not understand it as a gratuity even. But I want to know whether 
there is a necessity for it. So far as we have information here, we 
have no information as to the necessity for it except what a Senator 
states. 

Mr. BLAINE. On that point there is no und for doubt what- 
ever that the schools are in urgent need; they are in articulo mortis 
just now, and they can hardly run a fortnight. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. So far as I am concerned, if that condition of 
affairs has been brought about by the improvident action of those 
having control of the schools, I should not feel that there was any 
obligation on me to help take money out of the public Treasury to 
pay for their dereliction of duty. If they have expended extrava- 
gantly the money provided for that purpose, it is no reason that they 
should come here and ask that a deficiency be made good. I want 
information on that point. 

Mr. DORSEY. I think I can give the information desired. Instead 
of the school board being extravagant in the expenditure of money 
this year, they have actually expended less money than they did last 


1878. 
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“pepe Yin the increase of pupils has been over two thousand—I 
in 


think upward of 10 or 11 percent. There has been an actual decrease 
in the expenditures. I send to the desk a letter from the president 
of the school board; if the Clerk will be kind enough to read it it 
will give some information on this point 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

Mr. KERNAN. One moment: I desire to inquire how much they 
have expended for schools during the past year! 

Mr. DORSEY. That question I cannot answer. 

Mr. KERNAN. About how much ? 

Mr. DORSEY. By turning to the letter, I can answer. 

Mr. SARGENT and others. Let the letter be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: i 
WasurxcTox, D. C., March 23, 1878. 

GENTLEMEN: I desire to call your attention to the fact communicated in the report 
of the school trustees in November last, that the public schools must be closed in 
April, two months before the regular time, unless further means shall be provided 
for their support. 

it will be remembered that no more money out of District revenues has been set 
apart for the support of the public schools this year than there was last year, and 
last year Congress app $75,000. A like amount will answer the pu 
this year. notwithstanding the increased atten (about two thousand) of the 
pupils; that is, the expenditures for the support of the public schools have not in- 
creased over the expenditures last year, while the number of pupils in attendance 
has increased about two thousand. This result has been brought about by the 
ee A in salaries of teachers and in other expenses of the schools, made 

t Au t. 

M object in this communication is to suggest that Congress should be asked to 
consider, at the present time, our request for $75,000 to continue the schools the 
remainder of the current year, as otherwise they must soon be closed, which would 
bea — misfortune. 

vanes * W. W. CURTIS, 


President Board of Trustees of Public Schools District of Columbia. 
Hon. COMMISSIONERS OF District or COLUMBIA. 
Correct copy. 
H. C. TILLMAN, 
Olerk Commissioners District of Columbig. 
Manon 30, 1878. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Now I will inquire of the Senator who offered 
the amendment what specific amount of money was rid aera for 
the support of schools? I understand him to say that all the District 
taxes and appropriations are paid into the United States Treasury as 
a common fund. I want to inquire whether for the various purposes 
of this District everybody o with any duty toward the Dis- 
trict draws from that fund, or whether there is a specific amount 
spproptiated to the school fund and other matters in reference to the 

istrict. 

Mr. DORSEY. My understanding is that the District commission- 
ers apportion the amount to be by the school board for the pur- 
poses of schools. That amount, as it appears from their report, for 
the last 2 was 8335, 000. 

Mr. KERNAN. Does that inelude the 875,000 additional? 

Mr. DORSEY. That includes the $75,000 which we appropriated 
last year, and which has been paid back. It does not include the 
$75,000 now asked. The District commissioners in their annual re- 
port say, referring to the school board: 

We commend also their recommendation for an appropriation by Congress of 
$75,000 to enable them to continue the schools until the regular close of the school 
year. The amount which the commissioners can set apart for the use of the 
schools during the present year from the District treasury will, unaided by con- 

ional appropriation, compel the closing of the schools not later than the 1st of 
ay, about two months earlier than their closing period. Congress atits 
last session made an appropriation of $75,000 for a like purpose. 

The commissioners of the District have sent me the following com- 
munication ; 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 30, 1878. 

Sm: I am instructed to send you the inclosed copy of a communication to the 
District Committee of the House, relating to an appropriation of $75,000 to enable 
the public schools to continue open the current public school year, to which the 
commissioners will thank you to call the attention of your committee. 


Very respectfally, 
Te. $ WILLIAM TINDALL, Secretary. 
Hon. S. W. DORSEY, 
Chairman Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 


OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, March 26, 1878. 

Dran Sit: We have the honor to call the attention of yourself and committee to 
the accom ving copy of a communication from the president of the board of 
trustees of public schools of the District, and renew the recommendation we made 
in our last annual report, for the re, meinen) of $75,000 asked for in the said com- 
munication, It will bea misfortune if the schools shall have to be closed 
before the end of the eee year. 

Very respectfully, 


W. DENNISON, 
S. L. PHELPS, 
THOS. B. BRT AN. 
‘ Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon, A. S. W. 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. BECK. Itap to me that the facts developed make it very 
tf ge that this is not in any ae sense a deficiency and that 
© commissioners of the District have so arranged the amount to be 
appropriated for the school fund as to make this $75,000 again a do- 
nation or loan, and that it ought to come up as a separate measure 
and be submitted, after a thorough investigation of all the facts, to 


the Senate as e for them to consider; but it is not proper, 
in a bill which been sent forward in advance of the regular defi- 
ciency bill by the House of Representatives, to propose to put this 
pity to the District school fund. It is a place where it ought not 
to 


Mr. SARGENT. This proposition was before the Committee on 
Appropriations and was discussed at considerable length; but there 
being another committee, that on the District of Columbia, whose 
opinion we desired upon it, the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, who is a member of the Committee on appro: 
3 was requested to consult his committee about it; and he 

as done so, and we have the results. 

I agree with the Senator from Kentucky that this is not a deficienc: 
in the expenditures of the Government of the United States; but it 
stands upon a principle that I think is quite correct. The fact in refer- 
ence to the schools of this District is that they are largely filled with the 
children of employés of the Government. The Government makes no 
appropriation whatever, unless it may be this loan which is repaid and 
which has been made occasionally and has been regularly repaid by 
the District out of the first revenues collected afterward. The Gov- 
ernment makes no appropriation for the support of these schools; and 
yet those who might be considered transient residents fill up the 
schools and that accounts for the large amount of the increased at- 
tendance this year. It is a fact, I am told, that members of Congress 
send their children to these schools, send them freely, send them for 
months during the year. They are publie schools ; they are excellent 
schools under good discipline and are very efficient, and unquestion- 
ably there are, I may say, hundreds of members of Congress and 
persons connected with Congress, residing here only during the ses- 
sions, who send their children to these schools. 

Weare rather harsh, I think, to the District 1 pe & The Thurman 
bill, introduced some yearsago and by both Houses, followed out 
the suggestions of the report made by that able Senator, that Con 
ought to appropriate a sum—I think the sum named was $1,200, 
as its share of the ordinary expenses of the District, in consideration 
that it owns between 40 and 50 per cent. of all the property in the 
District. 8 being convinced, did make that appropriation 
then, but the following year, the circumstances having Samat by, the 
eloquence of the Senator being forgotten, and the motives of the com- 
mittee which reported the bill being overlooked, the amount was cut 
down one-half, and finally disappeared from the regular appropriation 
bills. The result is now that, as to the fire department, we hardly 
pay a percentage of the amount of insurance we should have to pay 
for the security it gives to our property. Wepay a little toward the 
Metropolitan police, I think one-half, which guards everything about 
the city. With the exception of a scattering dollar or two of that 
kind, we make no appropriation to help along the District. It seems 
to me that when they simply come in and ask us to make them the 
loan of this amount to begin the next fiscal goar with, we shall not 
be doing any great hardship to the Treasury by granting the request, 
while by doing it we may likely avert what is a calamity in any com- 
munity, the entire suspension of public schools during several months 
of the year; and that is FERRAN the case in a city like this. For 
that reason I am willing, for one, to overlook the technical objection 
that this is not strictly a deficiency of the Government. There is no 
reason why we ought to limit our power of putting it on this bill if 
we are convinced for other reasons that it ought to go there. 

Mr. WINDOM. I agree with the Senator trom Kentucky and the 
Senator from California that this is not technically a deficiency, but 
there are several 1 2 8 5 end in the bill which are not deficiencies. 
For instance, the $300,000 for supplies for the Army for the next year 
can bein nosense a deficiency, an yes nobody has objected to placing 
it on this bill upon that ground. hope that the amendment pro- 

by the Senator from Arkansas may be adopted. I do not regard 
it as a gratuity. I believe, as the Senator from California has stated, 
that the large amount of property owned by this Government in this 
District does require that it should contribute to its expenses, I think 
the fairest estimate that can be made is that the Government ought 
to contribute 40 per cent.; it does not contribute anything like 


sum. 

Mr. SARGENT. Not five. 3 = 

Mr. WINDOM. Not five. I do not see how we can justify ourselves 
in saying that we will own 40 per cent. of the property of the Dis- 
trict, require everybody rich and poor to send his children to the 
common schools, and yet not contribute anything toward them. Iam 
informed by the Senator from Arkansas that the $70,000 appropriated 
last year was only a loan which was repaid by the District. 

Mr. DORSEY. This is the same. 

Mr. WINDOM. This is asked for merely asa loan. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in view of the fact that we own 40 per cent. of the property of 
the District, or 54 per cent., as Iam corrected by the chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia—in view of the fact that we 
own 54 per cent. of the property of this District and pay no taxes on 
it whatever, can we not afford to loan this District $75,000 to prevent 
the closing of the schools two months before the end of this fiscal 
year? I hope there may be no vote against this proposition. 

Mr. BECK. I have no idea of antagonizing the proper considera- 
tion of this measure when it 2 comes up; I only antagonize it 
on this bill. While we do owna large amount of property in the Dis- 
trict, perhaps 54 per cent., it is principally avenues and public parks, 
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rt © United States, kept up at Government expense, to ornament 
and add to the comfort of the people who reside here. When these 
things are all taken into account, when it is considered that the prop- 
erty we own and that it is said that we par no taxes on is property 
that we are expending large amounts of money upon for the benefit 
of these very people, the injustice does not seem so glaring as is rep- 
resented. But I do not desire to go into that, nor do I desire to put 
myself in a hostile attitude to doing something for ee schools; 
but I do insist when they come to ask a loan or a credit or anythin 
else, it shall stand as an independent proposition and be considere 
as such, and not go in as a part of the necessary obligations of the 
Government, charged to the Government by the men who are man- 
aging this Government as a deficiency caused by improper or defi- 
cient appropriations made in years gone by. If it goes into this bill, 
it will so stand charged against us. I want it to stand as an inde- 
pendent proposition, and any resistance that I make to it should 
not be construed to appear as being antagonistic to the education of 
the children of the District. That suggestion I rise here to repel. 
Whenever it comes in a proper form and is put upon a proper basis, 
then I shall perhaps be found going as far as any other gentleman in 
doing what we ought to do in that direction. 

Mr. DORSEY. I should like to have the Senator from Kentucky 
indicate what a proper form and what a proper basis is. 

Mr. BECK. The proper form is to bring it as a bill from the proper 
committee asking us to make this loan. Is it a deficiency against this 
Government in any proper sense ? 

Mr. DORSEY. hat is that question? 

Mr. BECK. I ask the Senator from Arkansas if this $75,000 is a 
deficiency against this Government in any proper sense? Is it any- 
thing we have failed to appropriate heretofore ? 

Mr. DORSEY. Itis a great deal nearer a deficiency than nearly 
one-half the items in this bill, and this is the only item that that point 
has been made against. We just passed an item of $300,000 that is 
not a deficiency at all, but belongs properly to the bill of this year. 
There was no point made by the Senator from Kentucky or by any- 
body else inst that. 

Mr. BECK. I made no point upon the advance of $300,000 to the 
Commissary-General of the Army, why? Because it was made ap- 
parent to us that if he was enabled now to purchase the supplies for 
next year and transport them up the Missouri River to the far-distant 

ts of the Northwest we could save a very large amount of money. 
rovisions can be carried in the months of May and June up the Mis- 
souri River for less than half what they can be carried up in August 
and September for. We therefore allowed ontof next year’s appropria- 
tion, and to be e against it, the Commissary-General of the 
Army to begin to make his purchases now and transport those sup- 
plies now while he can transport them cheaply, instead of waiting 
till August, when he will have to pay more than double what he has 
to pay now. Hence I made no objection to that. On the contrary, I 
advised it as a proper thing to do in the interest of economy and for 
the purpose of supplying the Army when it could be done cheaply 
and well. That is a very different 1 from this. That ought 
to be always the law in regard to all these distant points. We ought 
never to require a postponement of purchases and the postponement 
of ‘transportation to the season of the year when it costs most, when 
ye can by anticipation send supplies at a period when it costs us 
t. 

Mr. WINDOM. And I will add one paragraph to the Senator's 
speech, if he will allow me, by saying that we ought never to post- 
pone contributing our fair proportion to the education of the children 
of this District, because next year we cannot supply the two months 
we shall lose this year. They will never have two months 


in. 

baa BECK. The District commissioners out of their funds can sup- 
ply it. If they had seen fit they could have made a ag appro- 
priation for the support of the schools than they did out of the taxes 
collected ; but they failed to make as large an appropriation of the 
taxes collected for the support of the schools as they otherwise meee 
have done, hoping to put tbis pressure upon us in this form. I do 
not propose to have them put this pressure on usin this shape when 
they could have removed it by making a larger appropriation and 
can remove it now if they see fit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think this item comes as near a 
deficiency as most of the items in the bill, and I want to call the 
attention of my friend from Kentucky to the fact that all legislation 
with reference to this District is now in our hands. We levy all the 
taxes and make all the appropriations. It is true that there isa certain 
discretionary power in the three commissioners in the distribution of 
the revenues; but the tax assessment of last year was 1} per cent. on 
the property in the District, and the appropriations were, I do not 
remember what. But here is the government of a considerable city 
to be carried on, and certainly an important element in this govern- 
ment is the element of schools. The commissioners tell us that there 
is a deficiency in the amount necessary to carry on these schools 
amounting to $75,000. If that be true, it seems to me there is an 
obligation resting upon us to make this appropriation in some form 
and at some time; and that time, as shown by the letter of the com- 
missioners, is now, because if we pone the time these schools must 
be closed and then the money will be useless, Although the amend- 


perty that is for the benefit of the District, and not for the benefit 


ment may not be strictly within the rules of the Senate in reference 
to deficiency bills, I think I can safely say to my friend from Ken- 
tucky that this is the best time for us to make the appropriation if 
we intend making it at all. If we do not, the schools will be closed. If 
we mean that, let the children and their parents understand it. 

Mr. BECK. What prevents the District Committee bringing a bill 
before the Senate and spreading before us the facts and securing the 
action of the Senate? 

one ALLISON. We have agreed to adjourn to Monday, I under- 
s s 

Mr. BECK. Why can they not do it on Monday, giving two days 
to the Senate to consider and learn the facts? 

Mr. ALLISON. And in the mean time the schools may be closed. 

Mr. BECK. Not before Monday. 

Mr. DORSEY. I supposed the Senator from Kentucky understood 
that the whole financial control of affairs in this District, the raising 
of revenue, the assessment of taxes, everything that goes to make up 
the pyre jet of the District government, is solely and only in the 
hands of Congress. The District commissioners estimate to Congress 
for what money they want and what they want it for, just as does 
any Department of the Government of the United States. While it 
is true that up to this time there has been no detailed estimate made 
by them and none required by Congress, it is just as true that they 
make regular estimates of the sums needed. I believe that since the 
act of 1874 appropriations of this kind have been made at every ses- 
sion of Con Last year, if I recollect aright, there was no oe 
tion at all to the advance of $75,000 being made, and on the collec- 
tion of the taxes in July following it was returned to the United 
States. Now, this advance is required again in the same way, and it 
is just as peceaiy as it was two years ago and last year. 

call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to the fact that 
the recommendation of the commissioners is dated November 1 in 
their report, and their letter is dated February 15 and the one to the 
House February 26, urging tho importance of this appropriation. I 
nope there will be no further objection to it. 

r. ANTHONY. I do not stop to inquire whether this be a tech- 
nical deficiency or not. It is sufficient for me that, without this 
advance on the part of the Government, all the public schools must 
be suspended; and considering the large amount of property which 
the Government owns in this city and the small contribution which 
it makes toward the expense of . on the local government 
and that the law requires the public schools to be established and 
facilities for education furnished the children, I have no hesitation 
in 9 for the amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment. I 
desire to say that, whatever propery the Government has, very much 
of it is held for the benefit of tho citizens here, and the Government 
has no children to go to school. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I move that the last words be stricken out: 
“not required for its actual expenses.” 

Mr. DORSEY. The daily current expenses of the District govern- 
ment have to be paid. 

Mr. MERRIMON. The language of the amendment would make 
this appropriation an actual gift. Iam content that this loan should 
be made now, At another time I shall want to call the subject of 
public schools in this District to the attention not only of the District 
of Columbia but of the Senate. It is very important that something 
should be done about them. siege the schools are very efficient, 
very excellent, very desirable for children to go to, they are in such 
a confused condition that something must be done or the nation will 
be overrun on the subject of education in the District of Columbia, 
everybody will want to educate his children here. I am willing that 
this loan shall be made, but not in such a way as to make it an actual 
gift, and those words at the end of the amendment amount practi- 


colly to domas $75,000, 
Mr. ALLISON. Itrust the Senator from Arkansas will accept tliat 
amendment. 


Mr. DORSEY. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina is accepted by the Senator from Arkansas. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as thus modified. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAINE. The question is now on the amendment as amended. 
by the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. BLAINE. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will not object 
to it in that form. 

Mr. MERRIMON. It is now simply a loan. 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, I agree with the Senator from North Carolina 
in his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky calls 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that the amendment was not sub- 
mitted to the committee and was not reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator from Delaware will allow me—— 

Mr. BAYARD. It was submitted but not reported; and while I 
think it should be decided upon its merits, there is nothing before 
the Senate to inform them of what those merits are. For that reason, 
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“ a question of regularity alone, I think this amendment should not 
a to. 

Mr. BLAINE. Ifthe Senator from Delaware will permit me a 
moment, I think I can satisfy him on that point. The amendment 
was before the Committee on Appropriations and was considered and 
was debated pro and con. It was then a that it should go to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia for further and faller in- 
vestigation; and it is the chairman of that committee, who is also a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, who has moved it to- 
Di ; 80 that the Committee on Appropriations have not treated the 
gaot laxly and it comes here certainly through a very regular 
channel. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say to the Senators in charge of the bill 
that while it was submitted to the Committee on Appropriations, the 
question whether we would consider it or not was not taken; but 
none of the facts making the propriety or impropriety of the appro- 

riation were 3 It was regarded as a matter that did not 
long to the Committee on Appropriations, and as such was sent 
from our committee to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
the idea being that the Committee on the District of Columbia ought 
to bring in an independent proposition and submit it to us with all 
the facts beara upon it, and let the Senate consider it fully, and 
not tack it on a deficiency bill as a thing which the Government was 
by law compelled to provide for. 

Mr. KERNAN. As Ishall vote stthis amendment as itstands 
I want to say in a word why I shall. There is no law which makes 
it proper strictly for the Committee on ish Agee to appropriate 
this money. It appears that last year we made an appropriation for 
these schools. Now why are we to go on from year to year making a 
donation for them so that we cannot get along withont doing it? 

Mr. SARGENT. It was not a donation, but a loan which been 


Pepea 
. KERNAN. Iama 
Mr. HILL. Lask the 
priation bill? 
Mr. KERNAN. Iam against doing it. 
Mr. SARGENT. Yon can do it in such a bill just as well as in any 


other bill. 

. against making a loan, because these schools 
are permanent institutions. There should be a bill brought in and 
the money should be provided for before the beginning of the year, 
and then we should know what the proper authorities have to spend. 
That would be a proper way of administering it. If they can come 
in here, without any report, without any facts, without anything 
serving why they want a loan this year, as they did last year, where 
is our check? Let a report be brought in, let a law somewhat per- 
manent be made. Nothing isso dan us to the Treasury as getting 
up and putting on appropriation bills something not called for by 
law, getting it through and having a start, going the next year and 
doing the same thing. I hope we shall vote it down. Let the proper 
committee bring in a proper bill giving us the requisite information, 
and if there is to be more money tee, for the schools, let it be done 
in a proper way. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to state a single fact in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. I think he misunderstood the action of the com- 
mittee; certainly he or I did. He states that the Committee on 
Appropriations referred this matter to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, with the understanding that he 
should report a separate bill specifically for this 3 That was 
not my understanding nor was it the understanding of the Senator 
in charge of the bill or of Senators near me; but the understanding 

was that it was referred to him because the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Colambia was ned et to be more conversant with the facts 
than we were, and that he should submit it to his committee, get 
their views about it, and report it as an amendment to this bill. I 
80 5 it at least, and I think other members of the commit- 
tee did. 

Mr. BECK. It may have been the fact that he was to be allowed to 
report this amendment to this bill instead of a separate measure. I 
am not sure on that point; but at any rate the Committee on Appro- 
priations declined to adopt it or report it themselves. Now, let me 
ask if there is a unanimous report of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, or has this amendment been submitted to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia and have they directed the Senator 
from Arkansas as their chairman to report it now as an amendment 
to this bill? 

Mr. DORSEY. Informally it has been submitted to them. 

Mr. BECK. wins pes h 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes. I desire to correct what the Senator from 
Kentucky stated a few moments ago in respect to this amendment. 
It came before the Committee on Appropriations and I saw it there 
for the first time. My recollection is that a majority of that com- 
mittee, and a very decided majority, were in favor of putting it on 
the appropriation bill by that committee; but at my request upon 
the statement which I made that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia had not heard of the necessity of the appropriation at all, 
I thought it was best it should go to that committee first, and at all 
events I should consult my colleagues on the District Committee and 
see if they agreed with me. It was agreed that I should doit. My 
recollection that the Committee on Appropriations were very 


st a loan. 
nator can you make a loan in an appro- 


staunch about it. Ido not remember that even the Senator from 
Kentucky objected to its passage. 

Mr. SA BURY. I shall be compelled to vote against this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas because I have not any pro 
information to justify it. We havea District government here under 
the charge of commissioners. A certain amount of money is annually 
appropriated by Congress to carry on the government and provide 
for public schools, 

r. DORSEY. I should like the Senator to point out what money 
Bi appropriated by Congress to carry on the government of the Dis- 
ct. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. There are large appropriations annually made 
for the various purposes of this District. I do not know anything 
about the management of the funds which are appropriated by Con- 

as well as the amounts raised by taxation upon the District. 
do not know how this money is distributed, how it is Speropeiaten, 
or how it is expended by the commissioners ; but we are blindly every 
year making appropriations without the proper information upon 
that subject. My idea is that we ought to have a report from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia in reference to these matters 
before we make appropriations—a report showing what amount of 
money is required to carry on the District government and how it 
has been annually expended, so that we can have proper information 
before we are called upon to vote money in this way. The educa- 
tional interests of this District ought to be cared for, and there ought 
to be the proper amount of money expended in that direction; but 
we do not know to-day whether these commissioners are having that 
money properly expended or not, we have no report from a commit- 
tee on the subject. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator will allow me to say that the report 
of the commissioners of the District shows in detail the disposition 
of every dollar of money they have, the same as the report of any 
other department of this Government. Here is their report lying 
before me. It has been on our desks all winter. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That is the report of the commissioners; but I 
say we ought to have a report from a committee of this body. None 
of the committees of this body have given us that information. We 
ought to have the commissioners’ report verified by some report of a 
committee of this body. That is what I am speaking of; I say that 
we are acting here without information from any committee of this 
body. We have information from the commissioners, I know, the men 
who have spent the money; but we have no report that I know of from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia or 17 other committee 
that has investigated the subject and that can tell us the money has 
been 2 expended. That is what I want. I want some commit- 
tes of this body to inform us, after an investigation of the subject, 
whether the money put into the possession of these commissioners has 
been papery see or not. The Senator refers to the 3 of the 

ntlemen who have expended the money; but so far as I know we 

ve no authorized committee of this body that has given us the in- 
formation which we ought to have on this subject. 

Mr. DORSEY. If the Senate of the United States will direct the 
Committee on the District of Columbia to investigate the manner and 
mode of spending money by the District commissioners, and will give 
us power to send for persons and papers and hire accountants, we may 
report next year on that specific thing, for I sup it will take a 

ear ; but so far as I know the Committee on the District of Colum- 
ia has no such power. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. But the Senator from Arkansas, who is the 
chairman of that committee, comes in here without that information 
himself and takes the statement of the gentlemen who have expended 
the money, and upon their statement asks for an appropriation of 
875,000. He ought to know and ought to inform this y that the 
committee has ascertained the facts, and that the appropriation is 
absolutely necessary and proper. 

Mr. DORSEY. Ihave stated over and over again that the money 
asked for by these men in my belief is absolutely necessary to main- 
tain these schools. I stated that to be the opinion of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, every member of it. Now I should like 
to know, if we are not to take the statement of tho commissioners who 
have charge of this matter, how are we going to ascertain anything 
abont the subject? We take the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, or any other public officer as 
to the necessities of his Department. We cannot go into the 
Department and see just what they need. We must take in these 
cases what the officers having charge of the subject estimate is needed 
to be done. They say they need these $75,000 to maintain the schools 
to the end of the fiscal year. I think they do. The best investiga- 
tion we can give to it shows that they do. We have so stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that, from such investigation 
as the Committee on the District of Columbia has made, that com- 
mittee is pees satisfied, I expect every member of it, Iam sure 
I am, of the necessity of these $75,000 to continue the public schools. 
I do not think there can be any question about that. 

Mr. INGALLS. This amendment ought to pass; and there are two 
or three objections that have been urged against it which I want 
briefly to notice. One Senator objects to it because, as he says, it is 
a loan on the part of the United States Government toward the Dis- 
trict. Ideny it. The Government of the United States is under just 
exactly as much obligation to help keep up the schools of this District 
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as it is to run the Treasury or the War Department. We have under 
the Constitution exclusive jurisdiction over this District. Congress 
has the legislative power. We make the appropriations. Every 
single dollar that these men expend is expended under the direct au- 
thority of Congress. And to come in here and talk abont a loan to 
the District commissioners is an absolute misnomer; it is a misuse of 
terms. We have instituted a form of government under which taxes 
are laid and collected. 
Mr. KERNAN. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 


Mr. KERNAN. I did sup at first it was a gift. When I 
said so I was corrected and told it was a loan last year and that this 
isap loan, 


Mr. INGALLS. It is no more a loan than it is a gift when we ap- 
propriate money for the Army. 

r. KERNAN. The Senator from California set me right, and I 
said I did not propose to make loans. 

Mr. INGALLS. We are under obligation, having assumed to exer- 
cise authority over this District, to see that the functions of civiliza- 
tion are carried out here, and education is one of them. It is no 
more 2 loan to the people of this District than it is a loan to the 
people of the United States to appropriate for the Army or the Navy, 
and the argument that is b against this amendment on the 
ground that it is a loan is entirely without foundation. 

Again, another Senator objects that this is not properly a deficiency. 
Why was not that objection made to more than three-fourths of all 
the appropriationsemade in this bill? I have marked for the pur- 

of reference several items that I see incorporated, and it will be 
ound upon investigation that of all the 3 in this 
bill more than three-fourths is in no sense whatever a deficiency ; 
the items are original appropriations, or else they are advances made 
for the purpose of enabling the various Departments of this Govern- 
ment to exist until the close of the fiscal year. 

Still another Senator objects because this amendment has not been 
reported by sume appropriate committee. Why did not that Senator 
object that the appropriation made of $300,000 for the War Depart- 
ment was not reported from the Military Committee? Why was it 
not objected that the appropriations for the Navy Department were 
not reported from the Naval Committee? It seems to be very essen- 
tial whenever any appropriation is asked for the District that every 
conceivable obstacle should be thrown in the way of it. Gentlemen 
are able to vote for hundreds of thousands of dollars without making 
any objection at all, but the moment an appropriation is asked for 
the District of Columbia for carrying on the public schools every 
technicality is to be resorted to to defeat it. I am surprised that 
these objections should be made in the face of the character of the 
appropriations that are contained in this bill. No one who is famil- 
iar, as every member of the District Committee is, with the wants of 
the educational department of this District will deny that there is a 
great, pressing exigency confronting us, and it certainly makes no dif- 
ference to Congress whether this appropriation of $75,000 is made 
now or at a subsequent time if it is necessary, and there is exactly 
the same ground for believing it to be n that there is for be- 
lieving in the necessity of every other appropriation that has been 
made in this bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. I wish to make a practical suggestion to my friend 
from Kentucky. He suggests that we have a separate bill brought in 
here, and discuss it, and send it tothe House. I believe that parlia- 
mentary propriety forbids that we shall speak of what has taken place 
in the House, but we are allowed to speculate on what may take place. 
You send a separate bill there and it goes to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on a point of order, and that sends 
it to the foot of the Calendar. Do not let us delude ourselves with 
the idea that we can give this relief, if we intend to give it, in any 
other way than that pro „because it would amount to nothing; 
the fiscal year will be ended and the schools closed, and any disaster 
that is to happen will be over and accomplished before we can possi- 
bly reach relief in the channel suggested by my friend from Kentucky. 
Do not let us delude ourselves with that idea. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Mr. President, I should be the last man to ap- 
propriate, or loan, or advance, or anticipate a dollar without a neces- 
sity. It does appear to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
informally that unless this amendment shall prevail or an appropria- 
tion of $75,000 shall be made, the public schools in this District will 
be closed on the Ist of May next for the current year. But this 
amendment is not an appropriation; it is not in a proper sense a loan; 
it simply anticipates $75,000 of the appropriation that will be made 
to administer the government in the District of Columbia for the 
next year. That is all. It is the mere anticipation of $75,000 of the 
money. 

It is not out of place for me to say as one member of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia that, so far as I can see, there is no 
reason to question the integrity of the present commissioners or of 
those who have in charge the conduct of the public schools. Iam 
very sure that if I saw anything squinting at it I should be among 
the first to condemn it. I have no reason to believe that any of the 


money appropriated for the administration of the government has 
been stolen or diverted to an illegitimate purpose. The money appro- 
priated is not sufficient to administer the government until the end 
of the year, and one of the purposes for which $75,000 is needed is 


the one that has been indicated in connection with this amendment. 
The amendment, I repeat, is not an appropriation. It simply antici- 
pates $75,000 of the money that will be appropriated for the adminis- 
tration of the District government the next year, and therefore I shall 
vote for it. 

Mr. BECK. As it seems I made the principal objection to this 
amendment, I desire to say again that in making the opposition that 
Ido Iam not going into the merits of the question at all, nor do J 
desire to be set down as a person objecting to aiding the District of 
Columbia in the education of its children; but I do insist, as the 
Senator from North Carolina very well said, that this is in no sense 
a debt owing by the Government, in no sense a deficiency which in 
this bill we ought to provide for. It is either a gift or a loan, and 
the Committee on the District of Columbia have failed to make any 
report to this body showing how the money heretofore appropriated 
for school purposes has been expended. The deficiency may exist; 
but it would exist equally as well if every dollar of the appropriation 
has been pocketed, as many million dollars have been pocketed here- 
tofore in the ma ment of this District as it exists now. 

Mr. DORSEY. low me to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. BECK. Of course. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator says that the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have failed to make a report to this body of how 
the money has been expended that has been appropriated heretofore. 
I should like to ask the Senator if the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the Committee on Finance, or the other committees of this bod: 
make a report to the Senate of how money appropriated for the dit. 
ferent 1 2 2 8 of the Government has been expended? 

Mr. BECK. Iwill answer that question. Whenever an appropria- 
tion bill comes up from the War Department, the Navy Department, 
the Treasury Department, the Interior Department, or any other De- 
partment of this Government, the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House and Senate send for the chiefs of the various bureaus, send 
for the men who expend the money, and require them to show what 
is the necessity for a deficieney, how the money was nded, and 
to state all the facts. If this had been a matter that came properly 
before the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, the commis- 
sioners of the District would have been sent for, the amount of money 
they had paid to the teachers, the amount they had expended for this, 
that, and the other would have been inquired into and the Senate 
would have had intelligent information as to the necessity for this 
875,000. And will the Senator from Arkansas ask me how we know 
that a deficiency is proper in any of the Departments of the Govern- 
ment? I answer him by saying what he ought to know very well, 
that we invariably send for the Secretary of the Treasury or his assist- 
rag, teal the Secretary of War or his assistants, for the Secretary of 
the Navy or of the Interior, or the Postmaster-General, and each 
member of every Department of the Government who knows any- 
thing, to tell us why this 3 so that we can advise the 
Senate of the facts. When the District commissioners come properly 
before the Committees on Appropriations of the House and Senate, the 
members of these two committees will come very far short of their 
duty if they do not require the commissioners to tell why this defi- 
ciency exists so that they can intelligently advise the Senate and 
House why it should be provided for. It is because they have failed 
to do so, because the Committee on the District of Columbia have not 
the facts as to how the money was expended, that I object to the 
eis geld they b. d for personsand papers. 

t is said they have no powerto send for us and pa When 
these commissioners come and say to that committee, We desire you 
to give us $75,000,” it is the duty of the committee to say, “ Why is 
this necessary? Give us the facts. How have you expended the 
money which has been already given you? How have you expended 
the money you have collected from the tax-payers?” and then come 
before the Senate and tell how the money that has been appropriated 
for the schools has already been expended ; and until they do that 
they do not come before the Senate in a proper shape to demand 
either gifts or loans. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The difference between the case the Senator states 
and this is that in this specific case the school board came before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia without having been sum- 
moned and stated very distinctly what their wants were, and satis- 
fied the committee, every member of it, so far as 1 know, that the 
$75,000 here asked for was absolutely necessary to conduct the public 
schools in this city ; and, if I am correctly informed, they have not 
money sufficient even to continue the schools until the Ist of May. 

Mr. BECK. Letmeask the Senator from New Hampshire, did these 
commissioners lay before the Committee on the District of Columbia 
all the facts relative to the expenditures they had made? Were they 
asked upon that subject? Was this question ever investigated by the 
committee so as to enable an intelligent report to be made by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia as to the facts bearing on it? 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Committee on the District of Columvia de- 
voted several hours at different meetings of the committee to a thor- 
ough investigation of this matter, as thorongh as they could make in 
time, and were satisfied that this $75,000 was needed. All were of the 
that opinion. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. President, it is scarcely worth while for the 
Senator from Kentucky to inquire whether the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia have investigated this matter as they should. If 
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they had not investigated it as they thought they ought, they would 


not have reported it to the Senate and asked the passage of the amend- 
ment. But I can inform the Senator from Kentucky that I have had 
occasion with him, on a committee of which wo are mem to in- 
vestigate a great many matters of this kind, and I venture tosay that 
this one item of $75,000 has been investigated more thoroughly than 
items of three or four millions tnat have passed the committee which 
he and I are on, that neither one of us know much about it except 
from what one or two men tell us. 

Mr. BECK. The committee on which the Senator from Arkansas 
and myself serve, so far as I am concerned—I cannot speak for’ him 
and how much he knows—does not act upon any such matter until 
it is informed by the men who ought to be able to tell all about it, 
what the necessity is, and I doubt whether any Senator can rise in 
his place and ask some member of that Committee on Appropriations 
as to why these appropriations are made, without receiving a full and 
9 answer. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like the Senator from Kentucky, who is a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, to tell me the partic- 
ular necessity of the amendment on page 10 of this bill between 
lines 224 and 230. 

Mr. BECK. I can answer that question. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Kentucky has insisted that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia were not able to furnish suffi- 
ciently definite and authentic information in regard to this matter. 
Now I want to know from the Senator from Kentucky, as a member 
of the Committee on Appropriations, what was the particular ne- 
cessity for the amendment on page 10, between the lines that I have 
named, and whether or not that is a deficiency or an original appro- 

riation. 
p Mr. BECK. Will the Senator be kind enough to read what it is? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator can read, I suppose. 

Mr. BECK. But I do not want to read all of page 10. 

Mr. INGALLS. Between lines 224 and 230. 

Mr. BLAINE. I will say, before the Senator from Kentucky pna 
into that, that the Senator from Kansas has struck the Senator from 
Kentucky on the particular part of the bill which heis entirely posted 
on. Uesughter.| 
Mr. BECK. ill the Clerk be kind enough to read a letter that I 
send to the desk? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not want to hear any letters read. 

4 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky has the 
oor. 

Mr. BECK. I hare the floor and I will proceed in my own way. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Kentucky is notanswering what 
I asked him. He now asks to have a letter read. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have the documents on the question referred to, 
but I do not want to let them loose to detain the Senate; but I desire 
to say to the Senator from Kansas and to the whole Senate that the 
Senator from Kentucky enlightened the committee on it to the 
minutest minnow that will ever go into that pond. e 

Mr. INGALLS. I think that statement is very fishy, but I shall not 
carp at it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BECK. I do not care to be catechised; I want the Clerk to 
be kind enough to read the recommendation of Colonel Casey, of the 
Engineer Co on this subject. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will read the communica- 
tion called for. 

The Chief Clerk commenced to read a letter from Colonel T. L. 


Casey. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BECK. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I rise to a point of order; that is not the question 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky has the 
floor, and the Senator from Colorado rises to a point of order which 
is overruled. Fhe Senator can appeal if he chooses. 

Mr. BECK. The Clerk need not read the communication; but I 
will answer the Senator from Kansas. I think I can give an intelli- 
gent answer as to that part of the bill. Theamendment to which he 
calls attention is: A 

To complete the work of adapting the ponds in the Monument lot, in the city of 
Washington, to tho culture of carp for distribution throughout the United States, 
= be done by the eager ea 8 of public buildings and grounds, according 


the plans of tho fish commission, $2,200, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be available immediately. 


The United States appointed a fish commission years ago; they 
have been stocking the waters of the country everywhere with fish, 
as every Senator knows. As a part of their duty they sent a ship 
over to Germany, a United States ship, and they laid in a supply of 
carp of the most approved species to be placed everywhere in every 
pong in the United States, hot and cold, for raising food-fishes. They 

ve placed them at Druid Hill Park, Baltimore, and they are there 
in great numbers. Last fall an appropriation of $5,000 was made to 
adapt some useless ponds in what is known as the Babcock lot, under 
the charge of Professor Baird and Colonel Casey, so as to cultivate 
and raise that fish so that they could distribute it all over the United 
States. The items making up this $2,200 were carefully considered 
by this colonel of engineers and are necessary to flüish the work so 


as to make a eee establishment for that purpose, and therefore 
it was inserted. e more that is investigated the better satisfied 
every Senator will be that it is a proper thing todo. It can bedone 
now for a very small amount of money, because the pond is drained 
dry and the bottom all put in shape for the purpose of doing what is 
necessary, and all that is required is for the Senator from Kansas to 
goand see it and he will be more enthusiastic for it than perhaps any 
member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. INGALLS. It appears by the statement of the Senator from 
Kentucky that this is not a deficiency, that it is an original appro- 
priation, and that heis entirely willing to spend thousands of dollars 
to cultivate fish, but not to expend money to educate the young of 
this District. 

Mr. BECK. That is extremely smart. No doubt it was so intended 
to be; and I thank very much the member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, whoever he was, for informing the Senator from Kansas 
that this was the only thing in the bill that was perhaps suggested 
by myself after I and other members of the committee had made a 
careful investigation of the whole subject, personally examined each 
item of it, seen the officer of engineers, and seen Professor Baird, and 
consulted with them. 

Mr. INGALLS. And seen the fish. 

Mr. BECK. Not every fish, but examined every fact. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on the amendment of 
Mr. Dorsey, resulted—yeas 29, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Allison, Chaff McDonal Sargen 
Anthony, Comper: Mellau, — ep 
Barnum, Dawes, Matthews, Teller, 
Biaine, Dorsey, Merrimon, Wadleigh, 
Booth, Ferry, Morrill, Win 
Burnside, Harris, Patterson, 
Cameronof Pa., Howe, Ransom, 
‘ Rollins, 
NAYS—2. 
Armstrong, 5 Johnston, M 
Bailey, Garland. Saulebar A 
Bayard, Gordon, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Beck, 3 McCreery, Whyte. 
Cockrell, Hereford, McPherson, 
Coke, Maxey. 
ABSENT—3S. 
Bruce, Edmunds, Kir) 
Butler, Eustis, Mitchell, urman, 
Ys Hamlin, Oglesby, Wallace, 

Corking, Hoar, Paddock, Withers. 
Davis of Ilinois, Jonesof Florida, Plumb, 
Davis of W. Va, Jones of Nevada, Randolph, 

Kellogg, Sharon, 

So the amendment was to 


The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC. 


Mr. WINDOM submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) auth the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the 
same; also 3 app tions for det trespass on public lands, and for 
bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for Purpose, havin; 

agreed to recommend, and do repute maten J 


met, after full and free co: ce, have 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 1 


to their 3 Houses, as follows: 
and 4. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 2 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu of “twenty thousand" 
insert “six thousand five hundred ;" and the Senate a to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu of the sum proposed 
insert one thousand dollars; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered five, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: in lieu of “fifteen thousand," in 
lines 4 and 5 of said amendment, insert seven thousand five hundred,” and in 
lien of “ five thousand.“ in line 7, insert seven thousand five hundred; and the 
Senate to the same. 

That the committee are unable to agree upon amendments numbered 7 and 8. 

WM. WIND: 


* 


M. J. DURHAM, 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
J. H. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. WINDOM. I ask the attention of the Senate for one moment 
that I may state precisely the attitude of the two Houses as repre- 
sented by their committees on this subject. I will mention the items 
that are a to and the two about which we disagreed. 
The Honse appropriated $6,500 for the 88 of temporary 
clerks in the Treasury Department during the balance of the fiscal 


ear, and limited the compensation to $2 per day. The Senate amended 
hs appropriating $20,000 for that purpose and striking out the limit- 
ation as to $2 per day. The recommendation of the conference is that 


the House recede from its limitation as to the 1 per day, and that 
the Senate agree to the amount appropriated by the House, 86,500. 
The third amendment was for the “care and subsistence of horses 
for office and mail wagons, including feeding and shoeing, and for 
wagons, harness, and repairs of the same, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, $2,000,” for the Treasury Depart- 
ment. The conference committee recommends that the sum be made 


$1,000. 

The fourth amendment of the Senate appropriates $2,500, being a 
deficiency for gas, drop-lights, &. From that disagreeing vote the 
House recede, so that we agree upon that.also. 

Another question which was very much discussed, as the Senate 
will remember, was with reference to the amount for the investiga- 
tion of trespasses on public lands. The original proposition of the 
House was “ for di „furniture, repairs,” and several other items 
mentioned, including “the actual expenses of clerks detailed to in- 
vestigate dulent land entries,” $20,000. The Senate will remem- 
ber that after a very long discussion it was compromised here by 
$15,000 being appropriated for all the other purposes and $5,000 for 
the investigation of trespasses. The committee of conference recom- 
mend a change of these sums as follows: $7,500 for all other pur- 

and $7,500 for investigation of trespasses, making a total of 

5,000, instead of $20,000, as the bill p: the House. 

The two propositions upon which we disagree are the following : 

Amendment No. 7: 


For salaries and 
for the fiscal year en 


The eighth amendment: 
For railway mail agents and postal clerks, $20,000. 


With reference to “railway mail agents and postal clerks,” the 
committee representing the Senate pro in the epror of compro- 
mise to meet the House half way and agree to $10,000 instead of 
$20,000, but the proposition was rejected. The Senate committee did 
not feel at liberty to yield any further on this proposition, for the 
reason that the Committee on Appropriations was voted down by 
the Senate (34 to 19) when the proposition was on its passage. We 
did not feel at liberty to go into the conference and give up the 
entire amount. The Committee on Appropriations, I believe, unan- 
imously voted against this proposition when it was offered in the 
Senate, not because they were opposed to the ö but be- 
cause it had not been submitted to the committee, as required by 
the rules. But after the Senate, by a vote of 34 to 19, appropriated 
$20,000 for the ae upon the statements made by various Sena- 
tors on the floor of the absolute necessity for this increase of mail 
service, the committee representing the Senate have carefully in- 
vestigated the subject, and are thoroughly convinced that the sum 
named, or at least a portion of it, should be appropriated. 

I have before me a letter from the Postmaster-General, which is 
very brief, stating that the necessity set forth in a former communi- 
cation for this appropriation still exists, “and it is actually necessary 
that some provision be made for the service on new railroad and steam- 
boat routes that are being constantly established. There are a num- 
ber of routes at present upon which service should be placed.” And 
here follows a detailed statement of the sums appropriated heretofore 
for this service and of the necessity for the proposed appropriation. 
Upon that statement, and other facts brought to their notice, your 
committee believe the 3 is an absolute necessity and that 
the service will serio’ suffer if some provision be not made. I will 


of collectors of internal revenue, being a deficiency 
g June 30, 1878, $40,000. 


ask leave without g this statement in full to have it printed in 
the RECORD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will be 
so ordered. 
The document is as follows: 
Post-OFFick DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1878. 
Sm: In to your inquiry, I would that a letter accom ed by state- 
ment of kp superintendent of 9 was —.— to the 
chairman of House Committee on ‘Appropriations 
The necessity set forth in this still exists, and Tree 
FEC AAG simmber of testes at present upon whieh 
service should be pee 
5 Ki D. M. KEY, 
Postmaster-General. 
Hon. P. B. PLUMB, 
United States Senate. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith a statement made by the general 
superintendent of railway mail service regarding the standing and n ties of 
the postal service on railroad and steamboat routes. 
In order that the necessary force for the distribution of the mails may be placed 
on these routes some additional a . I would therefore 


is ample) the sum of $20,000 for the tof employés for the distribution of the 
mails on rail —̃ — 


— road and pa m run 
SED 5 D. M. KEY, 
General. 
Hon. Jons D. C. ATKINS, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL II, 


Sim: The Postmaster-General recommended in his annual report for 1876 that the 
OPE ae eral FoF Tha eee 1878, for employés in this service should 


This was based on the salaries prevailing prior to July, 1876. 
The appropriation made by Congress was as follows: 


1, 225, 000 00 
A 130, 040 00 
1, 000, 000 00 
150 000 00 
Less 11, 175 00 
Local . 110, 000 00 
Leas the estimate. J 4, 450 00 
During the year ending June 30, 1877, th f = 
3 — 5 30, ere was expended for this class of serv. 
Railway post-office olerks — $1, 223, 569 41 
Appropriation CCC -- 1,225,000 00 
Surplus to be turned into the Treasury July 1, 1877 ae 1, 430 59 
C P a VVV 959, 660 86 
Appropriation for same period secon 972, 500 00 
Si us to be turned into Treasury July 1, 1877.. 12 839 14 
e for same period 18.00 00 
Surplus to be turned into Treasury July i, i877 55 901 39 
oc we 105, 718 70 
Appropriation for same period 2.20 se-ee0 ee eeeeseneeeee 109 000.00 
Surplus to be turned into Treasury July 1, 18777 sro 000naaeesa 4, 282. 30 
The a . Ji 1878, over those for th di 
June, ia, oro an toilowet 3 er 


The ior eames for the year ending June, 1877, were affected by the discontinuance 
of the way postal service on the different trunk-lines be! 


until Decem 
when the from the line from New York, via 
Pittsburgh, to Saint Louis and Cincinnati, the restoration of the postal facilities 
in part, which was gradually improved until July 1, 1877. The service over those 
lines was far superior to ng the Department ever o ed from that 


company. 

Of course the increased facilities demanded an increase of the force. 

Since December, 1877, additional service was also placed on the trunk-lines con- 
necting the different sections of the country, all for increase of force to 
handle the mails. 

Prior to June 30, 1877, it was necessary to reduce the force, which was done by 
not filling vacancies as they occurred, so that on June 30 and October 1, 1877, the 
service si as follows: 


Statement of amount necessary to pay the force in the service as it stood June 30 and 
October 1, 1877. 


June 30, 1877. | October 1,1877 


Railway post-office clerks. ss $1, 233, 090 
Route agente... laisse. ee bees cee sieved eee 1, 000, 180 
Mail-route messengers -.....-..-.--.---+--------+---- 159, 452 

CT SSR RASS eres — 110, 080 


to pay those in the service October 1 is due 
the vacancies 


The increase in the amount necessary 
to the fact that after the commencement of the present year 
which had been left unfilled prior to June 30, or a portion of them, were filled, as 
it was absolutely necessary for the proper 


performance of the service that they 
should be. But in no case has a vacancy been filled where under any circum- 
stances, the service of the 1 75 could be dispensed with. d 
Each superintendent of a sion has been called upon for a statement as to the 
„ It is impossible to increase the service now without increas 
e force. 


e balance turned into the Treasury on the Ist of July was as follows: 
Railway post-office clerks ........-.----2+---0eecseceeee „„ $1, 430 55 
Route Agens 444444 44 4 „ ss cnscapeccnsnsconetesenteenes 12, 839 14 
Mail-route messengerꝶ n ͤ%ñ' 5,901 39 

agentsu in ·——uei saseecness 4.22 30 
Doll bbb eee 24,453 42 


Very few promotions have been made for oper six months, owing to deficient 
appropriations. Those who are actingin or positions are becoming discour- 
seed at having to do a class of work for which they do not receive pay, and, not 
fully understanding the reasons, give vent to their opinions in a way which at times 

to demoralization in the service. 

There are about forty names for tion which should be acted upon, and will 
be as soon as the appropriation admit of the same. 

‘This involves an average expenditure of $150 each, or $6,000. 

Appropriations should be made, therefore, as follows: 


20 railway post-office clerks, at 6¹.0b.booo $20, 000 
10 route agents, at $950.....-......... 9, 500 
40 mail - route messengers, at 8700 28. 000 
5 local c 5, 000 
40 promotions, at 8b 6, 000 
Ec 68, 500 


1878. 


88 Should be made in bulk, to be applied at the discretion of 
ea a ed a © on o 
ral, a considerably less sum 3 the 


e Postmaster. Genet purpose. 
It is impossible to state in advance the exact demands of the service; as these 


divisions are merely technical, no advantage is gained by keep them. If the 
Popron was mado in bulk, $30,000 would probably be suficient. Of this, 
Si „o bas already been appropriated 


That, however, was just about sufficient to make up the amount paid ont duri 
the previous quarters, in excess of the pro rata share for those quarters, an 
avoided the 1 reducing the force, so that the payments would come 
within the appropriation, 

Very respectfully, 
General Superintendent. 
To Hon. D. M. KEY, 
Postmaster-General. 


Mr. WINDOM. Let me add one other word to show that there is no 
extravagance in this matter, and that it is not true, as. has been 


stated, that this service has been unduly increased. I read from a 
recent report on the“ railway mail service:“ 
The service annually performed b, t-office clerks has increased 11.10 


railway pos 
The servi ually performed b, 5 h 
service ann rm route agents and mail-route messengers has 
increased 13.85 per pod, The — — for route agents and mail · route messen- 
rs has increased 2.01 per cent., and 3.02 per cent., respectively. 
The increase in annual mileage service performed does not indicate fully the 
increased work r by the beagle je of the railway mail service. 
As it is well known the railway post-office service is of comparatively recent 


origin. The work formerly performed in post-offices at distributing centers has 
been ually assumed by the railway post-office lines as the system been per- 
fected until now no dis 


bution is made at ee except for the lines 
immediately centering at that post-office. The ce of the mail is massed on 
some line oÈ Tailwa: t-office which directly connects the section for which the 
mail is destined tributed while in transit. 

It will be observed from these portions of the report that the service 
has increased very much more rapidly than the appropriations to 
supply it with mail agents, pos clerks, Ke. Several thousand 
ti 5 have been added to the railway service, but no considerable 
addition made to the appropriations for supplying them with route 
agents and railway clerks. I think it is the testimony of Senators 
from all the new States that the service is now seriously suffering for 
want of some additional appropriation for this service. The Post- 
master-General informs us that he cannot supply it. I am told by 
several Senators that the mails are not properly taken care of in their 
States because of this want of appropriation, and therefore the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate, believing it to be an absolute neces- 
sity, have declined to strike out the amendment proposed by the 

nate. 

The other disagreeing vote is upon the following amendment : 


For salaries and of collectors of internal revenue, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, $40,000. 


The amount appropriated last year for that purpose was some 
$40,000 less than the computations and estimates showed would be 
necessary for the payment of this service. It isnow ascertained that 
it is absolutely necessary. The first conference committee agreed to 
strike out this item because another bill was then pending before the 
Committee on Appropriations, (the bill which has been passed by the 
Senate to-day,) in which this provision could be inserted if it was 
ascertained that we had improperly stricken it out. The question 
came up in this way: the b ee by the Senate to-day contained 
an w ee of $40,000 for gaugers and others, in the following 
words: 

For salaries, expenses, and fees of storekee: „ surve and 
miscellaneous expenses, $40,000. e e 

The Senate has to-day increased this appropriation to $100,000, and 
I will say that before the end of the year when some one of the nu- 
merous deficiency bills comes before us—for deficiency bills at this 
session are very much like the r, we have them always with us— 
we shall doub be compelled to add $50,000 more for this purpose. 
The conferees on the part of the House insisted that this appropria- 
tion for salaries and expenses of collectors of internal revenue was 
the same appropriation that was contained in the other bill for sala- 
ries, expenses, fees, &c., of storekeepers and gaugers. The Committee 
on Appropriations understood perfectly well, and so did the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, that they were just as distinct propositions 
as any contained in the bill. They have always been kept distinct. 
The deficiency is in each of these items. In order to be prepared 
with the statements to satisfy the Senate on that point they called 
before them the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. He has stated, 
as we knew he would, that they were entirely different propositions, 
and that a deficiency existed in both cases. I also addressed a tele- 

to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue yesterday, asking 
information with reference to the necessity for the passage of this 
appropriation of 840,000. I will ask the Clerk to read his reply. 
‘he Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[From Treasury Department.] 
UNITED States SENATE, 
D. C., April 10, 1878. 


Washi: 
To Hon. Wau WINDOM, 
United States Senate: 
In r teh asking information as to the necessity of an aj ria- 
tion of 40, for collectors, &c., I have to say that the present appropriation is 
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virtually 3 of it being available for the py arg of deputy 
collectors for the ent of the laws against those the illicit man- 
the force i 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


Mr. WINDOM. If the appropriation is not made, I presume there 
will be no deficiency hereafter to provide for, as the officers will be 
dismissed, and the revenues will lose, as the Commissioner informs 
us, twenty-fold more than the appropriation required to protect them. 

I think I shall not weary the Senate with any further statement 
on this point. I move that the Senate agree to the report of the con- 
ference committee and further insist upon its disagreeing votes as to 
the seventh and eighth amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. I was a member of each of these conference commit- 
tees, and I would like to say a word in addition to what has been said 
by the chairman of the Committee on nt pid poe When we first 
met with the Honse conferees, we sence on all the points of differ- 
ence except to 3 the 820,000 for the postal service, and we 
offered to reduce that from $20,000 to $10,000. The Senate will remem- 
ber that that was an amendment inserted in the Senate on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB ] against the wishes of the 
Committee on Ap ropriations by a vote of 34 to 19 on a call of the 
yeas and nays. lieve each member of the Committee on Appro- 
pe objected to its being added to the bill in that form until we 

ad an opportunity to examine it. But haying been so inserted by 
such a vote, the conferees on the part of the Senate did not feel at 
liberty to give vay or do more than to offer the compromise of one- 
half and call it $10,000. That the House conferees refased to agree 
to, and on that the first conference broke up. At that time, as stated 
by the chairman of the committee, the. House conferees believin 
there was a mistake in the recommendations of the Commissioner o 
Internal Revenueas to the $40,000 for collectors and the $150,000 asked 
by him for the payment of storekeepers, gaugers, and others, and hav- 
ing inserted $40,000 for gaugers, storekeepers, and others, in another 
bill, which was the bill acted on in the Senate to-day, we conceded 
that there might be a mistake, knowing that if there was any we 
could correct in the other bill. Therefore we gave way upon that 
item at that time, knowing that we might correct it if it turned out 
that we were right as we had no doubt we were. By the time the sec- 
ond conference was orde the bill ponaning fer appropriation of 
$40,000 for gaugers and others for which $150 was asked by the 
Commissioner had passed beyond our jurisdiction as a committee and 
we had no further power to insert the item of 840, 000 for collectors 
in the other bill, so when the second conference met, we assured 
the conferees on the part of the House that they were mistaken in 
supposing that those two items were the same or for purposes at all 
alike. e read them a communication from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue; we read them a telegram from him. We had 
him before us, a full explanation of it all, and he assured us and sat- 
istied us that the items were separate and distinct in their character, 
because, as to the $40,000 for collectors and their assistants, which he 
said was an absolute necessity and must be given now, that was 
under his control and part of the administration of his office, whereas 
rs, storekeepers, and others, 
were things over which he had no control. They had always been 
estimated for separately, had always been appropriated for separately, 
in short were totally independent things, the gaugers, storekeepers, 
and others being provided for by law ant he being required to place 
one in each distillery when it was opened, and he could not of course 
tellin advance how many distilleries would be opened. Whenever 
a man applied for one, he had to make an appointment of a gauger 
and a storekeeper, and the law regulated the rate of compensation 
and the number that must be allowed. He asked for the increase of 
appropriation to make it certain that he would be ready under the 
law to furnish storekeepers, gangers, and G pir bes required. He 
asked for the amount of $150, more than had n appropriated. 
Congress in its wisdom saw fit to give $200,000 less than he estimated 


for. 
Mr. SARGENT. How does it affect the revenue to have these store- 


eepers ? 

Mr. BECK. It affects the revenue thus, that if he sees fit to say, 
“I have no money to pay storekeepers and gers,” the distillery 
cannot be opened, the spirits cannot be distilled, the business cannot 
be conducted, and the Government gets no revenue. That is the 
whole of that. If, however, he says to those gentlemen, “I have no 
money to pay you, but if you will trust the Government and go to 
work the law fixes your pay,” then it is a valid claim against the 
Government which can be brought up in the Court of Claims, I sup- 
pas or anywhere else—the Commissioner has the power under the 
aw to appoint them even if we make no provision for their pay. But 


that is a very improper thing to do; and all that is left for us to do 


is to give such a sum as when the distilleries are opened will enable 
the Commissioner to employ the services of the officers whom the law 
requires shall be employed, so that spirits may be produced and the 
reyenue may continue to come in, 
As to both these items the Commissioner of Internal Revenue für- 
nishes a statement in his report for this year at page 40. He says: 
The allowances for the current fiscal year on account of salaries of collectors, &c.,. 
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have been made with a viewof not creating a deficiency, The appropriation, how- 
ever, is inadequate for a proper enforcementof the internal-revenue laws. I there- 
fore recommend a deficiency appropriation of $40,000 on this account. The appro- 
priation for salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and expenses 
of gangers, for salaries of storekeepers, and for eous expenses, I am sat- 
isfied is entirely inadequate to the necessities of the service. The amount to be 
ee to gaugers and storek is dependent upon the operations of the distil- 
eries of ibe country; and the experience of past years warrants me in saying 
that the deficiency on this account for the current fiscal year will be $150,000. 


He repeats that statement to us again to-day, showing in his report 
that they were different, $40,000 for one purpose and $150,000 for the 
other, insisting that he had made no estimate to create a deficiency 
and will not doso. He will let the service suffer first, and he will dis- 
miss the necessary officers rather than create it; but when he does do 
that the Government will lose millions. The Commissioner has shown 
no disposition at any time to be extravagant or to do anything except 
to obey the law and to see that the law relative to this branch of the 
revenue and in employing storekeepers, &c., is so administered as 
to protect the revenues of the Government and at the same time pro- 
tect all the men who are engaged in the business. 

The people in my State are largely engaged in distilling spirits, 
because we raise large quantities of corn and other things that we 
cannot carry to market in any other form. It is as much for the pro- 
tection of the honest distillers against the men who are 3 
what is called moonshine business that they may be detected an 
punished and prevented from that illicit distillation as for the Gov 
ernment ; indeed it is more on their account. They cannot pay ninety 
cents a gallon tax on distilled spirits and compete with men who 
make the spirits and pay nothing. Therefore the present Commis- 
sioner, while protecting the revenue, is also protecting the honest 
manufacturers all over the country. If Con sees fit to deprive 
him of the power to do that by withholding the means necessary, in- 
dispensably necessary, to do it, the manufacturers, the Government, 
everybody who is honestly engaged in the business or desires the 
Government to receive revenue must suffer. 

Therefore the Senate conferees could not, with the full information 
that we had upon that subject, recede from that amendment thus 
inserted in the face of such a demand from an honest and efficient 
officer who is at the head of that bureau and who as the members of 
both Houses must is endeavoring to do the best he can to pro- 
tect the revenue and to protect the honest manufacturer. We thought 
it was better to di and report the fact to the Senate than to 
agree to strike it out under such circumstances and ask that the Sen- 
ate sustain us in our disagreement and give the House an opportu- 
nity to reconsider their action, hoping that after having the full 
information they would agree and allow Mr. Raum to have the force 
necessary for that purpose of properly discharging his t trust, 
for it is an extremely important and delicate one, and confidence must 
be reposed somewhere. I think the present Commissioner is entitled 
to it. 

As to the mail mts, the Senate voted for that, as I said, by a yea 
and nay vote of 34 to 10, and we did not feel at liberty to come 
fore the Senate and say, We have abandoned the only thing that you 
did impose upon us; we have given you away because the Senate 
disagreed with us.” A decent respect for the Senate required us to 
report to Senators that we were not willing to give up more than 

of what they had 1 on us, even to make an honest effort 
to compromise. e could not with propriety strike it all out, and 
therefore we have reported a disagreement. 

I desire to say, in addition, that upon all the other items of the bill 
we accepted what the House had done in general terms. Wherever 
they asked us to reduce an appropriation we reduced it. We cut 
down the a peop aon of $20,000 for extra clerks to the $6,000 or 
$8,000 that the ouse had given for that purpose. It is true we said, 
“We will not reduce the pay to $2 a day to men; if we are to have 
clerks at all we desire to have clerks of some intelligence, and they 
cannot be had for that; it will hardly pay their board.” When the 
argument was made that these temporary clerks were only employed 
to answer questions put by members of Congress, or during the ses- 
sions of Congress to give information, the answer came very properly 
from our side that the information that Congress needs is information 
of the most important possible character, and it requires the very 
highest order of intelligence to examine and prepare it, so that what- 
ever is given for that purpose ought to be for intelligent men. 

I have in my hand now information that I 1 relative to all 
the custom-houses of the United States, showing how much is col- 
lected in each one, what are the expenses of each, what are the rents 
of each. There are one hundred and thirty-six of them, and no two- 
dollar-a-day clerks that we could pick up on the streets to work for 
less than would pay their board could in a year learn enongh to have 
given me the information I asked for and obtained. I have also before 
me a specimen of what we require which it requires experienced 
clerks and intelligent ones to furnish, it being an abstract of the tariff 
bill which was presented to the House the other day. It being very 
short I should like the consent of the Senate to have it printed in the 
Rxconb, that the Senate may see that it requires the very highest 
order of intelligence to furnish information to Congress and to indi- 
vidual members ; therefore we said we will not agree even as to this 
small amount to cut down the pay so as to have only inferior clerks. 
Let the Secretary employ efficient men when he employs any. 


The following is the table referred to: 


Summary statement by schedules of the amount of duty received from the 
articles enumerated in House bill No. 4106, reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, March 26, 1878, that entered into consumption in the 
United States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1877, and the esti- 
mated amount of duty by the proposed bill, with the increase and decrease 
of each schedule. 


A Amount of duty— 

2 

Class or group. Increase. Decrease. 

= Received in | Estimated. 

3 1877. (New rates.) 

A | Cotton and cot- $4, 553, 359 . 2, 001, 460 26 
ton goods. hee 

B | Earths and A OGLU By « 9 PE 479, 942 67 
earthenware. i 

Hemp, jute, & 881, 000 88 969, 410 04 

D | Ligquors......... 6, 378,350 90 | $529,709 1999... 

E Metals. VERE eas! 6, 302, 442 8 ns 257, 923 69 

F | Provisions...... 2, 952, 794 81 e 

G — ona 41, 245. 988 67 | 4,158,996 44 ũ/ 22.02. 

H | Silk and silk 9, 744, 515 17 3. 014, 283 86 
goods, 

I |} Spices .......... 1, 327.556 49 556,204 99 si- s0a 

J ODACCO ........ 395, 934 66 . 

K . 577. P 287. 362 75 

L | Woolen goods UE O A 5, 718, 359 88 
and woo. 

M C TE 18, 299, 247 65 | 1,243,471 85 | ............. 

Total...... 125, 024, 985 72 | 118, 819, 148 76 | 6, 522,906 19 | 12, 728, 743 15 

Total duty received in 18777. 33 $128, 223, 207 41 

Total duty received in 1877, as abo ce . 125, 024, 985 72 

Total duty not provided for in new bill! 3, 198, 221 69 


Duty received as per schedules above, in 1877 
Duty estimated as per schedules above. 


Total decrease from receipts of 187 77) 9, 404, 058 65 


Upon the whole, the bill outside of the last item giving clerks to 
carry on the Pension Bureau was $1,500 less than it was as it came 
from the House in the first place, leaving out the items we disa; 
at ; 80 that there has been no extravagance on the part of the 

nate. 

I merely desire to say that I hope the Chair will appoint three 
other gentlemen of the Senate to confer with the committee to be 
appointed by the House, for I think three who have been twice ap- 
pointed have exhausted their usefulness in this regard. 

It is a very bad beginning for conferences if upon a question so 
small as this and as plain as this we cannot agree. If this condition 
of things be maintained I see nothing but a session all summer, or 
an extra session, by reason of the failure of the appropriation bills. 
Perhaps the Senate may be able to stand it as well as the Honse. 
We have no contests for re-election this fall that I know of at this 
end of the Capitol, but it might be quite inconvenient for gentle- 
men at the other end to come back under existing circumstances. 
Nor do I admit that the House committee has anymore right to in- 
augurate appropriations than the Senate committee. Revenue bills 
must originate there, but appropriation bills may and can originate 
here as well as in the House. Nor is there any presumption, which 
is sometimes indulged in elsewhere, that the members of the House 
committee are necessarily more economical or more careful of public 
Tania than the Senate committee. I insist that each is equally care- 
ful, that each stands upon an equal footing, and each has equal 
rights. If there is to be a free and fair conference there must be 
giving and taking, or else there will be no bills passed. 

So far as I shall be a member of any committee of conference I do 
not propose to treat upon any other terms except by admitting and 
insisting upon free and full conference, assuming each to be equally 
desirous to promote the good of the country, each equally desirous to 
be economical. But, as I stated, if we disagree upon these little ques- 
tions, the great bills, the legislative, and executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill, or the river and harbor bill, and all the other measures 
which are yet to come up, will stand a poor chance in conference. 
We have made a bad beginning, I admit. Unless we do better we 
cannot expect to make this a short session. It may have been our 
fault; I do not sax it is not; but I feel sure that it is important that 
the Senate should know the facts upon which we acted, so that it 
may determine whether it was our fault or not and sustain or reject 
our action as may seem best. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is on 
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference and further 
insisting upon the amendments of the Senate numbered 7 and 8. 

The report was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees at the farther conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and Messrs. WINDOM, DORSEY, and BECK were appointed. 


1878. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


Mr. BATLFY. Mr. President 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. COCKRELL.) Before the Chair 
will entertain any further motion, he will lay before the Senate a 
House bill for reference. 2 

The bill (H. R. No. 3679) to amend a joint resolution authorizin 
the Secretary of War to issue arms, approved July 3, 1876, was rea 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill (S. No. 
490) supplementary to an act entitled ‘‘An act in relation to the Hot 
Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas,” approved March 3, 
1877, returned from the House of Representatives at the request of 
the Senate; and, , 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was recommitted to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

METHODIST CHURCH SOUTH. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask that Senate bill No. 910 be fixed for consider- 
ation upon Thursday of next week. ri 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator give the title of 
the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a bill for the relief of the book agents of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South. 

Mr MORRILL. Mr. President, I made a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is a bill of a great deal of interest to several 
millions of people in the United States, especially in the Southern 
States and in the border States of Ohio, Indiana, Minois, Missouri, 
Kansas, and Nebraska, and presents ping sates of very considerable 
interest. It should be considered Dyt ô Senate in full session, and 
for that reason I desire that a day be fixed for its consideration. I 
believe the members of the Committee on Claims, who disagree with 
the majority of the committee, have consented that Thursday of next 
week is a proper day for its consideration. I ask that the bill be made 
the special order for that day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the bill to which he has referred be made the special order for 
next Thursday. Is there objection to the request? There is no objec- 
tion, and the bill will be the special order for next Thursday. 


BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont made a 
motion a few moments ago, and the Chair took up other business. 
The Chair will now entertain the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mout to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is just the motion I intended to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before that motion is entertained 
the Chair will lay before the Senate the regular order, which will be 
the unfinished business for Monday. It is the bill (S. No. 35) to 
repeal the bankrupt law. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at five o’clock and ten minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, April 11, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


GEORGE W. HARBAUGH. 


Mr. MONROE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4278) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh, late private of Sixth 
Ohio Independent Battery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOPEKA, KANSAS. 

Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 180, to 
provide for a building for the use of the post-office, United States 
circuit and district courts, and other Government offices at Topeka, 
Kansas, be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. EDEN. I object. 

APPROPRIATION FOR THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent to introduce and have 
considered now a bill (H. R. No. 4279) making appropriations for car- 
ryiug on the public schools in Washington, District of Columbia, 
until June 1, 1578. 

The bill was read. It provides that $75,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, for carrying on the public schools in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia, until June 1, 1878, and that 
the same shall be available forthwith. 
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Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent to put this bill on its 
passage now. Unless we pass this appropriation, the public schools 
of this District will close in a week. 

Mr. EDEN. Is this reported from any committee? 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not object to its being referred to a proper com- 
mittee ; but I object to its p: now, 

è ar HENDEE. Let it go, then, to the Committee for the District of 
olumbia. 

Mr. EDEN. I suppose that more properly it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDEE. Matters of this kind always go to the District Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDEN. I object to the reference unless tho bill goes to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let it go, then, to that committee. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4279) was introduced, read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


JOSEPH WHEN RX. 


Mr. COX, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4280) granting a pension to Joseph McHenry, of the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE presented memorial of the citizens and resolu- 
tions of the city council of Columbus, Georgia, in favor of the Texas 
. ; which was referred to the Committee on the Pacific 


ARREST OF BENJAMIN NOYES. 


Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, presented the following 
preamble and resolution ; which were read, considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas it is alleged Ai Benjamin a citizen of New Haven, in the State 
of Connecticut, that while recently in the city of Washington, in obedience to a 
8 hic notification to appear as a witness before a committee of the Senate of 
the ted States, he was arrested in the night season by certain pretended detect- 
S against hi: t. 7... camera: 
remov. t his protest, an ty to commu- 
nicate with counsel or Penis, and placed on board a railroad train and hurried 
beyond the jurisdiction of the District of Columbia to the State of New Jersey and 
there imprisoned: Therefo: 


other process, wh: 


re, 

ved, That the Judiciary Committee of this House be instructed to inquire 
whether there has in fact been an unwarrantable violation of a citizen's rig t to 
personal liberty; and, if so, whether there is existing law to punish such violation; 
and, if not, to recommend such legislation as in their judgment is required for the 
pee pees — persoa — in the District of ie wore oar the 
committee have autho: sen necessary persons and papers and liberty to 
report at any time, by bill or otherwise. pa 


Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by which the preamble 
and resolution were adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to 
take from the Speakers table the bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend 
an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of the railroad and 
telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili , and 
other pu ” approved July 1, 1862, and also to amend and alter 
an act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first- 
named act, and to move its reference to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is there any objection on the part of the 
House to put this bill on its passage immediately? If there is no 
objection, I ask it be put on its passage. 

Mr. HENDEE, I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should like to ask the Chair a question, 
whether at the end of the morning hour to-day it will be in order to 
move to go to the Speaker's table to reach this bill and then put it 


| on its passage; whether by majority vote that can be done? 


3 Mr URCHARD. Notif itis referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state in reply to the gentle- 
man from New York that after the morning hour the motion to go to 
the business upon the Speaker’s table is in order, and if a majority 
shall decide to go to the Speaker's table then in its regular course this 
bill will be reached and will be under the control of a majority of the 
House, and if the House shall see fit by adequate motion to insist on 
nd present consideration it can be so considered, in the opinion of the 

air. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I object to the reference of the bill. 

Mr. SAMPSON. As I understand it this bill has been taken from 
the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. It has not; it only came yesterday from the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. SAMPSON. 


Was not the motion to refer it to the Judiciary 
Committee ? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asked unanimous. 
consent to take the bill from the Speaker's table and to refer it to the 


Judiciary Committee. The gentleman from New York raised what 
was in the nature of an objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir; lobject to its reference and now 
ive notice that a motion will be made at the end of the morning 
our to go to the business upon the Speaker’s table in order to reac 

the bill and by a majority vote to pass it. 
ASSESSMENTS FOR SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. HENDEE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4281) in relation to certificates of assessment for special improve- 
ments in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEASE OF UNITARIAN CHURCH PROPERTY. 


Mr. HENDEE also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, submitted various proceedings and the views 
of the minority on joint resolution (H. R. No. 135) prohibiting the 
leasing of the Unitarian church property, in Washington City, for 
police-court purposes ; which were ordered to be printed. 
B. C. PAYNE. 


Mr. HUBBELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4282) granting a pension to B. C. Payne, of Captain ory’s 
Company, of Orange County (Virginia) Militia, war of 1812; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF BILL. 


. Mr. SHALLENBERGER, by unanimous consent, presented the pro- 

test of 50 of the leading merchants and manufacturers of the city of 
Philadelphia against the passage of the tariff bill now before Con- 
gress; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


TARIFF ON WOOL AND WOOLENS. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, presented the petition 
of 991 agriculturists, protesting against a reduction of the tariff on 
wool and woolens; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


SIGNAL STATION AT MARION, ALABAMA. 


Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4283) to establish a weather-observation station of the Signal Service, 
United States Army, at Marion, in Perry County, State of Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, refi to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SWAMPS AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 


Mr. GAUSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4284) to extend the provisions of an act approved March 2, 1855, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of purchasers and locators of swamp 
and overflowed lands, and for other purposes ;” which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
- ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. GAUSE also, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported back a letter of the Secre of the Interior 
in relation to the National Park; which was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. No. 4285) to amend section 2290 of the Revised Statutes of the 
nited States concerning homesteads ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 
í ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TUCKER. Inthe absence of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Woop,] the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, I 
move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union to proceed with the consideration of the special 
order, the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. The peona from Pennsylvania [Mr. SMITH] 
has given notice to the Chair that he desires to proceed with the pen- 
sion appropriation bill. 

Mr. TUCKER. Iam quite willing to yield for that. 


CORRECTION OF RECORD. 


Mr. CONGER. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I find, on examining the RECORD this 
morning, in looking through the speech of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. woop] on the tariff, as published in the RECORD of this 
morning, April 11, that a letter which was read by the gentleman 
purporting to come from a manufacturing firm in tbe State of Mich- 
igan, Worthington and another, on the subject of the manufacture 
here and sale abroad of agricultural implements, hay-forks, and things 
of that kind, and some remarks which I made in regard to that firm 
and these implements are entirely omitted from the RECORD. A mat- 
ter that was of sufficient importance to have read at the Clerk’s desk 
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as a part of the gentleman’s remarks, the entire letter, and upon 
which the gentleman commented and upon which I commented in 
the House, is entirely left out of the RECORD of the debates of this 
House, and the comments too are left out. ¢ 

That letter, sir, from this firm in Jackson, stated that they were 
large manufacturers of that class of agricultural implements, and 
among other things stated that they had a large sale for those imple- 
ments in foreign countries. It stated also that they could manufact- 
ure those implements of steel purchased from abroad—manufacture 
them in the State of Michigan—and send them to foreign countries 
to compete there with the manufactures of other countries; and that 
they did not desire any protection. That was substantially what the 
letter amounted to. It was used as an ment to this House in 
a can proposition of the Committee of Ways and Means on the 

Now, sir, I stated to the House after the reading of that letter that 
this firm of manufacturers in the State of Michigan carried on their 
work in the penitentiary of that State; that they perfomed this 
work by convict labor in that State, at a price for that labor in the 
manufacture of these implements less than that at which free labor 
could be employed anywhere. I do not give my words, but that is 
the purport of them. I have triedin vain to obtain the record of my 
remarks as well as the copy of that letter from the manuscript of the 


rters. 

also stated, what I considered a very important statement, that 
under the laws, which I did not read, and to the titles of which I did 
not refer, but which Inow do—sections 3019, 3020, and 3025 of the Re- 
vised Statutes—there was a drawback upon the duties paid npon steel 
which should be manufactured in this country, either wholly of steel 
or partly of wood, when the articles were re-exported from the coun- 
try lacking 10 per cent. of the drawback for the use of the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, sir, these important statements of the gentlemen, made here 
in the Pacts of this House and going to the country as they always 
do and should do by those reporters who send broadcast the state- 
ments made here to influence the public mind, were all suppressed by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] in his printed speech; 
not a single reference made to it or to my comments thereon. 

Iam sorry the gentleman is not here, but I say, sir, that that was 
a violation, a flagrant violation of the rules of the House. I do not 
know nor do I . to fix the place in the speech of the gentleman 
where this wrong has occurred; I cannot tell whether by mistake, by 
accident, or by design that important omission from the RECORD was 
made. But I speak of it now at the earliest opportunity, and as soon 
as I can procure from the reporters the manuscript of the letter and 
of the gentleman’s remarks upon it and of my comments upon it, I 
nt ask the privilege of the House that they be placed in the 

CORD. : 

The SPEAKER. The debate to which the gentleman refers was in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, with which the 
Chair has nothing to do, nor has the Chair anything to do with the 
speeches of members as they are inserted in the RD, and of course 
he cannot possibly have any control over them, for it is a mental and 

ical impossibility. 

Mr. CONGER. At a future time when I can procure the manuscript 
I shall ask that the letter read by the gentleman from New York with 
his remarks upon it and my comments upon it be read by the report- 
ers of the House. 1 will not detain the House further about the 
matter now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has de seep to have the gen- 
tlemau from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] p right upon the record. 
The question now is upon the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. SMITH] that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, for the further consideration of 
the pension appropriation bill. 

The question was spat, 108 members voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw further objection to the motion. 
Gentlemen think, I believe, that we can have a morning hour after 


this bill is 7 of. 
The SPE R. The Chair desires to state that the motion to 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union is always p% 
order, and the Chair is advised that when the pension appropriation 
bill is disposed of, as it probably will be 1 918 then the Committee 
on Appropriations will ask to have the Post-Office Department appro- 
priation bill taken up for consideration, and hence there will be no 
morning hour to-day. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the motion to suspend the rules and 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union dispense 
with the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The effect of it is to delay and probably to dis- 
pense with it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. After the bill now pending shall have been 
disposed of, a momma hour can be had. 

he SPEAKER. The motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
cei be made, to consider the Post-Office Department appropriation 
pill. 
. Mr. COX, of New York. Well, I withdraw all objection. 

The SPEAKER. No further count being demanded, the motion of 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SMITH} is agreed to. 


1878. 
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PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. GARFIELD in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3974) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the year ending June 30, 1879. 

The CE . The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union upon the pension sppropřistion bill, and by order 
of the House debate has been limited to thirty minutes. Five min- 
utes of that time have been consumed and twenty-five minutes 
remain, and the gentleman from- Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] now is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. HANNA. Irisetomake an inquiry. Yesterday there was evi- 
dently some misunderstanding on the part of the House as to the 
limitation of the time for debate. 

Mr. SPARKS. This interruption does not come out of my time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. HANNA. Yesterday while the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewiir] held the floor he kindly assigned to me a portion of his time, 
but by reason of a misunderstanding he was deprived of the oppor- 
tunity to do so, and I trust that to-day there will be no attempt to 
gag measure through, but that reasonable opportunity will be 

iven to both sides for the expression of our views upon this question. 
fi think that the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not interfere to 
limit the debate as the matter is construed by other members. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark that as soon as the 
general debate closes the bill is open to debate under the five-minute 
rule by clauses. 

Mr. SPARKS. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Appropriations in 
cousidering the pension appropriation bill found the amount due to 
pensioners in the neighborhood of $29,000,000. In the effort to appro: 
es a sufficient sum of money to cover this large indebtedness which 

as been very justly and aptly designated here as a sacred debt, the 
means by which this appropriation was to be carried into effect nec- 
essarily confronted the committee, in fact it became the duty of that 
committee to mature and present a bill, not only for the payment of 
the $29,000,000 of money due to the pensioners, but to appropriate 
money to supply the means or agencies through which the pensioners 
are to be paid. 

Now, sir, we attempted liberally, largely, fully, and completely by 
taking the farthest extent of the estimates to appropriate funds for 
the payment of the pensions of these maimed and wounded soldiers, 
their widows and orphans. But we found that there had grown up 
u system of paying these pensioners that amounted to simple robbery 
of the Treasury of the United States and was vexatious and costly to 
the pensioners; I mean the pension-agency system. We therefore 
undertook by this bill to save to the tax-payers of the country all 
that could be saved, while at the same time paying fully and expe- 
-ditiously every dollar that was due to the pensioner. But when we 
attempt to do this some fault-finding 8 here take exceptions. 
‘The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BraGG] makes the point that he 
does not like this bill for the reason that the Appropriation Commit- 
tee has “attempted to legislate.” Sir, we have attempted simply to 
meet a case 5 confronted us. We have attempted to meet it in 
the interest of economy, in the interest of common justice and com- 
mon honesty ; and I think it would be well for gentlemen when other 
members who are charged with particular duties attempt to discharge 
them faithfully and in the interest of economy and justice to aid them 
rather than be constantly finding fault. The gentleman from Wis- 
<onsin is a member of the Committee on Mili Affairs. We have 
heard a great deal of the reforms in the military service that are to 
come from that committee. I have been under the impression that 
they would come; and when they come I would like to stand by that 
Pampa and 5 33 of poas 5 and aid them rather 
than sneer at and oppose them whenever present any proposi- 
tion to the House in that direction. J Aian 

On looking at this question we found that the last appropriation 
for pension agencies in the payment of these pensions was $457,000. 
That is the amount appropriated in the last appropriation bill for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, for making the payment of pensions 
to the pensioners. We found also that the Pension Office fad esti- 
mated as the expenditure for this p for the coming fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, $330,000, (It was stated at $319,000, but it really 
amounts to about $330,000.) The fact that the estimate for this pur- 
pose was $127,000 less this year than the appropriation last year 
mecessarily arrested the attention of the committee. Proceeding to 
examine this matter, we found that instead of there being any neces- 
sity for paying $457,000 for this service or even $330,000, it could be 
amply done for $130,000, Now, sir, if this be correct, is it not the 
duty of patriotism to adopt the system we pro ose? How do we 
arrive at this conclusion? The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Situ, ] the chairman of the subcommittee on this subject, whose zeal 
and indefatigable labors in relation to this matter deserve the com- 
mendation of every member of the House, (and he being of opposite 
politics to me I e great pleasure in commending them,) has with 
gon care probed this question to the bottom. First he goes to the 

retary of the Interior and inquires with reference to the matter, 
‘The letter of that officer is published in the RECORD of this morning 
in a speech of my friend from saan ee and if gentlemen have 
not read it let me specially direct their attention to that letter. The 


Secretary not only says that the plan here suggested is feasible, but 
he indicates thatit is wonderful it has not been adopted heretofore. 
Thin mark you, is the opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
on this subject outranks the Commissioner of Pensions, the latter 
simply being a subofiicial of his. 

The gentleman next goes to the Treasurer of the United States, 
who has the custody of the funds out of which these pensions are to 
be paid; and he, making a large and liberal estimate, certifies to an 
estimate which, taken in connection with estimates from the Pen- 
sion Office, shows that this work, which has heretofore cost the Gov- 
ernment on the average $450,000 annually, can be done in the Treas- 
ury of the United States for $130,000. Hence we make provision that 
these pensions shall be paid directly from the Treasury ; and we pro- 
pose to abolish the pension agencies, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to correct a statement of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. SPARKS. I cannot yield now. The gentleman can correct 
me when I am throngh. 

Another question to be considered was that of safety. Here is a 
large sum of money, $29,000,000, annually appropriated for pensions; 
and the question of safety in its appropriation ts an important item. 
Now it strikes me, as the Government owes this sacred debt and as 
it has a custodian of its funds, supposes to be competent and honest, 
it is safer that the payment of the debt should be made directly from 
the repository of the funds when duly set apart and appropriated to 
the payment. In this connection my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, has given us some figures, He has 
shown where the agency system has proved a defaulter to the extent 
of nearly $300,000. In other words, pension agents have proved de- 
faulters and defrauded the people of the United States in about this 
sum. I give it in round numbers at $300,000; it is a little less. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has given the precise figures in his 
speech. And I think it very likely some of his political friends may 
have objected to his presenting them; I do not know as to that; but 
at any rate, in a spirit of fairness and of justice and with a desire 
to do right that is commendable everywhere, he has presented them. 
And I am glad he has done so and that the duty did not devolve 
upon me. Now, sir, such defalcations cannot exist under the system 
here proposed. On the point of safety, therefore, we find that the 
pan here suggested is infinitely saperior to the present system. 

77 6 sir, it holds to reason that When eighteen men in different parts 
of the country are chosen as pension agents, many of them unfortu- 
nately selected to subserve partisan pu —I am making no 
charge upon the republican o ization, for it might be so if the 
other party were in power—it is presumable that so large a sum of 
money paid into the hands of these men is subjected at least to some 
risk, alf of which is obviated by leaving the money in the Treasury 
until it is paid to the men to whom it is honestly and justly due. 

But objection is made that this proposed system will delay the 
payment of pensioners. Let us see how that is. The Commissioner 
of Pensions, who, from all I have seen in the progress of this discus- 
sion, seems to be taking a very lively interest against this bill—I 
make no special charges sgan him, for as far as I know bim per- 
aonan have thought much of him and think highly of him still— 
himself in his letter, maturely and deliberately papane and sent to 
the Secre of the Interior, substantially states that delay in pay- 
ments would not occur except in the beginning, namely, for the first 
quarter after the act takes effect. When I made that point yesterday 
5 8 the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers] he went back some- 
where behind the screen and brought in a card stating that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions found it necessary to back out of that 8 
tion. Now, I do not care whether he backs out or backs in. It holds 
to reason and to common sense that it is true. How are your pen- 
sions paid now under the agency system? How many men go to the 
pension agents and get their money? Not more than 10 per cent. of 
them, perhaps. Not more, certainly, than 10 per eent. of them can do 
so in the great State of Illinois with its population of over three 
millions of people and with only one office in the 3 and it lo- 
cated in its extreme northeast corner. Not more than 10 per cent. 
can do it at the offices in the city of Concord covering three or four 
States. They simply cannot do it. They do not doit. They get 
their pensions by drafts through the mail. How? The vouchers are 
sent to them. The affidavits are sworn to, identification made and 
returned to the pension offices accompanying receipts, and drafts for 
amounts are then sent through the mails to the pensioners. What 
is the difference to ag of my district, and, in fact, to the people 
in every district in the State, except perhaps in the city of Chicago, 
in getting a communication from the city of Washington and one 
from Chicago? I think it is generally in favor of Washington. I 
would rely on getting a letter in the little town where I live from 
Washington earlier than from Chicago. I am speaking now for 
the pensioners who do not live at Chicago, but who live all over the 
State. And it is so throughout the whole country. In all shone pen 
sion districts they live miles and hundreds of miles away. at 
North Carolina. My friend, [General Scalxs, ] living on the north- 
ern line of North Carolina, were he a pensioner, would have to 
go to Knoxville, Tennessee. Let me ask, gentlemen, where would 
be the most convenient place for him to get his draft and transact 
the necessary business in relation to it—Washington or Knoxville? 
Is it not Washington? Every one knows it would be so. That is 
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the way pensioners are distributed and the way pension agencies are 
distributed. 

Now, sir, I say it holds to reason, it is common sense, that there 
would be no moro delay in the plan proposed than in the present 
system, In the beginning, in starting the system, there may be some 
delay. Everybody, of course, knows such would be the case. But it 
Wonk only be for the first quarter. 

Four vouchers are sent to the pensioners. On the first voucher there 
may be some delay, but they have all these papers prepared, so that 
on the incoming payment they are ready to transmit the drafts at 
once, and there is no reason why they should not reach the pensioners 
on the identical day when the payment ought to be made; for they 
have a whole quarter in which to pre them. Can there be any 
question about that? Mr. Chairman, how many minutes of my time 
remain ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten minutes. 

Mr. SPARKS. We have first considered the question of safety and 
next the question of delay, in reference to both of which, in my judg- 
ment, the proposed plan is an improvement over the present system. 
We come next to consider the cost to the pensioner. On that point 
I wish to direct attention to a species of legislative claptrap that 
has been attempted in this discussion. I presume every gentleman 
hag had placed upon his desk this morning an anonymous circular, a 
copy of which I hold in my hand. Where did it come from? Has it 
a e in this House? lcan hardly think that it has. Here it is: 
Outrage on pensioners !|—Wealthy —— Poor Government Economy with 

a vengeance 


The House of Representati in its anxiety to economize, proposes to tax pen- 
sioners $300,000 per rof their miserable peaaos; to obtain them by paying 
pensions from the in the interest of bon ers. 


Why, sir, it has not been long since we had fifty-eight of these 
agents. Why? For about the same reason as a wagon should have 
five wheels. It was because it afforded places for more office-seekers 
to get office. Lam not particularly charging this upon the repub- 
lican organization. Iam in good humor to-day; I have not got my 
war paint on. It is my impression, if we were on the inside we would 
have had some hungry men to provide for too. l 

We ran on the basis of fifty-eight agencies for a good while. They 
were good places to put hungry friends into to draw fat salaries. But 
the Treasury was robbed by it, and the present Administration (which 
I believe is to be approved now since the caucus last night) chose to 
cut that number down to eighteen. Why? Simply because it found 
a t big barnacle hanging upon the Treasury. It found so large 
a lot of pap-suckers here that it was necessary to turn some of them 
off, and it trimmed them down to eighteen. Has there been any 
delay in the service occasioned by it? No, sir. Everybody says the 
service has been better conducted; and yet we have reduced them 
from fifty-eight to eighteen. 

Why, sir, when that was done—I do not speak for the whole coun- 
try, I do not live all over it, but I remember when it was cut down— 
there was a terrible howl in my country; there was a howl at Spring- 
field, because a fat officer’s head had to go into the basket; so at 
Quincy; so in my own district, at the town of Salem. There was a 
howl all over the country. And now, when you pro to cut this 
thing right square off and end these blood-suckers, there is a howl; 
and we have these sensational, lying, anonymous circulars on our 
tables. Their paternity can scarcely be questioned; they comethrongh 
the influence of the pension agencies, It is humiliating and disgrace- 
ful to us, 8 as we ilo. this proud nation, that scurvy fel- 
lows should beullowed to approach the hall of our deliberations with 
such balderdash and lying nonsense, with a view to influence our 
action, and it deserves the severest rebuke from every honorable 

tleman on this floor. 

But its falsity is apparent everywhere. There is not a correct state- 
ment in the circular, I will not have time, I am afraid, to dissect it. 
It says that forty-eight thonsand affidavits will have to be sworn to 
by the pensioners and paid for by them at fifty cents per quarter 

regating $24,000 per quarter or $96,000 per annum, while it says 
under the present system they can go before the pension agent and 
swear to themiree. Now, that wonld look as if that portion of them 
(by no means forty-eight thousand) who chance to live next door to 
the pension agent and swear to their affidavits before him might be 
injured. But how is it with the ninety out of the one hundred who 
do not live near the agency? They cannot go there, never have 
gona there, and in the nature of things never can go there. They 
ave now got to swear before a justice of the peace or some other 
officer and pay for it and send it tothe pension agent. Hence this 
hue and cry is all for the one man out of ten who lives at the agency 
and not for the body of the pensioners, all of whom should be on 
perfect equality. Our system they say would injure the ten ont of 
the hundred. But let us see if that is so. My friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, prompted by his stern honesty and his desire to do everything 
he could fur the soldier and his great care in this matter, has made 
rovision in his amendment to make this bill in this respect infinitely 
Pet ter for the pensioner than it is now. How? This bill makes pro- 
vision that every pensioner can go before any United States officer 
authorized to administer oaths and swear to his papers free. The 
officer is obliged to administer the oath free. What is the effect of 
that? How many United States judges have you got in the Unitetl 
States? Four or five times as many as you have got pension agents. 


Hence, take the pensioners altogether there would be a saving in this 


for the reason that if they went before United States ju who 
would be compelled to administer the oath free there would four 
or five times the number of officers to udminister the oaths free. But 
what else? The bill provides that they can go before a revenue col- 
lector, who is in every district or about every district. There are one 
hundred and twenty-six of them. Hence they can go before one hun- 
dred and twenty-six revenue collectors and make their affidavits free. 
Here we have two hundred or three hundred officers, judges, and 
collectors before whom they can make their affidavits free; while 
now they can only go before eighteen agents. Which is in the in- 
terest of the pensioner? More than that, under this bill they ean go 
before any United States commissionerand make their affidavits free, 
and there are over three thousand of them scattered all over the conn- 

Hence we have nearly four thousand men under this bill, or 
about that before whom these pensioners can swear to their affidavits 
free, while under the peen 5 there are only eighteen pension 
agents before whom they can doit without cost. Now which system 
is the best for the pensioner? The common sense of every man will 
at once settle it in favor of the proposed we 

Now let me refer to the cost. I mean the cost to the pensioner in 
the draft he gets. The important thing to be consid is that the 
pensioner is not to be prejudiced in the payment that he gets. We 
want to make provision that the pensioner shall be fully paid, com- 
pletely paid, and that the kind of payment he gets shall not be endan- 
gered nor discounted at a loss to him. 

The bill providesthatall o ee e paid by drafts drawn 
by the Treasurer of the United States on the Treasury of the United 
States, which are good and at par or a premium everywhere, and no 
question about it; while now they are paid by agents’ drafts om 
banks, and a draft on a bank is sometimes dangerous; there may be 
trouble about it. It is not only dangerous to the pensioner, but it is. 
costly to him because in my county, for instance, they will not take 
a draft on a Chicago bank at pars and the pensioner therefore is sub- 
ject to a shave, while a draft by the Treasurer of the United States 
on the Treasury of the United States is at pareverywhere and always. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

„ The time allowed by the House for debate has 
expired. 

Mr. SPARKS. I am sorry for it, for I had some further remarks 
which I desired to make. 

Pisa BRIGHT. Is it in order to ask an extension of the gentleman’s 
time 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order in Committee of the Whole. 
The Clerk will now proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amend- 


ment. 
: ‘eae Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs, and read as 
ollows: 
For pensions for Army invali 13,150,000 ; for wid 
8 $12, 830,000; DT aTa oe ranged of Tat sone an ce eee 


of the war of 1812, $230,000; and for fees of examining surgeons, 
vided by the several acts of Congress. = ves 


Mr. HANNA. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose briefly to direct my remarks to two ques- 
tions involved in the consideration of the pending bill: first, the 
feature of alleged economy claimed for it by its advocates; and sec- 
ond, the great 88 outrage which the 8 would be 
subjected to by abol g the present system of payment and adopt- 
ing the mode pro 

he idea that it will prove a measure of economy is a delusion. If 
the agents receive under existing law in the way of salary and fees 
compensation disproportionate to the amount of service rendered and 
responsibility incurred, then the true remedy, in my judgment, is to 
correct whatever abuse, if any, exists in that re by giving the 
agent a certain fixed sum as a salary, and if the other fees now al- 
lowed by law amount to a sum more than equal to all other penae; 
that the excess be covered into the Treasury, I think it will be con- 
ceded that the present Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Bentley, is one 
of the most intelligent and efficient officials in the public service. 
He is thoroughly conversant with all the details, the workings, aud 
the necessities of his department, and by reason of his experience 
his opinion and on brea should have far greater wore with mem- 
bers uyon questions connected with the operations of his department 
than the speculative views of visionaries or of those who under the 
banner of reform seem bent on withholding the means necessary to 
the efficiency of the several Departments of the Government or of 
abolishing the necessary agencies to a prompt and satisfactory serv- 
ice. Reform is one thing, but defeat of the object and purpose of the 
Government is quite a different thing. In a letter of November 12, 
1877, addressed by the Commissioner of Pensions to Hon. ROBERT E. 
WITHERS, of the Senate, he treats fairly and fully the question of 
economy involved in the proposed change in these words: 
ni V 8 
„jn. ĩͤ ß vee wines. toe Taher of pare 
ment, and the duties incident to it, and to the custody of the pay-rolls, — 32 
by transferring the duty of paying to the t; anduntil 
is proposed which will reduce the labor anil the duties incident to it, and 
custody of the pay rolls, I must proceed upon the assumption that they would 
uced transfer. If there is not a reduction of the labor and of 
th d not be a reduction of ex- 


000, as pro- 


shall readjust the compensation of the agents upon some plan similar to that recom- 
mended by me in my annual report. 

The local peon agent may, and usually does, perform the labor and the duties 
incident to ae, Coney hering to common business principles; i. e., he cm- 

loys his clerical tants at the prices established in tho business community 
for such labor, and requires his clerks to serve him diligently during usnal business 
hours. This is in accord with his personal interest, since by this means the net 
proceeds of his office are enhanced. 

The service in the ments at the capital is not so conducted, and in the 
nature of things cannot be conducted upon such principles. The objects of financial 
gain and busines perity, which constitute the most powerful motive in com- 
mon life and are incentive of the local agent in the management of his oflice, 
are not a governing influence with a Governmentoflicial. At best, he is but a serv- 
ant with a stated salary, which no exertion on his part can Increase. 

In the Departments, a clerk cannot ordinarily be expected to labor earlier than 
nine a. m. nor later than four p. m. The clerks in the agencies labor from seven 
or eight a. m. to six and as a rule they are more diligent while they labor, 

use they are under the eye of him whose money pays ior their services, an 
who will discharge them summarily and without relief if they fail to render him 
an equivalent for their hire, Besides this, the agent pays a less salary for the same 
class of labor than is paid in the De nis, 
jon, based upon such observations as I have been able to make, the 
nsacts his business at a rate of not less than 40 per cent. cheaper than 
the Departments at Washington even with 


It is my 
local agent 
the same business can be transacted in 
the most zealous officers in charge. 

Upon economical considerations, Iam of opinien nothing, upon the whole, will 
be gained by transferring the pay-rolls to the capital, even if they should be con- 
nected with the Pension Bureau, much less if connected with er Department, 
making necessary a continuance of all the present machinery. 


There is a presentation of this question of economy that is unan- 
swerable from any source entitled to equal weight and credit. We 
are thus told by one in a position to know whereof he affirms, who 
knows more of the practical workings of the Pension Department 
than the ee of the Interior or of the Treasury can by ibility 
know, no matter how efficient either of them may be, that“ the local 

nt transacts his business at a rate of not less than 40 per cent. 
cheaper than the same business can be transacted in the Departments 
at Washington, even with the most zealous officers. in charge ;” and 
this statement is in perfect accord with the observation and expe- 
rience of any member on this floor who has had aught to do with the 
work of the several Departments. It necessarily takes.a given amount 
of time and labor to pay 232,104 pensioners, keep the books and 
accounts correctly, make the necessary examinations and computa- 
tion for the protection of the Government, and conduct the corre- 
spondence; and the idea that all this labor can be performed cheaper 
in Washington than is now done in the States at the several agencies 
is simply an assumption. 

Afterward, on the 20th of November, 1877, the Commissioner, in a 
letter to the Secretary of the Interior, reiterates substantially the 
same views, and combats with great force the plan of payment pro- 
posed by this bill. You will bear in mind that every three months 
234,104 payments are to be made, and we are further told by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions that “it is utterly impracticable to rest the 
responsibility for so wee 1 477 per quarter upon any single 
person, because the labor incident to it is greater than any one person 
ean possibly orm.” He then tells us that the scheme proposed 
would involve the absolute necessity of dividing the rolls into twelve 
sections of twenty thousand persons, with one superintending agent 
for each section, who would be compelled to pay each working day 
of the year two hundred and eighty persons in order to complete the 
payment of his section; and thus each one of the head men of these 
sections would have a retinue of clerks the whole cost of which we 
have no reliable data except the statement of the Commissioner, who 
says that the work would cost 40 per cent. more than as now done at 
the agencies, 

Some gentlemen have said that now we have eighteen rolls corre- 
sponding with the eighteen agencies, whereas if the scheme proposed 
be adopted we shall have but one, and that therefore its adoption will 
be a saving of labor. Would not the one roll embrace the eighteen? 
Is not the whole equal to all the parts? Would there be any less 
number of names upon the one roll which embraces the eighteen rolls? 
It is idle to talk of a saving of Jabor in this regard. gain, it has 
been r that under the 1 system three sets of books are 
required and that the proposed scheme will dispose of one set, and 
thus a saving may be effected. Under any safe system for the Gov- 
ernment, properly guarded with checks and balances, you cannot avoid 
a less number than three sets. The Pension Department proper should 
have one, it will be conceded; you cannot start the machinery in 
motion without that, Then the Department or officer issuing the 
checks to the pensioners must have auother set, to the end that infor- 
mation be furnished as to who is entitled to the pensions. And then 
if the accounts are ever to be settled some Auditor must have another 
set. Any scheme which seeks to get rid of one set of these books is 
successfully met with the objection that such would be the opportu- 
nity for the commission of fraud that it ought not to be adopted. 
The argument of the Commissioner of Pensions on this point is un- 
answerable, After all, the whole question of economy, so far as tho 
mode of payment is concerned, is whether the work can be done 
cheaper in Washington tban in the States at the agencies, and the 
direct, unimpeached testimony on that point is that it can be done 40 
per cent. cheaper in the States at the agencies than in Washington. 

But, sir, I am opposed to this scheme on higher und, I aver 
that the abolition of the agencies in the States and the adoption of 
the pro mode of payment would result in practically robbing 


the pensioner of the amount which the Government intended he 
VIL j 
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should be promptly and at stated peri 
tainty of prompt payment, tho delays incident to the manner of doing 


ods be furnished.. The uncer- 


business in e all the hazards incident to the transmission 
of checks through the mails, and the whole machinery of the Depart- 
ments here being subject to either the whims of Congress or of an 
Appropriation Committee, would result in compelling the pensioner 
to sacrifice his pension to those who are ever y to take advantage 
of his necessities. Sir, it is idle to talk to me about prompt pay- 
ment of pensions at Washi. n when we know that 3 for 
pensions, by meritorious claimants, have been delayed for years by 
no fault of the Commissioner of Pensions, but by reason of the fact 
that the necessary information from the Adjutant-General and Sur- 
geon-General’s Office could not be obtained for want of the necessary 
clerical force. Experience in this regard warns me in the interest of 
29 pensioner to avoid the hazards to which this bill subjects him or 
er. 

Sir, at present the pensioners are promptly paid; they are satisfied 
with the present system and mode 8 The agents selected, 
so far as my kpowledge extends, are efficient, n worthy, 
and acceptable to the pensioners, They belong to the rural localities 
in which the pensioners reside. In one sense the pensioners are the 
immediate constituency of the agent, and in the very nature of things 
would receive more faithful and tender consideration than from a 
stranger or a clerk in Washington. A failure to make the necessary 
appropriation for clerk hire in the Departments at Washington does 
not now affect the efficiency of the agencies in the States, as the agent 
pays the clerk hire and such payment does not depend upon the ac- 
tion or non-action of an Appropriation Committee. I repeat, if the 
compensation of the agents is now too large, that can be easily reme- 
died; but in the name of justice and humanity I protest against a 
measure which, in my judgment, will result in practically robbing 
the pensioner. Away with all such schemes of reform, 

Again, sir, while I am not a State-rights man according to the 
old political sense of the term, while I distinctly avow that my alle- 
giance to the nation is paramount to that of my State, yet, sir, I beg 
to call attention to what seems to me an unnecessary centralization 
of all the machinery of the General Government at Washington and 
of the money power of the Government in New York, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon the pending amend- 
ment, and it must be voted upon unless it be withdrawn. 

Mr. HANNA. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I renew it, and yield my time to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Sparks. ] 

Mr. SPARKS. One word in answer to the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr, Hanna,] and I make it with all respect to him. He is a Repre- 
sentative of a pension district. The pension office of his district is 
located at Indianapolis, his home. Hisviewsare likely to be influenced 
by the interests of that pension office. Iam not speaking disrespect- 
fully of the gentleman. It is as natural that he should sustain that 
office as that water should flow down an inclined plane. It is pos- 
sible that the pension agent is a friend of the gentleman; in fact, I 
have been informed that such is the case. It is natural that the 
prejudices of the gentleman should be in favor of his friend the 
pension agent, 

And now, sir, I desire to say a word as to the cost of this system. 
The cost of running the pension agencies has been about $150,000 a 
year, Last year we appropriated 8457,00 for that purpose. This 
year the Department makes an estimate of about $330,000, but if you 
will look at the speech of my colleague on the committee [Mr. Hewitt, 
of New York] it will be clearly seen that these payments can be made 
in the mode this bill proposes for $130,000, and it will also show you 
that his estimates therefor come largely from the Pension Office itself. 
I do not dispute the high character of the Commissioner of Pensions ; 
Ido not doubt his intelligence and integrity; but repeat that the 
information that these duties can be discharged for $130,000 comes 
largely from his own estimates, Sir, we have undoubted assurances 
that under the system of paying these pensioners directly from the 
Treasury, as this bill proposes, the work can be done for $130,000 
when heretofore it has cost the Government $450,000 to do it. I ask 
if this is not something worth saving. 

Again, we are met with objections from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. Now, sir, I have profound respect for all the members of 
that committee so far as I know them; but I would ask those gentle- 
men when they come in here to antagonize this bill, admitting that 
we are in the line of reform of abuses, but complaining that it is 
their special provines to correct them, why they have allowed this 
unnecessary charge upon the Treasury to last for so many years and 
have never discovered a remedy for it. That committee seem to think 
it unfair to them that the Appropriations Committee should have sug- 

ested a reform in this regard, while it admits that the Treasury has 
Been robbed in the payment of this sacred debt for many years, and 

et has never itself su; any remedy whatever. Ourcommittee 

as proposed in this bill an effective remedy in the abolition of these 
agencies, and it is due to fairness, it is due to honesty, it is due to 
truth that the House should fairly consider the plan which we pre- 
sent. The Committee on Invalid Pensions say “ We will not do away 
with pension agencies yet, but will reform abuses within them.” Sir, 
it is pension-agency system that has produced all the trouble, 
These agencies are the fruitful source of all this extravagance in the 
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payment of these honest and worthy pensioners. I 
men on the Pension Committee think that “ The hair of the dog cures 
its bite ;” hence they will retain the agents. We do not p such 
remedy, but think it would be better to get rid of the dog. [Laugh- 
ter.] They object to a measure of reform which abolishes the a noy 
system af brings down the cost Ragen of paying pensions to $130,000. 
They want to retain the pension agents and keep the expense at 
Peo: They prope to continue the vicious system which robs 
the asury and the pensioners alike, We think, Mr. Chairman, 
that it is due to fairness to have this matter thoroughly considered, 
and when that is done we believe the House will come to the conelu- 
sion that the Committee on Appropriations, whether they may have 
made mistakes elsewhere or not, have in this matter done a good 


gentle- 


work. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Chairman, several gentlemen preceding 
me have characterized this proposition as speculative. Iregard it as 


a very simple matter of business. I do not know that I can make it 
clear to others in five minutes; but it is as clear in my own mind as 
anything possibly can be. This is purely a question of machine work 
so simple and feasible that the inquiry has often come to me while it 
has been under discussion, how many of those who oppose it are in- 
timately connected with the patronage of fifty-eight pension agencies 
no longer required? Sir, this Administration is entitled to credit for 
having discovered that this business, instead of being conducted by 
fifty-eight agencies, could be concentrated into eighteen. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of this House are entitled to credit for tak- 
ing the hint from the Administration and showing how the business 
can be concentrated into one office, and with immense saving. 

What is this case? There are nine hundred thousand duplicate 
payments to be made every year, more or less. I say duplicate pay- 
ments, because the same thing is repeated over again and again to 
about two hundred and thirty thousand pensioners quarterly, It is 
su as a part of this proposition that these payments shall be 
made continuously through every month of the instead of quar- 
terly. In that case there will be an average of about three thousand 
payments on every working day. Now, I say, as a man who knows 
something about signing multitudinous checks and receiving multi- 
tudinous vouchers therefor, that these three thousand payments can 
be made from the Treasury building in Washington to the greater 
satisfaction of the two hundred and thirty thousand pensioners and 
at a much less cost than this committee has dared to suggest. 

What is it that the Committee on Appropriations su t? They 
propose an expenditure for this purpose of $130,000, which does not 
include anything for rent, stationery, or postage. This is nearly 
fourteen and one-half cents for every check, But the business when 
thoroughly organized can be done for ten cents on every check; and 
my colleague from New York [Mr. Hewirr] who spoke on this sub- 
ject yesterday can find the man who will contract to do it to the 
entire satisfaction of the pensioners and the Government for ten cents 
a check and voucher, if the contract should extend over five years. 

Of course the system now pro is a change; and some incidental 
experiments will be required in bringing it into successful action. 
But the thing is a simple question of organization—how many men 
does it take to sign three thousand checks a day? Go to your large 
pension agencies, where a great number of vouchers are ed in the 
first two or three days of each month when these payments become 
due, and you will get a surprising practical answer to that question. 
I listened with a great deal of interest to the gentleman from Indi- 
anapolis, [Mr. HANNA. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

The formal amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. CLYMER. I renew the formal amendment, and yield my time 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. CHITTENDEN. ] 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I saw that the gentleman from Indiana had 
prepared his remarks with great care; and in the RECORD (I mean 
no reflection) I find the reason for his position on this question; and 
I ask the House to take note of it in oting apon this question as in- 
telligent business men. At the mioaa s office the compensation 
to the pension agent is $4,000; the voucher fees are $14,515; contin- 
gencies, $1,657.76 ; total, $20,172.76. Now, I make no reflection; but I 
say it is in bad taste for the representative of a pension ey in In- 
dianapolis, where the total expenses are $20,000 annually, to come 
here and present a written argument for the continuance of a system 
which is so costly and unnece: —as much so as any other abuse 
which has crept into the administration of the Government for the 
last twenty years. 

Sir, I congratulate the Committee on Appropriations upon their 
suggestion of this plan. I hail it as the entering-wedge for the dis- 
covery and correction of other and greater abuses in the administra- 
tion of other Departments of the Government; and on a future occa- 
sion I will allude to some of them. I stake my reputation as a man 
who knows what it costs to sign checks and take vouchers, doing it 
carefully in a business-like way, that under this proposed plan the 
Government, though not able to do the work so cheaply as an indi- 
vidual might, will reduce the cost of these payments to $100,000 
annually in the third year of the experiment. 

Sir, I accept no of the responsibility which those assume who 
will vote against thi 5 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, Iam amazed that so 
man as my friend from New York should be captured 
ble claptrap pretense to economy in transferring the payment of 
these pensions to Washington; I say Iam am: at it, and that he 
should turn to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] and make a per- 
sonal assault on him for advocating what I believe to be true econ- 
omy is still more amazing. I do not represant any pension agents, 
and I tell the gentleman that if this work is done in Washington that 
precisely the same work which is now done by the special ts in 
the country will be done here in Washington, and there will be no 
saving in the number of agents or in the co uent There 
are now eighteen rolls and you propose to make them twelve if you 
bring them here. You will have to have twelve pension agents 
located in Washington to do the work with their twelve rolls and it 
~~ be eighteen. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, do you suppose in the manner in which clerks 
are employed in Washington they are going to do this work as cheap] 
as it is now done in the country under tlio agents themselves? It rd 
simply absurd to talk about a proposition of that kind. Nay, more : 
the pensioners are paid to-day within fifteen days from the time the 
pension is due, The great bulk are paid within the first fifteen days. 
And what do you pro here? You do not propose to pay under 
fifteen days. No one made a proposition to pay under that time. 
You pro to work this force so it will work the whole three months, 
and at the end of the three months you are to get the whole of the 
pensioners peig, Ihave gone into a computation, and I wish my friend 
from New York to listen to it, to see what will be the loss to the pen- 
sioners at 6 per cent, on account of the delay, and it is $250,000. I 
wish him to tell the pensioners in the district in which he lives that 
he has fayored a reduction of $250,000 on their pensions, 

I undertake to say that there is not a single table of statistics 
which will show this thing can be done for any $150,000. With all 
due deference to my friend and associate on the Committee on Appro- 
priations, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I say he has not shown 
any such thing; and as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I here and now enter my protest er this thing in the inter- 
est of the pensioners of this country. o made the discovery? It 
was not my venerable friend from the Lancaster district of Pennsyl- 
vania, and chairman of the subcommittee on 8 It was 
made long ago by the Commissioner himself. He reduced these pen- 
sion agents from fifty-eight to eighteen; and of all the communi- 
cations which have been ad to us on this subject his is alto- 
gether the most intelligent. He recommended to this House the 
reduction of the compensation of these pension agents to a proper 
sum, and to let them go on as they are now in the payment of these 
pensions. 

I only wish to say in conclusion that if this thing is undertaken 
you will find instead of doing it for $130,000, as the bill proposes, it 
will cost nearer half a million, and I stake my reputation on it. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. FORT. Mr, Chairman, if I believed the proposition ingrafted 
on this pension appropriation bill would be unjust to pensioners or 
delay the payment of their pensions, I certainly could not support it. 
I concede there may be doubt as to whether the change in the begin- 
ning would not canse some little delay in the payment of these pen- 
sions, yet not more than a day or two, and after the change gets into 
working order there will be no delay. Gentlemen on this floor have 
grown very eloquent in talking about the poor pensioners. They base 
their opposition to this measure on the ground of their deep solicitude 
about the welfare of the poor pensioner, One would think to hear 
them speak that they considered themselves the only friends and 
guardians the pehsioners had. I have noticed, however, that these 
same gentlemen who have most love to express for the soldier have 
not been very willing to extend pensions, at least have not voted to 
extend pensions to those who seem to deserve them and grant a pen- 
sion to a class of deserving soldiers not now on the pension-rolls. 
Opposition generally comes from those who did not happen during 
the time pensioners were manufactured to be very near the places 
where the manufacturing was going on. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, here is a question presented to us between the needy and 
worthy pensioners on one hand and the toiling tax-payers on the other. 
Between the two stand eighteen pension agents through whom the 
taxes collected from the tax-payers are distributed to the pensioners, 
and who toll the money by way of fat fees as it passes through their 
hands. The very lowest one of these pension agents gets $5,032.64 a 
year and the highest gets $23,337.88 a year for doing his or her offi- 
cial duty: It is a question with the tax-payers of the country whether 
they will still continue to pay such enormous salaries. The compen- 
sation paid to these agents will average over $15,000 a year, 

I happen to know two or three of these pension agents, and they 
are very excellent people. I like them epee af but as a tax- 
payer and a Representative of tax-payers I do not believe it our duty 
to longer permit it. I have no fault to find with the agents; the 
fault is not with them; the blame is upon us if we continue it longer. 
I know, Mr. Chairman, these high salaries are the result of consolida- 
tion, and this is our first opportunity to act, and we should not hesi- 
tate. 

Mr. Chairman, I have noticed since I have been here in Congress 
that whenever a proposition is made to reduce the number of office- 
holders you find a hundred eloquent gentlemen on their feet in a mo- 
ment, resisting it and denouncing the measure as foolish or impracti- 


y this misera- 
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cable, as they now do in this case, The trouble with them is, some 
friend must give up his place or some friend who is expecting a place 
will be disappointed, and hence their opposition. Ido not wish to 
be personal, and I regret to state what is true. Very often, I will say, 
it has been on the republican side of the House, but not always. 

And, sir, judging from past experience with the ex-Doorkee of 
this House, it would have been no better with the democratic side 
if they were in power. They are resisting the reduction of officers 
where they have the appointment, and in fact they have increased 
officers enormously wherever they could control the appointment, 
and the extravagance of the democratic party where they hold the 
control of patronage is beyond all precedent. So it seems almost im- 
possible to cut down the number of office-holders or to reduce the list 
of offices by a direct vote of this House. Republicans seem to want to 
hold on to all they have, and the democrats are determined to increase 
wherever they have the appointments. The 180 sighs pension agents 
were not reduced to eighteen by a vote of this House. The law hap- 
pened to be passed authorizing the President to reduce their number 
and consolidate the districts, and he did it; let it be remembered to 
his credit. I question whether it would ever have been done by a 
square vote of this House. The t is that the President does not 
assume the further nsibility of a still further reduction, And I 
am glad to learn that he intends soon to do so if Congress does not. 

I think, sir, that there can be no possible trouble and no consider- 
able delay in paying pensions from the Treasury Department direct. 
A Treasury draft would be better and worth more to the pensioner than 
a pension agent’s draft. Very Heel. it would have m better to 
have continued to pay pensioners only twice a year as was formerly 
done. They are now paid four times a year. It is perhaps more sat- 
isfactory to them, but I question whether it is any better for them 
to receive their pensions so often and consequently in such small 
installments. I often think that too frequent payments is not best. 
No complaint was ever made when pensioners were paid only twice 
& year, and it cost only half as much to pay under the former law as 
it does now. But I would not change the law back now; some might 
complain. Ihave no doubt some of them would want to be paid 
twelve times a a without regard to the cost of payment to the 
Government. tlemen have said if payment is to be transferred 
to the Treas 8 instead of by agents as now done, that 
it will cost 2050 , and the pensioner would be defrauded ; that 
claim agents would have to be employed here. Iask them how and 
why? Thousands of pensioners are paid here now, and I respect- 
fully ask gentlemen to name one case of delay, or any pensioner who 
had to employ a claim agent to get his pension here. The excellent 
pension agent, Mr. D. C. Cox, pays every one promptly and without 
cost or trouble to the ioner, and in my judgment Mr. Cox as a 
bureau officer could and would pay them all. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. O'NEILL rose. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I was about to move that the com- 
mittee rise for the purpose of closing debate on the pending para- 


h. 
sg THOMPSON. L hope that motion will not be made now. Other 
gentlemen want to be heard on this matter very briefly. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Ido not want to do anything dis- 
courteous, but I am anxious to get the bill through. I withdraw the 
motion for the present, 

Mr. ALDRIC Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I am in favor of the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Powrers] on behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. The very radical change in paying the pensioners contemplated 
by the Committee on Appropriations is of such vital importance to 
the pensioners as to command most careful consideration. Any sys- 
tem of transacting the business of the Government which is in good 
working order, and which is being transacted with such entire satis- 
faction to all ies concerned and with such perfect safety to the 
Government, should not be changed unless good and sufficient reasons 
are shown why such change should be made; whether such reasons 
have been shown I propose briefly to consider. It is contemplated 
to discharge eighteen pence agents who have been proven to be 
most efficient and faithful officers, and turn over this vast machinery, 
with all its multitudinous and laborious duties, to the already over- 
worked Secretaries of the T; and Interior and have the duties 
3 by bureaus which have already more to do than can be 

one with reasonable promptitude. The only reason given for this 
change is one of economy. It is claimed that if will effect a saving 
of 5000 to the Government . 

Is this true? Is there the least probability that upon trial it will be 
sgo proven? The cost under the present system of disbursing pensions 
is 317.15 pes annum, This amount is paid tothe eighteen agen- 
cies and out of it all the expenses of the several agencies, including 
clerk hire, rent, postage, & o., are paid. If the business of these agen- 
cies is transferred to Washington the Commissioner of Pensions esti- 
mates the increased expense to his bureau to be $132,246 a year, and 
the Third Auditor estimates the increased expense to the Treasury 
Department at $42,000. (See reports of Commissioner Bentley and 
Third Auditor Austin tothe Senate Committee on Pensions upon this 
subject.) Iam informed that upon further investigation these offi- 
cers have increased their estimates, 

I understand the plan proposed is that all vouchers must be exam- 


ined and approved by. the Commissioner, and then sent to the Treas- 
urer to be paid. To the expenses already mentioned should be added 
the N on vouchers and checks sent out, probably not less than 
$35,000 annually, which would make the cost under the new plan 
$209,246 per year. ‘i 

The committee at first recommended an appropriation of $96,000 to 
meet these expenses during the next fiscal year. This glaring incon- 
sistency seems to have finally struck them, for they now offer an amend- 
ment increasing this sum to $130,000; and should this unwise meas- 
ure become a law, I venture to say and pit it on record that another 
year will show a r deficiency in this business than the entire 
amount appropriated to carry it on. No matter how liberal an allow- 
ance had been made for the expense of disbursing pensions from this 
city, it would have been a difficult task to successfully carry out this 
new plan; but with the small amount appropriated to cover the ex- 
pense an attempt to pay two hundred and thirty thousand pensioners 

our times a year from a Washington office would, in my judgment, 
prove a most disastrous and ignominious failure, 

There is no question that pension agents are now paid too much; 
but the most reasonable way to effect a reduction in the expense wi 
be to cut down the fees as is contemplated by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

As I have already stated, the present system affords perfect security 
to the Government and entire satisfaction to pensioners, and should 
be retained as long as this great army of pensioners, or anything ap-. 
proaching it in numbers remains. 

Pensions should be paid promptly and with as little expense and 
trouble to the beneficiaries as possible, Promptness and freedom from 
vexatious formalities being so desirable, it seems to me all must ad- 
mit that the De ents here are the last places to look for them 
In fact I know of no city or village any where but what affords better 
facilities and conditions for the satisfactory transaction of business 
than this city of Washington; and to compel widows, orphans, and 
disabled veterans to wait every quarter for the uncertain and tard 
returns from Washington would go far toward robbing our pension 
system of half the benefits it was created to confer. 

In no point of view can I deem it wise to attempt this radical 


change. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the only question before this 
committee is the question of transacting some businessin a business- 
like way and in getting it done as cheaply as it can be done and as 
well as it can be done, 

Now, the gentlemen who have discussed this question on both sides 
admit that about nine hundred thousand vouchers have to be made 
out in the course of a year and upon those vouchers the pensioners 
must be paid, no matter whether the work is done in Washington or 
whether it is done at eighteen separate, independent pension agencies 
throughout the country. 

It appears to me that the plain, common-sense practical question 
here is this: where can we have that work done the cheapest and at 
the same time done well? I submit to anygentleman upon this floor 
upon either side of this question, whether he cannot go to his own 
home outside of Washington and have twice, if not t. times as 
much clerical work done for the same money as he can have done in 
Washington City? I do not believe, sir, there would be a single 
negative vote on that proposition. Ican go into my State—and I 
want to say here before I go any further that I have got no pension 
agent in my district, that I have got no particular man to favor—I 
can go into my State and get as much clerical work done for $600 as 
you can get done in the city of Washington for $1,600. And I know 
whereof I affirm when I make that statement. Does not every gen- 
tleman know that when you centralize the business in e ten 
City and put it in these Departments—and I am not saying anything 
against heads of Departments or tails of Departments; I am speak- 
ing of a fact patent to every man in this House—when you put busi- 
ness into the hands of these Departments, a man has to live a long 
while before he can chase it from one end of the Department to an- 
other and bring it to a conclusion. 

If the object is to save money we have to cut down the fee of these 
pension agents. It can be reduced ten or fifteen cents on every 
voucher, and the work still be well done. But I say it can be done 
outside of the city of Washington much better than in it; and upon 
that the whole question turns. If gentlemen will look this thing in 
the face upon the facts as they exist I think no gentleman will 
that this work can be done outside of the city of Washington better 
than it can be done here; bringing the agencies nearer to the pen- 
sioner, and with a ter degree of certainty of the payments being 
made safely than if made here, and with the certainty of their being 
made sooner than they can possibly be made if the agencies exist in 
the city of Washington. 

These two points, in my judgment, cover the whole matter, they 
cover the whole ground. e can save by the amendment already 
pending a little over $100,000, a clean saving, money in the 
no discount upon it, and have the work done where it is now done, 
and without any change in the business of the country, without 
any check, without any complication, and without requiring the pen- 
sioners to W the matter so as to learn where and when to get 
their pay. We shall save money by this amendment reducing tho 


fees on the vouchers paid out of the different pension agencies and 


leave the work in the present hands, and have the work done where 
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it is done now and save money without making any check on the 
business and without any centralization. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam not surprised that some gentlemen adyo- 
cate the bill reported by the committee, but I am surprised that gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House who are so fearful of anything 
that looks like centralization should support the bill. It is simply a 
question in my judgment whether the work necessary to be done can 
be done as efficiently in the city of Washington and for less cost than 
it can be done in the various a e in the States of this nation. 

Now, the argument that would centralize this business in Washing- 
ton City would also make the payment of the Navy here and abolish 
the naval pursers and paymasters. And why stop at that. Why not 
have a single centralized chaplain here, . since the introduc- 
tion of the telephone, and abolish all or naval chaplains and pay- 
masters and pursers and have a single chaplain here, and let the money 
be paid out and the prayers printed srry morning and sowed brodd- 
cast grist goon the country. This would be economy. This bill may 
be in itself economy, I do not know. But there is one thing I do 
know, that for every dollar that this bill saves to the National Treas- 
nry it will rob the pensioner of two dollars, and I am not willing that 
economy in so small a matter as this should be at the expense of the 
pensioner, and for every dollar that is saved to the nation the pensioner 
will lose two dollars, and the bill had better at once be made a simpler 
measure which would be just as honest and wise a measure and just 
as easily understood. Ifit undertook to assess the pensioner 1 or 2 
per cent., that would be economy, but directly at the nse of the 
pensioner, and I want every man who votes for this bill, and want 
the country to know, it is not economy except in the single instance 
that the Government pays less, but every dollar it saves is robbed 
from the pensioner. I am for economy, but as between economy and 
the pensioner I am for the pensioner, and let the Government pay the 


nses of kirip him his pension as heretofore. 
™ (Here the Ja fell.] 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. I regret exceedingly that I cannot fol- 
low, as I have done uniformly heretofore, the Committee on Appro- 
priations in this matter. If I believed that this measure was wise, 
that it was in the interest of economy and of the pensioner, I would 
give it my most h support, although it may have originated in 
the brain of the Committee on Appropriations, and not in the brain of 
the Pension Committee. But, sir, I donot believe that this is a meas- 
ure in the interest of economy; I do not believe that it is a measure 
in the interest of the tax-payers of this country, nor do I believe that 
it is in the interest of the pensioner himself. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations say that $130,000 is all that is necessary under their sys- 
tem to pay the pensioners. Well, now I want to know where they got 
their figures. We have the assertion of the committee, we have the 
assertion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. HEWITT] that $130,000 
is ample for this pur ; but, unfortunately for the 3 and 


fortunately for the House and the country, the gentleman who re- 
ported this bill [Mr. Surrn, of Pennsylvania] submits papers which 
show upon their face that it will require from $185,000 to $192,000 


instead of $130,000 for this purpose. 

If we take the papers the gentleman exhibited as evidence in sup- 
port of this measure we find that it will require, instead of $130,000, 
at least $185,000. The e from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sz] 
introduced as evidence before the House a letter from the distin- 
guished gentleman now at the head of the Interior Department, to 
which I wish to call the attention of the House: 
will authorize the United States Treasurer to 
5 1 others 5 28 — operati 

0 e © an SU ton, 

2 plans have been suggested a tha payment of pensions by the United 
States Treasurer. One provides for the sending out of the quarterly vouchers by 
the Pension Office and on return their certification to the Treasurer of the United 
States. Another plan provides for the sending out of the B Speier th vouchers by 
the Pension Office, their return to tho Third Auditor, and their certification by that 
oflice to the Treasurer. 


Now, it is this latter policy that the Committee on Appropriations 
pro in their bill. Now what does Secretary Schurz say as to the 
cost under these provisions ? 

Both of these plans would uire considerable addition to the clerical force of 
the Pension Office and that of the Third Anditor. 


The Commissioner of P. estimates that under the first plan the increased 


ens 
cost would be at least $137,000. Under the second he estimates the increase at 


$87,000. The Third Auditor informally estimates the increased expenses of his 
office at $45,000. I should favor the moro simple and economical plan of leaving 
tho sending out of the vouchers and their examination on return to the oflico au- 
thorized to the payments, 


That is $7,000 more than you propose to appropriate for the whole 
service. 

Under the latter plan, he says, the pension office will require $87,000, 
The Auditor says that his office will require an appropriation of 
$46,500, making more than you propose to appropriate in this bill for 
the whole of it. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, obtained the floor, and yielded to Mr. HEWITT, 
of Alabama. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. In addition to this $137,000 the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations say that there will be required an appro- 

riation for the Treasury Department of $55,000. Now add the 
3 to the $137,000, and you have more than $180,000 instead of 


? 


y all pensions from 
arrangement can be 


These are the figures submitted by the committee themselves. They 
are the official figures from the Departments; and any other informa- 
tion that gentlemen have given here has been unofficial. What an- 
thority has the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hxwrrri to say that 
$20,000 will be sufficient for the Auditor’s office when the Anditor in 
his official report, submitted by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Smrra, ] says that $46,000 will be required. 

Inaddition to that they propose tosend out these checks, free of post- 

e, while the Government has heretofore paid $31,000 as postage upon 
them when sent out by the pension agents. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HEWITT] says that it doesnot cost the Governmentanythin 
tosend them out. Well, sir, the gentleman has made a discovery. 
thought that it cost the Government something for every letter and 
every paper that it carried through the mails. But my distinguished 
friend from New York has made the discovery that it costs the Govern- 
ment nothing to carry the mails. Well, Mr. Chairman, it may be true 
that there will be no additional cost, but there will be a clear loss to the 
Treasury of $31,000, which would otherwise be turned into it as post- 
age which the sion agents would be required to pay under onr 
amendment. This is just the same as if the Government absolutely 
had to pay out that much money, because it is a loss of $31,000. Now 
adding the $31,000 to the $186,000 required under the bill of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, it makes the aggregate abont $220,000— 
$6,000 or $7,000 in excess of the Spas proposed to be incurred by the 
amendment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Chairman, there are two parties interested in this 
bill, the Government and the pensioners. The gentleman who has 
it in charge, my esteemed colleague, [Mr. SMITH, ] has bronght te us 
many facts and figures, and has taken the su; tions of several prom- 
inent officials. He has given to us the views of the distinguished 
Secretaries of the Interior and the Treasury of the United States, 
through their letters, and has indeed devoted with diligence a great 
deal of time to the subject. But I notice one omission, and in my 
are it is an important omission. While he has sought the views 
of Government officers he has not consulted with the other of the two 
parties interested, the ay in my view of the question who has 
the greatest interest in Kas ation upon the payment of pensions. I 
refer to the pensioners. Has he written to one of them for an opinion? 
Has he selected a single e ar of a pension, be he a general, a 
colonel, a major, or a private? Out of two hundred and thirty-two 
thousand and more pensioners not one letter has been produced show- 
ing what the opinion is as to convenience and promptness of pay- 
ment; no consultation with the invalid soldier drawing a pension as 
to what he may think of the present system of payment; not a word 
from one out of the vast roll of the recipients of the amounts due 
them under the law for their wounds and sickness incurred during 
their patriotic service to the country; not a line from the widow or 
the orphan child who waits patiently for the day to come to receive 
what is due under the present convenient and prompt system of pay- 
ment by the pension agents. I have no doubt but that the testimony 
of these 232,104 pensioners would be for the continuance of payment 
by the eightcen existing agencies. 

Mr. Chairman, I . in part a city in which there is located 
a pension agency. Many thousands of pensioners are paid there. 
There is no complaint. When the days of payment come around that 
efficient pension igent my esteemed constituent, and his force of clerks 
are ready promptly and expeditiously to pay, and the work at such 
times is greater than the work done by any clerical force in any other 
department of the Government. Their work continues all the year, 
also. All day from early morning to long in the evenings the pension 
agent himself and his clerks willingly devote their time to the duties 
imposed by the law. I do not think a salary of $4,000 per annum is 
too large a salary fora pension agent. The disbursement of mone 
is immense, the responsibility is very great, the security given is 
very and, at last, duty well and honorably and conveniently per- 
formed for pensioners deserves a proper compensation, The aggre- 
gate receipts from vouchers appear large, but of that the pension 
agent pays for his clerks, bis office expenses, including many items, 

veer y leaving him but little if anything to add to the salary of 

Mr. Chairman, in the Forty-third Congress the -voucher fee was 
reduced to its present amount. That was not done even then, the re- 
duction of five cents upon each voucher, until the subeommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations, who had charge of the pension bill 
of that year, had received the views of many of the pension agents 
as to their receipts. The expenses paid by the agents were taken into 
consideration before the reduction was made. [am not in favor of 
abolishing the agencies. When the number of agents was fixed at 
eighteen, it having been fifty-eight, there were many double agencies 
in the large cities, especially one for invalids and one for widows. The 
two agencies were abolished, and but one remained in such places. 
This reduction was judicious and proper. But to abolish all the 
agencies and to have the pensioners paid from one would be very ex- 
pensive to the Government and to the individual pensioner and the 
payments of the pensions would be greatly delayed, to the inconyen- 
iénco of the pensioner whose wants are pressing. I hope the change 
will not be made. 4 

Mr. CASWELL, Mr. Chairman, let me say in the beginning that 
Tam not one of those at all interested in any pension agent, and I 
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trust no one will attribute to me any such motive in what I may have 
to say. 

I 5 not wonder it has been sug; by some gentlemen that the 
proposition to reduce the original number of pension agents from 
fifty-eight to eighteen could not have passed this House. I for one 
would never have voted for such a proposition. I am one of those 
who believe that the nearer we bring the paymaster to the pensioner 
580 sooner he will réceive his pay and the better it will be for 

m. 

It is easy to be seen that during the first fifteen days of each quar- 
ter, if we would make these payments promptly, a very large force 
will bo necessary. We can understand it would be entirely imprac- 
ticable to maintain such a force at the Treasury Department of this 
Government for so short a period. That, however, can easily be done 
at the several pension agencies, We all understand that these agents 
can with t ease secure the necessary force to adjust the vouchers 
and make the payments promptly. But such is not practicable in our 
Government Departments, and it cannot be put in successful practice, 

To avoid this, it has been suggested that we divide these pensioners 
into twelve classes and assign to each class a certain number of days 
for payment. 

Mr. Chairman, a moment’s reflection will satisfy the House that 
such is utterly impossible. For instance, you may assign the first 
eighteen thousand men on the pension-roll to the first six days of the 
quarter. If we could control the men who are to sign and send for- 
ward the vouchers and have them executed and forwarded within 
that period, we might regulate the payments in that way. But, sir, 
those vouchers would arrive at all periods through the entire quarter, 
and those which reach the Department later than the period assigned 
to them would either displaco those of the second or third class or 
they would be laid aside, and as a matter of necessity their payment 
would be delayed beyond the period ogy Be to them, and the pen- 
sioner compelled to wait sixty or ninety days or displace the payment 
of others. Confusion would follow, because we cannot control the 
men who sign and send forward the vouchers or fix the time in which 
they will be fpr lve This shows it would be utterly impracticable 
to divide and classify the payments. 

Let me suggest, Mr. Chairman, that we continue the classification 
in the eighteen which we now have, and the payments be made as 
they now are at the cighteen pension agencies. This is quite prac- 
ticable. They can at each of the agencies summon such temporary 
force as will be needed to adjust the vouchers, and pay them off with- 
in afew days at the longest. I amin favor of Cooney, and I have not 
risen to question the motive of any gentleman’ on this floor in that 
direction. As the law now is there is a limit to the expense, but if 
you send these men to the Treasury for payment there is no limit to 
the expense which may follow. 

Ihave no doubt, sir, the present nts are receiving too much 
compensation. That grows out of the fault of the law as applica- 
ble to the consolidation. The voucher fee is too large. But that is 
the result of the consolidation. This excessive compensation will 
continue until Congress corrects the evil. The fault heretofore has 
been in the Jaw enacted for the payment of a larger agency, but if it 
remains much longer the responsibility will rest upon us. The 
amendment, however, offered by the gentleman from Maine by di- 
rection of the Committee on Pensions, reduces this compensation to 
one which is just and fair. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the only practical 
question which remains before the committee is the choice between 
two plans, one submitted by the Committee on Appropriations and 
the other by the Committee on Pensions. This debate, if it has had 
no other effect, has had this one, and that is to prove we can save by 
the more expensive of the two plans suggested over $100,000 annu- 
ally in the cost of paying pensions, and that amount will pay for the 
time and labor given to the discussion. 

If the Committee on Pensions had suggested their plan to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations at the outset I have no doubt it would 
have been accepted. There was no plan before us and we were com- 
pelled to dig one out for ourselves. Now as between the two plans 
submitted to the House I am quite clear the Committee on Appro- 

riations have devised the more effective and more economical one, 

have heard no objection to it, but it has been londly asserted 
that the pensioner will be robbed, but no specification as to the mode 
of robbery was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania who in- 
dulged in that langua But my colleague on the committee from 
Ohio [Mr. Foster] did specify it would come in the loss of interest. 
Mr. Chairman, I am astonished that my colleague on the committee 
should not have looked more carefully into the subject. We do not 
propose to delay the payment of the pensionerone hour. Let me say 
there is a simple mode by which pensioners can be paid even under 
the present system from the Treasurer’s Office so as not to produce 
delay. It appears from the statement made by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. PowrErs] the number of variations in the pay-rolls in 
each quarter are from 12,000 to 15,000, being only 5 per cent. of the 
total number of pensioners, 

These variations occur only in the cases where there are widows 
who remarry or where there are minor children who come to the age 
of sixteen years. Now, the pay-rolls show the number of these per- 
sons and give their names, AN, therefore, that the Treasurer has to 


do is to set his force at work to draw checks, omitting all tho cases 
where there are minor children or where there are widows; and then 
when the vouchers come back he will merely have to compare them 
with the omitted name. There are only fifteen thousand of them, 
and in five days, at the rate of three thousand a day, which is less 
than his estimate of a day's work, he can complete them all; and 
that is all the delay that occurs, But no doubt even this delay can 
be avoided when the system gets fairly in operation. 

Now, I come to the statement of my friend from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hewitt.] He says that the figures of the Committee on oe ph 
tions show it will cost $192,000. He is mistaken. His first re is 
got from the Commissioner of Pensions, who says the cost of the first 
plan, which we do not propose to adopt, will be $137,000. We pro- 

to adopt the second plan, the cost of which he estimates at 

$84,000, but in which he makes an error of an allowance of $6,000, 
reducing the amount to $75,000. Now, this $78,000 is a large and 
liberal estimate, because he now has a body of clerks who are com- 
pelled to keep up a pay-roll in his own office, as he says, not entirely 
perfect but which must be perfected under the system which we pro- 
pose. The allowance of $65,000, which we made for filling up the 
vouchers, to be done in the Pension Office, is abundantly ample, and 
has been gone over by a gentleman, whose letter is printed in one of 
these documents before the House, Mr. August Huddenhauser, one of 
the clerksof the Treasury. It will be found on page 13 of miscella- 
neous Senate document No. 33 of the present session of Gon 
In that estimate he allows for the Pension Office $60,000. We allow 
$65,000, In the Third Auditor’s Office, where—and I call attention of 
gentlemen to this fact—the Third Auditor himself only asks $40,000 
to $45,000, and not $46,500, as stated by the gentleman from Alabama— 
in that office there is already kept a roll. (I observe the gentleman 
from Alabama is looking for the estimate. I will give him the page. 
It is on page 13.) There is already kept a pension-roll; and with 
the addition of $20,000 Mr. Huddenhauser estimates that all the com- 
parison of the vouchers can be made, and there cannot be a doubt 
that the allowance is sufficiently large, when it is considered that 
the variations do not exceed fifteen thousand in any one quarter, or 
sixty thousand a year. The allowance of $20,000 is th ore at the 
rate of 33} cents for each voucher in which any change occurs involv- 
Bae esr goat 

he total expense up to this stage is therefore only 885,000. And 
then there only remains the filling up and mailing of the checks, the 
cost of which the Treasurer gives at $55,000, which makes the sum 
of $140,000, as I showed in my remarks of 3 Now there is 
no Fee of exceeding this outlay for doing all the work which 
is done by the pension agencies at a cost of $315,000, unless either the 
Commissioner of Pensions, or the Third Auditor, or the Treasurer is 
mistaken in his estimates, It has been stated that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions has made a different estimate to the Committee on 
Pensions, and says that one hundred and fifty clorks will be required 
in lieu of the fifty-one clerks which he estimated for in his letter of 
November 27, 1877. But I will not be so unjust to the Commissioner 
of Pensions as to believe that these conflicting estimates are made 
for the same work, and indeed Iam sure that tho fault will not bo 
found with him for this 3 discrepancy. The committee have 
simply misapprehended his reply, or he has misunderstood their ques- 
tion 


Now the only question remaining is whether the system will work. 
There is nothing else before this House. Gentlemen here who have 
not taken the trouble to go to the Departments, and who have not 
seen the heads of bureaus, say it will not work. But I have been in 
person to all of them. I have interrogated them. I have investi- 
gated the work. It is as plain and simple work as is done in the 
counting-house of any merchant. There is no reason for delay; and 
I say that instead of its costing more than $140,000, in my judgment 
the work can be done for $100,000. I can understand how eighteen 
ponen panra can bring a great deal of influence to bear upon this 

Touse. he gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMPSON ] referred 
to telephones. They have got telephones that speak here through a 

reat many months. The only telephone which I want to hear in 
this Hall is that which comes from the great mass of the tax-payin 
people of this country who are now oppressed under the great lo 
of national, State, and municipal taxation which has destroyed the 
prosperity of the country and will entirely prevent its recovery until 
we introduce and carry out these measures of economy. The pen- 
sioners do not stand in the way of retrenchment. In proportion to 
their means they have more to gain by if than any class in the com- 
munity, for the taxation which we im here enters into every ar- 
ticle of clothing which they wear and every portion of food which 
they consume, What they want is the full worth of their money 
when they get it, and the best friend of the pensioner is not the mem- 
ber who kalte londest on this floor, but the one who votes to reduce 
taxation in every case where it will not impair the efficiency of the 

ublic service. I can tell gentlemen that the work of reduction 
initiated in the Forty-fourth Congress will have to go a great deal 
further and deeper before the expectations and just demands of the 
people for retrenchment in the public expenditures will be satisfied. 

[Here the hammer 7 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to ask the gentloman from 
New York a question. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York has 


ired. 
gs TeS SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I move that the committee rise. M 
object is that the House may close debate on the pending paragrap 
and amendments. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BANNING having taken 
the chair as 8 er pro tempore, Mr. GARFIELD reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 3974) making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1879, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SMITH, of 3 I move that the rules be suspended 
and that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, to resume the consideration of the special order; 
and pending that motion I move that all debate on the pending par- 
agraph and amendments thereto be limited to one minute. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend that by striking out 
“one minute” and substituting “five minutes.“ 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, HEWITT, of Ala- 
bama, it was not d to. 

Tho motion limiting debate to one minute was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. GARFIELD in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has ordered that all debate on the 
Reading: paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to one min- 
ute, The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SMITH] as havin, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I do not desire to occupy the time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, all the formal amend- 
ments will be considered as withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I offer the following amendment: 

In line 15 strike out the word “ eighty-five ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“fifty,” and add to the ph the following 
Provided, That a fee of $1 and no more shall be E sanyi to examining surgeons for 
w, except when the esamina- 


— — b v. grime — in whieh z the fees allowed by la 
0 a o! . case now W. w 
shall bo paid, K 5 if 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the gentleman offer that emend- 
ment by authority of the Committee on Pensions? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For eg to invalids, $210,000; and for widows and dependent rela- 


ovided, That the a ations aforesaid for Nav, I 
and other expenditures under that head chat be id from the income of o Navy 
pension fund, so far as the same may be sufficient for that purpose. 

Mr. HANNA. I move to strike out the last word. I would not 
have troubled the House with a single word if it had not been for 
the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sparks] and the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewitt,] who thought pon to 
call attention to the fact that I am the member from the Indianapolis 
district that bas a pension agency, and therefore, perchance, I was 
actuated by mercenary motives; and also for the remarks of the 
gentleman who last took his seat, who took occasion to say that some 
members upon this floor spoke through telephones, and that those 
telephones were 54 pension agents. I say to him that the 
telephone through which I speak is more than twenty thousand pen- 
sioners in Indiana who by the passage of this bill as it has been 
reported would be sega ig and robbed; and experience will prove 
that if you put this bill in force the pittance which the Govern- 
ment of the United States has allowed to the pensioners of my patri- 
otic State will be wrung from them and that they will be robbed of 
it by shysters and agents around the city of Indianapolis, and it will 
fall into the hands of the bankers and business men in New York 
who hope under the operation of this bill to have the $28,000,000 
transferred to the depositaries of New York City. Talk to me about 
mercenary motives! If I had occasion to seek for mercenary motives 
under the guise of business I would trace it to the hope that this 
$28,000,000 to pay pensioners is to find its way into the banks of New 
York as another means of making the West and South tributary, as 
we have been long enough, to New York City. pran hter and ap- 

lause.] Talk to me about mercenary motives! I could find them if 

thought proper to dwell upon that. 

As to the remark made by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr, SPARKS] 
in reference to myself, I do not deign to reply to anything so grovel- 
ing. I say that the delay and hazard to which you will subject the 
183 by the passage of this bill will practically result in rob- 

ing them of their pensions, and there is no way to avoid it. How 
many applications for pensions are 
claimants that cannot be heard an rchance may not be heard for 
a year. Why is it that nearly one hundred thousand applications 
have not been heard? It is not by reason of any fault on the part 
of the Commissioner of Pensions, but because your Committee on 
Appropriations, insisting on a peculiar policy, have refused to make 


the floor. 


nding to-day from meritorious 


appropriations for the necessary clerks in that office and in the offices 
of the Adjutant-General and the Surgeon-General. The committee 
now propose to subject two hundred and odd thousand pensioners to 
the same niggardly policy, to prevent the administration of public 
justice. I want you to think of it. This is not a p. question, 
The gentleman from Illinois LMr. SPARKS] attemp to raise the 
party ery on this question. God forbid that the democratic party, 
ow as it is, shonld sink so low as to be controlled by party consider- 


piona in 1 discussion of a question of this sort. That will not do. 
pplause. 
Mr. SPARKS. I dislike a speech of the character of the one just 


made by the gentleman from Indiana, 

It is always unpleasant to me when I have done full justice and 
treated an opponent with fairness and kindness that he should come 
back at me like a Texas bull ora bear. I spoke respectfully of the 
gentleman from Indiana, as every gentleman knows who heard me, 
as much so as it was possible for one gentleman to speak of another. 
I did say that he was from a city in which was located a pension 
agency, and that if was natural that human prejudices should make 
him feel e interested in holding that office there, 

Tho gentleman says that I have drawn politics into this debate., In 
that peculiar manncr that he has of looking ugly and talking loud 
and saying harsh things, he says that I have tried to in politics 
here. Sir, that charge is not warranted by anything that I have said 
and therefore, to express it mildly, it is not tho fact. I commended 
the excellent chairman of our subcommittee, [Mr. SMITH, of Penn- 
sylvania,] a republican, who is the author of this measure, I spoke 
of his action with unbounded respect. I tried in every word that I 
uttered to commend the action of republicans who had attempted to 
relieve the country of this unpardonable robbery of the public 
Treasury and the pensioners through these cormorant pension agents. 
I commended specially the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a repub- 
lican member, who had suggested this plan for saving the public 
money. It is true I did intimate that many of these agents had been 
appointed originally through political partiality, and I further said 
that the other party (my own) now soon to get control of this Gov- 
ernment—the party which by fairness ought to have it now—would 
be in the same trouble with these pension agents if they were con- 
tinued. The members of the party shortly to come into power have 
an eye for office as well as other men; and if that party had the dis- 
pensation of these offices it would very likely dispense them like 
other men. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, There is an amendment pending on which debate 
has been exhansted. 

Mr. HANNA. I withdraw the amendment, so that the gentleman 
may renew it. 

. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment. I 
wish in all seriousness to show how little force there is in the argu- 
ments of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr..HaNnNA] and other gen- 
tlemen against this proposition. Ihave no more to do with the banks 
of New York than the gentleman has; every syllable, every letter of 
his in respect to that is as applicable to him as to me. That ends that. 
Now, in rogard to the question of the robbery of pensioners, the gen- 
tleman might as well charge me with putting my hand into his pocket 
and seeng whatever money he has in it as to use any such a phrase 
as that with reference to the operation of this pro d measure of 
the Appropriation Committee now under consideration. It is simply 
“ bosh, Laughter and applause.]. It is unworthy of any man who 
is capable of Mayna NO enough to bring him to this floor. There 
is not a word of truth or sense in it. [Laughter and applause,] Now 
I will prove it. 

The statements presented here yesterday (and I ask for them the 
attention of every man here who understands figures) show that 874 
per cent. of the pensioners have lately received their pay through the 
post-office to their satisfaction. Now any man at all candid, any 
man capable of rising above pety and personal interests in this hour 
of his country’s need, should ask himself, if 87} per cent. of these 
payments have been satisfactorily made through the post-office, 
what difficulty is there in paying all the rest in the same way? This 
consideration answers every word that has been uttered against the 
practicability and justice and fairness of paying all the pensioners 
through the Treasury Department at Washington. The objection to 
this system is absurd; it is not grounded in reason, in common sense, 
in business sense or in any sense, but looks simply to the interest of 
fifty-eight agents whose time is out, The agencies have done their 
work, Their establishment was in some sort a war measure. The 
war is over, and the time has come when we, the Representatives of 
the pone. must undertake to get back to peaceful methods and to 
do the things that make for peace—the things which tend to restore 
our whole country to that degree of brilliant prosperity which is at 
once its birthright and sure inheritance. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] is a lawyer, an elo- 
quent lawyer; he can “make the worse appear the better reason ;” 
but I say to him that no pensioner of his district or State or of any 
State of the Union will be injared or robbed by this bill if it shall 
pass, and it is high time his stale thrusts at “ bloated bondholders” 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylyania, obtained the floor. 
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Mr. HANNA. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield to 
me for a few minutes. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I will give the gentleman two min- 


utes. 

Mr. HANNA. In order that I may be correctly understood, I wish 
to explain what I mean by saying that this bill will result in practical 
robbery. Take, for instance, the pension agency in my own district. 


The salary is $4,000; voucher fees, $14,515; contingent expenses, 
$1,657.76 ; total, $20,172.76. Now, bear in mind that out of "this the 
pension agent pays all his clerk hire, his rent, his fuel, his postage, 
the entire expenses of the office, 

Mr. FORT. How much does he pay? 

Mr. HANNA. Why does not the Appro riations Committee give 
us the facts instead of howling about fraud?“ 

Mr. SPARKS, The gentleman has adverted to me once or twice, I 
think, rather severely. Will he allow me to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The two minutes of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Hanna] have expired. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
resumes the floor. 

Mr. SPARKS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time is out. 

ESS; 2 F I want 2 to = the 2 „ 
whether his Saft piel e pension agent at Indianapoli 

Mr. HANNA. I will answer that. 

Mr. SPARKS, Do. 

Mr. HANNA. I will say that my law partner fought in the war 
from the first to the last; he fought with Hooker above the clouds ; 
he fought for the Union when you did not, 

Mr. SPARKS. I want it distinctly understood that the law partner 
of the gentleman is the pension agent at Indianapolis; and I can 
prove it, and “ That’s what’s the matter with Hanna!’ [Laughter 


and app ause. 

The CHAI „(who had been rapping vigoronaly with his gavel 
during the preceding 8 between Mr. NA and Mr. SPARKS.) 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Suirn] has the floor. The 
Chair does not intend to allow debate out of order to be heard, if he 
can prevent it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I give notice that I 
shall not indulge in any personality. I think that this proposition 
ought to commend itself to every man who looks at the facts as pre- 
sented. Those facts I endeavored to present 23 and this morn- 
ESAT APREA, in the Recorp. Now, how have they been gainsaid? 

A ER. Will the gentleman allow me p= one remark in 
zegary to a statement in his speech of yesterday 

r. SMITH, of Pennsylvan I beg the gentleman not to inter- 
rupt me now. 

entlemen have not looked at the facts presented in the RECORD, 
or they have entirely ignored them. Some gentleman has referred to 
the absence of facts. Such has not been the case, Mr. Chairman. I 
put the official statement upon record, furnishing the exact amount 
paid to those on agents. Is that denied? No; on the contrary 
all these gentlemen who have risen here, and especially my friend 
from Maine in his opening, have said the facts stated by me as to the 
exorbitant salaries ee to these pension mts are correct. That 
much at least has n gained. It isa point on which we are all 

Even those opposed to this proposition admit that. 

Now, what in reference to the next point? Is there any delay to 
result from this change? There was none when the fifty-eight pen- 
sion agencies were consolidated to eighteen, and there n not be 
at when the eighteen agencies are consolidated into one. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, this morning before I left my room a pen- 
sioner, a soldier who had lost a leg at Atlanta, called on me and stated 
that he had been in service at the ury Department for ten years; 
that he understands this whole subject; and he undertook to say in 
the presence of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
that the amount I put originally of $96,000 was sufficient, he sup- 
posed, at Jeast after the machine had been got into working order, 
and that the $130,000 provided for the first year would be amply suf- 
ficient. He isa man of experience in this matter. He is the same 
ntleman who wrote the intelligent letter which may be found in 


e RECORD. 

Mr. POWERS. What State was he appointed from? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, That nothing to do with this 
et but he was not appointed from Pennsylvania. We are now act- 
ing in reference to the good of the whole country and how to secure 
the best results at the lowest cost. I do not care where these gentle- 
men come from when they furnish us with intelligent statements and 
valuable facts. 

One word further, Mr. Chairman, in reply to those gentlemen who 
have spoken on this subject and said this would work an injury to 
the pensioner. In this statement they are directly at variance with 
the record. My bill is intended to protect the pensioner. It gives 
him a check from the Treasurer of the United States instead of a 
check from the pension agent, and a check from the Treasurer of the 
United States is equivalent to poa In addition, it affords facilities 
to the pensioners to make oath before certain revenue officers, which 
the existing laws do not give them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of closing debate on the pending paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. Perhaps by unanimous consent debate can be 
closed without going into the House. 

Mr. S , of Pennsylvania, Very well; Iask by unanimous 
consent that all further debate on the pending paragraph be closed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The CHAI . The pending formal amendments will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn, and the Chair will direct the Clerk to read the 


next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e payable under the act of March 8, 1878, namely, for survivors of tho 
war of 1812, $532,000; for widows of the war of 1812, $967,974: Provided, That so 


much of this sum as may be necessary shall be immediately available. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. It has been stated here that the Commissioner of 
Pensions has written a letter in which he states the expenses in this 
bureau, if this change be made, would not exceed over sixty or 
pores ty Coreen dollars. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. it nt ar thousand dollars. 

Mr. HEWITT,of Alabama. Very well,sir; $78,000. The Committee 
on Invalid Pensions had the Commissioner of Pensions before them 
when this bill was first reported to the House and we propounded to 
him the question, “If this bill in the form in which it is pre- 
sented to the House what will be the additional cost in your bureau?“ 
He said he could not do the additional work which would be required 
in that office with less than one hundred and fifty additional clerks. 
That is what he stated to the Committee on Pensions long after this 
letter to which the Committee on Appropriations has referred. 

I have one word to say to this side of the House. Pass this bill in 
the form in which it is presented and the Commissioner of Pensions 
tells you in his letter that it will require one hundred and fifty more 
clerks in his office to perform the additional duties imposed upon him 
by this bill. When he asks for those one hundred and fifty additional 
clerks will you refuse to give them to him? Will you gentlemen who 
represent northern constituencies dare to do it, backed as he would be 
by two hundred and sy thousand pensioners? Willyou refuse him 
when he comes here and demands that additional force? He tells you 
he cannot get along without it. He will do it—be sure of that—be suer 
he will make the demand and you will not dare refuse it. Then instead 
of a reduction of expenditures you will only be increasing them. You 
will be putting yourself absolutely in the power of abureau in Wash- 
ington ; a bureau whose demand you have never refused and dare not 
refuse. In addition, remember, the first time this change comes into 
effect will be September next and everybody admits on both sides of 
the question there will be delay of a month or more. I give you this 
word of warning and remember it. 

My honest opinion is the amendment of the Committee on Pensions 
will save more money to the country and to the tax-paying people 
than the proposition of the Committee on Be Salts aoc t makes 
no change in the manner of paying pensions. It makes no radical 
change, but remedies an evil which has grown up heretofore in pay- 
ing enormous salaries to pension agents. That has been the com- 
plaint of the country, and that evil been remedied. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions has cut it down. We have 
carefully estimated it, and we do not believe that a solitary pension 
agent can possibly receive more than $4,000 per annum. 

Letero the hammer fell. ] 

. LATHROP. I have only a word that I care to say on this sub- 
ject, In the first place, I am absolutely op to any and every 
roposition to concentrate in the city of Washington what can be 
8 us well elsewhere. It has been one constant and growing tend- 
ency until you have here in this city a community of one hundred 
and twenty thousand or one hundred and forty thousand inhabitants; 
but, if you inquire what it is made up of, you find it has no general 
business and is composed of officeholders, clerks, and claim agents. 
And every tendency and every power of that community is exerted 
here day by day to concentrate the management of affairs still further 
in these Departments. 

Here is a new proposition. There is one tu ion I wish to make 
in toit. Every Government building is crowded like a 
bee-hive ready to swarm. The Government is now paying well-nigh 
$200,000 per annum rent in this city to 55 e business 
already here, The attempt is made tohave these buildings multiplied, 
and multiplied they must bo if this system of concentration is to be 

ursued. Every . to bring work here is in that direction. 

d yet work which can be done anywhere in the country for $1 can- 
not be done here for less than 82. I make no complaint of the offi- 
cers, I make no complaint that. in these crowded Departments we 
must go through a whole line of red-tape formalities; nor that if you 
have an errand to do you must begin Monday morning, and if you 
have it done Saturday night you have done marvelously well. The 
officers are obliging, and employés diligent so far as I know. The 
formalities are necessary to save from confusion. But I am opposed 
to adding another day’s work to the Departments in this city asa 
mere matter of public policy when it can be done as economically in 
other parts of the country. I am in favor of every economy sug- 
gested by the Committee on Appropriations or the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and if it is true, as alleged here, that these agents are paid more 
than they em pe to be, then I will vote with an 
cut their emo 


man who wishes to 
ut I agree with the 


uments down to a living point. 


* 
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Commissioner of Pensions in his statement that this labor can be done 
in the country 40 per cent. at least cheaper than it can be done here. 
And in view of that fact, which no man will stand up Rae and deny, 
is it not true, when with a given amount of labor to bo done you pro- 
pose to bring it here and concentrate it in these Departments and 
swell up the eee which have to be made to them, that 
thereby you deliberately determine to increase the expense 40 per 
cent. above what it ought to be rather than effect any economy? It 
seems to me wise to leave these agencies as convenient to the pen- 
sioner 36 possible, and see to it that no unnecessary cost or expense 
is incurred. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If I believed, Mr. Chairman, that any saving 
of expense could be made to the Government without injury or detri- 
ment to the pensioner, I for one would be willing to vote for the 
change pro by this bill, and which abolishes the pension agen- 
cies, But I am satisfied in my own mind from such examination as I 
have been able to give the subject that this cannot be done. Gentle- 
men talk about a saving of expense. How is it to be made? We have 
now cighteen pension agents. Abolish their offices and who are to 
take their places? Is some one man to doit? Is some one of the 
heads of the bureaus in the Treasury Department to have charge of 
the business of paying pensioners? Or will it not require a number 
of reliable and responsible officers to have charge of it? If but one 
man is assigned to this duty and is to take charge of this matter of 
disbursing so many millions of dollars in all parts of the country, it 
seems to me delay in making payments would be unavoidable, and 
injury, expense, and trouble would result to the pensioner, If a num- 
ber of officers are to have charge of the business in addition to all the 
necessary clerks, as I believe will be the case, then where is the sav- 
ing? Mr. Chairman, in disbursing so many millions of dollars, in 
paying so many pensioners scattered all over the country, in examin- 
ing so many vouchers and performing all the responsible duties con- 
nected with the 2 of pensions, I doubt very much whether it 
ean be done much more economically than by the agencies now estab- 
lished. I am in favor of economy, but not at the expense of the 
wounded, crippled, and maimed soldier of his country. Although I 
might feel assured that there would be some saving of expense to the 
Government, yet I would not favor this change if it is to be at the 
expense of the pensioner, if it is to involve him in expense, in trouble 
and delay in getting the small peusion allowed him. If thatis to be 
the result, and I believe it will be, Mr. Chairman, I do not favor any 
such economy as that. 

In consolidating the pension agencies and reducing the number to 
eighteen the compensation has been largely incre , and it should 
be reduced. It is a just and rightful economy to do that, and Iam 
in favor of it, so as to give to pension agents a just and reasonable 
compensation for their services, their labor and responsibility, and if 
I believed any great saving could be made without delay to the pen- 
sioner in receiving his pension I would be in favor of the change pro- 
posed by the bill but Ido not, and am therefore opposed to the c ange 
and shall vote for the amendment which has been agreed upon by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, as I understand, and which was 
offered by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. POWERS,] a member of 
that committee. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not like the 
change proposed in the mode of paying ourpensions. It must neces- 
sarily crowd an amount of business into one locality and upon one 
officer that will largely delay the transaction of business. That is 
my first objection to it. My next objection to it is that this delay is 
going to operate with t hardship upon those who receive but a 
pittance, for the pensions are paid in small sums. A delay of a 
week in the obtaining of a pension is a matter of great importance 
to those who receive it. It is not a matter merely of the sending a 
paper and the 5 of a paper. Every voucher sent to the Pen- 
sion Office, whether it be here or elsewhere, must be examined before 
action can be taken upon it and the check returned to the pensioner. 
There is another view which I want to commend to my friends on the 
opposite side of the House. We are not above the idea of patronage 
and those who are out of the power of distributing patron are 
jealous of its use. ‘That is natural, and I find no fault with it, but 
this bill proposes to put the patronage of $900,000 into the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and that will stand against the power 
of appointing e pension nts. This patronage instead of 
being diminished is to be increased by this bill. 

But there is another difficulty which I propose to meet right here. 
It is proposed really that members of Congress shall do the pension 
business of the country. That is what it will come to. We are the 
hardest-worked men in the country. I do not hesitate to say that 
we stand here to run the errands of our constituents; and I am per- 
fectly willing to do the work if I can do it within twenty-four hours; 
butif Iam to have four thousand letters a year added to my present 
correspondence in addition to ie nsions for my constituents, the 
burden will be greater than I can , and I say to you, if you e 

have a little 
have to suffer yourselves if you 


this bill tbe consequences be upon your own heads. I 
satisfaction in the fact that you wi 
pass your bill. 

The formal amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. WAIT. I cannot understand from any gentleman who has thus 
far spoken that we have any evidence before the House to prove that 
the existing system has not worked admirably well up to the present 


time. We all of us, without 
friends of the unfortunate men and women who are to some extent 
dependent on the public bounty and the small aid which they receive 
from the Government in the shape of pensions. Now, if we really 
believe in the principle that this is an obligation that the country 
owes to its gallant wounded and disabled soldiers and to the widows 
and orphans of the brave men who are 7 and that we should aid 


to party relations, claim to be the 


them in this manner, then I say that every facility which enables us 
to carry this small pittance to them with the least embarrassment and 
expense, and which is given by existing laws, should be continued in 
full force and not in any manner invaded or embarrassed by placing 
difficulties in the way of payment. 

We all must see the wry great embarrassments which now exist 
in obtaining the payment of pensions on the of those unfortunate 
persons who are entitled to the same from the General Government. 
Work has got so far behind at the present time in the hearing and 
deciding on eee for pensions that in the Pension Bureau, or 
rather in the Surgeon-General’s Office, it takes a year and a half for 
one of these men or women who are entitled to this public aid to 
obtain an answer to their letters of inquiry, and the House has re- 
cently found that it was compelled in justice to these applicants to 
put an additional force of clerks on in the office of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral in order to bring the business up with correctness and dispatch. 
If you impose this additional burden upon the Pension Bureau the 
pensions would not be paid until months and months after the proper 
time when the parties entitled to the same should receive them under 
the obligations of the law. The pensioners of the country deprecate 
this proposed legislation and beg that they may not be subjected to 
the red-tape and delays that would inevitably follow the proposed 
change in the existing laws. ` 

The gentleman who now ides over the Pension Bureau, Hon. 
Mr. Bentley, is probably as faithful, competent, and efficient a publio 
officer as ever filled this very responsible position. He is honest and 
intelligent and has had large experience, and his opinion in reference 
to this matter ought to have very great weight with the House in its 
action in the premises. I hope that the proposition submitted by the 
Committee on Appropriations will not prevail. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. BURCHARD. I fail to see how the pending proposition will 
perform the necessary work any cheaper than it is done under the 
1 law. I fail to see how it is that any n force to per- 
form the various duties connected with the recognition of the pen- 
sioners, the examination and passing upon the vouchers, can be done 
any 1 in the Treasurer’s Office at Washington than it can be 
done at the various agencies in the country. I understand that under 
the system now in force the roll that is made up at the pension agen- 
cies from records kept at the Pension Office must be kept somewhere 
aud transmitted to the Treasurer's Office. 

It is pro that the whole work shall be done in the Treasurer's 
Office. It is now done in the pension agencies so far as clerical work 
is concerned. This is not a p ition to reduce the compensation 
of the officers now employed. e are now paying four-thousand-dol- 
lar salaries, and it costs a certain sum for the examination of vouch- 
ers, amounting in the aggregate to about $300,000 a year. It may not 
be necessary to pay as much money as that for this service, but it is 
absolutely necessary that there should be a clerical force to do the 
work, and that force will be n in the Treasurer's Office, if we 
transfer this work to that office. It is n now in the pension 
agencies, and mark you that from the day when Alexander Hamilton 
established our treasury system it has always been required that more 
than one officer shall pass upon anything done in the Treasury. You 
must have two sets of officers to do the work, one to issue the checks 
or make sey: to pensioners, the other to pass upon the accounts 
and vouchers. The work must be performed sdmewhere, and you 
must provide the necessary clerical force to do that work in the Trea- 
surer’s Office if you transfer the work now done at the pension agen- 
cies to the Treasurer’s Office. Nothing would be saved in that respect 
by the transfer. If the agents’ salaries and emoluments are too largo 
reduce their fees and compensation. It is not necessary to abolish 
their offices. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. DURHAM. I su to the gentleman that by unanimous 
consent we agree that debate on this pending paragraph be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, debate upon the pend- 
ing paragraph will be considered as closed and the formal amend- 
ments pending to it will be considered as rejected. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after July 1, 1878, or as soon thereafter as practi 
shall be paid by the Treasurer of the United 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the sum of 


cable, pensions 
States, under the direction of tho 
$96,000, or so much thereof as may bo 
srei A not appropriated, be, and the samo is hereby, ap; ated to 
carry this act into effect; and this sum shall be immediately available : 
That until the said act is carried into effect, the s ying agents shall not be 
allowed more than ten cents per voucher, and in addition to their proportion 
of salaries, be paid only for such 8 as may be 3 by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Secretary of the Treasury. And all acts and supple- 
ments of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. POWERS. I desire now to offer the amendment I have already 
indicated. 8 


1878. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question will first be taken on the amend- 
ments from the Committee on A 8 indicated yesterda 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Satrrü. ] These amend- 
ments arè directed to perfecting the text of the ph. When 
they have been voted on, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine to strike out and insert will be in order. 5 

The amendments offered by Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, on behalf 
s the Committee on Appropriations were read and agreed to, as fol- 

ows: 

In the 
tary of the In 

That from and 


of th 
‘er . food gree sgg” mae eeth “130;” so as to read: “and 
© sum of $1. or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
In the forty-first line, before the word “ provided,’ insert the following: 
Provided, That the pensioner and his witnesses may make afiidavit to the voucher 
before any United States officer authorized to administer oaths or before any col- 
lector of the in to in- 


ternal revenue, who is hereby authorized and 8 
administered free of zA 


certificate of the prothono 
specially demanded by the Th 


offender to the ty of the same: t the vou may 
be modified with if, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, 


, the same 
can be done withont detriment to the Government. 
In the forty-seventh line, and after the word and,“ insert “an act establishing 
paying m agencies and; so as to read: 
yi the act a par men nap a be pension agencies and all acts and supplements 
act aro hereby repealed. 


porary and subject the 


of acts inconsistent with 

Mr. POWERS. I move to amend by striking out the whole of the 
pendin ph after the words “eighteen hundred and seventy- 
eight,” in line 2, and inserting in lieu thereof what I send tô the Cler. 

o Clerk read as follows: 
for tho payment of pensions shall, in lieu of the f „and 
asiowanoes naw eerie by late, be allowed and paid the folowing compeosat tion 
an 

JJV ee 


First. A salary at the rate of pn * 
Second. Fifteen dollars for each one vouchers prepared and paid by any 
t in excess of four thousand vouchers per annum. 


ird. Actual and for rent, fuel, and and 
on official matter directed to the 8 5 e 
85 by the Secretary of the Interior; and the sum of $216,000, or so much 
ereof as may be necessary, is hereby 8 to pay the salaries, fees, and 
allowances to said pension agents; and acks and parte of acts Snoonaistent with 
this act are hereby 

Mr. DURHAM. Although I am not in charge of this bill, I make 
a point of order on this amendment, under Rule 120, that it is new 
legislation and not in the interest of economy. 

. POWERS. I contend that it isin the interest of economy; 
that it reduces the expense of the existing system $106,000, and that 
it is pertinent to the subject-matter of the bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. As the provision reported in the bill would not 
be in order under the rules but forits being in the interest of economy, 
this provision is germane as an amendment, although it may change 
an existing law. 

The C . The Chair, upon examination of the amend- 
ment, is constrained to overrule the point of order. Although the 
Chair does not feel competent to say whether the whole scheme will 
be more economical than the one proposed by the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations, yet the amendment on its face reduces fees and salaries 
low what they are under the existing law. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which has just been 
read is presented by me at the request and by the instruction of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, after a consideration of this 
whole subject. If I have not mistaken the gravamen of the charge 
in reference to the ion agents, it is that, especially since the con- 
solidation of cles, they receive too fees. This amendment 
cuts down their fees to the extent of $106,000, and I think no gentle- 
man who carefully considers what these agents have to do and the 
expenses to which they are subjected can say thatif this amendment 
be adopted they will receive anything more than a fair and reason- 
shin compensates: I print, as a part of my remarks, the following 


Table showing the number of pensioners on the rolls of the several pension agencies on the Ist of January, 1878; the amount es ee 
1877, to December 31, 1878 ; together with 


allowances received, and the amounts expended for use 


7 Receipts of agent. 
8 = 
pe — É Z 53 
8 5 8 3 828 
gi | d 5 | $ |684 
Location of agency. eb 3 8 A 38 
S] e a Tala 
E s 
rial: late i lg 
Bi} ge |] 8 |) € [gee 1 
eee 
A 8 & 3 a E 
Boston, Mass. 16, 825 62 000 00| $7,923 2 $650 32/310, G97 494 41 
Canandaigua N, X.: 16, 656| 2,000 00| 7, 707 50 773.95) 10, 646 25) 4,117 71 
Chicago, III. 19, 635} 2,000 00| 8, 617 50 1, 051 44| 11, 663 94) 4,940 35 
Columbus, Ohio. 21,934} 2, C00 00 10,204 7 13 7, 798 00 
t N. II.. . 18, 585} 2,000 00| 8 177 10, 35 50| 5,165 64 
* Des Moines, Iowa. 10, 075 2,000 00| 4. 707 3,300 CO 
Detroit, Michi 10, 300 2,000 00 4, 862 2, 875 06 
* Indianapolis, Ind. 15, 458 2,000 00) 7,212 4,569 00 
Knoxville, Tenn..| 8. 747 2,000 00| 3, E31 2, 956 00 
Louisville, Ky... 6, 139) 2, 000 00| 2,864 1, 495 50 
* Milwaukee, Wis...| 9, 02 2,000 00| 4,355 2,715 
New York, N. T. 14, 416) 
New Orleans, La S PN EE EREE ETAT E 
5 15, 660| 2,000 Oc} 7, 623 9, 841 04) 5,507 00 
Pi rgb, Pa... 11,348 2,000 00 5, 140 7.275 45| 3,750 00 
Saint Louis, Mo...| 12, 20 2,000 00 5,669 46| 157 80 7. 827 26] 3,178 81 
San cisco, Cal. 943 2 000 00% 807 14 25| 143 8 2,965 57 1,350 00 
Washington, D. C.] 14,250, 2 000 00 6,759 2 8, 759 2 4,445 00 


Rent not included. Rent and stationery not included. 
not included. 


Norn.— Average cost 
year, San Francisco not 


No one complains that this business of paying pensions is not now 
very well done through the several agencies, except that there is now 
somewhat more delay than before the consolidation. Why should we 
enter upon the new and untried scheme proposed by the Committee 
ou Appropriations? I haye seen no statement that as relia- 
ble which atall satisfies me that, should we transfer this business to a 
bureau to be established in Washington, the expense will not be larger 
than under the existing m, 

Much has been said abont the letter of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions which has been read here. Sir, the Commissioner on the 23d 
of March last sent a letter to the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, from which letter I take a paragraph which I ask the 
Clerk to read, as it shows the views of the Commissioner aftor care- 
ful consideratjon in regard to this change. 


of office by the several prere agents, from July 1, 
a slatement showing the average cost per pensioner to the Government and to period. 


agent during that 


Expenses of agents. 4 £ g $ Š 
i — 
5 8 8 
2 83 Si 4 2 
88 8 
Ba 25 22 ed 71 
— — 
be 83 82] em 
8 24 | #8 | 82 | sa | ge 
E 5 i AEE 
a| #18 z 2E |E 
2 2 
1 2133 4 3333 
$1, 169 778440 8882 $6, 304 73/$4, 392 4480 62381 252130379 |30 74 
815 09| 154 GO 6, 362 69| 4,283 56| 62/1 2 2 f 
543 3: BR| 7,401 82 4,267 1 581 1 170 374| 7 
210 57 10,345 50| 2 788 01| 59/118] 47 94 
5 6.541 27 3,784 23| 545| 1 00% 35 
417 00 5,309 95| 2 41 80 744| 1 48%) 532] 1 07 
125 85 4,217 55| 2 800 e1 3 81 
521 35 6, T33 40} 3, 561 10 1303] 434| 87 
SH pest CRM 3,469 2% 2 44 77| 66/0 1.333] 39 
eae 1, £39 34] 3, 093 25 418 29 
4,254 10 2 458 15 1 806 44 | 88 
825 00| 98 85 693 600. 300 00) 7; 483 55| 2 419 4% 
| 4,712 00| 2 563 45 
PA 4,704 93| 3, 122 33 
120 00) 42 1,637 32 1, 128 25 
360 00| 50 00% 840 00 5, 754 00) 3,005 2 


: Stationery, and incidentals not included. § Rent, stationery, and incidentals not included. I Stationery 
coe en yyy ak gaa we nae TART EAE a recht acne hia pai orb ck monroe jemand cna we 


The Clerk read as follows: 


An element which would y affect the economical side of the question in 
case of transfer of the pay duties either to the Pension Oſlice or to the Treasury 
De ont has not been mentioned. 

have been unable to devise a plan by which the payments can be spread over 
each quarter so that the volume of duties and labor would be about the same from 


day to day and furnish constant Ne to a certain . force. 
on addressed to the honorable Secretary of Interior on the 
20th of last November, discussing tho subject of abolishing the cies, I stated 
that I thought such a = might be ted, but after mu of the subject 
I am convinced that it is impracticable. The success of such a plan depends 
pe a anon elements over which the office making the pa, it would have no 
control. It would bo necessary that the executed vouchers come in for pay- 
ty, so that dach pensioner could be paid at regular intervals of 
irregularity in this respect would at once produce confusion 

| glee sy 


three months. Any 
nor the experience under the present plan of making all 


a communicati 


and canse delay in the 
It needs no argumen 
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the ents due on a day certain, each quarter, to prove that vouchers would 
dome fn in numbers pf a day piena to that woni which the pensioner 
tion is alone fatal to the 


would be entitled to his tarn for 3 and that con 
plan, as any pe of payment w shall be adopted must make the payments as 
gers as they 

t wi 


uch larger fi 
ol the time. and in the ts it is nearly if not quite impossible to 
handle economically a force of employés which is subject to such frequent addi- 
tions and reductions, for obvious reasons. 


Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. REED obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. POWERS. On March 23 that was the view of the Commis- 

sioner of Pensions, and he fully believes in those statements to-day. 

I think that is a sufficient answer to what has been read from any 

8 communication from him and I believe it will be admitted 

y all that he knows something about this whole matter. Much 
more in fact than any other person in Washington. 

Let me see whether gentlemen on the Committee on W ria- 

tions have any fixed opinion or any definite plan which they have 


devised to pay these pensioners and to pay them prom uy: I find, 
by referring to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on pago 43, 0 5 * 
man from New York [Mr. Hewi1t] did give us a scheme. It is as 


follows: 


But thero is a far better system than the quarterly system. Itis ono which will 
commend itself to the jadgment of the House as it has to the mind of 1 1 Bonar 
officer who has taken it into consideration; and that is to divide the — 
sioners into twelve equal parts and let one-twelfth bo paid the quarter. — pery 


8 
each month, so that work unceasingly on the payment * pensions 
„FFF ee: 7 


I refer to this not to take any special advantage of it as a techni- 
cal quibble, but to show how little the whole subject has been looked 


into when this scheme was devised. Divide the roll of pensioners | si 


into twelve equal parts and let one-twelfth be paid a quarterly pen- 
sion each month, en you will get through the roll at the end of 
the year, and not before. In this way you will pay the pensioner 
once a year instead of every quarter. If that is not the only inter- 
pretation of the language of the gentleman from New York, I do 
not see what other construction it is susceptible of. I do not sup- 
pose the gentleman intended it, but that is what it means, and all it 
could be made to mean, that you are to divide the roll into twelve 
equal parts and pay one-twelfth a quarterly pension each month. It 
will take the entire year to pay them, and as you pay cach a quar- 
terly pension you will pay only one-fourth part of what is due them. 
This certainly would be economy with a vengeance. You divide the 
pension-rolls into three equal parts and then pay one-fourth each 
month, and Fes will pay them four times a year and their whole 
amount. I should like to know what officer or what man that scheme 
has ever been submitted to. I know the gentleman did not intend 
anything of tho kind, but it is indicative of how carefully the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have matured their scheme. I ask any 
gentleman to read it. Adopt that which he says will commend itself 
to every gentleman in this House, and yon will only pay once a year 
and you will only pay one-fourth part of the sum actually done. Well 
might this cost less. 

r. HEWITT, of New York. The simple answer to all the gen- 
tleman has said is that I have never said any such thing as that 
which he attributes to me and my language is not susceptible of any 
such construction. 

Mr. POWERS. I know, or at least presume, you did not intend to 
thus deprive the poor pensioner of his pittance, but I submit no other 
conclusion can be drawn from your proposition, It is a fair sample 
of the whole scheme, immature as it has been presented here, as I 
could fully demonstrate it to be if I had the time for that purpose. 

This matter has q% begun to get to the country, Mr. Chairman, 
and I have received a great many letters on the subject, as I have no 
doubt other gentlemen haye. I see that they have held a meeting 
at Des Moines, Iowa, in reference to this subject, and I have a report 
of the meeting sent to me on a postal card this morning. some 
anonymous communication was read this morning, I will send the 
card to the Clerk’s desk to be read, as it shows the feeling through- 
out the country in reference to this attempt to put the poor soldier 
and the widows and orphans of soldiers through the circumlocution 
office in this city, and entail upon them the delay and expense which 
necessarily follow. This will show, Mr. Chairman, what is the feel- 
ing among the pensioners in reference to this pro measure, 
against which I most heartily protest. I ask the Gier to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Dran Sin: We learn from reliable sources that à determined effort is bein; 
made by the Secretary of the Interior to induce Con; to abolish all of tho 
agencies in the various States for paying pensions, an uire all pensioners to 
send vouchers to the Treasury Department at Washington for payment after the 
ist of July. All who have occasion to write to the Departments at Washington 
on business are aware that a reply is now seldom received short of from one to 
three months. If an attempt is mado to examine and pass upon the vouchers 
two hundred and thi thousand e at one office in Washin 
sag hee under one official, and pensioners are to wait tho slow process of payment 

that method, the Government might as well confiscate our pensions at once. 

o would earnestly urge all pensioners to protest at once against this it wrong 

Congress has now under consideration. Send remonstrances, signed by all 


n, each 


of | we find them to be too large. 


V0 00 
once. 
Signed by— 


e 
y xth Iowa ; 
NOBLE 


RRS oh Twenty-fourth Iowa; 
0 K Fifteenth United Stat inf w W: 
om tates Infantry, Mexican War 
8 MRS. M. M. CROCKE 5 


Widow of General Crocker; 
MRS. A. M. REDFIELD 

Widow of Colonel Redfield ; 
Comm 


The following form, or something similar, will be sufficient as a protest to bo 
3 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Wo, the undersigned pensioners, learning that it is proposed to abolish the agen- 
cies in the ü Bialos where our pennies are nee paid, and require all pen- 
sioners in the United States to send their vouchers to the Treasury Department at 
Washington each quarter for payment, most carnestly protest against tho proposed 
change, as the attempt Sai gol two hundred and thirty thousand pensioners quar- 
terly from one office w result in t delay and annoyance to us in getting 
our quarterly payments and replies to letters relating to payment. Such a change 
z ee ip inflicted upon us, and could in no way benefit the 
verumen 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BANNING. I move to strike out the last word, and I do so for 
the purpose of saying a few words on this subject. I do not know 
how much reduction the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
will effect. 

Mr. POWERS. One hundred and six thousand dollars. 

Mr. BANNING. What I wish to call attention to is this: we for- 
merly had a pension agent at Cincinnati, but in the interest of econ- 
omy, as it was claimed, he was taken away and the Cincinnati pen- 
oners are now paid from Columbus. I see by the report here that 
the pension agent at Columbus gets $26,000 a year. Out of this 
amount he pays the expenses of his office, as I understand; that he 
not only pays all his clerks, but all his other expenses. For the pur- 

of accommodating pensioners at Cincinnati, I am told he sends 
clerks there to pay them each pay-day. It is a great accommodation 
to those pensioners. They were much concerned at first and very 
earnestly 0 Uf the removal of the pension agency from Cincinnati 
where I think it should have been kept, but since the removal I bo- 
lieve e agent at Columbus has succeeded in paying those pensioners 

romptly. 

g Row; a what I wish to get at is this: if the gentleman’s amend- 
ment will reduce the salary of the pension nt at Columbus it may 
be he will be unable as heretofore to send clerks down to Cincinnati 
to pay the pensioners in that vicinity. 

Mr. POWERS. Here is the statement. 

Mr. BANNING. The gentleman from Maine has been kind enough 
to furnish me with a statement which he says is correct, and I find 
the amount paid at Columbus for clerk hire is a little over $7,000 for 
six months. This would leave the agent over $12,000 a year. 

Mr. POWERS. That is for six months. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No, for seven months. 

Mr. BANNING. Does this cover all the expenses of his office f 

Mr. POWERS, It does not. 

Mr. BANNING. Does the gentleman know how much they are ? 

Mr. POWERS. Iknow what they have been according for the first 
six months. 

Mr. BANNING. How much? 

Mr. POWERS. It is allin the paper submitted as a part of my 
remarks, and the committee have carefully taken all that into consid- 
eration in prenesing this bill and have made the salaries as low as 
they thought the work could possibly be done for. 

Mr. BANNING. While I am in favor of economy in every direction, 
I do not want to economize where in any way whatever it will inter- 
fere with the prompt payment to these men of the pensions that are 
due them. I have not heard yet any good reason given why these men 
might not as well and 8 better be paid from Washington direct 
as be paid from Columbus all over the State of Ohio, or all over that 
district, or from Indianapolis and other centers throughout the coun- 

And the only objection I have to the gentleman's fbi pew we is 
this, that it is going to interfere with the agents in sending clerks or 
subagents to pay in the large cities and in certain vicinities. This is 
my objection to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. Chairman, if the pensioners can be paid by letter from Columbus 
at Cincinnati, then they can just as well be paid from Washington City. 
We may as well pay them from the fountain-head as through sub- 
agents. I do not know; I have not examined this matter enough to 


Z | be satisfied which is the better way or whether it is really best to 


make any change or not. 

Mr. POWERS. IL believe in cutting down all large salaries. 

Mr. BANNING. I believe in cutting down salaries, too, wherever 
I know we must reduce expenditures 
and practice rigid economy. But I want to be satisfied that the cut- 
sei down does not interfere with the men who have lost their legs 
and arms or sacrificed their health in defense of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell.] x - 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2475 


Mr. FORT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. But before I ask the Clerk to read it I desire to say that there 
seems to be great dread the soldiers will suffer delay in getting their 
pensions. I wish to ask whether it is not true that all the disabled 
soldiers at the several soldiers’ homes throughout the United States, 
even as far away as Milwaukee, Wisconsin, are paid in Washington 
by Mr. Cox, the agent here? If so, I ask in, have these disabled 
soldiers and pensioners been defrauded? If they have been, why is 
it that gentlemen have neglected their interests so long? Why do 
they not provide that these soldiers in the various homes throughout 


the country who are so disabled that they cannot travel shall receive 
their pay there at their respective homes? Has there been any com- 
plaint from these pensioners? Has one of their claims ever had to 


pass Grrough a claim agency in Washington? Have they been sub- 
jected to delay or expense? No, sir; they get their pay regularly 
from Mr. Cox, the agent here, and I cannot see why the whole of the 
invalid pensioners cannot be paid as well and cheaply and regularly 
as those at the homes. Now I offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the last section of the bill and insert this as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine, Mr. POWERS: 

And be it enacted, That on the 1st day of July, 1878, or as soon thereafter 
as practicable, the Secretary of the Interior shall turn over and transfer all the 
books, rolls, paj furniture, and fixtures belonging to the Bureau of Pensions 
to tho Secret: ar, and thereafter all the duties now devolved upon the In- 
terior eee relating to peuns shall devolve upon and be performed 
the War wsand parts of la 


V and forward the same to the Treasurer 
nited States, who shall, on receipt of same, transmit a Treasury 
the pensioner. 

Mr. POWERS. I make a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. FORT. I believe I still have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order can be reserved until the 
time of the gentleman from Illinois is out. 

Mr. FORT. I hardly expect that amendment will be adopted, 
because it is economy and cuts off these pension agents. It provides 
that the War Department shall make this payment by the unemployed 
officers of the Army who are now under pay, and who are for the 
most part off duty, and who I am confident would rather be employed 
than to be idle. I have the authority of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. BANNING, ] who is chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
of this House, for saying that over eight hundred unemployed Army 
officers are now on the roll. These are educated, reliable gentlemen, 
well fitted for such duty, and Ido not see why they cannot be em- 
ployee in making up these pension-rolls and making up the vouchers 
an ee oe them to the Treasury and in paying the pensioners 
in that way. 

Mr. eee I have no fault to find with the Pension Bureau or 
its management. I consider the present Commissioner of Pensions, 
Mr. Bentley, an excellent officer, who does his whole duty and does 
it well, and I doubt whether the management of his office could be 
improved upon. Although this as well as the last democratic House 
of Representatives have failed to make the adequate appropriation 
for clerks and have reduced his force, yet he has with commendable 
energy carried his work along with remarkable dispatch, and I have 
nothing but praise for him and his subordinates; yet I believe the 
Pension Bureau ought to be transferred back to the War Depart- 
ment, where it naturally belongs. The Interior Department has no 
appropriate connection or relation to the War Department, where 
the causes of all pensions are recorded. The War Department have 
the muster-rolls, the records of musters and discharges and of battles 
and of hospitals, and should pass upon all claims for pensions and 
should pay all pensions. It would simplify business and facilitate 
the determination of all applications for pensions. I should be glad 
to be informed how it came about that pension affairs ever 
into the Interior Department. What reason is there forit? What 
has the Interior Department to do with wa. affairs or the results of 
war? The Interior Department cannot decide on the application for 
a pension. The Interior Department must first consult the War De- 

artment and get abstracts and copies of its records before it can 

now a thing about the claim or the claimant. The Interior Depart- 
ment has no war records; and it is this correspondence between the 
two Departments that causes delay, mistakes, and expense. It is 
needless circumlocution. 

Why, sir, you might as well provide that the Interior Department 
should pay the troops in the field as that it should pass upon appli- 
cations for pensions and pay the pensioners. In my judgment if we 
wish economy we should simplify business and let each Department 
of the Government attend to its appropriate duties. This would re- 
duce our needless expenditures hundreds of thousands of dollars and 
have the business done better and more promptly. If the Interior 
Department is to continue in charge of pension affairs, our laws should 
be so amended as to provide that in time of war all officers should 
report to the Secretary of the Interior as well as to the Secretary of 

ar and require the Interior Department to keep a war record also, 
which of course would be ridiculous. There are unemployed Army 
officers enough to supply the place of all pension agents and pay pen- 
sions without the cost of one additi cent and without charging 
the pensioner one single penny. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAGE. I would ask the gentleman from Illinois if his amend- 
ment changes the law in any other respect than eee the 
service from the Interior Department to the War Department. 

Mr. FORT. It changes the law in no other respect. 

Mr. KEIFER. For two days I have listened here to a discussion 
which seems to me has spread over almost every phase of this ques- 
tion, and at last, when the members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions are Somes up to the point, 2 give us the facts upon 
which they ask the Congress of the United States to legislate in a 
matter which is to affect directly over two hundred nsand of 
the poopie of this country, and. indirectly hundreds of thousands 
more. e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] yesterday seemed to 
be startled at the idea that we were paying the pension agents of the 
country from ten to sixteen thousand dollars a year simply for vouch- 
ers, and then the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. SMITH, ] who is 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations, put a statement in 
the Recorp of what had been paid for these purposes, and it is upon 
that kind of a statement that we are asked to vote for this bill. 

Now, let me state that it is an absolute fact that the man who is 
put down on that list as receiving the largest sum for the payment of 
vouchers cannot make, after he pays his clerks, his office rent, station- 
ery, and other expenses, $6,000 a year. I know that he does 
not make that much. I had it from his own lips. The statement put 
in the Recorp by the member from Pennsylvania shows that the 
agent at Columbus receives over $26,000. Thereisnothing furnished 
to show what he Pays out. We are expected to go into important 
legislation without the facts and for the reason that the Committee 
on Gr: oho spar get one side of a statement and leave out entirely 
the other side. 

Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. I have so short a time and there are so many gen- 
tlemen who wish to interrupt me that I must decline to yield to any- 


body. My colleague [ Mr. reg rose and spoke a few moments 
ago about the pension agent in Ohio. That pension agent in Ohio 
extends facilities to the thousands of who have to be paid in 


Cincinnati, but my col e said that because he did not have suf- 
ficient information as to the pay of the agents he thought he was in 
favor of the bill of the committee. Do we not know that agent goes 
either in person or by a clerk to Cincinnati on the 4th of each month, 
when pensions are due, and remains there as long as it is necessary 
to pay off the pensioners, for the sole purpose of accommodating these 
thousands of men and saving them from expense and delay, and from 
distress among themselves and their families; and does this ont of 
his own pocket? And yet we are told that he is receiving twenty odd 
thousand dollars a year when he is really expending a very 
portion of the amount in the interest of the pensioners who need 
their money and need it promptly. 

Now, it is said by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Fort] that 
those pensioners who are in the soldiers’ homes are gaia direct from 
Washington. They amoant to but six thousand, and if you want to 
legislate in their interest then you must not impose upon the Depart- 
ment here the labor of paying all the pensioners ghout the 
country, because that would prevent them from receiving their pay 
as promptly as they now do. 

Mr. PRICE. They get their pay from Washington now. 

Mr. KEIFER. The six thousand in the soldiers’ homes do, but if 
you require the 8 to pay the two hundred thousand the 
same machinery will not answer with the niggardly legislation of 
this Congress in the direction of allowing clerks. Do we not know 
of the great delay, day by day, week by week, month by month, in 
giving a few additional clerks to the Su n-General’s Office that is 
now being asked for in order to h rough the decision of the 
large number of applications for pensions? Con stands quietly 
by and witnesses this delay, and yet it is proposed now to cast addi- 
tional labor upon that Department. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. POWERS] raises 
a question of order upon this amendment. He will pleasestate what 
his pong of order is. 

Mr. POWERS. — A of order is that the substitute offered b; 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] changes existing law, that it 
is not germane to anything in the bill, and it is not in the interest of 
economy. It is well known that it will cost more than ten times as 
much to pay these pensioners through the War Department than to 
pay them through the Pension Bureau. \ 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Maine, the Chair will state that the bill introdu into the 
House, reported from the Committee on Appropriations, contained a 
change of law in regard to the payment of pensions. No points of 
order were reserved upon the bill, and the discussion has proceeded 
without a point of order being raised upon this section of the bill, and 
other amendments of the same character which popo to change 
the mode of paying pensions are considered as coming under the gen- 
eral consent given by the House when this bill was reported from the 
committee. The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. EAMES. I desire to ask if it is in order to offer a substitute 
for the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to offer further amendments 
ma the substitute of the gentleman from Illinois shall have been 
voted on. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to say one word in the way of an inquiry. 
As I understand the law, all the officers of the Army upon the retired 
list are prohibited by provisions of existing law from accepting posi- 
tions in the civil service. 

Mr. FORT. Besides those upon the retired list there are eight 
hundred Army officers unemployed. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

The question was taken upon the substitute offered by Mr. Fort, 

and it was not to. 
. EAMES. I desire to offer what I send to the desk as a substi- 
tute for the provision of the bill and also for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. POWERS. J 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after July 1, 1878, a ee agent shall receive as 
T uired b law an 


sa- 


TO) 

a 
Mr. EAMES. In explanation of this proposition I desire only to 
say that it proposes to fix the salary of pension agents at $4,000. It 
also provides for the payment of clerk hire, rent, fuel, lights, postage, 
and stationery. It differs from the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine in this: substantially, it leaves out the fees authorized by that 


amendment to be paid to the pension agents for vouchers. I ho 
this substitute will receive the approval. of the Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. POWERS. The re ace to the substitute of the gentleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Jis that, if ado it would simply 
transfer the Washington system of paying and employing clerks to 
the Soveral ponaion agencies. That is all there is in it. 

The substitute was not to. 

The question then recurring on the amendment of Mr, POWERS, it 
was YET to; there being—ayes 121, noes, 60. 

Mr. SH. I move to amend by inserting the following as an 
additional section : 


That from and after the passage of this act, or as soon as practicable thereafter, 
all pension agencies shall be filled by officers ef the Army and Navy on the retired 
list, and when officers 


are so employed they shall receive the full pay of officers of 
the same rank in active service, and no more. 


Mr. POWERS. I make the point of order that this amendment 


changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine, as the Chair un- 
derstands, makes the point that the amendment changes the law in 
regard to duty of retired officers, and is not in the interest of econ- 
omy, as it restores them to full pay. 7 

Mr. CLYMER. I submit that the point of order is not well taken. 
This proposition is in the interest of economy. These officers while 
on the retired list receive three-fourths of the regular pay. The full 

ay of a pension agent is $4,000. So that this e e whip 
doing away with pension agents, ps in their place officers who will 
only receive an addition of one-fourth upon the pay they are now 
receiving. Manifestly the amendment is in the interest of economy. 

Mr. FOSTER. But will not this additional one-fourth make the 
pay of these officers more than $4,000 ? 

Mr. CLYMER. In no event can it be more than $4,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, in view of the liberal construction 
which has been put upon the rule, is inclined to think that the 
amendment must be considered in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is a good opportunity now to make General 
Shields a pension agent. [ panies, | 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope that our friends here will 
not forget that it is the policy of this House (and I concur in it) to 
turn the Indian Burean over to the War De ent, and thus give 
employment to these mili officers. If in the discharge of those 
duties the fingers of these officers, drilled to routine and red-tape, do 
not move quite as fast as would be necessary in making out and trans- 
mitting the checks to our ee no hurt will be done. These 
officers may be very proper y employed to attend to the duties of the 
Indian Burean; and I hope we shall not interfere with that project 
by the sien cot of this amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I want to call the attention of the gentleman who 
offers this amendment to this point: How are these officers to give 
their bonds? That is an important matter. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) An Army officer is liable to trial and 
punishment by court-martial if he commits any defalcation of the 
pras funds. He would instantly lose his commission as an officer. 

Pail words, our security for his fidelity is the life tenure of his 
office. 

Mr. FOSTER. How is the liability to trial by court-martial any 
protection to the Government? That does not pay back the money 
if there is any defalcation. 

Mr. BANNING. These officers have protected the Government 
when it needed protection in another and more important direction. 

A MEMBER. Oh, that is mere claptrap. 

The question being taken on ore to the amendment of Mr. 
Maisa, there were—ayes 91, noes 106. 

Mr. MAISH and others called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Powers and Mr. Mais wero 
5 
e committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 88, noes 99. 
So the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I move the committee rise and 
report the bill to the House. 
RICE, of Ohio. I wish to offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The motion to rise is not in order so long asan 
amendment is offered. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after July 1, 1 the office of pension agents shall be filled 
wounded or disabled Uwe eoidions, by 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved that the committee rise and 
rt the bill to the House. 
he motion was to. : 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. GARFIELD reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (I. R. 
No. 3974) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
nsions of the United States for the year ending June 30, 1879, and 
ad directed him to report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I demand the previous question on 
the bill and pending amendments. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
The SPEAK There are four amendments reported from the 
committee, If no separate vote is asked on any of tho amendments 
the question will be taken on the amendments of the committee in 


No separate vote was demanded. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill, as 
amended, was ordered to be e aud read a third time; and 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the voto by 
which the bill was p. ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. ELAM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1135) to authorize the issue of a patent of cer- 
tain lands in the Brothertown reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, 
to 2 a R No 141 fa e porn and 

act (H. 0. 1 revent de tions upon pro in 
the District of Columbia. * 5 e 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had Pason a bill of the following title’ in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 1058) to repair and putin operation the mint at New 
Orleans, authorizing the coinage of gold and silver thereat, and mak- 
ing an appropriation therefor, 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the House the committee 
takes up for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. No. 4246) mak- 
ing appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposcs. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move the first reading of the bill, for information, 
be dispensed with. : 

The motion was a Š 

Mr. BLOUNT. I believe I am now entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia having charge of 
the post-office appropriation bill is recognized. : 

Mr. CLYMER. Iask the gentleman from Georgia to yield to mo 
to move the committee rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. L yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was to; and the Speaker having resnmed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration a bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations for tlie 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
_ By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


in f, cases: 
o Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, for one week, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. SINNICKSON, until Tuesday next. 
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RESTORING MODELS TO THE PATENT OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior, forwarding a communica- 
tion from the Commissioner of Patents, relative to an appropriation 
of $5,000 to enable him to continue the work of restoring models 
injured by the late fire; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

DREDGING, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a claim of the Hart- 
ford and New York Steamboat Company for dredging done; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

POST-ROUTE BILL, 


Mr. WADDELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4286) to estab- 
lish post-rontes in several States therein named; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to know whether this bill contains 
any provision other than the establishment of post-routes. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads is asked to state whether the bill contains any 
general legislation. 

Mr. WADDELL. It contains nothing whatever, but provides only 
for the establishment of post-routes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. WADDELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
‘was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CLYMER, (at four o’clock and fifteen 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 


By Mr. COX, of New Vork: The petition of Patrick Finnis and 750 
citizens of New York City, to be aided to leave the city and settle on 
Government land—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Papers relating to the establishment of post- 
routes between Saint Augustine and Daytona, and between Orlando 
and Bartow, Florida—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


oads, 

By Mr. DEAN : The petition of the mayor of Boston and others, 
for the removal of a sand-bar in Boston Harbor—to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

By Mr. DICKEY : The petition of Lewis Richey and 128 other cit- 
izens of Brown Connty, Ohio, for the repeal of the resumption act— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of citizens of Minnesota, for an 
increase of mail service between Worthington and Currie, in said 
State—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELAM: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. H. C. Thweatt— 
to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. GOODE: Tho petition of 38 merchants, masters, agents, 
owners, and pilots of vessels, of Norfolk, Virginia, against the transfer 
of the life-saving service from the Treasury to Sie Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARMER: The petition of merchants and manufacturers 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, and vicinity, against the passage of 
the pending tariff bill—to the Committee of y ays and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY: 5 . relating to the claim of Selmar Seibert 
to the Committee of Claims, 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of merchants and manufacturers of 
Philadelphia, against the 8 of the pending tariff bill—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of merchants and manufacturers of 
Philadelphia, of similar import—to the Committee of the Whole 


ouse. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of H. W. Douglas, William S. Ar- 
nold, R. S. Zachary, John H. Jarves, and other citizens of Yadkin, 
North Carolina, against the abolition of the western judicial district 
of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of 49 merchants and 
manufacturers of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against the passage of 
the tariff bill now pending before Congress—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, : 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of Burwell & Springs and others, 
merchants and dealers in sugars, that the duty on sugar be made. at 
so much per pound without regard to color or quality—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of John A. Hambleton & Co., T. II. 
Brodwater & Co., and 15 other business houses of Baltimore, Mary- 
land, inst the revival of the income tax—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: A paper relating to the establishment 
of a post-route between Weatherford, Bellew’s & Brock’s Springs, to 
Graham, Texas—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of 50 citizens of Phenixyille, Penn- 


sylvania, and vicinity, against the revival of the income tax—to the 


Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Au- 
burn, Alabama, that aid be extended the Texas Pacific Railroad—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petition of C. W. Putman, 
M. M. Bridges, and o for the equalization of bounties to soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 12, 1878. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the rules be suspended and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to resume the consideration of the post-office appropriation 


l. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I moveto amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia, so that the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. T demand the regular order. The regular or- 
der, I believe, is the morning hour for reports from comunittees of a 
private nature. 

Mr. FORT. Let us having the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Tennesseo 
1785 BRI dur] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 

hole on the Private Calendar would not be in order till after the 
morning hour, but the motion of the gentleman from Georgia is in 
order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I feel compelled to insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The way the gentleman from Tennessee could 
reach his purpose would be by inducing the Houso to vote down the 
motion of the gentleman from eonia; 

Mr. MILLS. Under the rules of the House we cannot go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar except on Friday. There 
is now a large accumulation of bills on the Private Calendar and they 
ought to be considered on this the only day of the week which can 
be devoted to their consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The remedy is to vote down the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the House will vote it down. 

The question being taken on Mr. BLount’s motion, there were— 
ayes 58, noes 69. 

So (further count not being asked for) the motion was not agreed to, 

Mr, RICE, of Ohio. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order being demanded, the morning 
hour begins at fifteen minutes past twelve o'clock. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to ask unanimous consent to present a bill 
for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot interrupt the morning hour by 
asking unanimous consent. The Chair will recognize the 1 
reg e The morning hour is for a specific purpose and has com- 
menced. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well. 


GEORGE A, ARMES, 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business of the morning hour com- 
ing over from last Friday is the bill (H. R. No. 4242) to authorize the 
restoration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain. 

Mr. BRAGG. I regret exceedingly to be obli to oppose a report 
of a majority of the Military Committee who have recommended the 
passage of this bill. I only do so because I think upon a question of 
principle this bill ought not to pass. % 

Irrespective of the question of the merit or demerit of the officer 
whom this bill seeks to restore there is a question of publie policy 
underlying all, which controls my judgment in my vote in opposition 
to the ze of this bill, and that is this: it has already been an- 
nounced semi-oflicially to this House that in the opinion of the Mili- 
tary Committee there are already in the neighborhood of eight hun- 
dred supernumerary officers in the military service of the United 
States. And while the Military Committee are endeavoring to induce 
this House to indorse their views and to devise means to relieve the 
service from those supernumeraries and to relieve the Treasury from 
the expense of rin Ney: ani maintaining them, it Seems to me a very 
grave inconsistency on the part of that committee to make a report 
to restore an officer who has been out of the service nearly nine years. 
and who was discharged as the result of a court-martial held in 1 
or 1870 dismissing him from the service. 

If we have too many oflicers against whom no charge as yet has 
been made, and all of whom have fair records both for bravery and 

‘ood conduct, if the necessities of the service require that they shall 
Be discharged from the service, it seems to me improper for us to 


start a military machine by which here in this House we will be man- 
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additional officers to 
ort time require to be 
restored, why not restore all of those officers who were disc 


ufacturin 


lace upon that list who will also 
within a 


har; If this officer shall be 


upon the consolidation of the regiments? When they were reduced 
from forty-five to the number that now exists, those men were dis- 
charged. They had fine records; they were equally meritorious with 
this officer. No charge was brought against them, but the needs of 
the service were as the reason why they should be mustered 
out, and they were mustered out. A large proportion of them are 
knocking at the doors of Congress and asking to be restored. If we 
aro to restore one, why ought we not to restore all? There is no more 
objection to any one of them than there is to this officer; and I am 
not aware that there is perhaps any greater objection to this officer 
than there is to any one of them. 

But I put my opposition to this bill upon the score of public policy 
that it is improper for this House to be pangs e y when 
we have pending before the House a bill which provides for the 
muster out of a great number of officers of the same rank as this 
one because the service no longer needs them and we require to be 
relieved of the mse of longer maintaining them. That is one 
ground upon which I put my opposition to this bill. 

Another ground of opposition is this: I am one of those who do not 
believe that it is proper for a committee of Congress to sit here and 
review the proceedings of a court-martial. The code of military law 
provides for the trial of officers of the Army. They are tried by mili- 
tary court; they are tried by courts that hear the witnesses, that 
know the surroundings of the case, that see the appearance of the 
witnesses and the appearance of the officers on trial. Those courts 
are much better able to determine than we are whether the testimony 
of the witnesses is credible or otherwise. 

It is true the witnesses may be attacked afterward ex parte, and it 
may be shown that their character is not entirely credible ; they may 
be by their personal character entirely disreputable. Yet it will not 
be contended that even such witnesses may not tell the truth. The 
court that knows all the surrounding circumstances, that sees the 
witnesses as they testify, that sees all the little incidents which sup- 
port their testimony, may determine that in some given case thoso 
witnesses tell the truth, although their general reputation for truth 
and veracity may be bad. 

Now, when such a court has heard all the witnesses, has seen them 
face to face, has listened to all the corroborating circumstances, knows 
all the surroundings of the case and then passes upon that case; and 
when the case is sent up to the reviewing officer and he has 
upon it, and is then sent up to the Judge Advocate General and he 
has passed upon it; when all the higher officers who review the case 
have passed upon it, it seems to me that it is not proper for us, eight 
or nine years subsequent to that time, to sit here as a court of review 
and pass upon the action of that military court and summarily restore 
an officer who has been so long out of the service, 

I have still another objection to the passage of this bill. By refer- 
ence to volume 18, page 564, of the Statutes at Large, it will be found 
that in 1874 an act was passed by Congress aoa Dee officer from 
all stain or stigma upon his character oe, reason of the proceedings of 
this court-martial. The Secretary of War was . by the act of 
Congress, to grant this officer an honorable discharge. That relieved 
him from all stain on his character by reason of the judgment of the 
court, so that he no longer stands as a disgraced officer by reason of 
the finding of that court. 

In addition to all that there was a 5 in that act grantin 
to this officer, by reason of this honorable discharge, one year’s pay and 
allowances ofa captain of cavalry, which amounted to over $3,000 and 
that money was received et Bae Therefore, even if the finding of 
the court was improper in the first instance, even if it cast a reflection 
upon the character of this officer in the first instance, that stigma has 
now been removed and he stands upon the record just precisely the 
same as the other officers who were mustered out of the service be- 
cause they were supernumeraries. And in addition to that Congress 

rovided that be should be paid one year’s pay and allowances, over 

3,000, which he accepted and drew. 

Now, shall it be said that at this time, when we are endeavoring to 
reduce the number of our su umerary officers, we shall by action 
of the same Con, which is seeking to reduce that force, increase 
it by putting this officer again on the rolls, so that he may be again 
mustered out of the service and receive another additional year’s pay 
and allowances provided for officers so mustered out ? 

I wish to pass no reflection at all upon this officer, It is not the 
basis of my opposition that any reflection is cast or should be cast 
upon this officer. It is beneath me as a legislator to attempt to cast 
any reflection upon him. He stands with an honorable 3353 
acquitted from anything that would cast reflection upon him by the 
action of the and that discharge has been granted by the 
highest 1 Pagemb body in the 3 the Congress of the United 
States. e has received that honorable discharge; he has received 
in addition a year’s pay and allowances. It seems to me that upon 
policy and upon principle this House ought not to extend any fur- 
ther relief to him. Or if it does extend it to him, then similar relief 
should be extended in justice to every other officer who was also 
mustered ont, but who never was tried by a court-martial. 


Mr. MAISH. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. HAS- 
KELL] for teu minutes, 


Mr. HASKELL, I have but a word to say in regard to this case. 

I do not desire to enter into a long discussion of the general princi- 

les involved in it. But inasmuch as this officer at one time in his 

ife was in command of Kansas troops upon the frontier of my State 
and distinguished himself by gallantry and soldierly conduct in sey- 
eral engagements, and inasmuch as he has received favorable men- 
tion from so many of the prominent citizens of my State, I deem it to 
be but fair, when a bill concerning him is 88 this House, to 
make some statements in reference to the causes which led to his dis- 
missal from the Army. 

I state as a fact that cannot be controverted that notwithstanding 
the action of that court-martial this officer was dismissed from the 
service upon a set of charges not one of them having in the most 
remote degree one single particle of truth in it, not a word. 

This gentleman is a Virginian, a young man who at the age of six- 
teen entered the Army of the Union, who unaided by any official influ- 
ence or any power of prominent relatives worked his way up to an 
honorable position in the Regular Army. While in the discharge of 
his military duties he was assailed by an unjust and absolutely untrue 
set of charges, and dismissed from the service. 

The bill, as I understand, does not restore him arbitrarily to the 
Army. However just in my opinion such an act would be, that is 
not the object of the bill. It simply permits the President of the 
United States to appoint him to his old rank of captain in his old regi- 
ment whenever a vacancy shall occur in that regiment, Absolute 
discretion in regard to the appointment is lodged with the President, 
That is all there is in the bill. Mr. Armes will receive no pay under 
the bill, and no rank. The President is simply 8 „if he so 
desires, to appoint Mr. Armes whenever a vacancy of his rank occurs 
in his former regiment. 

As to the character of the man nothing can be said against it; and 
as part of my remarks I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk a 
testimonial from the former governor of my State and from General 
Hancock, showing the services of this officer and his good character, 
giving him only a just meed of praise. 

Mr. SAMPSON. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether the 
bill now under consideration is House bill No. 1642? 

Mr. HASKELL. I think not. I think that bill has been substi- 
tuted by a Senate bill. 
Mr. SAMPSON. I see that the provision of this House bill is— 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to restore the name 
of George A. Armes to the lineal list of captains of cavalry. 

Mr. HASKELL. I ask the Clerk to read first the letter I have sent 
up, and afterward the bill pending before the House. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

Major Armes is well and favorably known in my State, where he has rendered 
valuable service in the protection of our frontier, and it is unnecessary for me to 


say more than to read what ex-Governor Crawford says: 
‘I have been ae ene with Captain 


governor of the State, and in all our Indian wars of that time no officer displayed 
more vigilance, courage, and skill than did Captain Armes. The charges upon 
which he was tried were in my opinion baseless and untrue, and the evidence 
adduced wholly insufficient (when considering the general character of the wit- 
nesses) to warrant the finding and sentence in the case. I hope, therefore, that he 


act of justice to a 


t young officer and gentleman. 
»The following is a copy of one of a number of dispatches received from Major 
General W. S. TANOK, ting to Captain Armes. 


“S, J. CRAWFORD.” 


FORT HARKER, KENTUCKY, August 20, 1867. 
Governor CRAWFORD: 
Captain Armes, Tenth Cavalry, with one company of his regiment and two com- 
panies of the Eighteenth Kansas Volunteers, was attacked on the 2ist instant, at 
noon, on the Republican River, by a lango fres of Indians, reported to be eight 
hundred to one thousand in number, and were engaged until the night of the 
Our about one hundred and fifty in number, covering a wide £] of conn- 
try, were ly forced to retire with a loss of three men killed left on the 
field and thirty-five wounded who were brought in. The command also lost forty 
horses during the en ent. Captain Armes re a large number of Indians 
killed and wounded; Lieutenant Price, of the Eighteenth Kansas, says about one 
fty. The command encam about three miles from Harker 
last night. Major Moore, of the Eighteenth Kansas, with tho remainder of thè 
battalion, and Major Elliott, of the Seventh Cavalry, with about two hundred men 
of that regiment, started this morning for tho Indians. 
WINFIELD S. HANCOCK, 
Major-General United States Army. 


The Clerk then read the bill, as follows: 


of the United States of Amer- 
in, tments in the 


p the 8 and rank 
of captain held by him on June 7, 1870, in any vacancy occurring in the grade of 
captain in regiment: t no pay, compensation, or allow- 
ance whatever shall over be given to said Armes for the time between une 7, 1870, 
and the date of appointment hereunder: And provided further, That tue accept- 
ance of any bende under this act by said George A. Armes shall be taken and 
construed to be by his election a bar to any claim for pay or allowances from the 
date of bis discharge to his acceptance of a commission, if one be granted him, and 
under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. HASKELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, knowing as I do the gallant 
conduet of this young officer upon the border of my State in protect- 
ing it from the ravages of the Indians, knowing the meritorious 
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service that he eee dupe for my people in protecting their homes, 


and knowing that he was dismissed from the service on a set of 
charges not one word of which was true, I believe that the small and 
insignificant compensation allowed him by the terms of this bill is an 
act of 3 that the House will not hesitate to accord him. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs should be sanctioned by this House. 
I have examined with some care the evidence that has been produced 
against Captain Armes. I have also examined the various reports 
that have made by three or four committes not only of this 
House but of the Senate in his favor. In each case the committee 
has uniformly reported that Captain Armes should be restored to the 
service on certain conditions. 

Unfortunately for Captain Armes, be fell under the disapprobation 
of acertain gentleman whom I do not suppose any one will under- 
take to defend in this or any other Con . This gallant young 
officer was persecuted and prosecuted with industrious hatred by one 
who was then Secretary of War—W. W. Belknap—whom none will 
defend now ; none who will do him such reverence now as in former 
days. As long as Belknap was Secretary of War young Armes was 
oppressed and stood no chance to vindicate himself. It would have 
been well for that Secretary had he not carried his immense power 
in harassing this young officer so far and vexing him so long. He at 
last drove him to despair, and that officer, who won the admira- 
tion of a Hancock, a Palmer, and his associate officers on the bloodiest 
battle-fields, turned upon the Secretary and unearthed those acts and 
charges which soon drove him from pore: After eight years of suf- 
fering Congress is at last about to do justiee to young Armes. He 
shi be restored at once, as recommended by the committee. Jus- 
tice is often slow, but she ever travels apace, with her scales evenly 
balanced, dealing out good for good and evil forevil. Hersteps may 
be checked by crime and wrong for a time; but, as sure as a God 

she will move onward and grind to powder those who oppose. 

r. Chairman, I call the attention of this House to what General 

Hancock said of Captain Armes, The name of Hancock commands 

the warmest respect of every American citizen, He was a true, bold, 

steady, and brilliant fighter on the battle-field, and since peace has 

returned to our land he has been as true, bold, and sturdy follower 
of the law. A true soldier always makes a true citizen: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, December 25, 1866. 
valry, was attached 


ness,) in w he was en: in several of the most important battles of that 
period, with credit to him and advan to the service. I found him always 
ready night and day for the most = er le duty. When any service requiring 
hard riding accom a Beer es oi Lieutenant Armes was a volunteer. 

I have to thank for cient service from the North Anna” to Peters- 


Bh pectfull 

res) A 

21 2 WINF'D S. HANCOCK, 
Major-General United States Army. 

I present another letter from a distinguished officer of the United 
States Army bearing testimony to the gallantry of this young officer, 
and I will state here that neither of these letters has ever been in 

rint. This letter is from Colonel I. N. Palmer, colonel of the Second 

aval I suppose no one here discredits the character and care of 
Colonel Palmer: 
‘WASHINGTON, March 30, 1877. 

Dran Sm; In reply to your letter of yesterda; mesting me to state what your 
record was in the Becont Cay: ps will 3 Whole piema h in 
that 8 I believe you had 9 of being an energetic, faithful, and 
sober officer. I very well recollect the nour e notice of your conduct in 

orders from the marters of the Department of the Platte. Although 
you were not under my immediate command, I of course knew your general repu- 
tation. Of your conduct after you were promoted out of my regiment I cannot 
speak, as I was . but in the matter of your trial I was 
very sorry to see that any weight should be given to the evidence of Captain Gra- 
ham, whom I knew to be one of the most un 8 villains in the country, and 
who was not only parma: | dismissed the service for great crimes, but 
who was afterward convicted of being a common highwayman and a murderer. I 
have heard, and I believe it to be a fact, that Graham was at ono time a convict in 
one of the New York penitentiaries. 

Of Captain Cox, who was also a witness against you, I can only say that he had 
avery bad reputation, and his su ment career and fate in 8 plainly 
showed that he was not a mau to be believed on his oath. 

You are at liberty to make any use of this you may choose. 


ee I. N. PALMER. 
Colonel Second 


Captain GEORGE A. ARMES. reg 

Captain Armes was convicted, I say, by the persecution of the 
Secretary of War upon the evidence of four men and a woman of bad 
repute. Three of the men were discharged from the public service 
and sent to the penitentiary ; as to the fourth I know not where he 
is, but he was of equally bad character. Are we to cast this cloud of 
odian upon this young officer on the testimony of such characters, 
merely to accomodate the past prejudices of a retired Cabinet officer? 
I hope not. I say for one I will not do it by my vote, unless that 
evidence is corroborated by other evidence than that of these five 
notorious and disreputable characters. I will stand by the report of 
the committee. If Captain Armes is restored to his military char- 
acter it will be but a simple act of simple justice, much to our credit 
as fair and impartial law-makers, unmoved by other impulses than 
right and justice. 


Mr. MAISH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Frye] and then I shall call for a vote. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish only to say this, that I have read with care 
every word of the report of the Mili Committee on this case. 
Meny gentlemen have it before them and there is no minority report ; 
and I say that when gentlemen of this House read the statement of 
facts reported by this committee there ought not to linger the shadow 
of a single doubt as to the merits of the case. If these facts are true 
that this committee have reported they would be sufficient to grant 
a new trial in any criminal case that was ever tried in this country. 
If the reported facts are true—and of course we must accept them 
as true, there being no minority report—why under the sun any man 
in this House can vote against this little meed of justice which this 
committee so Deom and 8 recommend should be granted 
to this man who has n thus abused by perjurers, murderers, and 
burglars, as the committee show, I cannot for the life of me see. 
hope that the House will sustain the report of the committee with 
unanimity. 

Mr. MAISH. I now ask for a vote. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. MAISH. There are a number of my colleagues on the commit- 
tee who are anxious to make reports, and I have promised to call for 
a vote; otherwise I should be willing to ere the gentleman as much 
time as he wants. [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote rI 

Mr. MILLS. Iunderstand an act of Congress has been passed offer- 
ing to this officer the permission to retire with one year’s pay, and 
that he has accepted it. 

Mr. MAISH. That is true; and the same committee that recom- 
mended the bill to which the gentleman refers also recommended the 
restoration of this officer to his rank; and I think no one will con- 
tend that what has already been done should exclude him from this 
act of justice. 
oe bill was ordered ptt i ae ae a third 3 

ing en „it was ingly the third time, an . 

Me RISH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paned; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM d. HALPINE,. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1015) for the relief of William 
G. Halpine, for losses sustained while serving in the United States 
Army in 1862 and 1863; and moved that the bill and amendment be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The motion was to. 


THOMAS F. ALEXANDER, . 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill E R. No. 521) for the relief of Thomas F. Alex- 
ander, of Illinois; and moved that the bill and amendment be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The motion was to. 

JAMES M. RUBY. 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with an 
amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 2852) for the relief of James M. Ruby, 
and moved that the bill and amendment be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

he motion was agreed to. 
HENRY BECKMAN. 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 1929, a bill (II. R. No, 4288) for the relief of Henry 
Beckman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GAULT, JR. 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4287) for the relief of John Gault, jr., late major of the Twenty- 
eighth Regiment of Kentucky Volunteer Infantry ; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 


ree Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
JAMES D. WOOD. s 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3958) for the relief of 
James D. Wood, late captain and assistant adjutant-general; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 


THOMAS W. SEGAR. 


Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4289) for the relief of Thomas W. 3; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
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ELIAS B. BELL. 

Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2472) for the relief of 
Elias B. Bell, late private of Company E, Third Regiment of West 
Virginia Renken, ;_ which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
MAJOR JUNIUS T. TURNER. 


| Mr. BRAGG also, from the same committee, reported back, with an 

adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2461) for the relief of 

| Major Junius T. Turner; and the same was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. BR Ge moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was laid 
on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CEMETERY LOT, MONTGOMERY, ALABAMA, 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3434) releasing title to acer- 
tain cemetery lot to the city of 8 Alabama; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN J. MANUEL AND DAUGHTERS, 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, also, from the same committee, reported, 
as a substitute for House resolution No. 100, a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 157) providing for transportation by the military authorities of 
John J. Manuel and two infant daughters from Camp Howard, Idaho 
Territory, to Saint Charles, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PETER 8COUDEN. 
Mr. CLARK, of ‘New eg G also, from the same committee, re- 
orted back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 461) for the relief of Peter 
nden, late a corporal of Company K, Twelfth Indiana Volunteer 
Cavalry, a resident of White County, Indiana; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
INDIAN WAR EXPENSES, IDAHO. 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, also, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 2904) to provide for ascertaining and 
reporting the expenses incurred by the Territory of Idaho, and the 
people thereof, in defending themselves from attacks and hostilities 
of Nez Pereé Indians in the year 1877, and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LIEUTENANT THOMAS BLAIR. 


. 

Mr. McCOOK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. ano) for the relief of Lieutenant 
Thomas Blair, Fifteenth United States Infantry; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HINES. 


Mr. McCOOK also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 4007) for the relief of Private William Hines, 
Company F, Eighteenth United States Infantry, wlio lost his trousers 
and blanket by fire at Aiken, South Carolina; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS ON FORT HARTSUFF MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. McCOOK. I am also directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 3874) authorizing 
the Secre of War to transfer to certain settlers whose lands were 
included within Fort Hartsuff mili reservation such portions as are 
not needed for military purposes, and to ask for its present consider- 
ation. The preamble recites that the lands of certain settlers were 
included within the limits of the Fort Hartsuff military reservation, 
in the State of Nebraska, at the time of its establishment by execu- 
tive order. The bill then authorizes the Secretary of War to relin- 
quish such portions of said reservation as may not be needed for 
military parposss to said actual settlers who have valid claims to any 
part of the lands included within its limits, and that they be allowed 
to perfect their claims under the provisions of the homestead, pre- 
EALER and tree-culture laws. 

. DUNNELL. I move to amend the bill in line 8 by striking 
out the word “ pre-emption.” 

Mr. McCoo I have no disposition, Mr. Speaker, to consume the 
time of the House by apne N any explanation of this bill. The 
report accompanying the bill I think will fully explain why in the 
13 of the Committee on Military Affairs it should become a 

aw. So far as the amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Minnesota is concerned I confess I do not see its applicability. The 
bill itself was suggested by the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. STRAIT] 
who is well informed in regard to the location and pre-emption of 
lands in the Western States, and if any such amendment were neces- 
sary he certainly would have suggested it. I do not know what the 


tleman’s reason is for the amendment and I hope ho will explain 
i = it is a proper amendment there will be no objection to its 
option. 

The fact is, Mr. Speaker, when this reservation was set apart the 
total amount of land included was two thousand and thirty-three 
acres. The committee have carefully investigated the subject and 
they find that in the reservation was included the six hundred acres 
of land which had been located by these parties, as appears very fully 
from the papers in the case. 

The Secretary of War and the Commissioner of the Land Office both 
pr their opinion that it would not interfere with the interest of the 

vernment at all to pass a bill of this character and allow these poor 
fellows who had located their lands before the reservation was estab- 
lished to retain these lands, and for that reason I trust the bill will 
pass as reparen from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUNNELL, It will be remembered that it was the policy of 
the last Con to let lands included in the military reservations 
and thrown into market be taken up under the homestead law exclu- 
sively, and that all the bills of this character reported to the last Con- 
gress restoring portions of military reservations to the public domain 
required that they should be entered under the homestead law rather 
than under the pre-emption policy, and that they should be located 
3 under the homestead rather than under the pre-emption 


W. 

Mr. McCOOK. I call for the reading of the report in this case; it 
is yay brief and will explain the matter to the House better than I 
cou 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Mr. McCoox, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the following: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was submitted the bill (H. R. No. 
3874) for the tof certain lands within tho limits of ihe Fort Hart- 
reservation was 
ye have had the same under consideration and report tho foll t í 
y two ex- 
ecutivo orders, dated An 17, 1874, and tember 16, 1874, that 
it is situated on the nowt fork of S deren padi peibuter the — 
N eee 8 2 ie 2 ype by dele eee 
part declared was retained for su wi and ha; 
second was made for the site of the post elf 0 1 sath 
At the time the first-named reservation was selected it was that thoro 


Captain William Stanton, United States Henin ho 
J „Un; ta who appears 
the corresponden he tank eh 


relinquish a 
pert of tho reservation, retainin, tho fork 
tween the Calamus and the no: 


part of that section is claimed 
states 


miles. I believe that the hay and wood reserv: 
nished without detrimen; 
ms.” The Secretary of 
that he be authorized by act of 
vation as are not — for military purposes. 
As the claims of the settlers are unquestioned and as the justico of the sug- 
tions of the Secretary of War and tho officers conversant with the facts is ev. 
t, your committee the passage of the act. 


Mr. BANNING. I hope that the bill as reported by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. McCoox] will be passed. Certainly there is no 
neta why the amendment of the gen from Minnesota should 
preva 

Mr. STRAIT. This is not opening a reservation; it is simply al- 
lowing four settlers who had settled npon these lands before they 
were created a Government reservation to obtain titles to their lands. 
It is recommended by the Secretary of War and the Commissioner of 
the taa 2 and certainly there can be no question as to the pro- 
priety of i 

Mr. DUNNELL. It will be remembered that the last Con 
passed a law repealing the pre-emption law aud e a lie 8 
so far as this House was concerned, of looking upon tho public 60 
now open to settlement, as open to settlement under the homestead 
law and under no other, and there is no reason why these men, who 
are called pre-emptors, but who are neither pre-emptors nor home- 
steaders, but squatters, should have an advantage over others now. 
Tf y propose to give them the lands givo it to them as squatters 
and not as pre-emptors or homesteaders. 

Mr. McCOOK. It seems tome that the matter is clear and distinct. 
These men had a right to the land and had pre-empted their land and 
had pre-empted it prior to the establishment of the reservation wlion 
the Government swept them into the reservation. Tho object of the 
bill, which is recommended by the Secretary of War, is to restore to 
these men who had been incladed on a Government reservation their 
little rights and their little property. I hope the amendment will not 
prevail and that the bill Kirt ees 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to the gentleman a question, if he will 
yield for that pe 

Mr. McCOOK. Certainly. 


n could altogethor 
and certainly that part to which pre- omptors 
ar, in transmitting the papers, recommends 
to relinquish such portions of the reser- 
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Mr. FRYE. My question is whether or not, in the gentleman’s 
opinion, the adoption of the amendment p: by the gentleman 
from Minnesota may not prevent absolutely the restoration of these 
lands to the settlers ? 

Mr. McCOOK. I think it would. That would be the practical 
effect of the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr, FRYE. Ithink the amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If it is conceded they had a right to their lands 
under by eget aer law, before determined at the last 
session these lands should be taken up under the homestead and 
not upane got 3 law, then there is no necessity for the pas- 

of the 

MoCOOK. I will not attempt to discuss the question of the pre- 
emption law or homestead law, for I confess that I am not very learned 
about those matters, but this restores the settlers to their original 
rights, which they acquired under the law and which had been taken 
from them by their lands being included in a military reservation. 
I call the previous question upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Dun- 

and it was not to. 

The bill was ordered tobe e for a third reading; and being 

was accordingly the third time, and passed. 
» Mr. McCOOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Tenoa ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANN ANNIS. 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
1144) for the relief of Ann Annis, widow of Harvey Annis, late second 
lieutenant Company G, Fifty-first Regiment United States Colored 
Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Privato Calendar; and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH R. PRATT. 


Mr. STRAIT, from the Committeeon Military Affairs, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (II. R. No. 1173) for the 
relief of 5 Pratt; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to bo printed. 

ALFRED MULLER. 


Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1162) for the relief of 
Alfred Muller, late acting assistant s n United States Army; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM 8. HANSELL & SONS. 


Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4290) for the relief of William S. Hansell & Sons; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

DR. MARY R. WALKER. 


On motion of Mr. STRAIT, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discha: from the further consideration of the petition of Dr. Mary 
E. W. , and the same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


BRIDGE WITHIN THE FORT RILEY RESERVATION, 


Mr. STRAIT also, from the same committee, e back, with a 
favorable recommendation, tho bill (S. 484) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge abutment and approach within the Fort Riley mili- 
bes? ine Abate 
e bill was read. It directs the Secretary of War to permit the 
county commissioners of Davis County, Kansas, in erecting a bridge 
across the Republican River, to construct one abutment of the same 
upon land included within the military reservation of Fort Riley, and 
so to permit the eastern approach to the same to be laid out across 
said reservation; provided that such bridge and highway leadin 
thereto shall always be open to Government transportation free o 
charge, and that such point shall be selected for the construction of 
said abutment and approach as shall be mutually agreed upon by said 
county commissioners and the Secretary of War. 
Mr. STRAIT. I ask for tho present consideration of the bill. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. Is there a report D bill? 
Mr. STRAIT, There isa letter from the Secretary of War which I 
will have read. 
The Clerk read as follows; . 
Wan ARTMENT, 
Gfashington City, December N, 1875. 
Sm: In thio matter of the petition of the board of county commissioners of Davis 
County, Kansas, praying that a right of way may be granted for a public road 
through the Tork Kiley mili reservation, to connect with a bridge to be con- 
structed across the Republican River, referred by you, I have the honor to inclose 
herewith a report on the subject from Lieutenant E. II. Ruffner, chief engineer 
of the Department of the Missouri. I concur in the views of Lieutenant Ru 


but beg to inform you that tho right of way 


Congress, the Exccutivo having no authority to grant or Couvey any interest in 


VII——156 


e propert; 
uested will have to be granted by P? ie GONGER Has no 


land belonging to the United States 88 pursuance of an act of Congress 
0. J 


expressly or impliedly authorizing him so 


Very respectfully, your o t servant, 
GEO. W. McCRARY. 
Sccretary of War. 
Hon. P. B. PLU, 
United States Senata 


Mr. PHILLIPS. It simply authorizes the commissioners of a county 
in the State of Kansas to build a bridge upon a military road. There 
can be no objection to it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pas; and dlso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tablo. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PETER G. MILLS. 


Mr. STRAIT also, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1167) for 
the relief of Peter G. Mills, with an amendment, : 

` The bill was read. It directs the Secre of War to cause the 

records in the office of the Adjatant-General of the United States 
Army to be so amended as to remove the charge of desertion against 
Peter G. Mills, private in 3 K, Tenth Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteers, and grant the same an honorable discha 

The amendment reported by the committee was as follows! 

Strike out lines 6, 7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the fo! „Discharge 
Peter G. Mills, late of Company A, Fourth Minnesota Infantry Volunteers, from 
the service of the United States on the 7th day of August, 1 and granting him 
an honorable discharge from the said regiment and correcting the record as to hig 
muster-out of Company K, Tenth Minnesota Infantry Volunteers.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third reading, tead the third 
time, and passed. 2 

Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paasa; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLS. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. : 

Mr. HENDEE. I want to make a request of the House. I desire 
to ask that to-morrow may be set apart for the discussion of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia bill, no vote to be taken upon it. 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman’s proposition, then, is for general debate 
upon the bill? 

Mr. HENDEE. It is for general debate, no vote to be taken. 

Mr, EDEN. It may be the desire of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to 1 on with an appropriation bill. S 

Mr. SPARKS. I object to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Vermont; I understood the gentleman wanted to have a night ses- 
sion for that discussion, x 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BRIGT) 
to yield to me to introduce a bill. i 

Mr. HENDEE. Cannot I make a motion to the effect that my re- 
quest D so that a majority of the House may control it? 

The SPE R. That is notin order. The gentleman from Texas 
demands the regular order, and the regular order is the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will 2 to tho gentleman from Mississippi for 
the introduction of a bill. 

ADDITIONAL TERMS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4291) to provide for the holding of an additional term of the United 
States district and circuit court for the southern district of Missis- 
sippi; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. DICKEY. I desire to offer a resolution. z 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I call for the order. 

The 5 was taken upon Mr. Bricut’s motion; and it was 


PRIVATE CALENDAR 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. Knapp in the chair. $ 
The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole on thé 
Private Calendar for the consideration of bills upon the Private Cal- 
endar, and this being consideration day the Clerk will report the first 
bill upon the Private Calendar, 
COLLEGE OF WILLIAM AND MARY. 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. N. No. 
189) to reimburse the College of William and Mary, in Virginia, for 
destroyed Nia the late war. i 
that bill been objected to twice? 
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The CHAIRMAN. It has, but this is consideration day. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It was objected to twice, but it is now up for con- 
sideration, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The bill has been objected to twice. 

“The CHAIRMAN, Yes. 

Mr. GOODE. It was objected to twice; once by one member and 
then by five. It was objected to first on December 7 by Mr. CONGER, 
and afterward there were five objectors on the 16th of February. 

Mr. EDEN. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Commi’ 
the © of William and Mary, in Virginia, for propert destroyed during the 
rt which was sub; ted on a alke bill St the 
gress, as follows: 
On the 9th day of September, 1802, the 2 building of the Coll of Will- 
his coll is in the town of Williams- 


treated as rebel territory; was expressly excepted from President Lincoln's origi- 

pedal oh of the State of Virginia, which 
had for a time its seat of government at Ale: ria under Governor Pierpont; was 
represented in Con, and gave the neceasary constitutional assent to the 
ration of West Virginia. The college is a little over the line in James City, but 
was in the town of 8 was held by the Union fi as was York 
County, and was practically U; territory as much as the rest of the town of 
which it formed a — 

Before the fire the United States took possession of the college building for mil- 
itary uses. Its rooms contained hay and other stores, and cavalry equipments. 
The day before the destruction of the buildin, martial was going on in it, 
which was not over at the time of the destruction. On the morning of May 9, after 


to the building, 
the flames till it was wholly consumed. 
o sum wee by the accompanying bill is somewhat less than the actual 
— of the ding, which was erected in 1859, and is without the addition of 
terest. 


sory; and the case should be treated as 
“Th 


hia. 
— are other considerations which appeal most powerfully alike to reason and 
patriotic feeling in demanding this relief. 
\ Every civilized nation has its hallowed spots, about which its patriotic memories 
cluster, and whose names rise before the imagination whenever these memories 
tirred. Sometimes these spots aro the scenes of famous battles, as Bunker 
laces where the foundations of 


dwelling-places or burial-places of heroes or statesmen, as Mount Vernon or West- 
minster Abbey; sometimes the venerable institutions of learning which have edu - 
eated and tralued the great benefactors of See as Oxford and Cambridge, 
Harvard, Yale, Princeton, and William and Under our form of govern- 
ment these ed are in the custody of States. But they hold them as 
trustees for the whole people, and the titude and affection which surround and 
hallow them ‘are the gratitudo and affection of the whole people. Unless this be 
true, the American people, alone among civilized nations, are without any common 
objects of national reverence. 

‘he colleges of the period the war of the revolution were among the 
most potent forces in accomplishing our independence and founding our Constitu- 
tion. Among them none can claim ence over Willlam and Mary, The names 
„to whose genius in war and to whose influence in peace we owe the 
vindication of our liberties and the successful on of our Constitution; 
of Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independence, who announced the t 
law of equality and human rights; of Marshall, without whose luminous and far- 
sighted e the Constitution could hardly have been put into successful and 
harmonious operation, are inseparably connected with hers. She first called Wash- 
ington into the panic service in his youth, gving him her commission as deput; 
surveyor, the office of . being then held by the co: tion of the col- 
lego. He was for the last twelve years of life chancellor of William and Mary. 
Jefferson and Marshall were her aates. We doubt if any college in America 
or Europe can, in proportion to the whole number borne on its catalogue, show so 
voi, he ist of names famous for conspicuous patriotic service or can extract from 
its ed a like this, which is taken from President Ewell's historical 
sketch of William and pe & 

- * Besides her long roll of most eminent divines, la and physicians in 
rivate life, she has given to the country two eminent eee of the 
nited States; to the House of Representatives of the 8 of the United 
States, nearly twenty members, and to the Senate of the Uni tates, fifteen Sena- 
tors; to Virginis and other States, seventeen ernors; to the country, one his- 
torian and numberless eminent writers; to the State and the United States, thirty- 
seven judges; to the Revolution, twenty-seven of her sons; to Army of the 
United States, a Lieutenant-General and a score of Bere and subordinate ofli- 
oers; to the United States Navy, a list of paladins of the sea, headed by Warring- 
ton and Thomas ap Catesby Jones; to the colleges and 8 twelve pro- 
feasors; to tho nation, three Presidents Jefferson. Monroe, and John Tyler; to 
nae! energy four signers of its Declaration; tothe first American Congress, its 
dent; to the Federal . its most eminent Chief. Justice, John Mar- 
all; to the Federal executive, seven Cabinet officers; and to the convention which 
framed the Constitution of the United States, Edmond Randolph, its chief author 
and dranghtsman. 
“In all, V heroes and sages who 
have been pro-eminently in public service and Pisce 
“Your committee are of opinion that if the accidents of war had led to the injury 
of Mount Vernon, of the house or the tomb of Washington, or of Independence Hall, 
in Philadelphia, we should have hastened to repair the injury. We more truly 
honor Washin by restoring the living fountain of learning, whose service was 
3 D ip or respect toward 
sepulcher, 
There is another view of this matter which impresses some of the members of 
your committee with very great force. It is unquestionable that, by the law of 


nations, institutions of learning are exempted by all civilized nations from the 
hostilities of war. They are to be in this respect with public libraries, 
monuments, collections of art or science, hospitals, Ke. The Government of iho 


United States, in its Instructions for the Government of Armies in the Field, 


original, eee by Dr. Lieber, revised by a board of officers of which Major. 
General cock was president, and approved by President Lincoln in 1863, 
binds itself by these rules: 


Extract from General Orders No. 100, gef r Office, section 2, paragraphs 


“34, As a general rule, the property belonging to churches, to hospitals, or other 
establishments of an exclusively charitable character, to establishments of edu- 
cation, or foundations for the promotion of knowledge, whether public schools, 
universities, academies of learning, or observatories, museums of the fine arts, or 
of a scientific character, such property is not to be considered public property in 
the sense of ph 31; but it may be taxed or used when the public service 


ma; uire it. 

5 5 Classical works of art, libraries, scientific collections, or precious instrumen 
such as astronomical telescopes, as well as hospitals, must be secured —— 
avoidable injury, even when they are contained in fortified places while eged 


or bombarded. 

“36. If such works of art, libraries, collections, or instruments belonging to a hos- 
tile nation or government can be removed without injury, the ruler of the conquerin, 
state or nation may order them to be seized and removed for the benefit of the gui 
nation. ‘The ultimate ownership is to be settled by the enduring treaty of peace. 
In no case shall Eber be sold or given away, if captured by the armies of the United 
States or shall they ever be privately appropriated or wantonly destroyed or 

5 90 


mi is needless to multiply citations. baits authority on the law of nations who 
Halleck, 


case of 
learning, established by fands given for public purposes; > taj red: WbID iS 
when so injured, whic not 


highest objects, aro the property of ticular sects, and 
~ 4 P MAA 465 . 5 But, in the lan 
judge, the arts and sciences are admitt agrees all civilized nations as forming 
an exception to the severe rights of w: , an tl s 
tion. They are considered, vot as the ium of this or that nation, but as the 
property of mankind at large, and as belonging to the common interest of the whole 
8 


eB.” (Case of the Marquis de Somerueles, Stewart's Rep., Nova Scotia, p. 


) 

The endowed cor tion of the college can do nothing except hold and apply ita 
fund to a cause which is for the benefit of mankind at It cannot commit an 
act of war, and the hostile character cannot properly be imputed to it. While a 
violation of the law of nations in the condact of the war for the suppression of the 
rebellion cannot constitute a claim upon the Government of the United States, 
using the term “claim” in the sense of a legal constraint, we believe this Govern- 
ment should, in dealing with an American college, imitate the frequent examples 
which history furnishes, where the most highly civilized nations and the most 
famous commanders bave respected their moral obligations by making voluntary 
reparation at their own poo men of injuries inflicted on endowed colleges and kindred 
institations by the operations of war. 

g the battle of Princeton the Americans, in ip the British from the 
college building, fired a cannon-shot through the walls, ashington, in order to 
make good to a the damage sustained by the fire of his troops, made the 
trustees a poet of fifty guineas. 

During the war of Independence the buildings of William and Mary were repeat- 
edly occupied by British t ‘They were in every instance respected as sacred 
to the cause of letters and left intact. After the close of the war, Louis XVI, the 
ally of Am caused the buildings, accidentally destroyed by the fire of his 
troops, to be rep! and o injury to be repaired. 

Thus it appears that a Virginian, the chancellor of the college of William and. 

rendered to a northern college the justice which is now asked for her. Thus 
it that a foreign monarch under like circumstance, to William 
DAT herself the justice which she now asks of her ranya of thè Republic. 

The British troops, under Tryon, when they occupied Yale College in 1779, s 
Yalo College, alt! h its students in arms harassed their approach. But Presi- 
dent Clup's manuscripts were carried off. President Stiles addressed a letter to 
General Tryon, in which he represented that a war against science had been 
reprobated for by the wisest and most powerful generals. The irreparable 
losses sustained by the Alexandrian library and other ancient monuments of liter- 
ature have prom the victorious commanders of modern to exempt these 
monuments from the ra and desolations inseparable to the hinnek nias of 
war.” General Tryon replied, that, “ disposed b; pecs as well as i tion 
to prevent the violence of war from injuring the ts of the republic of learning, 
he very much approved of the president's solicitude for the recovery of the manu- 
scripts," and caused every effort to be made for their recovery and restoration. 

In the war with Great Britain of 1812, a quantity of paintings and prin 
signed for the Academy of Arts at Philad: Sp wero pepturod by tho Bri on 
their passage from Italy, and taken into Halifax. Dr. Croke, the distinguished 

udge of the admiralty court, without hesitation ordered them to be restored, say- 

g, in addition to the passage already quoted, Heaven forbid that such an pii- 
cation to the generosity of Great Britain should ever be ineffectual.” (Case of the 
Marquis de cen above cited.) 

We believe that to follow the example of Washington, of Louis XVI, of Judge 
Croke, of Tryon, will make every college in America safer, if civil strife or forci 
war should ever hereafter disturb our peace. Every new State, as it takes its 
place in the great family, makes haste to establish its university. Their pupils, 
scattered over the country, retain an attachment for them and for each other, 
which is one of the strongest bonds of the Union. In her bloodiest and angriest 
civil strifes England has respected her great schools and colleges. The cause of 
William and Mary is, in this respect, the cause of every college in the country. 

No gentleman need fear that a vote for this bill will furnish a dangerous prece- 
dent for large claims against the Treasury or will expose him to public reproach. 
No other institution in the country can present a ¢ase standing upon like principles 
with that of William and Mary. A careful inquiry has failed to develop evidence 
of injuries sustained in the late rebellion by endowed institutions of learning 
exceeding in all the amount of $100,000. 


A bill like the present passed the House in the Forty-second Congress, but was 


de- 


not reached in the Senate for want of time. It was received with expressions of 
3 by the press of all parties and by persons connected with colleges 
roughout the country, The committee report the accompanying bill. 


Mr. GOODE. It is proper for me to state, Mr. Chairman, that the 
able report which has just been read is the production of a distin- 
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ished member of the Forty-fourth Congress from Massachusetts ; 
Prefer to Hon. GEORGE F. Hoar, now a Senator from that State. 
This bill, or one exactly like it, was originally introduced into the 
Forty-first Congress by another distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, now a Representative upon this floor, Hon. Mr. BUTLER; 
and was favorably reported by the Committee on Education and 
Labor of that Congress. It was again reported from the same com- 
mittee in the Forty-second Con and passed through the House 
of Representatives. It was again reported in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, but was not reached on the Calendar for want of time. At an 
early period of the present Cou the Committee on Education 
and Labor again reported this bill with a favorable recommendation. 

A memorial signed by the governor and all the members of the 
Legislature of Virginia, without distinction of party, has been sent 

n praying ine the passage of this bill. The sympathies 
of all the ple of Virginia are earnestly enlisted in behalf of this 
ancient and venerable institution of learning, and they are now look- 
ing with anxious solicitude to the action which Congress will take 
upon the bill under consideration, 

It is not my purpose to enter at this time upon an elaborate dis- 
cussion of the merits of this bill. The report of the committee just 
read is so full and comprehensive that it is not necessary for me to 
do so. I propose to recapitulate very briefly the grounds upon which 
we claim the favorable consideration of es a 

The College of William and Mary is located in Williamsburgh, the 
old colonial capital of Virginia. The district of country in which it 
is situated was recognized by President Lincoln and by the Congress 
of the United States as Union territory. It was expressly excepted 
from the original proclamation of emancipation. It had its Repre- 
sentative upon this floor at the time of the destruction of the college 
buildings. It formed a part of the State of Virginia of which Pier- 

mt was governor and which had its seat of government at Alexan- 


Mr. CONGER. May I ask the gentleman whether these college 
buildings were in York County, which was excepted, or in the county 
of James City, which was not excepted from the original emancipa- 
tion proclamation? 

Mr. GOODE. The buildings were located in Williamsburgh, and 
Williamsburgh lies partly in the county of York and partly in the 
county of James City. I am not prepared to say whether the build- 
ings were altogether in the county of York, or whether they were 
partly in the county of York and partly in the county of James City. 

Mr. CONGER. If they were in the county of James City you ad- 
mit that they were not excepted in the proclamation ? 

Mr. GOODE. The gentleman is correct about that; James City 
was not 8 61 5777 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that they were all in the county of 
James 1 1 5 

Mr. GOODE. Resuming my recapitulation, I desire to say that 
these college buildings were destroyed by fire during the revolution- 
ary war. They were again destroyed in 1859. They had been rebuilt 
in 1861, and the college was in a flourishing condition, giving every 
promise of a useful and prosperous career. In its endowments, its 
appliances, including buildings, library, and apparatus, and in the 
publie confidence which it enjoyed, its friends and patrons had every 
reason to feel satisfied. In May, 1861, the thunder of artillery began 
to reverberate through its ancient halls, and the existence of the war 
rendered it necessary to close its doors and to suspend its academic 
exercises. 

After the advance of General McClellan in 1862, Williamsburgh, as 
the key of the lower peninsula, was occupied by the armies of the 
United States until after the termination of the war. On the 9th day 
of September, 1862, a conflict occurred between the Federal garrison 
in Williamsburgh and a body of confederate cavalry, during which 
the confederate cavalry gained ssion of the town and held it for 
afew hours. Upon the withdrawal of this force, returning parties 
of the garrison fired and destroyed the college buildings, and pre- 
vented all attempts on the part of the citizens of the town to extin- 
guish the flames. e 

I desire to say that the testimony adduced before the Committee 
on Education and Labor proved conclusively that this act of destruc- 
tion was altogether unauthorized and unnecessary. I will here call 
the attention of the committee to what is said by Colonel Campbell, 
of Pennsylvania, the officer in immediate command on that occasion: 


PITTSBURGH, February 7, 1872. 
Professor BENJAMIN S. EWELL: 


I was in command on the morning of the 9th of tember; taken prisoner from 
Williamsburgh about ning o'clock that morning; did not order tho college to be 
burned, nor was it burned until after my departure. In my judgment there was 
no mili or other necessity for destroying the buildings, as they contained no 
stores or other public property of any character that was valuable, The act was 


a wanton one. 
DAVID CAMPBELL. 
Again, General Dix, who was in command on the peninsula at the 
same time, writes as follows: ` 
No. 3 West TWENTY-SIXTH STREET, New York, 
February 7, 1872. 
Dean sm: William and Mary College was not destroyed by official orders. After 
the lapse of ten years I would not like to speak of details without consulting my 
recollection fony 


papers; bat my is that the destruction of the was w. 
unauthorized, and that it was the act of disorderly persons. — 


Very truly yours, 
Bexjamix S. EWELL, Esq. 


JOHN A. DIX. 


Again, General Meade writes as follows: 


I am satisfied, on examination of the facts of the case, that the destruction of 
the buildings of William and Mary College by our troops was not only eee 
and 5 but was one of those deplorable acts of useless destruction w 
occur in wars. 


Mr. POTTER. By whom does General Meade say the buildings 
were destroyed? 

Mr. GOODE. He says that he is— 

Satisfied on examination of the facts of the case that the destruction of the build- 
ings of William and Mary College by our troops— 

The Federal troops— 


was not only unn and unauthorized, but was one of those deplorable acts 
of causeless destruction which occur in all wars, 


The destruction was by the Federal troops. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I repeat, the testimony shows that there was 
no military necessity whatever for the destruction of these college 
buildings. The victory which finally crowned the efforts of the Union 
arms was not thereby hastened and no legitimate p of the war 
was thereby subserved. I submit—and I desire to call the attention 
of gentlemen on the other side who are er to this measure—I 
submit that from time immemorial it has been a recognized custom 
among all civilized nations to afford immunity to institutions of learn- 
ing and to hold them exempt from the casualties of war. This cus- 
tom, Mr. Chairman, so honorable, so responsive to the higher instincts 
of our humanity, has been so long acquiesced in that it has almost 
acquired the force of positive law. In other words, works of art, 
temples of religion, public edifices dedicated to science and learning, 
have hitherto among civilized nations been held too sacred to be su 
jected to the desolations of war. There are many conspicuous ex- 
amples in illustration of this doctrine, furnished in the able report of 
Mr. Hoar. I will not detain the committee by adding to them, but 
will ask the Clerk to read a letter addressed to a member of the Forty- 
second Con by Hon. Robert W. Hughes, now the judge of the 
United States district court for the eastern district of Virginia. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A memorial, si b vemor and members of the Le, 
without aide et N hago — eee aid for the — g R 
lege of William and The profoundest sympathies of our Virginia 
are enlisted in the fortunes of this historical corporation, and we shall look with 
fond and earnest solicitude to the action which Congress shall take upon this me- 
8 5 the buildings of William and Mary were repeat - 

war of Inde 
edly — pied by British troo; They were in every instance respected, as sacred 
to the cause of letters, and left intact. After the close of the war, Louis XVI. the 
ally of America, caused the building accidentally destroyed by his troops to be 
replaced, and every injury repaired, doing royal homago to the sacred cause of learn - 


ing. 

A 1865, when General Sheridan passed through Charlottesville, the seat of tho 
University of Virginia, he detached a faithful guard to protect the institution from 
3 inj , and the fact is recorded, to his enduring honor, upon the archives of the 

niversity. 

Thus this noble institution, which Thomas Jefferson gave to our country, was 
fortunately preserved, although the more vencrablo college, which gave to 
seem ae cies a victim to the Molon. of var LSS a 

such conspicuous examples o to lea m and heroes, 
z eeey corporations of our State, I cherish 


application presents of conquering a genuine loyalty at the South by a of 
appli ini quering a g loyalty y a policy 


Mr. GOODE. Now, Mr. Chairman, such being the recognized usage 
among o ilized nations in regard to institutions of learning gener- 
ally, I submit that surely there is nothing in the circumstances of 
this case or in the antecedents of this college to justify the apoios 
tion of a more rigorous rulo. The history of the College of William 
and Mary is the history of the Commonwealth of Virginia and, to 
some extent at least, the history of our common country. It has been 
beautifully said by an eminent divine that “A nation without mem- 
ories is a nation without liberty.” What grand and glorious and 

recious memories cluster around this venerable institution! Founded 
in 1693 by the sovereigns whose names she bears, she points to-day 
with maternal pride to a long line of illustrious alumni who for more 
than a century have illustrated the glory of American institutions 
and shed enduring luster upon the American name. 

George Washington in early youth went forth from her halls into 
the wilderness of tho West with a surveyor's staff in his hand; 
Thomas Jefferson, the author of the statute establishing religious free- 
dom and the Declaration of American Independence ; James Monroe, 
the pure and incorruptible patriot whose administration was distin- 
guished for having restored the “cra of good feeling ;” John Tyler, 
the brilliant orator and fearless statesman, to whom the credit of the 
Ashburton treaty and the annexation of Texas justly belongs; Pey- 
ton Randolph, the first President of the continental congress; John 
Marshall, the able, learned, upright judge; Winfield Scott, who boro 
the banner of his country in triumph to the halls of the Montezumas— 
all these and more than two hundred others who have been pre-emi- 
nently 8 as scholars, divines, soldiers, and statesmen, 
drank at her fountains of learning and carried with them from her 


2484 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aprin 12, 


halls those influences which rendered them immortal and made their 
lives an ornament and a blessing to their country. 

Where else upon this continent, Mr. Chairman, will you find such 
momorials of the mighty past? Where else will you find such asso- 
ciations to quicken the pulse and inspire the heart of the young with 
all those elevated principles and lofty desires “ which make ambition 
virtue?” Do the members of the American Congress owe nothing to 
associations such as these; and can they listen unmoved to an appeal 
for help coming from an ancient and venerable institution which for 
more than a century has been the nursing mother of patriots, heroes, 
and statesmen f? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are any gonviemar on this floor who 
believe that the passage of this bill will establish a dangerous prece- 
dent and opeu the door of the Treasury to an avalanche of southern 
war claims, I beg them to pause and consider; and if they will, I know 
they will diia all such apprehensions from their minds. No case 
like this in all its features can ever . come before the American 
Congress. It stands upon exceptional grounds and is essentially sui 
generis, Professor Silliman of Yale College, known to you all, says in 
a letter addressed to President Ewell, bearing date July, 1874: 

Fortunately your case establishes no precedent— 

Why 7— 
because there can bo no case like yours. 

And, Mr. Chairman, there can be no other such case as this, No 
other institution of learning in the land with the history and asso- 
ciations of William and Mary was destroyed by the war. No other 
institution in the land destroyed by the war has given to the country 
two eminent Attorneys-General of the United States; to this House 
of ee ig nearly twenty members; to the Senate of the 
United States, fifteen Senators; to Virginia and other States, seven- 
teen governors and thirty-seven judges; to the colleges and univer- 
sities, twelve professors ; to the Army, one Lientenant-General and 
many principal and subordinate officers; to the Navy of the United 
States, a long list of paladins of the sea, headed by Warrington and 
Thomas a atesby ones; to the nation itself, three of its most emi- 
nent Presidents—Thomas Jefferson, James Monroe, and John Tyler; 
to the cause of Independence, four signers of its Declaration; to the 
first American Con its president, and to the Federal judiciary, its 
most ominent Chief-Justice. 

Why talk about precedent in a case liko this? Instead of estab- 
lishing a precedent we but follow a precedent which has been set in 
other cases ing not half the peculiar merits this does. I find, 
sir, apon examination that the Forty-first Congress passed tho follow- 
ing bill, approved by the President in January, 1871: 


versity, to whose rights it succeeded, for ocou 
ton as a general hospital for United States soldiers, 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman yield to me to make an inquiry? 

Mr. GOODE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to know whether the 
that the $25,000, or any part of it, or a single 
destruction of buildings? y 

Mr. GOODE. Not at all; but for use and occupation. 

Mr. KEIFER. Simply for rent, 

Mr. GOODE. For use and occupation. 

I maintain, sir, that inasmuch as this act of destruction was alto- 

ther unauthorized and unnec , a8 shown by Colonel Campbell, 
8 Dix, General Meade, and a long line of other Federal oflicers, 

our case ont sie a more peculiar merit. 

Again, Mr. Chai 


ntleman understands 
Uar of it, was for the 


rman, I wish to remind this committee that the 
Con of the United States have from time to time donated nearly 
eighty million acres of the public lands to the new States and Terri- 
tories for educational purposes. These lands were acquired by the 
common blood and the common treasure. They were held in trust 
by the Government for the common benefit of all the people of the 
United States. I do not cet of these acts of Congress. I am 
willing to concede they enabled the new States to achieve magnifi- 
cent results in the establishment of their school systems and in the 
education of their people. But, in ay humble judgment, Congress 
committed a grave error when it failed to make equally liberal peo 
vision for the education of the people in the older States. The bill 
now under consideration presents an opportunity to repair to some 
extent the wrong and injustice which haye been done. 

What is it? appeal for help? Help for what? An appeal for 
help coming not only from the mother of States, but from the oldest 
institution of learning in the land except Harvard; an appeal for 
help in the great work of educating the young men to whom the des- 
tinies of our common country will soon be committed; an appeal for 
ae coming from an institution round which cluster associations 
which we may not disregard so long, sir, as the nobler instincts of 
our humanity find in our breasts a Testina piaco, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it was but the other day this House with 
remarkable unanimity voted an appropriation of money to complete 
the monument to the Father of his Country. A noble act—a praise- 
worthy act intended to show that his name - darum et vencrabilenomen— 
is still held, and will be held forever, in grateful and affectionate 
remembrance by the le whom we represent. But, if I may say 
it without irreverence, I believe if the spirit of George Washington 
could be permitted to revisit these scenes and influence our delibera- 


tions he would say that in no way could we do greater honor to his 
memory or more acceptable homage to his name than by restoring 
to its former position of usefulness the old college which he served 
80 faithfully and loved so well. In a letter bearing date the 27th of 
October, 1731, addressed by General Washington to the president 
masters, and professors of William and Mary College, he says—and 
hear it my countrymen, hear this voice of Washington from the 
grave—he says: , 
The seat of literature at Williamsburgh has ever been, in my view, an object of 
veneration. Asan institution im t for communicating useful 8 and 
conducive to the true r national liberty, you may rest assured it shall 


receive all encouragement every tion in m; wer to bestow for its 
re-establishment. * =! 


That is the language of George Washington. And, sir, the author 
of a book entitled Our First Hundred Years says, in speaking of the 
petition of William and Mary: 

Its eloquent utterances will be heeded at no distant day when an American Con- 
gress assemble which will represent, if not the magnanimity which always in- 


spires a generous conqueror, at least the feeling of justice which lives in the breasts 
oF the true hearted peuple of tho North. j 


Now, Mr. Chairman, why shall not this bill pass? I have heard of 
only two objections to it: first, that the of the bill will 
establish a dangerous precedent; second, that during the late civil 
war between the States the professors and students of the college 
sympathized with the South and took ap arms against the Govern- 
ment. I have endeavored to show that the first objection is not well 
taken, because no case like this in all its features can ever again 
come before the American Congress, and besides, it has been stated 
N those who havo examined tho question that, if all the institutions 
of learning at the South which were destroyed during the war should 
be rebuilt it would not involve an expenditure of more than one or 
two hundred thousand dollars. As to the second objection, Mr. Chair- 
man, I prefer to assume, until the cont is shown, that it is un- 
necessary to discuss it here. I preies to believe that the Representa- 
tives of the people here assembled will be willing on this occasion to 
forget the animosities and bitterness of the war and to consider this 
question under the benign influences of the sweet charities of peson 

Will the time never come, Mr. Chairman, when we will be able to 
3 the fact that the war is over and that it is a high and patri- 
otic duty incumbent upon us all to extinguish and forget the bitter 
memories of the past? Shall we continue to stir rudely the ashes of 
the dead and fight over and over again in this Hall the battles of the 
war? Is not this one common country and are we not again one people f 
Do we not bear our due proportion of the common burdens, and shall we 
be denied an equal participation in the common blessings of the Gov- 
ernment? I have reason to believe from communications which I 
have received that the liberal-minded people of the North, especiall 
those who fought in the war, would hail the passage of this bill with 
si GEE and satisfaction. 

Chairman, I would be derelict in duty on this occasion and fail 
to reflect the wishes and feelings of the faculty and board of visitors 
of William and Mary College and of my constituents generally, if I 
did not make public recognition of the material aid and operative 
8 which the bill now pean has received from the grand 
old historic Commonwealth of Massachusetts. Whatever the fate of 
the measure may be, I desire to say for the authorities of the collego 
and the people of Virginia generally that they will ever remember 
with emotions of gratitude the friendly aid and the words of sympa- 
thy and of cheer which they have received from the State of Massa- 
ohusetts. They will never forget that it was a son of Massachusetts 
who consented to introduce the memorial of the college in the Forty- 
first Congress. They will never forget that it was another son of Mas- 
sachusetts who drew the report which has just been read in the hear- 
ing of this committee and which is of itself sufficient to establish his 
claim to be considered not only an accomplished scholar but a worthy 
Representative of a t Commonwealth which has always been 
found foremost in the ranks of those who recognize the amenities of 
literature and render ho: to the sacred cause of learning. Sir, it 
is an auspicious omen for the future, in these days of political excite- 
ment, when the voice of party and of faction is so often heard to vex 
Se ear, it is indeed refreshing to see two t common- 

1 and Virginia, the land of Otis and Adams, tlie 
land of Henry and Jefferson, coming together in the fraternal spirit 
of the olden time and clasping hands over the ashes of an illustrions 
institution, hallowed by the memories of two centuries but unfortu- 
nately destroyed in the rude shock of war. 

But I beg pardon of the committee, Mr. Chairman. I did not intend 
to 1755 5 its time so long. I intended to present this case briefly. I 
will only add now that the charter of this college gave her the office 
of surveyor-general of Virginia. By virtue of that charter the college 
had the right to appoint all the deputy surveyors and to receive a 

rtion of their fees. When Virginia for the common good surren- 

ered that vast and almost illimitable domain in the Northwest out 
of which five or six States have been since formed, the legitimate result 
of that act of munificence was to deprive the college of its chartered 
endowment and cripple it in its pecuniary resources. Now, sir, in 
view of the circumstance I confidently invoke the friendly aid of tho 
Representatives of those a Sree prosperous States in the North- 
west and trust, sir, they will ly embrace the present opportunity 
to lift this venerable institution from the dust and start 
new career of prosperity and usefalness. [Applause.] 
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Mr. LORING. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration, provid- 
ing for the reimbursement of William and Mary College for the de- 
struction of its property during the civil war, is not now for the first 
time brought to the attention of Congress. It has often been consid- 
ered here, and has been so fully discussed that it would seem to, be 
impossible to state any new facts or frame any new argument in con- 
nection with the ep bes The history of the case is very familiar. 
At tho outbreak of the war in 1861 this college, which had become 
avert deere in the history of American education for the powerful 
and illustrious jurists and statesmen whom it had sent forth to inter- 
pret our laws and guide our national councils during all our colonial, 
revolutionary, and constitutional periods, was brought into antago- 
nistic relations to the Federal Government. Situated as it was in 
territory where the right of a State to withdraw from the Union was 
most vigorously and carnestly asserted, it was involved at once in all 
the most active operations of the war in support of that assertion. 
With the zeal and earnestness characteristic of cultivated men, the 
faculty and tho students of the collego united in the work of dedi- 
cating its halls to the accommodation of confederate troops, and in 
filling up the ranks of those who were arrayed against the Govern- 
ment. In the catalogue of the college may be found a long list of those 
who laid aside their studies and went forth to meet the alumni of 
the northern colleges in that fearful combat which clothed the schol- 
arship of our land with a new and unwonted radiance of devotion 
and valor, repeating the brilliant lesson taught by Themistocles when 
he led the educated Athenians at Salamis, and by Von Moltke when 
he “marshaled the educated Germans against France.” All this is 
not denied. During the first year of the war, until May, 1862, the 
college was held, first as barracks and then as a hospital, by the 
confederate forces. From that time until the close of the war, except 
for a few hours on the 9th of September, 1862, it was occupied by 
Union troops and was used by them for the storing of military sup- 
plies and other purposes of convenience to our armies. In askirmieh 
on the 9th of September, 1862, the main building was burned by the 
Federal forces who occupied them, and at later periods of the war, 
during which the same forces held possession of them, “all the remain- 
ing houses on the college premises were, with the inclosures, burned 
or pale or in part pulled to pieces.” And for this destruction a 
large body of the friends of good learning throughout this country 
desire that the college should be remunerated at the hands of Con- 


88. 
Now, sir, I have no desire to discuss this question in accordance 
with the strict construction of the law or with a keen eye to the 
exact nature of the unfortunate incidents which I have briefly re- 
cited. Ido not care to condemn the college and deny its appeals to 
our generosity and kindness because its sons rushed to battle and 
laid down their lives in a condemned and misguided cause. Ido not 
care to advocate its claims for damages on the ground that its prop- 
erty was destroyed while occupied by the Federal Government and 
for the convenience of Fed armies in time of war. I do not care 
to ask whether it stood on Union or confederate soil during that un- 
happy period, I do not care to bring the question where it will be 
involved in the intricacies of the law. Iam aware that in view of 
the acknowledged “right of the victorious invader to tax the people 
or their property, to levy forced loans, to billet soldiers, or to appro- 
pis property, pea y houses, lands, boats, or ships, and churches, 
or temporary and military uses,” the claim of William and 
ms for legal damages may be a slight and questionable one. 
am also aware that by general military order 100, issued by our Goy- 
ernment during the rebellion, “the property belonging to churches, 
to hospitals, and other establishments of an exclusively charitable 
character, to establishments of education, or foundations for the pro- 
motion of knowledge, whether public schools, universities, academies 
of learning, or observatories, museums of the fine arts, or of a scien- 
tific character,, * may be taxed or used when the public serv- 
ice may it,” even while it is to be secure against all avoid- 
able damage, and shall in no case be wantonly destroyed or injured 
under official orders. 

If my attention is called to the fact that the buildings of the col- 
lege were occupied for merely temporary pu and not by our 
Army for general army uses—uses tolerated by the rules of war 
whi vern an invad ng army in an enemy’s country—I can only 
reply that I am not considering the authority under which they were 
occupied, nor the character of tho Ls “ere but the fact that they 
were destroyed in an unfortunate conflict, whose sorest wounds we 
would gladly heal. My mind turns naturally to the established law 
that friends and sympathizers of a belligerent power must share the 
trials and hardships and losses imposed by that power upon its ene- 
mies whom it invades, if they are found on the hostile soil of tho 
belligerent; and I anticipate the argument which would be made 
against this case, even if the college had a loyal record, by those who 
will not realize that the terms of peace offered by the Federal Goy- 
ernment to those who had failed in their efforts to destroy it were 
distinguished not only for justice but for a fraternal magnanimity 
never to be forgotten by either party to the great conflict and to the 
still greater pacification which has followed. When I am reminded 
that no evidence appears that these “ buildings were taken possession 
of by our Army or by the garrison for gencral army purposes with a 
viow to . therefor to the owners,” I can only 
say I have no disposition to place this case in that lino whero a 


legal technicality may defeat it or where, by being favorably passed 
upon, it will establish a troublesome and expensive legal precedent: 

Isympathize fally with those who would carefully limit the liability 
of the Government, with respect to the wide-spread and necessary 
and at the same time distressing destruction of property which grew 
out of the civil war. There arc woes innumerable in this direction 
which time alone can cover with oblivion, and which no public treas- 
ury could possibly compensate. It is not the destruction of educa- 
tional property, or any other property, by authorized or unauthorized 
persons in time of war and in accordance with or in violation of tho 
rules of war, therefore, that I would consider in connection with this 
caso. I am ready to concede in the outset that no nation should be 
held accountable for “ injuries done to others by disorderly, unauthor- 
ized soldiers belonging to its armies.” I am ready to concede that a 
temporary occupation of premises, whether educational, church, or 
charitable property, by a nation’s armies, does not create a liability 
analagous to that growing out of a permanent occupation, for which 
dne compensation has been contracted by proper and recognized 
authority. I yield to law and to well-established precedents on all 
these points. I have no desire to break down the safeguards which 
the wisdom of experienco has erected around tho Treasury for the com- 
picaren emergencies which grow ont of wars foreign and domestic. 

jut recognizing the fnll force and importance of all legal obliga- 
tions and duties, realizing tho importance of avoiding every measure 
that can be interpreted in any way as a dangerous or a tempting prece- 
dent, I feel compelled, nay, I am anxious to consider the destruction 
of William and Mary College as an act for which our country should 
provide a proren? and liberal compensation. To my mind the case 
stands above all the legal objections to which I have alluded and be- 
longs to that class which civilized nations have recognized as appeal- 
ing to that tender regard for all man’s endcavors to improve his moral 
and intellectnal and religious nature, by which alone can we mitigate 
the horrors of war. If an unwritten law of broad humanity and gen- 
erous sympathy for those institutions which elevate and refine and 
ennoble society is applicable anywhere, it is in a ease like this. 

Now, sir, in order that I may satisfy the minds of gentlemen here 
that Iam not mistaken in assuming that institutions like William 
and Mary College have enjoyed an immunity from the destruction 
that attends on war, in every civilized community, let me refer to the 
statements and illustrations with which we have all been made fa- 
miliar in the long period during which this case has been discussed. 
Of the destruction of these buildings General Meade said, it “was 
not only unnecessary and unauthorized, but was ono of those deplor- 
able acts of useless destruction which occur in all wars,” and that he 
took “great pleasure in recommending the appeal of Professor Ewell 
to all those who have the means and the disposition to assist him in 
the work in which he is engaged.” History abounds with illus- 
trations of the anxiety man has manifested to conduct civilized war- 
fare in such a manner as to indicate his sacred regard for all institu- 
tions dedicated to education, religion, and charity. In all the civil 
wars of England her schools and colleges have been scrupulously pre- 
served, and Eton, Harrow, Rugby, Oxford, and 8 the ancient 
schools and universities of the realm, bear witness to the lofty deter- 
mination of our English ancestors to stay the desolation of war be- 
fore the shrines of education and religion. 

Need I remind gentlemen of the prompt and resolute determination 
of the allied powers to restore the objects of taste and art which had 
been ruthlessly borne to Paris by the armies of bg se in his t 
wars? Is it n to recall the action of Great Britain in taking 
care that the paintings and prints designed for the Academy of Arts 
in Philadelphia should be returned to that institution, after havin, 
been captured by her cruisers on the high seas during the war of 1812 
Have gentlemen forgotten the reparation made by Washington to the 
college at Princeton for merely accidental sustained by it 
during the battle at that place? Have they forgotten the alacrity 
with which the British General Tryon restored to Yale College the 
manuscripts of its venerable President Stiles which were borne away 
during the revolutionary conflict which raged around and within that 
renowned institution? The practice of modern warriors and the rules 
of modern warfare have always provided for the e and pres- 
ervation of all libraries, schools, universities, and colleges. To bar- 
barous invaders alone, on tho other hand, has been left the ignoble 
business of despoiling the alcoves and tearing down the walls within 
which sound learning was stored and bestowed. He who studies his- 
tory 7 will remember that the high value set by man upon that 
national power which springs from mental and moral culture has led 
the cultivated people of all ages to the sacred preservation of schools 
and libraries in times of war. The conflict between those who have 
erected schools and colleges and those who have destroyed them 
may be said indeed to mark the strife between the conflicting forces 
of mankind. In no such conflicts have we been engaged; nor have 
we placed ourselves in association with those to whom education is 
astumbling-block, but always with those who even in their bloodiest 
wars have not forgotten their sacred obligations to cherish the best 
attributes of man and in their civil wars have never forgotten their 
duties to the civilized world. 

Now, sir, what is this college I am considering, what its signifi- 
cance, what its service, what its relation to the guiding thought of 
the American le? In order that I may impress upon the minds 
of gentlemen here the exact estimate I entertain of the peculiar 
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elaim it has on our t and veneration and pious care, as a mon- 
ument erected by the fathers to the cause of learning, I beg to 
be allowed to dwell for a few moments on the character of the in- 
stitution itself as one of the earliest fountains of American knowl- 
edge, and to appeal to the love and veneration we have for those who 
planted our free institutions on this continent more than two cen- 
turies ago, and who amid all their trials and sufferings looked for- 
ward with heroic faith toa republic of freedom andeducation. Why, sir, 
this college for which I speak holds a place in history as much more 
important and conspicuous than the ordinary institutions to which I 
have alluded as the dawn of a youngand powerful republic is more ra- 
diant than the dim and somber decline of adecayed and broken dynasty. 
It was planted by our fathers in the wilderness when they brought 
with them to these shores their heroic purpose and the principles of 
free government upon which this imposing civil fabric now rests. 
Founded in the latter part of the seventeenth century it shared with 
Harvard the generosity and tender care which the ripe scholars of 
that day bestowed upon their seminaries of learning. “The generous 
Boyle,” stretching out one hand to Virginia and the other to Massa- 
chusetts, bound these two infant colonies together by the tender tie 
of mutual gratitude to a common benefactor and friend. To these 
colleges the colonial treasuries were open when the accumulated funds 
were the fruits of hard toiland stern economy. In that powerful 
southern colony, where for many years the wealth and culture of Eng- 
land gathered on this continent and whose voice was always heard 
in every great crisis, the College of William and Mary was an object 
of the most tender regard, as it was also in England whence its bene- 
factors came. Its doors were open to the best scholars of the old 
country, who came here to pursue their investigations unmolested 
and to share the free thought of the New World. As time went on it 
became the nursery of the great principles on which our Government 
was founded and of the great men who declared these principles and 
defended them with their blood. 

Are you sure, sir, that the significance and power of this college 
and of her elder sister, Harvard, have been estimated at their true 
value as the representative and guiding institutions of our earliest 
colonial days? Why, sir, they held in their hands and planted on 
these shores the best modes of thought and culture which made Eng- 
land famous in that era when she was tossed and riven by intellectual 
and moral and religions protests. At that time Bacon in science, Mil- 
ton in literature, Cromwell and Hampden and Pym in politics all rep- 
resented that advancing and protesting force which has given England 
her power and sent a democratic vitality into the colonies, which were 
largely peopled and almost universally inspired by independent Eng- 
lishmen. It was an era of right, and not of privilege. The hard 
lines of scholasticism were breaking up. Great scholars were scholars 
for the people, and not for the schools. The Protestants and non-con- 
formists, and separatists of England could not accept as a guide to 
their thought a system of philosophy which was made indisputable by 
the doctrines of a church whose ecclesiastical authority they denied 
aud whose spiritual guidance they rejected. 

The learned men of England who watched, and many of whom took 
part in, the colonizing of America had une: applied their minds to 
the investigation of problems connected with the best systems of pop- 
ular government. When William Brewster was graduated at Cam- 
bridge, England, in 1585, he carried his excellent scholarship at once 
into the work of guiding and counseling that little band of pilgrims 
who were then waiting at Scrooby for an opportunity to found an 
empire on freedom of conscience in matters of religion, a popular 
government on the consent of the governed. Occupying a high posi- 
tion among the progressive and independent thinkers of his time, he 
became familiar with the doctrines which disestablished the church 
in the most religious and fervid spot on earth in that day, and which 
shook the throne of England. And what a defiant crowd of scholars 
taught in the same school, inspired by the same thought and specu- 
lation, bent on the same p , flocked to these shores, bringing the 
independent spirit of the Protestant with them, under the care of the 
Huguenots of Carolina, the Covenanters of New Jersey, the Puritans 
of New England, the Quakers of Pennsylvania, and the cavaliers of 
Virginia, all joining hands in their great work with the Catholics of 
Maryland. When r Williams came to this New World and found 
no rest for the sole of his foot, until he had established for himself 
an opportunity to exercise the most “unqualified freedom of con- 
science under hnman government,” he brought with him the culture 
which controlled the most ponera thought of England in his day. 
When Sir Harry Vane broughtto the gubernatorial chair of the Massa- 
chusetts Bay colony a spirit of liberality and freedom which called 
around him the liberty-loving men of his times and clothed him with 
a power which Winthrop himself in support of magisterial authority 
could barely overthrow, he came fresh from Oxford and the best 
schools of Holland and Geneva, imbued with that spirit of learning 
which neither church nor state could subdue, and which won for 
him the divine tribute of Milton’s verse and an immortality in the 
most immortal chapter in history—that chapter in which is recorded 
the founding of civiland religious freedomin America. And so came 
Endicott and Hooker and Cotton and Raleigh, familiar with the faces 
of those who are now to us the classic pan writers, born of a 
people who were untamed and untamable in their self-assertion, who 


were nurtured on the sublimest English try, upon whose heaven- 
kissing summits the poets of all repos TE y 


g generations have been 


gazing with hopeless wonder and admiration, and on the most defiant 
nglish philosophy which opened the path trod by all modern inves- 
tigators—a people who declared for freedom and then fearlessly struck 
for it, who asserted a prerogative and then demanded aright, who in 
the Old World now rally round a throne as the insignia of their 
national power and in the New World stand by a constitution as the 
expression and embodiment of their social and civil principles. 

Born as these men were of controversy, dialectics, and debate, they 
strove with each other on the “ weightier matters of the law,” and 
disputed with ecclesiastical fervor upon the covenant and the doc- 
trines until the integrity and safety of the State itself seemed involved 
in the controversy. ‘The pious zeal of John Endicott in executing the 
laws against those who differed from the religion of the colony, the 
ee ardor of John Winthrop in organizing a defeat for Sir Harry 

ane as governor of the colony on account of his defense of Mrs. 
Hutchinson against the bigotry of the colonial cl „mark the 
spirit and character of the eontroversies which sprang up in those early 
days of civil and religious freedom. But on one point they united: 
the establishment of a popular system of education in which all 
might have a share; a system intended to cultivate all men into a 
fitness for the enjoyment of the privileges of a free state, and for the 
exercise of its rights they never forgot and never neglected. They 
might exhaust themselves over “fixed fate, free-will, fore- knowledge 
absolute,“ they might rend the State itself in a contest over the cove- 
nant and the half-way covenant, the civil rights of communicants and 
non-communicants, but for the cause of free education as the foun- 
dation of self-government they joined hands, and poured forth liber- 
ally from their resources in support of the school-house and the col- 
lege. It waseducation which had filled theirminds with the doctrines 
of freedom,and they believed that through education all men could be 
brought to a true understanding of the church of Christ, and to an 
intelligent exercise of their rights as citizens of a free state. For the 
disputations of the schools they substituted the debates of the town 
meeting; for the private school they substituted the district school- 
house open to all; for a corporation of learning they substituted a 
republic of letters. They left behind them a system of state and 
society in which education would naturally confine itself to narrow 
channels, and they entered upon the organization of a state whose 
power would arise and increase from a general diffusion of knowledge 
throngh all ranks and orders of men. 

On the soil which they reclaimed and occupied has grown up a sys- 
tem of education which offers its blessings to all, which del would 
compel all to partake of its living waters; a system supported and 
developed by the liberality and care of the state, and so universally 
organized that it would be easier to escape from the influences of the 
sun than from the omnipresence of the American college and school- 
house. To this western hemisphere they gave a republic of civil 
freedom; to the world the ve an impulse to popular education 
which has made the land of their birth as well as that of their adop- 
tion the abode of the most liberal educational endowments known 
on earth. Had the American colonists done nothing more than this, 
had they failed to establish an independent nationality and simply 
0 ized their universities for the culture and protection of a sound 
jo itical and social philosophy, they would have accomplished a work 

or which their memories would ever be held in grateful remembrance; 
a work whose influence is now felt wherever the light of civilization 
shines; a work in the performance of which the most powerful and 
able a mas nations of our day are engaged in a generous and honor- 
able rivalry. 

And not only did these colleges lay the fonndations of our national 
characteristics, but they have taken a foremost part in that system 
of education which has deepened and developed our American na- 
tionality, and has produced an abundant crop of American citizens, 
not subjects, not persons destined to specific duties high and low, but 
citizens clothed with intelligence, and responsibilities, and supplied 
with abundant opportunities for the exercise of all their faculties, 
When Samuel Adams took his master’s de at Harvard in 1743, he 
selected as a subject for his thesis the following question which his 
career has made immortal: “ An su istratui resistere liceat, si 
aliter servari respublica acquit ? Whether it be lawful to resist the 
supremo magistrate, if the commonwealth cannot otherwise be pre- 
served?” While Thomas Jefferson was yet an infant in his cradle on 
the beautiful banks of the Rivanna, this Boston boy, educated in the 
Boston schools, and filled with the effects of the Puritan culture of 
Massachusetts, had reached, even at the very commencement of his 
intellectual endeavors, a fundamental civil problem, upon the solution 
of which all the philosophical thought of Jefferson exhausted itself 
in support of the American Revolution, and to establish the affirma- 
tion of which Washington dedicated all his imposing powers. In the 
mind of this young graduate of Harvard the condensed thought of 
more than a century of colonial life found an abiding place, and the 
topic which occupied his meditations was the subject which lay near- 
est to the hearts of his ple. He was not alone in his investiga- 
tions. The highest and Dest laws of state and society occupied the 
active minds of that day wherever they might be found, whether in 
the assemblies of the alaare: orin the austere labors of the Puritan 
pulpit, or in the town-meetings, or in the institutions of learning, 
the common schools, the academies, the colleges. Every village had 
its Samuel Adams. Every town record had its Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. From many a meeting-house went forth the announce- 
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ment of faith in human equality as the foundation of the state long 
before the national utterance at Independence Hall. It was Amer- 


ican citizenship which constituted the first t object of American 
education, In all the 7 affairs of life the fathers exercised 
their best powers, and became good merchants, good mechanics, 
ood farmers, good legal advisers, strong and influential parish min- 
isters; and for this service they stored their minds with the best 
knowledge to be derived from experience and books. But they 
knew well that the great civil problem committed to their hands 
required intelligent thought and needed the support of cultivated 
minds as well as defiant hearts and strong arms; and while they had 
t confidence in the correctness of the popular impulse of their 
ay, they had still greater confidence in the enlightened consciences 
and educated instincts of a people who believed in mental culture and 
made provision to obtain it. And to-day, as in the former days, sur- 
rounded as weare by the most perplexing nestions of state and society, 
called upon to strike as well as to bear, laden with the trialsof war and 
the highest responsibilities of peace: compelled to be ruthlessnow, and 
now generous and placable and forgiving, we must recognize the value 
of the intelligence and thoughtfulness which are the natural fruits of 
education, and we should preserve and cherish with pious care every 
monument erected by our fathers to the canse of good learning, every 
institution founded by them for its cultivation and advancement. 
Time and war may destroy the monuments of our material grandeur, 
but I trust and believe that the American people, united now in a 
common civilization, bound together by common interests, will join 
hands in the higher service of restoring and developing every insti- 
tution which has given us the undying power which belongs to a 
cultivated people. 

IL say, sir, the undying power which belongs to a cultivated people 
because I have learned, and I desire to impress it upon the minds o 
gentlemen here who are enga in guiding the councils of this peo- 

le, that it is the thoughtful products of the schools, the principles 
Seniared by cultivated men, the fruits of profound mental exertion, 
which have alone been preserved and handed down to us, while all 
external grandeur has perished and material power and distinction 
have passed away. Of the great nations of antiquity which have 
disappeared and whose languages are now unspoken how true this is! 
For their great battle-fields the curious traveler now searches in vain. 
Their imposing halls are now silent. Their porticoes and arches and 

alleries are deserted. The greatness which they themselves admired 
is forgotten; while the genius of their scholars and pe and orators 
and philosophers shines still with unfaded luster. Through the dark- 
ness which envelopes tho early history of England, it is the great 
pinciples of government contained in Magna Charta and the doctrines 
announced by Milton and the Puritans which shine still with supernal 
luster; and itis a prudent and sagacions obedience to these principles 
and doctrines which has given the English nation its vitality and per- 
manency. So is it with our own country. How we linger around 
the first declarations of freedom and popular right made by the bold 
and true-hearted all along our pathway from the earliest settlement 
of the colonies. The forms and modes of government have changed 
and are forgotten. Of but small value to us now are the terms of 
charter granted to the colonies of Plymouth and Massachusetts Bay; 
the privileges bestowed upon Lord Baltimore and O, ee or the 
gera conferred upon the settlers of Virginia and the Carolinas. 

ut we do remember that the fathers of New England, by a solemn 
instrument, in the words of Hutchinson, formed themselves into a 
proper democracy.” We do remember the glowing words of Warren : 

“Tam convinced that the truespirit of liberty was never so univesa 
diffused among all ranks and orders of men on the face of the eart 
as it is now through all North America.” How do our minds pass on 
from the early struggles of the Revolution and the details of govern- 
ment in the several colonies to those grand assertions which roused 
and guidon the popular mind and gave us the fundamental principles 
of a free commonwealth. The rivalries and strifes and cabals aro all 
forgotten ; but not the great conceptions of John Adams with regard 
to the future of his country; nor the abiding faith of Samuel Adams 
in“ the sovereignty of the people ;” nor the thunders of Patrick Henry 
calling the people to war; nor the fiery appeals of James Otis; nor the 
philanthropic thought of Jefferson presenting a great truth to the 
earnest and struggling multitude, for which they might fight and upon 
which we have at last learned to administer our Government. Andad 
we w ourselves nòw with the political controversies of the con- 
federate and early constitutional history, the charges of corruption by 
which Washington was aggrieved, the rivalry between Jefferson and 
Hamilton, the passage of political power from Massachusetts to Vir- 
ginia? Not at all. But we do dwell u 
those fundamental doctrines npon which our Constitution is founded; 
we do dwell upon the profound wisdom of Jefferson as he Jaid down 
the rules which should guide his administration, and we dwell upon 
these thoughts and precepts because whatever else may have perished 
these still remain unbroken and undecayed. For the temporary trials 
which arise and threaten our Government from time to time the 
fathers left no guidance, relying as they did upon the devotion and 
wisdom of their sons upon whom the trials might fall. But they did 
fix and confirm in our history those sentiments of humanity and jus- 
tice which have triumphed over all obstacles ; they carried into the 
practical service of civil life those political doctrines which occupied 
the thoughts of the most patient students of their day, and they sent 


n the early declarations of 


forth from the halls of their colleges those great social and civil truths 
which are so familiar to us that they seem to have sprung spontane- 
ously from man’s uncultivated instinct. At Bunker Hill and York- 
town they wrought out their material greatness; at Harvard and at 
William and Mary they received their immortal power. 

Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to give William and Mary Col- 
lege the place to which I think it is entitled in our history, and to 
appeal for its restoration not on the ground of abstract justice alone 
but on the higher ground of national pride and affection. I donbt 
not I shall be called upon to sit in judgment here on many a demand 
growing out of the destruction of war and the ne ties of the 
peace which follows,—for the foundation of a system of popular edu- 
cation which shall be open to that race which the war emancipated 
and left in the hands of impoverished States,—for the reconstruction 
of those great works which the war destroyed, and without which 
the value of a broad and fertile territory is nearly rnined,—for the 
relief in many ways of the wide-spread and necessary and at the same 
time distressing destruction of 8 during the war to which I 
have already alluded, and I shall endeavor to consider them, I trust, 
conscientiously, without prejudice, and with due re; to the obli- 
gations im upon me by the amended constitution and the laws 
of war, aud with the thorough conviction that the time for present- 
ing all claims of this nature should be limited either by statute or 
constitutional amendment, and that their growing magnitude may be 
summarily ended, No man can desire to add to the horrors of war 
even the appearance of injustice in times of peace. The remarkable 
experiment of government in which we are engaged rests, it is true, on 
equal and exact justice ;” but as conducted by ourselves it rests also 
on magnanimity and forbearance, which may encourage patriotic de- 
votion, and on the broadest 138 of equity, which may inspire 
confidence and disarm frand and dishonesty. And so we may step 
beyond the bounds of mere legal obligation and repair even the sem- 
blance of a wrong in our devotion to those institutions which have 
given character to our people and which lie at the foundation of our 
national power and greatness. Had my own Alma Mater, had Harvard 
College fallen before the storm of war which burst over our land, I 
should be here appealing to this Government for her restoration, to 
this Congress for its bounty. In the same spirit I come for William 
and Mary, ready to forget her errors, grateful for her gifts to my coun- 
try, proud of that record which she secured when, ee Mf her 
great sister in Mussachusetts, she nourished and cherished all the 
noble attributes of American nationality and connected her name 
with that imperishable work of which every American is proud and 
which can never be forgotten while correct forms of human govern- 
ment shall endure. From the heroic * our country the name of 
William and Mary College can never be obliterated. And I cannot 
believe that those who come after us will be compelled by our economy, 
or iron justice, or sense of retribution, to remember as they gaze upon 
her walls that she owes nothing to our generosity and that she endures 
in spite of our neglect. 

In advocating this bill, Mr. Chairman, I haye discharged what I 
consider a plain and imperative daty, in view of our debt of grati- 
tude to the past and the inevitable national harmony which the 
future will bring as the result of a policy inaugurated by ourselves. 
Whatever we may do here and now, the time is coming when the 
losses of this college will be repaid, in obedience to a natural senti- 
ment which must and will animate the mind and heart of the Amer- 
ican people in those years of peace and concord and mutual under- 
standing and sacred regard for the rights of all men which I trust 
in God are not far distant. As the violence of the conflicts which 
have surrounded us becomes softened, and the wounds are all healed 
and the antagonism dies away, that affection which a powerful nation 
always feels for its ancestry will surely move some future by ate 
to relieve these burdens, should we ourselves fail to perform the hon- 
orable service. At this very hour this sentiment moves within us. 
As we e soos the memory of those whose heroism and devotion 
laid the foundations of our national greatness, we even now forget 
our controversies and joinin a spontaneous tribute to their worth as 
acommon inheritance. Onevery anniversary of theirillustrious deeds 
in field and in council, we assemble like brethren of one family and 
rejoice together in the work they performed for us and ours. Cemented 
as we now are by the radiance of the past, we cannot, Iam sure, allow 
one of its most cherished possessions to be destroyed from the face of 
the earth. The very trials through which we have passed, the discord 
and conflict and sorrow, have given a keener and a brighter charm 
to the popular privileges for which we have suffered so much and to 
those spots in which they found their early home. The battle-field 
and the heroes, the halls whero rang. the t debate, the leaders in 
council, the tribunes of the people, the schools and colleges in which 
the devoted youth were trained, have now more than ever before a 
national significance and have become indeed a national possession. 
We preserve the mansion at Mount Vernon from the destroying tooth 
of time, and in its holy shades our differences are forgotten. © sum- 
mon a grateful peopl to pay their tribute to the memory of Warren 
and his earnest and devoted comrades who fell at Bunker Hill, and 
the controversy is hushed, men but just now arrayed against each 
other join in a common joy, the strife is forgotten, and Massachusetts 


and South Carolina, New England and Virginia, stand shoulder to 
shoulder on the hallowed spot where the bones of a common ancestry 
repose, and the monument which is pointing to their heavenly home 
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becomes a national monument forever. The place where Warren fell 
belongs not now to Massachusetts alone; the hallsin which Jeffer- 
son and Marshall trained their minds for the high service of their 
country, the cloisters where the two Adamses, duo geminos fulmina 
belli— the twin thunderbolts of war”—learned their great lessons 
of patriotic defiance, are the cherished ion of the people whom 
they delivered from bondage. It is not for the Property of Virginia 
but for a national monument that I speak; and when I ask that a 
structure whose name belongs to this illustrious roll shall be pre- 
served by a national bounty, I am engaged in advocating no war claim 
for damages; I am occupied in considering no precedent; I am only 
calling on Congress to preserve the ancient land marks of our national 
greatness and to restore the monuments around which our brightest 
memories cluster and at whose feet we renew our vows as citizens of 
a common country and heirs and defenders of a common inheritance 
of social equality and of civil and religious freedom, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, while I join as heartily as any man 
upon this floor in congratulations to the eloquent orator who has 
addressed us for the last hour and while I appreciate as fully as any 
other man the graces with which he has surrounded this subject, yet 
I confess I have listened to him with a feeling of sincere regret. 
While any man who was concerned in the late rebellion, any man 
who still lives in the South, surrounded and overmastered by local 
feeling or by the similarity of the cases which he himself has in hand 
to the one which is now presented to the House, may be in some 
measure excusable for ee a a u of this nature and 
character, yet I am entirely satisfied that in a future not distant the 
eloquent gentleman from Massachusetts himself will join with me in 
regret that he had aided and supported a bill which, if it passes, will 
in its far-reaching consequences bo of more transcendent importance 
to this Government than any bill which is before Congress at this 
session. 

Of course this is a fair-seeming claim. It presents itself to our 

consideration with a modesty of demeanor which almost disarms 
resentment. It does not come as a claim upon which this House is 
called to adjudicate. It is studiously denied that any claim is pro- 
posed to be paid. It does not come before us with the stern and 
rugged aspect of a demand founded upon law and n to the 
e justice of men. That expedient was tried years ago, for 
this is by no manner of means the first time this claim has been pre- 
sented for the consideration of an American Con Time after 
time it was before the Committee of Claims, and time after time it 
was rejected. Its friends found it necessary then to seek some other 
coigne of vantage. Hence it comes before us to-day disguised as a 
charity. 
To-day it may be a charity linked to our sentimental souls by the 
Lallowed memories of Washington and of Jefferson, and even of Mil- 
ton and of Sir Harry Vane. But if you once pass it, to-morrow it will 
stare you in the face as a bill of rights for the whole list of southern 
warclaims. It is always in this way that matters are presented. 
Always the rugged sense of right is covered up. Always the knife 
is placed under garlands. It never happened that a claim like this 
was not advocated by most eloquent men. It never happens that 
claims like this are not disguised by classical allusions and by refer- 
ences to history, English and ancient. I must say that it seemed to 
me strange when Washington and Jefferson and Sir Christopher Wren 
were brought in to decide the question whether we should pay $65,000 
for a burned building ; but when it came to the introduction of Mil- 
ton, and for aught I know to Luther and Locke, I confess I was as- 
tounded. [App ause and laughter: | We heard of Sir Harry Vane 
and Cromwell. Why, said Cromwell, “ The Lord deliver me from Sir 
H Vane,” and I say, upon a question of this kind, the Lord deliver 
the Congress of the United States from Sir Harry Vane and Crom- 
well too. [Laughter] 5 é 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call this assembly back to questions 
not of oratory, but of statesmanship. I desire this American Congress 
to consider this question in the light of reason, not in the light of 
rhetoric. 

I cannot promise that I shall be as interesting as the gentleman 
who preceded me, for that would transcend my utmost powers; but 
I do promise that if you will listen to me I will give you sound reasons, 
which will appeal to each side of the House, why such a claim as this 
should be rejected now and forever. The test barrierin this 
world is use and wont. To say that a thing has never yet been done 
among men is to erect a barrier stronger than reason, stronger than 
discussion. Such a wall paly Danek, perseverance, and, in most cases, 
only right can beat down. To say we did the same thing yesterday 
is to strengthen the thing we want to doto-day. It appeals to our 
sense of fairness, reason, and justice. We say that if this was proper 
yesterday why not do it to-day, and the evil, of course, increases as 

ou go on. 
z It is with profound knowledge of this weakness of human nature 
that this matter is presented for the consideration of the House now. 
It is not merely to obtain 865,000 for William and Mary College, itis 
to establish a precedent. “ Oh,” they say, “this is not to establish a 
recedent; there can be nothing like it again on the face of the earth.” 

f course not, for there was no other institution that ever graduated 
Washington; there was no other building in this country that Sir 
Christopher Wren ever built; there is no other institution in which 
Jefferson was educated, and certainly there is none around which the 
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shades of Milton and Sir Harry Vane and Cromwell cluster to this 
late date. But all these matters are immaterial ; they are the orna- 
mental fringing ; they are not the real solid facts of this case. 

Now, I desire to ask the attention of this House to this very ques- 
tion of precedent. What is a precedent? Is it a thing which is just 
what we are considering? I venture to say to this audience, composed, 
as it is, almost entirely of lawyers, thatin all your searches for prece- 
dents in your business you never found in all the thousands of volumes 
of law reports a case precisely like the one that you were considering. 
But every one of those cases in all those reports, no matter how insig- 
nificant it was, established some Tenens which had a tendency to 
affect all cases in all future time. Now Lask what principle this caso 
will establish. Let me briefly call your attention to the facts. In the 
ee this college was corp by our troops; our troops were 
disl ged from it and then retook the building and according to state- 
ments before the committee a drunken ler belonging to our forces 
fired the building. That is all there is of it. I believe the statement 
that our people destroyed it is not true, I believe that letters can be 
produced showing that it was not so, but I prefer to argue the case on 
the facts as they are stated by the committee, and no others. I there- 
fore leave that question to future investigation. 

If you 7 this bill what precedent do you establish upon these 
facts? You establish a precedent that the Government of the United 
States proposes to pay for the loss and unauthorized destruction of 
those objects deemed sacred by the laws of war. If you pass this bill 
you establish that principle, nothing more, nothing less. a 

I will not undertake to say that you will establish the principle that 
all the incidental damages of the war are to be paid for, although I 
think that is involved. But I wish to be candid and make my state- 
ment no broader than the example. Now, if you establish this princi- 
ple you establish a principle that no other nation ever had the incon- 
ceivable folly and imbecility to establish since the beginning of time, 
I know that Louis of France chose, as matter of policy to please an 
ally, to repair in some slight manner this college. I know that Gen- 
eral Washington gave fifty guineas as compensation for an accident 
which occurred at Princeton, but does any man argue this question 
on a flimsy basis like that? Why the whole world has been searched 
through and through for the like of it in vain. The ful learning 
of Massachusetts has twined itself with the rugged and interesting 
persistence of Virginia in its search for a parallel, but to no p 
whatsoever. You may bring together Bunker Hill and Yorktown, 
Massachusetts and Virginia, and tie them de with all the flowers 
of rhetoric that ever bloomed since the G of Eden, but you can- 
not change the plain, historic fact that no nation on earth ever was 
so imbecile and idiotic as to establish a principle that would more 
nearly bankrupt its treasury after victory than after defeat. 

Now, if you are going to establish a new principle of this kind have 
you any peculiar reason for it? Was the war carried on so cruelly, 
was the destraction of pro so malicions as to call for exceptional 
action upon our part? Why, sir, the very man who brings this peti- 
tion here, President Ewell, declares that no war of equal magnitude 
was ever conducted with equal mildness, and he is corroborated in that 
statement by General Joseph E. Johnston, whose authority I know 
will be accepted on both sides of this House. 

Now, then, we p! to establish this e and to establish 
it contrary to the custom of all nations. orse than that, we intend 
to establish it contrary to our own precedents, because this thing has 
not failed of discussion in the long years since the war. 

Now let me mention to you a few instances in which Congress has 
been actuated by motives similar to those which are suggested here— 
motives yan aes of the sympathies and not out of the 1 
of mankind. the first place, I will refer to the case of Dr. J. Mil- 
ton Best, who owned a house of the value of $25,000 which was de- 
stroyed during the war. It was within the line of certain forts which 
the Government ak sey to erect at Paducah, I think. The prop- 
erty had been appraised, its value had been estimated; but before 
the proper proceedings were completed to pay Dr. Best his money 
the enemy appeared and attacked the fort. That brave man stood 
in the cupola of his dwelling signaling the officers of our Army, exhib- 
iting the utmost loyalty in the face of the enemy. The house was 
attacked and captured by the enemy, was somewhat injured by them, 
and after their disappearance was razed to the ground by our troops. 
Dr. Best 1 to Congress for relief. 

Now, I ask you whether this was not a case of more merit than any 
that is presented here. Here was property not burned by astraggler 
but taken by the United States authorities for a beneficial purpose— 
taken for our own advantage and taken from a patriotic man who 
showed his valor and his loyalty on the very field where he lost his 


pro A 

Kere ls another case. In the town of Manchester, Kentucky, in a 
loyal region of the country, salt works owned by loyal men, to the 
value of $22,000, were destroyed to prevent them from falling into the 
hands Ri the csc i There $ vernment of me pales rnare 
received a itive advantage. 6 pro’ was taken by order o 
its officers.’ If there ever was a cues ta whit the Government was 
liable on the score of agency that was the case. 

Bat Freee, you ay say that that was not the caso of an institu- 
tion of learning, and therefore is not a parallel to this. Fortunately 
there is a case directly in point—the case of the East Tennessee Uni- 
versity, situated at Knoxville, Tennessee, It was not destroyed by 
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any drunken stragglers, but while in the occupation of our officers it 
was injured to the extent of $18,500. In the second session of the 
Forty-second Congress a report was made in favor of granting com- 
pensation for that injury. I ask the Clerk to read a paragraph from 


that report. 
Mr. EDEN. Who made that report? 
Mr. REED. I will tell the gentleman in a moment. It was Mr. 
Wilson. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate Report. Forty- second Congress, second session.—Report No. 17, 


It a og that the ARA university buildings and the grounds 
nto the occupati 
tion in September, 1863, and were occupied by them for mi 
June 13, 1865; that during this occupation one of the buildin, 
ished, and the others were so materially ed as to render them wholly unfit 
for use; that the library, scientific apparatus, mineralogical and geological cabi- 
nots, were destroyed; that the fen trees, shrubbery, &c., were nearly all re- 
moved and barned, and that the grounds wero mutilated and greatly injured by 
earthworks, a fort and ritle-pits being thereu 

The East Tennessee University is heli bo ionlarly deserving of the 
favorable consideration of Congress. It is the only educational institution of 
known loyalty, in management and influence, in any of the seceding States during 
tho war. It is situated at Knoxville, in the center of East Tennessee, and is sur- 
rounded by a population known for their loyalty and sacrifices to the cause of tho 


Union. 
The committes recommend the payment to the university of the sum of $18,500. 


Mr. REED. Now, here is a case which certainly appeals to the sym- 
pathy of men. Here was an institution of learning, It was ruined 
while under the control of our officers. No drunken soldier, in the 
frenzy and hurry of recent conflict, wreaked on it his private ven- 
geance. It was situated in a loyal country. Out of its halls had gone 
no officers to swell the ranks of its country’s foes. From the chairs of 
its professors the doctrines of secession had never been preached ; the 
surrounding population had never been tainted by it. It was in tho 
midst of a peop © whose loyalty su anything that we in the 
North could exhibit. Our soldiers ed their lives; their soldiers 
risked not only their lives but their altars and their hearthstones. Our 
soldiers’ families slept in their quiet homes; theirs listened with beat- 
ing hearts to the gallop of marauding bands and the tramp of marching 
armies. They experienced in their homes and families all the horrors 
of war, and yet were steadfast. It is not here and now that I would 
undertake to s the eulogium of those patriotic men; but when 
the passions of the present day have subsided the historian will tell 
of their devotion and sacrifices with a pen as eager as that with 
which he has recorded the deeds of the embattled farmers at Lexing- 
ton or of the brave men who fought with Greeno in the Carolinas. 10 
this institution, thus the nursery of patriotic men in the past and the 
future instructor of the children of the loyalists of East Tennessee, 
the first loyal soldier of the war refused the very boon that you ask 
for William and Mary. For one, I cannot deem it good policy or wise 
statesmanship to give to those who were wrong what we have wisely 
refused to those who were right. Bills of relief in all these cases 
which have been enumerated were passed throngh the Congress of 
tho United States under the influence of sympathetic feeling; but all 
of them were vetoed by the President of the United States with 
thorough reluctance but with 2 and comprehensive states- 
manship; and those cases have slept the sleep of death ever since. 
The sober second thought of the Congress invoked by the President 
under the Constitution ratified his wisdom. 

Now, I have another precedent; a precedent that cannot fail to be 
satisfactory to our friends on the other side, because it is tainted by 
no memories of the war. It is an act 1 ormed by that blessed gen- 
eration of statesmen that preceded 1860. When I came to examine 
this case of William and Mary I found that the original petition was 
for payment of losses in the revolutionary war and in the late civil 
war. Now, the circumstance I am going to mention escaped the no- 
tice of the author of the eloquent report which was presented by the 
Committee on Education and Labor. It appears nowhere in the doc- 
uments before the House, although it does appear in the documents 
before the committee. 

It seems that in 1776 the buildings connected with this college were 
seriously injured by our revolutionary forefathers, and for seventy 
years the trustees persistently urged their claim for compensation 
ae the same revolutionary fathers who did the injury, and upon 
the statesmen who followed them, including I have no doubt Wash- 
ington and Jefferson and Monroe, the thirty judges of Virginia, the 
twenty-four admirals, and other persons who have uated from 
William and Mary. But they were sternly denied. The statesmen 
of that period had too much wisdom to permit this Government to be 
connected with any principle so absurd as would be established by 
this bill. Now I submit to you who listen to me that hero is a propo- 
sition which has mot with universal refusal from all civilized nations 
since the world began; which has met with direct refusal from the 
United States; which has been refused in the instance of this very 
supplicant by our revolutionary forefathers, and by the democratic 
statesmen who preceded the war, and which you are asked, under the 
influence of conciliatory feeling, to pass; which, if you do pass, will 
ves na a precedent fraught with vast and dreadful menace to this 
country. 

But you say this is no precedent, for there is no other case. No; 
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nothing ever establishes a precedent until it is passed, and nobody 
ever caret! 4 of a manent “ge this 8 shoulder the 
responsibility of its consequences while he was ng its passage. 
But let us see what there is before this House oa thie very subject. 
You can tell men’s minds better by noticing what they are doing than 
by what they are saying. 5 Here is a bill (H. R. No. 
rested dive pay the sum of 54,000 to the trustees of Stewart College, 
Clarksville, State of Tennessee, “in full compensation for property 
taken from them for the use of and used by the United States Army.” 
Here is a bill (H. R. No. 1036) to pay the sum of $20,614.90 to Shelby 
Medical College, in Tennessee, “for rent of said college building dur- 
ing the years 1863, 1864, and 1865, and for propo taken from said 
building for the use of the United States Army.” Then here is a bill 
(H. R. No, 2420) to pay Randolph County, in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, the sum of $10,000 “for damage done the court-house, public 


- | jail, and clerks’ offices of said county during its occupation and 


session by the Federal troops during the late war between the States.” 
And then here is a bill (H. R. No. 2053) to indemnify Prairie Connty, 
Arkansas, in “the sum of $30,000, for the occupation, use, and de- 
struction of the court-house, jail, and other public buildings belong- 
ing to Prairie Comity Arkansas, by the Federal Army during the lato 
war.” Here is a bill (H. R. No. 2021) appropriating $175,000 to aid 
tho Stato of Louisiana in rebuilding the state-house at Baton Songo; 
said O OME BATIDE been 5 by fire while under t 
control and in the custody of the United States military authorities 
and while being occupied by Federal troops during the late war 
between the United States and the so-called Confederate States of 
America. And here are half a dozen other bills. 

A MEMBER. Read them all. 

Mr. REED. They are for small sums; they are for Masonic halls 
and churches. Here you are at the very outset of this matter con- 
fronted by over $300,000 of these claims. Yet we are but in the n 
tree now. Three hundred thousand dollars, and this is no p ent! 
Well, now I want to go one step further, because these things are all 
close together. There is but a step between paying for institutions 
of learning and county buildings and paying for the humble firesides 
of the poor, and for my own part I would rather pay the latter than 
the former, 

I am somewhat gratified to find that my views of the 3 of 
these various kinds of claims to each other is sustained by the coun- 
sel for private claimants, who has been so kind as to lay on our desks 
to-day the Laws gef. I hold in my hand. The counsel is Hon. T. W. 
Bartley, somewhat famous in these parts for the invention of the 
triple presidential arrangement (I am not sure that I get the exact 
technical language) about which our friend from Ohio [Mr. SOUTH- 
ARD] has had so much trouble with the newspapers. [Langhter. I 
must ve that Mr. Bartley gives good sentimental and rhetorical 
reasons for the 8 of the private claims of which I am about to 
speak. Says Mr. Bartley : 

The rejection of a man's claim to be compensated for his property— 

Think of all this, in the sonorous voice of some gentleman from 
Massachusetts, advocating this measure, just think of it! [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 


Tho rejection of a man's claim to be compensated for his takon and used 
4 ner Government is a virtual confiscation of his property and a punishment for 
loyalty! And for the monstrosity of this punishment after this commis- 
sion claims especial credit, To a man first and then punish him afterward 
is Serre the constitutional rights for the security of w government was 


Think of all these claimants translated into that magnificent up- 
per air in which Massachusetts and Virginia and possibly South Car- 
olina alone can live! [Laughter and applause.] Just think of them 
in that blue empyrean, surrounded by Washington and Jefferson and 
dead heroes, and Milton and Sir Harry Vane and Sir Christopher 
Wren and the whole of our English literature, and my friend from 
Massachusetts here below emblazoning it all in gorgeous language! 
I ask you how you could meet that. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. You must not forget that only a 
small part of Massachusetts favors this bill. 

Mr. REED. I panion of gentlemen from Massachusetts. I 
know that and am to give them full credit for it. 

Now let us see what our southern friends and some of our northern 
ones think of these claims. I have taken the trouble to look over 
the matter, aided by the exploration made by the very intelligent 
correspondent of the Cincinnati Commercial, (and I should not feel 
it was right to speak of this without giving im due acknowledg- 
ment,) and I have found, notwithstanding the fact there had been 
an unprecedented number of bills introduced in this Congress; not- 
withstanding the fact every man here had presented at least two 
bills for the coinage of the silver dollar of 412} grains, [laughter, ] 
and that every man had presented a bill for the restoration of the 
finances, or to lend men going out West $2,000 and to issue $400,000, 
of currency, or some such thing, [laughter ;] notwithstanding the 
great pressure of public business on the House here; notwit d- 
ing the fact there have been thirty-five hundred bills er up 
to March 4 of this session against twenty-three hun and sixty in 
the Forty-third Congress, I found over 10 per cent. of tho bills pre- 
sented to be passed upon by this House were southern claims arising 
from incidental damage during the war—damage to private property 
by the Federal armies. 
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Three hundred and ninety-eight of those bills are pending before 
Congress to-day and they amount in the aggregate to the sum of 


$4,309,000. 
Now, you know, every one of you, that this is only a trifle compared 


with what is behind. You all of you know that the law offices of 
the South, republican and democratic, are stuffed with these things. 
It is a matter which you talk about now by the hundreds of thou- 
sands; by and by Psd will talk about it by the millions and perhaps 
by the hundreds of millions. 

Now, these things are here in spite of the adverse decisions on the 
part of Congress. They are here in spite of the eral sentiment of 
the American people, And the worse thing I find about it is that 
some of our republican members of Congress in the past Congresses, 
if not in the present, have been somewhat di d to vote for them. 
And why? It reveals to me a worse state of things than the mere 

resentation of these bills, because it shows that there exists in the 
uth a persistent southern sentiment which not only justifies but 
urges on men to present these claims. You see they have every mo- 
tive not to present them now. ‘They have a congressional election 
before them. They want peace, quietness, harmony, conciliation, a 
general state of salubriousness such as we have often heard spoken 
of in this House. They want everything quiet and peaceful. And 
yet the public sentiment is such that one-tenth of the public business 
3 for the consideration of this House consists of southern 
claims. 

Now, just here, it seems to me that we have got one plain path of 
duty before us if we wish to protect the Treasury and the people of 
the United States. I do not speak now of these large claims. I do 
not talk of the claims of $83,000,000 for the cotton tax. I do not talk 
about the $7,000,000 a year for the Mexican war veterans, presented 
by the very men who are demanding economy and who are seeking 
2 cut off a few thousand dollars from the pay of clerks here in Wash- 

m, 
r. LUTTRELL. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. REED. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Then I will have another opportunity. 

Mr. REED. I have no doubt you will. Your world is very wide. 
Iam pursuing a certain line of argument, my time is very limited, 
and, if I yield to the gentleman from California, I shall have no time 


for myself. 

Neither do I s of the Texas Pacific Railroad nor the claims for 
the Mississippi levees. The ple of the South have a right to de- 
mand some of those things if they choose and take their chance of 
getting them. But I do speak of these small claims which are pre- 
sented so n If this bill once passes, the precedent it estab- 
lishes you will find will extend enneg beyond it. Talk of prece- 
dents! The gentleman from D (Mr. Goopr] says this will be 
no precedent for anything, and then himself, in the very next para- 
graph, insists that the payment to the Kentucky University, Which 
was under a contract for rent and which expressly excluded payment 
for burned buildings, is a precedent for thisclaim. That incident in 
his speech will illustrate bow innocent cases once got through Con- 

can be twisted into precedents. 

In other words, people may coax you into this thing by all sorts of 
argument. But when they once get it through you find it is the 
decision they look to, and not the argument. The ents will be 
all printed, They will make a part of that great monumental pile 
of eloquence which Congress is rearing at the rate of ten volumes 
every year; but nobody will read them; while the decisions will be 
sought for by every claim agent who loved the lost cause and a good 
many that did not. 

Now I want to say one word about this whole subject. I know 
that it is unkind to make any allusions to anything connected with 
the last war. I listened with a great deal of interest to the very elo- 

nent remarks that were made by the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. BLACKBURN ] the other day, and to some parts of them I gave 
my very hearty approval. I do believe that after the magnificent 
contest which shook this entire continent, after millions of men had 
been in the field and fought each other face to face, it would have 
been a pitiful and miserable close to have had half a dozen strug- 
gling wretches kicking out their lives on the gallows. I hada strong 
sympathy with what the gentleman said as to that. But the rest of 
his remarks I protest st. He said we on this side were always 
bringing up this question of confederate claims and of confederates. 
Now, so far as mere words are concerned, that may be so. But if the 
docket of this House is not full of provocations to this kind of discus- 
sion, placed there by southern men, I do not know such things when 
I see them. 

Here is the William and Mary College bill. How can you discuss 
it without mentioning the confederacy? Then there is the bill in 
reference to soldiers of 1812 with its clause rendering it unnecessary to 
prove as feof In all probability that clause did not help a hundred 
men, and yet it was pushed in here and obliged to be made the sub- 

ect of discussion or of the gag-!aw of suspension of the rules. And 
say that the list of bills read to-day is full of provocation to this 
identical discussion. Now I ask gentlemen on the other side if under 
all the circumstances it is too unreasonable to expect them to cease 
this constant, persistent attack on the United States Treasury and on 
the laws which grew out of the war. They want peace. Then why 
do they not cease to provoke controversy ? 


Now are not all the losses and destruction that may have happened, 
under the laws of war and of good sense, fairly resting where they 
ought to rest? When a man undertakes to enter a rebellion it may 
be well enough to say that his goodness depends upon his convictions 
of right, and when he comes to the day of judgment I have no doubt 
that he will be judged upon that basis; but no nation can afford to 
judge on any such principles. The gentlemen 0 did not do it 
themselves. When they came to report the bill in relation to pay- 
ments for postal services rendered in the Sonth prior to the war, 
they put in that Dill an exclusion of those who had not been loyal to 
the confederacy, and they did rightly enough, and we are doing 
rightly enough now. 

ou gentlemen upon the other side began a war which resulted in 
the destruction of fifty thousand killed on the field of battle on our 
side and as many more upon yours; and hundreds of thousands of 
others are now dragging out a miserable existence from the effects of 
that war. 

Now, whatever may be the question of right or wrong for any in- 
dividual, the only justification of rebellion is success. The conse- 
quences are too fearful for men to be allowed to make it the escapo 
of their passions. It involves death to men and destruction to prop- 
erty.. You do not need to be told its miseries, for yon have suffered 
them. Any set of men who purpose to plunge their people into these 
horrors are bound to be successful or take the consequences. You 
were beaten and yet you want us to take the consequences. 

You gentlemen opposite come foward and insist that the victorious 
country shall pay for the damages inflicted by it upon its enemies. 
I ask you if this is reasonable and sensible? I ask you whether in 
the present condition of the country it is wise? Gentlemen, the 
business interests of the conntry will not allow you to succeed in this 
ee 1A and you owe a great deal of your liberties to the business 
men of the country. Why will you not on your part show a dispo- 
sition to let by-gones be by-gones and let us have rest and peace and 
returning prosperity ? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I trust the gentleman from Maine, before he 
takes his seat, will allow me to correct a statement which he made. 
He puts the proportion of war claims at one-tenth. I have just looked 
at the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and find that the total number of 
bills introduced into this House up to and including yesterday is 
forty-two hundred and eighty-two. Up to and ineluding be 
and since Congress convened in Octo last, twelve hundred and 
twenty-five bills have been referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
These bills all grow out of the war and are almost entirely for the relief 
of persons in the Southern States. Besides these, there are bills pend- 
ing before several other committees. The Committee of Claims, of 
which I am a member, has before it one single bill which pro to 

ivo to North Carolina $43,000 for cotton seized. Instead of the num- 

r of these claims being but one-tenth of the bills introduced into 
this House, they are really more than one-fourth—that is, those before 
the War Claims Committee alone are more than one-fourth. This you 
observe does not include the cotton bills, the bills for the improve- 
ment of southern rivers, for captured and abandoned property, and 
others of a like nature; in all it will perhaps reach one-third. 

Mr. REED. I confined my remarks to the results merely of my per- 
sonal observation. There are a great many other claims of the same 
class which have been referred to the committees from the file-room 
from other Congresses of which I meant to have spoken. I thank the 
gentleman for bis supplementary statement because such figures are 
calculated to call the attention of the House and of the country to 
this matter. To say that it is alarming is to use very mild languago. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. TOWNSEND. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. How much time havo I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has sixteen minutes. 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman allow me one moment ? 

Mr, TOWNSEND, of New York. I will do so, provided that my 
own time shall not be limited. 

Mr. EDEN, In reply to what has been stated by the 
from Iowa in reference to the number of claims pending before the 
Committee on War Claims, I wish to state that in the Forty-third 
Congress there were reported by that committee private claims to the 
amount of $397,891.63;-for the Quartermaster-General, Commissary- 
General of Subsistence, and commissioner of claims, $1,561,711.76 ; 
making the total amount reported, $1,959,603.39. That was a Con- 
press n which onr republican friends had control, and there was a 

arger number of claims before the Committee on War Claims than 
there was in tho Forty-fourth Congress when the democrats had 
contro]. I will state farther that in the Forty-fourth Congress the 
amount of private claims reported amounted to $188,015.30, and the 
Quartermaster and Commissary-Generals and commissioner of claims 
$943,713, the total amount reported being $1,131,828.30. The war 
claims reported favorably by the republican committee of the Forty- 
third Congress exceeds the amount reported by the democratic com- 
mittee of the Forty-fourth Congress over $500,000! 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I came to this House with the 
desire, beforo taking my oath of office, to do equal and exact 8 
to all parts of this Union. We had been divided. We had como 
together. Wehad a common 8 and whatever men may think, 
in my day dreams and in my night dreams Virginia and the Caroli- 
nas and Georgia are a part of my country, and no man can take away 
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my interest in them. My comrades and brethren have shed their 
blood for my right to this, and when I am called upon to act in 
regard to the interests of Virginia I am acting for my country, and I 
will do for Virginia all I would do for New York or all I would do 
for my earlier home, a part of which is represented by the gentleman 
who has spoken this afternoon on the aflirmative of this question. 
Beyond all this my oath as a Representative in Congress placed an 
additional obligation upon me. I swore to faithfully discharge my 
duty as a Representative in Con and that duty, as I interpret 
my oath, can only be dischar, by looking after the interests of 
every portion of our extended country. 

Now, let us look this matter of repaying the losses of William and 
Mary College in the face. My friends who know me here know that 
I shall call things by their right names. I am not to be told by any 
Virginia gentleman here, though 1 t him as my peer upon this 
floor—Virginia is well represented here—I am not to be told that 
I may not talk abont matters of the past. How comes William and 
Mary College here? She comes here to ask pay for losses which she 
sustained, because she went into rebellion. True, she graduated 
Washington. It is an honor to her. She graduated many other great 
men. I, too, had the benefit of a collegiate education; but my col- 
lege has not taken an inventory. [Laughter.] I came originally 
from Massachusetts, a proud State; but she has not an inventory. 
She does not come here to the National Congress or before the world, 
claiming anything upon her inventory. My friend from New York here, 
[Mr. CHITTENDEN, ] in his commercial business, always took an inven- 
tory once a year; and from what I have heard here in regard to this 
William and Mary College, I should think that the commercial inter- 
ests—I mean the congressional interests which seem to be strongly 
the commercial interests of Virginia, take an inventory, as my friend 
from New York did, once a year or perhaps oftener. We do not talk 
so much about our great men; but I shall not stand in the presence 
of the National Congress and admit that Virginia has anything to 
boast of in her great men over the land that produced the Adamses 
and the Winthrops and the land that produced George Clinton, Will. 
iam H. Seward, Silas Wright, and Martin Van Buren. [A Voice: “And 
Webster.”] I am going to talk about Webster in another part of 
what I have to say. He will appear in an entirely different connec- 
tion. [Langhter.] 

Now this college bas produced great men; she has great and dear 
traditions; buf why did she not follow the traditions of her great 
men? Did William and Mary, when she sent thirty-two out of her 
thirty-five teachers and all her pupils into the rebel army, follow the 
doctrines of Washington in his farewell address? Did she in teach- 
ing secession and rebellion for thirty years before the war, by which 
the Hotspurs of the South were stirred up to drag the common people 
into four years of bloodshed and war and destruction and misery— 
did she in all this follow the teachings of Washington or Jefferson 
or any others of her t men of the early times whose names are 
presented here to-day? Did Mason, when he went to carry the mes- 
sage of the Confederate States to Great Britain, think that he was 
following in the footsteps of that other Mason, his kinsman, who 
talked of the abolition of slavery on his way to the national conven- 
tion to look after the early interests of the colonies? It is because 
this college forgot her great men that she comes here to-day sup- 
pliant, cringing, begging for money at the hands of those whose sons 
she has caused to lie down in bloody graves by the side of her own 
sons that she hounded on to death and destruction. 

“Ah! but Virginia is proud of this institution!” Well she may be. 
I will say nothing against it. But William and Mary College counted 
the cost. She taught rebellion; she went into rebellion. She sent her 
sons intorebellion. Why should she not take the consequences? My 
northern friends, why should she not take the consequences? 

It is said that there is no precedent for this thing. There is a pre- 
cedent, quoted by Benjamin Franklin in the struggle with Great 
Britain. One day, said Franklin, a man was peaceably walking in 
the streets of London when a Frenchman ran out with a heated poker 
in his hand and wanted to apply it to the man’s body. The man 
kicked him out of his way. en the Frenchman said, ‘‘ Monsieur 
vill not let me do zat zing, but he vill not be so unjust and mean as 
to refuse to pay me for heating ze pokaire.” [Laughter.] Here is a 
case on all fours with the case mado by the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Goopr.] Virginia did not destroy the Union. Oh, no! Wil- 
iam and Mary College did not destroy the Union! She and her 
admirals and her judges and her Presidents did not destroy the Union. 
No; those Presidents and those admirals and those other great men 
were in their graves; they were under ground; they were where a 
man’s last year’s potatoes are. The best of the potato was under the 
ground. I will not be unkind enough to say that Virginia keeps the 
tops to-day above ground; but these excellent potatoes were all under 
ground when the rebellion broke out. And the Union was not de- 
stroyed and Old Virginia is confident that we will not refuse to pay 
wi iam and Mary College for her thirty years’ labor in heating the 
poker. 

But we are told that we must go into this thing because Virginia 
loves Massachusetts! How warm this affection is for Massachusetts! 
Massachusetts every once in a while sends out a man that has an 
aptness for being caressed. [Langhter.] Virginia talked to Webster; 
she told him she would make him President; that he was bound to 
glory. I am not certain but that he had the smiles of beauty shining 


on him, as they are given on some other occasions, to coax him from 


the path of his education, the path where his conscience and his God 


told him to go. But when the spider had got the Massachusetts fly 
into his parlor and into his net, what good did it do him? No Vir- 
inian remembered Webster at the presidential convention. No, no; 
say to your Massachusetts Websters, I say to your Massachusetts 
Lorings, I say to your Massachusetts Hoars, when Virginia has used 
you she will cast you off as an cia gas | thing. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] “Oh, but,” says my learned and eloquent friend from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. LORING,] “ we have had a Centennial!” Yes, sir; Iwas 
here, and I remember when an appropriation of $1,500,000 was asked 
as a loan from the Government upon good security, security that 
would return us and did return us every dollar, for the celebration 
of the one hundredth anniversary of American Independence, I find 
that on that occasion Virginia, for whom we are to have a new Cen- 
tennial Fourth of July, gave to the negative side these votes: Mr 
CABELL, Mr. DouGias, Mr. GOODE, Mr. Terry, and Mr, WALKER. Vir- 
inia gave but one vote in favor of the Fourth of July of the one 
undredth year of our existence; and that vote was given by a “ car- 
pet-bagger” by the name of Stowell; a man whom I heard a gentle- 
man from Virginia bearing the name of JoHN Goope taunt in this 
House with being a native of Vermont, addressing him as “ the gen- 
tleman from Vermont.” My Northern friends, democratic and repub- 
lican, lay not the unction to your souls. If you are fooled, you are 
fooled with your eyes open. š 

Now my friend from Maine [Mr. REED] has taken the bread ont of 
my mouth. [Laughter.] He said abont all I could say, except these 
very few illustrations which I have presented. [Langhter.] 

I do not stand in the way of Virginia. I will aid her in anything 
and everything which I may properly do to enhance her prosperity. 
If Virginia will build a cotton-factory to-morrow somewhere up the 
valleys of her hundred beautiful rivers I will vote for a tariff to pro- 
tect the products. [Laughter.] If God in His providence should 
lead Virginia to build a ship, I will vote for a subsidy for that ship. 
[Laughter.] Not that Is vote for any other; but if Virginia wi 
do anything in order to promote the welfare and happiness of her 
people except talk democratic politics, [laughter,] I am with them. 

Oh, but Virginia loves Massachusetts. [Laughter.] I had almost 
forgotten how much she loved her. Massachusetts had great men; 
Massachnsetts had Sir Harry Vane, and certain other great men. 
But, sir, within two weeks—— j 

r. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman vote to take 
off the tax on Virginia’s tobacco which now oppresses her ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. No. The man who is not willing 
to pay for the tobacco he chews does not deserve to have any. [Long- 
continued applause and laughter.] The man who is not willing to 
pay the duty on the beautiful peach brandy they distill down in 

orth Carolina is not worthy to drink it. When he wanis peach 
brandy, if it is half as delicious as represented, he can afford to pay 
the duty on it, and not in a mean and niggardly spirit take the duty 
off tobacco and whisky and brandy and put it on the women’s drink, 
tea and coffee. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ams ing in my own hour. 
I have not a great deal further to say, but I have the floor; I am talk- 
ing good honest truth. [Laughter and applause, and cries of “Go 
on!“ I want to show how fraternal I am, and, above all, to the old 
North State. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend his remarks, as his 
time has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Iam speaking in my own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has oceupied the time yielded 
to him by the gentleman from Maine—sixteen minutes. 

Several MEMBERS moved to extend the time. 

Mr. BRIGHT. How much time do yon want? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. About twenty minutes, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move the gentleman from New York be allowed 
roceed for twenty minutes. 
he CHAIRMAN, Is there objection ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. In this fraternal feeling which 

exists, of course there is no objection. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man will proceed. 

Mr. STEELE, I move the gentleman from New York have leave 
to proceed as long as he pleases. 


to 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I only want twenty minutes. 
Mr. STEELE. As long as his wind holds out. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I will not be as hard on the Houso 


as that. Ihave nothing but feelings of kindness toward the old North 
State. Iwant to set her up before the country as she really stands 
in the galaxy. She has set herself at work; if she can foster manu- 
factures at home she is doing it; if a black man wants to work thers 
she lots him work; if a carpet-bagger wants to work there she lets 
him work; if a southern man wants to work and he is naturally a little 
better than a northern man, she lets him work, [Great laughter.] 
God bless the old North State! I wish the whole South were on the 
samo footing. 

Ihavevery little more tosay. Iwas proceeding, when interrupted, 
to speak of the love Virginia felt for Massachusetts and her t 
men. Sir, the blood of Massachusetts at home, the blood of Massa- 
chusetts which setiled all over the North and West, the blood of 
Massachusetts represented on the other side of the House and on this 
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side of the Honse, had a specimen within two weeks of how much 
Virginia loved Massachusetts. I never shall forget how the wind 
blew, and the thunder roared, and the storm came, and how the rain 
beat upon this House when the gentleman from Virginia, LMr. HAR- 


NIS, ] who sits before me, blew the horn, the y horn, and told 
them they must turn out from the seat to which he was legally 
elected a man from Massachusetts equal in education, equal in capac- 
ity, equal in social position and refinement to any man Massachu- 
setts ever raised, or any man Virginia ever raised since the landing 
of the first pilgrim on Plymouth rock, when my ancestors came over, 
and every Virginian walked up like a little man [laughter] and 
showed his love for Massachusetts. And let me tell my friond up 
there from Massachusetts you will never find yourself in such a posi- 
tion but you will find Virginia just as magnanimous. [Laughter.] 

Individually, I have no quarrel with the gentlemen from Virginia. 
They are most able Representatives and most agreeable and excellent 
gentlemen; but they are trained in the Old Virginia school of politics, 
and that is a complete perversion of the Assembly’s catechism. The 
catechism that has been taught for the last hundred years in Vir- 
gnis is: “What is the chief end of man? The chief end of man is 

o promote the success of the democratic party.” [Laughter.] That 
is about the end that Virginia has attained in the last hundred years. 
I will not find fault with Virginia further than I am obliged to; but 
I say to you that Virginia, after a hundred years with a single indus- 
try, is found backing up her little wagon to the rest of the world to 

if they will not load a little of their surplus into the State that 
devotes all her energies to politics; a State that started ahead of all 
the rest in natural advantages for uniary prosperity. She had 
more highly-educated men than any State except Massachusetts; she 
had more wealth and more power and influence than any other State. 

Look at New Jersey—my friends from New Jersey must pardon 
me, I feel that I must vindicate the truth of history—New Jersey, 
that God made the last of all that was made. [Laughter.] We have 
veritable statistics to show that when God had done the work of 
creation he had a load of sand over and dumped it down on the shore 
of the Atlantic, and called it New Jersey. [Great laughter.] But 
New Jersey was not settled with cavaliers. New ee was settled 
with mudsills, and New Jersey went to work while Virginia went 
into politics. And now the wealth of New Jersey is immense simply 
because New Jersey went to work. The Yankee notions produced by 
Newark every year will buy out, body and breeches, any thoroughly 
democratic State in the Union. [Laughter.] It is because they 
e mudsills 8 pijn they yoe I do 3 play tho 

ema, è. ere is nothing in my hi and nothing in my 
blood that would induce me todo 50. 1 snips old man and it is too 
late for me to set up for . I am not like one gentleman in 
this House—not afraid of being called a demagogue. I am too old for 
that. Some may succeed in it but I cannot. It will not do. Iam 
talking what is ’s truth as affecting the prosperity of this country. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Am I correct in understanding the gentleman to 
say he was not afraid to be called a demagogue? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I said I was too old for that, and 
should hate to be called a demagogue. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Then he is not afraid to be called a demagogue. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Isaid Iwas. There is nothing 
in my history and nothing in my associations to lead me to believe 
that a man without property is better or worse than a man with it. 
But I do believe that a man in any walk of life that labors diligent] 
in any calling, whether with property or without property, is wo 
a hundred politicians that simply work with their brains. 

Now, the other day—and I want to speak kindly to him—I listened 
with profound admiration to my friend from Georgia, [Mr BLOUNT, ] 
of the Committee on Appropriations. And I agreed with him in very 
much that he said about the impropriety of putting another burden 
upon the backs of the overburdened people of this country. And I 
ha ve heard also from the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIOIIr, ] 
who has just honored me with his beautiful countenance that always 
cheers but never inebriates, [laughter,] about keeping the burdens 
off the peepee. What is pro here? It is pore to cut the 
throat of the Jaboring people of this country with a silver knife hav- 
ing a jeweled handle, perhaps presented to us from the hand of 
beauty. Cut away, gentlemen, but you will not have my throat to 
cut. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylyania. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CONGER. I will give way forthat motion, if it is undorstood 
that 1 am recognized as having the floor. 

The motion that the committee rise was 5 to. 

The committee accordingly roso; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Knapp reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had under consideration the private Calendar, and par- 
ticularly the bill (H. R. No. 189) to reimburse the College of William 
and Mary, in Virginia, for property destroyed during the late war, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syarpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill 


(H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to employ 
temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; also 
making appropriations for detecting trespass on tho public lands and 
for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other 
pepaes further insisted on its amendments numbered 7 and 8, 

isagreed to by the House of Representatives; asked a further con- 
ference with the House upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on said amendments, and had appointed as conferees on tho part of 
the Senate Mr. Wixpom, Mr. DORSEY, and Mr. BECK. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, by unanimous consent, the bill (II. N. 
No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Government for the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1878, and 
for prior years, and for other wal Sy with amendments by the Sen- 
ate, was taken from the Speake s table and the amendments of the 
Senate were non-concu in. 

Mr. FOSTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were non-concurred in; and also moved that tho 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Tho latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. No. a appropriations for the consular and diplomatio 
service of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for 
other purposes, with amendments by tho Senate, was taken from tho 
Speaker's table. 

Mr. SINGLETON, I move that the House insist on its disagreo- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and agree to the request of 
the Senate for a committee of conference. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
Mr, SINGLETON, Mr. SPARKS, and Mr. HALE. 


MONUMENT OVER JEFFERSON'S GRAVE. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask unanimous consent to offer the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That inasmuch as to-morrow, Saturday, is Thomas Jefferson's birthday, 
said day be set apart for the consideration of the bill introduced by Mr. Cox in 
reference to a monument over his grave. 


: The SESE EES Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
ution 

Mr. DUNNELL and others objected. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Who objected? 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen did. The resolution is not be- 
fore the House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Mr. SPARKS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 
pa age vo reported back the petition of 400 workingmen of Pitts- 

urgh, for an appropriation to enable them to proceed to and occupy 
the public lands as cultivators, and sundry other petitions of a simi 
import, and moved that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Sect DUNNELL. This petition belongs to the Committee on Appro- 

ations. : 

E The SPEAKER. But the Committee on 3 ask to be 
dise from the further consideration of this subject. 

Mr. ELL. These petitioners ask for an appropriation, and 
that is all they do ask for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a left-handed move on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations to say that they do not 
8 to give them any sucl: appropriation. 

The motion of Mr. SPARKS was agreed to. 


ARMY REGULATIONS. 

On motion of Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
868) to provide for a code of Army regulations was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

GEORGE A. ARMES. 


Mr. MAISH. By an inadvertence a clerical error crept into the 
bill restoring the name of George A. Armes to the rank of captain 
in the Army; the word “and” was inserted cont ta I ask that 
that error be corrected in the enrollment of the b 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


WILLIAM LONDON. 

On motion of Mr. HASKELL, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 712) granting a pension to William London was taken from the 
Speaker's tablo, read a first and sccond time, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Mr. FOSTER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Pendin 
move that when the House adjourns t 
Monday next. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope not; I hope we shall havo a session to- mor- 
row for the consideration of an e eee bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that to-morrow is the day assigned 
for the announcement of the death of the late J. Edwards Leonard, 
a member from the State of Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER. To-morrow at two o'clock it is understood that 
the Louisiana delegation will announce the death of Mr. J. E. Leon- 
ard, and that time is assigned for the memorial addresses in relation 
to Mr. Leonard. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I did not understand that. 

Mr. SPARKS. Then withdraw your motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I desire to withdraw the motion I 

ust made. 
$ The question was taken on Mr, Fosrzn's motion, and it was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and thirty-five minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


the motion to adjourn, I 
y it adjourn to meet on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Shea, widowed mother of 
Miles Shea, late of Company H, Seventh Connecticut Infantry, that 
the charge of desertion against her son be removed to enable her to 
obtain a pension refused on that ground—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of 76 citizens of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts, nst the revival of the income tax—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina: The petition of citizens of North 
Carolina, for the application of the proceeds of sales of public lands 
ular education—to the Committee on Education 


By Mr. HOUSE: The 8 of professors of Vanderbilt Univer- 
sity, that microscopical slides and lenses be transmitted through the 
mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES, of Ohio: The petitions of J. B. Breckenridge and 
others, and of J. M. Fisk and others, of Morrow County, Ohio, against 
the reduction of the tariff on wools and woolens—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of C. S. Mason and 22 others of 
Farmington, Connecticut, for the amendment of the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Hetty 
Dunning, of Christian County, Kentucky—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of John Gallaher, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr, O'NEILL: The petition of W. S. Russell, president of the 
Philadelphia (Pennsylvania) Cotton Exchange, and others, for mail 
compensation for 8 American steamers with competition for 
mail service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By bl Ring eb The petition of rong hana coke, = Nicode- 
mus, Graham County, Kansas, emigran m Kentucky, Tennessee, 
and other States, by their 3 M. H. Smith, and secretary, S. 
P. Rountree, for relief to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of the Ocean Insurance Company of 
Portland, Maine, and others, insurers and ship-owners, for an appro- 
priation to enable the Light-House Board to purchase and place at such 
points on the coast as such board may deem necessary the Courteney 
automatic buoy—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of Abraham Forrey, for an 
increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of Washington Booth, 8. M. Shoe- 
maker, Shaw Brothers, John Merryman & Co., and 104 others, mer- 
chants, shippers, ship-owners, ship-builders, and ship-masters of Bal- 
timore, Maryland, against the transfer of tho life-saving service to 
the Navy ut to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Alexander M.Templeton, for compensation for 
a horse lost during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of Baker Brothers and others, of 
Staunton, Virginia, that the duty on sugar be at so much per pound 
1 regard to color or quantity to the Committee of Ways and 

cans, 

Also, the petition of citizens of Virginia, against the establishment 
of tobacco 8 rt warehouses—to the same committee. 
le and resolutions adopted at a public meeting of citi- 
ynehburgh, Vi approving the bill for the construction 
of the Texas Pacific Rai reported to the House of Representa- 
3 for its passage by Congress to the Committee on the Pa- 
cific z 

By Mr. TURNER: Papers relating to tho establishment of a t- 
route from Frenchburgh to Young’s Springs, Kentucky—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Papers relating to the claim of Rear- 
2 Stembel, United States Navy-to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 
By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of merchants, bank- 
ers, and other citizens of New York, against the reimposition of the 
income tax—to the Committce of Ways and Means, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, April 13, 1878. 
Habs House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


INDEXING REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. BICKNELL, I am instructed by the Committee on the Ro- 
vision of the Laws of the United States to ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill No. 1014, requiring the commissioner for preparin 
and publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the Uni 
States to revise and perfect the index of the first volume of the same, 
3 from the Speaker's table for consideration and passage at 

is time. ' 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill provides that it shall be the duty of the commissioner ap- 
pointed under the act of Con entitled “An act to provide for 
the preparation and publication of anew edition of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States,” approved March 2, 1877, to revise and 

rfect the index of the new edition of volume 1 of the Revised 

tatutes therein mentioned, under the direction of the Secretary of 
State; and that the n nses therefor, including such rea- 
sonable additional compensation as shall be allowed by the Secre 
of State, shall be paid out of the Treasury, and a sum of money suffl- 
cient therefor is hereby appropriated. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table and read a first and second time. 

The 1 was upon ordering the bill to be read a third timo. 

Mr. BICKNELL. o object of this bill is to prens & better index 
for the first volume of the Revised Statutes. The present index is 
extremely defective ; a better one is absolutely necessary. The pres- 
ent reviser is not authorized to make a better index; all that he is 
required to do is to incorporate in the present index references to his 
own additions to the volume. The Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws have instructed me to make the . I have made; they aro 
unanimously in favor of the passage of the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. : 

. BICKNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD, 


Mr. ELAM. Ihave received a letter from my eaten. [Mr. Exxis,] 
in which he states that it is not his purpose to call up to-day the 
resolutions he introduced some time since in relation to the death of 
Judge Leonard, of Louisiana. The reason is that several gentlemen 
who wish to deliver memorial addresses are not now here. My col- 
league through me asks consent of the House for permission to take 
up those resolutions on Thursday next at two o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The House will take notice of the intimation 
which has been made by the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ELaM.] 


GRAVE OF THOMAS JEFFERSON. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the attention of the House for one 
moment. This is the anniversary of Jefferson’s birthday, the 13th of 
April. I am directed by the Joint Committee on the Library to re 
back, with an amendment, a joint resolution which was referred to 
that committeemaking a appropriation for the repair of themon- 
ument to the memory of Thomas Jefferson, the ap sip ian to be 
expended under the control of the State Departmen will not take 
up the time of the House in further explaining the matter, for the 
joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk will explain itself, 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which 
objections will be in order. 

o joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) for the erection of a monument 
over the uprave of Thomàs Jefferson provides that there shall be appro- 
priated the sum of $2,500, or so much thereof as is n , forthe 
erection of a suitable monument over the grave of Thomas Jefferson 
8 Monticello, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

tate. 

The amendment was to add to the joint resolution the following: 


Provided, That the owners of the estate upon which said grave is situated shall 
first quitclaim to the United States all right of property to two rods aquaro of tho 
— * — and including the grave, and grant to the public the free right 
of access there 


Mr. REAGAN. Will this prevent the morning hour? 
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The SPEAKER. It has no connection whatever with the morning | was a great lover of the cause of education. In fact, the climax of 


ur. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr, FOSTER. I dislike to object. 

Mr. ore New York. Allow me to make a statement beforehand. 

Mr. FOSTER. What I would be willing to agree to would be to 
appropriate a sum of money to fittingly commemorate here in the city 
of Washington the memory of Thomas Jefferson. It seems to me that 
it is a disgrace to the State of Virginia to allow Jefferson’s monument 
to get into such a state of decay as it now is in. Let us appropriate 
a sufficient sum of money to properly commemorate here in Washing- 
ton the memory of Thomas Jefferson. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope that the gentleman, having made 
his argument, will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think I must object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope the gentleman will hear me after 
making his statement. 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly I will. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think it is very bar Sie se to make an 
objection, keene to-day. Jefferson did not belong to Virginia, 
but tothe whole country. If the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. FOSTER] 
could know what I know and what is known by some of our own 
members who have recently visited the resting-place of Thomas Jef- 
ferson, he would not object to the appropriation of this small sum 
almost a pittance—or so much thereof as may be ne for so hon- 
orable and patriotic a purpose. I hope we will give some distin- 
guishing honor to this natal day of Jefferson by passing this joint res- 
olution. Surel, ze 5 friend from Ohio will not persist in his objection. 

Mr. FOSTE would not object to appropriate $50,000, to be 
expended for that purpose here in Washington. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We cannot, that I am aware, bring the 
remains of Jefferson here to Washington. Iwish we could. We can 
at any other time make other provision for monumental honors to him 
at this capital. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask one question of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox.] Is this $2,500 to be expended in the erec- 
tion of a monument? 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, sir, I will say to my friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DUNNELL] that after Jefferson’sdeath there were found in 
his escritoire some memoranda in regard to his geavo jredteape: for 
a shaft of granite, with the inscription which he desired to be placed 
on that monument. That monument is now broken, and the other 
graves and property around it in similar shameful neglect and de- 
cay. This is beyond expression mortifying to those who know the 
origin of our Independence or love the intellectual heroes of our 
elder day. 

The inscription cannot be found. It is all effaced. The monu- 
ment is in a scandalous condition. It will be shameful to the Amer- 
ican people if, when their Representatives know the truth, they do 
not apply the remedy. Every year during the summer pilgrims go 
to Monticello as to a sacred shrine, to see the place where the author 
of the Declaration of Independence lived and where he is buried. I 
do hope that we may do something at least to put that simple grave 
in repair, and hereafter, if the American Congress should choose to 
erect in this city a suitable monument to the great fame of the third 
President of the United States, I shall be among the first to welcome 
any such movement. : 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not raise any objection to the passage of 
this resolation, but I was in hopes that there might have been pro- 
vision also for honoring the grave of another President of the United 
States—Zachary Taylor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that his grave is without even a 
monument to mark the spot where he rests. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I should not object to supporting a 
measure for that purpose at any proper time. 

Mr. HANNA. 1 wish to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] whether the title of the ground on which this monument is to 
be erected is in such a shape that the Government will have the pos- 
session of the monument hereafter? 

Mr. COX, of New York. We leave it to the Secretary of State to 
make proper provision for that pu We provide for obtaining 
title and securing access for the Government and the public as a con- 
rina She to spending any money by the Government. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. § r, I revere the memory of Mr. Jefferson 
above that of almost any other man, especially because he was the 
earnest, constant friend of the common schools, He drafted the 
article in the constitution of Maine relating to education, under the 
influence of which my State stands to-day pre-eminent for the gen- 
eral intelligence of her people. If Virginia had listened to the coun- 
sels of this eminent man and participated in his love for the common 
schools his grave would not now have been a neglected, desolate spot; 
tho Congress of the United States would not have been called upon 
for an appropriation for the restoration of his monument. But, sir, 


TO 
I do not wink to visit upon Mr. Jefferson the sins of his State, and I 
heartily support the proposition of the Library Committee. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I do not wish to engage in any acrimo- 
nious discussion; we had enough of that yesterday. Mr. Jefferscn 


the inscription which he desired placed over his grave was: 


Here was Buried 
Thomas Jefferson 
Author 
of the Declaration of 
ican Independence, 


of 
The Statute of Virginia, 
for Religious Freedom, and 
Father of the University 
of Virginia. 


He even omits from this inscription the fact that he was a Presi- 
dent of the United States. The world would know that, for it is a 
par of dryest history. We all know, too, that he was our great phi- 

osophic teacher, the overshadowingintellect of his time and country. 

We know that he assisted largely in laying the foundations of our 

atness “broad based upon the people's will.” This is his distinguish- 

ng quality and the acme of his fame. Therefore, sir, upon this day 

of all others we should with alacrity and spontaneity pass u measure 

so honorable to his memory and which will reflect some honor upon 
the American Congress. 

The gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. HARDENBERGH, I who lately 
visited Monticello desires to say a few words, and I shall yield to 
him. I fail to see my gallant and accomplished friend from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. MANNING, ] to whose visit to and observation of this neg- 
lected grave I am indebted for the original suggestion of the joint 
resolution which I trust will pass. I yield to the gentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mr. HARDENBERGH.] 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. Mr. Speaker, during a visit last week to 
Monticello and the grave of Jefferson, I met there his great-grandson, 
the son of Thomas Jefferson Randolph. He informed me of a fact I 
never knew before, that the original monument to Thomas Jefferson 
had been all chipped away; that a second one had also been chipped 
away; and a third is now undergoing the same eee unsightly 
structure. Last night a week ago during a heavy gale the lower 

art of the brick wall surrounding the tomb was blown down; but 
it is about to be restored by the family of Dr. Randolph, who now 
have the matter in charge. The inscription is gone; not a trace 
remains. An obelisk stands over the tomb, but the whole site bears 
the evidence of a nation’s noglect. 

It does seem to me that no more fitting time than now could occur 
for passing a measure of this kind. It is fitting that on the anniver- 
sary of Jefferson’s birthday the nation should at last do justice even 
in so small a way to his memory. The title to Monticello has been in 
litigation for a number of years, and I think a judicial decree has 
been made for its sale; but that does not affect the TAYA TETO, which 
isreservedtothefamily. Desolation and ruin mark everything around 
the place. Iwent through the house in which Jefferson lived. There 
is scarcely a whole shingle ire it, except what have been placed there 
within the last few years, The windows are broken; everything is 
left to the mercy of the pitiless storm. The room in which Jefferson 
died is darkened; all around it are the evidences of desolation and 
decay—a standing monument to the ingratitude of a great Republic. 
Let it no longer be said that the framer of our Declaration of Inde- 
pendence lies there moldering with no fitting tomb over his remains 
to commemorate a nation’s gratitude and a nation’s pride in those 
principles which he announced in behalf of human freedom and hap- 
piness throughout the world. 

Sir, on this day, the anniversary of his birth one hundred and 
thirty-five years ago, let us pause in our deliberations and pay this 
feeble tribute to the name and fame of Jefferson. 

Such graves as his are pilgrim-shrines 
Shrines to no codo or ef confined— 


‘The Delphian vales, the Palestines, 
‘The Meccas of the mind. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Iam requested by gentlemen all around 
me to amend the resolution so as to make the appropriation “ $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of State.“ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 8 the joint resolu- 
tion as indicated by the gentleman from New York ? The Chair hears 
none. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved toreconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 


FREIGHT RATES, 


Mr. BACON, by unanimous consent, presented the followin 
amble and resolutions of the Le of the State of New 
which were read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

Whereas there are now before Congress several bills secking to provide for 
equity in 8 5 freights on property by common ers in this 
country: Therefore, 

Res t: G. the senate concur,) That our Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives in Congress assembled be, and they are hereby, requested to use 
their influence to secure the enactment of any wise and equitable law having for 


pre- 
ork; 


1878. 
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its object the preven 
ination in rates of freight imposed by common carriers upon property transpo! 


by them in this gira E 
Resolved, That the clerk of the Assembly be directed to transmit a of the 
foregoing preamble and resolution to each Senator and Member of the House of 


„ from the State of New York. 
á l EDW. M. JOHNSON, Clerk. 
In senato. April 5, 1878, concurred in. 
By order. 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


TRANSFER OF LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 


Mr. BACON also, by unanimous consent, presented the following 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of New York; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, (if the senate concur,) That the e of the State of New York, 
through their representatives in the ture, do hereby protest tothe 
honorable the ne spo the United States against the the bill intro- 
duced by Senator ENT, whereby it is p to transfer the control of the 


o 
life-saving servico on the seal and the lake coasts from the to the 


ecessarily disorganizing effect upon the crews, and 3 9 
of those who 


resentatives in and Congress to oppose 
= j EDW. M. JOHNSON, Olerk. 
In senate, April 4, 1878, concurred in. 
By order. 


JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF TARIFF DUTIES. 


Mr. KELLEY. Ioffer the following resolution calling for informa- 
tion from the Treasury. It may be proper to say the information has 
been already preparer I desire to get it for the whole House in- 
stead of for a few members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T „ That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
requested to furnish thi ouse with a detailed statement of the articles enu- 
merated in the “ bill to impose duties u foreign imports,” &o. (H. R. No. 4106) 
abpwing in parallel columns the rates of duty pro therein and the present 
rates of duty, the quantities and values of imported commodities which entered 
into consumption in the United States during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1877, 
and the amount of duties computed thereon at the rates named in said bill, 


Mr. CONGER. On the 3d of this month, on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Rhode Island, [Mr. BALLov, I the Committee of aye 
and Means was directed by this House to have prepared and pu 
lished for the use of the House a comparative statement of the duties 
under the present tariff and under the change of duties proposed in 
the new tariff bill. From that day to this, notwithstan ing the in- 
structions of the House, notwithstanding the desire of the House, I 
am informed that committee have made no preparation for the pub- 
lication of that statement. I have sent to the document-room repeat- 
edly for it. I very much desire, before the committee introduce any 
new proposition of that kind, to have fulfilled the peremptory order 
of the House by the 12 of that statement. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say, on receiving the resolution of the 
House, the Committee of Ways and Means transmitted it to the 
Treasury 5 and that, on my inquiry from time to time of 
the matter, I learned it had been sent to the House. On my last in- 

e three days ago, I was informed it had gone to the printer 
the y before and would be ready for distribution as soon as it came 
from the Printing Office. This resolution contemplates not only that 
information, but a detailed statement of the items and amounts 
received. It has been already pre Ihave examined it. There 
is, I am informed, a copy of it in the hands of a member of this House, 
and not a member of Committee of Ways and Means. And it is 
very desirable such information should be before every member when 
we come to discuss the pending tariff bill in detail. I presume the 
paper called for by the resolution of the gentleman from Rhode Isl- 
and LMr. eb; referred to by the gentleman from Michigan 
is now in the hands of the proper officer of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that he has made in- 
quiry about this paper this morning, and learned it was in the hands 
of the printer and would be soon published. 

Mr. CONGER. I received a telegram from the Public Printer yes- 
terday or the day before that no such paper had been sent to his office, 
and I intended to-day to take the opportunity to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that such an important document as that, for 
some reason or other, was not yet prepared by the Committee of Ways 
and Means and not yet sent to the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have been informed since I last addressed the 
Speaker that the messenger of the Committee of Ways and Means 
has carried that statement to the printer. I was informed three or 
four days age by the Clerk that it had been sent. I suppose some 
misunderstanding or accident prevented its early carriage, but the 
messenger tells me he delivered it this morning to the printer. 

Mr. CONGER. The reason I speak of it is this: although Iam not 
complaining too much that the remarks of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and my own remarks are suppressed in the 
Recorp, I di ö order of the House would receive 
some attention from the committee. 


tion of violent and injurious fluctuations and unjust a Mr. KELLEY. I am myself, as a member of the committee, as anx- 


ious to get that paper as the gentleman from Michigan can be. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say he has made inquiry 
from time to time as to this and he believes there has been no neglect 
in regard to it. 

Mr. BALLOU. I would like to ask the gentleman if the items that 
are made free in the new bill will appear in the statement. 

Mr. MORRISON. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he will 
so amend his resolution of inquiry as that we should be informed 
what articles are to be put on the free list which are now on the 
dutiable list, and vice versa. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have no objection to the amendment suggested 
by the gentleman from Illinois. But I will say to the gentleman that 
it is impossible for any statistician to answer those questions, as they 
can only be determined as the bill now stands when points shall be 
adjudicated by the Supreme Court of the United States. There can 
oy. be given a reasonable guess as to what are to be on the free list 
and what articles are to be transferred to the dutiable list. 

Mr. MORRISON. I would like to have the gentleman so amend 
his resolution as to give us even the guesses of the Department. 

Mr. KELLEY. I am quite willing to accept the ification sug- 


ted. 

Ile. BURCHARD. I wish to say one word as to this. To my per- 
sonal knowledge the clerk of the Committee of Ways and Means im- 
mediately proceeded to execute the order of the House. It was a 
Jabor that required a good deal of care to prepare those tables if they 
were to be accurate; and, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
remarked, it required information from the Treasury Department. 
I do not think there has been any delay on the part of the committee 
or the clerk of the committee. The gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Woop, ] the chairman of the committee, is absent or he would prob- 
ably be able to give the gentleman from Michigan precise informa- 
tion as tothe matter. But I know personally that the clerk has been 
at work upon it, and that he went immediately at work on the tables 
which the House directed to be prepared. 

Mr. CONGER. I could not understand how the committee could 
work several months on those changes of the tariff which they have 
been considering without having these facts before them. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks this debate is not in order. Is 
there objection to the introduction of the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE ON TARIFF. 

Mr. KELLEY. Before I leave the floor I desire, at the uest of 
a number of gentlemen, to ask that an evening session may be held 
on Monday, for debate only, when a number of gentlemen who have 
speeches prepared on the tariff bill and who are likely to be com- 
pelled to leave the city for a few days desire to speak. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks that the 
House direct an evening session to be held on Monday at half past 
seven o'clock, no business to be transacted and to be confined to 
speeches on the subject of the tariff. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to add as an amendment to the 8 
proposition that there be evening sessions on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
and Thursday, for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar 
reported by the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Texas to make that motion immediately after action is taken on the 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Is there objection 
to assigning the session of Monday evening at half past seven o’clock 
to debate on the tariff, no business to be transac 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


EVENING SESSIONS FOR CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. MILLS. I now move that there be evening sessions of the 
House on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, of next week, at half 
t seven o’clock, for the consideration exclusively of bills on the 
rivate Calendar from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. EDEN. Nothing else to be in order except the pension bills? 

Mr.CONGER. I suggest that the order should also embrace reports 
from the Pension Committee. 

Mr. RAINEY. I was abont, as a member of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, to make that request. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope there will be no objection 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Texas, If the Private Cal- 
endar is not considered in some such way there will be a denial of 
relief to a great many worthy applicants. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Why not proceed with the business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar in its order as on objection day ? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think that wonld be the proper way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Texas provides much the most expedient way. It is cus- 
tomary to do this every session of Congress. It takes off the Private 
Calendar all the revolutionary pension bills, and all the invalid pen- 
sion bills arising out of the late war, and gives immediate relief in 
such cases as have been passed upon. It gives alsoto the Senate time 


to consider these 

bills and pass them. The Chair hopes unanimous consent will be 
ven. 

8 RAINEY. I wish to say this: that the Committee on Invalid 


before the adjournment of this session of 


Pensions have not had for some time an 8 to report bills, 
and I think it is desirable that that should be included in the busi- 
ness assi for the evening sessions, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will include that. The gentleman 
from South Carolina, [Mr. RaI xxx, ] a member of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, desires that the gentleman from Texas shall include 
in his proposition that the committee may be allowed to report i gg 
matters of the same character as those which are to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, so that the proposition will be in this shape: 
that these evening sessions be set apart for reports of the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions and Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
- for consideration of the bills of that committee as in Committee of 
the Whole. 
) Mr. MILLS. And as objection day. 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to 
defer this matter for one week longer for this reason, that we expect 
to get up the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
next Monday, after the ee oe and I will state that one of my 
colleagues on the committee [Mr. Foster] will be obliged to leave 
this city at the latter part of next week, and we want, therefore, if we 
can, to di of that bill next week. 

The SP The Chair thinks that the Committee on Appro- 
priations can have all the day sessions of next week. 
Mr. DURHAM. I merely stated the reason why I made the request 


of the gentleman from Texas. 
The SPEAKER, The Chairs i is that it is a bad time to 
consider appropriation bills at night. 

Mr. , of Pennsylvania. May I inquire if at these evenin 


sessions bills that have been objected to on the Private Calendar 
be considered. 

The SPEAKER. If pension bills they will be considered. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it distinctly understood that this does not include 
any general ion bills which may be pending before the House? 

The SP. R. The Chair understands that the motion relates 
only to revolutionary-pension bills and invalid-pension bills. The 
other bills to which the gentleman from Maine refers are probably 
upon the public Calendar, and the object of this motion is to strip 
the Private Calendar of a vast amount of business so that it will not 
only be doing justice to those applicants for pensions whose claims 
have been passed upon favorably, but also to the other bills which 
would not otherwise be reached in consequence of the Calendar being 
so full. If there be no objection, the motion of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] will be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my ion. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is a misunderstanding about this matter. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] desired that the evening 
sessions should be considered as objection days, and now J under- 
stand him to withdraw that suggestion. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It was the gentleman from Texas who made 
that proposition. 

Mr. My proposition was that the bills be considered as 
on objection day. 

Mr. KEIFER. We want to know which way it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, wants to correct the statement 
which he made a few moments since. The Chair thought that that 
was not embraced in the original proposition, but was suggested by 
the gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. CoNGER, j and when the gentle- 
man from Michi wi w his proposition in that t the 
Chair . t all pension appropriation bills within class 
mentioned would come up for consideration, and it would not be 
within the power of a single member to object, but the gentleman 
from Texas now states that his original proposition included that 
the bills should be as on objection day. The House must understand, 
then, that this unanimous consent was given for the consideration 
of the bills referred to on the evenings named, as on objection day. 

Mr. MILLS. When the bills are first called in their order on the 
Calendar one objection can them over, and when they are called 
a second time it takes five objections. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
of considering the Been ini appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Will we have no morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to determine. 

The question was taken on Mr. BLount’s motion; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 110, noes 55, 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the House goes into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, I ask that the clerk of the Committee on 
ope reo be allowed upon the floor during the consideration of 


No objection was made, and the leave was ted. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of tho Whole 


on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair,) and 
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28 to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations 
‘or the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

. BLOUNT. I did not make a motion to close the general debate 
upon this bill in the House, and unless the committee desires other- 
wise, I shall ask that such time be allowed for general debate as will 
enable me to make such general statements as may be necessary to 
present the main features of the bill to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wonld state that general debate has 
not been limited on this bill. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam aware of that, but I ask unanimous consent 
that debate be limited to such time as may be necessary for me to 
make a general statement of the main features of the bi 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his proposition moro 
9 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that such time may be allowed for general 
debate as will be needed to enable me to present to the House the 
main features of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not exceeding an hour, and I have no idea that I 
will occupy that time. 

Mr. BEEBE. Can the Committee of the Whole limit the time for 
general debate ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then I object to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 
proceed. 

Mr.LUTTRELL. There are many members here who are upon com- 
mittees which have important bills to consider, and we would like 


to know of the gentleman from eld LMr. BLOUNT] when he pro- 
to p to consider this bill by paragraphs for amendment. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Ishall take some time to state what the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations have done in regard tothis bill. When I have 

finished that statement, I will then move that the committee rise for 

the purpose of closing general debate and enabling the committee to 
roceed with the consideration of the bill by paragraphs under the 
‘Wir LUTTRELL. Does the gentleman propose 

r. e the tleman to commenco the 
five-minute debate upon this bili to-day 7 ni 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The gentleman understands that another mat- 
ter has been set down for two o’clock to-day. 

The CHAIRMAN. That matter has been postponed until Thurs- 
Sy next at two o’clock. 

r. BLOUNT, The Committee on Appropriations have presented 
to the House a bill making appro riations for the postal service for tho 
next fiscal year of the sum o: $33, 090, The appropriations which 
were made for the current fiscal year for this purpose amounted to 
$34,078,143. The estimates for the coming fiscal pe were $36,427,771. 
The difference between the 5 for the current fiscal year 
and those contained in the bill now under consideration for the next 
fiscal year is $987,770 in favor of the bill now under consideration. 

It is a well-known fact that the service of the United States 
is continually wing wing with the population, growing with 
the increase of the public business. I have before me a table, which 
will be found upon 134 of the report of the Postmaster-General 
made at the 3 this session of Co from which I wi 
read a few figures illustrative of the rapid growth of this service. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1866, the cost for the railway serv- 
ice was 592; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, it was 
$6,502,771; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, it was $9,543,134, 
and for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1877, it was $9,053,936. 

The star service inthe mean time has been always increasing, both 
in the annual cost of transportation and in the number of miles of 
routes. The cost of the steamboat service is varied ; it is now less 
than it was in 1870. There have been variations, some years an in- 
crease and some years a decrease. 

On page 145 of the report of the Postmaster-General will be found 
a statement, including, among other items, the increase per cent. in 
the growth of the way mail service in this country. It will be 
noticed that that rate of increase has kept pace in its retrograde 
movement with the repression of the business of the country. In 
1871 the increase per cent. was 13.96; in 1872, 16.21; in 1873, 9.40; in 
1874, 6.74; in 1875, 3.47; in 1876, 3.23; and in 1877, 3.04. Thisshows 
that during the last fiseal year the increase in the railway service 
has been less than for any other od since the war. Nevertheless 
there is, it will be observed, a slight increase. 

The question then arises, how has it been possible for the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to bring forward a -service bill reducing 
the expenditures of the Post-Office De ent? This is mainly at- 
tributable to three items. In the first place we have dotermined to 
change the method of compensating fourth-claas postmasters. Under 
the present system the basis for adjusting their compensation is tho 
amount of stamps sold by them; at least, that is the . itom. 
This bill pro to return to the old plan of the cancellation of 
stamps. The Committee on Appropriations have taken as their method 
of accomplishing this purpose the fourth section of the bill Sp pas 
from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads by the distin- 
guished gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. WADDELL, ] the chair- 
man of that committee, They feel assured of the correctness of that 
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plan from their confidence in the ability of the members composing 
that committee, and because of its recommendation by the Post- 
master-General, and the general assent to it by every person con- 
nected with the postal service. The Postmaster-General, on pages 
XxXII and xxi of his report, uses this language: 

I desire especially to call attention to a matter which has been earnestly dwelt 
upon ay my twoimmediate and to insist, as the aie, upon the urgent 
n ty for a chango in the method of adjusting the es of postmasters at 
fourth-class offices. In this class are embraced all offices to which appointment is 
not dential, or more than 96 per cent. of the whole number, so it must be 
evidentthatany eviland mischievous influences affecting the management of fourth- 
class offices must be potent and far-reaching in their effects. Under e law, 

tmasters in charge of this class of offices derive their salaries almost entirely 

m a very large * on their sales of postage - stamps, while the salaries 

of presidential offices, having once been adjusted according to law, remain un- 
eban, until a new adjustment is ordered. Postmastors of the first three classes 
app ted by the President, receiving fixed salaries of from one thousand to fonr 
ousand dollars, (except the postmaster at New York, whose salary is $8,000,) must 
account for all stamps sold by them at their face value, and their salaries would 
not be increased by the sale of an immense number of stamps nor diminished by the 
failure to sell any. Whether the sales of stamps at p: ential offices amount to 
ten d or one hundred dollars, the ent receives the entire amount. 
But with offices of the fourth class the opposite is the case. A postmaster ata 
fourth-class office receives 60 per cent. of the amount of stamps sold by him in each 
quarter up to $100; on all over one hundred and not over three hundred dollars per 


quarter, 50 cent., and on all over $300 per quarter, 40 per cent., until the amount 
reaches $1,000 or over, when the office becomes presidential and has a fixed mer 
under the method of adjustment bed by law. Ifa postmaster of the fourt! 


prescri y 
class sells quarterly one hundred dollars“ worth of stamps, or $4100 annually, he 
receives of the proceeds $240 and the Government $100. If he sells three hundred 
dollars’ worth ee or twelve hundred dollars“ worth a year, the postmaster 
would receive $540 and the Government $560. He may go further, and, in addition 
to the amount stated, may sell annually stamps to the value of $895, of which his 
share will be $358 and that of the Government $537. That is, under existing law, 
twenty-five out of every twenty-six postmasters may sell annually, in quarterly 
installments, portaem to the amount of $2, of which each receive 
bags ana the Government Bios, while in only one oflice out of every twenty-six 
0 entire proceeds from the sales of stamps accrue to the benefit of the Gov- 


0 
ernment. 

y rs that the law now in force has created a direct antagonism 
bint of the Government and that of 96 per cent. of the postmasters, 
The 1 of the fourth class are interested in selling as many stamps as 
possi le but the larger their sales become the smaller in proportion are the rev- 
ennes of the Department; and, on contrary, the greater the sales by presiden- 
tial offices, the greater the revenues of the Department, for the country can only 
use a certain amount of stamps, and an increase of sales at fourth offices 

ly causes a decrease of the receipts from presidential offices. 


If gentlemen will turn to 167 and 168 of the report of the 
Postmaster-General they will find the subject discussed there by the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, as follows: 

To put the matter differently, during the three years these little offices in- 
creased their ratio of the total sales, from the stan of the preceding three 

e! ust 5.34 per cont., or $3,841,587.73. at the expense of the presidential oftices. 
This 7 r to presume that the rate of commissions allowed on this sum did not 
average less than 50 cent., at which rate the amount of commissions lost te 
the Government would be $1,920,793.86. 

According to the calculations here made there is a loss per annum 
of at least 5700, 000 paid to postmasters that ought not to be paid to 
them, and will not be paid to them if the service is administered us 
it shonld be. 

The next important subject is that of inland n and 
first that of railway postal service. If gentlemen will refer to the 
report of the Committee on Appropriatipns accompanying this bill 
they will find in it the Jaws which have been èd upon the sub- 
ject of compensating railroads for postal services. It will be seen 

y that report that up to 1873 the highest rate of compensation to 
railroads, even to those carrying postal cars, was $375 per mile per 
annnm. 

By examining the report it will be found that quite a number of 
roads are bein neg at this time over $1,000 per mile per annum. 
Now, during the last Congress a bill reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations was passed providing fora reduction of 10 per cent. 
upon rates as they then stood under the law. But notwithstanding 
this reduetion rates of $1,000 ‘ya mile per annum still obtain. The 
committee, on examination of this subject, comparing the freight 
charges of 1873 with those of the present period, found that there had 
been a large reduetion in rates as charged to everybody besides the 
Government. On pages 23, 24, and 25 of the report of the committee 
will be found a statement compiled by the Bureau of Statistics in 
regard to this subject. I quote from the report: 

The impression has generally prevailed that, owing to the cessation of hostilities 


between the various through lines, the rates on through business anug tho past 
season havo been higher and ürmer than for some timo previous. This has cor- 


tainly been the case as respects somo of the principal staples. At the same time 
it would appear from the returns for this year that through freights on the aver- 
age ruled even lower than the low rates to which attention was called in the last 
ble, wh 5 e aaay saen — io 5 gs — N 
table, whi ws thoaverae rate mile e © years speci 
erchan Silvered Daia roads: J 


diso received from or d 


1878. 1876. | 1877. 


The rapid reduction which has been on in railroad freight 
recent yéars is not generally rag eta pag t will, however, be apparen 
nation of the following tanie; showing jar rate received per ton mile by De 
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New York Central 


I call attention likewise to a statement on this same subjeet from 
the Railroad Gazette of January, 1876: 


Below we give the rates per one hundred from New York toChicago and 
from Chicago to New York that have been Eds the four years ending with 


1875: 
Rates per hundred pounds from New York to Chicago. 
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Taking the winter and midsummer rates, both east and west bound for the first 
and last of the years included in this record and we have: i 


New York to Chicago. 
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which constitutes the great bulk of freight carried over the roads. 
The writer continues: 3 
On tho bulk of east-bound freight, we may say, in the four years from 


1872 to the rates fell from fifty to thirty cents, or 40 per cent. in summer, and 
from sixty-five to forty-five cents, or 31 per cent. in winter. 


Now, sir, in view of this most remarkable reduction in rates of 
freight, in view of the reduction in the cost of iron at least 100 per 
cent., of coal the same, of labor 50 per cent., we did feel it proper to 
consider the question whether the charges for transporting the mails 
of this Government should not respond to declination in prices in 
connection with every other interest in the country. 

But, sir, lest there should be some alarm the committee determined 
to make the small reduction of about 5 percent. With this statement 
of facts, I apprehend that no gentleman on the floor will hesitate to 
admit that the Government was entitled to at least this reduction. 

In this connection I desire to call attention to a table on page 11 
of the report : 


Comparative exhibit of the steamboat and star service, fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, under new letting as compared with that of 1878. 


States and Territories. Star ea int 


New England BOARS Oy 
New York, New Jer- 
sey, and Delaware... 
Maryland, Virginia, 
r a, 

and West. Virginis.. 


kota, and Indiana... 
California and Terri- 
tories 


* Total, $1,159,476.32. t Estimated. 


Nore.—Not let: Wyoming, $67,891.48; Arizona, $46,633; Utah, $64,500; Idah 
pa Ey ae 000; Oregon, $8,388 ; Nevada, $6,500; California, 812,900; 


$5, 669, 132 56 
717, 619 24 


— 6, 386, 751 80 
of NOW servico—— e-se ee een een eee n ee eeeee 4, 456, 603 45 
5, 141, 406 69 
eee 50 node p aaa peA NE „ 1, 245, 345 11 


By this tabie it will be seen that under the new letting for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1879, there is a total reduction of $1,245,345.11 
in the cost of steamboat and star service as pomparea with the cost 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. It will also be seen by a 
note appended to this table that there is a total of $219,912.48 here- 
after to have its favorable chance of reduction under new contracts, 

While freights have been thus reduced, while there has been a gen- 
eral reduction of values, and while we have been making a saving of 
at least 25 pa cent. in the star and steamboat service, we felt that 
we should fail in our duty if we did not insist upon some reduction 
of the railroad ch for carrying the mails of the country. 

We have on page 8 of this report a statement showing the amount 
of reduction accomplished under the 10 per cent. rule established by 
the last Congress. It appears that the 10 per cent. reduction would 
have resulted, if the law had gone immediately into effect, in an 
aggregate reduction of $935,527. There were a number of railroads 
then under contract. If gentlemen desire to be accurate, they will 
find in the report those ppan which this law did not operate. ere 
was something like $700,000 reduction. During this fiscal year the 
10 per cent. reduction will apply to $1,000,000. In the next fiscal year 
there will be a further reduction of 10 per cent. on $100,000. The rail- 
roads generally are not recontracting, so that during the next fiscal 

ear wo shall not only have in operation these in addition to what we 
ve had under the 10 per cent. rule, but we shall have in operation 
this 5 cent. reduction throughout the entire railway service. We 
have therefore been able, as I will show by the figures when we reach 
the five-minute debate, to reduce this amount to the sum of $9,100,000. 

Before passing away from the subject of inland transportation I 
desire to call the attention of the House to the tables on pages 13 and 


21 of this report. They have been separated by the printer, but 
should have been published together. I desire to call the attention 
of the House to them because they are in reference to a subject in 
regard to which there was a good deal of discussion in the House when 
a successful effort was made to add $500,000 to the appropriation for 
the present fiscal year for the star mail service in the States and 
Territories. In this comparative table will be found a statement of 
the receipts and expenditures for the year 1860 and in 1877. It will 
be seen that in the State of Maine the star service in 1860 was 2.8 
trips per week and railroad 8 per week, while the same service in 1877 
was star service 4.4, steamboat 3, and railroad 9.4; New Hampshire, 
1860, star 2.6, steamboat 3, and railroad 8.3; 1877, star 4.7, steamboat 
2.9, and railroad 13.2. Massachusetts, in 1860, star, 3.9, steamboat 5, 
and railroad 10.3; 1877, star 6.5, steamboat 3.3, and railroad 14.5. 
Rhode Island, 1860, star 3.7, steamboat 6, and railroad 10.9; 1877, star 
4.9, steamboat 6.6, and railroad 17. 

I come now to the same service in some of the Southern States. In 


It will thus be seen that while the star service in the other sections 
of the country has been almost doubled there has been a decrease in 
the Southern States. 

And while on this subject I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the disposition of the large increase of the star service 
which we had in 1877. I thought as did a great many other gentle- 
men there had been a large increase of the star service in the several 
States under that large appropriation, but it will be found, if gentle- 
men will take the trouble to look into the subject, that in a large 
majority of the States there has been an actual decrease in the cost 
of the star service and that the large increase in the star service and 
the large increase in the expenditures for that service have been 
mainly in the Territories. In Nevada it has been $50,000; in Dakota, 
853,989; in Wyoming, $112,809, So that, from some cause not pat- 
ent to us and which it is n for us to investigate, while the 
star service has been stripped from other sections it has been carried 
into the Territories, with their very thin population, and a number 
of them get that service four times a week. 

I have taken the trouble to call the attention of the House to this, 
because I believe it is an error in administration which ought to be 
corrected. . In this connection permit me to say the Committee on 
Appropriations with unanimity have thought proper to abolish one 
of the superintendents of the railway rtation service, as now 
authorized by Jaw, under the recommendation of the Postmaster- 
General and other officers connected with the Department, and to 
create instead a rintendent of steamboat and star-route service, 
porera the service could be better performed and at a cheaper 
rate if there were at its head some one who understood the gondition 
of the service in all its branches, and could abolish useless routes 
and make the service generally conform to the new exigencies im- 
posed upon it by the railroad service. 

On page 49 of the committee’s report there is a comparative state- 
ment of the population of the States and Territories in 1860 and 1870, 
which it would be instructive to contemplate in connection with this 
service; but I do not care to take up the time of the House with it. 
In the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General the commit- 
tee have been able to make a reduction. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. As soon as I have finished this statement. The 
committee have been able to make a reduction of about $300,000 in 
the office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, with his assent 
on every item except one of about $10,000, which I may refer to in the 
discussion under the five-minute rule. This has grown out of their 
ability to make better contractsin relation to postage e stamped 
envelopes, newspaper wrappers, locks and seals, and the various other 
items which that Department is compelled to ponia in the ordi- 
nary running of the Department. I will now hear the question of 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask the gentleman if he argues that 
mail facilities should be furnished according to population or accord- 
ing to territorial limits? If I understood the gentleman correctly, 
he would be understood as saying that a territory sparsely populated 
should have mail facilities just in proportion to its population? For 
instance, if a county has twenty thousand inhabitants and another 
county has ten thousand inhabitants that the county which has the 
larger population should have correspondingly larger mail facilities. 
Am I correct in understanding the gentleman so to argue. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman so understood me I did not in- 
tend to be so understood. I simply brought forward these facts in a 
general way, believing that there were many elements to be consid- 
ered, among them the 5 I think the character of the em- 
ployment of the people is another element. A community actively 
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engaged in commerce requires a much more frequent service than 
one en in agriculture. I brought forward these general facts 
to show that upon no basis, whether you take territory, population, 
wealth, or the nature of the business, can the present organization 
of the service be justified. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Les, sir. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I understood the specifie increases of whieh the 

ntleman complained were those made last year, particularly in the 

erritory of Dakota. That was the largest. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I said that was one of the largest increases. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the 
attention of the gentleman to the fact that that increase of service 
was made n by the discovery of gold in the Black Hills and 
the organization of the post-office and mail-routes to the city of Dead- 
wood, in a mining district which is now shipping over half a million 
dollars a month. And I venture to say that small as it is, having 

robably not more than ten thousand or twelve thousand inhabitants, 

t does more mail business than any town of fifty thousand inhabit- 
ants east of the Mississippi River, and that it was certainly right to 
give such a community a mail service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not maintain that that community is not en- 
titled to the mail service, but I maintain that other communities are 
entitled to a share with the Territories, with their small population, 
in the like facilities. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And it is only to this that what I stated went. But 
as the gentleman has referred to it, it may be right for me to make 
another statement. It is well known, sir, that in the last Congress 
there came in through various avenues from the Post-Office Depart- 
ment an appeal to gentlemen on this floor to increase the star service, 
with the statement that they did not have the money. The money 
was voted and the service in most of the States was decreased and the 
money went to the large contracts in the Territories. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Not to mine. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will look at the table he willfind 
his Territory has been pretty well helped. The great bulk of it went 
to these Territories. 1 undertake to say, sir, that I can select twelve 
of the States that have not got the mail service that they had before 
the war, and that the increase in a single Territory exceeded the in- 
crease in all of those States, notwithstanding the inducement sought 
to be offered to members of the House to increase the service beyond 
the amount appropriated. 

Mr. HOO Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to know why it was that the appro- 
priation which was made by the Forty-fourth Congress for the pur- 
pose of increasing the star service was not used for the purpose for 
which it was appropriated ; and if the star service was not increased 
as the bill directed it should be, what was the increase in the postal 
service by railroads and steamboats in comparison with the increase 


on the star routes? A 

> gentleman from Mississippi will turn to the 
144 and 145 he will find a full statement. ButI will 
state to him generally that a comparison shows that the railroad 
service has been especially cultivated ; I do not say improperly. The 
committee in getting up this bill have not sought to injure the postal 
service of this country in any branch of it. e reductions we have 
been making have been made on reasons which we thought were suf- 
ficient ; and while that service has increased far beyond the other by 
reason of the attention given to it, or from other causes, perhaps, 
which it is not n or me to discuss at this time 

Mr. WADDELL. I would remind the gentleman from Georgia, in 
answer to the question of the gentleman from epg (Mr. 
HOOKER, ] that one reason, and the chief one assigned by the Depart- 
ment for having that $750,000 surplus, was that the act of Co 
pasen at too late a day for them to advertise and let out contracts 

or this service. } 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah! but if the gentleman will turn to the table he 
will find that the money went into the Territories by hundreds of 
thousands. 

Mr. WADDELL. I stated the reason why the surplus existed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But the money was spent. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, Not all of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, not all. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Only about $700,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is correct, no doubt, for the House 
will recognize him as always well informed in relation to the postal 
service. 

Ihave deemed it but proper to make these statements in regard to 
several branches of the service all over the country, because it is 
well known that I attempted to thwart this side of the House in 
making an appropriation of $500,000 here in addition to the appropri- 
ation for this fiscal year. I did it because I thought that whenever 
we increase this service we should do it on information that would 
commend the confidence of the whole country. 

I was not willing to vote one dollar unless I was satisfied that it 
was right. I think, therefore, in view of the facts in relation to the 
star service, we have rightly given the amount estimated for in the 
report of the Postmaster-General, less $1,000.000 Which grows out of 


a reduction in the new contracts. Substantially, therefore, there is 

no reduction in the estimates. I have, I believe, presented to the 

House all that is necessary toa general understanding of the bill. 

As to its details, when we reach the five-minute debate I shall take 

3 in giving any further information that the House may 
esire. 

Mr. WADDELL. Before the gentleman from Georgia takes his seat 
I wish to ask him what is his desire in regard to the general debate 
npon this bill? 

Mr.BLOUNT. If the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
desire to discuss this bill I think the House is entitled to hear them. 
If they do not, I shall ask that the committee rise for the purpose of 
closing general debate. 

Mr. WADDELL. There are a good many gentlemen who, to my 
personal knowledge, desire to discuss this bill, but there was an un- 
derstanding that a special order, that in relation to the death of Judge 
Leonard, would be taken up at two o’clock, and therefore many gen- 
tlemen are absent; and I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Georgia to the fact that it is very doubtful if we have a quorum here. 
This bill ought to be discussed in a fall House. We have amendments 
which we pro to offer at the proper time. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to have the attention of the committee fora 
few moments upon this bill. If I cannot obtain it now I shall have 
to occupy the same length of time, under the five-minute rule. I 
have no disposition, however, to delay action on this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If it be satisfactory to the committee I will ask 
unanimous consent that the general debate be extended for one hour. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Allow me to say one word. Ishould have 
no objection to extending the time for general debate one hour or for 
the whole day, but I should object to the consideration of the bill to- 
day under the five-minute rule, for the reason that it was stated yes- 
terday and generally understood that at two o'clock to-day a special 
order, the Leonard enlogies, would come up and a great many gentle- 
men are not here, this being Saturday, and I do not think the bill 
ought to be considered under the five-minute rule to-day. 

. BLOUNT. Iam very anxious to go on with this bill. Gentle- 
men make suggestions which seem very reasonable to themselves 
and I will not say that they are not. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, by reason of the sickness of its chairman, have not obeupied the 
floor as much as the House has thought they ought to have occupied 
it. It is a general feeling and it is a right feeling that the business 
of the House should be proceeded with. If it should turn out that 
there is not a quorum here then of course the business will stop, but 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations I do not pro 
to delay the consideration of this or any other appropriation bill. 

Mr. BEEBE. I do not know whether the géntleman from Georgia 
proposes to press the consideration of this bill under the five-minute 
rule or not, but this bill involves an expenditure of $34,000,000 or 
thereabouts, and I think it would rather be a reproach than a matter 
of commendation if the committee should insist upon pressing the 
bill to a vote upon the same day on which it is first called to the 
attention of the House. 

I maintain, and I think I can prove, that this very Department of 
the public service has been more neglected by Congress than any 
other Department. We talk here by the day and by the week about 
the Army and the Navy, neither of which branches of the service in- 
volves the expenditure of as much money as does the postal service 
of this country. I think the Committee on Appropriations might do 
itself and the country the justice of allowing this bill to be consid- 
ered a little further before it is pressed to final action. 

Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that I am entitled to the floor ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
yielded the floor? 

Mr BLOUNT. I want to say this in reply to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. BEEBE. ] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire merely to say that I have read 
this bill with care, and I will say to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] that I think his bill in the main is a very excellent 
one and in the right direction. But my point is this: to-day should 
be devoted to general debate upon this bill. It was the understand- 
ing that at two o’clock to-day a special order was to be taken up; 
that order having been postponed, in the absence of a great. many 
gentlemen who are interested in this bill it is not fair now to proceed 
to consider this bill under the five-minute rule. I think it wonld 
be well to let general debate continue all day, if we choose. I think 
the gentleman weuld make better headway with his bill by allowin, 
general debate to continue to-day, and then let the bill be consid 
under the five-minute rule the next time we go into Committee of the 
Whole upon it. I have no desire to antagonize this bill; in the main 
I heartily concur with it. 

Mr, BLOUNT. If gentlemen desire to debate this bill one or two 
hours longer, I am 1 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am not particular at all about debat- 
ing the bill; but I want it understood that it is not to be considered 
to-day under the five-minute rule, because of the absence of so many 
gentlemen who had the right to believe that it would not be so con- 
sidered to-day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] com- 

lains that itis wrong that a bill of this importance should be brought 
fore the House and acted upon in detail under the five-minute rule 
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on the first day of its consideration. If that is wrong, then our gen- 
eral practice is wrong. In the last Con the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, which was considered for two 
months, was not discussed in general debate by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations for more than ten minutes I believe. 

I think there is nothing wrong about this; we are simply acting as 
we have always acted. Wehave just passed the naval appropriation 
bill, every item of it,in onesingleday. Nothing is more common, and 
therefore it is not correct to pass such a judgment on what I have 
proposed. This bill has been reported for several days, and gentle- 
men have had full opportunity to examine it. For the present, how- 
ever, I will not press the motion that the committee rise to close 
debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] is 
entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. BEEBE. I have no disposition, Mr. Chairman, to delay the 
consideration of this bill, or to impede the progress of legislation in 
any manner whatever. 1 believe with the gentleman from Illinois 
per. Hanna] that the Committee on Appropriations as well as the 

ommittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads are entitled to credit for 
the degree of intelligent labor they have devoted to the investigation 
of this subject. 

It has been a matter of public complaint for some time that while 
we have addressed ourselves to the work of reducing the expenditures 
of the Government in other Departments, we have not given to this 
postal service that consideration which has enabled us to satisfy the 
country either that the present rate of expenditure was proper and 

ight or that it could not be reduced without detriment to the service. 
y reference to the report of the Postmaster General for 1860, we 
find that the expenditure for the tal service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1860, was $14,874,772. There was a greater sum ex- 
pended in that year, but the report clearly shows that a large portion 
of the total — 8 of $19,000,000 was on account of the indebt- 
edness charged to this Department for the preceding fiscal year. 

Starting out, then, with the propon aon that the expenditure for 
the postal service for 1860 was but little more than $14,000,000, there 
is something startling in the contrast when we find that for the last 
fiscal year that service cost the Government nearly $34,000,000. Iam 
aware that the country has increased in population, has increased in 
material wealth, and has increased also in its business demand; but 
I do not believe there has been any such increase as warrants this 
vast increase in expen; 

I have given tot is subject some little attention. In 1860 the num- 
ber of mail-routes was 8,502; in 1877 the number was 9,234, an increase 
of but 732. In 1860 the total length of the mail-routes was 240,594 
miles; in 1877 it was 292,820, being an increase of but 52,226 miles. 
The annual transportation in 1860 was 74,724,776 miles; in 1872 it 
was 147,353,251. 

Here we see that while the number of routes is comparatively but 
little greater in 1877 than in 1860, and while the number of miles of 
those routes is comparatively but little greater, yet by reason of in- 
creased mail service the total transportation upon those routes is 
nearly twice as great in 1877 as it was in 1860. 

In 1860 the total cost of this transportation was $8,808,710; in 1877 
it was $18,529,238, showing an increase in the annual cost of trans- 
portation of over $9,000,000. Now, I maintain that where the trans- 
portation is doubled the expenditures for such transportation ought 
not to be doubled ; but it has more than doubled. 

In 1860 the length of railroad routes was 27,129 miles; in 1877 it 
was 74,546 miles. 

The annual railroad transportation in 1860 was 27,653,749 miles; in 
1877, 85,358,710 miles. Thus the railroad transportation in 1870 was 
three times as great as in 1860. 

With reference to all this I make no complaint. I do not believe 
that the increased expenditure lies especially in this direction; and 
I do not wish to have the committee or the country understand that 
I would abridge in any perenne the service which the needs of the 
country may demand. But wherever there is an unnecessary expendi- 
ture I take it that this committee wil] meet the demand of the coun- 
try for economy, and, if the expenditure can be proved needless, will 

dress to the correction of the evil the proper remedy. 

The cost of railroad transportation mile in 1877 was less than 
in 1860. Now, if we need this 8 railroad transportation, there 
is certainly something 8% in the fact that the cost for trans- 
portation is less per mile now than it was in 1860. But when we 
reflect that the present increase in miles of transportation is largely 
attributable to increased service over the same routes, by mail deliv- 
ery oſtener per day than formerly, we may well doubt whether even 
at the reduced cost per mile the expense is not still too ton 

The length of the steamboat routes in 1860 is given at 14,976 miles; 
in 1877, 17,685 miles. The annual steamboat rtation in 1860 
amounted to 3,951,268 miles; in 1877, 4,038,238 miles. The cost of 
steamboat transportation in 1877 was sixteen and five-tenths cents 
per mile, while in 1860 it was twenty cents per mile and over. Thus 
we see that both railroad and steamboat transportation cost less in 
1877 than it did in 1860. 

Mr. REAGAN. On what basis does the gentleman ascertain that 
the railroad mail transportation costs less per mile now than in 1860? 

Mr. BEEBE. I make the statement upon the authority of the 
report of the Postmaster-General for 1860, and the report of the same 
oflicer for the current year. 


Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that the 
maximum rate paid to railroads in 1860 was 8300 per mile, and from 


that as low as per mile; but there are now railroads receiving 

per mile. It may be that the difference in the calculation results 
from taking into consideration the number of miles run daily. For 
instance, there may be a dozen trips daily between New York and 
Philadelphia, and the estimate may be upon the whole number of 
miles traveled; but I apprehend it will be found that over most of 
the railroads the cost of mail service is greatly increased beyond what 
it was in 1860. There may not be an increase in the rate per mile, if 
you take into consideration the increased number of daily trips, but 
the aggregate cost of the railroad mail service is greatly increased 
over 4 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me say that on some routes at this time over 
$1,000 per mile per annum is paid. 

r. BEEBE. I am dividing the total cost by the total number of 
miles of transportation, and as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] suggests, the decreased charge per mile is doubtless because of 
the increased number of trips. Bear in mind I am not speaking of the 
tate per ton paid now and in 1860. The comparison in that regard is 
as the gentleman from Texas has indicated. The annual transporta- 
tion on all other than railroad or steamboat routes (so-called star 
routes) in 1877 was 200,589 miles, and in 1860 198,000 miles. The an- 
nual transportation on these routes in 1860 was 43,119,751 miles; in 
1877, 57,956,303. The cost for this service in 1860 was 84, 385.193; in 
1877 it was $5,663,970. The whole number of post-offices in 1860 was 
28,552; in 1877, 37,345. 

Now, I leave it to the gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from 
Georgia to show any disparity in the cost for 1877 as compared with 
that for 1860 in the rate of railroad charges per mile per ton of mail 
matter carried. I have not gone into this subject as fully as I should 
have done had I had the time. I felt that this matter would be care- 
fully and fully taken care of by the committee, 

But the point I am coming to is this: while we have seen that the 

rtation to meet the increased business demands of the country 
has not increased in cost per mile for the total number of miles trav- 
eled, we find that the salary account has been trebled, and I submit 
that there could be a reduction of several millions of dollars in this 
direction. I find that in 1860 the appropriation for postmasters’ sala- 
ries was $2,552,868 and for clerks in post-offices $966,639, and that 
therefore the cost for postmasters and post-office clerks of all classes 
was $3,519,507. In 1877 the salaries of postmasters was 87, 250,000, nd 
for clerks in post-offices $3,340,000, making a total in 1877 for post- 
masters and post-office clerks of $10,590,000. Here is an increase of 
$7,070,493, or about 300 per cent. for these two items in 1877 over the 
amonnt paid in 1860. 

Now, to understand whether this is a proper and legitimate increase 
it is necessary for us to com not an office to-day with the same 
office in 1860, (that would be manifestly unfair,) but an office in 1860 
with an office where the same amount of business is done in 1877. 1 
concede that by this comparison it would not be singular if we should 
find in 1877 an increased cost; but shonld the increase be as great as 
we find? For instance, in 1860 in the city represented in part by the 
soba immediately before me, [Mr. CHITTENDEN, ] a city having 

n two hundred and sixty-six thousand inhabitants the postmas- 
ter’s salary was $2,000 and there was then for clerk hire in that post- 
office $3,362.86, making the total cost for postmaster’s salary and 
clerk hire in the Brooklyn post-office in 1860, meeting the requirements 
of a population of two hundred and sixty-six thousand, $5,368.86. 

Now let us take, for instance, the city of Peoria, Illinois, with about 
twenty thousand inhabitants. We find that the postmaster's salary 
at that city last year was $3,000 and the pay of clerks $5,200, making 
the total expense $3,200 for a city of twenty thousand inhabitants in 
1877 as against a total expense of $5,368 for a city of two hundred 
and sixty-six thousand inhabitants in 1860. I say that no increase 
of business, no legitimate increase of living expenses in 1877 as com- 
pared with 1860, warrants this great increase in cost. It is to be borne 
in mind that this is but one instance among hundreds and hundreds 
of offices throughout the country; and gentlemen may well be sur- 
prised at this great disparity in the expenditure for this feature of 
the service. Take the city of 8 in my own State. Iu 
1877 the postmaster’s salary was $3,000, the cost of clerk hire 84,315, 
making a total cost for postmaster and clerks in a city of about eight- 
een thousand inhabitants in 1877 of $7,315, as against a total cost for 
the same e of $5,368 in 1860 for a city of two hundred and 
sixty-six thousand inhabitants. 

This fearful increase of expenditure in this branch of the service 
runs through this whole class of offices. At Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, for instance, with nine thousand inhabitants, we find the total 
cost for postmaster’s salary and clerk hire $4,600. Thus a place of 
nine thousand inhabitants costs to-day for these local expenditures 
of the post-office nearly as much as a city of a quarter of a million 
of inhabitants did in 1860. Portland, Maine, shows the same condi- 
tion of affairs, and perhaps in an A pert de The salary of 
the postmaster in 1877 was $3,000, clerk hire $18,375, making a total 
expenditure for this local service in Portland of $21,375 per annum. 
In the city of Bangor we find that in 1850 this service cost $4,600, 
while it now costs $8,800. When I speak of local service I mean the 
service rendered by the postmaster and his clerks at his office. 

Mr. COVERT. Has my colleague included in the estimates which 
he has presented the payments made to letter-carriers ? 
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Mr. BEEBE. Not at all. Iam speaking, Mr. Chairman and gen- 
tlemen of the committee, of the salaries of postmasters and clerk hire 
in post-offices, and nothing else. You will find in this bill the first 
item is for the compensation to postmasters, $7,250,000. In 1860 the 
compensation of postmasters was $2,252,000. I have been endeavor- 
ing to show that while the cost for clerk hire in post-offices and for 

tmasters’ salaries was in 1860 but $3,519,000, in 1870 these two 
items aggregated a cost of $10,590,000. I say there is nothing in the 
6 given, nothing in the increase of population, 
nothing in the increase of the service to warrant this increase of 
nearly threefold in these two items. - ; 

But, sir, I do not purpose to claim the attention of the committee 
much longer. Ionly desire to refer to one other matter. Those offices 
where the postmasters are appointed by the Postmaster-General the 
salaries at which do not amount to $1,000, compromise 96 per cent. of 
the entire number of offices. It would be profitable for this commit- 
tee and for the country to consider for a short time the increase in 
this branch of the service. Let me refer for a moment to the percent- 
age given now and the percentage given in 1860, by way of compen- 
sation to postmasters at these offices. For the first $100 receipts per 
quarter there is now given 60 per cent., while in 1860 it was but 40 
per cent. On and over $100 and not over $300, at. the present time 
50 per cent. is given, while in 1860 it was but 33 per cent. On and 
over $300 and not over 8700 per quarter, 40 per cent. is now given 
against 30 in 1860. i 

So we find the same heavy increase when we reach this class of 
postmasters, and IJ claim that the service could be just as profitably 
rendered, the requirements of the public just as fully met if we 
should go back to the percentage given in 1860. By instituting re- 
forms in these two directions we could save, without crippling the 
benefit the service yields to the country, at least eight if not ten 
million dollars per year. As I said a few moments ago, we found 
at tho present time, as compared with 1860, the increase in the War 
Department had been great, and the increase in the naval service 
had been great, and we addressed ourselves zealously to the work of 
retrenchment and reform in those directions, but we have not given 
to this matter of the postal service the attention it demands, I am 
not here to urge that it should be curtailed in its benefits to the 
country at all. We nced it. I am not here to urge, as was urged by 
the first Postmaster-General of the United States, that the service 
should be self-sustaining. I say the wants of the community and 
the requirements of the public should be fully met, but because this 
is a great and beneficial service to the public we ought not to lose 
sight of our duty to make it as efficient as possible, and at the same 
time guard it from extravagance in its administration. 

There is another direction in which there could be a wholesome 
reform instituted. I have not tho time now to go into it fully, but if 
any gentleman will turn to his own congressional district and insti- 
tute an inquiry as to the rentals paid for post-offices in the larger 

laces of his district he will find they are stony, enormous. I have 

n my mind one place where the rental paid is $1,550 per year merely 
for effice-room, and I undertake to say I can rent as ample room and 
as centrally located in the same city for less than half that sum per 
annum. I haye in my mind another place where there is a contract 
with the postmaster for a room in his own building, running for some 
ten years, at $700 a year, and I can furnish equal accommodations, 
just as centrally located, for less than half that amount. Now, if we 
should address an inquiry to the Postmaster-General for a statement 
of the rental paid by the Goyernment of the United States for post- 
offices we would find there was an abuse in this feature of the service 
which might well be rectified without any detriment to the public 
interest, and which would insure to the country an annual saving of 
perhaps hundreds of thousands of dollars more. Not only in the 
items of the service to which I have referred but in many others, I 
believe there might be an intelligent economy instituted that, while 
it would in no wise impair its efficiency would save millions in the 
annual cost of its administration. If twenty-eight thousand 
masters cost but $2,500,000 in 1860, I see no good reason why thirty- 
seven thousand should cost $7,250,000 in 1877. Nor can I see anything 
in the increase of business to justify an annual expenditure for clerks 
in post-offices at the present time of $3,519,507 as against $966,639 in 
1860. Where the Government has occasion to rent a room for a post- 
office I see no reason why it should pay from twice to four times as 
much as private parties are required to pay for the same accommo- 
dations. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, while I assisted as one of 
the subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee in the preparation 
of the bill reported to the House I do not know that I should have 
felt called upon to say anything upon the subject of the bill had it 
not been for the remarks that have just fallen from the lips of the 

entleman from New York, [Mr. BEEBE.] The gentleman from New 
Fork complains that while the last and the present Con have 
been urgent in cutting down the public expenditures in every other 
Department of the Government they have not been equally vigilant 
in making reductions in this branch of the public service. The gen- 
tleman from New York further complains that, instituting a compar- 
ison between the expenditures in the 88 1860 and the proposed ex- 
penditures for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1879, as recom- 
mended by this bill, a degree of extravagance is shown that ought 


not to be sanctioned by the favorable consideration by this committee 
and by the House of the bill that has been reported. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that if this vill that we have reported 
to the House errs in being extravagant, it is an error that has arisen 
not from a disposition to make the expenditures of this Department 
a dollar larger than the actual wants of the service require, but from 
inability on the part of the subcommittee and of the committee to 
ascertain what the real necessities of this service were. And I must 
say, speaking with reference to the chairman of the subcommit 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLount,] who has this bill in 
charge, that the diligence, zeal, and fidelity with which he has in- 
vestigated every detail of this bill isa matter within my own per- 
sonal knowledge, and which it affords me very great pleasure to speak 
of here in this presence. I have nothing to say with reference to the 
services of others who served on that subcommittee with him. 

I will say now to the committee that, with two or three exceptions 
that I shall name during the few moments that I propose to occup: 
the floor, every propesition that is recommended in this bill commen 
itself to my judgment, and I can conscientiously recommend it to the 
adoption of those on the other side of the Chamber who agree with 
me in sentiment. 

Mr. POUND. Which is the other side? [Langhter. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, (who was speaking from the democratic 
side of the House.) I mean by the other side, the side to which I 
ordinarily belong. 

Mr. BEEBE. rhe ge 
now, and is on our side. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I am very glad that my friend from New 
York [Mr. BEEBE] has instituted a comparison between the year 1876, 
which is the commencement of democratic supremacy in this House, 
with the last decaying years of democratic supremacy before the war. 
It calls the memory of the country back to a period that is freighted 
with memories calculated to send a thrill into the breast of every man 
throughout the country. I cannot say a thrill of patriotic pride at 
the performances of that administration, either in respect of the Post- 
Office Department or in respect of its administration of any other 
branch of the service of this nation, 

The gentleman from New York complains that there was a larger 
amount expended for the compensation of postmasters in the year 
1876 than there was in 1860. He complains that there was a larger 
amount expended for railway postal service in the year 1876 than 
there was in 1860. I want to say now with reference to this general 
matter that in the year 1860 the expenses of the administration of 
the Post-Office Department of the Government were in proportion 
to the extent of service greater than now. In 1860 the actual expenses 
of the Post-Office Department were $14,874,772.89. The receipts from 
that service—I refer to the ordinary receipts—were only $8,518,067.40 ; 
thus leaving a deficiency to be made up by an appropriation from the 
. Treasury of 86,356,705. 49; and at the rate of deficiency on the 

usiness of the year 1860, instead of having something like $4,000,000 
this year to appropriate out of the Treasury of the people, the same 
sort of economy now that was exhibited in 1860 in this De ment 
would require that we should appropriate, instead of $4,000,000, at 
least $10,000,000 to cover this deficiency. 

Mr. BEEBE. Will the gentleman allow mo a question right there f 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, Certainly. 

Mr. BEEBE. Does the gentleman mean to argue to the committee 
that because we now receive so much more from our postal service 
the expenditures and the deficits should be so much greater? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I shall speak to that presently. I will 
say, however, in answer to the question the gentleman from New 
York has put, that it ordinarily costs, not only in public business but 
in private pursuits, to carry on any business a sum of money propor- 
tioned to the amount of business that is done; and the only man- 
ner in which we are able to form a judgmentas to theamount of | postal 
service rendered in the year 1860 is by seeing the amount of revenue 
realized from that service; and comparing it with the last year—on 
that basis, the basis of business and the basis of cost for carrying on 
that business—I say the democratic extravagance in 1860 if applied 
to-day would create a necessity for ap 8 $10,000,000 out of 
the public Treasury instead of about the Bi, „000 that we recommend. 

In 1877 the expenses of the Post-Office Department of the Govern- 
ment were $32,323,504.24. The revenue received from the business 
of that Department was $27,531,585.26, leaving a deficiency for the 
last year of $4,790,918.98, against a deficiency, as estimated this year, 
of only about $4,000,000, 

Let us examine for a moment another item, for the purpose of see- 
ing whether or not the charge is true that the committee is asking 
this House to pass an appropriation bill that, compared with the 
appropriations of 1860, is extravagant. I say that there has been a 
constant increase in the efficiency of the service of tho Post-Office 
Department in all its branches, under its present and under its late 
administration, as compared with 1860, as regards its celerity, as re- 
gards its certainty, as regards its cheapness ; and I propose to show it. 

In the year 1860 there were 27,653,749 miles of mail carriage on rail- 
roads at a cost of $3,349,662, amounting to thirteen cents and one 
mill per mile. In the year 1877 (I quote the figures from the report 
of the Postmaster-General for 1877 and 1878 in that branch of the 
service) there was an aggregate length of 74,546 miles, on which 


ntleman from Indiana is for retrenchment 
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these 85,358,710 miles of railroad service was performed at an annual 
cost of $9,053,936, being ten cents and five mills per mile, as against 
thirteen cents and one mill in 1860. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
Post-Office Department is more economically ran now than it was 
during the last three or four years? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I was referring to the year 1860. I will 
state to the gentleman, however, that my ce gpa satisfy me 
that there has been since the close of the war and the comparative 
settlement of the late insurgent States, the opening up of business 
there and the establishment of business relations there, an increase 
in the efficiency and the cheapness of the service. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I und the gentleman to say that the serv- 
ice performed now is much cheaper than two or three years ago, that 
there was an improvement. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. No, not cheaper than two or three years 

I have no question but that it is much cheaper comparatively 
than in 1860. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I want to say that itis ademocratic Postmaster- 
General who has made that reform. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The gentleman will find when he alludes 
to a democratic Postmaster-General that that democratic Postmaster- 
General, as he calls him, is following in the steps of his predecessor, 
the present First Assistant Postmaster-General, a distinguished citi- 
zen from my own State. If he will follow zealously and faithfully 
the example of honest government set for him by his republican pred- 
ecessors, we may well hope that he will make a record that will con- 
trast favorably with the record made by those predecessors, being as 
he is under republican influences that did not exist in that Depart- 
ment in 1860. Democracy in 1860 and republicanism now make the 
whole difference, Democracy always means extravagance. . 

But I desire to go on with what I was saying. There is an equally 
noticeable improvement as proposed in the present bill and as shown 
by the service during the last year in reference to steamboat mail 
service. 

In the year 1860 this service was carried on at an expense of 
$1,075,852; being twenty cents and seven mills for each mile in that 
sort of service. During the last fiscal year the length of steamboat 
rontes was 17,685 miles. The total annual transportation by steam- 
boat and other service was 4,038,288 miles, at an annual cost of 
$666,989, being sixteen cents and five mills per mile as against twenty 
cents and seven mills per mile in 1860. 

Take the star service in 1860. There were 18,651,161 miles of the 
service, at a cost of $2,550,365; being thirteen cents and seven mills 
for each mile of the service. Inthe year 1877 the le: of the routes 
were 200,549 miles, the entire service during the year being 57,956,303 
miles, at an annual cost of $5,663,970, or about nine cents and seven 
mills as against thirteen cents and seven mills in 1860. Now if gen- 
tlemen want to return to the 3 of that period I say that 
instead of an appropriation of $33,000,000, as recommended in this 
bill, it would involve an expenditure of at least $40,000,000. 

Mr. BEEBE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that there has 
been such an increase in the general mail service that would make 
that rate of expenditure in 1860, if followed here, cost $43,000,000 ? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. No, sir; I said $40,600,000. 

Mr. BEEBE. Will the gentleman state what he understands to be 
the general increase of mail service to-day over what it was in 1860? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I reached the conclasions which I have 
stated by the table laid before us by the Postmaster-General. I have 
not the time to refer to those tables now, but they are in the report, 
which the gentleman can examine forhimself at his leisure. Ireached 
the conclusion that upon the basis of expenditure in 1860 it would 
cost $40,000,000 for this year. LIreach this by computing the increased 
percentage for the service at the ratio shown in the report of 1860 
as compared with that of 1877. 

I have said now all that I desire to say in that direction. I want 
to say a word or two further with reference to this bill, I have said 
that it afforded me 8 to bear cheerful testimony to the general 
features of this bill. With three or four exceptions, I am satisfied 
that the bill will meet the entire wants of the service, and at the 
same time reduce the expenditure to as low a point as any man who 
will intelligently and understandingly investigate the subject will 
feel that the service can be brought down to. 

On the first page of the bill will be found an item with reference 

to special agents. Last year there was a propriated for that service 
. $135,000. For the e Brey year the Post-Office Department esti- 

mated for that service $150,000. This bill recommends the y fhe he 
tion of $100,000. Under the provisions of section 4017 of the Re- 
vised Statates, in addition to an annual compensation of $1,500 the 
special agents received a per diemcompensation of $5 for their travel- 
ing expenses. That amount was fixed at a time when all forms of 
service were much higher than now, aud when the purchasing power 
of money was very much lower than it is now. 

I concur with the committee in the belief that the time has come 
when that could be reduced to $3 per day. While I to that, I 
am free to say that I believe that instead of the amount recommended 
by this bill there ought to be $25,000 added to that item. Before this 
bill becomes a law I hope to see that item increased by the amount 


of $25,000. With that increase, from the information which I pos- 


sess, I believe that this service will be sufficiently provided for to 
make it efficient for the purpose for which it was created. 
I do not poner to A ten, of those features of the bill that I ap- 


prove of. On page 5 of the bill there is an item recommending the 
appropriation of $9,100,000 for the transportation of mails by rail- 
roads ; $125,000 of which sum may be used by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to obtain proper facilities from the great trunk-lines of railxoads 
for the railway post-office service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1879. Ishould have been glad to have seen that increased to $150,000. 
I believe it would add to the efficiency and the popularity of the serv- 
ice to make that increase. 

I come now to the post-office railway clerks, route agents, mail- 
route messengers, and local agents, on page 7 of the bill. With ref- 
erence to that it affords me great pleasure to say that in a spirit of 
liberality the democratic members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have consented to an increase over last year. I will say that 
they cheerfully consented to the increase of $95,000 for those four items. 

It is only right that I should say here in this public manner that 
this morning I had occasion to call the attention of the superin- 
tendent of railway mail service to these four items, and he said that 
with $25,000 added to the item for railway post- office clerks and $6,000 
added for mail-route messengers, making a total of $31,000, it would 
be all that he would need for that branch of the service. I shall be 
glad to see this bill increased in that regard. 2 

With these additions to the bill, amounting to about $46,000 or 
$50,000, it is the result of the best judgment I can form from a patient 
examination of the needs of this service that the bill will appropriate 
all that will be necessary to maintain the service in such a condition 
as will meet not oniy ne wantsof the public, but substantially the 
desire of those who have this service in charge, 

With a bill which is so nearly in accord with the judgment of those 
who are interested in the expenditure of this money and in furnish- 
ing this service, I think it hardly becomes gentlemen on the one hand 
to claim that there is a disposition on the part of the Committee on 
Appropriations to cripple and injure the service, or on the other 
hand to claim that there is a disposition to be extravagant in refer- 
ence to the expenditures in this branch of the service. 

I want to say that on the whole I believe, as the result of my best 
judgment, that this bill is one that is framed as well in the interest 
of economical service as in the interest of an efficient service of this 
Department of the Government. 

ere is another feature that is new in this bill, and that feature 
relates to the organization of the steamboat and star service under a 
superintendent or agent who is to have charge of those seryices—one 
nt and six special agents. I approveof that; I believe that is in 

e interest of economy. I believe the Postmaster-General will be in 
a position so that under a responsible and intelligent head the wants 
and needs of this service in the States and Territories that require it 
most may be thoroughly scrutinized. We will thus be able to put 
service where it is needed, and avoid the placing of the service at the 
importunity of Senators and Representatives where it may not be 
needed. For that reason I approve of that feature of the bill. 

In conclusion, taking the bill as a whole, I feel entirely warranted 
in asking the Committee of the Whole to stand by the bill with per- 
haps the two or three additions of a few thousand dollars which I 
have mentioned. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman allow me a moment f 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
a question. I see that the estimate of the Department for this service 
as given on page 10 is in round numbers 000,000. The amount of 
appropriation recommended by the committee is $33,000,000. Now, 
I would like to ask how the amount proposed to be appropriated in 
this bill for star service corresponds with the amount appropriated 
for the present year? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, If I recollect aright the amount which 
we propose to appropriate for the star service is just the amount 
recommended by the Department for that service—not the amount 
recommended in the original Book of Estimates, but the amount recom- 
mended after the new lettings which effected a reduction in the cost 
71 e ti in that branch of the service of something over 

„000. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is the column of estimated amounts on page 10 
taken ae the original Book of Estimates or from the revised esti- 
mates 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. In the third column the item of 096,673 
for inland mail transportation is taken from the original Book of Esti- 
mates. That was reduced, however, in consequence of the recent 
2 7 9 having been made at such advantageous rates. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I might have found an answer to my question by 
itself. I see that there is a reduction of about 
$1,000,000 on inland and steamboat mail service. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The gentleman will find a division of the 
estimate ; in other words, for inland mail transportation by star and 
steamboat routes the amount is $5,390,673, and then there is another 
item of $700,000, making the amount of the appropriation which we 
recommend $6,090,000 in round numbers. 

Mr. DUNNELL. But the aggregate is a million dollars less than 
is asked for by the Department? 


reference to the p 
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Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. No, sir; it is just the amount asked for 
in the revised estimates. I willadd thatin reference to the star and 
steamboat service there is no diminution in this bill from the amount 
estimated for in the revised estimates submitted after the recent let- 


tin, 

hr. CLYMER. On page 11 of the report accompanying this bill 
the gentleman from Minnesota will see a statement which will an- 
swer his question. He will see that in the recent lettings there was 
a reduction of one million and a quarter of dollars upon the rates 
previously paid. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to examine 
this question with care for the pu of throwing some light upon 
it during the general discussion; but as it has come up unexpectedly 
to me I will merely make a few general remarks, with an object in 
view which, when realized, will reveal to Congress and to the coun- 
try that there is the same field for reform and for reduction of expend- 
itures in the Post-Office Department that has been worked success- 
fully with respect to the Navy and the Army and other Departments 
of the public service. 

I ventured to say here three years 260, and I repeat it now, that 
whenever a thorough investigation of this question is made the Post- 
Office Department of this Government will be placed upon a self- 
supporting basis, as that of the Government of Great Britain now is. 
I have no more doubt of this than I have that we are an assembly of 
Representatives of the American people. R 

hat are the generalities of this case? The enormous increase of 

nse which has arisen since 1860 grew up in the midst of war 
and after the war, and is due to inflation of the currency and all sorts 
of extravagance. The Post-Office Department employs a great many 
more men than any other Department of the public service. How 
is it possible that there should not have erept into it all the abuses 
which are common to the other Departments? The question answers 
1 8 at once to every . ent Tae 4 

e suggestions of my colleague . BEEBE] in comparin e 
expenses of this ent with those of 1860 have covered the 
ground; but when the details of this post-office business are investi- 
gated, investigated as no committee of this House can investigate 

m, investigated as no Postmaster-General can investigate them, it 
will ee that there 5 eee connected with it mao wie 
any other Department; chiefly, eve, in transportation, ieve 
that we pay some railroads at Teast double what they ought to receive. 
Ihave no doubt that in the star service and in other directions it will 
be found that we are wreng in the aggregate more than the excess 
of expenditures over the income. 

In opening this r of the committee in my hand my eye fell 
upon one fes and I suggest it for the examination of members. 
I notice that in 1874 the compensation paid postmasters was $5,818,000 
in round numbers. One year later, in 1875, it was $7,848,000, a dif- 
ference of $1,530,000 in one year. This was not the year when post- 
offices were re-established at the South after the war; it was ten 
years later. Can anybody tell me why the compensation to post- 
masters increased one million and a half of dollars from 1874 to 1875, 
and why that compensation has not gone up since? If I mistake not 
the appropriation in the present bill for this purpose is even less than 
the amount expended for 1875—about 57, 200,000. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. The amount appropriated in this bill is $7,250,000. 
The committee thought they might have reduced it lower, but they 
did not do so because the compensation to which postmasters are 
entitled is fixed under the law; and even if we should appropriate 
too much, it would only g back into the Treasury. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Now, Mr. Chairman, my object in these few 
words—and I have said about all I wish to say—is to ask the com- 
mittee, in this bill, or if not in this bill in some other way, to propose 
the appointment of a commission to sit during the coming year to 
investigate this question and see by what means, without detriment 
to the mail service, that service might be placed on a compensatory 
basis. I mean by this that it should be compelled to live within its 
means. I believe it would be perfectly easy, on proper investigation 
of this subject, to reduce the expenses of this Department and keep 
them within its income. The growth of that Department and the 
increased mail facilities extended throughout the country should cor- 

nd substantially with the receipts. 

‘here are cities in this country which have frequent free deliveries ; 
perhaps more frequent than is warranted. If necessary, let them be 
reduced. I believe, however, in every instance money is made by 
increase of these deliveries in large cities. In my city the increased 
deliveries have resulted in increased profits. So in New York, and 
so in Massachusetts, but as a general thing such may not be the case. 
Wherever they are not needed and result in increased expenses they 
ought to be reduced. 

. FOSTER. - Did you not ask for an increase of the compensa- 
tion of the aster at New York ? 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. No, sir; Ithink not. I opposed the decrease 
of the salary of the postmaster at New York, but never suggested any 
increase that I recall. 


sated than the tmaster at New York? 
Mr. CHITTENDEN. The postmaster at New York has greater 
responsibilities, four or five times greater, than tlose of any other 


postm.ster in the country better compen- 


aster in the country. He practically dispatches the whole 
mails of the country, both at home and abroad. Any man who will 
go there and stand by him and see what his bilities ave and 
what he has to do will not say that he is paid too much. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think it is exactly the thing for the gen- 
tleman to do to charge the committee with want of economy w. 
he opposes it. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I have not charged the committee with a 
want of economy. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a point of order that it is against the rules 
to carry on any private conversation on any subject in this Hall. 
be CHAIRMAN 

Tte C . The point of order is well taken, and gentlemen 
must address thé Chair. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I wish to correct the gentleman from Ohio. 
If I said a single word in criticism of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I did not mean it. My object was to make a general statement 
of my convictions on this subject, growing out of the knowledge 
common to us all that in every other Department of the Government 
where money has been spent by millions we have found abuses and 
have found methods of correcting them and d ray, Bead tae The 
very first time I came to my feet on this floor in mber, 1874, 
when I had been here but a fortnight, on a proposition to appro- 

riate three or four million dollars in one item in an appropriation 

ill without any definite statement as to what it was for, I made a 
remark that I have not yet gotten over. I rose and asked what that 
three or four million do was for, and nobody answered, and then 
I ventured to say the time had come, or would come, when this Gov- 
ernment could not appropriate its money in chunks of three millions 
without knowing what use was to be made of it. Since that time 
we have made some advance in finding out what became of money 
appropriated in these large sums. What I say now is, and it will go 
in the RECORD and some day or other come back as truth, that on 
general principles or the principles br which this Congress and pre- 
ceding Con and the present Administration have su in 
reducing the expenses of the Government, it will be found whenever 
such a commission as I have asked for shall investigate for one year 
this Post-Office Department that it can be made to live within its 
own resources and be more satisfactorily man in the interest of 
the people than it ever has been. There is nothing more demoraliz- 
ing in a family than to teach one of its members to spend whatever 
one wants to and look to the heads to pay the bills. It is just as 
demoralizing to a great government. There is no one Department 
where we spend so much cs in this. Every one of our friends who 
come from the frontier and represent Territories, or who live in the 


remoter pane bare argued to their own consciences and to their own 
people, “The Post-Office Department spends $5,000,000 in excess of 
its income. Why not fifty?’ Why not fifty? It will come to that 


in the end as sure as we omit to make a fait effort to limit the ex- 
penditures of this great and profitable establishment within its own 
resources. Sir, have we not stumbled during the last year upon evi- 
dence going to show that Iam not mistaken in this position? Have 
we not found that the ee Committee made one item of 
appropriation last year of five or six hundred thousand dollars which 


was not needed ? ve not the excessive e. for the year end- 
ing 30th of June, 1878, been reduced about $2,000,000 below what they 
were for the previous year? I have not the fi before me, but 


believe such is the fact. That is a long step in the right direction. 
Mr. HOOKER. When you refer to pepe: aint ubyroesr’ made in the 


last Co which was not utilized do you to the a ih 
tion >. gape made for the star service as contradistin 6 m 
the other service ? 


Mr. CHITTENDEN. I refer to an appropriation of that amount 
which was not needed and not used, as stated in a recent debate on 
the floor of the House. 

Mr. WADDELL. I sup the gentleman refers to an amendment 
I offered to the appropriation bill at the extra session of Con 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Yes, sir. I will not detain the committee 


longer. 

Mr FOSTER. Did not the gentleman from New York vote for the 
star service! 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I undoubtedly did; but that is no reason why 
vou or I should refuse to learn wisdom. 

Let it be understood that I have made these general remarks with 
my eyes wide open, knowing that there was not another man on the 
floor, not even my colleague, who was prepared to take the ground 
that the post-office service can be and should be and must be made 
to pay its expenses. I have made them for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the committee to them. I have not criticised an ing 
the Committee on Appropriations has done or has omitted to do. 
have simply tried in a few words to impress upon the committee that 
we have a field here which can be cultivated to great advan: and 
it is immensely better for us to take hold of it than it is to busy 
ourselves with efforts to cut down the salaries of consuls and clerks 
and deprive women of their buttered bread. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I desire only to 8 very few minutes and 
largely in answer to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. CHITTEN- 
DEN, ] who has just taken his seat. He has made a comparison of tho 
expenses of the Post-Oflice Department in the present year and the 
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expenses of that department in 1860. Now, when a comparison is 
made between 1878 and 1860 the gentleman from New York ought to 
remember that there has been since 1860 a very large country devel- 
oped and settled up that perhaps he knows nothing about. 

I will allude to the State which in part I have the bonor to repre- 
sent. In 1860 we had one hundred and sixty thousand inhabitants, 
and we had not a mile of railroad. We have now seven hundred and 
fifty thousand inhabitants with twenty-three hundred miles of rail- 
road. You will see at once, Mr. Chairman, and the gentleman from 
New York will see, that the expenses of the Post-Oftice Department 
in that State have been more quadrupled. They have been in- 
creased tenfold. And yet very much of that State is still rsely 
settled, and consequently the expenses of the Government there in 
the Post-Office Department must be beyond the receipts. 

Now take the States of Minnesota and of Nebraska and of Kansas, the 
last-named State having probably to-day well nigh a million of peo- 
ple, although she has but three Representatives upon this floor, while 
my own State has eighty-six thousand square miles of territory. The 

entleman from New York would seem to imply, and arguments have 

n made here in that direction, that the frontier of the country has 
been more tenderly cared for and generously cared for than the more 
settled portions of the country. Now, onan average, the people off 
from the railroads in those States west of the Mississippi get but two 
and three mails a week. The gentleman from Georgia rather im- 
plied that a man thus situated upon the frontier, a little remote from 
the cities, needed a little less intelligence than the man who residesin 
the city. I desire to pay taas he häs more ai, MO generally and 
that he desires mail facilities; and my theory is, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Post-Office Department is for the ple and all the people. I 
would not maintain that a route should be carried through a sparsely 
settled portion of the country, and that a daily mail should be estab- 
lished; but approximately, the people of the whole country should 
have corresponding mail facilities. 

Take the free-delivery system of Brooklyn and of New York. The 
gentleman says that thissystem pays foritself. Butif the gentleman 
goes throvgh the Post-Office Department and attempts to retrench, 

e will find it very difficult to run the Post-Office Department for a 
less amount of money than is now provided. 

1 * CHITTENDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 

im 

Mr. DUNNELL. Not now. The postmasters of the country are 
certainly not 5 officers. The men who hold the offices 
in Brodklyn and New York and in the other cities are reasonably 
well paid; but the postmaster whose salary is $20, and $50, and $100 
is subjected to all the inconveniences of the office with a very small 
compensation. The postmasters of the United States are more poorly 

aid than any other office-holders in the country. The town col- 

eetor, the town coroner, and the town constable in any town in the 
country are better paid than the Federal postmaster in the country. 

Take the star service. It is let under a well-guarded law. If there 
is a great amount of money in erg Ane the mail upan the frontier, 
why does not the gentleman from New York putin bids and take 
some of these contracts and carry the mail? 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in retrenchment and reform and economy. 
But the Post-Office Department is run to-day with very great economy, 
in my judgment. I am denied every week mail facilities in my dis- 
trict where there are men from New York and Pennsylyania and the 
older States pouring in; and they desire mail facilities. Those com- 
ing from New England have been in the habit of having a daily mail 
and they desire a daily mail as they settle out upon the frontier. But 
Iam denied this by the Department. They tell me they cannot do 
it because the income of the route will not pay for it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am glad to know that in this bill the Appro- 
priations Committee has met the demands of the star service of the 
country. It is a service that ought to be well cared for. Intelligence 
should be encouraged. It should be made easy. It should be brought 
home to every family. The newspaper is the great power of the 


country. 

I did not intend, Mr. Chairman, to made any lengthened remarks. 
I simply ask that the gentleman from New York when he talks about 
comparing 1878 with 1860 shall study western statistics and remem- 
ber that an empire has grown up west of the Mississippi River. If 
Brooklyn has not grown during the last eighteen years, the West has. 

Mr. WNSEND, of New York. She „and her expenditures 
have grown in proportion to her increase, and the gentleman knows 

t. 


Mr. CLYMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Will the gentleman allow me one word? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Let me say a word. 

Mr. CLYMER. I will yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TOWNSEND] for a moment and will then yield to his colleague, [ Mr. 
ee Pe 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I want to say one word. My 
friend and colleague [Mr. CHITTENDEN ] has told us that in a few 
years we shall bring this mail service on the same footing and pecu- 
niary success that the mail service is brought to in England. Mr. 
Chairman, we will do it when we reduce the American empire to the 
dimensions of the British Islands. A Yankee was in England and it 
was found that he never went out of doors at night. They asked 
him how this happened and he said he was afraid to go out. He got 


about the place very well in the day-time, but he never dared to 
out of doors in the night for fear he should step off. : 

Now, if my friend is going to reduce the American empire, to 
diminish it so that a man will be afraid every night when he goes 
out of doors that he will step off into one or the other of the oceans, 
on we can compare our mail service with the mail service of Eng- 

nd. 

Sir, there is not in all the expenditures of the Government any serv- 
ice where the people of this country can afford to expend the money 
necessary to be expended so well as in the service of the Post-Office 
Department. It is the service that distributes knowledge. It is the 
service that tells one part of this country about the other. It is the 
service that makes us a homogeneous people; a people with one des- 
tiny and one common interest, and, sir, if the Post-Office Department 
does not quite pay expenses I shall sleep very soundly and my con- 
stituents will sleep very soundly if we have adequate mail facilities, 
and that whether I am at home in New York or happen to be on my 
western farm where by the beneficence of the country we enjoy mail 
facilities not quite as often as the gentleman does in Brooklyn, with 
half a dozen deliveries a day, we are glad to get a mail twice a week. 

Mr. CLYMER. I now yield a moment to the gentleman from New 
York, [ Mr. 5 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I wish to hold gentlemen to my point. The 
gentleman from Minnesota nor the gentleman from New York have 
touched it. I knew that there was no other man on this floer pre- 
pared to take my position. I know the growth of the country, the 
growth of its wealth, and the growth of its population, and the in- 
creased facilities required to carry its mails; but what I say is, that 
we have not investigated the abuses. 

Nobody has told us yf Bate pay railroads now, with their cheap 
steel and cheap coal, $1,000 a mile, when we paid none of them over 
$375 a mile in 1860. Let my colleague [Mr. TOWNSEND ] answer that. 
I said nothing about his frontiersmen. I would give them as many 
mails as he would, and I would give the State of Kansas all the 
mails that it can reasonably ask for, but I say that if you will ap- 
point a commission to find out the height and depth the breadth 
and length and the whole area of this question, you will certainly 
discover that the present income of the Post-Office Department is 
more than sees yes, more than enough, to do all the work that is 
now done, and do it better. That is my point. 

Mr. WADDELL. Is not the gentleman from New York aware of 
the fact that a commission of that kind was appointed by act of July 

1876, and that it has now submitted its report to the House t 

. CLYMER. Mr. Chairman, I am loath to engage in this discus- 
sion at all, and although I was on the subcommittee of appropriations 
having special charge of this bill, I determined, after the very full 
and satisfactory statement of its main features by the gentleman 
from Georgia, (Mr. BLount, ] to defer any remarks or explanations of 
it which I might deem necessary until the debate under the five- 
minute rule; but it does seem to me that the two gentlemen from 
New York [Messrs. BEEBE and CHITTENDEN] have made unjust criti- 
cisms in regard to this bill and to the post-office service generally. 

I am satisfied that no bill has ever come into this House which has 
received more patient or thorough examination on the part of those 
having it in ch: than has this one. 

I do not know that the officers of the Government could have shown 
greater willingness or alacrity to afford all the information in their 
power in order that the Committee on Appropriations might arrive 
at just results. The results we have arrived at are these: we have 

uced the amount pro to be appropriated very much below 
the estimates—over $3,000,000; we have reduced the amount to be 
erpandog iu the year for which we are legislating nearly $1,000,000 
below the amount which was appropriated for the current year. 
Surely in a general way these are gratifying results; surely they are 
results which should command the contidence of the House because, 
as I have already remarked, they have been arrived at only after the 
most careful examination. 

This much with reference to the general criticisms on the bill. Now, 
with reference to the remarks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
CHITTENDEN, j who has argued that the Post-Office Department should 
be made a self-supporting and paying Department; that it should be 
self-supporting as in England, my friend and his colleague from New 
York, the gentleman from the y district, [Mr. eee has 
well stated the insuperable obstacle to any such result as that. If the 
poar onies service was confined to what is known as the New England 

tates, New York, and Pennsylvania, it is apparent from a table 
which will be found on page 13 of the report accompanying this bill 
that it will be a self-supporting institution. 

In the New England States, excluding the States of Maine and of 
Vermont, and in Pennsylvania and in New York, the excess of re- 
ceipts over expenditures during the past fiscal year was $2,268,577.87. 
That proves conclusively that if we were dealing with a com 
territory, with a territory so densely populated as is New England, 
New York, and Pennsylvania, this institution would be a self-sup- 
porting one. But we have to deal with a mighty empire outside of 
that, extending far to the south and clear to the setting sun. It may 
not be that we should deprive of this service others outside of this 
favored belt, where there is population, where there are centers of 
trade, where everything seems to be gathered together. I am not 
here, for one, to do any such thing. 
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Let us for a moment com the receipts and expenditures in this 
Department in 1860 with what they arenow. On page 14 of the re- 

rt it will be found that in 1860 the total receipts of the Post-Office 
353 were but 88,171, 201.20, and the expenditures were 
$12,933,251.33, or an excess of expenditure over receipts of 85,577, 845.26. 
It thus appears that in 1860 the expenditures exceeded the receipts 
by nearly 50 per cent. 

Now, let us turn to the gratifying exhibit presented for the present 
fiscal year. In 1877 the total receipts were $27,334,817.69; the total 
expenditures were $31,178,966.91, an excess of expenditures over 
receipts of onya „508,691.26. 


Mr. CORLE Is not the gentleman mistaken about that! 
Mr. CLYMER. Not at all. 
Mr. CORLETT. In another column will be found $2,000,000 which 


should be added to that. 

Mr. CLYMER. No, my statement is right. In 1877 the excess of 
expenditures over receipts was but about 20 per cent., while in 1860 
it was about 50 per cent. Surely this is gratifying; this is encourag- 
ing. This points to the day, not in the very distant future, I trust, 
Sten we may approximate to a balancing of receipts and expendi- 
tures in this Department. But the fact is, as we all know, that it 
has never been in the contemplation of those who have made our 
laws and established our policy that the Post-Office Department 
should be merely a paying institution. 

Mr. BEEBE. That was Franklin’s idea. 

Mr. CLYMER. The Post-Office Department is the agent of the 
people, the great convenience of the people; it is that which binds 
us together of all sections of the country. We have ever found that 
whenever the postal service did approach to self-supporting, at that 
moment Con reduced the rates of postage so as to lessen the bur- 
dens of the people for this service, which is a necessity of civilization. 
So it will be doubtless in the future when we approach that point, 
as we may soon do if we go on at the same rate as we have done since 
1860. There are doubtless here now some of us whoare young enough 
to live to see the day when letters will be carried throughout the length 
and breadth of our country at one cent each, less even than they are 
now carried in the kingdom of Great Britain. 

Mr. BEEBE. I think that my position has failed to be understood 
by the gentleman. What I desire to know is this: if, in 1860, 28,552 
postmasters cost for pay but $2,552,868, why, in 1877, should 37,345 

masters, only nine thousand more than in 1860, cost $7,250,000? 

Mr. CLYMER. In order to give my friend an accurate and exact 
answer to his question, I would be obliged to have the tables showin 
the amount of Daye: handled in the Post-Office in 1860 as com 
with those handled at the present time. 

Mr. BEEBE, But these masters have a largely increased force 
of clerks to help them handle those pieces. 

Mr. CLYME So I grant you; and so of necessity they should 
have and must have, if the number of pieces to be handled have in- 
creased as I believe I could prove they have increased. I am not 
now prepared to show the exact number of pieces handled in 1860. 
But È judge sometimes of things by what is immediately within my 
own knowledge. Take the city in which I live; it has more than 
doubled, nearly trebled in population since 1860. I know that since 
that time her ffice business has increased to a very large extent. 

Then we had a 8 and two clerks; now we have a post- 
master and five clerks, and I speak from my own knowledge, and 
speak advisedly, when I say that if there be in any part of the coun- 
try an excess of officers to attend to the duties of any post-office, there 
certainly is not such excess in the office in "y own town. I know 
how assiduously those officers labor; I know how attentive they are 
to their duties; and, if I may judge of the service elsewhere ( i- 
bly it is not fair to do so) from tbese facts within my own knowledge, 
I know of no men who are more 3 taxed every day by the 
performance of their duties than the oflicers of the post-office in my 
own town. I know also that the salaries paid to clerks in that office 
are certainly not greater than those which are commanded elsewhere 
in the same town for like services. 

I do not question that there may be abuses in a great service like 
this. They are inseparable from the public service; they must of 
necessity exist. The most that we can do is to apply a remedy wher- 
ever we may discover them. While we here, in the h of legisla- 
tion, may at times do much, yet surely it is not within the province 
‘of the Committee on Appropriations or even the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads—if it were within their province it would 
not be within their power—to sit down and mature a plan which 
would lead to any very great beneficial results. I quite agree with 
the gentleman from the Brooklyn district [Mr. CHITTENDEN ] that if 
there were a commission composed of capable men understandin 
this subject they might, with ample time, devise some methods whic 
would be better than those that are now employed. But I would re- 
mind him that there has been and is to-day a commission charged 
with the examination of this subject—a commission com of gen- 
tlemen who have my confidence, one a very distinguished resident of 
the metropolitan city of my State, Hon. Daniel M. Fox; another, Mr. 
vir tet of Rae re cut; and eat ‘a sealers whose knowledge 
0 al affairs in this country, gain actual service, is very great. 
What will be the fruit of the labors of this commission I do noe know. 
I only know that we, as a Committee on Appropriations having e 
especially of this subject, had to deal with the facts immediately be- 


fore us, aided by such light as we had and such assistance as we could 
obtain from the Post-Office Department. This assistance, as I have 
before said, was readily, freely, and frankly given. We songht to 
deal with this subject not in a niggardly or enerous spirit, aud I 
trust not with any desire to be lavish in expenditure. We sought to 
effectuate all the just needs of the service without unduly depleting 
the Treasury. hen this bill shall have had fair examination, when 
in the five-minute debate there shall have been explicit explanations 
of each item, I cannot but believe that the Committee of the Whole 
will arrive at the same conclusion on almost every part of the bill as 
was arrived at by the subcommittee, and unanimously, I believe, by 
the Committee on Appropriations itself. I therefore commend this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole with a degree of confidence which 
I would not be justified in entertaining under other circumstances. 

Mr. RYAN. Ithink the gentleman from Pennsylvania[ Mr. CLYMER) 
is mistaken when he states that the excess of expenditures over re- 
ceipts is $6,000,000. I think that the amount is a little less than 
$4,000,000, because from the $6,000,000 of excess of expenditures over 
receipts in some of the States must be deducted the excess of receipts 
over expenses in certain other States. 

Mr. CLYMER. I ind that I was mistaken; but the correction onl 
makes my position so much thestronger. I thank my friend for call 
ing my attention to it. 

r. RYAN. I wish to state, in regard to the subject under discus- 
sion, that perhaps no State in the Union has experienced greater need 
for liberality on the part of Congress in providing mail facilities than 
my own. Like some other Western States, it is increasing in popu- 
lation with great rapidity—so much so that during the last year our 
increase exceeded perhaps two hundred thousand. Of course this 
growth of population gives rise to new communities everywhere 
throughout the State—to a necessity for new postal routes and the 
establishment of new post-offices; and in some of these communities 
towns are growing so rapidly as to create a growing demand for in- 
creased allowances of clerks and the like. 

All these things call for liberality upon the part of Congress in 
making appropriations, at least for the star service. I myself have 
been obliged, during my short career in Congress, to go day after day 
to the Department to obtain additional mail facilities, but in vain, 
for the simple reason that the Department was not provided with the 
necessary funds, We have been unable to obtain the necessary force 
upon our railways to distribute properly the mails between given 
points, so that the mails are frequently from necessity carried past the 

lace of destination. In my own State the mail going eastward is 
eee carried by the capital of the State to Kansas City, where 
it must lie over until the next day, when it is returned and thrown 
off. This is because there is not a sufficient force to distribute the 
mails upon the railway. Iam informed at the Post-Office Depart- 
ment that there has been in the aggregate an increase during the last 
ear in mails upon railways to the extent of 15 or 20 per cent., yet 
ause of a lack of funds the Department has had to reduce the force. 
I do not know that this is the fact generally, but the force has been 
reduced largely upon railways in the West. Hence we are suffering 
in this direction, 

I might say in addition, Mr. Chairman, that the new railroads which 
have been constructed in my own State during the last year, some 
three or four different lines, are now without any service whatever 
for want of funds. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What sort of service does the gentleman mean, 
clerical force or route agents? 

Mr. RYAN. I mean route ts—postal ts. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the oman will look at the report of the 
Postmaster General he will see that they have been taken off and 
concentrated on poea cars. 

Mr. RYAN. Ihave learned that from the very efficient and hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. I heard him 
make that statement the other day. But, sir, the fact remains that 
we are unable to get this sort of service, that we are unable to procure 
these facilities because there are no funds. There may be some abuses 
in the Department, there may be some wrong done us in the West, 
there may have been some discrimination against us; of these things 
I am uninformed, but nevertheless the naked fact remains that these 
lines of railroads are there to-day with no service on them whatever 
for the reason, as alleged by the Department, which I believe to be 
true, that there are no funds to supply that service. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Chairman, if I understood the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CHITTENDEN] correctly, he said that the Terri- 
tories had a greatly disproportionate mail service as compared with 
the receipts of their post- offices, and appealed to Delegates and mem- 
bers representing the western countries not to press for the establish- 
ment or increase of service upon routes until the business on such 
lines should be self-sustaining. Now, sir, we of the far West do not 
have our mails delivered to us five or six times a day in our homes 
and offices like our fellow-citizens in the great cities. On the con- 
trary, the borderer is only too glad of an opportunity to ride from 
twenty to forty miles to a post-office where a mail is delivered once 
a week from the hurricane deck of a mail-rider’s mule. Spay eee. 
We do not expect the privileges which can only be afforded to thickly 
settled communities. We recognize the fact that the mails must bear 


some proportions to the business transacted through them. Yet we 
may fairly contend for such a liberal extension of mail facilities as 
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are properly demanded by the settlement and growth of the country, 
and which will be alike beneficial to the new communities and to the 
great cities which desire to extend their correspondence and trade to 
new points of enterprise. 


In the latter t we have equities that have not been shown 
forth in this debate. From tables read to-day it appears that only in 
some half dozen States are the receipts of the post-oflices in excess 
of the nditures. Not only the Territories, but the Southern and 
Western States are in deficit. Therefore, gentlemen representing the 
few States named rest in the comfortable assurance that they are 
bearing the mail burdens of the whole country, and say to the rest 
of us, If your constituencies were like ours the service would be self- 
sustaining.” This is not entirely true. By basing the business of 

t-offices on the receipts and stamps canceled, an unfair showing 
is made against the West and in favor of the cities. In these 
chosen States are New York, Boston, Philadelphia, all the large cities, 
where newspapers, magazines, and books are printed, and life and fire 
insurance offices located; the seat of a number of enterprises 
which have their offices in these cities, but depend on the whole 
country for their business. From these points letters, circulars, maga- 
zines, papers, books go to all parts of the country. There is not a 
route running into any of the Territories or western States that does 
not carry in three times, yes, ten times the mail it carries out. The 
stamps upon this mail matter are sold and canceled in the great 
cities, But stamps sold and canceled in great cities do not represent 
the postal business of these cities only, but they represent the busi- 
ness in that regard of the whole country. The receipts at city offices 
no more represent exclusively the mail business of those cities than the 
receipts for customs-dues at the port of New York represent exclu- 
sively goods consumed in New York City, but, on the contrary, rep- 
resent goods consumed in every section of the country. 

The Southwestern States and the western Territories and the mining 
regions are to this Government what the colonies of Great Britain are 
to her, the springs and sources and tributaries which make up the 
great rivers of commerce and trade that flow to and from the t 
cities of the East. As well might you claim that the mouth of the 
Mississippi was the whole river, ignoring its mountain sources and all 
its mighty tributaries, as to claim that the mail business of the New 
York or the Boston post-office was the business of New York or Bos- 
ton alone. There is not a mail-route in the Western States or Terri- 
tories that New York and Sen gen ERAS. Chicago, and Saint 
Louis have not a mutual interest in with the E e living in those 
sections of the country. I have rarely applied for increase of mail 
facilities in my Territory without having received petitions from m 
constituents and also having received letters from New York, Chi- 
cago, and Saint Louis merchants, urging strenuously such increase as 

ould oro more frequent communication with their eo md- 
ents. ils are quite as necessary for your merchants who wish to 
send out their circulars or their due-bills, as for ours to send orders 
or drafts for payment in reply. The benefit of the mails is mutual. 

Sir, the service in all that trans-Missouri region was recently relet, 
and relet under the wise rules established by the last democratic 
House of Representatives upon the amendments to former laws re- 
ported from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
carried through Congress by Messrs. CLARK, of Missouri, and Mr. 
WADDELL. 

For the first time, sir, in my experience that service was let 12 
genuine bids. Straw bids were prevented from being put in. And 
under the wise laws of last session, and the rules and regulations 
enforced by the Postmaster-General and his assistant, General Brady, 
there was, for the first time since my attention has been directed to 
mail matters, a fair and A gery letting of the new contracts. Some 
of these are taken so low that bidders must fail, but responsible bonds 
have been secured. The expenses of the mail service on star routes 
over the western country have been reduced over a million dollars. 
They might perhaps be reduced still more were it not for the fact 
that third-class matter is carried on all those lines, and the large mer- 
chants of New York, A. T. Stewart & Co. and others, come into com- 
petition with our local merchants, and load down the stage-coaches 
with dry-goods, hardware, and every other kind of merchandise until, 
in many instances, special service has to be provided for this kind of 
matter alone. In this your merchants are really more interested than 
the people of that western country, although it is a benefit to both, 
but not exclusively to either one. Consequently you must consider 
this mail service as a whole. To put the receipts of one office or one 
State or section another will notdo. It is the business of the 
whole country that swells the receipts of the great cities. Without 
the 3 they would not do the business or show the returns they do. 

The mail service must be considered as a whole, co: nding with 
the network of traffic over the land, and as a means of development, 
of increasing intelligence and diffusing education over the whole 
country, as the blood is carried from the heart to the extremities. 

The gentleman in charge of the bill, [Mr. BLount,] who made 
such a fair, able, and conscientious speech, to which the House 
listened with so much attention and benefit, referred, as it seemed 
to me a little unjustly, to the increase made in the Territories under 
the last appropriation for star service. I have examined the figures 
since I heard his remarks upon them, and I find that this increase 
was almost entirely caused first by the discovery of the gold at the 
Black Hills. The going in there of a community of such numbers 


of people that Congress is considering bills to give them a separate 
vernment ; a community which produces half a million dollars 
in gold per month; where new mines are being opened, new mills 
erected, and a vast and active commerce, creates such a mail busi- 
ness as would not be transacted by ten times the number of people 
in the settled and quiet communities of the East. The next im- 
portant item of increase charged to the Territories was the exten- 
sion and increase of mail service from Texas to the Pacitic Ocean 
across the re of the proposed great transcontinental railroad 
route, which is an undertaking of national importance. Well, now, 
that increase could not be properly charged to the local wants of 
New Mexico or Arizona. It was placing necessary mail service on a 
great national route, important to the people of the whole country, 
and especially the people of the whole southern tier of States, were in- 
terested in having that mail-route opened across the continent, that 
rapid communication might be had and timely intelligence trans- 
mitted along a dangerous border, threatened with invasion from 
Mexican rob and hostile Indians. > 

And certainly the establishment of mail service to the Black Hills. 
was ne „and ought not to be charged particularly to the peo- 
ple of Wyoming. They had no particularly overshadowing interest 
in it. It was the Senators and Representatives of the 2 who had 
gone into that section from all parts of the country t called upon 
the Post-Office Department to open communication with their friends 
and had those new mail-routes opened. As I have said, a new com- 
munity sprung up as if by magic; large amounts of gold were being 
shipped out, an immense business was being transacted, great cities. 
were striving for this business, and great States interested in opening 
rival routes; what could the Department do but open communica- 
tions with the new El Dorado? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman to understand that I did not 
object to those Territories having mail service. What I objected to 
was their kaving a disproportionately large share of service as com- 
pared with the older communities. 2 

Mr. MAGINNIS. 
lines being 7 5955 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me, what I refer to is 
the number of trips week. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The case is very different in the States which are 
traversed in all directions by railways carrying the mails every day 
and twice a day on the great trunk-lines to all important places. The 
star service supplies comparatively unimportant points. But in those 
remote countries whose capitals and co: centers are two and 
three hundred and, as in my own Territory, over four hundred miles 
from ee the star service not only suppliesthe smaller towns, 
but all the trunk- lines are stage routes. Over these main lines the 
mails, carried not on 1 trains but on slowly lumbering stage- 
coaches, certainly should go daily to be distributed by tri-weekly or 
weekly mails to less important or more remote points. A community 
must have great commercial resources to sustain itself at such great. 
distance from modern means of transportation. And the mail busi- 
ness largely exceeds that of the same population in older communi- 
ties where life is not so active and e 80 great in proportion to the 
population. The postmaster in my owntown of Helena, with five 
or six thousand inhabitants, drew up to last year as l a salary as. 
the postmaster at Saint Louis, on account of the great business that 
is transacted at that point. And this leads me to say that in my 
opinion the gentleman from New York [Mr. BERN, ] who has just 
spoken is in the right line of reform and retrenchment if it is to be 
made in the Post-Office Department. Reform is not to be aimed at 
by breaking down the value of the service, or by curtailing the num- 
ber of routes through the Territories, the number of trips to the dif- 
ferent parts of the country, but by cutting down the salaries and 
expenses of first and second offices. There is noreason why the 
salary of a postmaster who may have no special training, who may be 
appointed to-day and removed to-morrow, should be than that. 
ot the governor or the surveyor-general of a Territory; orif it should. 
be larger than these, there certainly is no reason why it should be- 
larger than the salaries of the judges of the supreme court of the 
Territories—men who have, or at least are supposed to have, spent 
large sums and great labor in aquiring the learning and legal experi- 
ence which are n to fit them to preside over courts and pro- 
tect the rights of the citizen. Let reform begin here and not. with. 
the cutting down of mail service necessary to the business or to the 
development of the country. 

And I must say for the present Postmaster-General and for the- 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General that, since I have been in Con- 
gress, I have never known the business of the De nt 80 care- 

ully, conservatively, and conscientiously conducted. For the first time 
that I know of the last mail letting was afair one. The men who put in 
the lowest bids got the contracts, and the lowest bids were not straw- 
bids either. If they have increased the service in the Territories it 
has only been where it was im tively demanded; and I venture 
to say that the production of all the facts will show that the increase 
was not only n and justifiable but commendable and beneficial. 
I think it was a somewhat unfair reflection to intimate that they used 
too much of the scat a e e, to increase the service in the Territo- 
ries, where no increase been made forseveral previous years. The 


Necessarily the service must be more costly, the 
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committee were not responsible for that appropriation. We had to 
thank the House for it. 
Mr. HOOKER. And I think you may add, the vigilance of the 


gentleman from Texas, [Mr. SCHLEICHER,] for obtaining an appro- 
priation specifically for the star service. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I am very glad to make that addition, in justice 
to a gentleman who is not only a warm but an abledefender of border 
interests. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire now to move that the committee rise for 
the purpose of closing general debate on this bill. Lshall then move 
that the House again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole, and 
as soon as the first paragraph has been read I will yield to a motion 
that the committee rise for the purpose of adjourning. I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of tho 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations for the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of resuming 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; and, pending that motion, 
I move that all general debate on the pending bill be closed in one 
minute, 

The motion closing genera debate was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 17 5 Cox, of New York, in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all general debate is 
closed upon the bill and the Clerk will read the first paragraph. 

The Clerk read the first paragraph, as follows: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, a) ted for the serv- 
ico of 6 K yone: nodia June Het of any 
mone; Treasury roven Departm: conformi 
to tho aot of July 2, 1836, pey dets ty 

Yor Baff doprovations and special agents $100,000; and not excceding $7,500 of 

‘or ma ons an A H not ex: A 
this 8 bo 3 United States attorneys, marshals, clerks 
of courts, and counsel necessarily employed by special agents of the Post-Office 
Department, subject to ap by the Attorney-General i That here- 


: Provided, 
after the per diem of ts appointed under section 4017 of the Re- 
Tised Statutes shall bo $3 instead of $5, as therein provided. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was d to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 

H. R. No. 4246) makin; foe eee forthe service of the Post- Office 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


W. I. ALLRED AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secre! of War, transmitting certain information con- 
ee the claim of W. I. Allred and Alonzo A. Noon; and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BUILDINGS IN MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, ir e h x re relative to 
the use and occupation of certain buildings in Memphis, Tennessee, 
8 the War; andthe same was ref. to the Committee on War 


SELF-ACTING TORPEDO. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report on the self- 
acting torpedo of Mr. Hubbell; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


OSAGE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs inclosing an estimate 
of appropriation required to pay the tribe of [natans and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of Quarter- 
master-General giving an approximáte estimate of the aggregate pay 
and allowance of all officers and enlisted men in the Quartermaster- 
General’s Department for a fiscal year; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SOLDIERS’ HOMB. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the annual report for 1877 of the board of managers of the National’ 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was referred to the: 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. GLOVER. I ask unanimous consent to offer a joint resolution 
for reference to the Committee of Accounts. 

Mr. CONGER. Let us hear what it is. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

‘Whereas the clerk and experts of the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, by an inadvertence, were not sworn into office at the dates of their 
appointments and dates of service, and for which reason payment is denied: 

CCT entatives of the United States of 
America in Congress That the Clerk of the House be, and hereby is, 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House said clerk and experts. 
from the date of their respective appointments as though they had been sworn 
into office at the proper time. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I object. 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. SINGLETON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4292) to reduce the pd of the public printing and binding, and 
for other purposes ; which was read a first and second time, metered 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, leave was- 
nted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers- 
in the case of Elizabeth Brockett, no adverse report having been. 
made in the case. 
Mr. HUBBELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at three o’clock and 
fifty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, Ko., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. CARLISLE: A paper relating to the claim of George W. 
a or, of Kentucky—to the Committee of Claims. 

y Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of scientific men of Dunkirk, 
New York, for the amendment of the postal laws so as to permit 
microscopic imens to be sent by mail—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GOODE: Memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Norfolk and 
Portsmouth, Virginia, for an appropriation to enable the Light-House 
Board to place automatic 8 near Cape Henry and at the 
entrance to Norfolk Harbor—to the Committee on ooh neon 

Also, memorial of the Cotton Exchange of Norfolk and Portsmouth,. 
vogi in favor of the construction of the Texas and Pacific Rail-, 
road—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, memorial of the councils of the city of Norfolk, Virginia, of 
similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TANNA: The petition of citizens of Indianapolis, Indiana, 
for a specific appropriation for a post-office building in said city—to- 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HENKLE: Papers relating to claim of George L. Railey— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of Charles Ritchie, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of petit jurors of United States. 

y pe 
courts at Greensborough, North Carolina, for the erection of a United 
States court-house in said city—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

Mr. STARIN : The petition of Low, Harriman & Co. and others, 
of New York city, ainst the passage of the pending tariff bill—to- 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Emma Jean Clark, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of 
Loachapoka, Alabama, in behalf of the Texas Pacific Railroad to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of Thomas Goodis- 
son, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Owen W. Breman, for refund of income tax 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


IN SENATE. 
' MONDAY, April 15, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
„ of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
prov: 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
resent a joint resolution of the General Assem-- 
vor of the enactment of a law by Congress to» 


Mr. KERNAN. I 
bly of New York, in 
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prevent unjust discrimination in the rates of freight im by com- 
mon carriers upon property transported by them. I ask that it may 
be read. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and read, as follows: 3 


STATE OF NEW YORK. 


In Assembiy, Albany, March 25, 1878. 


‘Whereas there are now hefore Congress several bills seeking to provide for equity 
ë rates ef freights on property transported by common carriers in this country: 

eretore, 

Resolved, (if the senate concur,) That our Senators and Members of the House of 
Freda pa somber in Congress assembled be, aud they are hereby, requested to use 
their influence to secure the enactment of any wise and equitable law having for 
its object the prevention of violent and injurious fluctuations and unjust discrim- 
ination in rates of freight imposed by common carriers upon property transported 
by them in this * ey 

Resolved, That tho clerk of the Assembly be directed to transmit a copy of the 
foregoing preamble and resolution to each Senator and Member of the House of 
R ntatives from the State of New York. 


y order. 
EDWARD M. JOHNSON, Olerk. 
In Senate, April 5, 1878. 
Concurred in. 
By order. 


JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


Mr. KERNAN presented a resolution of the Legislature of New 
York against the pro transfer of the life-saving service from 
the Treasury to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented the petition of H. G. Gibson and 109 others, of 
the Associated Veterans of the War with Mexico, residing in the city 
of New York, praying the passage of the bill pending before Con- 
gress to place on the retired list of the Army the name of their com- 
rade, Major-General James Shields; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Buffalo Board of Trade against 
a change of duties on flour, mill-feed, and wheat imported from Can- 
ada; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present also resolutions adopted by the board of 
managers of the New York Produce Exchange as to the most effective 
method of increasing exports of American products; also resolutions 
of that board in favor of allowing American citizens to buy or build 
ships for foreign trade in any part of the world and obtain for them 
American registers, and against subsidies or payments to particular 
lines of steamships, except such payments as may be necessary for 
the ing of the mails. These resolutions are on several subjects, 
and I ask the Chair to su their proper reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks upon the statement 
thut the resolutions should go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KERNAN. Very well, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be so referred. 

Mr. WHYTE presented the petition of Elizabeth Joines, widow of 
John Joines, late a sail-maker in the United States Navy, praying 
for a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the memorial of John A. Hamilton & Co., Edward 
Worthington, Ferdinand Latrobe, and others, Fe of ARETA 
Maryland, remonstratin ainst the p e of any act imposing a 
reac incomes ; which 5 referred to the Committes on Finance. 

Mr. EATON, I have here, addressed to me and my e oe a 
communication slanog, by the president of Yale College, N Dr. Wool- 
sey, the late president of Yale College, by the faculty of that institu- 
tion, and by the mayor and common council of the city of New 
Haven, and various other citizens, regarding the arrest of a citizen of 
Connecticut, Mr. Noyes. I beg that this paper may go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, although it is a communication directed to 
me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 

Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial ef L. T. Eddy and others, 
workingmen residing at Milesburgh Iron Works, Centre County, Penn- 
sylvania, engaged in the manufacture of iron, remonstrating against 
reduction of the duties on foreign imports and against the reimpo- 
sition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. EUSTIS presented resolutions of the New Orleans Cotton Ex- 
change, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of the Red 
River; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FERRY presented the memorial of John Higgs and 54 others, 

sioners and citizens of Detroit, Michigan; also the memorial of 
Biinton Spencer and 40 others, pensioners and citizens of Ypsilanti, 
Michigan, remonstrating against the abolition of pension agencies ; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have received and present a memorial signed 
by a large number of leading business men in the city of New York 
largely concerned in the matter to which they refer, which memorial 
insists that the bankrupt law is an appropriate part of the jurispru- 
dence of every commercial country; that the 8 0 bankrupt law 
in this country ought not to be repealed; and they pray Con 


rather to appoint a commission to ascertain whether the principle of 
equality among creditors in cases of insolvency is applicable to the 
business system of this country, and if so, “ whether it is not com 

tent for your honorable body to so amend the law as to remove its 
defects and give to the country a judicious and satisfactory bankrupt 


av. I move that the memorial lie on the table, as report has been 
made. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented the petition of Eli Ayres, of Texas, praying 
for the passage of an act to quiet title to certain land purchased by 
him in the year 1839 from the Chickasaw Indians: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS. I find upon my desk a series of resolutions adopted 

by the Washington Monument Society, in the sentiments of which I 
very heartily concur, and which I have proar pleasure in presentin 
to the Senate. They express their wish that work should be resum 
on the 1 Monument, and that it should be completed in 
accordance with the pede (ora design. 
It will be remembe that two years ago Congress appropriated 
$200,000 for this object, and that the House of Representatives lately 
made an auxiliary appropriation of $36,000 for the purpose of strength- 
ening the foundation of the monument, that was considered by some, 
I believe, to be insecure. This latter bill was sent to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds instead of to the Committee on 
Appropriations, where I believe it properly belonged. I do not wish 
to make any criticism upon the delay that has occurred in this mat- 
ter. It is sufficient to say that there has been time enough since the 
original appropriation was made to have laid the topmost stone in 
its place, and to have made the column the loftiest structure that 
has ever been reared upon the surface of this planet by the hand of 
man. I think the American people want it finished, and that there 
is no merely sentimental expenditure which they will so gladly sanc- 
tion. I hope that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
will report the supplemental bill at an early day. I see the chair- 
man of the committee Pore and I should be very glad if he wonld 
do so this morning, and I believe that the Senate would unanimously 
approve the measure. I ask that these resolutions be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire merely to say to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas that he is mistaken in supposing the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is present this morn- 
ing. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is absent, but I 
understand he will return to-morrow. I may assure the Senator from 
Kansas that the subject to which he refers has already received some 
consideration in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and will undoubtedly be disposed of at their next meeting, to occur 
this week. So far as I am concerned, I assure him further that he 
shall have an opportunity, and the earliest possible, to ascertain 
whether the majority of the Senate are in favor of the measure which 
he so enthusiastically indorses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


BUILDING FOR BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning 
immediately after the morning business I shall endeavor to call up 
the bill (8. No. 875) to provide a fire-proof building for the use of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing and the mechanical branches of 
the Treasury and other Departments. It is very important to have 
this matter acted upon now. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3690) to relieve the chure 
of the District of Columbia, and to clear the title of the trustees to 
such property, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3969) regulating the ap- 
pointment of justices of the peace, commissioners of deeds, and con- 
stables within and for the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Reads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3859) for the relief 
of Silas M. Nortonu, postmaster at Bristol, Connecticut, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the petition of Mrs. Lydia Dorr, praying to be 
placed on the pension-rolls, to report it back to the Renate. by the 
request of Mrs. Dorr, and to move that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition, and that the petitioner 
have leave to withdraw her petition and papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolation to print 10,000 copies of Professor 
Hayden’s annual report, to ask to be discharged from its farther con- 
sideration, as another order to print this report has been adopted. 

The report was agreed to. 

ARGUMENTS ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 


referred the following resolution, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration ; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the arguments before the Committee on Privileges 
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and Elections of the United States Senate in behalf of a sixteenth amendment be 
given to Sara Andrew Spencer, chairman of the resident congressional committee 
of the National Woman Suffrage lation. 


PASSPORTS TO COLORED CITIZENS. 


Mr. WALLACE. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 1020) authorizing the issue 
of passports free to colored citizens going to Brazil, to report it with- 
out amendment. I ask the Senate to indulge me in taking up and 
passing the bill at this time. » i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of State to 
issue passports, free of charges and fees therefor, to any colored citi- 
zens of the United States who may wish to go to Brazil to engage in 
work upon the Madera and Mamore Railway, and suspends to that 
extent the provisions ef section 4075 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Lill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NEW EDITION OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 23) providing for 
the distribution and sale of the new edition of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, to report it with amendments. I ask that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 

Of the 15,000 copies of the new edition of the first volume of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States required by the fourth section 
of the “ Act to provide for the preparation and publication of a new 
edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States,” approved March 
2, 1877, to be printed and bound, the joint resolution provides for the 
following disposition by the Secre of State: to the President of 
the United States 4 copies, one of which shall be for the library of 
the Executive Mansion, and one copy for the use of the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings; to the Vice-President of the United States, 2 
copies; to each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress, 1 
copy; to the Librarian of the Senate, for the use of Senators, 120 
copies; to the Librarian of the House, for the use of Representatives 
and Delegates, 410 copies; to the Senate of the United States, for dis- 
tribution, 760 copies; to the House of Representatives, for distribu- 
tion, 2,920 copies; to the Library of Congress, 14 copies, including 4 
copies for the law library; to the Department of State, for the use of 
legations and consulates, 380 copies; to the Treasury Department, 
including those for the use of officers of customs, 280 copies; to the 
War Department, including 5 copies for the use of the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, 55 copies; to the Navy Department, rages 3 
copies for the library of the Naval Academy at Annapolis, a copy for 
the library of each navy-yard in the United States, a copy for the 
Brooklyn Naval Lyceum, and a copy for the library of the Naval In- 
stitute at Charlestown, Massachusetts, 70 copies; to the Department 
of the Interior, including those for the use of the 5 
and registers and receivers of land offices, 255 copies; to the Depart- 
ment of Justice, including those for the use of the Chief and Associate 
Justices of the Supreme Court, the judges and officers of the United 
States and territorial courts, 450 copies; to the Department of Agri- 
culture, 5 copies; to the Smithsonian Institution, 2 copies; to the 
Government Printing Office,2 copies; and the Secretary of State shall 
supply deficiencies and offices newly created. The residue of the 15,000 
vo r with any further number thereafter printed and 
bound, shall, by the Secretary of State, be sold at the cost of paper, 
press-work, and binding, with 10 per cent. added thereto. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Printing was to insert 
after the word“ W y in lines 14 and 15, the words “ to the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives ;” 
so as to read: 

To each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress, to the Secre! of 
the Senate, and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, one copy. 17 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the joint resolution: 

The costs of the same to be paid from the general appropriation for printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Konresontatiten, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Abbaus, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution ; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No, 1167) for the relief of Peter G. Mills; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3874) authorizing the Secretary of War to trans- 
fer to certain settlers whose lands were included within Fort Hart- 
suff military reservation such portions as are not needed for military 

Urposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3974) . for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of nited States for the year ending 
June 30, 1879 ; x 


A bill (H. R. No. 4242) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the rank of captain ; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) for the erection of a monument 
over the grave of Thomas Jefferson. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. No. 484) to authorize the construction of a bridge abut- 
ment and approach within the Fort Riley military reservation; and 

A bill (S. No. 1014) requiring the commissioner for 1 N and 
publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to revise and perfect the index to the first volume of the same. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 
Reece to the amendments ef the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3064) making appropriations for the consularand diplomatic service 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 
purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
O. R. SINGLETON of Mississippi, Mr. W. A.J. Sparks of Illinois, and 
Mr. EUGENE HALE of Maine managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 374) to provide for 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bilis; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. No, 1135) to authorize the issue of a patent of certain 
lands in the Brothertown reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, to 
the persons selected by the Brothertown Indians; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredations upon property in the 
District of Columbia. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JOHNSTON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1081) for the relief of David G. Potts; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Accompanying this bill is a letter from the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General which explainsit. I move that the bill 
and the letter be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1082) to organize the National Railway 
Company of the United States, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to state that I introduce this bill by 
request, and that I am not in favor of it. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1083) to incorporate the Collateral Loan 
and Trust Company in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I introduce this bill by request. I know noth- 
ing of its contents. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, HEREFORD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (8. No. 1084) to authorize the construction of rail- 
road bridges across the Big Sandy River and its navigable tributa- 
ries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I ask leave to introduce a bill, and I object to 
its reference to any committee this morning. I shall call it up for 
consideration to-morrow or as soon th ter as I can secure the 
attention of the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 1085) to repeal all that part of the act approved January 14, 
1875, known as the resumption act, which authorized the Secre! 
of the Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and redeem an 
cancel the greenback currency; which was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table, subject to 
the call of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1086) to provide for the renewal of certain 
bonds required by law to be given by Army officers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1057) to provide additional regulations for home- 
stead and pre-emption entries of public lands; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ROLLINS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1088) to provide for the revision and cor- 
tection of assessments for special improvements in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

My. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave: 
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to introduce a bill (S. No. 1089) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel 
Schuyler Hamilton, late of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1090) for the relief of Laurence A. Will- 
jams; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. y 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leaye to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1091) for the relief of James H. Woodard; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. MORGAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1092) to regulate appeals to 
the Supreme Court of the United States in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


-ciary. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1093) authorizing railroad companies 
to construct and maintain telegraph lines for commercial purposes, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. SARGENT asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1094) for the pardon of certain deserters from 
the United States Army in 1848; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURNSIDE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1095) repealing the several sections of the 
Revised Statutes relating to the tenure of civil offices; which was 
iee twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 
On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Ordered, That tho tion and of Jobn B. Davis be taken from the files 
. Amtes on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


On motion of Mr. McDONALD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of D. Rodney King be withdrawn from 
e aud vetoered bo. tha OONDE ca: Pensions, 7 £ 


EFFECT OF TARIFF LEGISLATION. 
Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on Manufactures, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
-and to: 


industries of this country are interested in 

an 7CCTFTVTCTTTT keg "Therefore, W 
Bo it resolved, That the Committee on Manufactures be, and are hereby, authorized 
and directed to consider and report to the Senate the probable effect of any changes 
proposed in the tariff laws affecting the manufacturing industries of the country. 


PROTECTION OF HARBOR AND WHARVES AT NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. EUSTIS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to transmit to 
the Senate the report of the hydrographic commission w. was convened in New 


Orleans “ to examine and the means necessary to protect the wharves 
and harbor from the Pers nay of the Mississippi River.“ 
CAPTAIN G. BANCROFT GHIRRADI. 


Mr. SARGENT submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 


the Secre of the Navy be directed to t to the Senate 
eee J of teal e ee ot Septen c. Bes G 
of the Navy, on charges of cruelty to seamen, with the pi Es taken thereon 
also any su uent orders for the em oyment of said Ghirradi and the nature of 


yment; also an nce between the Bureau of Equipment and 
Recruiting on the subject rf such orders and employment. Eq 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the General of 
the Army, recommendin that section 1216 of the Revised Statutes 
be amended so as to include all enlisted men in its provisions and 
that section 1285 be so modified as to entitle the holder of a certificate 
of merit to the additional pay of $2 per month while in the military 
service ; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
-of War, transmitting a tabular statement of campaigns, expeditions, 
and scouts made in the Department of Dakota the third 
quarter of the year 1877; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
‘be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, Mr. MATTHEWS, and Mr. SARGENT 
submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, 
to the bill (S. No. 802) establishing post-roads in the several States 
and Territories; which were refe: to the Committee on Post-Offi 


and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. ý 
ARMY RETIRED LIST. 
Mr. SARGENT. The bill (H. R. No. 4245) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint James Shields, of Missouri, a briga- 
-dier-general in the Uni 


States Army on the retired list, passed the 


House of Representatives and was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs of the Senate. I offer an amendment to that bill, which 
I desire to have printed and referred to the same committee. I ask 
that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be reported at length. 

The Cuter CLERK, It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to place upon the retired list of the United States Army the following dis- 
tinguished officers of the late war, with the full rank held by each, respectively, at 
the date he resigned or was mustered out of the service, with the pay and emolu- 
ments to which officers of such rank aon the retired list are entitled by law: 
Lieutenant-General Ulysses S. Grant, of 
New York, George B. McClellan of New Jersey, NATHANIEL P. BANKS of Massa- 
chusetts, BENJAMIN F. BUTLER of Massachusetts, AMB; 

Island, William 8. Rosecrans of Ohio, Franz Si uri, John A. Logan of 
Ulinois, Lewis Wallace of Indiana, Stephen A. Hurlbut of Illinois, W. B. Frank- 
lin of Pennsylvania, Henry W. Slocum of New York, Cadwallader C. Washburne 
of Wisconsin, Carl Schurz of Missouri, Alfred Pleasanton of New York, William 
F. Smith of New York, James B. Steedman of Obio, Granville M. Dodge of Iowa, 
Jacos D. Cox of Ohio, RICHARD J. OGLESBY of Illinois, James A. GARFIELD of Ohio, 
Robert C. Schenck of Ohio, John C. Frémont of California, John A. McClernand 
ot ; Brigadier-Generals James Shields of Missouri, ALPHEUS S. WILLIAMS of 
Michigan, Charles Devens of Massachusetts, William W. Averill of New York, 
Clinton B. Fiske of Missouri, William Vandever of Iowa, Ralph P. Buckland of 
Ohio, John McNeil of Missouri, John M. Thayer of Nebraska, Halbert E. Paine 
of W. Tuomas EWixg of Ohio, Alexander Shaler of New York, Judson 
1 of New Jersey, John M. Corse of Ilinois, Edward M. McCook of Col- 
00 John F. Hartranft of Pennsylvania, Joshua I. Chamberlain of Maine, Jo- 
sie“ neg RERNI, of Connecticut, and Edward F. Noyes of Ohio. 

EC. — 


Mr. INGALLS. Before the reading is finished I wish to move as 
an amendment the addition of the names of Robert B. Mitchell and 
James G. Blunt, of Kansas, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposition is not in an amendable 


state. 
Mr. SARGENT. It is not amendable. There is another section to 
my amendment. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed so far only as to enable the President to make said appointments. 


Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from California will, I have no doubt, 
consent to the amendment I have s ted. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have examined with considerable care to see 
that these persons had a record which would entitle them to this dis- 
tinction. I find that all the officers named are of equal or superior 
rank to General Shields, whose name I also insert. Several of them 
distinguished themselves for gallantry both in the Mexican war and 
in the war of the rebellion, some of them lost limbs in the service, and 
most of them now bear marks on their person of bullets received in 
defense of their country. Any others coming within the same cate- 
gory I should not have objection to, provided the example is to be 
set of enlarging the retired list in this way. I ask that the amend- 
ment be pe 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. Before that is done I beg to ask to have read the 
names which appear from New York. I was detained in another part 
of the Chaniber a moment and heard only one or two of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report tho names. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

John A. Dix, H W. Slocum, William W. Averill, Alexander Shaler, Alfred 
Pleasanton, William . Smith. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no doubt that there are many other worthy 
officers who are entitled to this distinction if the example is sct. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from California stated 
that he had examined the record of all these gentlemen and found it 
proper. I do not know how he overlooked B. F. Kelly, of West Vir- 
ginia, who probably was in the first battle that was fought, and was 
wounded, and perhaps was in the last. Certainly he ranked among 
the names that the Senator includes in his amendment. I do not 
know how the Senator in making up his list could have overlooked 
that name. It is a mystery to me; and whenever the bill is amend- 
able, if it is to pass at all in any such form, I think Kelly ought to be 
at the head of it or about the head of it. His might come in after the 
name of General Grant, perhaps. 

The VICE-PRESID The amendment is referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT, 


Mr. HEREFORD. I move that the Senate proceed to consider the 
resolution which I introduced on the 2ist of March, relating to the 
repeal of the resumption act. 

The motion was a. to; and the Senate proceeded te consider 
the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas House bill No. a bill to repeal all that of the actapproved Jan- 
unary 14, 1875, known as ee hioh ee th rie 


‘Treasury to dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel the 
— —.— was referred to the Finance Committee of the Senate on November 26, 
1877: 


eref 
Be it od,’ That said committee be required to report said bill to the Senate 
within one week, together with their action thereon, if any shall have been had. 
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Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, it is now three weeks since I in- 
troduced the resolution and drew the attention of the Committee on 
Finance to it. At that time the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
asked that it should not be forced upon the Senate, for the reason that 
they had not had time to consider a matter of such great importance. 

The bill to which this resolution refers passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives November 26, came to this House, and was refe to 
that committee. That makes it about five months ago. That com- 
mittee have had the bill under consideration for five months, and 

et we are told by the committee that they want more time, and that 
it would be improper to hurry up the consideration of it or to call on 
the Senate for a vote thereon. 

I wasa little surprised at the reason assigned for it especially when 
I took into consideration the history of the important measure ; the 
bill for the resumption of specie payments, which this bill seeks to 
repeal, was 5 into the Senate by Mr. Sherman, the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, December 21, 1874, without the bill 
ever having been previously introduced in this body by any one, a 
bill not ed for any individual member of the Senate, a bill 
which the Finance Committee was not directed or requested to re- 
port, a bill which was the result, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THUR- 
MAN ] said, of a caueus of the republican Senators at that time holding 
their seats here. 

Senator Sherman, who was then the chairman of that committee 
and who introduced that bill as its chairman and who is now Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, when he introduced it said : 

I give notice that to-morrow, if there shall be no more pressing business, I will 
ask the Senate to take up this bill with a view to present action. 

He was appealed to by many Senators not to hurry the matter in 
that way, but he declined to listen to the request of each and every 
one of the Senators who urged that request. This is what he said 
when he was appealed to by the present Secretary of the Interior for 
delay: 
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interest of the whole country, it is im t that this Con; d inform 
them what it p to do in regard to this important subject. Ithink if this 
bill can be y ptly, quickly, and sent to the House of Representa- 
tives as an indication ben, gh pes do thus much. if no more, in the direction 
pointed out by the bill. it be of great benefit to the country. The Senator I 
think will agree to that. 


The then Senator Sherman said that the Senate had had ample 
time to consider it in another portion of the discussion, that the 
whole subject-matter had been amply discussed by the Senate prior 
to that; and on the e of December, the day after it was intro- 
duced, that bill was p to a vote, only allowing about twenty- 
four hours for the members of the Senate to consider it. 

The Senator having charge of the bill, as I said a moment ago, then 
said in the hearing of the Senate that the whole subject-matter had 
been amply discussed, this whole subject of finance. If it had been 
amply discussed then to enable Senators to know how to act and how 
to vote, what are we to say now after the exhaustive discussion that 
the financial question has had at this session and between that time 
and this session. So we see, Mr. President, there were but twenty- 
four hours given the Senate to consider this im t subject; and 
yet this committee has had five months in which to consider the bill 
to repeal it. That bill this House then within twenty-four 
hours and went to the House of Representatives and was there passed 
under a suspension of the rules the very day that it arrived there, 
without any opportunity for an amendment, without anybody having 
been afforded an opportunity to resist its passage. 

There are many reasons why the Senate should act promptly in 
this matter. In the “interview of the Committee on Finance of the 
United States Senate with Hon. John Sherman, Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, in regard to the repeal of the resumption act,” we are told 
by the Secretary of the Treasury that since the p of the resump- 
tion act the nback currency has been contracted, in round num- 
bers, $34,000,000; that the national-bank circulation has been con- 
tracted $25,000,000, making a sum in the two currencies of $59,000,000, 
or, in round numbers, about $60,000,000, and that the increase in the 

reserve of the national banks has been $31,000,000, so that in that 
length of time the circulating medium of the country has been dimin- 
ished $91,000,000. Thus, according to his own statement, taking the 
figures that he has given us and which we find also in the report of 
the Comptroller of the Currency and the finance report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, there are issued and outstanding to-day, green- 
backs, abont $348,000,000, and national-bank paper ,000,000, mak- 
ing in the aggregate $647,000,000. The national banks alone have in 
their vaults as a reserve fund the enormous sum of $220,000,000, a 
reserve fund drawn from the circulation of the country, which sub- 
tracted from the amount of 8647, (00,000, the aggregate amount of the 
national-bank paper and the greenback currency, leaves only $427,- 


000,000, and if you subtract from that the $35,000,000, which is about 
the usual amount of currency that is kept in the national Treasury, 

ou have in circulation to-day only $392,000,000 for all purposes, and 
if you subtract from that about 10 per cent. that has been lost by fire 
or otherwise, you will 


people of this country $350,000,000. 
hs Task, that we should have the financial 


only have in circulation for the use of the 


Is it any wonder, 


paralysis that is now pervading this whole country from one end to 
the other with only $350,000,000 of greenback and national-bank 
paper in circulation ? 

The Secretary of the Treasury tells us, in this same interview, as I 
said a moment ago, that the national banks had in round numbers 
$220,000,000 in their vaults in reserve ; asareserve fund for what? Why 
is it held in reserve? It is to prepare for this great day, the Ist day 
of January, 1879; and what is more remarkable in that simple state- 
ment of his is that this $220,000,000 that is held in reserve is $54,000,000 
more than the law requires the banks to hold in reserve. Why, I 
ask you, Mr. President, are the national banks — 25 locked up in 
their vaults $84,000,000 more than the law requires Ši mply for the 
purpose of getting ready to meet the exigencies of the occasion on 
the Ist day of January, 1879. I say when we see contraction goin 
on at this rate it is high time that this act should be repealed, ne] 
that this sword of Damocles should be held no longer over the heads 
of the people. If it is to continue, Mr. President, at the same rate 
that has been going on, the paralysis will continue and bankruptcies 
will increase ughont the length and breadth of this land. 

I will not take the time, Mr. President, to give additional reasons 
Eby A act should be repealed, aud repealed immediately; but I 
shall content myself for the present with having given some of the 
reasons which induced me to introduce this resolution, and I now 
give notice that I shall, unless the Senate desire to act upon it 
sooner, ask for a vote upon this resolution to-morrow. 

Mr. MORRILL. The 8 West Virginia seems very anxious 
that the Committee on Finance shall report the bill for the re of 
the resumption act. I desire to say to him I have no question that the 
bill will be reported, perhaps with some amendments, to-morrow ; 
but the Senator from West Virginia seems to be in the same position 
of Mr. Beecher’s dog “ Noble” which saw the squirrel go into the hole 
and pursued it and kept ap a furious barking, and after the squirrel 
had long left, the dog went to the hole every and kept up barking 
allsummer. Now, the fact is perhaps not known to the Senator from 
West Virginia that the country generaly resumed ie payments 
on Saturday. There is nothing left to bark at. e price of gold 
went down to 4 per cent. premium in New York, and some of the 
banks were paying out gold the same as bills, and some of the banks 
of Cincinnati were doing the same thing, and some of the banks of 
Chicago, and I have no doubt that before we can get action on the 
part of the Senate on the bill, which will be reported, the whole coun- 
5 1 have resumed specie payments. 

. HEREFORD. I simply desire to say to the Senator from Ver- 
mont, that the people will keep up a louder barking than that dog did 
that he refers to, if he does not yield to their demands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution now goes over. 


IMPROVEMENT OF GALVESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. MAXEY. I move to take up for present consideration Senate 
bill No. 134. When it is read, I will explain the necessity for it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 134) making further 
appropriations for continuing the improvements of Galveston Harbor, 
and for continuing the work in veston Bay, State of Texas, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

8 was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
men 

The first amendment was, in line 3, to strike out “one hundred and 
fifty and insert “seventy-five ;” so as to read: 

That the sum of $75,000 be and the same is hereby appropriated, &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike ont lines 7, 8, 9, and 10, in the 
following words: 

And that the further sum of $150,000, ont of an: s not otherwise 
priated, be, and the same is poe 2 F for 3 the work in Gal. 
veston Bay, in the State of Texas, all of. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 12, after “Secretary of War,” to 
insert “and the appropriation for which is substantially exhausted ;” 
and in line 13 to strike out the word “sums” and insert “sum.” 

Mr. SARGENT. How does this bill read as amended? 

The CHIEF CLERK. If amended as proposed, the bill will read: 


moneys not otherwise — * 
ments of Galveston Harbor, in the State of 


tion for which is substantiall 
under his direction. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. The bill was placed before the Committee on Com- 
merce and by that committee reported favorably. The reason is given 
by the Chief of Engineers that unless this work is continued that which 
has already been expended by the Government will go to waste, for the 
reason that during the early spring and late fall and winter months 
in that climate we are subjected to heavy northers, heavy winds that 
destroy the work already done, so that it is economy, says the Chief of 
Engineers, to continue this work now, thus advancing so much of this 
appropriation already recommended by the Chief of Engineers and 
thereby continue the work. The object is simply to advance this 
amount previous to the general appropriation bill, that the work may 
now begin and go on until that bill comes before the Senate. 
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Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, ordinarily, as the Senate knows 
and . the Committee on Commerce reserves all bills and 


amendments of this sort to be reported when the river and harbor bill 
is reported. The Senator from Texas who has just taken his seat, with 
his usual assiduity and care for matters which fall within his action 
and duty, pressed upon the committee with great force, and pre- 
sented with great clearness, the facts of this particular case. Whether 
ee made it an exception to all other cases or not, the committee 
could not shut its eyes to the fact that a case was presented in which 
time was very important, in which the application of a given sum of 
money promptly would be far more profitable, judicious, and bene- 
ficial, than the same or even a larger sum withheld to a later date 
eonld be; and therefore it was the judgment of a majority of the com- 
mittee that the request of the Senator from Texas, about which he 
was naturally very urgent, should be complied with, and that this 
should be made an exception to the general rule, and accordingly the 
committee reported the bill believing it to be one which would receive 
the approval of the Senate and be open to no objection except the 
objection of time, which objection they thought ought not to be 
made against the urgent facts found in the case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read : “ A bill making further appro- 
priations for continuing the improvements of Galveston Harbor, State 
of Texas.” 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The shee ne bills from the House of Representatives were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. i} for the relief of Peter G. Mills; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3874) authorizing the Secretary of War to trans- 
fer to certain settlers whose lands were included within Fort Hart- 
suff military reservation such portions as are not needed for military 


u 
$ The bill (H. R. No, 3974) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid aud other pensions of the United States for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1879, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) for the erection of a monument 
over the grave of Thoinas Jefferson, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see the chairman of the Committee on 
the Library here at this moment. I wish to have that joint resolu- 
tion laid on the table. The Joint Committee on the Library con- 
sidered it before it was reported to the House, with the exception of 
the snm, which I presume is not too large. I dare say, therefore, that 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. How] would like to have it taken 
up and put on its passage, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the table 
without a reference. 

The bill (H. R. No, 4242) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the rank of captain, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MAXEY. There is a bill pending 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was about to direct this bill 
to be placed on the Calendar without a reference, as there is a Senate 
bill on the same subject, 

Mr. MAXEY. There isa bill pending reported from the Senate 
Military Committee, and this may as well go on the Calendar at 


once. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


BANKRUPT LAW REPEAL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of tho bill (S. No. 35) to repeal the 3 law, the pending 
question being on the amendment submitted by Mr. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, a friend of the pending bill be- 
lieves that the vote can be now taken and that further debate is only 
a useless consumption of time. I shall defer to that opinion so faras 
to promise to be exceedingly brief. If I were entirely satisfied of its 
correctness and that there would be no more speaking, I would sus- 
pand my remarks at this moment. For this question has been per- 

aps more thoroughly discussed than any other since the close of the 
civil war. In a bioader and a higher forum than this, all the facts 
and all the arguments have been 1 and the judg- 
ment has been rendered. Our duty will be done, and well done, when 
we have placed it on the record. No matter whether it does or does 
not accord with our own opinion, the grand inquest of the people 
has decided, From that decision there is or should be no appeal. 
The theory and the structure of our Government make the people 
the source of power, while the Congress and all other legislative 
assemblies are their representatives, their agents, or their servants. 
From the earliest developments of civilization, the responsibilities 
and duties of agents and servants Lave been clearly and distinctly un- 
derstood. At no time during 1 period has it been successfully 
contended that the representative, the agent, or the servant could 
disregard or override the will of his principal or his superior. Such 
an assumption carried into general practice wou'd be not only a vio- 
lation of law, it would be asubversion of civil society. When, there- 
fore, it is admitted (and it will not be denied) that a majority of the 


American people desire the repeal of the bankrupt law, that is an 
end of the argument. For more than ten years past a bankrupt cer- 
tificate has been a legal tender in the discharge of private indebted- 
ness. This method of settlement has sunk lower aie ares in public 
estimation until it is now ed as worse than no settlement at 
all. The people have borne the affliction with wonderful patience 
and fortitude; but so wide-spread is the evil and so contagious the 
example that they are calling aloud for the only measure Which will 
stop the sco in its desolating course. Surfeited and gorged with 
bankrupt certificates, in their stead they seek to restore “the dollar 
of the fathers” to be used ig the payment of debts. By petition, by 
legislative action, and by every other means in their power they have 
implored you to remove from the statute-books a law which is simply 
eg to prey on their substance through a betrayal of their con- 
ence. 

They have not asked for modifications or amendments; they have 
not asked for forty bankrupt laws, as proposed by the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MaTTHEWS] instead of the single one we 
have at present; they have not asked that the different insolvent 
debtor acts of the States, separate, distinct, independent, and con- 
flicting as they may be, should be violently transformed into the 
unity, the harmony, and the symmetry which would be required to 
bring them within that clause of the Constitution which authorizes 
Congress to “establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States.” 

The Senator had an intuitiye apprehension of the danger of his 
position, and entered into an elaborate defense before any assault 
was made. It has been said that “the wicked flee when no man pur- 
sueth,” and it might have been added that the really desperate will 
fight and contend when no man assaileth. No one has a doubt of the 
skill and address of the Senator from the State of Ohio, and it may 
have been a strategic movement to place his heaviest artillery at his 
weakest point; but he will find few beside himself who will stand in 
the breach. He has taken his position without consultation, without 
reference to any committee, and without the usual indorsement of a 
report. The people have not asked for his amendment or for any- 
thing of the sort. They have asked for repeal, and the single point 
eee for deliberation is whether or not they are entitled to a 

earing in their own behalf. 

The Senator should pause for a moment before it is too late and 
contemplate the dismay and the consternation which would pervade 
all minds at the very thought of having forty bankrupt laws in the 
United States. Captain Simon Sugg when in camp with his forty 
thieves was the terror of the surrounding country; but who was he, 
and who were they, when compared with forty bankrupt laws in full 
blast at the same time? If the Senator shall ever succeed in starting 
his incongruous, disjointed machinery, the first revolution will blow 
the bottom ont of the credit system, or Tamno judge of small matters. 

The Senator from Ohio has taken high rank among the strong men 
of this body, while in his profession he enjoys an eminence rare] 
attained by the most aspiring. Like all t lawyers he is labori- 
ous, critical, and painstaking. But notwithstanding all that has been 
said in a recent debate about “omniscience,” “infallibility,” and 
“ jurisprudence,” he has still furnished a marked illustration of the 
fact that he is not entirely free from the common infirmities of our 
nature. After providing a bankrupt law for every State and for every 
Territory in the United States, and just sucha bankrupt law as would 
be agreeable to their wishes, their necessities, or even their preju- 
dices, his amendment utterly fails to make any provision whatever 
for the District of Columbia. This is the more remarkable since the 
District of Columbia is in a peculiar sense the ward of the Govern- 
ment, under the especial guardianship and protection of Con 
The people here live fast and die hard, I mean financially, and they 
erie! stand in as much need of a bankrupt law as any other peo- 
ple on the face of the earth. The District itself has a dark cloud in 
the shape of an enormous debt han oy ove: it, and unless relieved 
by the munificence of Congress may iven into bankruptcy. 

The Senator undertook a great work and like other great project- 
ors he has left it incomplete. The highest achievement of the human 
intellect never reached perfection at a single effort. The amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio is a very creditable performance, consider- 
ing that he had no assistance whatever in its preparation. An able 
and a talented preacher relying confidently upon his own powers, as 
well as upon Divine co-operation if needed, on a memorable and 
mournful occasion undertook to pray for the whole world, and was. 
overwhelmed with astonishment and grief when he found that he 
had forgotten to invoke Ail sitive blessing for one particular man. 
These are instructive p ents to statesmen as well as to theolo- 
gians, admonishing them to be particular, and to perform their labor 
in a workman-like manner and to make no omissions. 

But whether the amendment is amended or unamended, whether 
the District of Columbia is included or excluded, the people of the 
United States are opposed to the existing bankrupt law, and are 
equally op to the series of bankrupt laws proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. If their will shall prevail on this occasion, it will 
do so in the repeal of the one and in the rejection of the many. 

One of the test misfortunes that can befall a republican gov- 
ernment is a & ition on the part of the representative to substi- 
tute his own will for the well-known and clearly ascertained wishes 
of his constituents. He may succeed for a time if he is lucky, and 
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he had better enjoy his temporary triumph, for he is raising a whirl- 


wind which will certainly sweep him from the stage, leaving his 
place to be filled by another. If this condition of antagonism shall 
continue, rer, 4 etiam may inflame the passions of the people 
until they will lose all rather than submit to an arbitrary domina- 
tion over their personal rights, their rights of property or their rights 
of representation. It generally happens, however, that before ex- 
tremes are reached instruments are found who will proceed far beyond 
the bounds of the original proposition; so that it is the part of wis- 
dom and patriotism to support the moderate and reasonable demands 
of the people rather than to wait until their exasperation shall lead 
to excesses which neither you nor they dreamed of in the beginning. 

The Legislature of Kentucky has instructed me to favor the Texas 
Pacific Railroad bill. In my opinion, our indebtedness, national, State, 
municipal, and individual, is as much as we can pay. In my own 
deliberate ia aver the grant of subsidies and donations to corpora- 
tions is of doubtful propriety and very dangerous tendency. Still if 
I shonld go against it, agitation might produce a man who would 
vote not only a guarantee of the interest on the bonds, but money 
enongh to construct the road. I shall vote for the bill, 5 if 
not believing, that there may be one corporation found that will be 
honest and fair in its dealings with the Government of the United 
States. 

Entertaining these 8 the point most worthy consideration 
is to ascertain the pop ill, and presuming the people have sense 
enough to understand their own business, that should be conclusive. 
Ido not know that I can boast of a very large acquaintance or of a 
very extended eo dence, but the men I have seen and the letters 
I havereceived are all hostile to the further existence of the bankrupt 
law. That hostility is outspoken and decided. No matter how much 
they may disagree upon some subjects, no matter how indifferent 
they my oe as to others, upon this there is wonderful unanimity. If 
it cogild be submitted to a popular vote, the majority against it would 
be so overwhelming that few men would have the hardihood to stand 
up for one moment in its defense. This opposition is not the result 
of prejudice; it is not confined to any section, to any pursuit or pro- 
fession, nor to any particular class of men; but the sentiment pre- 
vails everywhere throughout the length and breadth of our country, 
and it is the solemn 8 of integrity and fair dealing against chi- 
Canar and fraud. e American citizen, borne down and oppressed 
by a load of taxation without example in our history, appeals to our 
Government to assist him in the collection of his just debts rather 
than to legalize his spoliation. ` 

One of the common arguments employed in support of bankrupt 
laws, referred to in the amendment of the Senator from Ohio and 
adverted to more at length in his remarks, is that after the debtor 
has made a full and fair surrender of all his property of every de- 
scription humanity should prompt the creditor to consent to his dis- 
chargé, or rather that the courts should decree the absolute cancella- 
tion of his obligations. There might be something in this reasonin 
if petitioners were zealous and active in their efforts to make their 
property go as far as possible toward the liquidation of their honest 
debts ; but melancholy experience establishes the fact that the bank- 
rupt’s desire to secure a good provision for himself renders him per- 
fectly indifferent, if not personally hostile, to the rights and the 
interests in conflict with his own. Those who have stood by him 
until they have brought desolation upon their own homes and ruin 
upon their own families are shunned as if the air of heaven was con- 
taminated by their presence. If a dozen of the heaviest sufferers 
were to send him their likenesses in order that he might gaze upon 
their trusting and confiding countenances, the pictures might find a 
resting-place in the garret or in the bottom of the well; but in cham- 
ber, hall, or parlor there would be no room for them. Confine him 
ina gallery of such paintings, and in one week he would be a raving 
maniac shuddering and shrieking like Belshazzar at the figures on 
the wall. If you have a troublesome friend, do not attempt to drive 
him from you by the coldness of your manner or by the rudeness of 

our speech; he will generously forgive all that; but lend him two 
ollars and a half on à promise to return it the day after to-morrow, 
and you will never see him any more. [Laughter.] The gushing 
sort generally give free vent to their lamentations that such an ener- 
tic, active, enterprising, public-spirited, whole-souled citizen should 
ave been unavoidably forced into bankraptcy; but after their own 
substance has been swept from them by the officers of the law as his 
sureties, and after the poor, unfortunate bankrupt has opened on a 
uder scale than ever in some large city, then they wonder where 
e got the means, and then a dark suspicion steals over them that he 
is N on their money, and not on his own. They conclude 
y 


finally that he is a fraud; but nevertheless their own bankruptcy has 
become inevitable under the circumstances. Thus the circle ws 
larger and larger until neighborhoods and communities are wn 


into the vortex. 

A man whose profligacy or whose incapacity has brought ruin upon 
his friends, should content himself in the humbler walks of life. 

Bankrupt laws probably had their origin among commercial men, 
and may have been intended to afford relief against the sudden and 
un disasters of flood and fire. It could hardly have been 
contemplated that transactions amounting in the aggregate to $300, 
a sum which an active man might borrow before breakfast, should 
have been proper subjects for the exercise of the extraordinary powers 
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g | of a very large majori 


lod in the bankrupt courts. In these minor cases the assets are 
divided between the officers of the law and the bankrupt, insomuch 
that creditors have ceased to prove their claims or to take any part 
whatever in the een 

To the friends of repeal, I would say let us stand together and close 
together, and we will achieve a vic behalf of govern- 
ment. Lam done; I believe I will quit. [Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OEFICER, (Mr. MrrcHELL in the chair.) The 
uestion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 
Mr. MATTHEWS. ] 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is confessedly a matter of very 
grave importance, and affects the fortunes of a great many citizens 
of this Government. The measure proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio is one upon which I am not pre at this time to vote. It is 
confessedly crude and im ect, and requires further deliberation 
before it should be adop under any circumstances by the Senate. 
The existing bankrupt law is undoubtedly viewed with disfavor by 
a great proportion of our people, but it is more in consequence of the 
wrongs that have been accomplished under it than of the principle 
upon which it is founded. 

My own conviction has been that a great commercial people like 
ours was ill-adapted to exist without a bankrupt law in some form, 
and I have hoped that amendments might be submitted to the exist- 
ing bill that would enable the Senate to support it. Unless it can be 
amended, I shall favor its absolute repeal; but I should very much 
prefer to see it amended in some of its objectionable particulars than 
to have it at the present time totally et Of course, as the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] stated the other day, if a majority of 
the Senate is absolutely in favor of the abrogation of the law, it 
would be useless to su t any amendment. I understood him to 
say a certain member of the committee believed that alterations could 
be made which would render the law ble or acceptable to a 
7 proportion of our Rove; and in the hope that something may 
be done to avoid the difficulties that will attend the entire repeal of 
the law and the remission of all creditors to the conflicting conditions 
and requirements of State insolvent laws, and to n what the 
sense of the Senate is upon the subject, I move that the pending bill, 
with the amendment, be committed to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with instructions tó report such amendments as may seem jast 
to them at an Seay, day. 

Mr. KERNAN, nope that motion will not prevail. Eam quite 
willing, if it is thought we can perfect a new system based upon the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, to have that referred to the 
committee and considered and reported upon, but the existing bank- 
rupt law I think we should repeal now. More than two years since 
the other House by a very unanimous vote a bill to repeal the 
bankrupt act. It was not acted upon by this body, and that Congress 
expired. There have been a great number of petitions preon e Pray- 
ing for the repeal of the bankrupt law, and I think it is the opinion 
of the business men, both of what are known 
as the creditor class and the debtor class, those who buy on credit and 
sell on credit, that this law is not beneficial to the business of the 
country, and that it will be a great advantage to business and business 
men, both those who wish to buy on crèdit and those who sell on credit, 
that it should be repealed. 

I trust we shall not, at this stage of the session, send this bill, which 
is simply to repeal the present bankrupt law, back to the committee 
with a view to keep the present law in existence until some other 
system shall be perfected. I think we should now pass this bill with 
the amendments of the Senate Committee on the Judiciary and thus 
repeal the old law; and I shall then be quite willing to vote to refer 
the proposition of the Senator from Ohio, which is on a differ- 
ent idea, to a committee, that on may report a system of that kind if 
ant Bee it proper to recommend its adoption. 

X WHYTE. Mr. President; I hope that the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] may not be adopted by the Senate. In 
the first place, the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. MaTrHEWs] in my judgment does not rise to the dignity of pemg 
considered a bankrupt act or an amendment to the present basket 
act. On the contrary, it proceeds upon the theory of an absolute re- 
peal of the bankrupt law, just as the proposition coming from the 

udiciary Committee does. It is nothing more nor less, as it appe 

to me, than a proposition for cases of ordinary insolvency, and not 
cases of bankruptcy at all. It is true that it provides that wherever 
a man makes an assignment of his property for the benefit of his cred- 
itors, thus voluntarily setting in motion the process of winding up the 
indebtedness and closing his estate, that act shall be considered an act 
of e e ; but there it stops. The whole theory proceeds upon 
voluntary insolvency. It is true it is in the interest of the debtor ; it 
is true it makes what was called in olden times a cessio bonorum an 
evidence upon the part of the debtor of his willingness and his desire 
to be released from his debts, and it enables him where no fraud is 
proved to obtain his discharge. That is to say, his own act of assign- 
ing his property,in the absence of fraud, is to entitle him toa 

charge from his debts. 3 

Now, Mr. President, almost all our States have some system of in- 
solvency; they have some courts into which insolveuts can go and 
through the agency of which insolvents can be dtenbarged ). The 
bankrupt law did not wipe these out; they were only su ded in 
their operation, and I presume in very few if any of the States were 
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there actual repeals of the laws as they existed when the bankrupt 
law of 1867 was passed, Consequently there is no need for a provi- 
sion of this character. Indeed, with ieee respect for the opinion of 
the Senator from Ohio, it strikes me that the amendment is not ger- 
mane to the subject in hand. If he desires after the repeal of the 
bankrupt law, which his very amendment contemplates, to substitute 
in lieu of that a systemof voluntary insolvency ughout the coun- 
try, then let his proposition stand upon its own ground, be submitted 
to the Judiciary Committee, and go through the ordeal of their in- 
vestigation and their report before it is substituted for the present 
bankrupt system. It is entirely different in its theory; it proceeds 
upon different ground; it strikes out the compulsory system of the 
present bankrupt law and substitutes only for it a voluntary system 
as I understand. I cannot vote for that . but I can and I 
will vote for the absolute repeal of the law. As the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREERY] so eloquently said, it is de- 
manded by the people throughout the land. A number of States, I 
cannot recall how many, but Kentucky, the great State of New York, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, haye all by resolution of their Assemblies 
solemnly instructed their Senators upon this floor to vote for the re- 
peat of this . bill. The table of the Secretary here in the 
ast few months and the table of the Clerk of the other House have 
been Joaded with petitions for its repeal. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow me to inquire of him to 
what action of the State of New York he made reference ? 

Mr. WHYTE. Yes, sir, I can read the resolution; I think I have 
it here. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will not interrupt the Senator. If he will allow 
me to take the document, I will find it if it is there, 

Mr. WHYTE. I think I can find it; here itis. I will hand the 
Senator the document, I was about to say when the Senator from 
New York interrupted me, that the State of New York, containing 
within its confines the great commercial city from whence radiates so 
much of the business of the country—tbat great Empire State had, 
according to my recollection—and I have handed the resolution to the 
Senator—instructed its Senators on this floor to urge the repeal of 
this law, New Hampshire has done the same. Vermont, whose Sen- 
ator presides as chairman over the deliberations of the J udiciary Com- 
mittee has in plain and unmistakable terms instructed him and his 
colleague on this floor to vote for its repeal. 

The day,has passed for this bankrapt law. It has accomplished its 
mission; it has done its pro ected work. After the war had closed, 
that great convulsion which carried down not only human life but 
vast wealth that had been accumulated for years Ppr and brought 
to the verge of bankruptcy hundreds of thousands of our citizens, 
left us in a condition that business men, young and old, must have 
relief. Loaded down with a weight of debt they could not bear, bend- 
ing under a collar which for the balance of their lives would have 
held them in a merciless bondage, they appealed to the Con of 
the United States for that help which our fathers in their wisdom had 
put as one of the arrows in the quiver of Congress, one which fitted 
this out for its campaign as a republican Government. They came to 
the door of these two Houses and asked for relief. Congress passed 
the bill to give them relief, and they were relieved. They were able 
in passing 1 the bankrupt court to wipe out as with a sponge 
their past indebtedness, and go forth free men to work out for them- 
selves another fortune or to go down struggling to the grave. The 
act of 1867, amended as it has been, has done its work; its business 
is accomplished; its mission ought to end, and we ought now to let 
it follow its illustrious predecessors. ; 

The act of 1800, as you well know, Mr. President, was short-lived 
in its character. It was repealed in 1803, and from that time to 1841 
the people of the United States carried on business, grew in strength, 
in commercial prosperity, strong and firm in their credit at home, 
winning honor and Ng iain among the commercial nations abroad 
and when in 1841, if I remember correctly, the State of Mississippi 
through its Senators appealed to Congress to pass the act of 1841 
Silas Wright and James Buchanan and Levi Woodbury and that host 
of giants who in those days represented the t democratic party, 
protested against the passage of the bill and resorted to all parlia- 
mentary means in their power to prevent its ge; some upon the 
ground that it was merely in the interest of the debtor, differing from 
the act of 1800 in this, that the former act was compulsory in its char- 
acter and seemed to be based solely in the interest of the creditor, to 
the exclusion of the debtor; while the act of 1841 was passed in the 
interest of the debtor, to the injury of the creditor. It was not be- 
lieved by those men to be an act in its nature such as was contem- 
plated by the framers of the Constitution, They looked upon it as 
nothing more nor less than the importation from England of the act 
of Georg IV, which was an insolvent debtor's act and intended to 
release him from imprisonment and not to wipe out the obligation 
itself, They looked upon it, therefore, as being a mere insolvent act 
and not a bankrupt act, and under those circumstances not coming 
within the purview of the Constitution. That act was opposed by 
them, but it passed. It was not part of Mr. Clay’s scheme of the 
bank bill and the distribution act. It did not come in the catego: 
of bills which he prepared for Captain John Tyler; but it was a bill 
thrust upon the Senate and upon the House to run along side by side 
with these bills, and through the parliamen: machinery of the 
day it was so interwoven with the other two bills that they had to 


carry it along to get the bank bill and the distribution bill through. 
It „aud what a spectacle it was to behold its repeal within 
little more than one year! In the first place, it did not go into effect 
immediately; it provided that it was to take effect at a future day. 
The wise ones in Congress, the shrewd parliamentarians in Congress 
put that provision in in the hope that before the law became opera- 
tive they would have a chance to repeal it. But although petitions 
came in upon Congress, although efforts were made to get the law 
repealed, it was not repealed until 1843, and then the country beheld 
the solemn spectacle of a bankrupt law passed by a Congress of the 
United States repealed by the very same Congress that passed it. 
The country looked at men sitting in their seats, many of them the 
identical men who passed the bill against remonstrance and against 
protest, voting in those same seats to repeal the act itself, thereby 
denying the paternity of their own child! 

That law then was repealed. The act of 1800 lasted two years, and 
was repealed during the administration of Mr. Jefferson. The act of 
1841 lasted less than two years, but that law did not provide for cor- 
porations or for copartnerships; it was therefore not as full as it 

ight have been. Then came this act of 1867 providing for the com- 
pulsory process, providing for involuntary bankruptcy, providing also 
for voluntary bankruptcy, providing for the cases of copartnership, 
for the cases of corporations, and providing also as one of the amend- 
ments did for compromises and compositions between the creditors 
and the debtor—a clause which I never could bring my mind to be- 
lieve was within the constitutional power of Congress—providing for 
a compromise whereby a certain number of creditors could release a 
man upon paying a certain amount of debt, and leaving the minority 
to take it or not as it might be agreeable to them. 

Mr. President, the people clamored for the pen of that act, and 
to-day they clamor for the repeal of this act. The people of my own 
State do not so clamor. I am not moved by any popular current 
there. Iam not instigated to my desire for the repeal of this law by 
any excitement at home. I am urged only by what seems to me to 
be a proper sense of right. I am urged to it from a practical expe- 
rience of the wrongs perpetrated under this act. 

Some gentlemen ask us to amend it; I think the distinguished 
Senator from New York presented a petition this morning asking for 
amendments to the law rather than for its repeal. 

Mr. CONKLING. Asking, if my friend will pardon me, that a com- 
mission be appointed to consider hat amendments, if any, can be 


e. 

Mr. WHYTE. Precisely, which is equivalent to the same thing. 
It is continuing the operation of the bankrupt law as it is, with a 
its imperfections, until a commission can examine and inquire and 
recommend to Congress what amendments can be made. But, Mr, 
President, like the man who prayed to have his.way mended, so of 
this bill it would be better to have a new one; its ways are so bad, 
and its proceedings are so bad, and the administration of it is so ob- 
noxious to the people that it is far better to wipe it out and rele- 
gate it back to the islatures of our States, and there let the iusolv- 
ent system be revived and be carried on with such amendments as 
may be necessary to relieve parties within the confines of their own 
States. It may operate harshly in some but in the long run the 
man who goes out of his own State to contract a debt will have to 

with him a first-class bill of credit. It may hurt some non- 
resident creditors; it may hurt some debtor because he does not get 
relief from his non-resident creditors; but it will teach them all to 
deal as much as possible on the cash principle and to make as few 
contracts out of their own State, if they are not in solvent circum- 
stances, as possible. 

I have heard gentlemen say, “ Let us have amendments to the bill.” 
Who proposes amendments? Where are the amendments to come 
in? Are you going to change the mode of appointing the assignee ! 
Are you going to take the assignee’s appointment from the tors 
and give it tothe court? Thecreditorsdo not want that; the regis- 
ters in bankruptcy do not want that; it would break up that stereo- 

system of assi Fee aueh exists in many commercial cities 
where by some apes, regularity, some mysterious and extraordinary 
circumstance, one man turns up as assignee in all sorts of bankruptcy 
cases, That is not all. Are you a going to amend it so as to have more 
frequent dividends, to compel assi to make a dividend the 
moment when he gets 5 per cent. in hand! Nobody wants that. That 
is not the amendment which those who cry out for amendments want. 
Are you going to abolish the bankrupt court? What are you going 
to establish in its stead? And if you do not abolish that court, how 
are you pong to cut down the fees of registers and clerks of courts? 
No, Mr. ident, this act has been amended; it was amended in 
1874; it was amended then upon the principle, as was sup „of 
removing the objections which existed to the continuance of the law 
throughout the country. What has been the effect of the amend- 
ments? Only to make the law more obnoxious than ever. To-day 
more people are clamoring for its repeal with those amendments upon 
it than there were inst the law as it was passed in 1867. Iam 
opposed to any amendment. The law has done its work, Men have 
been relieved from their contracts; they have been enabled to start 
afresh; the time,in my judgment, has arrived for us to take the 
pruning-knife and lop of this piece of legislation and burn it with 
the rubbish of the past. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, no error relating to this subject 
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is more common or portaem than to confound a bankrupt law with 
an insolvent law. I think I may say the popular ve ref is that 
@ bankrupt law is aninsolventact. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
WHYTE] has not failed to make the distinction, and all who see it 
must agree that it exists. The act of 1841 was an insolvent law under 
the name of a bankrupt law, as I believe the Senator has said; its 
provisions were voluntary only. The existing bankrupt law is such 
an act as commercial nations at large, I think now almost without 
exception, have adopted and maintained. It is compulsory as well 
as voluntary ; and it seeks, in the language of the petition I presented 
this morning, to establish and give effect to the principle of equality 
of impartial and meritorious rights among creditors looking for satis- 
faction to the assets of debtors. 

As [have said, all commercial nations in recent times have adopted, 
and most of them after long investigation, bankrupt acts as wise com- 
ponents of commercial systems. Before the present act was adopted 
in our country, the committee had brought from England the last 
report made to the British Parliament on this subject. It was, I re- 
member, a quarto volume of many pages, the product of three years’ 
labor by five of the leading barristers of Great Britain. It sought to 
import, and Parliament did import, into the 1 bankruptey sys- 
tem of England several changes, more or less radical. The American 
people alone, as far as I know, among the commercial peoples of the 
world, have bankrupt laws in spasms and ways; and now if the exist- 
ing act shall be abrogated, no bankrupt law will exist in the country 
until commercial disasters, the accumulated fruits of commercial 
vicissitude, have created a great class needing e and then for its 
voluntary or insolvent opportunities another bankrupt law will come 
in. I think Senators will fall into an error certainly who suppose, as 
the Senator from Maryland in some sort suggested, that a repeal of 
the existing law may occur and a present opportunity remain to 
to set up in its place some substituted system. I think we must 
vote to-day, if this is the day when the vote shall be taken, with the 
apprehension that a repeal of the bankrupt law now postpones for a 
considerable time, perhaps to afar future, the first actual opportunity 
of making another attempt. 

I do not know, Mr. President—perhaps I should not feel warranted 
in saying but for a consideration which I will refer to in a moment, 
and which alone would restrain me—that the present bankrupt law, 
with changes which we might hope for, would be clearly a wise 
measure of legislation to remain; and yet I am inclined to think 
that the most serious complaints grow out of conditions wholly un- 
avoidable. For illustration at least, I may say that our phical 
difficulties are very and they cannot be overcome. Men look 
at the administration of the bankruptcy system in Great Britain, and 
they compare it with ours, and they wonder with discontent at the 
comparison, which is st us. They forget that the bankruptcy 
system in Great Britain operates upon a limited area, amid a very 
dense population, with a very numerous and effectual judicial staff. 
England, without the twelve counties of Wales, has a little less than 
the area of the State of New York. Twenty-four million le 
inhabit it. Look to the taking of the census for illustration of what 
I am saying. The British census is taken in one night, It is taken 
between sun and sun, and after sundown. We take an enumeration 
here to count all the people scattered throughout all our borders; 
and weeks and months are exhausted and e ey involved which 
would seem apocryphal comparing them with the expenses of tak- 
ing the British census and making no alléwance for the disparity 
of conditions, So, when you come to execute a bankrupt law in 
the thirty-eight States of the Union, sparsely populated and illy 
conditioned for transit from place to place as many localities are, 
without a judicial staff so numerous as to bring justice or the instru- 
mentalities of justice to every man’s door, you find great impedi- 
ments, prolixity ent, expense; and accordingly you find, 
as was stated I think in a petition presented by my colleague perhaps 
to-day, a percentage of the ontcome of assets, and a pee of 
that which is swallowed by the proceedings, and of that which 
accrues at last to the creditor, and say naturally “ this isa failure.” 
But, if you look into the causes, I fear you will find that most of 
them are such that no art in drafting a bill, noreformation in admin- 
istration, nothing whieh falls within the province of legislation can 
encompass and avoid them. And so it may very well be that the 
best considered argument would uit the present bankrupt act of 
much of the guilt laid at its door and attribute its evil consequences, 
as I have endeavored to show, to conditions beyond the purview of 
legislation. 

ut, Mr. President, I feel Ae not only, but constrained on this 
ao. by the action of the State of New York, for which I asked 
the Senator from Maryland, and perhaps it is right that I should ex- 
plain to him the oceasion of my ae on. I inferred from his allu- 
sion to the Legislature of New York that he sup some recent 
action had occurred in that State which I did not know, and my col- 
league did not know. I find by the book which the Senator was kind 
enough to loan me, that he referred, and very properly of course, to 
the action of the Legislature of New York which occurred when 
Con was not in session, in May 1 after the adjournment, and 
which, for that reason, was not presen: here. Of course it is none 
the less cogent or obligatory upon my colleague or myself, and I have 
no reason to suppose that the present i had its attention 
been called to this subject or had not its predecessor uttered the voice 


of New York, would have sent here an expression different from that 
which I have in my hand. Upon such a question, not searching the 


conscience of any Senator, but being a matter lying within the do- 
main of wisdom and discretion, a question upon which one might 
vote either way as his judgment of the effect to be produced might 
lead him, in other worde unembarrassed by constitutional doubts 
or matters of conscience, I should not feel at liberty for one to dis- 
regard the voice of the State which honors me with a seat in the 
Senate. Therefore, whatever my own convictions might be, if the 
question is to be put whether the bankrupt act shall stand as it is or 
shall be repealed, I shall feel bound, as matter of instruction, with- 
out going further, to vote for its repeal; and haying said this I ven- 
ture to add one remark which I hope may weigh with Senators who 
DARS a suggestion like that made by the honorable Senator from 
ansas. 

If the question can be taken from the repeal of the law and a ma- 
jority of the Senate shall say for the time being no, the Judiciary 
Committee will have that stimulus or opportunity to address itself to 
the question which will enable it at least to make an earnest effort 
to bring here amendments in the hope that they may commend them- 
selves to a majority ef the Senate. But in the present condition no 
member of any committee can feel any stimulus, or even warrant, to 
sit down and investigate the infinitely pny ey yl and the enor- 
mously prolix theories, suggestions, and amendments which come 
from every point of the compass on this subject. It is so much like 
labor thrown away that no committee incumbered as the Judic 
Committee is, will undertake to put aside the many things whi 
press upon it and devote itself to a labor likely to be so t ess and 
so useless as this, while the impression remains that a majority of the 
two Houses would repeal the act in the presence of any amendments 
the committee might be able to propose. If, therefore, a majority of 
the Senate want an intelligent effort made either in the direction in- 
dicated by the honorable Senator from Ohio or in any other direction. 
that may be su; , the true way to reach that is, for the present 
at least, to reject the bill repealing the act so as to let the committee 
know that if they are able to report amendments addressing them- 
selves to the favor of the Senate some use will be made of their 
work and that it will not be a vain and futile experiment to avoid a 
foregone conclusion. 

As I have said, I shall vote m , in the presence of the expres- 
sion made by the Legislature of the State of New York, as I under- 
stood my colleague to say he should vote, for the re of the act; 
but I say also that if a majority of the Senate shal tpone that 
repeal by refusing now to enact it, I shall be very as one mem- 
ber of the committee, and I am sure I can answer for all the others, 
to address myself most seriously to the effort of abating as far as we 
can abate the existing objections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to recommit the bill, with in- 
structions to the Committee on the Judiciary to propose amendments 
to the bankrupt law. 

The motion was not to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MatTHEWSs.] 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but for 
afew moments, I certainly have no desire to press unduly upon the 
attention of the Senate any proposition whieh I may huve to make 
with respect to this subject, I hesitated before doing so when I 
drafted and presented the amendment which is now pending before 
the Senate, for the reason, in the first place, that I feared there wasa 
predetermination on the part of a considerable majority of the Senate 
to insist upon the absolute and unconditional repeal of the bankrupt 
act, and in the second place, because I was quite as well aware as an 
one else could be of the imperfection and immaturity of the proposi- 
tion which I in fact submitted. Nevertheless I was not willing that 
the act should be unconditionally repealed without some suggestion 
to the contrary, without some indication of the direction in which I 
thought better relief could be afforded, without some earnest effort 
to do away with the evils complained of without at the same time 
abrogating the possible good which is involved in sa 3 in 
the continued existence of a wise bankrupt system. o not think 
that we have t reason to be proud of our legislative achleve- 
ments in this tion, as recounted in the history of the bankrupt 
act stated by the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. WHVYTR.] Our states- 
manship in reference to this subject seems to have corresponded pre- 
cisely with that standard which the Senator from Kentucky who 
introduced this 8 (Mr. MCCREERY ] seems to have laid down 
for the model of his own, and that is, whenever there is a clamor for 
a bankrupt act to pass it and whenever there is a clamor for its repeal 
to repeal it. 

Now, it seems to me, Mr. President, that in the light of the expe- 
rience of the country we are in a position by taking suitable meas- 
ures to avoid the necessity of steering our legislation by opposite 

pular clamors from time to time, as they may arise. Other nations 

ave been able to maintain a stable system of jurisprudence on this 
subject, and although the circumstances of this country differ widely 
from those of England and those of other commercial countries on 
the continent of Europe, still we can adapt our legislation to the 
change and variance in those circumstances; and I certainly think it 
not ereditable to the intelligence either of the people of the country or 
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of the Senators on this floor that we should dismiss the subject in this 
abrupt and unscientific way by simply wiping out the existing statute. 
There evidently is a misconception in regard to the nature of the 
amendment which I have proposed. The Senatorfrom Kentucky has 
characterized it as a change from a system which contains but one 
bankruptcy act to a system of as many bankruptcy acts as there are 
States in the Union, as if the passage of this proposition would estab- 
lish the various and contradictory systems in each State as that uni- 
form rulein bankruptcy which the Constitution authorizes Congress 
to establish. The criticism is not correct. The measure has no rela- 
tion whatever to any existing insolvent laws in any of the States. 
It does not adopt any of them. On the contrary it establishes a rule 
in bankruptcy and a rule of its own, and that rule by being single 
is uniform, and so conforms to the standard of the Constitution. It 
simply is that whoever shall, being insolvent or in contemplation of 
insolvency, make a general assignment of all his property for the 
equal benefit of all his creditors, shall thereby become and be declared 
to be a bankrupt, and in the event that within two years from the 
date of the act of bankruptcy, this general assignment, his assets shall 
have been distributed so as to insure to his creditors payment of 50 

r cent. of the amount of their claims, he shall thereby become and 
Be declared to be a discharged bankrupt; and it leaves to the State 
systems of administration merely the method and the details of dis- 
tributing the assets among the creditors. 

Now, the absolute and unconditional repeal of the bankrupt act 
does relegate us back to the varying N hiyari prevailing in each State, 
operating, however, as remarked by the Senator from Maryland, only 
upon those classes of contracts which come within the purview of 
State legislation, and which may be dissolved by an act within the 
State, not having at all the office and the function of a bankrupt act 
which eth by Congress, whether involuntary or voluntary, oper- 
e. ali as upon all contracts, no matter where made or where to be 

ormed. 
P With this explanation, which I deem n in order to put my- 
self right in re; to the observations made by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky in relation to the nature of this amendment, and aware of the 
prevailing sentiment of the body in respect to the proposition de- 
pending as the main one, Mr. President, I withdraw my motion to 
amend the bill and will allow the vote to be taken distinctly upon 
the proposition, making now the statement, which I shall have occa- 
sion to make when called upon for my vote, that upon the question 
of the repeal of the act I am paired with my colleague [Mr. THUR- 
MAN, ] who is absent from his seat in the Senate, until his return from 


io. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. KERNAN. I call for the yeasand nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS, of IIlineis, (when his name was called.) Upon this 
question Jam paired with the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRIS- 
TIANCY.] If he were here, he would vote “yea” and I should vote 
‘nay. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, (when his name was called.) On this question 
I am paired with my colleague, [Mr. THuRMAN.] If he were here, he 
would vote “yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WINDOM, (when his name was called.) On this question 1 am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Cocknkxz. ] If he were 
present, I shonld vote “nay” and I presume he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when Mr. Wirnins's name was called.) Mycol- 
league [Mr. WITHERS] is detained at home by sickness. If he were 
here, he would vote “yea” on this proposition. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WHYTE. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. DENNIS] has 
been called suddenly away. If he were here, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 

Armstrong, Davis of West Va, Johnston, Morrill, 
Bailey, K Eaton, Jones of Florida, Oglesby, 
Beck, Eustis, Kernan, Plumb, 

Ferry, 7 Rollins, 

Garland, — 61 4 Teller, 
Butler, Gordon, M id, Wadleigh, 
Cameron — Pa., . 3 Wallace, 
Cok Hereford, Mitchel. 
Con g. Morgan, 

NAYS—6. 
Allison, Burnsidi MeMi Saunders. 
Anthony, 5 Wann 
ABSENT—32. 

Barn Kell i 
Bayard, rey, f mS Sauisbury, 
Bruce, Edmunds, Matthews, Sharon, 
Chaffee, Hamlin, M on, eevee, 
Christiancy, dock, urman, 
Davis of Tllinois, 78 Randolph, Winton? 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, 


So the bill was passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to vide for deficiencies: in the 
appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments disagreed to by the House 
of Representati and aska conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 
tong su That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Vice- 

en 


Messrs. BLAINE, WINDOM, and BECK were appointed. 


DAKOTA SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. WINDOM. I move to take up Senate bill No. 927 for present 
consideration. The bill I ask totake up is the one that has been con- 
sidered twice in the morning hour, and I believe everybody who had 
any desire to amend it has had the opportunity, and it was only post- 
poned because the mornin g hour expired. I do not know of any fur- 
ther amendment. I should like to have action on the bill now. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 927) to authorize 
the construction of a narrow-gauge railroad from Bismarck to the 
Black Hills. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. McDON, I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
if that is the bill which was under consideration the other day. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is. 

Mr. McDONALD, An amendment was suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN.] What has become of it? 

Mr. WINDOM. I donot know what the action was on that amend- 
are I myself agreed to almost any amendment that anybody 


wanted, 

Mr. McDONALD. The Senator from Ohio is now absent. He mag 
gested an amendment in rogard to what might be taken into consid- 
eration 58 appraisers of damages. 

Mr. W. M. Ithought it had been adopted; but if it has not 
been I am entirely willing to accept it. I agreed to take the amend- 
wt of the Senator from Ohio as amended by the Senator from 

ana. 

Mr, McDONALD. That in assessing the value of the property 
actually taken the prospective benefits should not be taken into 


account. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is as the Senator from Indiana proposed to 
amend it. I have no objection to that amendment. i 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to ask the gentleman having the bill in 
charge whether there is any provision in this act requiring the stock 
to be 27875 for in money except the first 5 per cent., and whether there 
should not be such a provision. I find the first 5 per cent. on page 3 
is required to be paid in. That payment is required to be made. 
Now if you turn over to page 5, it is said: 

board of directors ma; mire t of su to the capital 

E notice of not less than irty -r beri n z 


I suggest that after the word “ days” in line 101 there should be 
inserted: 


And which payment shall be in cash. 


Otherwise there might be a road with three millions capital and 
when they get 5 per cent. in in cash the rest might be paid in in any- 
thing the directors chose to take. I think serious consequences have 
happened in States from the omission to require the stock to be paid 
for in money.. I noticed this the other day and I called attention 


to it. 

Mr. WINDOM. What amendment does the Senator suggest? 

Mr. KERNAN. I would suggest “and which payment shall be in 
cash only.” 

Mr. WINDOM, At what point in the bill? 


Mr. KERNAN. Page 5, line 101, after the word “days.” I think 
there should be a provision that the capital stock should be paid in 
money. Otherwise they will organize on having 5 per cent. of the 
three millions paid in in money, and then they may go on and never 
pay in another dollar. 

r. WINDOM. That is the intention of the bill; but, if it meets 
the Snore views better to insert the words he proposes, I have no 
objection. 

. KERNAN. I assume that the Senator is correct as to the pur- 
pose; and yet the cash is required to be paid for the 5 per cent., and 
not for the rest of the stock. The construction might be from that 
omission that cash was not 8 775 except for the 5 per cent. I do 
not wish to interfere with the bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. As the Senator has the words in mind, I prefer that 

them to the Secretary. 

. Then,after the word “days,” in line 101 of section 
1, I move to insert“ and which payment shall be made in money and 
shall be called for and required until the entire stock is paid for.” 

Mr. WINDOM. Would it not be more agreeable to say “the board 
of directors may require the payment of the subscriptions to the cap- 
ital stock in money ?” 
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Mr. KERNAN. That would be too broad. Then they might never 
require paymentin money. There is nothing in this bill, such as we 
require in our laws in New York, that the directors shall in a certain 
time require the capital to be paid in. 


Mr. WINDOM. I make no objection to the Senator’s amendment 
where he proposes to insert it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota 
to the discrepancy between the title of this bill and the language con- 
tained in lines 21 and 22 of the firstsection. The bill in terms is ‘to 
authorize the construction of a narrow-gauge railroad from Bis- 
marck to the Black Hills;” but the body of the bill says that it shall 
be operated “from such eligible point on the line of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, west of Bismarck, in the TEPI of Dakota, to 
such point in the Black Hills as shall be determined by the board of 
directors.” There seems to be something illusive about the title of 
the bill. If it is the intention to operate from Bismarck it should be 
so expressed ; otherwise the title ought to be amended. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the purpose? 

Mr. WINDOM. The purpose is to connect with the Northern 
Pacific Railroad at Bismarck. 

Mr. INGALLS. At what point? 

Mr. WINDOM. At Bismarck I believe; and, if the North Pacific 
be extended across the river, it would be necessary, I presume, to 
extend this road also. Perhaps the title might be amended so as to 
read “to a point at or near Bismarck.” 

Mr, ING S. I will also call the attention of the Senator to the 
language contained in line 6 of section 3, which authorizes the com- 
pany “to take, from the public lands adjacent to the line of the road, 
Barely, stone, timber, gravel, and other materials for the construction 
and maintenance thereof.” Is it the intention of the bill to allow 
this corporation to tie and bridge their road from the timber on the 
public domain! J 

Mr. WINDOM. This would authorize it, and I think it ought to 
be granted, although I think they will find no ties on the line of their 


Mr. INGALLS. I think they will. 

Mr. WINDOM. Until they get into the Black Hills. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is exactly what I was going to say. The 
Black Hills is a very densely tim region of country. fact 
its name is deri as I understand, from the dense forests of pine 
that cover the hillsin that country, While the Goverment should be 
liberal in granting rights of way and any such other material as may 
be inexpensive and not required for public purposes, I think it would 
be a very gross wrong to the hardy pioneers and the settlers of that 
district to allow this corporation to go in there and strip that country 
of railroad ties and bridge timber a pace de an ded this road, as 
I understand this road will be several hun miles in length. 

Mr. WINDOM, Two hundred miles, about, 

Mr. INGALLS. If these rators were required to purchase the 
timber necessary to tie and bridge the road, it would cost them hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. is is therefore asking the United 
States Government to give to this corporation a very large amount of 
actual cash in band for the purpose of tying the road, and that tim- 
ber will necessarily be taken from a on that can ill afford to lose 
it. Under the statement made by the Senator from Minnesota, that 
it is the intention of this bill to allow the company to tie this road 
from the timber in the Black Hills, I move to strike out the word 
“timbers,” in line 6, of section 3. 

Mr. WINDOM. I did not mean to be understood as saying that the 
road would be tied from the timber in the Black Hills. It would be 
practically impossible to do that for the reason that they will have to 
commence u the north or eastern end and build toward the Black 
Hills. They will hardly draw the ties in wagons from the other end 
of the line as the road pro westward, but will rather take the 
ties from this end. I think that the Senate ought to allow at least 
that much advantage to people who are willing to build a road in an 
uninhabited country, a country that will be devoloped by this road. 
I think it is a very small thing to grant. I really think my friend 
from Kansas is a little too stringent in this matter. Ifit is to be the 
judgment of the Senate, however, to strike ont the word “timbers,” 

shall submit, of course, 

Mr. INGALLS. If this road were not likely to be a paying opera- 
tion, if it were not a profitable enterprise in 8 it is not at 
all likely that the gentlemen whose names I find on the first page as 
incorporators would be very apt to meddle with it. They are not in- 
tending, as I understand, to build this road to develop the country, 
nor to build up regions that are now desert and make them blossom 
like the rose. They intend to connect with the Northern Pacific, with 
the Black Hills country, for Mo 8 00 of obtaining a portion of the 
commerce that is now being built up in that region. They are going 
to work here for the pu of making money, not in search of objects 
over which their sensibilities can expand or their hearts can weep. 
It is not philanthropy, it is business, and it appears to me that it is 

ing a great deal too far to ask Congress to donate them several 
funded thousand dollars to tie and bridge this road. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not suppose that the gentlemen named in this 
bill, if they construct the road, will do it from merely philanthropic 


or iotic motives. Ihave no expectation of that kind, nor do I 
believe that the inducements to build it are so strong that capital 
will make a rush at it when the bill is passed. I think if we go so far 
as to deny them all advantages in its construction the road will not 
be built at all. I think with these slight advantages that we have 
given here the road will be constructed. Iam entirely willing to 
submit the question to the Senate and to say nothing more on the 
subject; but I can hardly agree to strike out the provision unless the 
Senate desire to have it stricken out. I hope it will not be stricken 
out. Iam entirely ready to take the vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair suggests that the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole have not yet been con- 
eurred in. The question is on concurring in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas insist 
on the amendment which he suggested ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, which will be reported. 

The CHIKF CLERK. Before the word “gravel” in line six of sec- 
tion 3, it is proposed to strike ont the word “ timbers ;” so as to read: 

And the right, power, and authority are hereby given to said company to take 


from the public lands adjacent to the line of the road, earth, stone, gravel, and 
other materials for the construction and maintenance thereof. 


Mr. WINDOM. I desire to say to the Senate before the vote is 
taken upon the amendment that there is no grant of land in the bill 
except the right of way, and no other privilege is given to the com- 
pany that I know of except the right to build the road and the right 
of way through the public lands. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Minnesota has stated that it is 
the object of this bill to allow these corporators to tie and bridge 
their road from timber on the public domain. 

Mr. WINDOM. I wish to correct that statement so as to have it 
more distinctly understood. That is not the object of the bill, but 
incidentally, r timber will be used. The object of 
inserting the word “tim is that at such points on the road as 
HN be more convenient this timber may, be used, but, as I say, it 
wi parhan pe used but for a very small portion of the line. 

Mr. MCDONALD. This is the language of the bill : 

From the public lands adjacent to the line of the road, earth, stone, timbers, 
gravel, &c, 

Mr. WINDOM. Let the vote be taken, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs.} 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McDONALD. I now wish to offer the amendment that I sug- 

the other day. After the word “court” in line 16 of section 4 
move to insert: 

Provided, That in assessing the value of the lands actually taken, 
benefits to the remaining lands of the owner shall not be taken . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to insert after the word “timbers” in line 
6 of section 3, the words “for tying and bridging said road.“ 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 1 ; 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to amend the title to conform to the body 
of the bill by striking out the word “ narrow-gauge,” and also adding 
after the word “from” and before “ Bismarck” the words “a point at or 
near ;” so as to read: “A bill to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road from a point at or near Bismarck to the Black Hills.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 655) to incorporate the National Pacific Rail- 
road and Telegraph Company. It is almost identical in its language 
with the bill which has past passed, and proposes to build a road in 
the same section from Cheyenne. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I propose to make some amendments to the bill at 
the request of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Curistrancy] who 
prepared them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, There are some amendments reported 
by the Committee on Railroads which will be first acted upon. The 
Secretary will report the first amendment reported by the committee 


on Pee 1. 
he CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment is to insert after line 11, 
in section 1, the following names: 


G. M. Dodge, of Iowa; E. R. Carpentier, of California; P. D. Barker, of Alabama. 


The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 26, after the word 
“Cheyenne,” to insert the words “or Pine Bluff.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines 28, 29, and 30, of section 1, to 
strike out “ commencing at or near Fort Laramie to a point at or near 
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Fort Fetterman; thence,” and insert “from some point on the line 
north of the North Platte River ;” so as to read: 


Thence on some on the line north of the North Platte River, in a northerly 
or northwesterly d ion, &. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, at the end of the first section, in lines 35 
and 36, to strike out the words “the Pacific Ocean, or the navigable 
waters connecting therewith,” and insert “tide-water at Portland, 


gon. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out all after the word “ Montana” in line 35. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be first on the 
amendment proposed by the committee, and the amendment to strike 
out will then be in order. The question is on the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move to strike out after “Montana,” in line 
35, being the words as now amended: 

Thence, by the most practicable route, to tide-water at Portland, Oregon. 


That part of the bill proposes to authorize this corporation to con- 
stract a road th h a portion of the State of Oregon. I object to 
that, as I do not believe we possess the power to organize a corpora- 
tion to construct a railroad within the limits of a State. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Not if Oregon agrees to it? 

Mr. MCDONALD. We are not asking Oregon to agree to it. This 

rovision asserts the power of Congress to construct a road through 

e Territories and through a part of a State. So far as it under- 
takes to give authority to construct a road through the State of Ore- 
gon I object to it, and my amendment is desi to limit the bill to 
authority to construct a railroad within the Territories of the United 
States upon the line indicated. 

Mr. TELLER. While I do not consider this very important, yet of 
course it must be understood that this will be done with the consent, 

robably, of the State of Oregon. Congress did the same thing in 
1864 with reference to the North Pacific Road, and there is a bill here, 
which I presume will be passed, in which it is proposed to recognize 
the same practice. I do not think it very important, but I think, as 
these parties desire to put their money into this enterprise and want 
this provision in, we might as well leavé it. I hope the clause will 
not be stricken out. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question upon the amendment 
and declared that the noes appeared to prevail, 

Mr. MCDONALD. Let us have a division. 

Mr. EATON. Let us have the yeas and nays. I think this is too 
important a matter to be decided by a mere division. Ido not appre- 
hend the Senate have yet considered the importance of the amend- 
ment of my friend from Indiana. We cannot give theright to build 
a railroad through the State of Oregon. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Indiana will so modify his 
amendment as to provide that the road shall go to the Oregon line, 
I shall not object to it. 

Mr. McDONALD. I have no objection to that modification. 

Mr. EATON. There is no objection at all to that. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I will say “to the western boundary of the Ter- 
ritory of Montana. 

Mr. TELLER. I will accept the amendment in that form. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move to strike out the words: 

Thence, by the most practicable route, to tide-water at Portland, Oregon— 

And to insert: 

To the eastern boundary of the State of Oregon ; 

So as to read: 

ence by the most cable route, to a 
* of — “pd ay the ee 


Mr. TELLER. I will accept that. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFF . Attention is called to the word “sub- 
jects” in line 4 of section 7. It is suggested that it is a misprint and 
should be “objects.” 

The CHEF CLERK. The section reads: 

It shall be lawful for said com , their purpose 
of exploring, sury g, and 8 to enter u any lands, and may 
acq title to such as may be necessary to effect the sul this act. 

Mr. TELLER. It should be “objects.” I ask to strike out “sub- 
jects” and insert “ objects.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made. The 
Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Railroads was to strike 
out section 14 in the following werds: 

The said railroad and telegraph company shall be free from taxation, either Fed- 
eral, territorial, State, county, city, or town, for the term of ten years after the 
same shall have been completed. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The said railroad and telegraph company shall be free from taxation, either Fed- 
eral, territorial, State, county, city, or town, exceptas herein provided. Whenthe 
said railroad and telegraph oopan shall complete n miles of its road, and shall 
run trains on the same, then the said company shall file with the secretary of the 
Territory or State where such fifty miles, or the m part thereof shall be sita- 
ated, a certificate stating the date of such use, and road so built and used may 
be taxed by the proper authorities where it is situated after five years from the 
date of such use, and not before. 


t at or near Helena, in the Ter- 
of the State of Oregon. 


or engineers, for the 


Mr. TELLER. I will say that I propose to have this amendment 

rejected in order to offer an amendment in the place of it. 
he amendment was rejected. 

N 3 peer rn OFFICER. Section 14 will stand as in the orig- 
inal bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is still another amendment of the committee 
which I suppose ought to be disposed of. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Railroads was to insert 
as a new section: 

Src. 17. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or this act until such 
time as the said railroad so to be built shall be, or the major 
within the limits of some State; and when the said rail or the greater = 


y such State, 
ter Con; 
shall not have any greater or other control over such corporation than if it 8 


Mr. TELLER. I propose to strike that ont. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr.TELLER. Iagreed with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRIS- 
TIANCY ] to offer some amendments to the bill for him, as he desired 
them to be made. In section 6, line 19, after the word “ services,” the 
last word of the section, I move to insert: 

And shall transport the mails of the United States at rates not exceeding the 
average rates at any time paid upon the railroads in Colorado. 

The Senator from Michigan desired that that amendment should be 
added, and I offer it now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I have agreed to offer one or two other amendments 
for the Senator from Michigan, as he is not present. In section 9, line 
17, after the word “ court,” the words “ for confirmation” ought to be 
added; so as to read: 


And make areturn of their proceedings and action to the judge of the said dis- 
trict or circuit courts for confirmation. 


I move that amendment on my own account. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to strike out section 14, and in lieu thereof 
to insert the following, at the request of the Senator from Michigan: 

That whenever f the present Terri of Wyoming throi 
clad mag, run ial bain at hp Colon an e a 

an e 4 ma; 
FCC 

Mr. McDONALD. That is limited to the Territory of Wyoming. 
As the bill authorizes a railroad company to construct a road throug 
other Territories as well, they also should be embraced. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not now. 

Mr. McDONALD. Les, to Montana. 

Mr. TELLER. This is an amendment pro 
Michigan, and any amendment to it Which 
ma: suggest I am willing to accept. 

r. MCDONALD. I move toamend the amendment so as to read: 
22 op masini ok AIA FEINO soak Gab nppertemmaced and EOP 
of an 80 mu e a an 
erty that may be witht any anoh State shall be. eabject to taxation by, euch Senta: 

Mr. TELLER, I accept that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER, I have another amendment which I promised 
offer for the Senator from Michigan. I move to insert as an additional 
section: 

This act and every provision thereof, and righ and pri: 
8 hereby ren to be . tion hat 
any time alter, amend, or repeal this act or any provision therein co 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER, I should like to say just one word on this bill. If 
this road should be built as provided for in the bill, to Deadwood, and 
the road in the bill which was recently passed were also built, it would 
form a connection between the No: acific and the Union Pacific 


Mr. McDONALD. I should like the Senator from Colorado to allow 
me to 3 one other amendment. 

Mr. T R. Certainly. 

Mr. McDONALD. In section 9, line 5, after the word “lands,” I 
move to insert : 

Provided, That in . the value of the lands actually taken the consequen- 
tial benefits to the remaining land of the owner shall not be taken inn eee 

That is the same amendment which was adopted to a corresponding 
clause of the other bill. 

Mr. TELLER, Iam willing to accept that. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to amend the third section 


of the bill by striking out the latter part of the fourteenth line and 
lines 15, 16, 17, and 18, in the following words: 


by the Senator from 
e Senator from Indiana 


may at 


The United States shall extinguish as rapidly as may be the Indian titles to all 
lands falling under the operation of this act, and req for the said right of 
way and grants herein made for stations, buildings, work-shops, and necessary 


appurtenances. 
Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to that. 
The amendment was to 


Mr. TELLER. I have one other amendment. In section 3, lines 12 
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and I move to strike out ‘one hundred and sixty acres” and in- 


sert “ 

Not to exceed forty acres for each station and buildings and appurtenances there- 
unto appertaining. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. MM In section 3, line 8, I move to strike out the 
word “two” and insert “ one.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota will 
allow the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole to be con- 
curred in and then his amendment will be in order. The question is 
on concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to strike out the word “two” before 
“hundred,” in line 8 of section 3, and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“one;” so as to read: 

Said right of way is granted to said railroad to the extent of one hundred feet in 
width on each side of said railroad where it may pass over the public lands, &c. 

Mr. TELLER, I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. í 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The title of the bill is, I see, “to 
incorporate the National Pacific Railroad and Telegraph Company.” 
The bill has been amended so as not to authorize the company to 
build a road to the Pacific ocean, but to build a road merely to the 
eastern line of the State of Oregon. I su t to the Senator who 
has ch of the bill that he change the title. 

Mr. T ER. I do not care about moving to change the title; I 
do not think that amounts to anything. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such a motion is not in order now. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The title is stated in the seven- 
teenth line of the first section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion toamend that clause is in 


order. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator wish to move to strike out the 
word “ Pacific ?” 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Les, sir; so as to read“ the National 
Railroad and 2 Campings T think the object of the bill is 
merely to build a from the Union Pacific road to the Black Hills; 
and the title ought to oe the object of the bill; I therefore move 
to amend the seventeenth line of the first section by striking out the 
words “the National Pacific Railroad,” and inserting in lien thereof 
the words“ the Cheyenne and Black Hills Railroad.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I desire to offer an amendment. The quantity 
of land that the bill authorizes for each station, it seems to me, is in 
excess of what is actually needed and is more than we were willing 
to concede before. I wish to limit the amount to forty acres, 

Mr. TELLER. That is done already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment was made. 

Mr. TELLER. I moved that lf. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the billallow this company to bridge and tie 
their road from timber on the public domain? It should do so, if it 
does not, to make it symmetrical with the other bill which we passed 


to-day. 
at, TELLER. Does the Senator move an amendment to that 
ect 


Mr. INGALLS. If that amendment bas not been made, I move it. 
Mr. WHYTE. It is in the original bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Allowing them to bridge and tie the road ? 

Mr. WHYTE. They may take all the timber they want for any 


purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lhope the bill will be amended, then, so as to allow 
them to take all the timber they want from the public domain, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That would come in after the word 
“timber” in the sixth line of section 3. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move, if not already done, to amend the bill by 
inserting after the word “ timber” in section 3, line 6, the words “for 
the purpose of tyin gana bridging the said road.” 

Mr, WHYTE, I 1 2 my friend will not move that, because it 
might be supposed to limit the eee of the company to it. 
They can only take the timber for this purpose, and I think the broad 
language here will cover this case, that is to take all the “timber and 
a 1 necessary for the construction thereof” from the pub- 

c lands. 


orty acres;” so as to read: 


Mr. INGALLS. No—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The noes have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, no. There was but one “no” to three “ ayes.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The noes have it. 

Mr. INGALLS. In order to test that I call for a division. There 
were three “ayes” and one no.“ 

Mr. TELLE The were two or three “noes” around here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call is too late. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iwill find out whether or not I am too late, before 
this bill is through with. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the Senator’s privilege to find 
out anything he pleases. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is the first time I ever heard, when a division 
was called for, that it was denied by the Chair; and if I cannot have 
the privilege of a division now, I shall endeavor to find it some time 
before the bill is through with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair will state in answer to the 
Senator from Kansas, that the Chair, contrary to the custom of the 
Chair, put the question whether a division was called for and the 
Senator from Kansas, as the Chair understood him, said distinctly 
“no,” Then the Chair took the onsibility to decide. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question has been decided and 
the amendment is lost. The Chair re to entertain the call for 
the yeas and nays after a decision on a rising vote. The question is 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 6; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHYTE. Let us take a yea and nay vote on the passage of 


the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Maryland to take 
a vote by yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You cannot do anything else now but to get the 
yeas and nays. There is no quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC Is there a second to the call for the 
yeas and nays on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read the third 
time 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
18, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—18. 
Allison, Chaffee, MoMillan, Saunders, 
Armstrong, Coke, Mitchell, Teller, 
1 Conover, Morgan, Windom. 
Butler, Eustis, Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Rollins, 
NAYS—19. 
Anthony, Kernan, ws r 
Bailey, v Garland, Haay], . 
Burnside, MeDo' Wadleigh, 
Davis of W. Va., Hereford, McPherson, Whyte. 
Eaton, ohuston, Morrill, 
ABSENT—39. 
Barnum, Dawes, Jones of Florida, Rando! 
Bayard, Dennis, Jones of Nevada, iano 
Beck, Dorsey, Kellogg, Sargent, 
Blaine, Ferry, ý 
Bruce, on, Lamar, Sharon, 
Cameron of Pa., Hamlin, Matthews, §; 
Christiancy, Maxey, rman, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Me on, Wallace, 
x fe Paddoek, Withers. 
Davis of Illinois, Ingalls, Patterson, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote discloses the lack of a 


quorum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that there be a call of the Senate to see 
if we cannot 1850 a quorum here at half past three in the afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

The motion was paesa to. E 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
WITHERS] is detained at home, and is not able to be in his seat. 


The P ING OFFICER. There is a quorum present. Forty- 
seven Senators have answered to their names. Is a further call of 
the Senate insistetl on? : ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. ony 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to strike out of section 


2 the words empowering this road to locate branches. The Senator 
who has charge of the bill has no objection to the amendment. I 
su these branches had been stricken out of the bill. 

r. TELLER. I supposed those words had- been stricken out. 
We agreed the other day that they should be stricken out. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move in line 6 of section 2 to strike out all 
after the word “ Washington,” being the words: : 

With such branches and side lines as may be necessary to the growth and de- 
velopment of the public domain therein. 

This can only be in order by unanimous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the stage of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
and the roll has been called on ordering the bill to be en and 
read a third time. No amendment, therefore, will be in order except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let there be unanimous consent to reconsider the 
vote on going to a third reading so as to have the bill open for amend- 
ment. 


n = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no third reading yet. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. EINAT 
Mr. VOORHEES. Ishould like to ask a question in regard to the 
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general of the bill. I think there was a vote given under 
some pape e ee at least without that clear, d under- 
standing of the purposes of the bill that onght to be had, and Iam 
incli to think with such an understanding the vote would have 
been different. What I wish to know is whether the bill does wey Pom 
more than t the right of way through the territory of the nited 
States for building of a railroad to Black Hills eee 
out touching any State, and without granting any lands or subsidies, 
of any kind whatever. Does it do anything more than that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator Indiana to allow the 
Chair to put the question whether there be nnanimous consent to treat 
the =“ as open so. as to get rid of the difficulty into which we have 

Mr. VOORHEES, Certainly. : 

The PRESIDING, OFFIC. The Chair will state the present 
status of the bill. The yeas and nays were ordered on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. The call was made and it 
, disclosed the want of a Fg pending which’ the Senator from 

Vermont moved a call of the Senate, which was had. That was dis- 

with upon ascertaining that there was aquorum present. The 
next thing in order, and the only thing in order at this time, is the 
call of, the roll of absentees at the former call on the question of 
edie | the bill to be engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. INGALLS. By unanimous consent that can be waived. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not sure that that is right, but I take it to 
be so for the moment, and I ask unanimous consent that that be dis- 
pensed with, so as to leave the bill open on the question of the third 
reading to amendment and explanation. i 

The PRESIDING OFFIC By unanimous consent that will be 
the order. The bill is in the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Now I move the amendment which I indicated, 
to strike out all after the word“ Washington“ in line 6 of section 2. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no objection to that. In fact I supposed 
the amendment had been made, It was overlooked in committee. 

The emendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WHYTE. There have been a great many amendments offered 
to this bill since it came from the committee. When I first looked 
at it awhile ago, it had a great many objectionable features in it. I 
have un from the Senator who seems to have it in charge 
that many of these have been stricken out, but I do not think that 
ina ng oars body we ought to vote for any bill upon trust. I 
should like to see the shape and form of the bill after all these amend- 
ments have been in d in it and the defects have been stricken 
ont. For that gores I move to postpone its consideration, tolet it 
lie upon the table, that it may be printed as amended, so that we can 
understand exactly what it is when we vote upon it; and it can be 
called up to-morrow morning. I move, therefore, that it be laid on 
the table temporarily. 

Mr, C EE. I desire to state to the Senator from land that 
this bill has been amended to correspond with the other bill which 
has just passed through the Senate, the other bill being to authorize 
a company to construct a road from Bismarck to the Black Hills. 
This hill is almost identical in terms, and the changes which have 
been made by the Senate have been to correspond with the amend- 
ments to the other bill and to meet objections which were made to 
that measure. This bill is for the purpose of building a railroad from 
Cheyenne, or some place near Cheyenne, on the northern boundary 
of State of Colorado, to the Black Hills, to be extended into the 
Territory of Montana near Helena, and from there to the eastern 
boun of the State of The bill grants no subsidies of 
ind, except the right of way and forty acres of land at each 
station, the same as was provided by the other bill which passed this 
There are no extra provisions in the bill and nothing that 
ignate this bill as one that should be defeated, while the other 


can 
e they being almost identical in terms. 
Mr. Lask for a vote on my motion. The motion is not 
debatable. ` i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not debatable except by unani- 
mous consent. The question is on the motion of the from 
Maryland to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. ING. Was the motion to lay on the table or to postpone 
until to-morrow Î 

Mr. WHYTE. To lay on the table, with a view to take it up to- 


morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Maryland will give me his 
attention, I appeal to him to withdraw the motion and merely make 
a motion to postpone and print, so that any explanations upon this 
subject may be piven now as well as at any other time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
modify his motion? 

Mr. WHYTE. I have no objection to modifying it. My object is 
simply to understand what we are voting upon before we are called 
upon to vote finally. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion, then, of the Senator 
from Maryland is to postpone the consideration of the bill until to- 
morrow, which is debatable. 

= R. There are some amendments that ought to be made 
before the bill goes over. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
desires to make some amendments to the bill. If we are to make any 
further amendments, they should be made now. i 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Colorado to give way, that 
I may move to go into executive session. That wold poe this bill 
the unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It had better be fixed a little and printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. In the mean time let this bill be printed with the 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maryland to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Colorado asks me to yield to 
him in order that one or two amendments may be offered before the 
bill shall be printed, and I withhold my motion for an executive ses- 
sion for that purpose, 

Mr. TELLER. I consent that the bill shall go over and be printed; 
but the Senator from Vermont wishes to make some amendment to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It Senators will turn to section 13, they will per- 
ceive that there is granted to the company the power to lease its Tine 
to any other line or to consolidate with any other line. That, I think, 
is wrong. I therefore move, first, in order to get that out of the bill, 
in section 13, line 1, after the word “power” to insert the words 
“subject to the approval of Con ” so that the leasing of the line 
to any other line, which might be a perpetual lease and therefore a 
substantial consolidation, shall not be made unless Congress shall 
a ve it, because it tends to get up monopolies, and so on. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
withdraw his motion to postpone the bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, I beg pardon of the Chair; I had forgotten it. 

Mr. WHYTE. It was understood. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to postpone is with- 
drawn, and the question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In lines 4 and 5 of the same section, I move to 
strike ont the words “or operating their roads,” so as to confine this 
approval of Congress only to the leasing, and leave them with the 

inary power, which these words are not necessary to confer, to 
make the ordinary business arrangements with other roads. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. | In line 6, of section 13, after the word“ Territo- 
ries,” I move to strike ont all the rest of the section; that is to say, 
these words: 

And they are here! th 0 
sie a cord re ees ot teat ae a 

upon the terms and thereof ; and they have all the 


powere, e See cere tee ieee hold b 1 
ee such articles of consolidation in the office of the S ry of the 


I do not think we ought to allow this company or any other char- 
npr 1 Congress to bn ate of 1 own wat) mita some other road, 
an us get up a monopoly against people. 

The amendment was agreed to. E i 

Mr. WHYTE. Now the Senator from Iowa moves to go into exec- 
utive session. ‘ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Has there been an order to print ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no such order made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the bill be printed, so that we shall 
have it to-morrow as amended. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The anesson is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont, to print the bill as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. i 


DAKOTA SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. EATON, I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate bill No. 927, to authorize the construction of a railroad from 
Bismarck to the Black Hills, was passed this afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e motion will be entered. 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. ANTHONY... Lask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be reported. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: sti 
Resolved, That on Wednesday next, at one o'clock, the Senate will proceed to th 
of the Calendar, and antimis sach consideration from day today 
until the same shall have been with; and bills that are not ob; 
to shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to sponk once, 
and for five minutes only, unless, he wey motion, the Senate should at auy time other- 
wise order; and the objection may be in at any stage of the proceedings; 
and this order shall take precedence of special orders or unfinished business, 
otherwise ordered. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Rhode Island 
ask for the nt consideration of the resolution! 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ishould like to have it considered now, 

Mr. INGALLS. It had better lie over and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the resolntion 


| will go over and be printed. 


BENJAMIN HOLLADAY. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Senator from Iowa to give way to me 
while I ask for authority from the Senate for the Committee on 
Claims to employ a mayen ns paa to take the testimony of witnesses 
in relation to the claim of Benjamin Holladay which was referred to 
that committee. The witnesses will be ready to proceed with their 
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examination to-morrow, and it is desirable that the case be disposed 
of at as early a time as ible. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand this authority is to be 
limited to a single case. 

Mr. McMIL . Yes, sir; to the claim of Benjamin Holladay. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am not opposed to it; but I under- 
stand our official reporters here generally do that kind of work. I 
take it that is the usnal rale. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But they do it on the private employment of the 
committee, and are paid for it like anybody else. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that, and I merely 
throw out the idea that such work is done by our regular Senate ste- 
nographers, and not generally by those outside. Iam in favor of that 

marse: 


course. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion made 
by the Senator from Minnesota that the Committee on Claims be au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer in a certain case specified by him. 
The motion was agreed to. 
COMMITTER ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, I ask that the Committee on the Judiciary be 
authorized to sit during the sessions of the Senate. The amount of 
business before that committee is so proat of difficult and disputed 
pea ag that I think we ought to authorized to sit while the 

nate is sitting. I ask that authority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Vermont? The Chair hears none. Leave 
is granted. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now make the motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GORDON. hile the galleries are Lines cleared I ask the Sen- 
ate to take up and pass, if there is no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
3739) to aii the introduction of contagious or infectious diseases 
into the United States. It is the quarantine bill which came from 
the House the other day. The bill has been reported back favorably 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, and I hope the 
Senate will pass it now, in order that it niay go back to the House. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I rise to a point of order that legislative business is 
out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask leave to introduce a bill. 

Mr. GORDON, What becomes of my motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana raised 
tlie point of order that the order of the Senate should be executed, 
and the Chair sustained the point raised by the Senator from Louisi- 
ana. Is their objection to the Senator from South Carolina intro- 
. t 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After one hour and eighteen minutes spent in exeoutive session the 

were reopened, and (at five o’elock and nine minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE GF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 15, 1878. 
r House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


. HARRISON. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read. 
NIGHT SESSIONS FOR PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. MILLS. I think there should be a correction of the Journal in 
reference to the order, made on Saturday upon my motion, in refer- 
ence to evening sessions this week. The Journal, as read, is not 
sufficiently specific, It reads that the sessions are to be “ for business 
on the Private Calendar.” The Journal should read, “for the con- 
sideration of business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committees on Revolutionary and on Invalid Pensions.” 

The SPEAKER. That portion of the Journal will be again read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On motion of Mr, MILLS, by unanimous consent, ordered: That evening sessions 
be held on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday, the 16th, 17th, and 18th instant, 
commencing at seven and a balf o'clock p. m., for the consideration of reports from 
aa bilia on tha Pirats ee as on ee dag eee ban the aid woot 
0 5 È = 
mittees, no other be transacted. 7 2 

Mr. MILLS. There are two points in the order adopted upon my 
motion: one is the consideration of reports from the Committees on 
Revolutio and on Inyalid Pensions, and the second is the con- 
sideration of bills on the Private Calendar for revolutionary and for 
invalid pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the intention of the House was 
to allow the two committees, on Revolutionary and on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to re , Bay on the first evening. 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 


The SPEAKER. To submit reports for an hour, and then that the 
House should proceed to consider the bills on the Private Calendar, 
those last 1 rted, of course, not taking precedence, 

Mr. MILLS. But when the House comes to the consideration of 
the Private Calendar, it is for the consideration of revolutionary and 
invalid pension bills, not for claims, &c. 

Mr. PRICE. For pension bills alone. 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; that is what I mean. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The order as recorded in the Journal just read 
says, “ bills on the Private Calendar reported from the said committees.” 

r. MILLS. Some have been reported before this time and are now 
on the Calendar. In the first place, reports are to be received and 
considered from the Committee on Revolutionary and on Invalid Pen- 
sions ; and in the second place those bills are to be considered which 
are 9 7 5 nding on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMPSON. And none others. 

Mr. MILLS. And none others. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say that the bills reported on 
the first evening should go to the bottom of the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLS. Unquestionably. 

TheSPEAKER. And then the second branch of the resolution would 
seem to indicate that the bills reported from the Committees on Rev- 
olutionary and on Invalid Pensions already on the Calendar should 
be taken up and considered in their order. 

Mr. MILLS. I suppose that the committees would first be called 
pa reports, and those reports would go to the bottom of the Calen- 


ar. 

The SPEAKER, Anyone member could insist upon their being 
sent to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. . No other reports to be considered except pension 
reports 

SPEAKER. No reports to be considered except such as already 
have been made from the Committees on Revolutionary and on Inva- 
lid Pensions, and such as may be made from those two committees; 
that is the distinet understanding. 

Mr. HANNA. I sup if the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions, for instance, should report fayorably upon a given bill, it would 
be competent for the Honse to consider and pass upon it at once. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that according to the under- 
standing such bills should go to the bottom of the Calendar. Any 
one member can send them to the Calendar on a point of order, and 
they would take their place with those which have already been 
reported. In other words, those first. reported should have the first 
chance for consideration; the Chair thinks that is but equitable. 

If there be no objection, the Journal as read will stand as approved. 

There was no objection, and the Journal was approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDEN. I now call for the re; order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which 
begins at ten minutes past twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the 
first business during the morning hour is the call of States and Ter- 
ritories for bills and joint resolutions for introduction and reference 
to appropriate committees. During this call memorials and joint res- 
olutions of State and territorial Legislatures are in order for refer- 
ence, 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO CHILDREN, 


Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4293) to prevent 
and punish wrongs to children in the District, and for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judic and printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I would move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no pride of opinion about the matter. The 
friends of the bill desire it to go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I do not know that it is a matter 
of any importance; but it seems to me that there are a great many 
provisions in that bill which should be considered by the Committee 
for the Distriet of Columbia: I will not insist upon it, however. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee oh the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH S. ROBERTS. 


Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4294) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Elizabeth S. Roberts; which was read a first and second 


time. 

Mr. BANNING. I call for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to the Committee on In- 
to be printed. 


valid Pensions, and ord 


BUILDING ASSOCIATIONS IN THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. HENDEE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4295) to 
provide for the incorporation of building associations in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CLYMER. Lask for the reading of that bill. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. No. 1080) authorizing the issue of passports free to col- 
ored citizens going to Brazil. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WADDELL. I ask unanimous consent that the call for bills 
and joint resolutions for reference be continued till all the States and 
Territories have been called. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


H. LOUISE GATES. 

Mr. BANKS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4296) increasing the pen- 
sion of H. Louise Gates; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE A. STEVENS. 

Mr. DEAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 25 restore George A- 
Stevens to his relative rank in the Navy of the United States ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be prin 


NEW LONDON NAVY-YARD, 

Mr. WAIT presented resolutions of the General Assembly of the 
State of Connecticut, relative to the New London navy-yard; which 
were read, and referred to the Committee on W dc lene pc 

Mr. WAIT. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution and the 
accompanying letter of the governor of Connecticut be printed in 
the RECORD. z 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask that during the morning 
hour of Monday. 

JANE A. O'BRIEN. 

Mr. BLISS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4298) granting a pension to 
Jane A. O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES O. HAIGHT. 


Mr. MULLER (by request of Mr. QUINN, absent on account of sick- 
ness) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4299) for the relief of James O. 
Haight; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BEANTOR. 


Mr. McCOOK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4300) for the relief of 
William Beantor, late private in Company C, Twenty-first United 
States Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHAPLAINS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. McCOOK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4301) to reg- 
ulate the appointment, on e duties of chaplains in the 
Army, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ROBERT L. MAY. 


Mr. HUNGERFORD introduced a Be. R. No. 4302) for the relief 

of Robert L. May, of the United States Navy; which was read a first 

and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 

ordered to be printed. 
SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4303) to 
restore the national credit and revive publie confidence by making 
a certain and definite pledge of the resumption of specie payments; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, called for the reading of the bill at 
length; and it was read. 

JOHN HILLEN. 

Mr, COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R, No. 4304) for the 
relief of John Hillen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


f DESECRATION OF UNITED STATES FLAG. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4305) to preveni the desecration of the United States flag; wbich 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID I. SCOTT, 


Mr. CUTLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4306) for the relief of 
David I. Scott, late first lientenant Tenth Infantry, United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER BOHANNON. 


Mr. CUTLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4307) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Bohannon; which was read a first and second time 
erma to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 
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JAMES L. JORDAN, 
Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4308) granting a pension 
to James L. Jordan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ESTHER M’CONKEY. 

Mr, BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4309) granting a pen- 
sion to Esther McConkey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH F. LONG, 

Mr, TURNEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4310) for the relief of 
Mrs. Elizabeth F. Long, widow of Andrew K. Long, deceased, late 
captain and commissary of subsistence United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. CONNOR. 


Mr. TURNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4311) authorizing 
and directing the Adjutant-General to erase from the rolls the c 
of mutiny against William B. Connor, deceased, a private in the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION TO TEAMSTERS AND OTHERS IN WAR OF 1812. 

Mr, MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4312) granting pensions 
to teamsters and Indians who were in the service of the United States 
in the war of 1812, and to widows who remarried ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MEREDITH MONUMENT ASSOCIATION, WAYNE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4313) appropriating 
$10,000 to the Meredith Monument Association of Mount Pleasant 
Township, Wayne County, Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CORNELIUS WESSELS, 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4314) granting a pension 
to Cornelius Wessels; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REVISION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, presented resolutions of the General 
Assembly of the State of Pennsylvania, against any revision of the 
tariff; which were referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MODE OF TRYING TITLE OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT TO THEIR 
RESPECTIVE OFFICES. 


Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4315) to provide a mode 
for trying and determining by the Supreme Court of the United States 
the title of the President and Vice-President of the United States to 
their respective offices when their election to such offices is denied by 
one or more of the States of the Union; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORAL VOTE. 

Mr. SWANN. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Maryland, authoriz ng judicial proceedings to give effect to the elect- 
oral vote of Maryland, and I move it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. I ask that it may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the pan e of the 
State be, and he is hereby, instructed, in case Congress shall provide for expedit- 
ing the action, to exhibit a bill in the Supreme Court of the United States, on behalf 
of the State of Maryland, with pre parties thereto, setting forth the fact that 

the electoral vote cast by this State on the 6th da; 

returns made from other States an 
allowed to be counted provisionally by the electoral commission, and subject to 
jadicial revision, and praying said court to make the revision contemplated by the 


MILTON G. KIDD, 
Me Olerk of the House of Delegates. 
AUGUSTUS GASSAWAY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, [I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. In what respect? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object to its reception. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. GARFIELD. The subject-matter has been settled by the au- 
thority of both Houses of Congress, and I therefore object to the recep- 
tion by this House of a revolutionary p ition to reopen the ques- 
tion. The majority can refuse to refer it to a committee. I do not 


raise a question of order, but I object to the reception and reference 
of this paper. 
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Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Has the gentleman withdrawn his 
objection? 

. GARFIELD. No, sir; I have not. 

The SPEAKER. In the first instance the gentleman from Ohio 
rose to a question of order, as the Chair supposed. Subsequently the 
Chair was informed by the gentleman frem Ohio he did not raise the 

int of order. His objection is in his individual capacity as a mem- 

r as to consideration. 

Mr. EDEN. Is the question open to debate? 

Mr. GARFIELD, 5 raised the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question of consideration involved. It 
has been introduced for reference only under the rule. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary for consideration. On that motion we can now raise the 
question of consideration. On the motion to refer to any committee 
of the House, which means consideration, the House can determine 
whether it will put this subject in train for legislative consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the House during this mornin 
hour of Monday is not allowed to consider but to receive bills an 
joint resolutions which are introduced for reference only. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is consideration. This is my only method 
to object to the consideration of the paper. When a bill is offered 
for action we can raise the question of consideration. Now this is 
offered to be put in train for action, and my only method of raismg 
the question of consideration is to object to its reference to any com- 
mittee. A motion is pending to refer this paper to a committee. 
The House has an undoubted right to determine whether that motion 
shall prevail or not. i 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the reading of Rule 130. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first cause to be read Rule 41, the 
rule evidently referred to by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GAR- 


The Clerk read as follows: 


41. When motion or proposition is made, the question, Will the House now 
consider it” ball not be pat unless it is demanded y some member, or is deemed 
necessary by the Speaker. 


The SPEAKER, What rule does the gentleman from New York 
desire to have read? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Rule 130, under which, I submit, the Chair 
has no discretion, when a joint resolution comes from a State, except 
to present it, 

Clerk read as follows: 


tions Monday during each session of ; and, if necessary to secure 
the object on said ys, all e ee e ee shal lio over 


iscussion, under the rules of the House established; and the whole of 
said days shall be to bills on leave and resolutions, until all the 
er shall first call the States and 


all 
and referred, shall not be brought back int 
to reconsider. And on said call, joint resolutions of State 
for printing and reference may be introduced. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The point on which I desire the ruling of the 
Speaker is this: whether under the rule which has just been read 
the House is obliged to refer for consideration any proposition that 
any member may introduce on any subject. It seems to me, if we 
take that view of the case, then this House is compelled to consider 
by means of its committees any proposition whatever, no matter what 
its character may be. Now, I have alway understood and do under- 
stand that the House of Representatives is the controller of its busi- 
ness, and if a bill should be offered that every member except the 
one offering it was unwilling to have considered, is it possible that 
this House is compelled to treat such a bill as it does a bill that it 
wants to consider? Is it possible we are bound to send such a bill to 
a committee, which means consideration ? Is there no place where 
we can stop in limine and resist by refasing to allow a bill to be re- 
ferred? It seems to me the right to determine whether we will con- 
sider a bill has never been given away by any of the rules cited. 
Let it not be ay Te that a motion is pending to refer this Taper 
to a committee. Is it possible that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
ee Bg carry a motion against the will of the House? No one 
denies that it is in order to amend the motion so as to change the 
reference to another committee. On that motion surely the Honse 
can vote. We can vote on any motion to refer. We can vote against 
every reference proposed. In short, we can vote not to refer this 
paper to any committee at all, and that is what I desire. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The parliamentary law, Mr. Speaker, 
in such cases is this; as I understand it: when any bill or measure 
is introduced into the House, e ee of reception may be raised 

upon 


by anybody: and it may be rej its first reading. That takes 
precedence of a question of reference. That I understand to be the 
parliamentary law. 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Georgia be kind enough 
to direct the attention of the Chair to such a rule of this House? 

Mr. STEPHENS, graced do I speak of the parliamentary law laid 
down in Jefferson’s Manual. 

In this case, however, I wish to say to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GARFIELD] that I trust he will withdraw his objection to this 
measure. It comes from one of the States of the Union. Let it go. 
Let it be referred. Do notraise a question of this sort upon this par- 
liamentary motion. I trust the gentleman from Ohio will withdraw 


the objection, and that this resolution or bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call the attention of the House to an 
interpretation of this rule which is found on page 263 of the Manual: 

Ever since the foregoing rule has been in its presen 
clined to entertain even a ~ uest for unanimous . 8 3 tod 
ness within the time prescribed for calls for bills on leave for reference. 

So that no motion to reject could now be made as is suggested by 
the distinguished gentleman from Georgia. No motion can be made 
except to refer under Rule 130. Otherwise the motion to reject might 
be made on every petition and every bill that comes here. 

The States have some rights yet left. When they present joint reso- 
lutions we are bound to receive them. The disposition of the resolu- 
tion is another question. The right of petition on the part of the 
people and on the part of the States is equal and cannot be in any 
way abridged. We cannot derogate from it in any way. 

‘he gentleman from Georgia speaks of some general parliamentary 
rule by which we can vote to reject. We can vote in certain emer- 
gencies to reject bills. I am aware of the rule to which he refers, but 
in this morning hour of Monday the S er has no alternative, no 
discretion, except to go on with the call for bills and joint resolutions 
from hen for reference, not to be brought back on a motion to re- 
consider. 

Mr. HASKELL. I desire to make a 3 inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HASKELL. My inquiry is if it is not competent for this House 
to decide to which committee any bill introduced by any member on 
the floor shall be referred. 

The SPEAKER. It is; and that is as far as the House, during the 
recollection of the present occupant of the chair, has ever gone; and 
that has uniformly been decided with the briefest 8 debate. 

Mr. HASKELL. I would like to ask further: if that is true and 
it is competent for this House to determine to which committee a bill 
shall be referred, whether it is not competent for this House to de- 
termine that it shall not be referred at all? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that would be an infringement 
upon the right of a member in his capacity as a Representative to 
refuse to receive. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to page 
163 of the Manual, where it is said: 

The: first of a bill shall be for inf and if tion be made to 
it; the question shiii be ; "Shall this bill be rejected Pos 
That is in accordance with Rule 117, 

The SP. This is not a bill; thisis a memorial from a State 


Legi re. 

z aden But the question is: should not the same rule 
apply : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a rule made to apply to 
bills is not comprehensive enough to embrace communications from 
State islatures in the absence of language to that effect. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I understand this resolution of the State Legisla- 
ture is introduced in the same manner as bills are introduced. 

The SPEAKER. It is in the nature of a memorial. 

Mr. SAMPSON. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] took 
the position that the question of reference or rejection could not be 
entertained in relation to any bill, and that every bill offered on Mon- 
day morning must be received. It seems to me that is not the cor- 
rect position. The House has a right, as to any bill or joint resolution, 
to decide whether it will receive or reject it under the rule. 

Mr. COX, of New York. In the last Con a motion was made 
in the morning hour, by a gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Williams,) 
who is now governor of his State, to reject a certain bill with refer- 
ence to the currency, and the Chair decided that that motion could 
not be made in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The C thinks that this is not analogous to a 
bill at all. Here is a communicatien from a State n pre in the 
nature of a memorial, and embraced within the right of a petition, 
and the Chair thinks that if the point of order is insisted upon he is 
prepared to rule upon it now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the Chair have the kindness to have the 
joint resolution again read, as a number of gentlemen are here who 
did not hear the whole of it? 

The joint resolution was again read. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to have read in connection with the joint 
resolution the section of the law establishing the joint commission 
upon the presidential question, to which reference has been made in 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is in the nature of debate, and I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this is in the nature of 
debate only as to a point of order, and thinks the subject too impor- 
tant to refuse to hear anything that gentlemen submit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly it is in referetee to the point of order. 
I simply ask that section 6 of the act establishing the electoral com- 
mission be read. - 

The Clerk read as follows : 


That nothing in this act shall be held to im; 
under the Constitution and laws to question by proceeding in the judicial courts 
of the United States the right or title of am person who shall be declared elected 
to the office of President or Vice-President if any such right exists. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have read Rule 131. 
Mr. MILLS. I rise to a parliamentary question. I wish to know 


or affect any right now existing 
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if it is competent to instruct the committee to which this joint reso- 
lution may be referred during the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Not during this “the morning hour.” The prac- 
tice has only gone to the extent of submitting to the House a test as 
to reference. 

A 1155 COX, of New York. What is the motion of the gentleman from 
10 

Mr. PRICE. Has not the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER, The morning hour proper, sixty minutes, has ex- 
pired, but the House by unanimous consent authorized the business 
under this call to be continued until all the States and Territories 
should be called. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. The House by unanimous consent gave per- 
mission that this proceeding should go on. 

The Clerk read Rule 131, as follows: 


Members havin. tions and memorials to present may hand them to the Clerk, 
arr AEE AA EAT ING T te tion 


indorsing tho same to be made 
thereof; and such petitions and memorials shall be entered on the Ji subject 
to the control and on of the Speaker, and if any petition or memorial be so 


handed in which, in the jud; t of the er, is excluded by the rules, the 
TVT 7] 

The SPEAKER. The House will observe that that rule governs 
the petitions which can be placed in the box and seems to allow it 
witbout limit, as the Chair thinks it should be, as every citizen, no 
matter who he may be, has a right respectfully to petition Congress. 
The Chair views this paper as a memorial from a State Legislature 
and thinks that in addition to Rule 131 the end of Rule 130, which 
provides that joint resolutions of a State Legislature may be pre- 
sented in the manner as therein stated, governs this case. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Idemand a vote, then, upon the pending motion 
to refer the paper to a committee, and I call for thé yeas and nays. 
In this demand I am plainly within the rules. 

Mr. THOMPSON, it be in order, I move that this memorial and 
all the accompanying papers, if there be others, be referred to a spe- 
cial committee consi of fifteen members to be appointed by the 
8 er. I make that motion for this reason, that in constituting 
that committee I have full confidence that the Speaker of the House 
will discharge a duty delicate and important so as to appoint u com- 
mittee so constitn that its ny debs whatever it may be, will have 
the confidence of this House and command the respect of the whole 
coun I therefore desire to make the motion in good faith. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Before that motion is entertained I wish to call 
the attention of the Chair to a point which I conceive has been over- 
looked in this case; and that is, that this is not a memorial directed 
to Congress e anything of Congress. I wish to inquire if any 
member has a right to present here a paper on any subject and have 
it referred to a committee? It seems to nie that Congress has nothing 
to do with this joint resolution whatever. It does not ask the action 
of Congress and is not directed to Congress, and it has no right to 
any place here. 

e SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the letter accompanying the 
joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

land, April 1, 1878 


teed eg ans meds 7 

That the clerk of this nso be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit 
a copy of Joint resolutions, to giye effect to the electoral vote of Maryland, 
to our Senators and Representatives in with a request that the same 
‘be presented to the Senate and House of Representatives. 


y order. 
MILTON E. KIDD, 
Ohief 


Olerk. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. There isone pointof order already pending. The 
e from Iowa [Mr. 0 raises the point of order that 

i pene is informally here. The Chai from the reading of 
the letter which accompanies this memorial or petition from the = 
islature of the State of. land, that it is not a here. It 
comes here presented by a tative from Maryland and for a 
purpose stated in the body of the resolution just read. The Chair 
cannot conceive that it comes here for any other purpose than for pre- 
sentation. It comes as all memorials of State tures come, in 
the usual form. The Chair thinks that memorials usually come from 
the islature of his own State in this manner. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I formed my opinion from the title of the resolu- 
tion and the body of the resolution itself, so far as I heard it read. 
‘The paper just read by the Clerk is no part of the resolution, and is 
not the act of the Legislature of Maryland, but only a request by one 
branch of it. The resolution on its does not appear to contem- 
plate presentation here. Itstillseems to me that this paper is improp- 
erly here. The Legislature of Maryland is asking nothing of Con- 
gress. This paper is not in the nature of a petition, it is simply a 
notification to Congress that the Legislature of Maryland has con- 
sidered this subject. It is not in the nature of a petition asking legis- 
lation from us; it isnpt directed to Congress. I still believe my point 
of order is well taken 

Mr. SPRINGER. Phe gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] cer- 
tainly would not dictate to the Legislature of a State what kind ofa 

tition it shall send to Con „It is the province of the State 
n to frame its resolutions and send them here; and it is our 
province to receive them in a respectful manner, and not to dictate 
to a State what kind of a resolution it shall send to us. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I desire to make a point of order upon the proposi- 
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tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to have a vote by 
yeas and nays upon the motion to refer. I do not understand that 
any gentleman has a right to call for a vote upon a motion to refer 


during the morning hour of Monday, unless he opposes the particular 
committee to which the gentleman who presents the proposition 
desires to have it referred and moves to refer it to some other one. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do oppose its reference to that committee or to 
any other. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The gentleman did not make any such motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the motion to refer gives 
the right to a member to call for a vote upon it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. A single word. I do not take any objection to 
the form of this petition. 4 presume it is sufficiently formal to come 
here. I stand upon the right of the House of Representatives to say 
what it will do with papers when they have been read at the desk. 
And our right to say whether a paper shall be referred to one com- 
mittee rather than to another necessarily involves our right to say 
that the paper shall be referred to no committee. 

Mr. C ISLE. What becomes of it then? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It remains upon the table. i 

Mr. CARLISLE. The House then refuses to receive the petition. 

Mr. GARFIELD. No; the petition is received; the House has 
heard it, but refuses to refer it to any place where it can be formu- 
Inted into action; that is all. Upon that right of the House to dis- 
pose of papers that come before it, I base my demand for a vote of 
the House upon the motion to refer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say in reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that there would hardly be ey pse on 
the Speaker’s table for the petition, under any rule of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I did not mean “the Speakers table,” but the 
table of the House. There is abundant room on that table for this 


paper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to refer the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to the third section of clause 5, article 1, 
of the Constitution, which reads “andthe yeas and nays of the mem- 
bers of either House shall, at the desire of one-fifth of those present, 
be entered on the Journal.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. But this is a question which the gentleman has 
no right to make. 

The SPEAKER. This is a questfon of reference. 

Mr. CARLISLE. No, sir; the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gan- 
FIELD] does not propo to refer this petition to any committee. 

The SPEAKE t the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Swann] 
has moved that it be refe to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARFIELD, And on that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CARLISLE. Can the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] 
antagonize that motion during the morning hour on Monday in any 
other way than by moving to refer the petition to some other com- 


mittee of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tuomp- 
soN] has moved to amend the motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Swann] by referring the ition to a select committee of 
fifteen. The Chair will have read the rule upon the question of ref- 
erence. i i f 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ididnothear the motion made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Do I understand the Chair that the only 
Wages before the House is as to the particular committee to whic 

is paper shall be referred ? 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair has stated that the proposition before 
the House is upon the motion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Swann] to refer this communication to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary ; to which the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMPSON] 
has moved an amendment to refer it to a select committee of fifteen. 
The first question will be upon the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to refer to a ial committee of fifteen. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I understand the Chair to rule that 
the petition must be considered so far as to give it a reference, and 
not be laid upon the table, as was the case in a former Congress in 
reference toa petition presented by John Quincy Adams; that it must 
be considered in some way. The question before the House is not the 
rejection of the petition, but to determine to what committee it shall 
be referred. That will save the honor of the State and of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct a statement just 
made by him. He said that the first question would be upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMPSON} to re- 
fer to a select committee. That is incorrect; under the rule the ques- 
tion will be first taken upon, referring to a standing committee of 
the House. 

Mr. BANKS. And upon that I raise the question of consideration, 
and ask a vote upon it. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Will not my colleague [Mr. THOMPSON] withdraw 
his motion now or at the proper time, so as not to appear to begiving 
importance to this paper coming from the Legislature of Maryland 
It is a paper insulting to this House. 

Mr. MORRISON. No, it is not. 

Mr. O'NEILL. It isa paper insulting to this House and tending 
to give unrest to the people of the United States in reference to the 
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title of the Presidency. It is a paper which should be treated with 
the greatest indignity by members on this floor, and should not be 
given importance by such a motion as my colleague has made. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the motion to refer to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the question first put shall be: Will the 
House now consider the motion to refer? 

The SP. The Chair thinks that is not the proper question 
under the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Task that Rule 41 be read. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Let us take a vote upon the motion to refer and 
vote it down. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to call attention to Rule 43, which provides 
that— 


When a resolution shall be offered or a motion made to refer any subject and 
different committees shall be proposed the question shall be taken in the following 


onthe Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; the Committee 
of the Whole House; a standing committee; a select committee. 

Now I submit whether, under this rule, it would not be in order 
first to refer this proposition to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It would be when that motion is made. 

Mr. MILLS. Then 1 make that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not know that the Chair understood my demand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will listen to the gentleman; and he 
desires to have order. The points now being raised are probably new, 
never having occurred before, and never, the Chair hopes, to occur 
again. Neo ayaa 

Mr. CONGER. Rule 41 provides that— 


When any motion or aie ges ae is made the KN „Will the House now 
consider it?” shall not be put unless it is demanded by some member or is deemed 
necessary by the Speaker. 

Now, under that rule I demand that the question, Will the House 
now consider the proposition ?“ be put. 

r. t was the proposition I made before. 

The SPEAKER. This proposition comes up during the morning 
hour of Monday, and therefore must be subject to the rule governing 
that hour, which contains the following language : 

The Speaker shall first call the States and Territories for bills on leave; and all 
bills so introduced during the first hour after the Journal is read shall be referred, 


without debate, to their appropriate committees : „ however, That a bill sọ 
introduced and referred, and all bills at any time introduced by unanimous con- 


sent and referred, shall not be brought back into the House u a motion to re- 
consider ; and on said call joint resolutions of State and territ Legislatures for 
printing and reférence may be introduced. 


The Chair thinks that under this rule, which provides for the in- 
troduction of joint resolutions of State Legislatures, it is not compe- 
tent to raise the question of consideration on such resolutions, and 
that the first vote must be upon the reference and printing, as set 
forth in the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the Chair decide 

Mr. GARFIELD. Before the Chair leaves that point he will per- 
mit me to say that the language of the rule just read is bills on 
leave;“ and the word “leave” refers to the leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That would be a strained construction. 

Mr. GARFIELD.’ It seems to me that the Chair in his remarks 


has not given sufficient effect to the words ‘on leave.“ All these 
bills and papers are introduced “on leave.” 
The SP. The Chair is further confirmed in the position he 


has taken by the fact that the rule he has read is, he believes, subse- 
quent in the date of its adoption to the one to which the gentleman 
from Michi has referred. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Chair pleases, I am not disputing the ruling 
of the Chair on that point. Bub that rule says that these resolutions 
may be referred. Now comes in Rule 41, giving the privilege to an 
member on “any motion or proposition” to raise the question, Will 
the House now consider it? This meets the matter where the Chair 
leaves it and preserves the rights of the member. 

The SP R. The Chair does not think that the language of 
Rule 41 is intended to authorize any interference with the proceed- 
ee of the House in the morning hour of Monday, as regulated by 
Rale 130. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I would like to suggest that the rule which the 
gentleman from Michigan has isa rule as to when the consider- 
ation shall be had. Now, if I understand aright, the purpose on the 
other side is not as to the time for consideration, but that the con- 
sideration shall not be had at all. 

Mr. CONGER. That is for the House to determine, 

Mr. SOUTHARD. That would be a denial of the right of petition. 

Mr. BANKS. There is no petition in the case. 

The SPEAKER. In fact Rule 41 would seem to relate to the pri- 
ority of business, rather than the reception of memorials and peti- 
tions or even of bills in the morning hour of Monday. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the Chair will not dispute that this 
proposition to refer is a “ motion or proposition ” under Rule 41. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair entertains the motion to refer. 

Mr. CONGER. Then if it be a motion or proposition” Rule 41 


is applicable. : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under Rule 130 this paper 


has a right to a reference. The old controversy with reference to the 
right of petition must be familiar to every member of the House; and 
the rules have been adopted, the Chair th so as to give the widest 
latitude to the humblest citizen to present his petition and have it 
received when couched in respectful language. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a question perhaps for the House, not for 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has his opinions, and occasionally is 
entitled to express them for the information and perhaps for the 
guidance of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. I should be very unwilling to dispute that. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I raise this question of order: is there anything 
now to he done but to take the question on the motion to refer? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the question first is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Swann] to refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary as amended by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to refer to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BANKS. I beg to say a word on this 1 e If necessary, 
I will appeal from the decision of the Chair for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BANKS. Rule 130, to which the Chair has referred and which 
relates in part to the presentation of resolutions from State Legisla- 
tures, treats the question just like any other question that may be 
presented to the House at any time. 

It does not transcend in its rights the privilege which a member 
has to present under the rule of the House a bill or a resolution or a 
petition. It stands exactly upon the same ground that every other 

uestion must stand that is presented here, and when it is presented 
then the rules take effect, and the rule which requires the considera- 
tion of that subject to be submitted to the decision of the House is a 
rule ige cannot be evaded and it is a privilege which cannot be 
denied. 

What is done by Rule 130 is to Adder by the call of States for the 
presentation of bills and these joint resolutions. It states when they 
shall be in order, and when that time has come they are in order, but 
the House of Representatives has the right to say whether they shall 
be considered or not. Suppose a resolution should be phased V the 
Legislature denouncing as guilty of crime the Speaker of this House 
or any of its members, are we to receive it? Paneo the resolution 
of a State Legislature or a petition denouncing the President of the 
United States as guilty of erime, are we bound to consider it? Un- 
doubtedly we should consider it, but we have the right to say, as we 
have on the question proposed, by any member of the House, under 
the rules of the House, whether or not it shall be considered. i 
is not a petition. It is a resolution of the State of Maryland, direct- 
ing the governor to transmit a certain paper to Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from that State, requesting them to present it to their 
respective bodies. It does not come under the form of a petition. It 
is no invasion of the right of petition’ to reject it; but if it were a 

tition we still have the right toraise the qnestion of consideration. 

remember, sir, on account of certain opinions pronounced by Mr. 
Daniel Webster, a petition throwing obloquy and charging infamy 
pede his name and character was presented to the Legislature of 

assachusetts, and that Legislature refused to receive it, and refused 
to receive it rightfully, So would this House under similar cireum- 
stances, 

All Task, Mr. Speaker, this State having been called for resolutions. 
of its State Legislature and those resolutions having been presented, 
that the rules of the House shall resume their power and the mem- 
bers of this House shall have the right to say whether those resolu- 
tions shall be considered or not. Gentlemen can vote as they please, 
to consider or not, and if they vote to receive and consider them that 
ends the question, and of course they will be ref 

On that question of the right to consider, the House should never 
under any circumstances surrender its privilege, because it is one 
which at some time may affect the honor and character not only of 
the Honse but every member of the House and every Department of 
the Government. It should not be surrendered under any circum- 
stances whatever. If gentlemen on the other side of the House, or 
on this, think it should be presented then they should say it should 
be considered and when a majority of the House so decide of course 
no objection could be made to its reference. If on the contrary the 
majority think it ought not to be considered then they will say it 
ought not to be considered. It does not belong here under any priv- 
ilege whatever. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But I desire to say in response to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, who forgets this is a peculiar’ Monday 
morning hour in which there are certain rights and privileges 

Mr. BANKS. I do not forget anything abont it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Les, sir; I think he does. The rule says: 
that bills for reference—bills for reference only and without debate not 
to r back by a motion to reconsider—for reference and print- 
ing only. > 

When introduced they have to go in that direction, They cannot 
go otherwise. When introduced they have to be referred and printed, 
and a motion made to that effect is now pending. More than that, 
this rule has been interpreted that even a unanimous request by 
the House for the transaction of any other business, to wit, any other 
than for reference and printing the joint resolution, shall not be im 
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order—shall not be entertained by the Speaker. The rule is express; 


it is a rule which has been unchanged and unchangeable. 

So far as the right of petition is concerned, this is in one sense a 
memorial frem the sovereign State of land in decorous terms, 
which comes as a petition under the provisions of the Constitution of 
the United States as the right of the people to petition the Govern- 
ment for redress of 3 It is not for me to argue what the 

ievance is, for under the law this is to be considered without de- 
Fate as to the subject-matter of the memorial. 

One thing is sure, Mr. Speaker, that there is only one question to 
be considered, the question of reference and printing in the Monday 
morning hour. Gentlemen forget the old tradition of their party in 
reference to the right of petition. They forget when John Quincy 
Adams presented spelen from the State of Massachusetts, gentle- 
men on the other side undertook to compel its reception and refer- 
ence—a petition for the dissolution of the Union. It was opposed on 
this side of the House, but the right of petition has been vindicated 
by time, by reason, and by patriotism. t will be conceded by all. 

ere isa larger right than an ordinary right of petition, the right of 
a soverei tate to present its grievance. They present it here under 
the rule fixing the right to present it for reference and printing only. 
That is the only question, as the Speaker has well decided, which we 
can now consider. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say but one or 
two words more. In part I agree with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, and also with the gentleman from Ohio, as well as with the 
Chair; but, sir, I hold it to be unquestionable as parliamentary law 
in all legislative bodies that when any matter is presented. the ques- 


tion may be raised, not Shall it be considered?” (under the forty- 
rst rule, as the 1 er from Massachusetts es,) but Shall 
it be entertained 7” “ Shall it be received?” “Shall it be rejected 7“ 


For these forms of putting it are all equivalent. The question of 
consideration under the forty-first rule is of a totally different nature. 
That relates to our ordi business. It relates to matter before the 
House under leave, and amounts to this and this only, whether the House 
will then take it up, then consider it, and deliberate on it, act on it, or 
lay it upon the table, refer it, or make any other disposition of it. 
That is what the forty-first rule provides for. But anterior and ante- 
cedent to all this stands the great ee. that every 
deliberative body when any matter is presen has à right to say, 
“We will not receive it,” “ We will not entertain it;“ that is the order, 
or “we reject it.“ The question that the gentleman from Ohio raised 
is equivalent to this: “ We will reject it,” the House “ will not enter- 
tainit;” thatis what the gentlonjan from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] 
means, I 2 Ins of the question under the forty- first rule, 
„Will the House consider it?” he means the great parliamentary ques- 
tion “ Will the House entertain it?“ 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir. 

ye, STEPHENS, of Georgia. But he claims it under the forty-first 
rule. 

Mr. BANKS. If the gentleman from Georgia will allow me I wish 
to say my position is this: that the Rule 130 in regard to receiv- 
ing resolutions from State Legislatures appoints a time when they 
shall be in order. A member from the State of Maryland has pre- 
sented a resolution from that State. That is his right under the 
Constitution. Then the House has a right to say whether it will 
receive it or not, and at that precise moment the objection was made 
to its reception. It is impossible that individuals or popular bodies 
<an have the right to present here anything that they please inde- 
pendent of the will or right of the House to receive it. The petitions 
to which the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from New 
York refer were those presented in a proper manner asking for proper 
legislation under the Constitution. This is no petition. This is a 
resolution. They were received and laid on the table; never were 
referred, In this case there is nothing that obliges us to receive this 
resolution. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
certainly did not understand me. We do not di I say that it 
is the aight of every parliamentary body at the initiative step at the 
threshold—when a question is presented, memorial, petition, bill, or 
anything else, to say whether they will receive it or not. That is 
my position. But I understand the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to contend that the position he takes is justified by the forty-first 
~ule, He raises the question of consideration. I say the question 
should be entertainment, not under the forty-first rule, but under the 
higher 111 law. 

. BANKS. I assent to that perfectly. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The forty-first rule simply means 
that the House shall have the right to decide “ Will we act upon 
the measure now?” But the question now raised is, will the House 
entertain it or will the House reject it? This is not under the forty- 
first rule. I maintain that it is the right of this House now to say 
whether they will reject this State resolution or any other petition 
-or not. That is the fundamental principle of all parliamentary law. 
All these discussions in years gone by, to which reference has been 
made, related to this question of the reception or rejection of petitions. 
The right to send in the petition is not disputed, but the right of Con- 
gress to refuse to receive and entertain it was maintained The only 
practical question involved was as to the policy ef exercising that 
aight. The questions as to the right to petition or of the right to re- 


ceive or reject are in no way impaired by our rules. These principles 
underlie them. They are all founded upon them. 

No deliberative body could exist without this right; just as you turn 
out a man obtruding himself at that door. This is inherent in the 


rights of self-organization and self-protection, belonging to everysuch 
body. It sho be discreetly, prudently, wisely, and patriotically 
exercised. 


The grand mistake of those who contended against the policy of 
receiving petitions of a certain character was discovered when it was 
too late. The great right of the American people to petition and have 
their petitions received on all subjects is now settled, I think, as the 
best policy. The power to reject, however, still exists. 

Now, sir, this House to-day has got the right to reject this memo- 
rial from Maryland if they see fit. But is it wise? it judicious? 
Ought not a State of this Union to have a hearing? Ought not the 
petition to be referred toa committee? This country will say yes, 
and it would be a great error if this House were to say “ no.” 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that the rule in regard to the rejection of bills does not apply 
to the 3 hes of memorials. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Georgia through? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Not yet. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The rule that applies to rejection ofa 
measure relates to bills only. I wish to ask my friend from Georgia 
a question. Hearing him a little indistinctly I understood him to 
contend that the House in the morning hour has a general parlia- 
mentary right to reject a memorial of this nature by a motion to 


reject. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I hold that in any hour, morni 
hour, evening hour—any time when a question of a bill, memorial, 
petition, or anything of the kind is presented to this House, which 
they do not intend to entertain, the question can be raised and a vote 
taken to reject it. The question raised may be Will the House en- 
tertain” or “Shall this bill or proposition be rejected.” These are 
equivalent modes of stating the same thing. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] is tantamount to the same thing, 
though not expressed in the same words. The motion of the tle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] as he now modifies it is non- 
parliamentary in form, or at least I view it in that light. If the 

ntleman from Ohio (Mr. GARFIELD] means not to reject the reso- 

ution, but simply not to refer it, it seems to me he should rather 
move to lay it on the table. The House can do this if it sees fit so 
to do. But again I ask is it wise to do so? Is it fit and proper action 
on so great a question raised by one of the States of the Union? I 
think not. Let the matter be referred to the Judiciary Committee, 
and let such a report be made upon it as will maintain the dignity 
of this body and the stability of our free institutions. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the gentleman will read the rule on that 
subject he will find—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say to the gentleman 
from New York that at two o’clock this proceeding will be inter- 


rupted by the business of the District of Columbia Committee; and 
the Chair would like to submit a few words if ible. 
Mr. COX, of New York. The rule provides that bills only shall be 


open to the motion to reject, not memorials in the Monday morning 
hour. Under the Constitution a State, like a person, has a right to 
petition; but we have the right to direct the mode in which, and the 
time wheu, that petition s be laid before the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman tell us what there is in the 
Constitution which gives the right of petition to State Legislatures? 

Mr. COX, of New York. This isin the nature of a petition because 
it is in fact a memorial from a State Legislature. 

Mr. BANKS. It is no petition. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was brought to the attention ef the 
Honse at the request of the Legislature of Maryland. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I claim the floor. 

Mr. YEATES. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] has the 
right to conclude his remarks. 

e SPEAKER, The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Banks] relies upon Rule 41, in regard to the 
declaration of the right of petition. 

Mr. BANKS. No, my position is that under the one hundred and 
thirtieth rule the right is exhausted when the State has been called. 
That is all that it provides for. If the House receives it other pro- 
ceedings can take place; but if, as the gentleman from Georgia SF 
eee poe House refuses to receive it or rejects it, then the proceed- 

is closed. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to claim the right of the House to consider the question. 

Mr. BANKS. i 


. es, sir. 
The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] 
referred to Rule 41 as establishing thatright. In regard to that point 
the Chair agrees with the gentleman from Georgia, that that rule does 
not cover this case; that that rule, which was anterior in date of 
adoption to Rule 130, refers to the consideration of a subject and the 
means of proceeding to its disposition. The gentemen m Georgi 
drew a line of demarkation between the rig t to consider and 
right to receive. Now, under Rule 130, which directs the Chair as to 


the order of procedure in the morning hour of Monday, within which 
we are acting, it is authorized that communications of this character 
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from State Legislatures may be received and presented for reference 
and printing. 

The Chair thinks that the inherent right alluded. to by the gentle- 
man from Georgia as existing in every legislative body is realized by 
the body in case they should refase to refer. For a refusal to refer 
is in effect equivalent to an adverse expression. Now, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts forgets, and perhaps many members of the House 
forget, that this subject has already gone to the Judiciary Committee 
in another form by a bill introdaced by another member from Mary- 
land, which bill preceded this memorial from the State Legislature. 
This communication from the State Legislature is a respectful com- 
munication upon a subject of vast importano, and it is due that it 
should have proper reference, and the Chair thinks that the rule prop- 
erly provides for such reference. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts undertakes te prove by à sup- 

osititious case that a communication might come here disrespectful 
in terms or that c ed a member of this House with crime, or of 
like character. The Chair would remind the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that this is not such a case as the one he indicates. You can 
attempt to establish any fact or to diminish any conrse of reasoning 
by similes, but there is no such predicament as that in this case. 
Here is a respectful communication, and the rule provides for its 
reference, and if the House refuses to yote in favor of its reference, 
the Chair thinks, as already said, that a negative of a motion to refer 
is equivalent to an adverse expression. 

Mr.GARFIELD, Ithen demand the vote upon the motion to refer. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. In regard to the effect of the rule, while I agree 
in most respects with the statement of the Speaker, there are others 
in which I cannot with him, and I am unwilling to have my 
vote recorded withont making the distinction. I believe that under 
our rules when a memorial or petition is read from the Clerk’s desk 
the right of the party or body presenting it to this House is then 
fully accomplished, and if no member makes any motion it simply 
goes to the table of the House, After that time we have.a right to 
consider it in accordance with our own rules. I therefore wish to be 
understood as urging that when a petition or memorial is read every 
right that the party or body sending it can ask for is fully given. 
The House has respectfully heard it, and the action upon it is then 
just as respectful if contrary to its request as if given in its favor. 

The SPEAKER. Yet the rule states that sueh memorials may be 
presented for reference and E 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. That is for the House to determine. I do not 
believe that it is bound to refer; but it bas its choice, to refer or to 
let the paper go to the table of the House. 

Mr. HEND I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I believe I have still the floor. I 
have not yielded it. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of two o’clock has arrived, the time in 
which the Committee for the District of Columbia is entitled to the 
floor, and the matter goes over until the end of the day. 

Mr, CARLISLE. as not unanimous gonent piven that the call 
should continne until all the States had been called ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it was intended to be 
extended to the exclusion of the business of the District. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to enter a motion to reeonsider the vote 
by which the bill introduced by the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
a in regard to this same subject was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. I should have resisted it when it was offered 
if I had been in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain that motion at this 
time. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It would be in the face of the rule itself, which 
says that bills referred during the morning hour under the call of the 
States shall not be called under a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will see that the bill 
would be brought back under a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GARFIELD. This does not bring it back. It is simply a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which it was referred, so as to prevent 
its being referred at all. 

TheSPEAKER. That would bring the bill back before the House. 
Mr.GARFIELD. If we can have a vote on the motion to refer this 


Paper 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSTER. Lask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. No. 
-3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropriation for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
pa years, and for other purposes, which has been returned from the 

nate with sundry amendments, be printed for the use of the House 
with the Senate amendments numbered in their order. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. YEATES. I believe the regular order has been called for. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for. Two o'clock 
‘having arrived, the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Vermont, 
Mr. weenie call up for consideration business from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to make a Ferber rapes inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. On mday last the gentleman from Massachu- 
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setts [Mr. e e a bill upon which he moved a suspen- 
sion of the rules. That bill comes over to-day as unfinished business. 
The SPEAKER. That will be in order after the business of the 
District of Columbia Committee shall have been disposed of. 
Mr. HENDEE. I desire to make a request of the House and ask 
that order be restored so that it can be heard by members. [After a 
pause.] I desire to state to the House that the Committee for the 
istrict of Columbia have a large amount of business to present. 
They have been considering for some weeks past very many impor- 
tant and essential bills, aud they are now ready to present them. 
The bill known as the bill for the government of the District of 
Columbia is yet undisposed of. That bill the committee consider to 
be of much greater importance than any other bill which they have 
prepared and are now ready to report. Under the circumstances, I 
have been directed by the committee to ask consent of the House that 
Friday evening of this week from half past seven o’clock be set apart 
for the consideration of bills to be reported by the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, not including the one for the government of the 
District. If that request shall be granted, the committee will then 
ask the House to proceed at once to the consideration of the bill for 
the government of the Distriet of Columbia, which they have no 
doubt can be disposed of before the close of the session to-day. 
If that request is granted, then the District government bill will 
be ont of the way of a t many 1 bills now being pressed 
by other committees of this House. hope that the request for an 
evening session on Friday next will be granted. We have now busi- 
ness prepared for at least three days of the session, and we have but 
one day in each month for its consideration by the House. We shall 
not be able without some such arrangement to complete the neces- 
sary business for this District during this session of Con But 
with an evening session on Friday next we are confident that we can 
put the business of the Distriet in proper shape and at the same time 
get out of the way of the bill for the government of the District. 
me at NING. We already have four evening sessions ordered for 
this wee 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] that Friday evening of this week, 
from half past seven o’clock, be set a for the eonsideration ef 
business reported from the Committee for the District of Columbia? 
There wus no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GOVERNMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HENDEE. I now call up, by direction of the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, the bill (H. R. No. 3259) providing a perma- 
nent form of government for the District of Columbia. I move that 
the House now proceed to consider it under the five-minute rule, and 
that all general debate upon the bill be now closed. 

Mr. JONES; of Ohio. I must object to that. This District bill has 
very important matters in it. 

Mr. H EE. The gentleman can have time enough under the 
five-minute rule. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I want some time myself. I think 
it would be better to let poera] debate proceed for an hour longer. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole, and the question is upon the motion to proceed to its con- 
sideration under the five-minute rule. 

The motion was to. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HALE.) The House now resumes 
the consideration of House bill No. 3259, 1 a permanent form 
of government for the District of Columbia, By order of the House 
the bill will now be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I rise to a question of order. 
When the House last had this bill under consideration I was awarded 
the floor, and in contemplation of law and of the rules of the House I 
am on the floor now. I claim the right to use at least my five minutes 
before the reading of the bill is commenced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of the House made this morn- 
ing, all general debate upon this bill has been terminated, and it is 
now to considered by clauses under the five-minute rule. The 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] 
when the Clerk has read the first paragraph of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit That all that ion of e 
was a the Beate of Marlen for 2 8 
ment shall continue to be designated as tho District of Columbia. Said District, 
and property and persons that may be therein, shall be subject to tho following 
provisions as and for the ernment of the same, and also to any W geri 
a 


plicable thereto not hereby repealed or inconsistent with the provisions 
ac 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move to strike out the last word 
of the paragraph just read. In the five minutes allowed me I will not 
be able to state my objections in full to this bill; I can scarcely do 
more than hint at them. 

Mr. HENDEE. I will yield to you another five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. My first objection to this bill, and 
I speak of the section just read as a part of it, is that for the first 
time in recent legislation the proposition is made to require a property 
qualification for a public officer. By the sixth section of this bill no 
person can be a member of the council of the District of Columbia 
unless he possesses 3 of the value of $3,000. 

My second objection to the bill is, that it requires that a person to 
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be such member of the council must have resided in the District of 
Columbia for the period of five years. That proposition I believe to 
be entirely unwise and preposterous. 

My third 1 F to the bill is, that it apes that voters in this 
District must have resided here for the period of three years. So far 
as I know, there is not any place in any State in this country where 
a residence of three years is required in order to entitle a person to 
vote. There would seem to be a desire in to this bill to be re- 
pressive, to prevent popular action. If we are not to establish a form 
of government in this District which shall in some degree be popular, 
we might just as well allow the present state of things to exist. 

There is another objection which I have to this bill, and that is 
that it provides that no person shall be allowed to vote unless he 
shall have paid his poll tax. I do not believe that the payment of 
any tax should be a prerequisite to voting. 

1 do not believe that the possession of wealth presumptively makes 
a better citizen than the Tee eee of wealth. Wealth is a very 
excellent thing, and I certainly do not stand up here to disparage its 
benefits to the possessor or the benefits which its possession in the 
case of some citizens confers upon the Union. But my observation, 
throngh a life now somewhat protracted, has been that the men not 

ing wealth were as faithful and as considerate in time of peace 
and as patriotic in time of war as the millionaires of the country. I 
believe that in the city of Washington there is no exception to my 
general rule of observation. Upon the whole my belief is that strictly 


popular government is the kest form of government existing or that | ing 
can exist. 


Onr experience in the city of New York in allowing the whole power 
of the city of New York to rest in the hands of four men has ended 
most disastrously, and I believe that whatever may be said of the 
ulation of that ie in the way of declamation, the people of the city 
of New York if allowed the power of self-government would have 
saved nineteen-twentieths of all the money that was drawn from the 
coffers of that city under the reign of the four-men power. 

One provision of the bill has my most hearty assent; that is, the 
provision for the payment of the debts of the District. We cannot 
without injury to the whole United States refuse to provide for the 
debt of the District of Columbia. When men propose now to work 
for this District they consider that they are to be paid in bonds bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent.; and e Vaden they pro- 
pose for the work they are to doa 1 greater by 20 per cent. than 
they would propose were they to be paid in money—greenbacks, silver, 

‘old, or any sort of money. The United States, as the half owner of 

© property in the District of Columbia, are in this way losing 10 

r cent. 

Pept that is not all. The men who do work and acquire the right 
to be paid under the District of Columbia have now come to under- 
stand that they are to wait as beggars at the door of Congress, day 
after day, month after month, year after year, before they can obtain 
their pay. Accordingly, in point of fact, in the work done in this 
District we obtain oar about sixty cents in value for every dollar we 
have to pay. When the United States and the District of Columbia 
come to pay the District debts as other debts are-paid, we shall get 
in the work that is done one hundred cents on the dollar. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. HENDEE obtained the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. 
TOWNSEND, of New York. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. There is but little more I desire 
to say. We should not make a mistake as to the position which the 
Government occupies in regard to the District of Columbia. One gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] says that the debt of this 
District is larger capita than the debt of any other city in the 
Union ; that this debt rests upon one handred and thirty thonsand, 
one hundred and forty thousand, or at the most one hundred and fifty 
thousand people. This is true in one sense; but there is another and 
an important sense in which the number of debtors is much! T. 
There is an important sénse in which this debt of the District of Co- 
lumbia rests upon ceo Pa millions of people. Sir, we must not dis- 
guise from ourselves the fact that this city has to do its work in an 
expensive manner because we are here, because the nation is repre- 
sented here, because the Government property is here, because the 
nation must here either be respectable or be disgraced. These streets 
would never have been what they are but because they lead to and 
from the White House and the Capitol. 5 

Now whatever be said in regard to the management of District 
affairs in the past, of which I have no knowledge personally, this city 
has to-day the handsomest streets that ever existed in any capital in 
Europe, Bits, or America down to the present day. There never was 
a city that lay so well upon the und as this city of Washington 
to-day. I submit that gentlemen here should tell their constituents 
at home that we as a nation cannot afford to go back to the state of 
things which existed in the city of Washington before the late im- 
provements were made. Is there aman in this House who would de- 
sire to see Pennsylvania avenue and other important streets of Wash- 
ington in the condition in which they were at the close of the war or 
during the war or before the war, or to see the old canal, that fester- 
ing source of miasma, fever, and death, standing here with all its foul 
exhalations ? 

Now, it is true that this city is in debt nominally to a very large 
amount. Perhaps there has been extravagance, but it is passed. 


If we wish to bear our one-half of the expenses of the District of 
Columbia for the fature we must let it be understood that when a 
party contracts to do the work for this city somebody will pay. Take 
the cities which do not pay to-day: on what terms can they bargain? 
Take an individual who does not pay: upon what terms can he bar- 
gain? We must, for the interest of the country, in some way shake 
off this debt and shake it off to the honor of the country, not to its 


ce. 

. JONES, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I think there is great danger, for 
two obvious reasons, that hasty action will be had on this important 
proposition. The first is that those who live in this city are so anxious 
to get rid of the indebtedness now existing and to fix the annual pro- 
portion of the expense of the Government that they are willing to accept 
any sort of government for the District of Columbia, and the other rea- 
son is that those who hold the indebtedness against the city are so anx- 
ious to have the Government assume its proportion of the debt existing 
and the expenses for the city annually hereafter that they are will- 
ing to force upon the city any sort of government. We are liable, 
therefore, being pressed by the two classes to whom I have referred, 
to adopt a government which will not be satisfactory to ourselves 
and not be in accordance with the idea of government we haye always 
entertained, but, on the contrary, will be a disgrace to the country. 

Now, sir, I allude to this for this reason: the former commission, 
which was appointed in the Forty-fourth Congress for the purpose of 
adjusting this question, in their report presented to the House, in fix- 
the proportion of indebtedness, came to the conclusion that 40 per 
cent. was about the fair proportion to be borne by the General Govern- 
ment. This bill, however, doubtless under the persuasion of the com- 
mittee of one hundred citizens, provides that the United States Govern- 
ment shall assume one-half, or 50 per cent., of the indebtedness. The 
difference is this: the indebtedness is$25,000,000, and therefore this bill 
propos to saddle on the General Government $2,500,000 more of in- 

ebtedness than the commission that had the subject fully under con- 
sideration during the Forty-fourth Con „ and since considered 
the fair proportion to be assumed by the General Government. And, 
in the next place, the difference between the 40 per cent. recom- 
mended by the commission which investigated the subject and that 
pro y this bill will amount to $300,000 annually more than the 
committee of the Forty-fourth Congress considered the fair propor- 
tion of the General Government. 

Therefore, I say, Mr. Speaker, that the assumption of debt and 
expenses made by the General Government of this bill is so much 
greater than was ever before proposed that it causes the people of 
this District to disregard the character of government forced on them ; 
and causes in the second place those who are anxious to have tho 
debt assumed by the General Government not to care at all about the 
character or form of government to be established for this District. 
It is not my purpose to discuss in detail all the e features 
of the bill under consideration, The second section, which provides 
for the selection of the commissioners, one by the President, one by 
the Senate, and one by tho House of Representatives, presents a grave 
constitutional question, most intensely interesting to those who aro 
fond of legal inquiry, and is one that should be carefully considered. 
This question engaged the attention of the select committee upon 
the form of government for the District of Columbia appointed by 
the Forty-fourth Congress. Weare informed by the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Hunton] that this commission took the opinions of 
eminent counsel on this subject. ‘This fact and the fact that the com- 
mission itself had among its members men learned in the law” adds. 
great hig 5 to their report, but I am not prepared to accept without 
8 their conclusion. The commission set forth in their report 
the authority upon which they base their opinion, and a careful ex- 
amination of this authority satisfies me that itis not at all conclusive 
that the mode of w intment of the eommission as proposed by the 
secon! section of this bill is constitutional. The whole argument in 
favor of the constitutionality of this measure is based upon the lan- 

of the judge in a Pennsylvania anthority cited in the report of 
the committee and presented to the House the other day by the ga 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] when my colleague [Mr. Cox] 
bad the floor, in the following langnage: f 

The constitution of Pennsylvania, in force in 1817, provided “that the governor 
shall ap int all officers whose offices are established by the constitution or shalt 
be esta ed by law, and whose appointments are not herein otherwise provided 
for.“ Tho court in construing this article of the constitution of that in the 
case of Lieman vs. Sutherland, (3 Sergeant and Rawle, 149,) used the following 
language: ‘‘ The word oftice is of very vague and indefinite import. Everything 
— 3 administration of justice, or the general interest of society, may be 
supposed to be within the meaning of the constitution, especially if fees or emolu- 
ments are annexed to the oflice. But there are matters of temporary and local 
concern which, although comprehended in the term office, bayo not been thought 
to be embraced by the constitution. And when offices of that kind have been cre- 
ated, the Legislature have sometimes made the appointment in the law which 
created them, sometimes giving the appointment to the governor, and sometimes 
given the power of removal to others, although the appointment was left to the 
governor. The officers of whom I am speaking are often described in acta of As- 
sembly by the name of commissioners—such, for instance, as are employed in lay- 


ing out roads and canals and other works of a publicnature. Yetall these rm 
a ‘duty, or, in other words, exercise an office. likewise, officers within limit 
tion ess they concern 


are the corpora’ unl 
the adm n justice” v he 8 from which I have just quoted was 
Samoan. 


inistratio: 
delivered by Chief-Justice Tilghman, and concurred in by Gibson and 


The citation is only the Janguage of the judge and is merely “obiter 
dictum” The decision in the case turned upon the point whether the 


1878. 
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Legislature could prescribe the manner in which the governor should 


exercise the appointing power. Upon carefully examining this case 
it will be found the facts were that a Dr. Sutherland, as the relation 
of Dr. Lieman (both of whom claimed the position of lazaretto physi- 
cian under the board of health of Philadelphia) was called upon in 
proceedings in quo warranto before the supreme court to show by what 
authority he exercised the office. His answer, which was sustained 
by the court, was in substance that he was ponton by the gov- 
ernor under the act of the Legislature of 1803, by virtue of which a 
board of health was established ; that its members were, by the act, 
to be appointed by the governor, and that the act provided that the 
governor could only remove the physician on complaint of a majority 
of the board of health; that his time had not expired and that he 
had not been removed in the manner required by the law, and that 
until he was so removed the governor could not appoint his successor, 
and that in fact the new act of the Legislature had placed the power 
of appointment in the board of health of Philadelphia, and the law 

coved that the removal should only take place on request of a ma- 

ority of the board of health, but the governor undertook to super- 
sede Dr. Sutherland without any such request being made by the 
board of health. The point of the decision was that the Legislature 
might prescribe the manner in which the power of removal should 
be exercised by the governor. This was the only point necessary to 
decide the case and to that extent it is good law, but so far as the 
language of the judge goes beyond that it is obiter dictum and not de- 
cisive. In the “dictum” it will be observed the judge says“ that 


everything concerning the general interests of society may be sup- 


to be within the meaning of the constitution, especially if fees 
or emoluments are attached to the office.” And he speaks of matters 
that are of tem and local concern as not being included in the 
term office. A of commissioners was established in our State 
(Ohio) at one time who were authorized to appoint commissioners of 
the state-house and directors of the penitentiary. In deciding the 
case the judge defines what is an office, and his definition is so apt 
that I quote it entire: 

What is an office? Among soe 

“a particular duty, charge, or trust con: by public authority and for a pub! 
purpose.” In a case in 20 John. . 492, Plat, J., 863 e opinion of the 
court, defines the legal meaning of the word to be an employment on behalf of 
the 3 in any station of public trust, not merely transient, occasional, or 
incidental.” 


Webster defines the word to signify 
0 


This bill confers a public duty, charga and trnst upon the commis- 
sioners, conferred by Congress for pu lie purposes of a weighty and 
important character that belong to Congress. In the language of 
the court in the case referred to, “ their duties, their charge, and trust, 
are not transient, occasional, or incidental, but durable, permanent, 
and continuous.” The court in the Pennsylvania case do say that the 
new law that toak from the governor the power to appoint a lazaretto 
physician for the port of Philadelphia and confe: it on the board 
of health is constitutional. That is a very different question from 
an exercise of the appointing power 77 the Legislature or an attempt 
to confer appointing power on one of its own branches, The power 
to confer appointing power upon a board of health might be consti- 
tutional while an appointment made by the Legislature itself would 
be wholly unconstitutional. The former is to regulate it, the latter 
to exercise it. 

In the Pennsylvania case cited by the committee the judge in the 
language used confounded the distinction between the authority to 
determine the manner in which an appointment may be made and 
the authority by which it may be made and making the appoint- 
ment itself. Among the first principles law students are expected to 
learn is the distinction between legislative, executive, and judicial 
power. By legislative power laws are made, by judicial power laws 
are construed, and by executive power laws are administered or exe- 
cuted. Our Constitution, article 2, section 1, by its terms vests the 
executive power in the President: . 

The executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States of 
America, ` 

It is equally explicit as to the judicial, article 3, section 1: 

The judicial power of the United shall be vested in one Supreme Cou 
org in — inferi yiana time fee i and 88 


or courts as the Congress may from time to 
And article 1, section 1, provides that— 
ee maneha vith tan herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United 


The modifications of this clear and distinct division of powers are 
such only as are provided for in the Constitution itself, such as 
that each House shall choose its own officers and be the judges of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members, and that 
the Senate shall have the sole power to try all impeachments, &c. 
Aside from these modifications, provided for in the instrument itself 
by express provisions, I maintain these divisions of power are a 
lute. The power to direct who shall do an act and the manner in 
which it shall be performed and the power to do the act itself are 
not, legally speaking, one and the same thing. The one is legisla- 
tive und the other executive. ‘his distinction was clearly stated and 
was the turning-point in the case in the supreme court of Ohio to 
which I have pe cr referred. I allude to the case of The State 

t Kenner et al., 7 Ohio State. The facts in the case were as 
follows: in 1858 the Legislature of Ohio (being democratic and the 
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governor republican) sought, by the establishment of a commission 
similar to the one pro by this bill, to take from the governor 
certain 5 They passed two acts: one entitled “An act 
to provide for the more expeditious completion of the new State- 
house,” &c., and the other “An act providing for the appointment 
and more thorough system of accountability of officers of the Ohio 
penitentiary, fixing their compensation, prescribing their duties, and 
determining the manner of working convicts.” These acts consti- 
tuted three persons, therein named, a commission to finish the work: 
on the State-house, and, among other duties, gave them authority to 
appoint three directors of the Ohio 3 An information 
was filed against the members of the commission, and they were 
brought ore the supreme court by proceedings in the nature of 
quo warranto. The constitution of Ohio in express terms denies 
sppointing power to the General Assembly ; but, in pronouncing the 
udgment of the court that the law was unconstitutional, Judge 
rinkerhoff, in drawing the distinction between the power to deter- 
mine the manner and to make an appointment, said: 
That they are not identical or equivalent to cach other is too 
ment, and almost too clear to admit of illustration. To 
election or appointment to an office is an ordinary le ve function, To make 
an e to office is an administrative function; and, under a constitution 
in which the philosophical th of a division of th of 
legislative, executive, and j 


R legislative department, while th to make th 

an ve de ent, whio e wer 0 ə 

appointments emselves would fall as naturally and property $0 the executive 
epartmen 

It is clear that directing by law the manner in which an appoint- 
ment may be made and making an appointment are the exercise of 
two different and distinct powers: the one prescribing how the act 
may be done is legislative and the other, sorg the act, is executive 
or administrative. Article 1, section 8, clauso 7, of the Constitution 
authorizes Congress— ‘ 

To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not 
exceeding ten miles square) as may, by cession of particular States, and the accept - 
ance of Congress, become the seat of the Government of the United States, and to ex- 
ercise like authority over all places purchased by the consent of the Legislature of 
the State in which the same s. for the erection of forts, 
dock-yards, and other needful buildings. 

It is not claimed by the committee that there is any authority for 
the appointment of the commissioners as provided in this bill other 
than is conferred upon Congress in the clause just quoted. I agree 
with the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-third Congress, that this 
clause of the Constitution vests in Wes gg the authority to do what- 
ever may be done under or is embraced in the exercise of legislative 
power, but what I claim is, there is no t in the Constitution of 
administrative power to Congress and that to fill offices by appoint- 
mentis an administrative duty not included in a grant of legislative 
power. Congress under this clause can create offi provide for 
commissioners, grant municipal rights to the people of the District 
of Columbia, and provide the manner in which the appointments may 
be made, for all this is within the scope of legislative power, but the 
appointments to fill these offices is an administrative power, uo matter 
whether they are United States officers or municipal officers, and has 
nowhere in the Constitution been conferred upon Congress, The Gov- 
ernment of the United States is one of enumerated powers and in the 
Constitution must be found a grant for the exercise of every power 
it assumes. The difference between the Constitution of the United 
States and those of the several States laid down: by Colley in his Con- 
stitutional Limitations is that under the Constitution of the United 
States Congress can claim no power not expressly granted or given by 
nec implication, while the State constitutions only impose re- 
strictions upon the powers the States inherently possess. A prohibi- 
tion in a State constitution, according to this principle, leaves the 
Legislature of the State in the same condition as to the power of 
exercising the appointing power of municipal or corporate officers 
that Congress is in under the Constitution in the absence of a t 
of power either specific or by necessary implication, Where, I ask, 
then, in the Constitution is inistrative power conferred upon Con- 
gress to appoint by their own act these commissioners ? 

I maintain that the commissioners are under the provisions of this 
bill inferior officers of the United States, and, if so, it will not be 
claimed by the committee, as I understand the tenor of their report, 
or by any one else, that they can be appointed in any other way ex- 
cept as provided in that part of section 2, article 2, of the Constitu- 
tion, which reads as follows: 

He [tho President] shall have powon by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur ; and he 
shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall nt 
embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, 
and all other officers of the United States, whose a ‘tments are not herein other- 
wise provided for, and which shall be establish: y law; but the Congress may 
by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers, as they think proper, in the 
President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments. 


These commissioners must come under the class of inferior officers, 
or the Constitution does not warrant Congress in authorizing the 
President alone to appoint or designate one of them, as is pro 
in this bill, and if they do come under this class of officers, then the 
Constitution having pointed out or designated the method of appoint- 
ment Congress cannot authorize it to be done in any other way. 
5 io unius est exclusio alterius.“ We cannot call them inferior 
officers of the United States so as to authorize the President alone to 


clear for - 
be the 33 
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designate one of them, and then claim they are not such inferior offi- 
cers so as to authorize the Senate and House to designate the others. 
They must be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
of the Senate, or E Con choose it may by law be authorized to 
be done by the President alone, by the courtsof law, or the heads of De- 
artments. That these commissioners are officers of the United States 
urther appears from the fact that they represent the authority and 
power of the General Government. They exercise political functions 
und powers that are derived not from the people of the District of Co- 
lumbia but from the Con of the United States. The act makes 
them a public tribunal to aid in re ernie and acting for the General 
Government in the execution of the public trust of governing the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; a trust in which the people of the District have no 
constitutional or legal right to participate, only in so far as such right 
may be granted or delegated to them by act of Congress. Their office 
is established by the law of the United States; their duties are all pre- 
scribed by the laws of the United States; they are not responsible to 
any other power but the United States; they are required to give bonds 
to the United States in the sum of $50,000 for the faithful performance 
of their duties; their salaries ($5,000 each for two of them) are paid by 
the United States; the United States is responsible for their acts and 
contracts, and in short all their duties are to be performed under the 
direction and control of Congress for the benefit of the people of the 
District of Columbia. If we pass this bill, instead of establishing a 
perkunas form of government for the District of Columbia we will 
ave one that can probably be upset by proceedings in “quo warranto” 
in the Supreme Court of the United States in less sixty daysafter 
it is b 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. McCOOK. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. 
Mr. JONES, of Ohio. There are other features of this bill that I 
do not like. I dislike the idea of appointing any of these commis- 
sioners. The security provided for is a bond to be executed by the 
commissioners and the oath to be taken, and with this safeguard I 
think we might with propriety let the people from such men as can 
qualify select the men of their own choice. The property qualifi 
tion is to my mind odious. It assumes that a man worth $3,000 is 
better than a man worth nothing ; and, to follow out the assumption, 
a man worth $6,000 would be better still; and, I suppose, if a man 
should be worth $3,000 to render him fit for position in a town coun- 
cil, to be a commissioner he onght to be worth $6,000, to be a mem- 
ber of a Legislature $12,000, and so on until to be a Con an he 
ought to be worth at least $100,000, and that anything below a mill- 
ion would be entirely too small a sum for a Senator or President. The 
whole thing is wrong in principle, and to the lovers of political equal- 
ity odious. David Paul Brown maintained that pecun compe- 
tency was not n to human happiness, and that to admit it 
would destroy the lofty character of man, and said “that a dollar 
more or less should exercise any influence upon his position, as rightly 
understood, is to make him the meanest instead of the noblest of 
God’s creatures.” We are getting too many men in this country that 
are ready to repudiate the doctrine that “all mankind are created free 
and equal.” believe in the elective system, the fundamental idea 
of which is perfect political equality. That “ governments derived 
their just powers from the consent of the 1 is a golden nug- 
get of political wisdom that ought not to be disregarded even in tlie 
government of a municipality, and the an e that lies at the basis 
of our ideas of government is the absolute an ect political equal- 
ity of all citizens; and the establishment of the doctrine that a man 
must be worth a certain amount of p to entitle him to hold 
office is so W at variance with everything we have been log eh 
on this subject that we onan never to consent to any measure that 
embraces such a feature. o have always accepted the 55 
theory laid down in every elementary treatise on the subject that 
are politically equal, and this is wholly at variance with the idea of 
a property qualification. We have likewise hitherto accepted the 
doctrine that the ee govern, which embraces the idea 
so often repeated that the knowledge and wisdom of the greater num- 
ber are superior to the knowledge and wisdom of any smaller number 
of the same community or body of men, and that whatever is done 
or resolved upon by the greater number must necessarily possess the 
quality of justice in a higher degree than the act or resolution of any 
smaller number would likely 
This is asserted to be not only an elementary principle but a maxim 
of free government, The elementary writers assert this principle as 
the common sense of mankind and as the only solid foundation of all 
popular government. Equality is the law of heaven, and, so far as 
government is concerned, it should be the law of earth. I know some 
effort is made now and then to disturb public confidence in this old 
idea of republican government. The ah epee however, to intro- 
duce a property qualification in the selection of a city council by the 
Con of the United States for the government of the nation’s 
capital is the most serious and the most odious innovation that has 
been proposed for a long time, if ever before, in the history of this 
country. Here and there less objectionable attempts have been made 
to modify the rule of the majority by the introduction into the body- 
politic of cumulative voting and minority representation and other 
thimble-rigging arrangements, little less complicated than a problem 
in Euclid, to enable men to thrust themselves into public positions 


against the will of the majority of their fellow-citizens, but, as a gen- 
eral rule, such men are undesirable, if not dangerous, public servants ; 
and if we wish to perpetuate our free institutions we must cultivate 
the love of liberty and defend the principle of universal political 
equality. Iwill vote for no measure of government, however desirable 
it may be in other respects, that conflicts with this doctrine; and I 
believethat the republican party, when it conferred the unrestricted, 
universal right of suffrage upon the colored race, and thus made them 
politically the equal of the proudest American citizens, won for itself 
the brightest star in its crown of glory. 

Mr. HUNTON. If the position of the gentleman is correct, that 
the President alone has the power to appoint these officers in the gov- 
ernment here provided for this District, I would like to know how he 
reconciles the law heretofore passed for the government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with the Constitution, because he knows that here- 
tofore Con by legislative enactment authorized the ple to 
designate the officers who were to govern this District, and if Con- 
gress can authorize them to do it cannot Congress do that which it 
authorized the people to do? 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Very well, I will answer that. It is the very 

int in connection with which I desire to call attention to the case 

ecided in Ohio. That is, that the power to authorize the people to 
make these appointments or the power to authorize the President to 
make them or the pore: to authorize anybody other than Con 
to make them is a legislative power. But the filling of offices is an 
administrative act which is not embraced in the clause of the Con- 


‘stitution, which simply grants legislative power. 


Mr. HUNTON. But the gentleman does not exactly catch my idea. 
I understand his objection to that section of the bill which gives to 
this House and to the Senate the power to appoint and the President 
to detail a third from the Army is that it is in violation of that clause 
of the Constitution which says the President may appoint. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I did not say that. 

Mr. HUNTON. Then on what ground do 
of the Constitution in this bill, which you al 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I place it on the ground that by this bill 
Congress undertakes to make a new appointment, and I undertake 
to say Con cannot make any appointment. 

Mr. H ON. Why? 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Because it has no appointing power. This 
is an administrative power which is not granted to Congress, 

Mr. HUNTON. I t is an act o 
power. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I am contending that it is not legislative 


power. 

Mr. HUNTON. Congress has the right to legislate, and this is not 
in conflict with the clause which gives the power of appointment; for 
Congress is supreme in this matter. é 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I have referred to the lan e of the su- 
preme court of the State of Ohio in the case I have cited, where they 
draw the distinction between the legislative power and the executive 
power, putting that power which prescribes the manner or which 
determines who may make the appointment on the legislative side ; 
but the power of appointment, the court clearly says, is not embraced 
in the broadest definition of legislative power. It is an executive or 
administrative duty that is not embraced in legislative power. 

Now, the point I make is this, that we may do anything which is 
embraced in the legislative power; we may determine who shall make 
the appointment; we may do everything the elementary law-books 
define to be included within the term “legislative power.” But that 
does not inciude, according to the decision I have referred to nor ac- 
cording tothe books, the administrative power to fill the appointments. 

Mr. ON. The supreme court of Ohio? 

Mr, JONES, of Ohio. Yes, sir; the supreme court of Ohio whoso 
decision I have read. a 

Now, keeping in mind the distinction there laid down, the power of 
Congress to create the office and to prescribe the manner of making 
the appointments is clearly a legislative function. But when we say 
A, B, C, or D shall fill that office, that is clearly an executive func- 
tion not embraced in the term legislative power. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LATHROP. Is this bill now open for amendment? 

ThS SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment to the first section is 

nding. 

28 LATHROP. I wish to offer an amendment to that section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can do so. 

Mr. LATHROP. I offer the following amendment? 


After the word Government,” inline 5, insert the words ‘including the river 
Potomac in its course through the District and the islands therein.” 


That is a part of the description of the District of Columbia as 
pore ere existing, and it seems to me that it should be included in 

is bi 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think there will be no objection to that 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTON. It is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. HENDEE. I think it can do no harm. 

Mr. HUNTON. There was recently a decision by the commission 


en pee the violation 


g your pardon. legislative 


accurately settling the boundary between the States of Maryland 
and Virginia. The boundary, according to the decision of that com- 
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mission, goes to low-watermark. All above low-water mark belongs 
to Vi ia, and all below that belongs to Maryland. 

Mr. DEE. Is that included in what was originally ceded by 
the State of Maryland? 

Mr. HUNTON. The State of Maryland ceded all that portion of 
the District which runs to the Virginia line within the ten miles 
square; and that line of the State of Maryland has been recently 
determined by a convention between the two States to be at low- 
water mark on the other side of the river. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. HENDEEF] will recollect when we were on the joint select 
committee in to the government of the District, Governor 


Whyte and myself had a talk on that subject, and we finally agreed 
that was the 927 88 
Mr. HENDEE, Then the language of the first section, in the 


opinion of the gentleman from Virginia, covers all the territory 
known as the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LATHROP. Isit not better, then, to keep the statement of the 
boundaries as they have been heretofore deseri a 

Mr. HUNTON. I think it might be that by attempting to deter- 
mine this matter in the bill we should interfere with some of the 
details of the conventional settlements between the two States, and 
that is my objection to inserting the amendment in the bill. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] and myself agreed upon this 
phraseology as properly describing the boundaries of the Territory 
ceded by the State of Maryland to the General Government. 

Mr. LATHROP. When was that convention held? 

Mr. HUNTON. The matter was finally settled in 1876, about the 
close of the year. Mr. Black, of Pennsylvania, was one of the com- 
missioners, ator Beck, of Kentucky, was another, and I think 
Mr. Graham, of North Carolina, was the third. 

Mr. LATHROP. Had it not been claimed by Virginia, prior to that 
time, that it owned to the middle of the river? 2 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir; not tothe middle of the river, The diffi- 
culty lay further down the river. 

Mr. HENKLE. Near the Chesapeake Bay. 1 y 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, near the Chesapeake Bay and a few islands 
this side of it; but that has been settled and there is no controversy 
between the two States of late. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was taken on Mr. LATHROP’s amendment; and, on a 
division, there were ayes 19, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the second section of the bill, as follows: 

Src. 2. That on the in the month of in the year 1878, there shall be 
elected or appointed, in the manner hereinafter directed, three persons, to be com- 
missioners ae the District of Columbia, who shall exercise all the powers and author- 
ity now vested in the commissioners of said District, except as hereinafter limited; 
shall be subject to all the restrictions and limitations which are now imposed upon 
said commissioners. One of the said commissioners shall be an officer of the Engineer 
Corps of the Army, whose lineal rank shall be above that of major, and shall be 
detailed by the President for the term of three years, and until his snecessor shall 
be ap and qualified: Provided, That the officer so detailed shall not be as- 
Bi to any other duty, and that he shall receive no further compensation than 
his r pay as an oflicer of the Army. The second of the said commissioners 
shall be elec by the House of Representatives, by ballot, for the term of three 
years, and until successor shall be elected and n and the third of the 
said commissioners shall be elected by the Senate, by ballot, for the term of three 
years, and until his successor is elected and qualified ; and at the end of the sev- 
eral terms of each of the commissioners, their successors shall be elected or ap- 

inted, in the same manner, for the term of three years res ively, and until 
Their successors are elected or appointed and qualified ; the said election or appoint- 
ment to be made on the ———, in the month of „in which the term of such 
commissioners shall expire: Provided, That at the first election of commissioners 
by the Senate and House of Representatives, as above provided, tho terms of said 
commissioners so elected shall expire one, one year from the date of said election, 
and the other two years from the date of said election, the same to be determined 
by lot. Their successors shall be elected in the manner and for the term above 
prescribed. The two persons elected as commissioners by the House of Represent- 
atives and the Senate shall, at the time of their election, be citizens of the United 
States, and shall have been residents of the District of Columbia for ten 

ears previous to their election, and who have, during that period, claimed no resi- 
— elsewhere; and if the place of any commissioner become vacant from 
any cause, or he shall neglect for twenty days to take the oath of office if he be 
elected by the Senate or House of R utatives, his place shall be filled forth- 
with, for the balance of his term, in the same manner as the person whose place is 
to be filled was elected or appointed; but if the person whose place so mes 
vacant shall have been elected by the Senate or House of Re; tatives, and such 
yacancy shall occur not in session of Congress, then the said vacancy shall be filled 
by the appointment of the President, until the Senate or House of resentatives, 
as the case may be, shall elect a person to fill the said office for the balance of the 
term thereof, One of the said commissioners shall be chosen president of the 
board of commissioners at the first meeting thereof, and annually thereafter. 


Mr. BRENTANO, I desire to offer an amendment to that section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee for the District of Columbia 
have reported sundry amendments to this section and they will first 
be voted upon. 

The first amendment reported by the committee was to fill the 
blank in line 1 with the words “third Monday” and to fill the blank 
in line 2 with the word “ April.” 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to suggest that at this period of time the 
word “April” is too early a date, for this bill cannot pass and receive 
the approva of the President by the third Monday in April. I be- 
lieve this is the third Monday in April and therefore the commission- 
ers could not be appointed in time. 

Mr. HENDEE. I was not aware that the committee had offered 
this amendment, 


_ Mr. HUNTON. I suggest to the gentleman that he move to amend 


it. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I suggest that we put in the words “the third 
Monday in June.” f 

Mr. HENDEE. Iwill move to strike out the word “April” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ June,” so tbat it will read : “that on 
the third Monday in the month of June in the year 1878 there shall 
be elected,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the committee was in line 11 to 
strike out the word “major” and to insert in lieu thereof the word 
“captain.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment RUER by the committee was to insert in 
line 27 the words “third Monday” and in the same line to fill the 
blank space by inserting the word “February.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BRENTANO. [offer the following amendment: 

Strike ont on pages 2, 3, and 4 all after the words “second section,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That 5 al ter the passage of this act the President of the United Si 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall int three citizens 
the United States, inhabitants of the District of Columbia, to be commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, who shall exercise all the powers and authority vested 
in the commissioners of said District, except as hereinafter limited, and who shall 
be subject to all restrictions and limitations which are now imposed upon said 
commissioners. One of the said commissioners so appointed by the ent 
shall be chosen president of the board of commissioners at the first meeting 
and annually thereafter. 


Mr. Speaker, my amendment does not propose any change in the 
overnment as provided for in the bill. It proposes not to chan 

the mode of the appointment of the commissioners. While the bill 
proponos that one of said commissioners shall be detailed by the 

resident from the Engineer Corps, and one shall be elected by the 
House of Representatives, and one shall be elected by the Senate, my 
amendment pro that, in accordance with the p tives of 
the Executive of the United States, the President shall have power, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint these 
commissioners just as they are now at present 3 y the Pres- 
ident of the United States. Another difference between my amend- 
ment and the original bill is that the President shall have the right 
to appoint any citizen of the United States who is an inhabitant of 
the District of Columbia, while the bill pro that only such citi- 
zens shall be 5 or elected as have n actual residents of 
the District of Columbia for ten years previous to their election. My 
reasons for this amendment I have already stated in the remarks 
which I made when the bill was last before the House, and arise from 
constitutional doubts in regard tothe right of the Senate and House 
of Representatives to elect such officers as can only be appointed 
under the Constitution by the President of the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I was not prepared for the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois Me BRENTANO] who is a member 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia. 1 thought that that 
committee had agreed to the bill as offered to the House. I trust 
that the amendment submitted by the gentleman will not be adopted, 
for if it is itsimply changes the whole eee of the bill. There- 
fore, sir, I think that a jority of the Committee for the District of 
Columbia would be found op to the of the bill if the 
amendment were incorpora into it. I do not want to enter into 
an argument as to the constitutional power of Congress to elect these 
commissioners, I simply state the fact that the amendment changes 
st eer yas of the ig 8 son p the 3 at Jogger- 

s as to its passage. eld now to the gentleman from 
[Mr. HARTRIDGE. S rgia, 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I desire to say but a few words in reference to 
what seems to be a question of doubt in the minds of some gentlemen 
upon this floor, and that is as to the constitutional 8 of this Con- 
gress to designate in what manner these contemplated officers, these 
commissioners, shall be elected or appointed. Con „ it will not 
be denied, has the exclusive right to legislate over this District; but 
the gurean arises whether in the exercise of that exclusive right of 
legislation it has the power to designate who shall carry out the acts 
of that legislation. 

I contend that the power to designate the officers who shall enforce 
and execute the laws made by Congress in reference to this District 
is as nnlimited as the power itself to- legislate over the District. If 
it be not so, then there must be some clause in the Constitution itself 
which inhibits Congress from thus designating how these officers 
shall be appointed. There is but one clause which would seem even 
to come in conflict with this power which I assume for Congress, and 
that is the second clause of the second section of the second article 
of the Constitution, as follows: 

He (the President} shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur; and 
he shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges of the Supreme 
Court, and all other officers of the United States, whose appointments are not herein 
otherwise provided for, and which shall be establised by law; but the Congress 
may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers, as they think proper, in 
the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments. 

Now Congress seeks by this act, contemplating the appointment of 
commissioners as provided by this bill, to appoint these officers not 
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in the mode pointed out by the clause of the Constitution which I 
have read. Therefore if the officers to be created by this act are, in 
the language of that section, “oticers of the United States,” then 
this section of this bill is unconstitutional. But if they be not “offi- 
cers of the United States,” then Con , under its exclusive power 
of legislation over this District, has the right to designate the minis- 
ters of its legislation. I contend that the officers contemplated by 
this act as commissioners will not be officers of the United States; 
they are officers of the municipal corporation of the District of Co- 
lumbia, created by Congress. 

Mr. JONED of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 

uestion 
i Mr. HARTRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Why is it, then, that this bill requires that 
these officers are to give bonds to the United States for the faithful 
performance of their duties? 

Mr. HARTRIDGE,. Simply because Congress can make them give 
bond to any officer it pleases: to the Treasurer of the United States 
or to anybody else. But they are not officers of the United States, 
more than the officers of any other municipal corporation. 

Before the war, when there was no necessity for this legislation of 
Congress, for thus taking charge directly of the affairs of this Dis- 
trict, because of the now anomalous condition of its population—before 
the war there were three municipal corporations in the District of 
Columbia, each one created by Congress, the cities of Georgetown, 
Alexandria, and Washington, each presided over by an executive offi- 
cer to enforce the laws, and that executive oflicer was never appointed 
by the President, either with or without the advice and consent of 
the Senate. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

Sieg SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
r Mr. HUNTON. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. HARTRIDGE. ] 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I thank the gentleman. Before the war the 
municipal officers were elected by the direction of Con After 
the war Congress saw fit to a and bind together all these separate 
municipal corporations and make that into one great whole. They 
did that by the act of February 21, 1871, which declares that— 

The District is created a government by the name of the District of Sanus, 
and may 


seal, and exercise all other Silaa amunicipal ration not inconsistent with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States and the provisions of this title. 

Congress created this whole District into a municipal corporation, 
in the place of the three separate and distinct municipal corporations 
which previously existed. And it now declares that the execution of 
the laws made by it for that municipal corporation may be exercised 
by commissioners which it appoints, as in the former days it appointed 
the officers of the three municipal corporations which then existed. 

Nor is this any new idea, that this is a municipal corporation. It 
is as old as the time of the creation of the Government, as old as the 
contest over the framing of the Constitution and its adoption. I will 
read from Story on the Constitution, page 126: 


They [the le of the District of Columbia] as yet possess no local J. ture ; 
and have as et, not desired to possess one. 1 5 commentator 1 


on can create such 
delegated authority. (1 Tucker's Black. „app., A differen 
was expressed by the Federalist; for it was said that 22 auroa peha — 
local erived from their own „will 
(The Pederalist, No. 43.) In point of fact, corporations of the three cities 
within its limits s and N Pak pce. soar 28 — l 8 . . — 
any e Serapio; or surmise, or doubt. ges 

No one ever doubted after that the power of Con to delegate 
to a municipal legislature the power to make laws. Now if it be but 
a munici a what prevents Con from saying who 
shall execute the laws which it passes for this District and from 
declaring how the persons who execute those laws shall be appointed, 
whether by selection by Congress or by designation by some other 

wer? I think it is clear that these officers are not “ officers of the 

nited States,” in the sense of the Constitution; but in a more con- 
tracted sense they are simply officers of a municipal corporation which 
involves and includes this whole District, a corporation created by 
Congress under its power of exclusive legislation for this District. 
Under that power Con has the right to designate any one to exe- 
cute and carry out the laws which it makes underits exclusive power 
of legislation for this District. 

The question was then taken upon the substitute offered by Mr. 
BRENTANO for section 2 of the bill; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 39, noes 59. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, said: No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. BRENTANO and Mr. BLACKBURN were 


And insert in lien thereof as follows: 

One of said commissioners shall be a competent, skilled engineer, who shall be 
appointed by the President from civil lifo, who shall hold his oflice for a term of 

years, and until his successor shall be appointed and qualified. 

I do not desire to antagonize this bill; but it occurs to me that there 
can be no reason Why the commissioner to be es by the Presi- 
dent should be detailed from the Army. The only reason I have heard 
3 is that one of the commissioners should be an engineer in 
order that one member of the board might be competent to supervise 
the labors and understand the duties 1 the engineers to 
be appointed under the provisions of this bill. Now I see no reason, 
if it is found necessary that one of the commissioners shall be an engi- 
neer, why he should not be appointed by the President from civil life 
instead of being detailed from the re r Army. There are just as 
competent engineers in civil life as are to be found in the Army; and 
I think it really objectionable to detail an officer from his duties in 
the Army to perform service as a civil officer in the Government of 
the District of Columbia. It seems to me to be setting a bad prece- 
dent. I would like to hear any good reason suggested, if any exists, 
why the commissioner who isto be an engineershould not be appointed 
by the President from civil life rather than detailed from the Army. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Does the amendment of the gentleman require that 
this commissioner shall be a citizen of the District ? 

Mr. FINLEY. That is elsewhere provided for in the bill. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It is provided in regard to the other two commis- 
sioners ; but I think not with regard to this commissioner who is to 
be an engineer. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move to amend by inserting after the word “ else- 
where,” in the fortieth line, second the words “and shall each 
own property in his own right in said district, the assessed value of 
each shall be at least 85,000.“ I will state my object in offering this 
amendment. It is provided in a later part of the bill that each mem- 
ber of the council s be required to own property to the amount 
of $3,000. It seems to me just as essential that the commissioners 
selected from the District should have some Dopey qualifications, 
which in this amendment I propose to fix at the sum of $5,000. 

Mr. CLYMER. That is right. 

Mr. HUNTON. So far as I have ascertained the sense of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia it is favorable to this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAISH. I move to amend by inserting in the thirteenth line 
of this section, after the word “ qualified,” the words“ and such engi- 
neer shall be selected from officers of the Army on the retired list.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I move to amend by striking out in the 
tenth and eleventh lines of the second section the words ‘ whose 
lineal rank shall be above that of captain;” so as to read: 

One of the said commissioners shall be an officer of the Engineer Corps of the 
Army, and shall be detailed by the President, &c. 

I do not desire to antagonize this bill as a whole. I am satisfied 
with the method of appointing the commissioners; but I think that 
the limitation in selecting an officer of the Engineer Corps is inju- 
dicious. It seems to me that, if we are going to leave to the Presi- 
dent the appointment or detail of an officer from the Engineer Corps, 
it would be much wiser for us to leave the matter to his judgment 
without this restriction upon his choice. To say that he shall not 
select from the Engineer Corps any officer 5 one above a certain 
rank appears to be an impeachment of the judgment of the Execu- 
tive. 

Another objection is that this limitation leaves so few from whom 
to make the selection that we might almost as well specify in the bill 
the individual to be selected. In the entire United States Army there 
are only forty-three officers, out of the seven or eight million voters 
in the country, who will be eligible to this appointment under the 
terms of the bill. Of these forty-three many would naturally be 
excluded by their position, age, or othercircumstances. For instance 
many of them are already detailed to certain important labors, and 
by reason of their familiarity with the duties on which they are now 
employed could not very well be detached from such service, and con- 
sequently they would be prevented from receiving this commission. 
The number actually open to appointment would be limited to some- 
thing like twenty or twenty-five. 

A third objection, it occurs to me, to this limitation is the extreme 
age which, in the natural course of 5 these men would 
have attained before they could possibly be eligible to this appoint- 
ment. You will observe, sir, that it limits the appointment of the 
President to those whose lineal rank shall be above that of captain. 
Now, in the ordinary course of events, when the Army shall have 
been reduced to the peace establishment the rate of promotion will 
be exceedingly slow. It has been well said, under the peace estab- 
lishment of the Army before a man comes to be entitled to be a field 
officer he is so old and so infirm that he is unable to sit on his horse 


appointed. s ‘ to go out into the field. This appointment is limited to the field offi- 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, noes 94. | cers of the Engineer Corps. In the natural course of events this 
So the amendment was not to. 


officer, this commissioner, supposed to be possessed of the ability to 
perform the active duties of superintending the pig wess and streets 
and public buildings belonging to the District of Columbia, who is 
supposed to be capable to perform the duties requiring a young, vigi- 
lant, and vigorous man under ordinary circumstances, would be of 
necessity over fifty-five or sixty years of age. 


Mr. FINLEY. I offer the following amendment: 


and qualified. 
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I think you might as well go on and prescribe the age of the com- 
missioners. If you are going to limit the rank of the officer who is 


to be appointed from the Engineer Corps as commissioner, why not of 
the others? Why not specify that the Senate and the House should 
not choose a commissioner unless he had a certain rank or passed a 
certain age ; that none should be appointed a commissioner unless he 
was fifty-five or sixty years of age and should have occupied some 
distinguished position, such as e e ys and ex-governor ? 

For all these reasons it is ee y injudicious in my judgment 
that this limitation should be placed on this appointment. First, I 
Te; it as an injudicious and unnecessary restriction of the exec- 
utive power. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BLACKBURN obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky 
will allow me to finish my sentence. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. I was about to say simply that I ob- 
jected to it for three particular reasons: first, use it limits the 
appointing power of the President and is an impeachment of his dis- 
cretion; secondly, because it limits the number of men who can be 
chosen from or who can be chosen to forty-three and virtually to 
about twenty or twenty-five; and, thirdly, because in the natural 
course of events the man who will be selected by this limitation will 
have passed the time of life when he would be fitted for the perform- 
ance of these active duties. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky 
for his 1 ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If I had doubts before when the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BRENTANO] offered a material amendment to this 
bill, by which he proposed to change its whole frame-work, I am now 
satisfied that whatever the purpose may be, the result of the amend- 
ments offered by different gentlemen, if ad ted, will be to defeat 
this bill. And I am led to say further that if the amendment now 
pending, offered by the gentleman from California, were to be adopted, 

then think the bill ought to be defeated. I need not profess, sir, 
that I am willing to give to the President of the United States the 
fullest power in the selection of this officer, and trust it is not neces- 
sary, after the debate which has once before occurred on this floor, in 
which I took a part, that I should profess my confidence in the Engi- 
neer Corps of the United States Army, for if I failed to Pay a just 
tribute to their 7 it was because of the poverty of wy anguage. 

I concur in but one thing on this amendment of the gentleman from 
California, and it is this: I do not want to restrict the President of 
the United States in the selection of this engineer officer. He saysif 
his amendment is adopted and this bill is passed the President will 
be restricted to forty-three officers from whom to select. I say if that 
amendment offered by the gentleman from California is adopted then 
sir, the President of the United States is restricted to one man. I will 
not undertake to say that the motive that actuates the gentleman 
who offers this amendment or any other gentleman who votes for it 
is in the direction of special and personal legislation, but I will say 
this, that if that amendment is adopted I can tell this House now the 
name of the engineer officer who will be made that commissioner of 
this District as well as the gentleman from California can state after 
the appointment has been made by the President. 

Mr. DAVIS, of California. Let the gentleman state, then, who he is. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman from California wants it I 
will tell him. It will be Lieutenant Hoxie, of the ae Corps. 
If you adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from Califor- 
nia to strike out the grade and the rank it will put the President in 
that shape of putting the question, Here is an engineer officer of the 
grade and of a lieutenant who has been on service, not as com- 
missioner but on duty as engineer officer, detailed under the law by 
the President to supervise the construction and repair of streets and 
avenues in this city for four years.” This bill does not interfere with 
him in any regard. Pass the bill asit stands and it leaves him to fill, 
not the very position and discharge the duties he is to-day disc - 
ing and has been for four years before, but if you pass this amend- 
ment you will make him eligible as commissioner of the District 
from the Corps of Engineers and you put it to the President in such a 
way he must fea pass Lieutenant Hoxie in that place, or failing that 
4 5 reg 33 t and unworthy for that purpose, That is not what 

ro 0. 

ow, sir, further, let me say, if you take the mode provided in this 
bill, you will get a man, one of these forty-three officers at whose 
hands we have received at least twenty years’ service, to earn the com- 
mission he holds. He gore upon that board of commissioners with 
his commission in the tho product of twenty years or more of 
service, at stake. If there be a contract made which upon investi 
tion turns out to be unfair or disreputable, he stands there with his 
commission at stake, and that commission he cannot afford to lose. 

If you adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia you do one of two things: either you compel the President of 
the United States to declare that this lieutenant who is now here on 
duty is an improper man to assign to such service, or else you leave 
it open to him to foist upon this District a twenty-three or twenty- 
four year old boy who holds a commission that has not been in his 
pocket ninety days. I take it that is not the sort of a commissioner 
that Congress proposes to fasten upon the people of this District. 

One more point and Iam done. This bill as it stands renders it 


utterly impossible that any man who has been identified with tho 
government of the District of Columbia hitherto as a commissioner 
can come in as one of its commissioners now. I may correct that 
sentence. This bill as it stands renders it impossible that any man 
who has been connected officially with the government of this Dis- 
trict shall become a commissioner. It leaves the 8 acting 
lieutenant of the Engineer Corps precisely where he But it does 
rovide in its several sections that no man who has up to this time 
n identified with the administration of government in this Dis- 
trict, either a commissioner or this lieutenant of the Engineer Corps, 
can possibly become one of the board of commissioners for whom 
this bill makes provision. 

If we are to have a new government, let us have it de novo. Let 
us have it all new, and not a piece of patchwork. Adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from California, and if any one of you held 
the appointing power thus conferred on the Executive you would 
yore ves be compelled to ignore the whole Engineer Corps, and se- 
ect that officer now assigned to duties kin in some degree to 
those devolved on the commissioners. I trust the amendment will 
be voted down. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from California. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 2, line 11, strike out the words “ above" and “ captain” and insert the 
words " first lieutenant;“ so that it will read: 

One of the said commissioners shall be an officer of the Engineer Corps of the 
Army, whose lineal rank shall be that of first lieutenant and be detailed by 
the President for the term of three years, &. 


Mr. CALKINS. I do not care anything about this substitute in 

lace of the amendment offered by the gentleman from California, 

Petr. Davis, I but I desire to say a word or two upon the subject; i 
will not detain the committee more than a moment., 

I want to say that the reasons urged by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] why this amendment should not be adopted 
furnish to me a very cogent sreument why the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from California should be adopted. In an Army like ours 
men do not get to be captains or first lieutenants until they pass the 
meridian of life. I had occasion not long ago to examine that sub- 
ject very e ood and I pas the question to all the officers of ex- 
perience with whom I could have conversation; each one of them 

, if you take the Army organization just as it is now, and nn- 
less the President appoints from civil life or arbitrarily some young 
lieutenant as spoken of by the gentleman from Rentocky, he cannot 
obtain one of that rank who has not passed the age of thirty-nine, 
Taking the Army as it is now, unless there is an arbitrary Sopan 
ment an officer cannot have that rank much before that time. There- 
fore I say, Mr. Speaker, that if Lientenant Hoxie is retained by the 
President as the commissioner provided for by this bill he now is past 
the age of very many members of Congress upon this floor. He has 
shown himself to be an honest and competent man for the last five 
years. During all the time so much cry has been raised about cor- 
ruption and the like in the District this man has been unsmirched. 
I do not stand here pleading for him personally, but I do so as an act 
of justice. The door ought to be left open so that the President 
might appoint a first lientenant if he saw proper. 

nother word, Mr. Speaker, and it is this: the gentleman from 
Kentucky remarked that he could name the man who would be ap- 
pointed. I do not know by what authority he spoke, but I should 

sincerely glad if the gentleman he named would be the man. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ill the gentleman allow me one moment to 
correct myself ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I did not profess to have any ground on which 
to predicate that prediction except what I gave to the House, that if 
I or any member of the House should be in the position the President 
will be in if that amendment shall be adopted, we would be com- 
pelled to make that appointment. 

Mr. CALKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the ee I was going to make 
was this, that the gentleman, who had had five 2 experience with 
all the affairs of the District is to be placed under the ge of some 
other officer perhaps of no experience, but of higher rank. He has 
performed the duties well and competently. That isa position which 
the gentleman from Kentucky I think would be willing to admit, and 
I think it would be well and wise in the House to leave the President 
the discretion to appoint from among the lieutenants of the Army a 
commissioner, if he sees fit. I now withdraw my substitute. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I move to amend the pending amendment 
so that it will read, “ one of said commissioners shall be an engineer 
appointed by the President.” I invite the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
FINLEY, ] whom I see in his seat, to come to the support of that prop- 
osition, and let us provide for the appointment here of a suitable man. 
I did not understand the gentleman Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
to condemn the engineer officer, Lieutenant Hoxie, who has been 
serving four years here. 

LACKBURN. Permit me to say that if that point is involved 
in this discussion, then I do not intend to be understood as admit- 
ting that Lieutenant Hoxie is the right man for the place. ButIdo 
not wish to treat upon questions of personal fitness in a general bill; 


but if the friends of that gentleman seek to be heard upon the per- 
sonal phase of the question, I shall certainly wish to be heard in reply. 
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Aprit 15, 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. Nor do I desire to discuss the personal ques- 


tion, although I should challenge all that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky might say against this gentleman. Iwi simply say in answer 
to anything of that kind, that might seem to be implied from what 
the gentleman said to-day, and also in what he said the other day in 
answer to a question from the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. TOWNS- 
HEND,] that the gentleman from Lepage f intended to say that 
the engineer officer now here in service had been in some manner 
smirched—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman from Iowa for giving 
me an opportunity to do justice to this 8 I desire to say 
now that in anything that I have said I did not intend to refer to 
Lieutenant Hoxie; and now, in order to make myself perfectly dis- 
tinct, I will state that I refer to a member of the board of public 
works, who brought nothing but disgrace upon him. I refer to Bab- 


cock. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I so understood it perfectly, but there were 
others who might have thought otherwise, and therefore I am very 
much obli to the gentleman that he now corrects — 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not corrects—— 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. That he now sapina 77 5 any implication 
that might have been drawn from what he said. All I desire to say 
in reference to that matter is simply to refer to a report made by an 
investigating committee of the last Con Lieutenant Hoxie has 
served since 1874, four years, not five. The investigating committee 
into the conduct of the board of commissioners made this report, and 
I want to put it before this House as a matter of justice, lest it might 
be infer: that this limitation is intended to exclude Lieutenant 
Hoxie. It is the implication that it is intended to exclude one man 
who has served without smirch or ible taint here. The commit- 
tee say that “the work which has been done, under the ch of the 
engineer and under the supervision of the commissioners of works, 
in the performance cf uncompleted contracts under the late board of 

mblic works, has been well and economically done.” Lieutenant 

oxie came out of the investigation with every possible title to laud- 
ation for the work he had done. Now, I am not prepared to vote to 
exclude a man whose freedom from anything like imputation of 
wrong or suspicion entitles him to be considered in the appointment 
of an engineer under this bill. Why not throw the matter open? 
But I am not here to legislate Hoxie into office, but I do say that the 
bill ought to be beheaded at once, unless it is thrown open to discre- 
tionary appointment by the President. Otherwise it would exclude a 
man whose experience entitles him to be considered. He is old 
enough to be a Senator of the United States. He has been seventeen 
years in the Army of the United States. He hasserved for four years 
in the service of this District. Why exclude him? Let the appoint- 
ment be thrown open to any competent engineer. I do not you 
to retain him, but I do insist that he ought not to be excluded simply 
because he is a lieutenant and not a captain. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want the House to understand that I appre- 
ciate fully the efforts which the gentleman from Iowa makes in be- 
half of his constituents. If Lieutenant Hoxie were from my district 
I doubt not that I should feel more interest in his retention or pro- 
motion in office than I now do. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. Yet I think the gentleman will admit that 
I have not said anything in Lieutenant Hoxie’s favor to which he is 
not entitled. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not propose to indorse all the gentleman 
has said by way of commendation of this officer by any means. 

Mr. YOUNG. Consistency, if nothing else, will compel me to sup- 
port the proposed amendment. When a question very similar to this 
one was submitted a few weeks ago to the House, affecting the right 
of the President to discharge his legal and constitutional duties un- 
trammeled by any dictation by Congress, I voted against 1 
any restrictions upon the exercise of his official discretion in the 
matter, and the reasons which prompted me then are sufficient to con- 
trol my action now in supporting this amendment. I am not aware 
of the fact that any provision of this bill is calculated to affect the 
interest of any particular individual. If, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has intimated, the intention of the amendment is to legislate 
Lieutenant Hoxie or any one else into 5 that is a sufficient 
reason why it should be rejected by the House. But I cannot think 
that the gentleman who offered it has any such purpose in view, and 
if he has I have no sympathy with it. Ido not care how the bill in 
either form, with or without the amendment, may affect any public 
officer or private individual. I only desire that the President may 
have the right to select from the whole Army of the United States a 
proper officer for the position desi , and if I thought the amend- 
ment pointed to any particular one, I should want no better reason 
for opposing it. 

If, on the oanig; as I am authorized to believe by the statements 
and arguments of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, ] 
this provision of the bill fixing the rank of the officer and limiting 
the discretion of the President is intended to exclude any particular 
officer, then that furnishes an equally good reason why that clause of 
the bill should be stricken out. It is no part of the duty of this House 
in any measure of general legislation to provide specially for indi- 
vidnal interests. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am sure the ee from Tennessee [Mr. 
YounG] does not deliberately intend to misrepresent me. 


Mr. YOUNG: I do not; I am only drawing an inference from what 
you said. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman says he understood me as say- 
ing that the object and purpose of this provision of the bill was to 
exclude some particular man from office. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman certainly misunderstood me. I said 
his langnage authorized such an inference. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

Mr. YOUNG. I only intended to say that if I were to draw my 
conclusion from the arguments of the gentleman, I would be of the 
opinion that this provision of the bill, requiring that the officer se- 
lected should not be of less rank than captain, was directed at some 

articular individual who now holds that office. I do not believe, 
however, that the gentleman from Kentucky really has that purpose 
in view. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No gentleman holds that office now ? 

Mr. YOUNG. I understood that it was held by some one, and that 
this provision of the bill might be necessary to prevent him from con- 
Honing to hold it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the contrary, this provision of the bill leaves 
the lieutenant where he is. The prov slon of the bill upon which the 

tleman is speaking relates to the commissioners for the District. 

Mr. YOUNG. Ido not care what officer it relates to. It is wrong, 
however it may be N I scarcely know the gentleman referred 
to; I have only seen him a few times and have but little personal 
acquaintance with him. I do not know whether he is fit or unfit to 
occupy the position in question, but we should not assert that he is 
not. I insist that wherever it is made the duty of the Chief Execu- 
tive of this nation to carry out any act of Congress it is not proper 
for him to be trammeled any further than the public interest or con- 
stitutional limitations may require. I believe there has been no in- 
stance in past legislation where the rank of any officer of the Army 
has been designated by act of Congress who was to carry into effect 
any law under the direction of the President, but in all cases the 
selection has been left to the discretion of the Executive. 

I remember one instance that occurred after I became a member of 
this House, when a bill was pro creating a commission of cer- 
tain Army officers, in which it was proposed to designate the rank of 
those officers, and I know that was protested against by the General 
of the Army, by the chief of the Engineer Corps, and by many gen- 
tlemen on this floor who were acquainted with the law and usage 
which governs the question. I have no objection to the bill in other 
respects and if amended as indicated I shall support it more cheer- 
fully than I can otherwise do. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

1 SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pi 
Mr. FINLEY. Is the amendment of the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PAYIS] now pending? 
e SPEAKER tempore. It is. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understood that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CALKINS] withdrew his amendment to that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman from 
California is pending, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CLARK] has 
moved an amendment to that amendment. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] 
desires an opportunity to be heard I will withdraw my amendment 
if he will renew it or move a similar amendment. 

Mr. FINLEY. I renew the amendment; or will move one similar 
to it. The amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. Davis] 
pro to strike out the words “ whose lineal rank shall be above 
that of captain,” leaving it to the President to detail any officer of 
the Engineer Corps of the Army to perform the duty of commis- 
sioner. I pro to further strike out the words preceding, that is, the 
words “an officer of the Engineer Corps of the Army,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ engineer in civil life.“ I now ask the Clerk 
to read that portion of the section as I propose to amend it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


One of the said commissioners shall be an engineer in civil life, &. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I raise the point of order that that amend- 
ment has already been rejected by the House. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment voted down by the 
House involved the same principle, but was not in terms the same as 
this amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Is not this amendment virtually the same as 
the one which has already been considered and rejected by the House ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Although in principle it amounts to 
nearly the same thing, the Chair thinks that it is not subject to tho 
point of order. 

Mr. FINLEY. The object of my amendment is that the appointeo 
of the President, if he is not to be an oflicer of the Engineer Corps 
above the lineal rank of captain, then he shall be from civil life. But 
as I have already said, I see no good reason why an oflicer of the Engi- 
neer Corps of the Army should be appointed as one of these commis- 
sioners. Why should one of these commissioners come from the En- 
eines Corps or from any other branch of the military service? Tho 

uties of these commissioners are those of officers in civil life; all 
the duties of the commissioners prescribed by this bill, to a certain 
extent pertain to the executive and judicial functions of civil magis- 
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trates, wholly unlike the duties pertaining to military life and in 
which an Army officer is supposed to be qualified. 

It occurs to me, as I have before said, that an officer of the Engi- 
neer Corps of the Army is to a certain extent unfitted by his education 
in military life to perform the duties of a commissioner under this 
bill. Why should we restrict the President in his by Sa heese i to 
the Engineer Corp: of the Army? 5 not give to the President 
the power to appoint any competent, skilled engineer who is fitted for 
the place? I have nodoubt that the President, in the exercise of his 
discretion, can find an able and well-qualified man from civil life for 


this 47 5755 

Mr. C K, of Iowa. Why put in the words “ in civil life?“ 

Mr. FINLEY. Simply because I am o to taking a commis- 
sioner from the Army; to have detailed from the Army a person to 
perform the functions of a civil officer. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. The gentleman does not pretend that a man 
in the Army is unsuitable for such a position and disqualified for it? 

Mr. FINLEY. He is not necessarily disqualified for it, but the edu- 
cation which an officer of the Army receives is not in the direction of 
that of a civil officer. His 8 education as an Army officer to 
a certain extent unfits him for this position. 

I think, Mr. S er, that an engineer should be selected from civil 
life to this position as commissioner. There are plenty of civil engi- 
neers in civil life just as well qualified to perform these duties as any 
engineer in the Army. The duty of engineer will not devolve upon 
this commissioner, for the bill provides for two other engineers. i 
commissioner will paton exactly the same duties as the other two 
commissioners. Why not, then, select him from civil life? 

Here the hammer fell. 
r. HENDEE. I move to limit all further debate on this section 
and pending amendments to one minute. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. HENDEE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] 
can have this one minute if he wishes it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not know that I can say much in a minute, 
but I will make the most of it that I can. I favor the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FINLEY,] provided it be 
modified so that the President in appointing this commissioner, who 
is to be an engineer, may make his selection either from civil or mili- 
tary life, as he chooses. If you confer upon the President this power 
of appointment, I think that he ought to be left to this extent free 
in his selection. 

Mr. BEEBE. I would like to ask the soenan one question. If 
we provide simply that the President shall appoint an engineer as 
commissioner, will the President have authority to make the selec- 
tion of an engineer from the Army to perform these civil duties with- 
out some express provision in the law f 

Here the hammer fell.] 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The time to which debate on this sec- 
tion and pending amendments was limited has expired. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Paris] 
to the amendment of the gentleman from California, [Mr. Davis. 
The Clerk will first report the amendment of the gentleman from 
California, and then the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, 
offered as an amendment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. Davis, of California, as fol- 
lows: 

In lines 10 and 11, strike out the words, “ whose lineal rank skal) beabove that of 
captain. 

The amendment of Mr. FINLEY was read, as follows: 

In lines 9 and 10, strike out the words “an oflicer of the En Corps of the 
Army,” and after the word “ be,” in line 9, insert, an engineer in civil % so as 
to read: One of the said commissioners shall be an in civil life,” Kc. 

Mr. FORT. I rise to a question of order. I understood that an 
amendment was pending providing for striking out all limitation as 


to officers in the Engineer Corps. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk has read the only amend- 
ments pending. 


Mr. FORT. = think the House never would have limited debate if 
it had understood the question was in the present shape. 

The question being taken on Mr. FINLEY’s amendment to the 
amendment it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. Davis, of 
California. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I renew my amendment to strike out the 
words, Ses officer of the Engineer Corps of the Army,” and insert “ en- 

neer. 

E The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question again recurring on the amendment of Mr. DAVIS, of 
California, the question was taken; and there were—ayes 43, noes 67; 
no quorum 8 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Davis, of California, and Mr. HEN- 


DEE were appointed. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 49, noes 92. 
ent was not a 


So the amen 3 
Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I offer the following amendment: 


Strike out all after section 2 and insert the following: 
The three commissioners berein provided for shall be elected by the qualified 
voters of the District of Columbia on the third Monday of April, 1879, and the 
commissioners so elected shall determine by lot which shall serve for the term of 


and three years respectively; and annually thereafter the qualified clect- 


one, two, 
poy said District shall elect one commissioner, who shall serve for the term of 
three years and until his successor is elected and qualified. 

I wish to say in explanation of this amendment—— 

Mr. EDEN. Has not debate been closed on this section ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate was closed on the section and 


pending amendments. is amendment was not pending. 
‘afr. EDEN Is debate in order upon amendments that may be 
offe: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. As this was not pending at the timo 
the debate was closed, the Chair would hold that it is debatable. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Then I desire to say—— 

Mr. EDEN. I think it was understood that debate was entirely 
closed on the section. 

Mr. WADDELL. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not ag to. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HUNTON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understood 
the gentleman from Vermont Air. HND EE] to move that all debate 
upon this section and the amendments be terminated in one minute. 
Isuppose that the effect of the motion when adopted is that while 
it does not cut off the offering of new amendments, those offered can- 
not be debated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Vermont had 
chosen to frame his motion so as to close debateon the section and 
amendments, the Chair might have ruled differently; but as his lan- 

was “pending amendments,” and as this section is clearly 
amendable at present, the Chair cannot hold that debate on new 
amendments is cut off until further action by the House. 

Mr. HENDEE. I supposed that my motion limited debate upon all 
amendments that might be offered. 

ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not so frame his 
motion. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move, then, that all debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto be closed in one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot recognize the gen- 
tleman from Vermont at present, as the gentleman from Ohio Fur. 
JONES] is entitled to the floor upon his amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I have no desire to prolong the discussion, 
but only to explain briefly this amendment. As I understand, the 
principle underlying this bill, if there is 1 in it, is to secure 

roper persons to act as commissioners. That security is provided for 
n that the commissioner shall give bond in the sum of $50,000. The 
people can only elect some n who can give such a bond, and the 
objection, therefore, to paan g men in position who are not responsible 
is obviated by the bond thus required. 

In the next place the object of my amendment is that neither one 
of these commissioners shall act as the engineer of this District, and 
for the reason that the engineer himself is an executive officer under 
tbe commissioners and should not be called upon to decide in refer- 
ence to his own official acts. If this amendment be adopted I intend 
to offer a further amendment that the commissioners shall select 
their own officer for engineer and that the President shall detail the 
officer they select. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HENDEE. I move that all debate on the pending section and 
all amendments thereto be limited to one minute. À 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. Joxxs, of Ohio, 


and it 9 see 

Mr. LA’ OP. I move after the word “receive,” in line 15, to 
insert ‘$5,000 per year;” and in the same line to strike out the word 
“than” and insert the word “including ;” so it will read: 

Provided, That the officer so detailed shall not be assigned to any other duty, 
and that he shall receive $5,000 ear and no farther compensation, dne g 
r. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make that for this reason: this commissioner 
when elected 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I make the point that debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec.5. That as soon as the commissiorers ap 
and subscribed the oath or affirmation herein 


ted as aforesaid shall have taken 
ore described, and the two so elected 
as aforesaid shall have duly bonded as aforesaid, all the powers, rights, and priy- 
ileges lawfully exercised by, and all property, estate, an now vested by 
law in, and exercised by, the commissioners appointed under the provisions of tho 
act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, sl be transferred to and be vested in 
said commissioners, and the functions of the commissioners 50 8 
the act of June 20, 1874, shall cease and determine; and the co: of the 
District of Columbia shall have power, subject to limitations herein provided, to 
apply the taxes or other revenues of said District to the 1 of the current 
re t, and tho 

ces. 


Columbia, and exercise the er and authority aforesaid; but said commissioners, 
in the exercise of such bond wtetie authority, shalt 


ted pursuant to law, except as herein other- 
d commissioners shall have no power to anticipate taxes by 
of any such taxes, or evidence thereof, but they may borrow 
in anticipation of collection of revenue, not to exceed in any one year $500,000, at a 
rate of interest not exceeding 6 per cent. per annum; and said commissioners are 


nothin; 
any wise or interfere with aay suit pending in favor of or against the District of 
Columbia or the commissioners thereof, or affect any rights or cause of action ex- 


isting in favor of any citizen of the District of Columb’ 

the same may be commenced or prosecuted to final jud 

hereby created shall be bound thereby as if the suit bad ey commenced 

for or against the said corporation ; and all final judgments recove against said 

toa wa shall be paid by warrant of the commissioners, or a majority of them, on 
© Treasury. 


or any other person, but 
ent, and the corporation 


Mr. BLACKBURN. By direction of the committee, I move in line 
32, on page 6, to strike out “ five” and insert “two ;” so it will read: 


But they may borrow, in 5 of collection of revenue, not to exceed in 
any one year „000, at a rate of interest not exceeding 6 per cent. per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read section 6, as follows: 

Sec. 6. There shall be a council, consisting of twenty-four members, with duties 
and powers as hereinafter provided. 

No person shall be eligible as a member of said council who is not the owner of 
property in the District of Columbia of the assessed valuation of $3,000 or more, and 
who is not at the time of bis election a citizen of the United States, and who has 
not been a permanent resident of the District of Columbia for five years previous 
to such election, without claim of residence elsewhere during that time, and who 
is not a resident of the election precinct from which he is chosen. 

No person holding any office under the United States or District of Columbia, or 
who shall be interested, either directly or indirectly, in any contract with the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or with the United States for aux work to be done within the 
District of Columbia, shall be eligible as a member of the council. 

Removal from the District of Columbia or from the precinct from which a mem- 
ber is chosen, or the becoming interested in any claim against or contract with said 
District of Columbia or with the United States for work to be done in the District 
of Columbia, or the acceptance of any office under the United States or the District 
of Columbia, shall create a vacancy in such case, and anew clection shall forthwith 
be ordered by the council. 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia shall apportion the cities of 
Washington and Georgetown into eleven election precincts as nearly Saum in u- 
lation as may be, and the Territory of the District of Columbia outside the limits 
of said cities shall constitute one c ion precinct. 

At the first election. one member from each inct shall be elected for one 
year, and one member therefrom shall be elected for two years; and thereafter one 
shall be elected annually in each precinct, who shall be elected for two years, 

Each male inhabitant of the District of Columbia above the age of twenty-one 
years, and who shall be a citizen of the United States, shall be entitled to vote at 
all elections for councilmen: Provided, He shall have been an actual bona fide resi- 
dent of said District of Columbia for the three years, and of the election precinct in 
which he offers to vote for the six months last preceding the election at which he 
offers to vote, claiming no residence elsewhere during that time, and who shall have 
paid the poll tax im d upon him by law. 

Until Congress shall otherwise provide by law, the commissionersof the District 
of Columbia shall prescribe the time, place, and manner for holding elections for 
councilmen, shall appoint a board of registration prior to each gencral electi 
not to exceed three members in each election precinct, whose pay shall not ex 
$2.50 per each day, who shall register the qualified electors in their respective pre- 
cincts at such times and places as said commissioners shall prescribe; and said 
commissioners shall designate pope ie! rages in each election precinct to conduct 
said elections and make returns th to said commissioners, who shall canvass 
the same and issue certificates of election to those having the highest number of 
votes in their ch pata precincts; and said commissioners shall e all needful 
rules and regulations for carrying into effect the provisions of this act not other- 
wise herein provided for: Provided, That the first election for councilmen shall be 
held within sixty days from the passage of this act: And provided further, That 
said commissioners shall give notice, 5 of all elections and registra- 
tions provided for by this act, by peni notices to be ed in convenient and 

blic places in each election precinct in said District of Columbia at least thirty 

ys prior to such election or registration. 

No member of said council shall receive any compensation for his services. 

Each member of the council, registrar, inspector, clerk, or other officer shall, 
before entering papon the discharge of the duties of his office, take an oath binding 
himself to the faithful performance of the same, before some officer authorized to 
administer oaths. 

A majority of said council shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 


ness. 

The council shall have power to prescribe rules for its own government ; 
the judges of the qualifications, tion, and returns of its members, shall elect 
a president from * its own members, and a secretary who shall not be a mem- 
ber of the council, and who shall be allowed a salary, to be flxed by the council, 
not to exceed $1,000 per annum. 

The council shall convene whenever notified by the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia that they bave business to submit for their consideration, and at such 
other times as the council in its discretion may determine: Provided, That the first 
meeting of said council for the organization thereof shall, by action of the com- 
missioners, be called within thirty days after the first election of councilmen. 

The „5 of said council shall be certified the president and 
secretary of said council, audited by the comptroller, and paid by the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia. 

The appointment of all officers, agents, or employés of the District of Columbia 
whose ries shall be at the rate of $1,500 per annum or more shall be made b 
the oe of the District of Columbia, subject to confirmation of sai 
council. 

The council shall, through a committee of its members, have free access to the 

books, and papers of said commissioners of the District of Columbia, and 
of any department of the government of the District of Columbia, and may at any 
time, by a committee of its members, institute and carry on an investigation into 
the accounts and official conduct of any officer, agent, or employé of the District of 
Columbia, and shall report to the commissioners of the District of Columbia an 


mismanagement, maladministration, or official misconduct u the of su 
officer, agent, or employé; which said report when so made „ by the seid com- 
missioners, be promptly transmitted to both Houses of Congress when so requested 


by the council. 

No contract for the construction, improvement, or ir of any street, avenue, 
sewer, alley, highway, or other public work in the District of Columbia, or for 
material to be used for any of soe proposas above mentioned, shall be entered into 
by a of District of Columbia without the approval of the said 
council. 

No member of the council or salaried officer of the District of Columbia shall be 
accepted as surety on any bond required to be given to the District of Columbia, 
nor shall any con tor be accepted as surety for any other contractor. 

All contracts for the construction, improvement, alteration, or of the 
streets, avenues, highways, alleys, gutters, sewers, and all work of like nature, 
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shall be made and entered into on! i and with tbe official consent of a majority 
of the commissioners of the District, which majority the commissioner appointed 
from the Engineer Corps of the Army shall be one. d the entire control and 
supervi of the execution and fulfillment of all contracts entered into and the 
3 of all plans, specifications and estimates for work as above mentioned, 
sl be vested in and exercised by that commissioner of the District of Columbia 
3 from the Engineer Corps of the Army, as hereinbefore provided. 

‘ore any moneys shall be raised or taxes levied and collected for the purpose 


of carrying on the government of the Districtof Columbia, the said commissioners 
shall submit annually to the council for their approval a statement showing in de- 
tail the work pro to be undertaken by them during the fiscal year next ensu- 


ing. and the estimated cost thereof; and also an estimate in detail, which shall 
include the cost of all courts in said District, except the United States courts, the 
judges, officers, witnesses, jail-fees, and all expenses incident thereto; also the 
cost of constructing, repairing, and maintaining all bridges, authorized by law, 
across the Potomac River within the District of Columbia, and also all other 
streams in said District; the cost of ne a public institutions of charity, 
asylums, hospitals, reformatories, and prisons in the District of Columbia, and 
which are now by law supported, wholly or in part, by the United States or District 
of Columbia, of the amount n to defray the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the next fiscal year. 

The council shall carefully consider all 9 submitted to them, as above 
provided, and shall approve or disapprove the same; they may reduce the same, 
155 any ao thereof, but shall have no power to increase such estimate, or any item 


ereof. 

All votes of said council upon such questions of revision or reduction of esti- 
mates shall be taken by P Fed and nays, and a record kept thereof. 

After the council shall have consid d upon all the estimates as sub- 
mitted to them, they shall cause a statement to be made of the amounts approved 
by said council, and the fand or purpose for which required, which statement shall 
be certified by the president and secretary of the council, and delivered, together 
with the estimates as originally submitted to said council, to the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, who shall transmit them to both Houses of Congress. 

To the extent to which Congress shall approve the said estimates they shall ap- 
propriate the amount of 50 per cent. thereof, and the remaining 50 per cent. thereof 
shall be levied and asse: upon the taxable Ere in said District other than 
the property of the United States and of the District of Columbia, in such manner 
as the commissioners of the District of Colambia may deem best, and shall be col- 
lected in the manner now provided by law for the collection of taxes in said Dis- 
trict, with such change in the manner of advertising sales for taxes as may seem 
expedient to said commisioners: Provided, That the rate of taxation in any one 

ar shall not exceed $1.50 on every $100 of real and personal estate not exempt b; 

law, according to the cash valuation thereof: And eee Upon lands 
and held solely for agricultural purposes, and to be 80 designated by the assessors 
n their annual returns, the rate for any one year shall not exceed SL on every $100. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will first be put on the 
„ reported from the committee, which will be read by the 
Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The first amendment. Strike out the following: 
No member of the council or salaried oflicer of the District of Columbia shall be 


<n as surety on oy ee re to be given to the District of Columbia, 
nor any contractor be accepted as surety for any other contractor, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Second amendment. After line 136 add as follows: 

The President of the United States may detail from the eer Corps of the 
Army not more than two officers, of rank subordinate to that of the engineer officer 
belonging to the board of commissioners of said District, to act as assistants to 
said engineer commissioner in the discharge of the special duties imposed upon 
him by the provisions of this act. No member of the council or salaried officer of 
the District of Columbia shall be accepted as surety on any bond required to be 
pra to the District of Columbia, nor shall any contractor be accepted as surety 

or any other contractor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Third amendment. Strike out the word in,“ in line 162, and insert “ belonging 
to and controlled by.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the committee to offer the 
following amendments to this section: On page 12, line 127, after the 
word “official” insert the word “unanimous.” Then in the same 
line strike out the words “of a majority.” Also strike out from and 
including the word “of,” in line 128, down to and including the word 
“ one,” in line 130, as follows: “Of which majority the commissioner 
appointed from the Engineer Corps of the Army shall be one.” Also 
strike out from and ineluding the word “ of,” in line 130, down to and 
including the word “into,” in line 131, as follows: “ Of the execution 
and ae an o a de e entered e ane oe of = 
amendments, Mr. Speaker, if agreed to, will simply be to require the 
action of the commissioners of the District shall be e von 
all subjects therein referred to as to matters of contract. As the bill 
now stands it requires a ority of the commissioners and ires 
the engineer officer shall be one of that majority. The amendment 
I offer under the direction of the committee strikes out that require- 
ment and simply substitutes the unanimous action of the commis- 
sioners on all these questions. 

The amendment was N to. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I am directed by the committee to move, page 8, 
line 44, to insert “ and provided, further, he shall have been duly regis- 
tered as a qualified voter as herein provided.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I move, on page 13, line 162, after the word pris- 
ons, toinsert “ and the Washington Aqueduct and its appurtenances.” 

he amendment was to. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Iam further directed by the committee, in line 15, 
to insert after the word “any” the word “ buildings.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move, on page 7, line 13, after the word “ Colum- 
bia,” to insert the words “except as hereinbefore provided for the 
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office of commissioner,” and after the word “eligible,” in line 16, to 
insert “as commissioner or ;” so it will read: 

No person holding any office under the United States or District of Columbia, 
except as hereinbefore provided for the office of commissioner, or who shall be in- 
terested, either directly or indirectly, in any contract with the District of Columbia, 
or with the United States, for any work to be done within the District of Columbia, 
shall be eligible as commissioner or as a member of the council. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. We are willing to accept that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I offer the following amendment: 

On page 14 in line 186, strike out 50 and insert 40, and in line 187 strike 
out 80 and insert ‘'60;” so that it will read: 

To the extent to which Congress shall approve the said estimates they shall ap- 
eee 40 per cent. thereof, and the remaining 60 per cent. there- 
of be levied and assessed upon the taxable property in said District, &o. 

The object of the amendment is to put on the Federal Government 
40 per cent. of the whole amount of the expenses of the District gov- 
ernment and 60 per cent. of the amount on the people of the District. I 
do not propose to enter into a discussion of this bill further than tosay 
that it seems to me a city with one hundred and sixty thousand popula- 
tion ought to pay more than half the expenses of its government. It 
seems to me it is inequitable and unjust to impose half the expense 
of the city government on the people of other portions of the country. 
I am willing to act quite liberally by the people of the District, and 
I recognize the fact that a portion of the expenses ought properly to 
be borne by the Federal Government; but 1 think we recognize that 
fully enough if we agree to pay 40 per cent. of the expenses of the 
District government. 

Mr. EDEN. I am favorable to the amendment offered by my friend 
from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN.] I think that 40 per cent. is a sufficient pro- 

rtion for the Government of the United States to pay of the expenses 
incurred in the city of Washington. The city owes a debt the interest 
of which will require about or over a million dollars annually, and 
it will take about half a million more tō support its public schools. 
This bill proposes to limit the rate of taxation in this District to one 
dollar sad a alf in the hundred. I suppose that will just about raise 
enough money to keep up their schools and pay the interest on the 
debt, and it will leave the Government of the United States to pay 
all the balance of the expenses of this District, of every sort and 
kind. I do not think that is right. I hardly see the propriety in any 
event of the people of the United States paying to keep up the schools 
in this District. At home our constituents have to pay all those 

nses themselyes. 

But it is said that the Government of the United States owns one- 
half the property in the District, and therefore they ought to pay 
one-half the expenses of all kinds. If I understand the matter aright, 
in order to ace out the ownership in the Government of one-half 
the property in this District they count the streets and avenues of 
the District I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that it is fair in making 
up this apportionment that is to be devolved upon the Treasury of 

e United States to charge us with the streets and avenues. Those 
streets and avenues are for the benefit of the inhabitants of the Dis- 
trict, and the people everywhere outside the city of Washington are 
taxed for the purpose of airing the streets and avenues abutting 
on their property, not for the reason that the owners of property own 
the streets and avenues but for the reason that the streets and ave- 
nues are kept up for the benefit of the people who own the property 
abutting on those streets. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. EDEN. I have but five minutes and cannot yield. If I had 
more time I would be glad to do so. 

I think, then, if the people of the United States are to pay one-half 
or any proportion of the expenses of keeping y aes schools or any 
proportion of the interest upon the debt of this District, even 40 per 
cent. of the amount is too great a proportion to be charged upon the 
Treasury of the United States. 

A large portion of the debt created by the improvements that were 
made here was paid out of the Treasury of the United States at the 
time the improvements were being made. In one single session of 
Congress the following appropriations were made: on the 8th of 
January, 1873, there was appropriated for improvement of streets, 
sewerage, &c., $1,241,920.92. There was also appropriated for pav- 
ing roadway and crossings, &c., in front of United States property, 
$95,620 ; to the board of public works, for filling canals, $68,365. On 
May 15, 1 $100,000 was appropriated. On March 3, 1872, there 
was appropriated as follows: to reimburse the city of Washington 
for work done around Government reservations, $188,200.75; for the 
same, $106,533 ; to complete improvements of streets, avenues, &c., 
$913,497.26 ; to reimburse the city of Washington for improvements, 
&c., $1,000,000. x 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HUNTON. I rise to oppose the amendment. Che question as 
to the division of the expenses of the District of Columbia between 
the Federal Government and the people of the District is a question 
which has engaged the attention of this Government for the last 
thirty years and more, and the question never has been referred 
to a committee except on one occasion, when that committee did not 
report either to the Senate pr to the House of Representatives, from 
which the committee was appointed, that the true proportion of the 
expense to be borne by the Federal Government and the people of 
this District was one-half by each. 


The first report I find on the subject was one by Mr. Southard, 
made to the Senate in 1835, in which he took that ground. The sub- 
ject was again referred to a committee of this House, of which Judge 

oland was the chairman, and the committee reported to the House 
that each one of the parties to the government of this District should 
pay 50 per cent. Then, sir, when there was a special joint commit- 
tee appointed in 1876 to investigate this question, that committee— 
and the only committee that has repo: differently from the bill 
now under consideration—reported 60 and 40 per cent. But since 
that time this bill now under consideration includes burdens upon 
the people of this District not heretofore embraced in any bill or 
any report from a committee of this House or the Senate. For in- 
stance, sir, this bill imposes upon the District 50 cent. of the ex- 
pense of the bridges leading into the District; it imposes 50 per cent. 
of the expenses of all the charities; it imposes, by an amendment 
which is offered, 50 per cent. of the expense of the Aqueduct and its 
appurtenances; and this committee determined that when these addi- 
tional subjects of burden to the people of the District of Columbia 
were added to the bill it did not do more than keep up the proportion 
a the Schelpe by the joint select committee of 60 per cent. and 
4 r cen 

believe I can say in the presence of the gentleman from Vermont 
that a large majority of that joint select committee thought that 50 
per cent. on the part of the Government and 50 per cent. on the part 
of the people was about the fair thing. Well, now, I have studied 
this question with a great deal of care, and having been a member of 
that joint select committee and also a member of the committee that 
framed and reported this bill, I say, after the maturest reflection that 
I could give to the subject, that it is but just to the people that the 
Government should bear equally with the people the burdens of the 
government of the District of Columbia. 

I wish I had time to look at the object of the framers of the Con- 
stitution of the United States in founding the seat of the Federal 
Government at this place, because we all know that when these ten 
miles square were ceded by the States of Maryland and Virginia to 
the Federal Government for the permanent seat of Government, 
when this territory was ceded, it was a vast wilderness and there 
was not then scarcely a house within its borders, and the very reason 
of locating the seat of Government here and making this the capital 
of the Federal Government was because of its situation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRIGHT obtained the floor and yielded his time to the gentle- 
man from yis [Mr. Hunton. ] 

Mr. HUNTON. And, sir, the object of locating the capital here 
was to get us away from commercial and manufacturing cities, that 
we might not be overawed by a population not under the absolute 
control of Congress. It was never contemplated in the debates of 
Congress—and, if members will take the trouble to read them, it will 
be found that it was never contemplated—that the people of this Dis- 
trict, but a few hundred then in number, at the time when the seat 
of the Federal Government was located here, should bear the expenses 
of founding a capital for this t nation. 

Why, look at the streets of this city, over one hundred and sixty to 
one hundred and ninety feet wide. Look at the vast areas of public 

unds set apart for public use, now held by the Government of the 
nited States in absolute title. 

Now, my friend from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] says that, although the 
Government of the United States owns half the property here, which 
is exempted by this bill from taxation, it should not pay half of the 
governmental expenses of this District. Ido not know how it appears 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. EDEN, ] but that seems to me to 
be the faires t rule that the House can now adopt, and make all par- 
ties pay the expenses of the Government of the District of Columbia 
according to the property owned by those parties. 

Mr. GAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly, but my time is very limited. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask the tleman from Virginia [Mr. 
HUNTON] upon what data the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia have arrived at the conclusion that the Government owns one- 
half of the propert in the District of Columbia. 

5 Mr. HUNTON. By the last assessment made of the real estate in the 
istrict. 

Mr. REAGAN. Without reference to the business carried on by 

merchants, &.? : 

Mr. HUNTON. By the assessment of the real estate of the District 
of Columbia. According to that assessment the ownership of prop- 
erty is divided about equally between the Federal Government and 
the citizens of the District. 

Mr. REAGAN. And the commerce and wealth of the District out- 
side of the real estate, which amount to much more than the real 
estate, are to be exempt from taxation ? 

Mr. HUNTON. I do not see that that has any relation to my argu- 
ment. Now in regard to the streets 

Ener E Ak Et pro tempore. Th f the gentleman has expired 

The protempore. The time of the eman has expired. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move that all debate air tie pending section 
and the amendments thereto be limited to one minute. 

Mr. EDEN. There is one other amendment, and a very important 
one, which should be made. I hope debate will not be closed until 
we have had a fair opportunity for discussion. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter for the House to 
determine. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] moves that 
all debate upon the pending section and amendments thereto be lim- 
ited to one minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Allow me to remind the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. EDEN] that a session for this evening was agreed upon by the 
12 and his motion to adjourn, if carried, will cut off that even- 
session. 
. EDEN. What is the session for to-night? 

Mr. GARFIELD. For debate on the tariff bill. 

Mr. EDEN. Then Iwill withdraw the motion to adjourn and move 
that the House now take a recess until half-past seven o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 67, noes 94. 

The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. REAGAN, to amend 
section 6, by striking out of line 186 the word “ fifty” and inserting 
the word “ forty ;” , in line 187, by striking out the word “fifty 
and inserting the word “sixty ;” so that that portion of the section, 
if so amended, would read as follows: 

To the extent to which Congress shall approve the said estimates they shall 
appropriate the amount of 40 per cent. thereof, and the remaining 60 per cent. 

f shall be levied and assessed Sers the taxable property in said District 


other than the property of the United States and of the District of Columbia, in 
such manner as the commissioners of the District of Columbia may deem best, &. 


Mr. EDEN. Upon that amendment I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 20, noes 117; not one-fifth in the 

rmative. 

Before the result of the vote was announced— 

Mr. SPRINGER called for tellers upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being buf 14 in the affirmative; 
not one-fifth of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House now take a recess until 
half-past seven o’clock to-night. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. EDEN. I move to amend this section by striking out the first 
proviso, as follows: 


That the rate of taxation in any one year shall not exceed $1.50 on every 
ei and personal estate not exempt by law, according to the cash valuation 
reo 


I believe I am entitled to one minute for debate. I am opposed to 
limiting the rate of taxation in this District to $1.50 upon each §100 
and ee ope the balance of the burden of the support of the Dis- 
trict upon the people of the United States. My constituents pay twice 
as much taxes as this for the support of their State, county and mu- 
nicipal governments. If the rate of taxation in this District is limited 
as pro by this bill to $1.50 on the $100, there will not be received 
enough revenue to pay the interest on the debt of the District and to 
ieee up the schools. 

e people of the United States will have to pay every dollar of the 
expense 8 to keep in repair the streets and avenues of the 
city, and you will simply by this bill take the burden off the people 
of this city and place it upon the people of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

‘The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. EpEN; and 
upon a division—ayes 59, noes 91—it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDEN. I now move that the House take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock. 

Mr. HENDEE. Let us finish this bill. 

Mr. EDEN. You cannot get through with it to-day. I call for the 
yeas and nays on my motion. 

The question was taken upon ordering tho yeas and nays; and 
there were 17 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

The motion of Mr. EDEN for a recess was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. This section is still open to amendment? 

g on 1 pro tempore. It is still open to amendment, but not 
o debate. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I move to amend lines 4, 5, and 6 of the 
section by striking out the words,“ Who is not the owner of property 
in the District of Columbia of the assessed valuation of $3,000 or 
more and ;” so that it will read, “No person shall be eligible as a 
member of said council who is not at the time of his election a citizen 
of the United States,” &. 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 

No e amendment being offered to section 6, section 7 was read, 
us follows: 


Src. 7. That the said commissioners may, by general regulation consistent with 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1877, entitled “An act for the support of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Colombia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and 
for other pu! "or with other existing laws, prescribe the time or times for 
the payment of all taxes and the conditions of are payment, and the duties of 
assessors and collectors in relation thereto; that all taxes collected shall be 
into the Treasury of the United States, and the same, as well as the appropriations 
to be made by Congress as aforesaid, shall be disbursed for the ex said 
District, on proper vouchers certified by said commissioners, or a majority of them ; 
and the accounts of said commissioners, and the tax-collectors, and all other officers 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 15, 


required to account shall be settled and adjusted by the accounting officers of the 
‘Treasury Department of the United States. 

No amendment being offered to section 7, section 8 was read, as 
follows: 

Sec. 8. That hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the interest ac- 
cruing on the 3.65 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia as Aes sito matures, 
and the amounts so paid shall be credited as part of the appropriation for the year 
by the United States toward the expenses of the government of the District, as 
herein provided. 


Mr. EDEN. I move to strike out section 8. The object of my mo- 
tion is this: the effect of the section will be to make the appropria- 
tion out of the Treasury for the payment of the interest on the 3.65 Dis- 
trict bonds a permanent and continuing appropriation instead of an 
annual appropriation. The practice, since these bonds were issued, 
has been for Congress at each session to make the necessary appo 
pes for the payment of the interest of the 3.65 bonds out of the 

nds of the District. The law upon the subject is this: 
* And the faith of tae Unitet 82 is heresy poagn. 17 tho 2 A yas 
a ions, as em y s act, an usin; 
27 B property within said District such $ faper pean provido the 
revenues necessary to pay the interest on said bonds as the former may become 
due vel ee and create asinking fund for the payment of the principal thereof 


Now Lobjeet to changing the law in reference to the 2 707 of the 
interest on these 3.65 bonds. The Government of the United States is 
now responsible only for the collection of taxes to pay the interest as 
it now accrues; that is all we are bound to do. 

These bonds run for fifty years, and if this bill in its present form 
becomes a law the contract with the holders of the bonds is irrepeal- 
able during that term, no matter what may be the desire of the Dis- 
trict authorities or of the Government itself in reference to the bonds. 

Iam very well aware that the of this provision will add 
greatly—perhaps thirty cents on the dollar—to the value of the bonds, 
which have been bought up on speculation; but I am not very anx- 
ious for the passage of a law which will be irrepealable for fifty 
years, even if it does have that effect. 

We discharge our duty fully in reference to these bonds when we 
see that the interest as it falls due is paid without making a perma- 
nent appropriation. I am not very much in favor of permanent a 

ropriations. I think it a correct principle that appropriations e 
be made annually; that each Congress should have the right to take 
up and examine the estimates and determine What appropriations 
are n I repeat, I am not in favor of legislation the only 
effect of which, so far as I can see, will be to enact with reference to 
these bonds a law irre: ble for the next r Seg and to add 
thirty cents on the dollar to the value of the bonds in the pockets of 
men who have ponghi them up as a speculation. 

Mr. HUNTON. I wish to say only a word or two in opposition to 
the amendment of my friend from Ilin a (Mr. verge e has just 
read a law which binds the Government of the United States to guar- 
antee the payment of interest on the 3.65 bonds. The section under 
consideration, and which he moves to strike ont, does no more than 
5 for the payment of this interest, which is already guaranteed 

the Government. We know that year by year the Congress of the 
nited States makes an appropriation to pay the interest on these 
3.65 bonds; and the only thing additional provided in this eighth 
section is that, when a computation is made df the 50 pe cent. to be 
paid by the Government and the 50 per cent. to be paid by the people 
of the District, whatever the Government shall have ee as iuterest 
on she 3.65 bonds shall be credited to the Government in that com- 
utation. 
5 Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. HUNTON, Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If the Government is bound now, 
why is it necessary to insert this section f 

Mr. HUNTON. Because year by year we have this fight over an 
8 to pay the interest on the 3.65 bonds, and it is a fight 
that always results in the permas Now this is simply a general 
pore for the payment of this interest as it accrues and for cred- 

ting the Government of the United States with the payment in the 
division of the expenses between the Government and the people of 
the District. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. HUNTON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I understand that the gentleman, as a mem- 
ber of a committee of the Forty-fourth Congress, fixed upon 40 per 
cent, as the fair B pons cedar of expenses of the District to be assumed 
by the General Government. Now this bill proposes that the Goy- 
ernment of the United States shall pay 50 per cent.. How does the 
gentleman eet himself in supporting this increased proportion? 

Mr. HUNTON. I have y attempted to explain that matter 
which properly belongs to a section al y passed and not now under 
consideration. I will, however, for the gentleman’s benefit repeat 
the explanation. The bill now under consideration adds to the ex- 
penses of the District government enough to justify fully the differ- 
ent rule here pro as to the proportionate share of expense to 
be borae Moe nited States Government. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I desire to state in as few words as 
possible why in my judgment this section should bestricken out. If, 
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as stated by the pontea from Virginia, [Mr. HUNTON, ] the Govern- 

ment is already bound for the payment of this interest, then there is 

no necessity for cy hp Soin section. In addition to that there is 

ranches fl ere in this House a bill (I think it is on the Speaker’s 

table) in which this subject is provided for as a question entirely dis- 

13 from the formation of a government for the District of Co- 
unibia, 

Mr. HUNTON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That is a provision 
for one engi ayment of interest. 

Mr. D. (the Speaker.) On the contrary, if I understand 
correctly, it is a Senate bill providing that the Government of the 
United States shall be permanently bound until the payment of the 
principal of these 3.65 bonds. 

Mr. HUNTON. I was not aware of any such bill. 

Mr. RANDALL, (he Speaker.) m impression is that the provision 
of the bill is what I have just stat 
97 85 HENDEE. I think the Speaker will find that there is no such 
Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I will ascertain the exact fact in a 
moment. 

Mr. HENDEE. Mr. Chairman, the Government of the United 
States has already agreed to take care of this interest; but as the law 
stands to-day (I ask the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to 
this point) there is no provision for the payment of the interest by 
33 commissioners of the District have no power to pay 
it; the Treasurer of the United States has no power to pay it. 

Mr. EDEN. If the interest is provided for annually as it becomes 
due, is not that sufficient ! 

Mr. HENDEE. TEE renee says that this interest may be pro- 
vided for annually. „Speaker, we have attempted at every ses- 
sion within the last three or four years to pass a anent law on 
this subject; and I understood the gentleman to admit the other day 
that, in his jadgment, the United States Government was honestly 
and honorably bound to take care of this interest and of the princi- 
pal, if it should not be paid on the maturity of the bonds. 

Mr. EDEN. I presume the effort will be to saddle the principal 
on the Government, of course. 

Mr. HENDEE. This bill provides that the Government of the 
United States shall pay 50 per cent. of the expenses of the District, 
and that the people of the District shall pey the remaining 50 per 
cent. It provides further that as this interest becomes due the Treas- 
urer of the United States shall pa here the amount shall be charged 
“p as a part of the 50 per cent. whic is to be the proportionate share 
of expense to be borne by the Government of the United States. In 
other words the Government will not pay this interest, but will sim- 
ply advance it from year to year as so much of its proportion of the 
expenses of the District. That is all. 

have no objection to the amendment saying this shall not change 
the relation of the General Government in regard to these District 


mds. 

Mr. EDEN. It does change the relation of the General Government 
w regera to these District bonds, and if it does not there is no use of 

aving it. £ 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I desire to correct a statement I 
made a few minutes ago in so far as I stated there was a Senate bill 

nding of like purport, The question has been acted on separately 

y a committee of this House, the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and reported, and is now upon the Calendar. 

rete ENDEE. It has gone to the Calendar where it will never be 
reached, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) But it is a subject which should be 
considered separately and distinctly by the House and by Congress 
rather than in the form of a provision in a bill establishing a per- 
manent form of government for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDEE. It has been reported separately each year. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That shows probably it ought to 
be discussed and beaten another year. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply desire to say there is not a member 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia nor a member of this 
House who goes further than I go in protesting the Government of the 
United States is not bound to pay that 3.65 bonded debt. The bill to 
which the honorable Speaker of the House, the gentleman from Penn- 
pirane has referred, reported by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

AYLER] from the Committee of Ways and Means, is not such a bill 
as will ever receive my support or approval in this House. And while 
I deny the Government of the United States is bound for the princi- 
pal of the 3.65 bonded indebtedness of $13,000,000, I am frank toadmit 
that the law does bind the Government for the interest upon those 3.65 
bonds. The law provides the Government shall see that interest is 
paid, but the law goes no further except to bind this Government to 
see the District of Columbia makes provision to meet the principal of 
the bond. 

Now, sir, if this bill, or if this section of the bill, in any way what- 
ever bound the Government to meet the principal of that $13,000,000 
of debt, I would be the last man to give my assent toits passage, but 
the six lines which constitute this eighth section, in no wise touches 
the question of the obligation of the panapa It simply does what 
the law already requires, that we shall meet the interest on this debt. 
You may say if that be all there is no use in enacting it as a section 
to this bill. I grant you that, but there is one thing more it does do: 
this gives to the United States Treasury a credit upon its 50 per cent. 


contribution to the expenditures of this District of Columbia for every 


dollar it thus advances to meet the obligations which already rest 
upon it under the law. For that reason, it is not as the advocate or 
the friend of the 3.65 bonds, but it is from the stand-point of the opyo: 
nent of the 3.65 bonds, it is from my own seat Po declaring this 
Government is not responsible for the payment of that debt. I advo- 
cate the p of this section because it gives to the Federal Treas- 
ury a credit of 50 per cent. in conducting the affairs of the District 
of Columbia. It gives a credit in that Tirection for every dollar it 
pays on the interest of these bonds. ; 
Here the hammer gird 

Mr. EDEN and Mr. H A rose. [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote!”] 

Mr. EDEN. I have only a word to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. HANNA.] 

Mr. HANNA. I have been already cut out once or twice, and I 
hope I will be permitted to proceed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to the end there may be no misunderstanding 
about this section, and to the end it may not be claimed by the pas- 
sage of this section the Government has committed itself to the pay- 
ment of the principal of this 3.65 bonded debt, I ask the following 
amendment be appended to this eighth section: 


Provided, Nothing herein contained shall be hereafter so construed as to commit 
the Government to the payment of the principal of said bonds. 


ae 5 (the 8 12 Senas has aak been asserted by 
any t we are in the least degree to pay the principal of the 
3.65 8 debt. ig 3 . 

Mr. HANNA. It is a wise thing, then, to make the provision here, 
so that years after the passage of a section of this kind it may not 
be argued that the Congress of the United States intended by the 
passage of this section to assume that bonded debt. It seems to me 
right and prudent under the circumstances to guard against any such 
construction being pire to our Government. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I should like to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky a question, whether in fact the adoption of this eighth 
section does not make us bound for all time for the payment of the 
interest on the 3.65 bonds in the same way as provided in the bill 
8 the Committee of Ways and Means by the gentleman 

m Ohio. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I answer and say, the bill to which the hon- 
orable Speaker refers, it is true, is on the Calendar, but it is not 
before the House for consideration. I have read that bill 

Mr. RANDALL, (the S er.) That is not au answer. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have read the bill, but I have not examined 
it with such particularity as would warrant me to go into a discus- 
sion of it; but this I wish to add by way of answer, that this section 
does make provision for the payment of the interest on these bonds. 
The law already does that. This section goes further and does that 
which induces me to support it: it declares for every dollar the Gov- 
ernment shall advance to pay the interest on these bonds the Govern- 
ment shall receive a credit on it of 50 per cent. toward the expenses 
of the District. It is for that reason Seed in favor of it. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The effect both of the eighth sec- 
tion of this bill, and of the bill which the gentleman from Kentuck 
speaks of, is 7 the same. If either this eighth section 3 
become a law, or if the bill reported from the Committee of Ways 
and Means should become a law, the Government will bo in like man- 
ner in both cases bound for the interest onthisdebt. And the House 
may as well understand distinctly that when they vote for this eighth 
section they practically vote to make the Government bound for the 
interest on the 3.65 bonds. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. May Iask the Speaker a question? 

-Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I admit the operation of the eighth section is 
just as the honorable gentemen puts it. But I desire him to answer 
this question: Is not the Government of the United States now bound 
to 158 that interest ? 

. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Not until the District makes de- 
fault. And Iam for cementing mie District first to make every effort 
itself to pay this interest on the 3.65 bonds before I recognize its 
right to put its hand into the Treasury of the United States and take 
out therefrom the difference between what it is able or willing to pay 
and the amount which has to be paid to the 3.65 bondholders. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sure there is no difference between the 
gentleman and myself as to that. But if the Government is to go on 

aying the interest on these bonds as it is now bound to do under the 
aw, what I desire is that we shall have a credit for it under the 50 
per cent. arrangement. 

Mr. WILL 8, of Oregon. If you pass this bill, will not the Gov- 
ernment have to pay the interest without question ? 

[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Will the Chair declare what the 
question is, that we may vote understandingly ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna] to the eighth section, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the section these words: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to commit the 
Government to the payment of the principal of said bonds. 


— 
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Mr. ELAM. I understood that the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr: EDEN] was pending. 


The SP pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. EDzN] is to strike out section 8. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna} is to perfect the section 
which it is proposed to strike out, and that amendment is first in 
order to be voted on. 

The question being taken on Mr. HaNnna’s amendment, it was 
adopted. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. EDEN to strike out the 
eighth section as amended; and being taken the Speaker pro tempore 
announced that in the opinion of the Chair the “ noes” had it. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question Hoe Has on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 26, noes 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) 
the yeas and pave were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRIC I move that the House take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock. 

The question being taken on Mr. ALDRICR’S motion, there were 
ayes 82, noes 74. 

Mr. FELTON. I call for tellers. 

ee were ordered; and Mr, ALDRICH and Mr. HENDEE were ap- 

oin 
x The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 
94 


So the motion to take a recess was not agreed to. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move that the further consideration of this 
bill be 3 until to-morrow morning after the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. EDEN. I object to that. 

Mr. HENDEE. e can finish the bill now in a very few moments. 

Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!” 
r. CONGER. What was the result of the vote on ordering the 
yeas and nays? 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That call is made too late. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] 
to strike out the section,on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. Pending that a motion was made that the House take a 
recess, which motion was lost. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for tellers on the question of ordering the 
yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call is made too late. Other busi- 
ness has intervened. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I have moved that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed until to-morrow after the reading of the Jour- 


nal. ` 
Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a point of order. I submit that that 
motion is not in order. . This is the third Monday of the month, which 
is assigned for District business after two o’clock, and this bill is con- 
side: asa part of the business in order on that day, and when it 
oes over ay it goes over till the next day assign for District of 
olumbia business. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Not if the House orders otherwise. 
The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair overrules the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Illinois. The bill before the House is a 
special order, 15 1 8 5 to the control of the House at any time. 
Mr. BEEBE. I move that the House now take a recess till half 
past seven o’clock, and upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CLYMER. No business has intervened since the last vote. 
Mr. BEEBE. I submit that business has intervened, and that my 
re SPEAKER } The Ch the gent] 
e tempore. e Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois B to move that the pene pain Fo of the 


bill be aa until to-morrow morning after the reading of the | has 


Journal 

Mr. EDEN. Is it in order to move that the House do now adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order. 

oe EDEN. +s make 8 ging ee 0 rom 

The question being taken, the er tempore announced t 
in the bm inion of the Chair the hobs hae f. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were ayes 19, not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. ROBBINS, I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, there were ayes 11, 
not one-fifth of a quorum. á 

So tellers were refused, and the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on Mr. BURCHARD’S motion, there were— 
ayes 114; noes 38. 

Mr. EDEN. Ical for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only fourteen members voting therefor. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURCHARD moved to reconsider the order just made; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYmPsoxN, one of its clerks, an- 


nounced the passage of the following bills and joint resolution ; in 
which concurrence was requested, 

A bill (8. No. 35) to repeal the bankrupt law ; 

A bill (S. No. 134) making further appropriation for continuing tho 
3 of the Galveston Harbor, in the State of Texas; and 

joint resolution (S. R. No. 23) providing for the distribution and 

sale of the new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its 
amendments disagreed to, to a bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for 
other purposes, asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed as managers of such poss; Seber on its 
part Mr. BLAINE, Mr. Winpom, and Mr. BECK. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BEEBE. I move that the House take a recess until half-past 
seven o'clock, 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to move to suspend the rules and pass a 
bill. [Cries of “Regular order l 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business coming 
up by agreement of the House, and it is the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [ Mr. MILLS] to refer the joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Maryland to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union in preference to the Committee on the Judiciary or 
to a special committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to postpone the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order, allowed by unanimous consent, 
was laid aside at two o’clock for consideration of the business from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. When said business is dis- 
posed of the House resumes the business interrupted at the hour 
named, and the Chair thinks it cannot be postponed, having been 
allowed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEEBE. I rise to a question of order. I was recognized by 
the Chair as the gentleman from New York, and made a motion that 
the House take a recess. 

Abe SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from New 
ork. 
Me RERE: I desire to press that motion now. [Criesof “Regular 
order! 

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the gentleman from New York will yield to 
me for a moment, to make a motion to concur in a request of the 
Senate for a committee of conference, 

Mr. BEEBE. No; I will yield for nothing. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on Mr, ALDRICH’s motion; and on a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 39, noes 111. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on Mr. BEEBE’s motion. 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask the House to consent to a committee of con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the bill (H. R. No, 3740) to rovide 
for deficiencies in the appropriation for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and 


for other pu é 
Mr. EWING. I object. 
[Cries of “Re order!” 


The SPEAKER. The ar order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. BEEBE. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD. I submit that the motion is not in order pend- 
ing the motion to suspend the rules, and I understood the Speaker to 
say that the regular order came over from Monday last; which was 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The motion the gentleman from Minois alludes 
to will be in order when it is reached. The Chair will state the 
exact position of business. In case the House will not adjourn, as it 
not to adjourn, the first business in order is the motion 
of the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. MILLS, I to refer the memorial from 
the Legislature of Maryland to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. The question of reference being disposed of 
the call of the States will still rest with the State of Maryland, then 
Virginia, and so on through the list. After the call of the States and 
Territories for bills and joint resolutions shall have been concluded, 
then the question will recur upon the motion pending from last Mon- 
day, and unfinished on that day, which is to suspend the rules and pass 
a bill. There cannot be two motions to suspend the rules pending at 
the same time under the same rule of authority. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would 
ask whether or not, under the order of the House, the bill to establish 
a permanent form of government for the District of Columbia will 
not come up for consideration immediately after the reading of the 
Journal to-morrow morning ? 

The SPEAKER. That bill is unfinished business, and has a right 
to come up after the reading of the Journal to-morrow, and from day 
to day thereafter until disposed of. The Chair is advised that it was 
taken up by unanimous consent to-day during the time allotted under 
the rules to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does it cut out the morning hour to-mor- 
row morning ? 

The SPEAKER. It does, 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will not the morning hour come in after 
the District of Columbia bill is disposed of 7 


1878. 


The SPEAKER. The District of Columbia bill comes up to-mor- 
row and every day until disposed of, after the reading of the Jour- 
nal; but in addition to that the House has determined to-day to 
pone it until after the reading of the Journal to-morrow, thus 
ing its status. 

. BEEBE. Is debate in order while a motion is pending to take 
a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is always in order to inform 
the House as to the business before it, so as to have an intelligent 
decision. 

Mr. HALE. Can any of this business, to which the Chair has re- 
ferred, come up to-night if the House takes a recess ? 

The SPE 0; because the House, by unanimous consent, 
allowed this evening’s session to be set aside exclusively for debate 
upon the tariff bill. 4 

Mr. CARLISLE, This beng the day set apart by the rules of the 
House for the consideration of bills reported by the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, I would ask the Chair what has become 
of those bills. r 

The SPEAKER. There was none reported that the Chair is ad- 
vised of; and the committee failed to assert and has lost its right to 
make reports until the third Monday of next month. [After a pause. ] 
The Chair is reminded by the Clerk that Friday evening of this week 
has been set apart for the consideration of reports from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. Its right to report will then 
come in force. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ihave been informed that there have been some 
bills rted from that committee. 

The SPEAKER. Then they are in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion has just been voted down. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that the House now take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. BEEBE; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 92, noes 75. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILIIs, of New York, and Mr. CAR- 
LISLE were 5 5 i 

Mr. CON G I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. If the House should determine neither to take a 
recess nor to adjourn, but should continue in session, then if the time 
shall come, by the disposition of other business, for a suspension of 
the rules, the matter could be reached in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The first vote on a suspension of the rules would 
be on the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr, BUTLER. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Suppose that motion is disposed of, then another 
motion to suspend the rules would be in order. 

The SP Undoubtedly. 

The House sen divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 89, noes 

So the motion of Mr. BEEBE was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
five o’clock and fifty-five minutes p.m.) the House took a recess until 
half-past seven o’clock p. m. 


rm- 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at seven o’clock 
and thirty minutes p. m. and was called to order by the Speaker. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move thatthe House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the special order 
for this evening. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. COVERT in the chair.) 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of House bill No. 4106, to impose duties upon for- 
eign imports, to promote trade and commerce, to reduce taxation, and 
for other purposes. By order of the House, the session of this evenin 
is for debate only upon this bill, no business whatever to be 5 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, ilt is a matter of very considerable 
regret that the distinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. Woop, 
who presented this tariff bill to the House on Tuesday last, shoul 
have failed in his W speech to give any explanation of the details 
of the bill. Indeed at the very outset of his remarks he disavowed all 
intention of giving to the House any explanation or analysis of the 
provisions of the bill upon which the House will be expected to take 


action at no distant day. 
Following his example, I shall content myself, for the present at 
least, with a discussion of some of the general features of the bill and 


their effect se . the business of the country. I am opposed to the 
pending bill from a high sense of duty, a duty imposed upon me by 
the very strong convictions which I entertain, after an examination 
of its several features, that should the proposed measure become a law 
it will be nothing short of a public calamity. It scales down the 
much needed revenues of the Government: though this proposition 
was denied by the distinguished gentleman who opened this debate, 
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[Mr. Woop, I I desire in this connection to call attention to a carefully 
prepared statement by Mr. Young, superintendent of the Bureau of 
Statistics, in which it is shown that the revenues to be derived under 
this bill, if it shall become a law, estimated upon the basis of the 
importations of 1877, will fall short of the revenues of that year some- 
thing more than $9,000,000. 

This bill not only impairs the revenues of the Government, but it 
is a blow well directed at the mining, the manufacturing, and the 
industrial classes of this country. It will not be denied that any 
material readjustment of the tariff system at this time is a delicate 
and hazardous undertaking, and should be approached if at all with 
great care and circumspection, with a thorough knowledge of the bugi- 
ness and commerce of the country, their needs and relations, which 
it pro to affect. Its consideration should be unincumbered by 
individual or sectional interests, and should be free from any attempt 


or desire to promote the interests of one class at the expense of the 
many. The en to the greatest number should guide any 
legislation which may be had. I believe if this rule should be adopted 


the proposed measure will find little favor in this House. 

I do not doubt that free trade or its “next of kin,” tariff reform, 
might be of temporary advantage to a very limited class of our pop- 
ulation and would be hailed with delight by the home importer and 
foreign manufacturer; but no one, I predict, who has thoughtfully 
considered the subject and its effect upon our present state and con- 
dition can fail to discern that free trade or tariff reform introduced 
into this country now will produce still further business depression 
and increased commercial paralyzation. ; 

Our once prosperous manufactories are barely able. now with the 
1 duties upon imports to keep their wheels in motion; and what, 

ask, must become of them if the 5 product which 
competes with the manufactured product of the United States shall 
be suffered to come into this country free of duty or at reduced rates 
of duty? Mr. Chairman, there can be but one result, which I shall 
endeavor to present later in the course of my remarks. 

If a change is necessary in the present tariff system or in some 
cases a reduction is demanded for the general good, then I answer 
that such reduction or change should be the work of time, and not 
hastily or inconsiderately made. Any change, however seemingly 
trilling, will seriously operate upon the business interests of this coun- 
try, will unsettle trade and disturb values. Even a discussion of the 
question is a terror to the commercial classes; and we have discov- 
ered since the report of the subcommittee of the Committee of Ways 
and Means was given to the House and to the country a marked dis- 
turbance in every avenue of trade and labor. 

There can be no justification for an immediate change of the pres- 
ent system. If a new policy is to be inau ted or departures are 
to be made from the old, then they should have reference to a period 
of time in the future sufficiently remote from the present to enable 
business men and trades-people to pee for the new order of things 
and adjust their trade conformably to it. We want in this country 
no sudden shock to further paralyze business. A law passed now to 
go into effect at once as pro by this bill or in the near future 
would be without justification on the part of this House, and I had 
almost said an act of criminality. 

The business interests of this country can stand no additional bur- 
dens; they 1 not to be subjected to them; and the party which 
is responsible for them will be held to fullest accountability. 

There is no national demand, I assert, for the passage of this bill; 
no popular appeal is pressing for its enactment; no public necessity 
requiring such legislation; no interest is suffering for want of it. 
There is no plethora in the revenues or overflow of the Treasury jus- 
tifying it. Neither the producer nor the consumer wantsit; but the 
almost universal sentiment of this country is for the defeat of this 
bill here and now, without concession, compromise, or amendment. 

There can be no mistake, Mr. Chairman, as to the popular judgment 
upon this measure. Scarcely an interest in this whole country but 
has petitioned this body, commencing at its extra session in October 
and continuing down to the present moment, remonstrating against 
this proposed legislation. These petitions come not as in former years, 
from the manufacturer and the orar alone, but the farmer, the 
mechanic, the laboring-man, and the miner all unite in protestin. 
seu this legislation, declaring it injurious to them as a whole snd 
as a class. 

I am reminded in this connection of a single petition, signed by 
over one hundred thousand laboring-men of this country—coming 
from seventeen States of the Union, brought here by three of its own 
number, demanding an increase of at least 10 per cent. upon the 
present rates of duty. 

Mr. Chairman, I doubt if any of the gentlemen of this House have 
read the memorial of these laboring-men, for by a single objection it 
was excluded from the pages of the RECORD, and I propose at this 
time to read it: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled : 

We, citizens of the United States, believing that the permanent prosperity of 
the people of the United States can be 8 onlx by the 9 ro 
against foreign competition of all domestic industry, do respectfully tion for a 
revision of existing tariff laws by an increase of at least 10 per cent. of the present 
rates, and especially that, to prevent frauds, the same imposts be levied upon old 
Se apon DAN ie hd and that all imported iron shall be subject to a pro- 

ve duty. 
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‘We do i ee that in such revision the rates u 8 ad- 
justed to accomplish, as nearly as possib] these results: Hirst, ute protec- 
tion of all domestic products in the domestic market; second, the largest revenue 


u all imported luxuries not uced in this country ; and, third, to permit all 
F J ³˙ A COIRA: Oak 10 the 
e un 


This, I say, was signed by over one hundred thousand laboring- 
men of the country, And you will observe that it does not demand 
a reduction of the duties upon imports, but it demands an increase, 
and in case of a revision of the tariff it announces the true principles 
on which such revision should be made; and these principles have 
been wholly ignored by the committee which prepared this bill, as I 
shall show hereafter. 

Now, I ask if these appeals are to go unheeded. I want to know 
if any respect is to be paid to the popular judgment on this sub- 
ject. And I speak to the gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
who in season and ont of season upon this floor have declared their 
affection for the poor laboring-men, and I had almost said during the 
first three months of this session of Congress had filled the daily 
Record with professions of love for them—I ask you now if your 
service in their cause is to be mere “lip service,” or will you unite 
with the majority of this side of the House in defeating a measure so 
much in opposition to the development of the material industries of 
the country and so obnoxious to the people at large? 

I trust you will, and it will be no longer said of you that “you 
keep the word of promise to the ear and break it to the hope.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, the defeat of this measure is not only demanded 
by the popular judgment of all classes, but it is alike the dictate of 
every just principle of morals and of fair dealing. The present tariff 
has existed almost without alteration for the past sixteen years and 
every effort in the direction of a substantial change within that time 
has been rewarded with defeat. Men have embarked in business under 
the existing law regulating the tariff; great enterprises have been 
projected; vast amounts of capital are invested all over the country 
upon the faith of the existing law and relying upon its permanence, 
and to-day millions of dollars are invested in buildings, machine-shops, 
and factories all over this land, built up under the fostering care of pro- 
tection. It is proposed by this bill, without any note of preparation to 
the manufacturing classes, without any word of warning, without 
any service being made upon them, by a swift and certain blow to 
destroy these vast investments of capital and labor. 

In my own district, imbedded with a wealth of mineral resources, 
dotted all over with factories, machine-shops, mills and furnaces, the 
disaster which must result from the pusass of the pending bill can- 
not be estimated. The rich mines of coal abounding in the counties 
of Stark, Mahoning, and Columbiana, which by reason of the limited 
demand under existing tariff are unable to furnish full time and fair 
employment to the operatives, will be forced to diminish their produc- 
tions and the miners will be driven into other avenues of labor already 
overcrowded. The mills and furnaces, factories and machine-shops 
situated in these counties accessible to rich mines of coal and ore, and 
which are famous for theiriron and steel and seers implements, 
productions that have struggled with unyielding courage through the 
panic of 1873 and the distressing years which have followed and even 
at the meager wages now paid are keeping thousands of families from 
actual want, must, I am assured, if the present bill becomes a law, put 
out their fires, while the potteries of East Liverpool, which are employ- 
ing a thousand men, after a bitter struggle with foreign capital and the 
established trade of European manufac must also surrender. So 
with the steel interests, the wool and woolen interests, the flax inter- 
est, and the bagging interest; aud what is true of these special inter- 
ests in the localities I have named is true of the many industries 
the country over. 

These industries, as I have already said, were commenced and have 
grown and developed under the wise and fostering protection thrown 
around them by the legislation of this country. Capital has been put 
into manufacturing everywhere, relying upon this law. Contracts 
have been made upon the faith of it, and Isay that it has ripened 
into a vested right, if not a legal vested right, the highest equitable 
and moral right as to existing interests at least. 

I was glad to observe the other day in the speech of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Woop] that he was forced to admit a moral 
right existing in the manufactures of this country for the continuance 
ot this same protection, and I call your attention to a brief extract 
which I have taken from his speech upon this subject: 


I recognize— 

Says the gentleman from New York— 
in consequence of the present tariff a moral right in the interest affected fora little 
longer enjoyment of the assistance so liberally dispensed to them. 

Even he admits that there is a high moral right resting upon the 
Congress of this country to continue still further the protection 
which in the past has been given to the industries of the country. I 
can assure the gentleman that his bill does not recognize this right, 
but as to many industries wholly ignores it. 

Free trade and tariff reform are captivating phrases, and to one 
unacquainted with their true meaning and import are deceptive, 
ee the arguments urged in their behalf are alike deceptive and 

elusive. 

The chief consideration that is by the advocates of free trade 
or tariff reform, so called, is that the duties fall npon the consumer; 
in a word, that the great mass of consumers in this country will get 


their products, their goods, their merchandise at a very much less 
price than they now do if free trade or tariff reform prevailed instead 
of the present policy. 

Mr. Chairman, history and experience both teach us that the agri- 
cultural products of this country have in the main increased in price 
since the tariff of 1824, but that ee an manufactured arti- 
cles, articles that have been protected by that or successive tariffs, 
have been secured to the great body of the consumers at a very much 
less cost than they formerly were. And, Mr. Chairman, the price of 
articles have not only been diminished and the consumer benefited by 
the reduced price, but the quality of the article has in every instance 
been improved. 

Home competition will always bring prices to a fair and reasonable 
level, and prevent extortion and robbery. Success, or even apparent 
success, in any business or enterprise will incite others to engage in 
like enterprises; and then follows healthful strife, which is the life of 
business, which inevitably results in cheapening the article produced. 

I assure you, Mr. Chairman, that the European product costs the 
American consumer very much less than it otherwise would but for 
the existence of domestic rivalry. Remove American competition 
from foreign manufacture and importation, and the price of every 
article bonght which is manufactured abroad will increase, and we 
will be forced to pay whatever grasping avarice might dictate. Our 
principal business will be to send abroad to enrich the coffers of for- 
eign nations what money remains in this country. Be assured if the 
tariff is disturbed as proposed, very much of American competition 
will be destroyed. 

These familiar propositions are aptly illustrated by the testimony 
and experience of foreign manufacturers, from which for a very little 
time I propose now to draw. I only use the testimony which I get 
from one branch of manufacture; but the testimony in this case, and 
conclusions to be drawn from it, 1 venture to assert is true of all the 
other industries which come in competition with American industries. 

The old Staffordshire granite whiteware, so universally used in 
this country for a great many years, has almost disap from the 
American market, and is rapidly giving place to our own manufact- 
ured article in this branch of industry. e condition of the Amer- 
ican market, the fact that the European trade was losing its hold 
upon this country, led in 1877 to an arbitration between the owners 
of the potteries at Staffordshire in England and their operatives, 
touching a proposed reduction of 10 per cent. in the wages of labor 
to enable them to compete with the American manufactured ware. 
The arbitration was held at Hanley, England, before J. C. Davies, 
esq., of London, umpire. I read you the testimony of Mr. Shaw, an 
English mannfacturer, largely engaged in making this ware at Staf- 
fordshire. He says: 

He found from time to time, first one article and then another, was being mann- 
Goce ha ts gua athe a bay te gang ote wold sapere is 
use British crockery in the United States. nied ie 8 

This is the testimony of an English manufacturer, and must be very 
gratifying to the American manufacturer and to Americans generally. 

In ten years at the rate they are going, they will supersede the use of British 
crockeryware in this country. 

Do you object to this, my free-trade advocate? And would you 
check “the rate,” by unfriendly legislation, which in time will place 
Americans upon a footing so firm and in a position so encouraging ? 
If this be your purpose you have only to pass the present measure. 

Again, as to the quality of American ware. Mr. Shaw produces 
before the umpire samples of white iteware of American manu- 
facture, and testifies that they are sold at fully 10 per cent. less than 
English ; he was convinced that Americans had superior mate- 
rials to what they had in the Staffordshire potteries or they could 
not produce the articles they did; they every material neces- 
sary ; the difficulty as to strength and soundness was gotten over 
now, and in his opinion he saw no reason why, in a short time, they 
weuld not overcome each and every difficulty. 

And I am justified in assuring this House if Con will but let 
them alone they will overcome each and every difficulty which is 
now or hereafter may come in their wai 

Mr. Ellsmore, another English manufacturer, testified that he was 
engaged in the American trade, had been to the United States and 

opportunities of seeing the quality of their goods; his im- 
pression was that the they were now making were superior to 
our own; he was himself exclusively in the American trade, and had 
had the greatest difficulty in retaining his trade there; at one time 
he was unable tosupply as much as was demanded, but circumstances 
had changed, the demand had been nearly equal to the capabilities 
of supply by him. 

The “circumstances ” referred to by the witness, it is scarcely nec- 

Ishould tell you, have been produced by our manufacturers, 
under the judicious protection now afforded ; and if you want to alter 
these circumstances and restore Mr. Elismore to his former position, 
when with all his capacity he was not able to supply the American 
demand, you have only to alter existing law as proposed by a major- 
ity of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. Shaw is recalled, and resumes his testimony as follows: 

When in America he had taken the trouble to go through the leading manufact- 
ories, and his imp: as to their prospects of su lly competing with this 
country [Eu was that unless we could uce at a ver: 
at the present time, and the tariff was reduced, the trade of thi 


much less cost than 
district was limited 
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to u time. But if with the tariff at 40 per cent. (and that is the existing tariff) th 


could here produce s at as cheap a rate as they could, they would be able to 


keep the growth and the increase of the make in the States in check, and thus 
preserve the amount of trade that must oth go from the potteries. 

The tariff must be reduced in the interest of the foreign potteries 
or their trade will be greatly impaired, and to gratify them, to pro- 
mote this industry in Lope to build up theirs at the expense of ours, 
is the purpose and effect of the proposed bill. This would be unwise, 
un-American, and unpatriotic. 

Mr. Shaw closes his testimony with a significant question which he 
propounds to the umpire : 
inion that if Americans had ed and benefited by a s; of 
tien — dy — have — this country for the east twenty years, that 3 
have been in a better position than we are at the present time 
The umpire answers, “I do not see how I can apply it, although it 
is a very important question.” The question is a strange and con- 
tradictory one, for after Mr. Shaw has been complaining of the dis- 
tressed condition of their business under free trade and the encourag- 
ing p ts of ours under a tariff policy, he gravely inquires, “If the 
United States had enjoyed a system of free trade as we have would 
they have been in any better condition than we are to-day ?” 
ertainly not, Mr. Chairman; but acting the part of wisdom the 
Congress of the United States has up to this time persistently refused to 
impose upon this pene a policy which upon Mr. Shaw's own testimony 
has depressed and ost disorganized the porary trade in Europe. 
e 2 


But I am anticipating. Mr. Edwin Powell, an English manufact- 
urer and a party to the arbitration, makes the following truthful 
and forcible reply : 


My opinion is that if there had been no protective tariff America would not have 
been in the same position to-day. 

This is the whole story, and completes the doctrine of the protective 
system. This opinion is well 3 the careful consideration of tlie 
American statesman. It confirms all that has ever been claimed for 
the protective system. Our e position to-day is due in great 

indeed I had almost said in most part—to the wise protection 
and the fostering care thrown around American manufactures and 
labor and enterprise by the early statesmen of this country and con- 
tinued down to the present time. No other policy would ever have 
given us the advanced stage in manufactures that we enjoy to-day. 

It will be seen from the testimony to which I have called your 
attention (and there is more of the same kind which I might present 
from this arbitration, for it is all printed and given to the public) 
that the policy of the manufacturers of Europe is to keep “ the growth 
and the increase in the United States in check ;” and it can be done, 
say they in their testimony, in one way only, and that is by a reduc- 
tion of the tariff. The American Congress is to-day engaged in oek 
to the European trade, commendable work; and for what purpose 
To keep the growth of mannfactures in the United States in check 
and increase the board of trade returns in Europe. If we did not 
know better, Mr. Chairman, we would be justified in believing that 
we were in the British house of commons, legislating for British sub- 
jects, rather than c with the high and sacred duty of making 
‘laws for the citizens of the United States, to protect them in their 
labor, their industries, and their investments. 

Another significant fact is made apparent from the testimony to 
which I have called your attention, that since our American potteries 
have been established and have got some hold upon the trade of this 
country, iteware has d in price from 30 to 35 per cent. 
Another fact which comes out in the testimony is that we pay to the 
workmen in this country in thesame lineof industry at least 50 percent. 
more than the rg ae manufacturers pay totheir workmen. While 
upon this subject it is proper I should say that although the proposed 
bill upon its face reduces the duty only 5 pa cent. upon common 
white graniteware, the old duty being 40 and the proposed duty be- 
ing 35, and upon first examination would seem not to seriously 
operate upon this industry, yet upon a more careful examination it 
is found to be sufficient to very seriously cripple if not wholly destroy 
it in the United States. 

I want to call your attention right here to the difference between 
the two rates of duty, the 40 per cent. under the present rate and the 
35 per cent. as proposed by this bill; and I give you the average net 
price per package of this class of goods impo into this country, 
estimating two average assortments of best goods and one of second. 


The average net price is £6 6s. Under existing law what would be 
the duty? I give you the figures below: 

UNDER PRESENT LAW. 

Net cost of goods r 9 a 

et cost OF goods „„ 

Add 13 . scnsccaccconconsntes 16 0 

Inland freight and charges nn 10 0 

7 12 0 

„ — e.... . ß rr 3 9 

N % (K isi ideonaah anen 715 9 

Duty: 40 Per Sent. e eee e e e e e e eee 324 
UNDER PROPOSED BILL. 

INGE OOK OF BOOKS a T—?'Tʃ 660 

Aab pee JJ 6 4 

612 4 

r e usckcteewisiacades 2 12 11 


Which is an absolute reduetion of over 15 per cent. And yet they tell 
us that they have only reduced the duty 5 per cent. upon this class of 


The very meager profits now enjoa ay this trade and the great 
expenses to which they are still subjected 7 way of experiments and 
otherwise are enough, I am assured by the leading manufacturers of 
the country, to endanger this growing industry in the United States ; 
and operators and operatives have united in a protest against this 
measure. : 

But this is not all. In the line of decorated wares they will be even 
more seriously affected than in the branch to which I have just called 
your attention. This is almost new in the pottery art in America, 
and may truly be said to be in its infancy. The pro duty is 45 
per cent. and the present duty is 50 per cent., and although the re- 
dnetion is the same as on the former class of it will more seri- 
ously affect this special interest, because the latter has not reached 
that degree of perfection which the former has attained. 

This class of ware is exciting t interest among potters, and the 
United States trade is eee special consideration, as will be 
seen by an article which I have clipped from the Pottery and Glass 
Trades Review of January, 1878, an English publication : 

During the past month good shipments have been made for America, and orders 
from that country are now coming in * * * * There seems to be a 

wing taste for more artistic pottery they have formerly had, and no doubt 
our own manufacturers only lay themselves o to meet this demand they may 
yet show a considerable increase in the board of trade returns. 

In the same publication I find a significant fact for the encourage- 
ment of the English manufacturer: that the duty on this class of goods 
is to be reduced by Mr. Woon’s tariff bill. 

Now the question which the American Congress is required to set- 
tle is, shall we concede to the demands of the British manufacturers 
and producers, to the injury of our own, or will we continue to throw 
a reasonable protection around our own industries, and thus develo 
the material interests of the country? I have given you the testi- 
mony of the English manufacturer; let me now present the state- 
ment of our own. I quote from the report of the United States Pot- 
tery Association for January, 1877: 


The trade of the United States is of more value to England, France, and Ger- 
many than all the rest of the world combined. 

Under our present tariff (though not in proportion to the difference of the labor 
values of the rival countries, Europe and America) wey cannot crush us, as they 
are striving hard to do. In fact they are fast losing their hold upon the market of 
the United States, just in proportion to the increased home production. It is evi- 
dent, however, that they do not propose to lose this market without an effort com- 
mensurate with the object to be attained. 

They do not disguise the fact that they are prepared, with sufficient money, to 
a act ip and fill the country, when 1 time arrives, from Maine 
to ‘ornia, with free-trade lecturers and pamphlets. But we have faith in the 
sound common sense of the people of this country. We do not believe that mf 
are going to be deceived by the catch word, “free trade,” and to their own detri- 
ment alter their tariff to suit the foreigner, thus sending their money abroad to buy 
that which they will have to pay double price for the moment home competition is 
taken off. Let the tariff be kept where it is for fifteen years longer, until our clay 

our spar and quartz quarries become developed and . pd prepared for 
our ase, and we add to the last fifteen Fears fifteen more years of experience in the 
use and combination of our materials, we will then, with the introduction of what 
machinery will have been developed, bid them get this market if they can, tariff or 


no tariff. 
We feel safe in making the prediction that, if our tariff remains as it is, long be- 
fore the expiration of fi years the people of this country will buy both china- 


ware and earthenware, plain and decorated, at less than half the price they paid 


for it previous to the present tariff—say from 1855 to 1860; and, further, that the 
development of an art industry will sp out of it, rivaling the most coveted and 
noted productions of Europe and Asia. 

But it is said, Mr. Chairman, that our present system is an obstruc- 
tion to foreign trade, while the fact stands out before us, so bidding 
us read, that our foreign trade has uniformly increased under the tariff 

licy, and always when the tariff policy has been withdrawn our 

‘oreign trade has invariably diminished. 

Why, sir, we are increasing in our foreign trade to-day, with all tho 
disadvantages we now experience and the distresses that have 
swept over this country for the past five years. To-day our imports 
and exports are increasing, and in support of this I quote from the 
late report of the Secretary of the Treasury, issued Ist April, 1878: 


1878. 
Imports, (twelve months ending February 28)... ... $420, 199,831 | $475, 638, 634 
Exports, (twelve months ending February 2s).......| 603, 631, 538 637, 757, 892 


I also inyite your attention to the following extract and table, 
which I take from Mr. Bigelow’s excellent work upon the tariff policy: 


The foreign trade of Russia and of the United States increased during the past 
ten years, under the policy of protection, in a greater ratio than that of Great Brit- 
ain under the policy of free trade; and, also, in a greater ratio than that of France, 
which the English claim as a free-trade ally. 

The following comparative table shows the percentage of increase (in round 
numbers) in the imports and the exports of merchandise of each of the countries just 
mentioned during the ten years ending 1875; the mean amount of trade in 1866 and 
1867 and the mean amount of trade in 1874 and 1875 being taken as the basis of 
computation : 
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Those who are accustomed so inconsiderately and flippantly to denounce our 
tariffas prohibitory and destructive of commerce would do well to ponder these facts. 

The statement shows that, in the ten years ending 1875, in Russia 
and the United States, countries that throw around their industries 
and manufactures reasonable protection, the imports in the former 
country increased 104 per cent. and the exports 81 per cent., while 
in the United States there was an increase of imports 33 per cent. 
and of exports 72 per cent. On the other hand, in Great Britain the 
importa only increased 30 per cent. and the exports 25 per cent., and 
in ce the increase in imports was but 13 per cent. and in exports 
but 16 cent. 

Mr. Chairman, a wise tariff protects American industries and manu- 
factures, while it does not destroy foreign competition. Prohibition 
is no part of the American system. It builds no wall about commerce 
and trade, shutting out the great world from us; it does not exclude 
foreign importation; it prevents monopolies from absorbing the 
wealth of this nation, while it encourages growth and enterprise 
among our own people. I have said that it encourages enterprise; 
it opens our mines; it erects our 5 furnaces, and 
factories ; it enlarges our cities and builds up villages. 

It adds to the material wealth of the nation. It enhances the value 
of real estate. More than that, it gives to the farmer a ready market 
for the 8 of his farm. It bringa a market almost to his very 
door. It imparts value to many articles which he raises which other- 
wise would beof little orno value; articles which it would not pay toship 
to a distant market have ready sale at home. It does more than this: 
it furnishes employment to the laborer and subsistence to the poor, 
and all the while is adding to the nation’s wealth. 

Goneral Jackson sounds the alarm of the present proposition in tke 
11 words which he addresses in a letter to Dr. Coleman, of Virginia. 

e says: 

In short, sir, we have been too long subject to the policy of British merchants. 
It is time we became a little more American’ and instead of feeding the 8 
and laborers of Europe, feed our own, or else in a short time by continuing our 
present gloy ve shall be paupers ourselves. Itis therefore my opinion that a 
careful tariff is much wanted to pay our national debt and afford us the means of 
that defense within ourselves on which the safety and liberty of our country de- 
pend; and last, though not least, give a pro bution to our labor, which must 
prove beneficial to the happiness, phate — and wealth of the community. 

Mr. Chairman, if in that early day a careful tariff was needed with 
which to pay the national debt, how much more Proms is that ne- 
cessity to-day with over two thousand millions of debt hanging over 
the American nation. And if a careful tariff was needed then for the 
proper distribution of the labor of the country and to prevent pau- 
perism, how much more overshadowing is that necessity now with 
thonsands of men out of employment and tramping the land search- 
ing for work! 

d, Mr. Chairman, Henry Clay is no less emphatic. In the United 
States Saan; February 12, 1832, he delivered a speech from which I 
now read: 


The fall of that policy, [the tariff,] sir, would be productive of consequences 
calamitous indeed. When I look to the variety of the interests involved, to the 
number of individuals interested, the amount of ital invested, the value of 
buildings erected, and the whole arrangement of the business for the prosecution 
of the various branches of the manufacturing arts which have sprang up under the 
fostering care of this Government, I cannot contemplate any e ual to the sud- 
den overthrow of all these interests. History can produce no el to the extent 
of the mischief which would be produced by such a disaster, e repeal of the edict 
of Nantes itself was nothing in comparison with it. That condemned to exile and 


brought to ruin a great number of persons. The most respectable portion of the 
ulation of France e and ruin by that measure. But in my 


—— sir, the sudden en of the tariff policy would bring ruin and destruction 
on the whole people of country. 

There is no evil, in my opinon, eqnal to the consequences which would result 
from such catastrophe. 

Mr. Chairman, if contemplating in that early day the variety of 
interests involved, the number of individuals interested, the amount 
of capital invested, the value of buildings erected, the whole arrange- 
ment for the manufacturing art led the great whig statesman to draw 
such a picture of calamity and distress which must follow a change 
of the tariff policy. how much greater, how much wider and deeper 
that distress would be with all the conditions he has described in- 
creased and multiplied! 

The founders of the Republic and its early statesmen comprehended 
this subject and understood that it was of the highest importance to 
give protection to American industry and American labor. The very 
second law of any kind that passed the Congress of the United States 
after the adoption of the Federal Constitution embodies the whole 
doctrine of the protective system in its first section, to wit: 


the debts of the United P nal e E 3 —— 
factures that duties be laid on goods and merchandise im 

Revenue and protection are distinctly ized. And if revenue 
was needed then to pay the obligations of the Government how 
greater that necessity now. If the necessity existed then for the 


encouragement and protection of our manufactures, what of the 


necessity upon us to-day, when these manufacturers, in the language 
of the distinguished gentleman from New York, „lie weakened and 
prostrated and sick ost unto death?” € 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, and Mr. SAYLER moved that, by unan- 
imous consent, the gentleman’s time be extended. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 8 

Mr. McKINLEY. I am greatly obliged to the gentleman and to 
the House for the courtesy shown in extending my time. 

Mr. Chairman, we can only compete with foreign manufacturers 


by being placed 5 an absolute equality with them, and until that 
equality is reached free trade or, what is little better, tariff revision 
is sim Bi blastn tte and vicious, We have disadvantages in the 
Uni tates which can only be overcome by a wise discrimination 
in favor of American and against foreign manufactures. 

It may be asked, what disadvantages does America labor under not 
common to other countries? And I answer that while we have natu- 
ral advantages equal to any, skilled mechanics, improved machinery, 
and industrious labor comparable with the best, we lack the accumu- 
lated capital, long and well-established trade, and that other impor- 
tant species of capita which alone can come from experience. 

Again, we pay hi gher wages to the labor that enters into the man- 
ufactured article. e pay a higher rate of interest for the money 
used in the manufacturing business of this country. Ay, more than 
that, there is an inequality in the shape of local taxation which in 
many of our manufacturing towns is very, very onerous to bear. 

No man or party would be bold enough to advocate the reduction 
of labor as a naked proposition, but rather its increase. But, Mr. 
Chairman, behind this bill, underneath its provisions, as I shall at- 
tempt to show you later, is inevitable reduction of the price of labor 
all over the country. The price of labor to-day is inadequate to the 
necessities of the laboring-men, and the workingmen of the country 
are patiently accepting the inevitable in the hope of relief and bet- 
ter times in the very near future. And while I would rejoice at the 
reduction of the rate of interest for the use of money and the de- 


“crease of local taxation, I must protest against this or any other measure 


which looks to the scaling down of the wages of labor, although it 
might enable us to compete more advantageously with the foreign 
manufacture or to accept free trade wholly. 

The rich stores of American manufactures exhibited at the cen- 
tennial exhibition at Philadelphia, rivaling the exhibits of all na- 
tions, commanded the admiration of the civilized world and was the 
constant wonder of the foreigner. They exceeded his expectations, 
and the frequent inquiry was, “ What has accomplished all this ad- 
vance in a single century of the Republic,” and the whole answer is 
contained in this statement: “Chiefly in consequence of the protec- 
tion afforded manufacturers by the tariff.” 

The bill means reduced wages to operatives. It means the closest, 
sharpest, competition among manufacturers at home with manufact- 
urers abroad. It means the closest economy of the price in the arti- 
cle produced. And the very first step taken in the direction of econ- 
omy on the part of the manufacturer is to reduce the wages he pays 
to his laborer; not because he loves to do it, but because the ext 
gencies of his business demand it. That has always been so, and the 
present and future will be no exception to the past. 

Why, we can even see this tendency underlying the great speech 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means made on Tues- 
day last. He uses this language: 

The total exports of iron and the manufactures of iron for the fiscal year 1877 
was $8,089,540, thus showing that the apprehension arising from the competition of 
foreign mechanics with American wor has now little force. 

And as further showing that sach apprehension is without founda- 
tion he states that— s 

It was put in evidence before the Committee of Ways and Means, by Mr. Roach, 
the celebrated American iron-ship builder, that he readily obtained workmen in 
Pennsylvania from fifty to sixty cents per day. 


Mr. Chairman, I grant you if workmen can be obtained readily at 
from nig Do sixty cents a day there need be no serious apprehension 
arising m competition of foreign manufacturers. But if this be 
true, is it to remain so? Is it to continue? Is the present low price 
of labor, arising from causes not connected with the tariff, to be taken 
advan: of to inaugurate a system which will still further depress 
labor? The ent of the gentleman from New York, showing 
our ability to compete with foreign workmen and foreign manufact- 
urers, is based upon the presumption that from fifty to sixty cents 
a day is what the workingmen are receiving in this country, and that 
it isto continue. We do not want fifty-cent labor, even though it 
might enable us to adopt what the gentleman from New York is 
pleased to term “political economies purely American.” 

He then quotes approvingly Mr. Isaac Southerin Bell, member of 
Parliament, the English judge at the centennial exposition in Phila- 
delphia, on his report upon the iron interest of the United States, in 
which he declares that “the increased value of labor in the United 
States has unduly added to the cost of iron and the demands from 
certain sections of the workman are now acting adversely to the true 
interests of the trade,” which means that labor is too high; that the 
price of labor in the United States has unduly added to the cost of 
iron, and is now acting adversely to the true interests of trade. 

The distinguished gentleman from New York, [Mr. HEWIrr, ] in his 
a pes on the production of iron and steel in its economic and social 

ations, as commissioner to the Paris exposition in 1867, puts the 
ease in its true light. This was eleven years ago, but the same prin- 
ciple exists to-day: 

Wo have seen that the cost of making iron in England, Belgium, and France at 
the present time varies from £6 10s. to £8 per ton, and £1 additi suffices to pay 
its cost of transportation to the seaboard of the United States. At these ports 
American iron cannot ay be delivered at less cost than $60 per ton in gold 
pe pots $40 in gold for the foreign article, and the entire difference consists in the 

gher and not the quantity of labor required for its production in 
the Uni ysical, mental, and moral condition o 


States where the the workin 
classes occupy a totally ferent standard from their European confrères at 
where the wages cannot be reduced without violating our sense of the just de- 


mands of human nature. = 
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Reduee the tariff, and labor is the first to suffer. The difference 
between the present and the pro rate of duty must be made up 
somewhere, must be compensated in some way. As always has been 
the case, when economy in production is to be studied, the manu- 
facturer looks to his pay-roll of labor and commences there first. In 
the language of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Hewitt, ] “ the 
difference is in the higher wages paid,” and that difference must be 
removed; the tariff must be maintained, or the manufacturers must 
be destroyed. ; 

I cite further authority upon this subject, and I read the following 
extract from a pamphlet issued by the American Iron and Steel Asso- 
~ ciation on the 12th of February, 1878: = bak 25 

w wi if we would pay our skilled and unskill 

BEE as one Tinha TA than ere raid in tho Old World. Protection is ly, 
although not wholly, a question of wages. Free trade ignores the welfare of the 
workingmen, and therefore does not concern itself with their wages except to re- 
duce them. If our people were content to receive the w. that are paid abroad, 
if they were willing to accept the scant comforts and squalid surroundings of Euro- 
red workingmen and their families, it is possible that protection might be aban- 

ed and our manufactures still live ; but they will not be content with such re- 
wards for their labor, nor would it be for the best interests of society and the 
nation that they should be. * * * A reduction of duties at this time would not 
only still further reduce the wages of labor, but would cause the stoppage of indus- 
trial establishments in every State of the Union, thus ieratik the distress and 
the jealousy of workingmen toward employers, which it should be the object of 
all wise legislation to mitigate. 

I have here a comparative table of the price of labor at the ship- 

rds in Scotland and in America in January, 1878. I take it from a 
little book published by a very intelligent gentleman, Mr. Codman, 
which he entitles Free Ships, the Restoration of the American Car- 
rying Trade, issued in 1878. This I am assured will serve as a fair 
comparison of the rices paid in the United States and in Great Brit- 
ain in other branches of industry, although not by any means con- 
clusive. The table is as follows: 

Comparative table of prices of labor per day of ten hours in Scotland and 
the United States. 
| 


Scot- | United 
land. States. 


Branches of industry. 


Carpenters. „. ſ wk $i 40 $2 36 
Joiners ...- 145 248 
Blacksmiths 130 218 
Platers 1 30 225 
Riveters . 115 2 07 
en . tances tncecusacse> 75 131 
Angle-iron amiths 125 189 
Riggers 13 2 03 
Hammer-men 85 191 
TS-UP.-.-- 85 151 
Smiters 2.2... cece e oan ene n ns ween 7b 132 135 
Hammer- men 85 191 
Angle-iron smiths. 130 191 
Boiler-platers .......- 141 225 
Riveters and calkers 123 207 
Holders- up H 151 
„turn. „%%% õõꝓ % „„„„6ũß é „ 1 29 225 
Tron-finishers .....-..-....-- 1 20 2 48 
Engine fitters and erectors 123 247 
Planing machinists .-. 113 225 
Shaping machinists -. 103 225 
Slotting machinists . - 1 06 225 
Pattern-makers 151 2 70 
140 2 36 

110 270 

91 225 

80 131 


Mr. Codman is a strong advocate of free ships, and uses this table 
for the purpose of showing that owing to the difference of the prices 
of labor ships cannot be builded equally cheap and well in this country 
asabroad. He presents the real arguments of the free-trader hon- 
estly and without guise, as will be seen from the following extracts 
which I now read: 


Now, although the figures given in the table ought to be convincing at a glance, 
it is easy for yn with an ordinary ae arithmetic te make a close 
cal jon of labor difference in cost of Bri and American steamships of 
B é . è è š 

Naturally in this line df I shall be met by the oft- estion ; 
Do you thon advacatn the oinin of the wages fre „ level of 
N labor in Scotland?’ * I maintain that in the particular industry 
of ship owning, so long as the necessity for higher wages is imposed upon us, we 
ought to avail ourselves of any labor ‘pauper’ or otherwise. 

This is the whole doctrine of free trade and of tariff reform. We 
might aswell understand the question now and here. It is a question 
of the price of labor, or of whether in several branches of industry we 
shall have any labor at all. 

Mr. Chairman, self-preservation is the first law of nature, as it is 
and should be of nations. The ean welfare is of paramount im- 
portance, and any measure which does not keep this steadily in view, 
which does not foster and encourage American labor and American 
industry, is in opposition to the great law of life, and subversive of 
the principles upon which governments are established. We want to 
be independent in that broad and comprehensive sense, strong within 
ourselves, self-supporting and self-sustaining in all things. 

It is our duty and we ought to protect as sacredly and assuredly 
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the labor and the industry of the United States as we would protect 
her honor from taint or her territory from invasion. We ought to 
take care of our own nation and her industries firgt. We ought to 
produce for ourselves as far as practicable, and then send as much 
abroad as is possible, the more the better. If our friends abroad think 
this position illiberal they have only to bring their capital and energy 
to this country, and then they will share with us equally in all things. 

This was the policy of England all through the early years of her 
history, only tenfold more rigorous. Down to 1842 her tariff amounted 
to absolute prohibition, and it was only when capital had accumu- 
lated, vast industries were builded up, and well-established trade was 
secured, that she sought other markets. Withskilled mechanics, with 
improved machinery, with accumulated capital, and with cheap labor 
she believed herself able to supply the markets of the world and defy 
competition. Then free trade was conceived as the true and only 
policy, and all nations were invited toembrace this new and catholic 
theory of so-called political reform. 

The United States did not embrace this new theory, and England 
is to-day seriously considering the question of abandoning free trade. 
The manufacturers and laboring-men of that eountry are discussin 
it, willing to flee from that which promised them increased wages an 
greater comforts, but which has brought them neither. 

What possible pretext can there be for such legislation at this time? 
Not in the interest of consumers surely, for g were never chea; 
asa whole. No one is complaining of exorbitant prices. Do yousigh 
for a better or cheaper iron than that manufactured in the United 
States, or is American steel held at an unreasonable and exorbitant 
price? Never have their cost been lower to the consumer than now, 
and never their quality so good. The steel rail of American manufact- 
ure is sold at half less than what iron rails cost less than six years 
ago. Prices are generally down and the demand of the times is for bet- 
ter prices. No American interest is appealing for this experiment in 
legislation. The iron and steel producers do not want it, the wool- 
grower is not asking for it, the workingman and farmer do not desire 
it. Who does want it? 

I listened attentively to the carefully considered speech of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Woop,] waiting to hear of some Ameri- 
can interest which was demanding this new legislation, and-at last I 
was rewarded for my patience. He sent a letter to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read from Messrs. ae & Co., of Jackson, Michigan, 
manufacturers of icultural imp satay Oren declared themselyes 
in favor of the bill, and that they were able to import steel to this 
country, manufacture it into agricultural implements, and send it back 
again at a profit. This was astrange statement and entirely inexpli- 
cable until the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, [ Mr. CON- 
GER, ] always on the alert, stated to the House that this firm, which 
was well known to him, did their work with the convict labor of 
Michigan at thirty-two cents a day. No other statement was needed. 
This was the ay interest in the whole country over, which the gen- 
tleman published as satisfied with the proposed change. Comment is 
unnecessary, for when we commence to employ convict labor I will 
concede free trade is practicable. 

If the oft-repeated argument be true that the duty falls upon the 
consumer, then I ask the Committee of Ways and Means upon what 
principle of fairness or equity have they increased the duty on sugar, 
the necessity of the poor man’s table, and decreased it upon silks and 
satins, which go to make up the elegant apparel of the rich? Or why 
increase the duty on other staples of the poor man’s household and 
decrease it upon velvets, which are only accessible to the Wealthy and 
which the independent classes alone can buy ? 

Again, this committee have e beet a duty of 20 cents a bushel 
upon wheat and they have suffered wheat ground into flour to come 
into this country free: an unjust discrimination against every flour 
manufacturer in the land. Again, they have under their bill suffered 
cloths, manufactured cloths, to come into this country at 50 per cent. 
ad valorem ; and in that same bill they allow the cloths made into 
clothing for wearing-apparel to come in for 45 per cent. duty; a dis- 
crimination against every manufacturer of clothing, every tailor, every 
sewing-woman the country over. 

They have reduced the duty upon scrap-iron, wrought and cast; 
and what will be the result? Why it will throw thousands of men 
out of employment and will wholly destroy the profession of the pud- 
dlers of the land. 

The bill in some cases protects the raw material, while the manu- 
factured article is practically free of duty or 1 ly reduced. 

Why should rye, oats, and Indian corn be dutiable, and buckwheat, 
buckwheat flour, bran, mill-feed, &c., be on the free list ? 

Is the duty on ye flour for revenue or protection? 

During the fiscal year ended June 30, 1877, the duty on rye flour 
yielded a revenue of 45 cents. 

And so with a number of articles to which I might call your atten- 
tion. They have destroyed the entire classification of wools. They 
suffer non-competing and competing wools to come in at the same 
rate of duty. They have broken down the more reasonable classifi- 
cations which have been 3 the wool- grower and accepted 
by the trade, and new they are to come in at the same rate, 
whether we grow the wool in this country or not. 

Mr. Chairman, the proposed bill is a piece of patchwork and abounds 
in inconsistencies. It is an attempt to conciliate two schools of po- 
litical science and pleases neither. It has marched out into the broad 
field of compromise and come back with a few supporters, it is true, 
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who were op to the original bill as reported. It is neither free 
trade, nor reform, nor protective tariff. It has none of the vir- 
tues of either, but the glaring faults of all systems. It is an attempt 
to change a law which does not improve the old one. It is an experi- 
ment opposed by all experience. It introduces uncertainty into the 
business of this country when certainty is essential to its life. I can- 
not better characterize it than by 2 the language of the distin- 
3 ntleman from New Yor: TMr. 00D] in speaking of a tariff 

ill pending in J Speen in this House. Speaking of that bill (and 
his words seem prophetic as applied to his own) he said:“ The com- 
mittee has given us a bill which I regard as an exceedingly crude 
and improper measure ;” and that is what the country has already said 
of the pending bill, and it is what I believe will be the verdict of 
this House when a vote is reached. 

What the country wants above all else at this critical period is rest 
rest from legislation, safety and security as to its basis of business, 
certainty as to the resources of the Government, immunity from leg- 
islative tinkering. None of these are afforded by the present bill. 

Mr. Chairman, much discussion has been had at this session tonch- 
ing the maintenance of the national credit, in all of which I most 
heartily concur. The national credit is of paramount importance. 
and nothing should be done to tarnish or impair it, nothing omitted 
to strengthen and improve it. But will the Congress of the United 
States be reminded that in no way can you more surely maintain the 
national credit than by assiduously maintaining the great industries 
of the country which for the most part constitute the nation’s wealth. 

There can be no ent credit which is not based upon the labor, 
the capital, and the wealth of the nation. Destroy the tter,and at 
the same moment the formeris destroyed. The bill before us impairs 
the revenues pledged to the Government creditor and endangers the 
material interests of the country. Beware lest in your effort to pattern 
after the English 2 you do not at the same time sap the founda- 
tions and destroy the true source of all national credit. Nationalcredit 
is inseparably associated with national core and prosperity, and if 

ou touch the latter with an unfriendly hand, you will seriously 

ure the former. 
ere probably never was a parioa in the history of this country 
when business was more paralyzed and labor so depressed as the 
present. I need not pause to discuss the cause, (it is not the result 
of our policy, for free-trade op are is no better,) the fact stands 
forth bidding us see and read that trade is everywhere languishing 
and willing hands can find nothing to do. 

The demands for labor have been decreasing under the pinchin 
times of the last five years, and manufactories, even with the presen 
proteston, have been fighting against the business revulsions which 

ave swept over the country since 1873; and now that daylight is 
gleaming and improvement seems at hand, Con sounds the alarm 
that protection is to be withdrawn, that another shock is coming, 
that the currents of business are to be turned aside and the raya 
basis of trade destroyed, and the whole business world is alarmed. An 
we are told that this is wise legislation, based upon sound principle. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was a time in the history of this country 
more inauspicious than the present for the dreamer and the theorist 
to put into practical operation his impracticable theories of political 
science. The country does not want them; the business men of the 
country do not want them. They want quiet to recuperate their 
wasted forces; and I am sure I utter no sentiment new or original 
when I say that if this House will promptly pass the appropriation 
bills and other pressing legislation, following this with an immediate 
adjoutnment, the people will applaud such a course as the work of 
statesmen and the wisdom of men of affairs. 


statement by schedules of the amount of duty received from the 


Summary 
articles enumerated in House bill No. 4106, reported by the Committee of 


hes silo Means, March 26, 1878, that entered into consumption in the 
8 ted A 3 pan 8 with thet ech roc cers 
mated amount o, e the increase a 

of cach schedule. 


Amount of daty. 


x ton saat $4, 553, 359 63 
B | Earths and 
earthenware. 3, 031, 563 73 
Hemp. jute, & 5, 551, 090 53 
D a 6, 378, 350 90 
E 6, 302, 442 95 
F 2, 952 794 81 
g 41, 245, 988 67 
88 9, 744, 516 17 
I 1, 324, 556 49 
J 4, 395, 934 66 
= Sans secs * O56 V7 |... 2.2.20... 
SAAS 14, 450, 247 30 |.-.......-....| 5,718,359 88 
M | Sundries -...... 15, 299, 247 65 | 1,243, 471 888 
118, 819, 148 76 
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6, 522, 906 19 | 12, 728, 743 5 


APRIL 15, 
Total duty received in 18770c.i ---- 2 seeeee sens -sceeeee 223, 207 41 
Total duty —— AS above C OS tar 8 2 
Total duty not provided for in new bill. 198, 221 69 
SSC ta por shove sched AS WAGES. $125, 024,985 72 i 
Duty estimated as per above schedules 118, 819, 148 76 
meer seebdsuensasssespteserhacewower ss 6, 205, 836 96 


Total decrease from receipts of 1877-..-...---.-...-.....--- 9, 404, 058 65 


Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. Chairman, it is indeed unfortunate, if not de- 
plorable, that at this time, in view of the distressed condition of the 
country, we are called upou to discuss one of the most difficult questions 
and to solve one of the deepest problems ever submitted to an American 
Congress. It has hitherto strained to the utmost tension the talents 
of the noblest statesmen that ever d our legislative halls, whose 
giant intellects were unable satisfactorily to grapple with the mo- 
mentus question now presented for our consideration. I mean the 
American tariff. So diversified are the interests of our people that 
it has hitherto been impossible, and it will now be utterly impos- 
sible to legislate satisfactorily to all; consequently great dissatis- 
faction and injury to many interests to a very considerable extent 
will be the result. This is much to be regretted, as every interest 
should be fairly protected and proper and sufficient safeguards should 
be thrown around them, and the inventive and manufacturing genius 
of the country fully protected and amply rewarded. And it is most 
unfortunate at this time especially, when the country is so com- 
pletely demoralized, business depressed, and thousands of our people 
are thrown out of employment and are nearly starving for the want 
of the common necessaries of life, that any attempt should be made 
to disturb the present tariff, under which our country has hitherto 
P and would to-day prosper, had it not been recently smitten 

y the greatest panic ever 8 by the people. It tends to 
and does unsettle business, locks up capital that would otherwise be 
employed in some, perhaps, mechanical enterprise, and entails an 
incalculable loss upon the nation. And who is it that has started 
this crusade against the present tariff? Not those who have invested 
their money in building up and sustaining our manufacturing and 
mechanical interests, not fair-minded and honorable business men, not 
manufacturers or laboring-men, not our merchant importersof foreign 
goods, but the y agents of British exporters who are striving to 
monopolize foreign trade, and seeking to undersell our own importers. 
Especially is it to open a market here for the sale of English iron, for 
which the English manufacturer has no home market for his surplus 
production, and to recover the losses sustained in the iron trade during 
the years 1866 and 1867, which amount to many millions of pounds. 
And this in the face of the fact of losses having occurred in our own 
country during the same periods of many millions of dollars. And it 
is to the iron interest, one of the greatest, if not quite the greatest 
industry of the country, and one in which my constituents are more 
parti ly interested, that I shall direct the largest portion of my 
remarks. An interest which sprang up early in Pennsylvania, to 
which State more than any other one in the Union the country is 
indebted for the production of an article of indispensable n ty, 
and which has contributed more than any other one to the greatness 
and glory of the nation. When iron was wanted, Pennsylvania was 
looked to for it. And notwithstanding that different changes in tariffs 
from 1789 to 1873 have variously affected her interests, yet she has 
kept on in her grand march of benefiting by her productions every 
portion of the country. By this she has given employment to thou- 
sands of laborers and sent contentment and nappia to many a 
home. And it is a most notable fact, establish y the history of 
the country, that all other interests have invariably been in sym 
thy with the iron interest, so that when it went down all other in- 
terests went down with it. And such has been the employment of 
so great an army of laborers that, notwithstanding its agricultural 
wealth non the productiveness of its 55 1 0 being an export- 
in in State, it now im a very ion of the grain now 
ond winin 1 iiite oas at 

By this not only her own farmers have been benefited, but others 
beyond her boundaries. And incalculable have been the benefits 
resulting from this great industry. And now, in utter disregard of 
all she has done in more than the half century for the and 

dizement of our sg agaied Up hand is raised ready tostrike a blow 

that willlay her quivering in the dust, and perhaps blast her prospects 
forever. And who is it that has raised this threatening band? Not 
the masses of the people, not the laboring-man, not the farmer, not 
the mechanic, but the heartless speculator who uses other men’s 
productions in the acquisition of wealth. Few are the petitions, if 
any, that have come up here from the people praying for a revision 
of the tariff. And as their 1 we should regard this 
fact as of great importance; it should guide us in our action here and 
us to resort to all honorable means to defeat the bill. Not only 

did Pennsylvania do much good for the conntry in the manufacture 
of iron by the old charcoal process, but has successfully established 
the fact that iron can be made with anthracite coal, a problem at 
one time difficult of solution. And I take pride in saying that the 
credit of the discovery belongs to the county of Lehigh, where I 
reside. And what has been the result? A market has been opened 


in the Lehigh Valley for the consumption of millions of tons of coal 


taken from the bosom of poor and barren lands, which before were 
not worth the taxes charged upon them, by which has been opened 
a mining interest which has given employment to thousands of labor- 
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ing-men, and built up towns and villages which appear like diamonds 
in a desert, where without it nothing but the deep silence of nature 
would prevail. And the wants of these people of the common neces- 
saries of life had to be supplied, thereby contributing argues | to 
the benefit of other sections of the Union. For material for their 
cotton they look to the South, for the material for their woolen 
goods the look to the West, and for a transition of these materials 
into fabrics principally to the East. And such is the rapidity of 
transportation that one day woolen and cotton may be growing in 
the West and South, the next in the mannfactories of New England, 
the third the fabrics made from them in the shops of the iron and 
mining districts of Pennsylvania, and the fourth will see in return 
iron or machinery manufactured there speeding its way back. And 
this great system of interchange is founded upon natural laws, 
established for the reciprocal benefit of different portions of the 
country. 

By this wise arrangement the privileges and benefits of one section 
are balanced by the privileges and benefits of another, so that no one 
section can monopolize and possess all. And by this providential 
arrangement each section enjoys the privileges and benefits originally 
intended for it, so that the great.machinery of nature shall move on 
in harmony, scattering its blessings to all within its reach. And in 
obedience to these laws has not our country grown and prospered far 
beyond the expectations of our enemies, and in one short century 
advanced far beyond what no other nation on the face of the earth 
has ever done before in the same period of time? Does not America 
now stand at the head of nations after so brief an existence? Can 
any nation boast of being its superior in the general intelligence and 
inventive genins of its ple and in many of the mechanic arts? 
Did she not take a proud stand at the recent centennial exposition 
in Philadelphia in the exhibition of her manufactures, and caused 
the representatives of old and foreign nations to acknowledge our 
superiority in many of them? And did not that exposition open the 
door for the exportation of cutlery and other things to Europe? Why, 
it is a fact that a small triangular file manufactured in Providence, 
Rhode Island, took a premium for being the best article of the kind 
manufactured in the world, and is now sent to England, even to Shef- 
field, as such. And a foreigner was so much pleased with our cutlery 
that he alone has shipped in the last year two hundred and fifty tons 
of it to the same city of Sheffield, put the trade-marks of Sheffield 
upon it, and sold it for Sheffield cutlery. And wagons for burden 
exhibited on that occasion, made in my own district, so far attracted 
the attention of foreigners that they are now made and shipped to 
Australia. Now, these manufacturers do not to my knowledge ask 
for a reduction of the tariff on iron and steel. They are satisfied 
with their profits or they would abandon their business. 

Nor do we hear any complaints from those en in the manu- 
facture of other articles of which iron and steel form the whole or 
the component parts thereof. No wail comes up from those quarters. 
‘Whence, then, does the cry for a reduced tariff and free trade come? 
May we not justly suppose that it comes from our commercial cities, 
the great entrepots of foreign goods, and particularly from British 
agents who reside there? But those cities are not the whole of the 

nited States, nor the whole of the forty millions of people embraced 
within its limits, who have a deep interest in the matter. For the 
general welfare of these people every member of this House is called 
upon to legislate. Nope es is so detrimental and ruinous to a State 
or nation as class or special legislation, by which special privileges 
are granted to a few to the exclusion of the many. As nothing can 
be more dangerous to the existence of a free government than cen- 
tralization of power, so nothing can be more injurious to the great 
body of a people than centralization of privilege. Universality of 
privilege and universality of right give permanence and stability to 
any paipa If they are wanting, that nation will become crippled 
and fall. 

But to come more immediately to the object which I have in view, 
Iwill state that when the eloquent and distinguished gentleman from 
New York commenced his address introductory to the general discus- 
sion of the bill which he had introduced, I expected to hear some 
strong and 3 arguments adduced in its favor. I expected 
to hear a fair practical statement made of the general relation which 
the present bill bears to the situation of the country and the country’s 
n if any, and the general benefits which would result from its 
passage. Very probably a want of time and the extensive subject 
prevented it. 

The gentleman’s reference to a few articles, the duties upon which 
he thought might with propriety be reduced, was very proper, but he 
omitted one important particular, which was to show us where we 
could get the money to buy them. It will not do, sir, to reduce duties 
upon one hand without showing on the other corresponding ad- 
vantages equal tothe advantages which existed prior to the reduction, 
and that we are as well able to purchase an article after the reduction 
as before. If that is not done it works a manifest injury to the peo- 
ple. To tell a man that he can purchase an article very cheap, much 
n than before, because the duty upon it has been reduced, will 
that be any consolation to him when he can turn around and say “ Yes, 
but I could have made the article myself, but by the reduction of the 
duty upon it you have ruined my business and I have no money to buy 
it at any price ? Instead of being paid for my labor you have paid for- 
eign laborers, and now I must abandon my business and seek a living 
in some other way or starve.” He goes to his home, closes his place 


of business where once waslight, activity, and thrift, but now shrouded 
in darkness and gloom. This would bea one-sided and damaging leg- 
islation which ought never to be sanctioned by this House. We are 
not sent here to rain, but to build up the country by the enco 

ment of every branch of industry. e are not here to depress la 
but to hold it up, and to give it the importance to which it is entitled 
as the great producing power of wealth. Who has built up our coun- 
try butthe laborer, mechanical orotherwise? Whohas built railroads, 
furnaces, rolling-mills, and machine-shops but the laborer? Yet how 
little do we legislate for his good. He is literally forgotten, when his 
welfare should be our first and greatest care. 

I have before referred, sir, to the effect which the iron interest in 
Eastern Pennsylvania, especially in the Lehigh Valley, has had upon 
the anthracite-coal interest in that section. The following is a re- 

rt which I have received from the very able superintendent of the 

high Valléy Railroad, which can be relied upon as authentic. It 
is a statement of the anthracite-coal tonnage over the road to the 
furnaces and rolling-mills in the Lehigh for the past six years, to 
wit: 


But this does not embrace the coal tonnage of another railroad run- 
ning through the same valley on the eastern side of the Lehigh River. 
And it will be noticed that the least amount of tonnage was in 1876, 


when, on account of the great depression in business many furnaces 
and rolling-mills were closed. Thus we see what amount of coal the 
iron interest in that section alone has drawn from the bowels of the 
earth, which otherwise would have remained within it. And from 
this we can form some estimate of what it has cost to mine it and the 
thousands of miners who, with their families, have been supported by 
it. And now shall this mighty business be nappet or in any wa 
8. ana especially upon the dangerous plea that free trade wi 
nefit us 

Why, sir, the doctrine of free trade is an old English doctrine and 
is fast dying out. France, Spain, Germany, and Russia will not touch 
it. And what has it done for Ireland? Quoting from the supplement 
to the Bulletin of the American Iron and Steel Association of Phila- 
delphia, of January 26, 1878, I will let Major O’Gorman, member of 
Parliament from Waterford, speak. He says: 

What has filled our Irish work-houses! I will tell you. Before free trade was 
passed by an English Parliament bow did things stand? Why the four. d loaf 
Was 33d. ; but we were told that if wo had free trade we should have a loaf at half 
the same fi; eee eee g. But have you observed as I have 
risen from 33d. to 4d., 5d., yes, even 8d. under free 
trade? If that is free trade for Ireland, the back of my hand to it. I will tell you. 
It has turned all our red ground into grass, from which to rear cattle to feed the 
accursed English fellows who bave trampled upon reye 5 5 who would do it 


now, but with the help of God we won't let them. What e done more 
than this? I'll tell 7 — It has turned the poor of SAT PORET eee horrible, 
houses: The poor have been driven into the work-houses because there 


is nothing to be seen but grass, a state of things that has been brought about b 
the laws of the infernal which governs us; laws which if eee out 
allow oar poor irish people being thrown after death into a hole, just as you would 
throw a dog into a ditch. But wes it yoo ee Irishmen countenance such a thing 
it will not be natural, it will not be Š 

Thus speaks one of England’s subjects and a member of her own 
Parliament, and doubtless speaks from the record. A beautiful pict- 
ure, indeed, for free-traders to contemplate. But may a merciful 
Wo bie aes protect us from having such a picture drawn in our own 
and. 

Not only this, but from the same paper I quote an extract from 
Blackwood’s Euglish (tory) Magazine: 

At this than at any oth in „i 
essential 5 Terre ould 1 be found for our poe apg With Zet: = 


at home, increasing the cost of labor and its 3 3 ee 
tective tariffs abroad even in our colonies, the once ited field for our indus- 
tries is rapidly 3 to an alarming extent. The United States demand for 
our has diminish penny o p cent. within the last few years. 
and China both adopt a policy the effect of which is to close Central and Eastern 
Asia to our trade. dia is even giving signs of commen a race of competition 
by native looms. Free trade is as abhorrent to Spain as it is to Russia or the 
nited States, and nowhere is in the ascendant to whichever quarter we turn. Ie 
maintains a losing fight with tion in France and Germany, while it is repu- 
diated utterly by our own offspring and descendants, with few exceptions of no 
great importance. A 

This is corroborative of what I have before said in relation to the 
countries named, and of the dying out of the obnoxious doctrine of 
free trade in England. 

But the supporters of the present bill will not admit that they are 
in favor of free trade. But the p of it will be one step in that 
direction, and, as I will show before I conclude, the bill itself contains 
the most undoubted evidence of it. History teaches us that no 3 
are deprived of their liberty and their rights at once. It is by sly 
and stealthy advances that it is accomplished. Pass the present bill 
and the next year another one will be introduced to reduce the duties 
upon foreign imports still lower, and so on from one step to another, 
until the doctrine of free trade has finally fastened itself upon the 
country. Now, are the American people prepared for such an event? 
Are the . turn their laboring-men adrift without employment 
and at last wit 


mt bread, and support foreign laborers? Are they 
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willing to see their furnaces, rolling-mills, factories, and work-shops 
closed and the hum of business no longer heard in the land? If so 
let us pass this bill, and next year another, and yet another, an 
their wishes will be fully gratified. No, sir, this must not be. Zuch 
a suicidal policy cannot and will not be sanctioned by an intelligent 

ple who have the least regard for their prosperity and welfare. 

ey will not hastily abandon the great sources of wealth which 
a beneficent Providence has placed in their hands, but will use them 
for their own benefit and the permanence and stability of the gov- 
ernment under which they live. 4 

The gentleman from New York who introduced the hill seems to 
think that it will do little injury to the iron interests of the country. 
In reference to pig-iron especially he dwells upon the supposed fact 
that there has been a slight increase of itin 1877 over 1876 and that 
onr exportations of 1877 have exceeded the exportations of 1876. 
As to the former he does not seem to consider that since the panic of 
1873 the iron interest has been on the decline and sales were checked 
up to 1876, when many furnaces went out of blast with a heavy stock 
on hand. In Pennsylvania alone in that year there were but 113 
furnaces in blast and 166 out of blast; this embraces both anthra- 
cite and charcoal furnaces, In 1877 there were 131 furnaces in blast 
and 147 out of blast. This increase of the number of furnaces in 
blast in 1877 over 1876 was the result of necessity, for, while in 
1876 it was found necessary to blow out furnaces, from the fact that 
there were lying upon the banks a large quantity of iron with no 
market for it, in 1877 it became necessary to start them again to 
escape the injury that would accrue to them by lying idle, self-pro- 
tection being the ruling motive for this instead of profit; so that the 
increased number of working furnaces with their products added to 
what was manufactured in 1876 and undisposed of would naturall 
increase the aggregate number of tons in 1877 over the stock of 1876. 
And I may here add that to do this some furnaces were compelled to 
borrow large sums of money upon mortgage bonds or preferred stock ; 
and when corporations or companies are forced to resort to loans to 
carry on their business, in a t many instances the common stock 
is sunk, and furnaces at this time are making very littleif any money; 
nor will they as long as they are compelled to sell No. 1 iron for $18 
to $18.50 a ton, No. 2 for $17 to $17.50, No. 3 for $16 to $16.50, and white- 
mottled at $15 to $15.50 a ton. At these prices, if they can esca 
losses at the end of the year, it is all they expect to do. Now, the 
present bill proposes to reduce the present duty of $7 a ton to $5, 
making a difference of $2, which, if it could be realized as profit on 
every ton of iron manufactured, would be at this time a great boon 
to manufacturers. 

Now, in England iron can be made much cheaper than in this coun- 
try. There an operative can rent a comfortable honse for $15 a year 
and purchase a suit of clothes for $7, while other expenses of living 
are in the same proportion. With such cheapness of living we can- 
not compete with England, and in this respect it has greatly the 
advantage of us, 

Now, if the iron interest is crushed, what portions of the country 
will it affect beyond the parties directly interested in it? The East 
will suffer in the manufacture of woolen and cotton fabrics, in con- 
sequence of a necessarily decreased population in the iron regions. 
The hum of the spindle and the rattle of the loom will be in a meas- 
ure stopped. The South will be affected, becuuse the market for its 
cotton will be lessened. The wool-grower of the West will feel it 
and the western farmer will suffer by it. Why? Because of a reduced 
population to need them. Foreign operatives, for want of employ- 
ment here, are returning to their native countries. Indeed the tide of 
emigration from is greater than the tide of immigration to our shores, 
and the number of consumers thereby greatly lessened. Especially 
does it behoove the western farmer to look well to the future. He 
will not always have as favorable a foreign market for his grain as 
he now has, for India is becoming a powerful competitor in the pro- 
duction and shipment of grain to England and other countries. And 
the time may not be far distant when he will be compelled to depend 
upon home consumption of his products; and when that time arrives 
he will wish that his Representative in Congress had opposed the 
tariff bill of 1878. Not only this, but if the great iron interest of the 
country is to be stricken down, where will be get his agricultaral im- 

lements to cultivate his soil? Farmer of the West, you havea mighty 
interest at stake. The time of your prosperity may soon come to an 
end. The value of your lands may soon become depreciated and 
your homes imperiled. 

Sir, if we strike down the iron interest we shall strike at the very 
heart of the nation from which flows its life-blood. Without this 
interest where should we be? It is this great interest that has given 
activity and life to our people. Ind it is the great foundation 
stone upon which our country rests, and the parent of all enterprises. 
Without it whence would come our Talos rolling-mills, our ma- 
chinery. and everything of which it is tbe whole or a component part 
thereof? We might possibly live without it, but we should eke out 
a miserable existence. 

There is another feature in the bill which is particularly objection- 
able and shonld especially arrest the attention of the people. It is 
the incorporation of the ad valorem principle into the bill. It is but 
another term for free trade, and opens the widest door for the com- 
miss- on of fraud and perjury and the cheating of the Treasury of its 
revenues. 

The gentleman in his address stated that there were free and duti- 


able articles mentioned in the bill to the number of twenty-one hun- 
dred and seventy-two: 


The number ae 


2,172 


Now, while the gentleman and others who favor the bill will hesi- 
tate to admit that they are in favor of free trade, yet the incorpora- 
tion of the ad valorem principle into the bill is positive evidence that 
they are. On this question I will let Dr. William Elder, in his “ Ques- 
tions of the Day,” speak. He says: 


The ad valorem rule, with its universality of range, has no place in the policy of 
rotection. To admit it in the assessment of duties is to sweep away the whole 
octrine of protection. Free traders are its consistent advocates. To give it any 

influence whatever in our reasonings upon protection is to confound and vitiate 
the whole process. The enemy have sown their tares in our field while we slept, 
and must not be allowed to reproach us with the faults of the harvest. Previous 
to 1846 ad valorems were not tolerated in our tariffs wherever they could be avoided, 
and when protection, true and earnest, was restered in 1861 specific duties were 
restored. not extensively enough indeed, but with a resolute purpose to avvid the 
departures from principle in fixing the rates and the never-absent frauds of the 
ad valorem pcos Eien which the industry of the country is cheated of its 
detenses and the Treasury of its revenues, and all honest importers are discounted 
disastrously by their unscrupulous rivals in trade. They offer a premium to fraud; 
they falsify invoices; they pay for perjury in the custom-house; they make semi- 
5 a policy of 6, and demo the whole merchant class by discour- 
agi anc galing truth heavily. They are every way fitted, in popoe and prac- 
ce, for d ug protection, and are according! y à prime principle of free trade. 
England, having respect only to her revenues and fair play among her own import- 
ers, scouts ad valorems from her list of import duties. ben sho was derivin 
£20,000 000 from customs she took but one quarter of a million in ad valorems, 
such were these inherent and inseparable frauds that Parliament appointed a com- 
mittee to rid the customs schedules of every possible vestige of them. This com- 
mittee indicated its object and ne artificial flowers by the cubic 
feet in the box containing them, overlooking all differences of values to escape the 
frauds of undervaluation. Not a government on earth that knows what it is about 
gives them any toleration, and especially those which intend protection repudiate 
em just as they do free trade in any other disguise. 

This is language that cannot be and ought not to be misunderstood. 
Ups examiuing the bill I find many articles are to pay duties upon 

valorem principles so decidedly condemned by the foregoing quota- 
tion. If specific duties were laid upon all foreign articles except 
such as may properly be placed on the free list, it would be more 
advantageous to the Treasury. Opposition to the ad valorem rates is 
not of recent origin, but had its opposers many years ago among some 
of the most distinguished men of the nation. 

When the Jaw of 1846 was under consideration in the Senate Mr. 
Buchanan, of Pennsylvania, said: 

Iam not only opposed to any uniform scale of ad valorem but to any and all ad 
valorem duties whatever. except where from the nature of the article imported it 
is not possible to subject it to a specific duty. Our own severe experience has 
taught us a lesson on this subject which we ought not soon to forget. I cannot 
refrain from adverting to some of my reasons this opinion. Our ad valorem 
system bas produced gu frauds on the revenue while it has driven the regular 

merican merchant from the business of importing and placed it almost exclu- 
sively in the hands of the agents of the British manufacturers. The American 
importer produces his invoice tothe collector, containing the actual price at which 
the imports were purchased abroad, and he pays the fair and lar duty on this 
invoice. Not sothe British agent. The foreign manufacturer in his invoice reduces 
the price of the articles which he intends to im into our country to the lowest 

ble standard which he thinks will enable to pass through the custom- 

mse without being seized for fraud, and the business has been hitherto managed 

with so much ingenuity as e to escape detection. The consequence is that 

the British agent passes goods of his employer through the custom-house on 

tho payment ot a much lower duty than the fair American merchant is compelled 

to pay. In this manner be is undersold in the market 1 bow foreigner, and thus 
ven from the competition while the public revenue is fraudulently reduced. 


Mr. Webster also, at the same time and on the same occasion, said : 


The principle of this bill is to collect all duties and customs by a universal ad 
valorem assessment; rotan equal assessment. it is true, but still a system of ad 
valorem duties. Now, that has not been the pe of the Government at any 
time since its organization. In <r administration from that of Washington 
down a contrary system has prevailed, and the desire of those who have success 
fully formed and administered the Jaws in this respect has been uniformly tocarry 
the principles of specific duties as far and as fast as circumstances allowed 


Now, sir, these sentiments apply with uliar force to us at this 
time, and indicate clearly the course we should pursue in relation to 
the present bill. A duty is sternly laid upon us to act like men and 
do justice to the country. The eyes uf over forty millions of people 
are upon us, and their voices are coming up here in almost tones of 
thunder praying for relief from the anxieties caused by the introdue- 
tion of this bill and the prospective troubles its passage will bring 
upon them, and in the most beseeching manner asking us to pause 
and let them alone. And shall we not heed theirsupplications? Shall 
we persist in a course calculated to do them an injury without an 
occasion for it? Shall we not rather yield to the tender words whioh 
they with such emphasis utter, “ Let us alone?” And,sir, we should 
let them alone, 

The gentleman in bis address referred to the present tariff laws, 
and I was much surprised at the statement that showed that the free 
and dutiable articles amounted to 2,172. 


Of these the number paying ad valorem rates were 823 
Number paying specitic rate.. 541 
Number paying compound rates 160 

Total dutiable articles „ͤũꝛõ3r„„„%œ 1,524 
Number free of duty ͤ26 nen 3 648 


Now, is not this a most alarming exhibit? It shows but 541 arti- 


cles paying specifio rates, a little less than one-fourth of the whole 
number. 

To the number free of duty, 648, add the number paying ad valo- 
rem rates, 823 virtually on the free list, and we have 1,471, leaving 
but 701 articles paying specific and compound rates. 

Sir, Iam amazed at the statement; and how few of the American 

ple are aware that we have already made such advances in adopt- 
ing the principle of free trade. No wonder we are so often admonished 
that the revenue is decreasing and money to support the Government 
must be raised from other sources. This accounts for the project of 
taxing incomes to replenish the Treasury. And if a law should be 
for that purpose it would be one of the most unjust and in- 
3 laws to bi found upon our statute-book. 

How the number of free and ad valorem articles in the present bill 
will compare with the foregoing statement I am not now propanoa 
to say, but doubtless will be increased, thus taking another step 
toward free trade. 

There are many objectionable features in the bill which I would 
like to refer to, but time will not permit. 

I will therefore, in conclusion, say, let us send it to a comfortable 
répose, adjourn and go home, which will be the best thing we can do 
for the country. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, as another attack 
has been made on the industrial interests of the country, by a revision 
and reduction of the tariff, by the bill recently reported from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and as the advocates of free trade through- 
out the land are endeavoring to impress the public mind with the idea 
that it is the soundest political economy to buy where we can buy the 
cheapest in the markets of the world, and that the policy of protection 
to industry by means of duties on imports is particularly inimical to 
the prosperity and the best interests of the American people, I think 
it becomes our duty as legislators to study well the effects of free 
trade and protection on the prosperity of nations before we consent 
to the passage of this bill. 

When Mr. Chamberlain, at Birmingham, England, in addressing 
General Grant some two or three months ago, lauded the doctrine of 
free trade as having contributed to the greatness and Rasy of Eng- 
land, the general very properly replied that he seemed to remember 
that England had only arrived at that degree of prosperity by first 
establishing her manufactures under the principles and benefits of 

rotection, That nation, when her manufacturers were in their in- 

ancy, took especial care to impose such duties upon all manufactures 
that were imported therein as to give to her people the preference in 
their own markets, She thus stimulated a competition among her 
own people; this competition awakened the ingenuity of her invent- 
ors to discover new methods whereby productions of industry might 
be cheapened, and she thereby became in time the great workshop 
of the world. Herstatesmen were sagacious and farseeing, they were 
not troubled with impracticable theories of free trade to compete 
with her young and growing industries, and she fully realized the 
great fact that for a nation to be free it must be self-supporting and 
as independent as possible of other nations in the supply of its daily 
wants. When a nation is able to supply its own necessities and to 
sell a surplus of commodities the results of its industry it will be- 
come rich; but when it has to purchase more from other nations than 
it sells it will be getting poor. By the protection given to her manu- 
facturers Sogo thus became the competitor of all other nations, 
She was enabled to sell her goods to a 15 tage To carry those 
goods it was necessary to have ships, and this demand for ships 
created a great ship-building industry and made for her a commerce 
marine greater than that of any other nation. To protect the com- 
merce thus created she has built a navy that has no superior, and 
consequently her flag is found flying in every port of the civilized 
world. Indeed, and we ought to be ashamed to say it, three-fourths 
of the commerce that goes from our ports is carried under foreign 
flags, of which the greater number is that of Great Britain. By her 
manufactures and commerce so extensively carried everywhere, the 
wealth of nations is poset into her lap so extensively that her man- 
ufacturers and merchants have become princes in nence, and the 
gregation of capital has become so t that all reasonable under- 
takings can command the means of development at a far more lim- 
ited rate of interest than with us. From her longer experience than 
ours, from her more abundant capital and lower rates of interest, 
combined with her low wages for la r, she still remains a formidable 
competitor. Therefore, with more slender resources than she pos- 
sesses, it becomes nec that our Congress should provide such 
countervailing legislation for Nip pen se as will at least place us on 
an equal footing with her and other nations that may be more 
favored than we are. 

England early understood the value of foreign markets for her 
manufactured articles, and was especially eager to increase them. 
Upon her colonies she bore a heavy hand, preventing them as long 
as she could from manufacturing for themselves and forcing upon 
them, as far as possible, the nets of her industry. Under our 
colonial system, she restricted the establishment of manufactories. 
Iron mills for making iron plate and mills for slitting and rolling 
iron, and for other kinds of industry, now so common in our country, 
were probibited by acts of Parliament, and Lord Chatham in parlia- 
mentary debate said “he would not have the Americans make a hob- 
nail,” while another lord added “that he would not allow them to 
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make a razor to shave their beards.” It was this kind of restrictive 
and 1 ve legislation, with other grievances of government, that 
led to the Revolution and the establishment of our Independence; and 
it is our true pores to maintain unimpaired that Independence in all 
things, commercial and political, that we have achieved. The men 
whocreated an independent nation out of a series of dependent colonies 
well understood the principles necessary to be crystallized by legis- 
lation in order to maintain that Independence; and it is worthy of 
note that the second act of the First Congress of the United States 
was enacted in the interest of protection. It is entitled An act lay- 
ing a duty on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into the United 
States.” The object of the act is stated in the preamble of the first 
section, as follows: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of harge of 
debts of the United States, and the rect ab ie paleo sng Nee 
that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported: Be it enacted, de. 

This act was approved by President Washington July 4, 1789; and 
in it was distinctly enunciated the doctrine of protection. For the 
benefit of the southern planter it imposed duties on sugars, molasses, 
snuff, and tobacco; to protect manufactures it placed duties on boots, 
shoes, leather, iron, wood, paper, clothing, and göld and silver ware; 
for the farmer, it charged duties on cider, malt, candles, cheese, soap, 
&c. And to encourage ship-building, it allowed a discount of 10 per 
cent. on such goods, wares, and merchandise as should be imported 
in vessels built in the United States, and which should be wholly the 
property of a citizen or citizens thereof. Here at the very beginning 
of our Government were the germs of that system of “ encouragement 
and protection” to our infant manufactures and commerce which 
through successive administrations and until recently have been rec- 
ognized, adopted, and maintained as what may be properly called the 
American system. 

In reviewing the writings of revolutionary patriots and utterances 
of the earlier Presidents we cannot fail to be struck with the uni- 
formity of their sentiments on this subject, and I desire here very 
briefly to call the attention of the House to a few extracts therefrom. 
They may not be new, but will serve to refresh our memories once 
more with the views of the founders of the Government. 

Dr. Franklin, in writing to Humphrey Marshall, said: 

Every manufacturer encouraged in our country makes part of a market for 
visions within ourselves and saves so much money to the country, as must 
wise be exported to pay for the manufactures he supplies, Here in England it is 
well known and understood that wherever a manufacture is esta which 
employs a number of hands it raises tho value of land in the neighboring country 
all around it; partly by the greater demand near at hand for tho 8 1 


land and partly from the plenty of money drawn by the manufacturers to 

of the country. It seems, therefore, the interest of all our farmers and owners of 
lands to encou: our young man in preference to foreign ones imported 
among us from distant countries. 

In his first annual message Washington says: 

‘Theadvancement of agriculture, commerce, and manufacture 
will not, I trust, need recommendation; but I cannot forbear 
the expediency of giving effectual enco 
new and useful inventions from abroad 
producing them at home, 

In his eighth annual message he again calls the attention of Con- 
gress to it, and says: 

Congress have repeatedly, and not without success, directed their attention to 
the encouragement of man res. The object is of too much importance not to 
insure a continuance of their efforts in every way which shall appear eligible. 

Following up W and policy of Washington, Jefferson in 
his second inaugural message says : 

To cultivate peace and maintain commerce and navigation in all their lawful en- 
terp to foster our fisheries as nurseries of navigation and for the nurture of 
man, and to protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances, * * * 
these, fellow-citizens, are the landmarks by which we are to guide ourselves in all 
our gs. By continuing to make these the rule of our action, we shall 
endear to our country the true principles of our Constitution and promote a union of 
sentiment and of action equally auspicious to our happiness and safety. 


In these days of modern democracy, when free-traders denounce 
protective tariffs as unconstitutional, it is well to call their attention 
to the declaration of the author of the great Declaration and the 
father of the democratic party that the encouragement of protection 
to manufactures is one of the true principles of the Constitution 
auspicious to our er and 8 k Our experience has proved 
the wisdom of thisdeclaration. President Madison, who had exerted 
such a conspicuous influence in the formation of the Constitution, in 
his special message to Congress in May, 1809, called the attention of 
Congress to the subject in the following words : 

The revision of our commercial laws r to adapt them to the arrangement 
which has taken place with Great Britain will doubtless engage the early attention 
of Congress. It will be wortby at the same time of their just and provident care 
to make such alterations in the laws as will more especially protect and foster the 
several branches of manufacture which has been recently institated or extended 
by the laudable exertions of our citizens. 


Madison seems to have been deeply impressed with the idea of the 
importance of protection, for he continues the subject in his special 
message of February, 1815, saying: 

There is no subject that can enter with er force and merit into the delibera- 
tions of Congress than a consideration of the means to preserve and promote the 
manufactures which have sprung into existence and attained an unparalleled ma- 
turity througout the United States during the period of the European wars. This 
source of mal independence and wealth I anxiously recommend, therefore, to 
the prompt and constant guardianship of Congress. 


The principles of the revolutionary fathers as expressed in the fore- 


all means 
tating. to you 

ent as well to the introduction of 
as to the exertions of skill and science in 
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ing sentiments of Washington, Jefferson, and Madison were in- 
orsed and fully adopted by Monroe, In hisinaugural address he says: 


Our manufactures will likewise require the systematic and fostering care of the 
Government. Possessing as we do all the raw materials, the fruit of our own soil 
and 5 we ought not to depend in the degree we have done on supplies from 
other countries, 


In his sixth annual message he strikes at free trade in the follow- 
ing vigorous remarks: 

Satisfied am I, whatever may be the abstract doctrine in favor of unrestricted 
commerce provided all other nations would concur in it and it was not liable to be 
in by war, which has never and cannot be expected, that there 
7 to our situation and relations with other coun- 
tries which impose on us the obligation to cherish and sustain our manufactures. 

Following in the same line of thonght, the same principles were 
enunciated by John Quincy Adams in his fourth annual message, 
wherein he says: 


The 2 interests of an agricultural, commercial, and manufacturing nation 
are so linked in union together that no permanent cause of bags pram li one of 
them can operate without extending its influence to the other. these are alike 
under the protecting power of legislative authority, and the duties of the repre- 
sentative bodies are to conciliate them in harmony together. 


In those aaye 7 at the present time, the constitutionality of a pro- 
tective tariff had been a matter of discussion and dispute, and Gen- 
eral Jackson, in his second annual message in 1830, following up the 
doctrines which he had enunciated in his celebrated Coleman letter 
of 1824, upheld its constitutionality in the following words: 


The object of the tariff is objected to by some as unconstitutional; and it is con- 
sidered by almost all as defective in many of ita parta. The power to impose duties 
on im . to the several States. The right to adjust those du - 
ties with a view to the encouragement of domestic branches of industry is 80 com- 
pletely incidental to that — that it is difficult to suppose the existence of the 
one withont the other. The States have delegated their whole authority over im- 

to the General Government, without limitation or restriction, saving the very 
erable reservation relative to their inspection laws. ‘Chis authority hav- 
ing passed uoa entirely from the States, the right to exercise it for the purpose of 


tection does not exist in them; and consequently if it be not by the 
eral Government it must be extinct. Our political system would thus present 
the anomaly of a people stripped of the right to foster their own ind and to 
counteract the most selfish and destructive 8 might be adopted by for- 
eign nations. This surely cannot be the case. This indispensable power thus sur- 
rendered b o States must be within scope of the authority on subject 


expressly delegated to Congress. 

These extracts are important and valuable as showing the opinions 
of men who assisted in making the Constitution and of others who 
accepted the interpretation put upon it by its authors, and all of 
whom saw and felt the necessity of fostering, encouraging, and pro- 
tecting the industry of our own people in preference to that of the 
people of other countries. The constitutionality of a 8 tariff 
was scarcely ever thought of in the time of the first Presidents, 
but when the question came up in the time of Jackson he most em- 

hatically affirmed its constitutionality in the message of which I 

ve just read a part. Indeed, when we come to think of the duties 

of a government, it is difficult to understand why there should be 
any question on the subject. 

Governments are instituted by men for their own care and protec- 
tion. They are formed to protect citizens in their rights, and to aid 
and encourage them in their industries and to guard and shield them 
from the adverse legislation of other nations. A government that 
should fail to perform this high duty and should permit the industry 
of its citizens to be at the mercy of the manufacturers of other na- 
tions, more favored by an abundance of cheap capital and low wages, 
is false to the great obligation imposed upon it of encouraging, pro- 
tecting, and defending the industries of its people. 

When the free-trader is driven from his argument that the tariff is 
unconstitutional by the testimony given by Jackson and earlier 
leaders of the democracy he appeals to the prejudices rather than the 
judgment of the people and endeavors to induce them to believe that 
all datda levied on goods imported are a tax, and necessarily enhance 
the price of the article imported. This argument is unsupported by 
the experience of the country. On the contrary, it has been conclu- 
sively shown that whenever our mechanics and manufacturers are 
placed upon an equal footing with the labor and capital of other 
nations, so as to give them an equal chance, by their ingenuity and 
skill they readily become capable of competing on equal terms in our 
own * nay, even in the markets of the world. This has been 
made manifest in so many ways that it is almost useless to repeat 
them. Most notably has this result occurred in our iron, cotton, and 
woolen manufactures. Under our protective tariffs, so called, the 
inventive genius of our people has been greatly stimulated, and new 
and improved machinery in those and all other branches of manu- 
facture have cheapened the cost of production so much that almost 
every article that we can manufacture and which we used to pur- 
chase abroad can now be made and sold at home at cheaper rates 
thon- foreign countries imposed upon us when they had control of the 
markets, 

Most e is this the case with the products of our iron 
manufactories. When Great Britain had the control of our market 
for railroad iron, she imposed what prices she pleased upon us, and 
sold us very indifferent rails at high figures. ore Bessemer steel 
was made in this country she ch us $174 per ton for steel rails, 
equal to $225 in currency; but after our manufacturers were suffi- 
ciently protected they went into the steel-rail manufacture, and are 
to-day manufacturing steel rails of excellent quality at $43 per ton, 
It is true that the falling off of the demand and the reducticn of 


wages, caused by the hard times, have had something to do with the 
present low prices; but even before the panic, and while our Besse- 
mer-steel manufacture was in its infancy, the price had fallen to $95 
per ton in 1871. If it were true that a duty upon railroad iron is a tax, 
as the free-traders declare, there is no class of persons who would 
feel the bnrden sooner or who would be more likely to resist it than 
the managers of railroads, as a very large proportion of their expendi- 
tures eric rails. pad 118 cot nown fact that the presidents of 
a very large number of railro; titioned Congress, a year last 
maat, not to take off the duty a railroad ton bat 10 5 it. 
They knew full well that protection had encouraged the railroad-iron 
industry here, that its encouragement had caused the creation and 
erection of rail mills,and that competition had reduced prices. They 
also knew that if the duties were taken off the country would be 
flooded with a cheaper and inferior iron that would tempt railroad 
companies to buy and thus drive the better American article out of 
the market, and that as soon as foreign manufacturers obtained the 
control of our market they would raise their prices and impose heavier 
burdens on the paronan of iron and steel rails than they had ever 
borne before under a protective policy. 

There are other branches of iron and steel industry that have won- 
derfully prospered under congressional encouragement. We formerly 
importe large numbers of saws from English manufacturers, but 
to-day Diston’s manufactory at Philadelphia competes in the English 
market, with the best productions of the English artisans. The Bov- 
lands of Cheltenham, Pennsylvania, send their shovels; and Myers 
& Ervien, of the same place, send their highly finished and superior 
steel forks and rakes to compete with the British shovel, fork, and 
rake in the markets of Brazil. I am informed by Mr. Ervien, of the 
firm of Myers & Ervien, that they have shipped since January 1, 
1878, large quantities to England and Ireland, France, Germany, 

a, and some to Russia. . Ervien says we do not need protec- 
tion on our manufactured goods, for home competition has brought 
the price down so low that we do not fear foreign competition; but 
Iam satisfied,” says he, “that the protection to our steel manufacturers 
has enabled us to buy our steel 40 per cent. less than we ever could 
oforo the war, and before steel manufacture was protected in this 
country. 

We manufacture fine cutlery and send it to Sheffield, the great seat 
of their cutlery manufacture. And Beaty & Douglas send their axes 
to Great Britain’s Australian colonies to compete with the produc- 
tions of the mother country there. In the matter of iron bridges we 
compete with English manufacturers in Canada; a firm of bridge- 
builders in Phoenixville, in a district adjoining mine, after open com- 
petition with the world has obtained the contract for building one of 
the largest iron bridges in that Dominion. Until recently we haye 
been importing Russia or polished sheet-iron, but now we have the 
establishments of Alan Wood & Co., at Pittsburgh and Conshohocken, 
in my district, where by the protection afforded and great skill in the 
mechanism, they manufacture polished iron, even superior to the 
Russian; and the Baldwin locomotive-works, at Philadelphia, sends 
numbers of locomotives to foreign countries. All this was impos- 
sible when duties were low and our manufacturers were unprotected, 
for the reason that foreign manufacturers controlled our market at 
home, and thereby the markets of the world. 

Mr. WARD. I would like to ask my coll e a question for in- 
formation at this point in his remarks if he will yield. 

The CHAIR Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to 
his sein, ed 7 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I have no objection. 

Mr. WARD. It is stated with frequency and considerable publici: 
that the proposed tariff bill now before the House has the approv: 
of the iron and steel manufacturers of Pennsylvania. I would like 
to have the information of my colleague upon this point. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, I know that such an assertion has 
been made. In reply I will send to the Clerk’s desk a communication 
of the American Iron and Steel Association, which I desire to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE AMERICAN Inox AND STEEL 
No, 265 SOUTH FOURTH STREET, 
Philadelphia, April 2, 1878. 
Tue executive committee of the American Iron and Steel Association met to-day 
at the office in wang e consider the revised tariff bill, as reported to the 
House by Mr. Woop. were read from a number of members, representin; 
the man of Bessemer steel, crucible steel, pig: iron, and bar-iron, all 
which, without exception, disapproved of the bill as a Whole, although admitting 


that some of its details ä objectionable. The writers of the 
ese ae ly urged the jon to take such action as would assist in defeat- 
e 


ter a free interchange of opinions by the members of the executive commit- 

tee, it was unanimously 
Resolved, That the association disapprove of the bill as a whole, and strenu- 
ously eee to change the tariff laws at this session of Congress be 


atonce 

secretary was directed to inform all members of the association of this decis- 
ion and to invite them to call upon their tatives in C to use every 
proper means to secure the prompt sup m of unnec tariff agitation. 


SAMUEL J. REEVES, ent. 
Jastes M. SWANK, Secretary. 


Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. Now, I desire to ask my colleague a 
uestion: Does he believe that if the tariff bill were altered to suit 
ennsylvania interests it wonld be perfect, or that it would then 


‘TION. 


command the support of the people of Pennsylvania? 
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Mr. WARD. I will endeavor to answer the questions of my col- 
league, and in a manner that I believe will have his indorsement and 
that of every other of my colleagues from Pennsylvania. I do not 
believe that the pro measure can be perfected by molding its 
provisions to suit any one branch. I believe the “ Wood tariff bill,” 
if it shall become a law, will prove the cross upon which every man- 
ufacturing and mechanical productive industry of America will be 
crucified. 

Again, I believe the principle of protection to American industry 
is innate and deep-rooted in the breasts of the people of Pennsylvania. 
They are not to be seduced from their principle by any bribe, how- 
ever glittering or rich. They will be found in solid rank, not to be 
diverted by any selfish consideration presented to themselves. Shoul- 
der to shoulder they will stand with the other States in the battle 
for the common defense, marching on to victory, I hope and believe; 
but if disaster should overtake us, Pennsylvania will be found hand 
in hand with her sisters wounded on the battle-field, overpowered, it 
may be, by superior numbers, but faithful to the last to her principle 
of protection. I ask my colleague whether this is not his sentiment 


also. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. I agree with my colleague on that 
subject. 

r. SAYLER. As a member of the Commitee of Ways and Means, 

I would like to su to the two gentleman from Pennsylvania 

that the iron schedule of this tariff bill is not objected to by the rep- 

resentative tariff men of their State, but, on the contrary, is in the 

bill upon representations made by a delegation of quite as intelligent 

Sty oe as any who could possibly represent the iron interest of 
ate. 

Mr. WARD. I will only say, in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, 

Mr. SAYLER,] that the Iron and Steel Association is certainly the 

t-informed representative of those peculiar interests that we know 

in the State of Pennsylvania—probably better informed than any 
other association in the country. 

Mr. SAYLER. I would like to say to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that I represent probably as much iron as anybody; and 
when he makes the broad statement that the schedule proposed in 
this bill is destructive of the iron interests of the country he makes 
a statement that is not justified by the opinion of the most intelligent 


men en aked in that business. 

Mr. Wa . The position of my colleague and myself is sustained 
by the leading association of that business, as exemplified in the 
statement which my coll e has had read by the Clerk. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania. In reply to the gentleman from 
Ohio, I will say that the schedule refe to is certainly objection- 
able to the laboring interests, at least so far as the associations have 
been heard from; and it is li aye orgona to by all the iron manu- 
facturers with whom I have conv: 

As it is in the iron so is it in the cotton and woolen industries. The 
consul-general at London has recently given our Government infor- 
mation that quite a trade in American cotton goods has been started 
in England, and that millions of dollars’ worth are annually sold 
there despite the cheap manufactures of Manchester. Agricultural 
implements also are extensively sold in England and her colonies. 
We sent within the last year, of agricultural implements, to England 
the value of $406,595, and to all the world $1,997,998. England is 
our great rival in cotton-goods manufacture, and until lately flooded 
our markets with her cheap cotton fabrics, but in the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1877, we furnished her with 18,789,299 yards of manu- 
factured cottons worth $1,884,145, and selling them at the very doors 
of her t factories. The whole amount of our cotton fabrics 
exported in 1877 was worth $8,921,354. England prides Eerself on her 
edge-tools and cutlery, 12 we sent her one hundred and eighty-six 
thousand eight hun and forty-nine dollars’ worth of those. She 
boasts of her splendid farms and rich pastures, yet we supplied her 
with cheese to the value of $12,403,284, and sent cheese to all the 
world valued at $12,729,615, 

The ingenuity of our inventors appien her with Yankee clocks 
worth $516,643 and to all countries to the value of $1,025,586. I men- 
tion these matters to show that under our present protective policy 
we have been able by the ingenuity of our workmen and manufact- 
urers to compete to a certain extent in the markets of the world 
with our great rival and also to sell within her own borders the same 
kinds of with which she formerly furnished us. Whoever has 
the curiosity to turn to the reports of the Bureau of Statistics on our 
“commercial relations” can see in detail the wonderful progress of 
our manufactures, and that 8 are obtaining a market gradually in 
every corner of the habitable globe. With such a showing and with 
American produets offered for sale in the streets of Liverpool, Bir- 
mingham, Sheftield, and Manchester it is not to be wondered at that 
British statesmen in to inquire, how it is that such results are 

roduced. They are ing to open their eyes to the fallacies of 
trade doctrine and to see that there is some virtue in the doctrine 
of protection to home moway: 

Lord Bateman, a member of the honse of lords, has had a glimpse 
of the truth and has written a [etter to the London Times on the 
subject. He s s of the distress in all branches of trade in his 
. and while declaring that a free and unrestricted commerce 
with all the world is bold and magnanimons, yet that after many 
years’ trial the effortsof British statesmen have not been able to induce 
many nations to engage in it, and that they prefer as far as possible 


to encourage their own industries, Lord Bateman has the sagacity 
to see that while England professedly and in most things opens her 
ports to the nations of the world but few of them follow her exam- 
ple, and he makes the inquiry whether “a return to a limited protec- 
tion so far from being impossible or undesirable is not the true and 
simple solation of our present difficulties, which will tend in a more 
simple and natural way than any other to retrieve our losses, increase 
our revenue, lighten our burdens, bring peace, contentment, and em- 
loyment to our working classes, and teach them and us to bless the 
y which restored the old policy and the old watchword of Pro- 
tection to native British industry.’” Here is an abandonment of 
the doctrine of the free-trade British political economists and an ac- 
knowledgment of the beneficial influence of a protective policy. It is 
an acknowledgment that in his opinion the encouragement of home 
industry so repeatedly urged by our great statesmen of the past is 
the true pathway to the prosperity of the masses of the people, and 
refutes the allegation that protective duties on articles that a com- 
munity can make or produce raises the prices of such productions. 
It is a favorite argument among free-traders that a protective tariff 
tends to prevent exports. This is another fallacy that is refuted b 
all our experience, It matters not to other nations whether our 
be high or low; if we have commodities that they want they will buy 
them, and as practical economists they will not buy more than they 
want. When they are under the necessity of going abroad for any 
commodities they will go where they can get them the cheaper and 
if by the skill of our manufacturers and workmen we can afford them 
on better terms than other nations they will purchase of us, notwith- 
pending our duties upon their productions may be higher than is 
agreeable to them. Under our present policy the balance of trade is 
steadily increasing in our favor. 
Our total imports in 1875 were. ... 


Our total exports, gold values, 187ũ 4 685, 574, 000 

Balance in favor of the United States. SI, 668, 000 
Deducting specie exported, the balance was against us . 19,508 000 
Our total imports were, for IS. . danennnannn ornan sn nnes 476, 677, 000 
Our total exports, gold valnes, 187 596, 890, 000 

Balance in favor of United States. .............-----..-------. 190, 213, 000 
Deducting specie exported, the balance in our favor Wass 79, 644, 000 


For the fiscal year 1877 I find the Secretary of the Treasury reports 
as follows: 
The coin values for the last fiscal year, as appear from returns made to and com- 
Bureau of Statisti 


piled by the of cs, are as follows: 
of domestic merchandise $589, 670, 
Exports of foreign merchandigss -n0020 reeertnesenen 12, 804, 996 
602, 475, 220 
r / INEA rE, 451, 323, 120 
DRM cnn to mibiacn ao Sb nwa? s pRASSRRERD SA Se RAK KAREN eS CRUS Saye ERS 151, 152, 094 
For the fiscal year 1876 there was an excess of exportsoverimportsof 79, 643, 481 
Exports of specie and Dülllocernnn -n0515 101nne reenter 162, 237 
Imports of specie and bullionn . 40, 744, 414 
Excess of exports of specie, &., over import 15, 387, 23 
Total excess of exports of merchandise and precious metals over 
SONPOREE od. ons e nas one 166, 539, 917 
If we deduct the specie exported ..........-...2..--2-2eeseeeeesennee 15, 387, 
The balance in favor of merchandise exported is. 151, 152, 004 
For the fiscal year 1877 the imports of merchandise, coin, and bullion 
WEG ccnacrqassena JJ) AETAT PEER E eae 461, 818, 499 
The exports of merchandise, coin, and bullion were 647, 021, 104 
Leaving the balance of trade in our favor—p 185, 202, 605 


Thus showing very conclusively, under the present protective pol- 

sa Sa the nation, a steadily increasing balance of trads in our favor. 

e foreign trade of the United States during the past ten years 

has increased in a greater ratio than that of Great Britain under the 

policy of free trade. The increase of exports of the United States in 

that time is 72 per cent. The increase of exports of Great Britain for 
the same length of time is 25 per cent. 

While it is desirable to increase our export trade by the develop- 
ment of our internal resources, we must not attempt to increase it at 
the expense of our home demand ; and we must with a jealous 
eye every effort made to wrest any part of the home market from us. 
We must not forget the important fact that over 90 per cent. in value 
of our manufactured and agricultural productions are consumed in 
our own country. 

An effort has been made to induce the farmer to believe that a pro- 
tective tariff is a tax on his industry. Nothing is more absurd 
this; probably there is no industry more benefited by protection than 
that of agriculture. The prosperity of a nation is most rapidly 
advanced when beneficial laws encourage the greatest variety of 
industry. A country that is devoted to asingle article of production 
must buy all other commodities elsewhere, and is consequently very 
much at the mercy of those from whom she is obliged to purchase; 
but where a nation has within itself all, or the greater part, of those 
things which it needs, it gives employment to a greater variety of 
minds, and affords the enjoyments of life to a greater number of peo- 
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le. Therefore a varied industry is the most profitable for a nation. 
y the en ment of iron, woolen, cotton, leather, glass, paper, 
and other manufactures, these industries put in motion all others from 
which they must draw the raw materials for their manufacture, and 
they in addition set to work all those who furnish them with food 
and raiment. , 
Each furnace, forge, rolling-mill, and cotton or woolen or other 
manufac affords a market for the pretense of the labor of the 
tailor, the shoemaker, the butcher, the baker, and other mechanical 
trades. It raises up around it a little town, whose inhabitants fur- 
nish 9 7 5 adjacent farmer a market for his products which he did 
not find before. Without protection to the manufacturer thousands 
and thousands of men who are now en in mechanical pursuits 
and are consumers of cultural products would be driven into the 
ranks of producers and would thereby come in direct competition 
with the farmer. Wherever the factory and the mill are in active 
operation the agriculturist is especially benefited. Within my mem- 
ory the towns of Norristown, Pottstown, and Conshohocken, Penn- 
sylvania, were but villages. Protection to the iron, woolen, and other 
industries has raised them to flourishing towns, with good markets 
for the neighboring farmer. Lands contiguous to them within a com- 
paratively recent period conld have been bought for from seventy-five 
to one hundred dollars per acre. They can now be sold for from two 
to three hundred dollars per acre, according to their proximity to 
these towns. In addition to the home market afforded the farmer, 
the ingennity of our mechanics, encouraged by protection, has given 
him such increased facilities of planting and gathering his crops ata 
cheap rate by improved agricultural machinery that he is now enabled 
to compete in foreign markets with the cheap breadstuffs of Europe. 


The evidence of this is to be found in the fact that in 1875, after | Dye 


our people had been fed, we were enabled to sell to foreign consumers 
one hundred and eleven million dollars’ worth of breadstuffs ; in 1876 
the amount of breadstuffs exported was one hundred and thirty mill- 
ion dollars’ worth, and for the year ending December 31, 1877, we 
sold of the same one hundred and forty million dollars’ worth. The 
southern agriculturist also found a good market for his products; 
his cotton exported in 1875 was worth $190,000,000; and in 1876, $192,- 
000,000—a rich harvest for his industry. All these facts go to show 
that the free* ers’ theory, that protective tariffs tend to discour- 
age exports, is a fallacy; for in our whole history, if I remember 
aright, we have not been able to show such an extensive range of ex- 
ports as we have been able to make within the lust few years. 

But of all classes of citizens the operatives and mechanics of our 
mills and various manufactures are most interested in a policy that 
will give their labor a preference over the labor of similar classes of 
workmen abroad. None, therefore, are more interested in the policy 
of 1 than the workingmen. 

we compare the wages of the operatives in leading industries in 
free-trade England with similar industries in protectionist America 
we will find the result greatly in favor of the latter, and it will also 
show at the same time what competition we have to encounter, 

In Dr, Edward Young’s valuable and interesting work entitled 
“Labor in Europe antl America,” I find the following schedules of 
wages paid to similar operatives in England and the United States : 


Statement of weekly wages in rolling-mills, 1874. 
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Statement of weekly wages in ship-building, 1874. 
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The same difference will be found to exist in other classes of me- 


chanical labor. I regret that we have no later table, as there have 
been considerable reductions made since 1874 in both countries, but 
from what I can learn the relative proportion is much the same as 
the above. From this it will be seen that the American mechanic 
3 nearly 100 per cent. more for his industry than the English 
mechanic. 

With the higher rates of wages and double the rate of interset for 
capital paid by the American manufacturer, it is not difficult to com- 
prehend that we cannot compete with foreign manufacturers without 
adequate protection. 

If, then, a policy should be inaugurated that would admit foreign 
productions made under the cheap capital of foreign manufacturers 
and the starvation wages of their operatives, it would have a power- 
ful tendency to close almost entirely our industrial establishments and 
the workmen therein would be required to work at less wages in other 
employments. To work for lower wages would curtail their home 
comforts; to be driven from their employment would nire them 
to seek new and unfamiliar employments elsewhere. Mechanical in- 
cung by suck erroneous policy would be crippled or prostrate and 
would be driven into agriculture, where it would have to contend 
with an occupation thus ware | 5 N by the loss of the home 
market that the great industrial works afforded, and its workmen 
would become e in a business that they did not understand; 
the result of which, of course, would be want and suffering. 

On the other hand, however, protection to the manufacturer secures 
the home market to him and good wages to the operative and me- 
chanic; it means a comfortable home for himself and family, well 
furnished with all the comforts and conveniences of life; it provides 
good clothing and books and newspapers for his wife and children, 
with schools and churches and lectures and all other necessaries and 
enjoyments that render their situation in life pleasant, ble, and 
happy. In short, it secures general prosperity, while free trade brings 


poverty and nines fe 
But this comfortable condition of things always existing under pro- 
tection when our country is in its normal, healthy iey EES now, 
however, greatly disturbed by the hard times following the late re- 
bellion which involved us in such a heavy debt, is to be still farther 
disturbed by this infamous tariff bill reported by the Ways and Means 
Committee. If this bill should become a law, it would have a most 
depressing effect on all the industries of the nation, and change the 
whole business relations of our people with one another and with 
foreign powers. It reduces the duties on imports at least 25 per cent. 
on a number of articles, and admits at low rates those commod- 
ities with which we have the sharpest competition. It would act 
most injuriously on prominent industries of the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent, and would greatly cripple the opera- 
tions of some of my immediate constituents. The interests of Penn- 
sylvania demand that she should be allowed a fair opportunity to 
compete with the cheaper labor and capital of other nations, and to 
give employment again to hundreds of her now idle operatives; but 
the bill would defer that opportunity for an indefinite time. A severe 
blow is struck at her great, but already depressed, iron interests. 
The duty on pig-iron is reduced from $7 to $5, a reduction of nearly 
29 per cent., on wrought scrap from $8 to $6, and on cast scrap from 
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$6 to $4 per ton, a reduction of from 25 to 33 percent. This would 
let in all the old rails and castings of foreign countries at almost a 
nominal duty, which would operate disastrously on the manufacturer 
of pig: iron. 

— duty on common sheet - iron is reduced from 14 cents to 1} cents 
per pound, a reduction of over 28 per cent. 

In reference to this particular branch of the iron industry, Hon. 
John Wood, a former member of this House, from my district, who 
is a manufacturer and a gentleman of large experience, says: 

Any greater reduction than 3 cent ee k poma would certainly ruin the business 


in this country. There has been mu culty in keeping the mills running the 
past year, and the most favorably located, with the best management, have only 
losses. Th: this bill, I fear, wiil cause the utter destruc- 


ran at serious 0 pannes 0 
tion of this branch of the trade, and throw out of employment thousands of 
deserving workmen whose wages are now down to the lowest living point. 


Polished sheet-iron which under a duty of 3 cents per pound had 
Become the rival of the best Russia iron, is to be compelled to com- 
pete with the Rnssian under a duty of 2} cents pe: pound. This to- 
gether with the allowances claimed as dam. m rust which does 
not occur will be sufficient perhaps to drivethe American manufacture 
out of the market. 

Under the present duty of a cent and a quarter per pound, our steel 
rail manufacturers reduced the price of rails more than 50 per cent. 
Now their efforts are to be crippled by a 40 per cent. reduction of the 
present duty. 

Bar-iron, boiler, plate, and other manufactures of iron will suffer 
a reduction of 15 to 30 per cent. on the present protection. 

Onr country is studded with woolen manufactories on which hun- 
dreds of thousands of operatives depend for their subsistence. They 
make all kinds of fabrics into which wool enters as a component 
pars Onr cloths, shawls, blankets, flannels, and dress- svie with 

‘oreign manufactures in their neatness of finish and durability, 
brought to their present perfection by the preference afforded by the 
present tariff. 

Hon. George Bullock, of the Conshohocken and Norristown Mills, 
Pennsylvania, says: 


slate for one partic- 
The bill is a fraud, and the woolen interests of this 


Our carpets, rivaling the best Saxony, Brussels, Axminster, and 
others, have the protection of specific duties with an additional ad 
valorem, but the present bill abolishes the specific duties and onl 
im ad valorem; so the manufacturer knows not what N 
tion he may have to meet. New England from her sterile soil and 
bleak climate cannot draw sufficient supplies to maintain her popu- 
lation. She relies upon her mannfactures for her prosperity, mach 
of it arising from her cotton productions. A severe blow is struck at 
her interests in the bill. On her finer cottons, whether bleached or 
unbleached, she must operate under a reduction of duty of 20 to 25 
per cent., and a still greater reduction on her jeans, denims, drillings, 
tickmgs, ginghams, and goods of like description. Her manufact- 
urers are suffering for want of a ter market sufficiently now, but 
when the redu duty shall flood us with the cheap productions of 
England their works may be closed altogether. The Northern and 
Northwestern States that are engaged in the lumber ‘trade are also 
struck at in the committee's bill. 

On sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, &c., fifty cents 
per thousand feet, reduced from 81 per thousand feet. All other 
varieties of sawed lumber $1 per thousand feet, reduced from $2 per 
thousand feet. These reductions are 50 per cent. from the former du- 
ties, while on hubs, wagon-blocks, stave-pickets, pailing-laths, shin- 
gles, Narr, Geis, &c., the duty is cut down 33 percent. This reduc- 
tion will give to the Canadian lumbermen an additional opportunity 
to compete with our hardy sons of toil engaged in lumbering, and 

‘enable them to further.fill our markets with the products of their 
industry in exclusion to our own. Leather and its productions form 
a most important item of our home industry; yet on the band and 
belting leather, sole-leather, calf-skins, and upper leather of all kinds 
there i a reduction of duty ranging from 20 to 50 per cent., accord- 
ing to kind, and a heavy reduction on the manufacture of Morocco. 

tt has been the policy of this Government to build up a prosperous 
commercial marine. ith this view we have jealously protected the 
coasting trade and have not permitted foreigners to enter into com- 
petition with our citizens. It has been the nursery of our seamen, 
whose fearless daring in times of foreign war and domestic rebellion 
has been highly efficient toward maintaining the honor of the flag 
abroad and securing peace at home. 

In connection with the preservation of the coasting trade, as well 
as trade with foreign conntries, we have seeured to our own ship- 
builders the construction of our naval vessels and our merchant ships 


until under the genius and skill of our shipwrights we are able to 
launch from our ship-yards as swift and well-proportioned vessels as 


are afloat in any sea. The object of the free- as is shown by 
the bill as first introduced into the House, was evidently to destroy 
our ship-building interests for the purpose of promoting free trade. 
It proposed to permit foreign-built vessels, when bought by American 
citizens, to be “entitled to registry, enrollment and license, or licen 
and to all the benefits and privil of vessels of the United States. 
Or, in other words, to close our ship-yards, throw our shi ters 
out of employment, and transfer our ship-building to the Clyde. Had 
Mr. Woop been able to retain this section in the bill, it would have 
crippled and most 8 destroyed the magnificent ship- yards of 
John Roach and the Cramps on the Delaware, where some of the 
finest vessels of our Navy and our commercial marine have been built, 
and throw on the world unemployed the thousands of workmen now 
dependent on those great establishments for their bread. The value 
of such an establishment as that of John Roach is visible in the fact 
that from 1872 to 1877, inclusive, it paid 87,000,000 for ship-buildin 
materials and $7,269,000 for the wages of labor. By the operation 
this section of the bill we would make ourselves dependent on foreign 
countries for our ships, and if war should ensue with the power that 
constructed our vessels, we would have no ship-yards in which to 
build vessels of offense and defense, or commerce, nor in which they 
could even go for repair. 

It is true this section has been stricken from the original bill, but 
let me warn my friends that it has not been abandoned. The Nation, 
a New York weekly of acknowledged authority, says: 

The clause . vessels to the privileges of the American flag 
has been stricken out, but the question is sure to come ` deserves to 
be treated by itself, while the tariff is too pressing a to be exposed to the 
danger of failure by connecting it with a measure not clearly within its scope. 

We are told by the friends of the bill that the reductions are merel 
nominal and cannot materially affect the manufacturing and b 
ness interests of the country. If this be true, why have the British 
free-trade journals expressed such a lively interest in the bill? A 
correspondent of the Birmingham Post, writing from New York, says: 

On a careful comparison of the two tariffs it will y be found that the new 


bill will allow the revival of export of several artisles against which the present 
rates have for some years closed this market. 


The Iron and Coal Traders’ Review, of Middleborough, says : 


—.— 5 3 into the United States í been set the man- 
ufacturers u; arms, and very good reason, ani ving stone 
unturned to defeat the . the committee, niet at 

The London Iron-Monger says Sheffield is again picking up its trade 


with the United States, and if that market be not entirely closed to 
us with the heavy tariff which now prevails there will assuredly be 
a prospect opened if the new tariff be accepted. 

n another number, speaking of the bill, the same paper says: 


The effect which it would have upon some of the Sheffield trades, for instance, 
would be nothing of a metamorphosis from depression to extreme activity. 
Not only will houses be able to send their best brands—for these up to the present 
time cannot be eq and American man rers must have them—but 
would be able tocompete with the Pennsylvania makers in the second and inferior 
8 = makers, too, of railway rails, who for some time past have been 

together excladed from American contracts, in consequence of the Ds rye esd 
of tendering at sufficiently low rates, would once more peers formidable rivals, 
Tools, cutlery, grates, machines, in fact almost all kinds of hardware, could be sent 
across the Atlantic at prices which while they would prove remunerative to the 
manufacturer, would tempt dealers to purchase them in preference to the produc- 
tions to American and inferior makers. A reduction of only 10 per cent., and this 
is the least that can be expected, will indeed create such a o in the condition 
of the hardware trade as only the most sanguine can Itis just the 
bridge which would lead from the gloomy banks of depression and short hours on 
trade and activity on the other. The trade of Bir- 


the one side, to those of 

mingham — besp influenced. e ton oe beast ut oa its old 
appearance of busi rosperous act an w e oun 
would feel — E. 8 ei 


It is an old but true age that “straws show which way the wind 
blows.” Let us then not deceived by the sophistries and allure- 
ments of the free-trade advocates, When we come to reflect and con- 
sider, it is more protection instead of less that this country needs, for 
the duties are already so low that even at the low wages now existing 
there is a very small in left for the manufacturer. We may take 
as an example the manufacture of pig-iron. I am informed by the 
manufacturers in my district,in the great Schuylkill Valley, where 
the facilities and advantages for eee ron are as great 
haps as anywhere else in the whole country, that at present p 
there is not a manufacturer realizing more than fifty cents per ton 
clear of all expenses, and in most instances they are running their fur- 
naces at an actual loss. This is evident from the fact that out of fifteen 
furnaces in Montgomery County, Pensylvania, capable of producing 
125,000 tons of pig iron annually only four are in operation. 

The reduction of the duty on pig-iron in the bill is $2 per ton or 
nearly 30 per cent. less than the present duty. To say that such a re- 
duction is merely nominal and will not affect the manufacturing and 
industrial interests of the country is simply absurd and preposterous. 
This is but one example I have given, but as a corresponding reduc- 
tion has been made in many others it will suffice to show the great 
danger in the passage of the bill. Anothervery objectionable feature 
of the bill is the ad valorem instead of specific duties. These in many 
instances open a wide door to fraud. In almost every instance the 
goods will be undervalued, and thereby the importer will be enabled 
to undersell the manufacturer in our markets. 
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When we come to consider that we only export about 8 per cent, 


of the whole value of our manufactured, mec cal, and agricult- 
ural productions, we cannot fail to see how important it is to hold 
and control our own markets, We annually import about two hun- 
dred million dollars’ worth of goods that ought to be manufactured 
in our own country. These consist of cotton goods, glass, iron and 
steel, leather, tobacco, cigars, lumber, wool and woolen manufact- 
ures. It requires no great foresight to understand, that we should 
manufacture these goods ourselves. First, because it would give 
employment to our own people; and, secondly, it would keep our 
gold and silver at home and in our own country. We would thus be 
enabled to accumulate in a short time sufficient to return to specie 
payments without any future fear on the part of the National Gov- 
ernment. Protection, protection, is what this country wants; a 
diversified industry is the wealth of a nation. Nothing is so condu- 
cive to that end asa “ protective tariff;” it benefits all classes of 
citizens and builds up our villages, towns, and cities. 

And now right here let me make this prediction: if free trade ever 
prevails in this country there will be but one resort left us, and that 
will be a reduction of W. corresponding to those of European 
countries. Without this the result will be that every cotton and 
woolen factory, every furnace, rolling-mill, and forge, will stand idle, 
and poverty and starvation will be its sequel. Our public-school sys- 
tem, which is destined to exercise and control the future destinies of 
the American people will die out, and the twin sisters ignorance and 
crime will stalk broadcast throughout the land. And instead of one 
pauper in every three hundred and thirty-two persons, as shown by 
the last census, we will be like England and Wales, which have one 
pauper for every twenty-one persons. Ever since the establishment 
of free trade in England pauperism has been on the increase. This 
must necessarily be the case where wages are low. 

In a general survey of the bill it seems to me that its uncalled-for 
reduction of duties will cause a lasting detriment to our great lead- 
ing industries, and transfer our man tures to other lands and for 
the benefit of other people who have no Vile. claims on our sym- 
pathies. To recapitulate, its provisions will enrich the merchants of 

t commercial cities, for low duties will stimulate and increase 
eee and the greater the influx of foreign commodities the greater 
the harvest of the importer; but while it may for a time thus enrich 
the few through whose hands the foreign productions may pass it 
will work disastrous results on all the great industries of the nation. 
It will close, in a measure, our iron, and woolen, and cotton manu- 
factories; it will turn out of their regular employments hundreds of 
thousands of artisans, and make them seek occupations in which they 
have no ee it will flood our country with the products of for- 
eign industry; it will involve us in debt to other nations, and it will 
drain us of our currency, the life-blood of the nation, and render us 
the dependents of other peoples. 

ith industries already paralyzed by the late commercial panics, 
and thousands denied employment which is necessary to give 
them bread, with a currency somewhat debased by recent ot sce 
tion, it would be an act of the greatest legislative cruelty if we should 
add to the general distress now existing by opening our ports for the 
admission of those articles which we can so well make at home, and 
thus transfer the wages of labor from our people to foreign lands. 
We are, indeed, slowly recovering from a long cial depression, 
and are awaiting the ing effects of time, patience, and favorable 
legislation to spring forward once more on the road to a more solid 
prosperity. Even the agitation of the revision of duties at this time 
is a great mistake, but rg of the bill would be a fatal step 
backward that would re if not destroy, for long years a return to 
our normal condition of industry, comfort, and happiness. 

An American Congress ought therefore to reflect well and hesitate 
long before by changes in its tariff laws it should unsettle all our 
geat national industries, cripple some and destroy others, and pro- 

uce poverty and want, confusion and distress throughout the land ; 
which evil results in my judgment will surely follow sooner or later 
the passage of this bill. In conclusion let me say that it is not in 
the 8 of the rich nor for the benefit of those who have a com- 
tency (for they can live under the most adverse circumstances) 
we stand here as advocates of protection; but we ask and de- 
mand it for the millions who live by toil, whose dependence is on 
their skill and the labor of their hands, and whose labor creates the 
wealth of a nation. For these le, and for our future security, 
2 and greatness as a nation, I earnestly hope the bill will be 
efeai 


Mr. BREWER. Mr. Chairman, on the Ist day of November last the 
honorable gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HUNTER] stated “that the 
condition of our country was like that of a sick man suffering from a 
severe attack of congestion,” and since that time nearly every member 
on this floor has felt himself fully competent to prescribe a remedy. 
Some have thought the coinage of the silver dollar and its restoration 
as a part of the currency of our country would be a relief for all our 
woes. Others have prescribed as an infallible relief for our sick coun- 
try the repeal of the resumption act and an unlimited supply of irre- 
deemable paper money. Some have asserted with much warmth that 
gold and silver coin was an expensive and unsuitable currency in a 
country like ours, and was only suitable in the despotisms of Europe; 
that no relief could be had for this distressed country of ours save by 
the creation by law of a currency made from some inexpensive sub- 


stance which should be known as “American money,” and which, by 
reason of its r e could only be a medium of exchange in our 
own country. And now comes the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means and reports to this House that, after a fair diagnosis of 
the case mentioned by the gentleman from Indiana, that committee 
has come to adeliberate conclusion that there can be no relief to the 
country except by a revision of our tariff and revenue laws, and that 
committee, in order to carry out its views, reports to this House the 
bill now under consideration, 

The committee seems to have had four objects in view in the framing 
of this bill: first, to gratify the heavy importers of foreign produc- 
tions who are doing business in New York and other seaport cities; 
second, to promote the cause of free trade by aiding to build up the 
manufacturing industries of Europe, by the oppression of our own; 
third, to carry out the principles laid down in the national demo- 
cratic platform of 1876, by which that party proclaimed that “we de- 
mand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue ;” 
fourth, to aid in perpetuating the memory of the honorable chair- 
man of the committee, by having an act of legislation on ourstatute- 
books, which should be known in all future time as the Wood tariff law. 

Sir, I am led to believe that the latter object was that which 
controlled the committee, or, at least, a portion of its members, in the 
at! mune of this bill, for they have at all times seemed ready and 

illing to modify, change, or amend any section or clanse of the bill 
in case the applicant for such change was able to control one or more 
votes in support of the bill when so amended. 

It does not seem ible that a fixed and permanent revenue law 
for a great nation like ours can be perfected when every principle in 
such a measure can be changed or modified in consideration of votes. 
Iam wholly unable to comprehend what other motives than those 
mentioned could have actuated the Committee of Ways and Means in 
attempting to revise our revenue laws at the present time. I have 
neither seen nor heard of any petition being presented to this House 
praying for a revision or reduction of our tariff duties. On the con- 
trary, we know well that thousands upon thousands of men from all 
parts of the country have petitioned this House that our tariff duties 
might remain unchanged. These petitions have come from the farmer 
and the manufacturer, the producer and the consumer, from the cap- 
italist and the laborer, and, in fact, from those representing every 
interest in the country. Yet, notwithstanding the prayers of idle but 
willing laborers and the depressed industries of our anniy, this 
brome e insists upon glorifying itself by adding another blow at 
our producing and manufacturing interests—interests which supply 
labor, bread, and clothing to millions of dependent men and women. 

I know well that the people of the great agricultural State of Michi- 
gan, the State which I have the honor to represent in part, have not 
asked for any such law as this, but more than two thousand of the men 
engaged in 2 the soil in my own district have protested against 
its enactment. I have not heard the cry uttered or complaint made 
by the consumers of our home products that the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Woop] claims to have heard; but, onthe contrary, the 
trouble chiefly is that too little labor is employed in the creation of 
such productions, and that which is now employed is too illy paid. 
The effect of the p e of this bill must be either a reduction in 
the amount of duty laid upon foreign importations and a lessening 
of the indirect taxation of our people, or, if such reduction does not 
take place, it will be but a changing of the tax fram one article of 
foreign production and placing it upon another. If the latter should 
be the result, then it wi give no relief to the people by a reduction 
of taxation, and, if the former should be the result, then we have 
voted to decrease our revenues below the actual necessities of the 
Government and to build up the industries of foreign lands by crush- 
ing out the very life-blood of our own. The English capitalist and 
the English laborer are both watching the results of our action upon 
this measure with as much anxiety as the people of our own country 
are wat hing it, for they know well that the passage of this bill will 
be for their interest. 

A correspondent of the Birmingham (England) Post, writing from 
the city of New York, the home of the gentleman who reported this 
bill, to that journal in February last, says, The new bill will allow 
the revival of export to this country;” while the London Iron- 
Monger of a recent date says, There will assuredly be a prospect 
for trade opening if the new tariff bill is adopted.” hatever may 
have been the intention of this committee, if this bill becomes a law 
the three months’ labor bestowed thereon by the committee will have 
been faithfully expended in the interest of the foreign producer and 
the foreign importer, to the prejudice of the great mass of our own 
peoples. When, sir, before this, did the Committee of Ways and Means 
of this House, while framing so important a measure as this, decline 
to hear the accredited representatives of the various industries of our 
country, which are to be so injuriously affected? It is a well-known 
fact that accredited representatives of the wool and woolen interests 
of the country, of the iron, lumber, salt, and other interests, have 
been refused a personal hearing before this committee. These repre- 
sentatives were practical men, and know well the effect this measure 
must have upon the industries they represented. The gentlemen 
upon that committee who aided in the adoption of that rule for the 
exclusion of such representatives must have supposed that the com- 
bined wisdom of the age was by the members composing 
that committee. 
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I know well Ness or v Shaanan or that ee is anho 
of t experience in public affairs, an ssessed of great an 
vaod i accomplishments; but sir, it is not within the com of his 
wisdom, or that of his committee, to frame a tariff bill that will be 
satisfactory to the people of this country, without listening to the 
advice of practical men who are en agod in the various occupations 
of life. ve no unbending or unyielding theoriesas to what should 
be the rates of duty on fore products, only that such duties shall 
be levied as shall tend to aid our home industries and incidentally 
protect our home labor. Nod one country can or should be a correct 
standard for another in the laying of duties upon foreign importa- 
tions. What is protective or prohibitive in France may not be in the 
United States, and it is for each nation to see and know particularly 
its own condition and graduate its tariff duties in its own interest. 
England changed its duties on iron and steel seventeen times within 
one hundred and fifty years, raising them each time, until it could 
undersell the world, when if abolished such tariff and cried out for 
free trade. 

As for us, with our imperative need for customs duties to meet the 
running expenses of our Government and the interest upon our pub- 
lic debt, with a higher rate of interest for money, with better wages 
for labor, and with still vast national resources to be developed, we 
cannot, with safety to our credit and our industries, materially de- 
crease our tariff duties. It is said by our free-trade friends that our 
tariff system is the main cause of our business depression at the pres- 
ent time, but every laboring-man in the country and every capitalist 
whose judgment is not warped by his personal interests must know 
such assertions to be untrue. If it be-true, why is it that in free- 
trade En d, with her vast cumulative wealth of a thousand years, 
labor seeks employment in vain at lower rates than in our own coun- 
try and that failures of capitalists are epee, from day to day. 
If it be true, why is it that France, with a tariff law protective and 
upon some articles prohibitive, is to-day one of the most prosper- 
ous countries in Eurepe, notwithstanding her recent war and the 
payment of her immense war debt to Germany. No; it was not our 
tariff laws that caused the depression in business, but the overtaxed 
and ruined credit of our peo le and of our private and municipal cor- 

rations from 1863 to a, which forfeited the confidence of cap- 

tal, and the labor of our country remains unemployed by reason of 
such ruined credit. We are told by the author of this bill that our 
tariff laws lessen our export trade; but if we compare our trade with 
that of free-trade Great Britain we find that for ton years, from 1865 
to 1875, our import trade increased 33 per cent. and our export trade 
72 per cent., while the import trade of Great Britain increased 34 per 
cent. and her export trade 25 per cent, 

In fact our export trade never was larger than at the present time, 
and for the last three years the balance of trade has beon largely in 
our favor. In 1877 our exportation of domestic products exceeded 
our import trade to the amount of $123,000,000. Let us examine this 
more closely, to see how our tariff laws have affected the American 
farmer, and we find that we ere during the four years from 
1858 to 1861, inclusive, with a tariff lower than now, only 47,321,422 
bushels of wheat, atan average price of $1.15 per bushel, and 20,478 
bushels of corn, at an ave price of 673 cents per bushel, while dur- 
ing the four years from 1874 to 1877, inclusive, with the present high 
rates of tariff, we exported 219,485,838 bushels of wheat, at an average 
price of $1.26 per bushel, and 183,647,581 bushels of corn, at an average 
price of 674 cents per bushel. This shows conclusively that our in- 
creased tariff duties have not depressed our foreign trade, and that 
during the latter period of time the amount of our manufactured pro- 
ductions has largely increased, while the price for such productions has 
diminished. The value of provisions, such as hams, bacon, pork, beef, 
lard, tallow, butter, and cheese shipped from the ports of New York, 
Boston, Baltimore, and Portland during the month of January last 
alone amounted to the sum of $11,170,659. 

But our free-trade friends again tell us that our high tariff prevents 
other nations from buying from us, when in fact, as I have already 
shown, they have never bought so largely from us as at the present 
time. The State which I have the honor to represent in part is 
largely interested in the production of wool, Tambe salt, iron, and 
copper. The growing of wool has become one of the larges: 


t indus- 
tries in the sonen and perhaps no other ni indu extends 


over so large a on of our country as that. No one of the million 
of men engaged in t the production of wool has asked for a chan 
our tariff duties upon foreign wool; but, on the con 
ducers and most of the wool manufacturers are in entire harmony in 
their urgent request that no change be made. In the State of Mich- 
igan alone more than $500,000,000 are invested in pine lands and lum- 
bering, and upward of fifty thousand men are given employment 
during the whole or a large portion of each year in the production of 
lumber. I am certain that no one interested in this large business 
has ever asked this House to reduce the duty on lumber one-half or 
any other amount, for they know well that such reduction cannot be 
made without . decreasing the wages of the laborer 
engaged in such production. 

his industry in Michigan opens up a home market for some eight 
million dollars’ worth of the products of the farm and six million dol- 
lars’ worth of the products of the shop and factory annually. What 
we should aim to accomplish and to 8 is a varied industry upon 
the farm, in the mill, and in the factory all over our country, from 


in 
„the Sov hap 
Cos 


Maine to Texas and from the Atlantic to the Pacific. J am heartily 


in favor of such legislation as shall, while meeting the wants of na- 
tional revenue, incidentally protect and enco every industry, 
believing it to be far better for the people that we should provide for 
their wants from the productions of their own labor rather than from 
the productions of foreign labor. Of the thirty-five millions of sheep. 
in the United States the farmers in Michigan own about two millions. 
The people engaged in wool-growing have studied the tariff question 
thoroug hes far as it affects their interests, and I believe they are- 
a unit in their condemnation of the proposed change of the duties on 
foreign wool. The Michigan Wool-Growers’ Association and many 
other like associations in other States have recently declared their 
adhesion to the present classification of wools and rates of du 
thereon, and to-day the National Wool-Growers’ Association and Woo 
. Association are united in their opposition to any 
change. 

Still, we are politely informed by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means that the pro change of duty on foreign wool 
will bein the interest of the wool-grower. So far as I am concerned 
I prefer to take the judgment of practical men who for years have 
been giving the subject a careful investigation. Previous to 1867 the 
most of our imported wool was of a finer class usually known as Cape 
and Mestiza wool which principally came from the Cape of Good Hope 
and the Argentine Republic. In 1866 we received from the Argentine 
Republic 36,915,776 ponnds, and from rae of Good Hope 7,424,217 
pounds, or a total of 44,340,011 pounds. e received during the same 
year from other places than those mentioned abont 23,000,000 pounds 
of wool principally of a lower grade, making the total amount of 
brie! e that year 67,064,986 pounds. In 1867, the year the pres- 
ent tariff law was enacted, we imported only 36,240,107 pounds, and 
of this only 6,227,991 pouneg came from the Cape of Good Hope and 
the mtine Republic, being a decrease in the importation of finer 
or clothing wools of about37,000,000 pounds, while there was an actual 
increase that year in the importation of wool of a coarser quality from 
other places, 

One of the principal objects in arranging the tariff duties on wool 
in 1867 was to encourage our wool-growers in the growing of the finer 
wools, nizing the fact that it would be unwise legislation to 
enco the 3 of a poor article, 

Hon. Henry S. Randall, now deceased, late of Courtland, New York, 
and president of the National Wool-Growers Association, informed us. 
that the price of Cape and Mestiza wool previous to the war was 13 
cents pound, and during the war averaged 15.1 cents per pound, 
exclusive of tariff — For the purpose of plainly showing the effect 
of the proposed tariff let us illustrate it in this way: call Mestiza 
wool 15 cents per pound, although it is worth at the present time but 
about 12 cents. The duty under the 55 10 cents per pound 
and 11 per cent. ad valorem, would 11.65 cents per pound, while 
under b N law, at 35 per cent. ad valorem, the duty on each 
pound would be 5.25 or 6.40 cents less per pound than under the pres- 
ent law, and yet we are told by some of A pon theoretical gentlemen 
on the Committee of Ways and Means that the proposed duty on woob 
is in the interest of the wool-grower. If they mean that it will be in 
the interest of the foreign wool-grower then they are correct, but it 
certainly cannot be in the interest of our home producers. But let 
us show again how this proposed measure is in the interest of foreign 
wool-growers and agains the interest of our own people. The fol- 
lowing statement is furnished me by the secretary of one of the largest 
wool manufacturing establishments in Massachusetts. It will be here 
seen that we staan the price of Cape and Mestiza wool too high in 
our former statement: 

Cape and Mestiza wool— 
Present 3 êd., Roe 
Proposed duty, 
Cost to land, nein 


-- 80 12 
se 4 


This wool will shrink 


8 67 per cent.; therefore it would cost scoured 
fleeces of Ohio and Michigan growth. These 


in the Boston market 42 cents; shrink 
cost, clean, 80 to 84 cents, 

It will a chance 80 and 84 cent wool has to compete with 55-cent 
. fine, and worth for a great many purposes just as much clean per 
pound. 


CCCCCCCCCCTWW E E AS 
AEE EE IAEA E T O N A STUE 
Cost, clean, 67 cent.; shrinkage, 77 cents, 
ie ti nase AY NATAS OF oak own OOl aa 06 dania weal Da. 


It needs no further illustration to show the ruinous effect which 
this proposed change in the wool tariff will have on wool-growing in 
the United States. In 1872 Congress, in making a general reduction 
in tariff duties, reduced the duty on wool 10 per cent., and aari 
that very year we imported ete pounds, and over 54,000, 
pounds more than we imported in 1871, the year before such reduc- 
tion took place, while in 1873 we imported 85,496,049 ponnds. In 1874 
the original tariff duty was again restored on wool, and during that 
year the amount of im wool decreased to 42,939,541 pounds. In 
1872 and 1873 wool bore a high price in this country and this had 
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something to do, without doubt, in increasing the amount imported. 
But the 10 per cent. reduction in the duty much to do in encour- 
aging the importation of wool to the detriment of our own wool- 
growers. It ie manifest that our wool-growers must market their 
wool with our wool- manufacturers, and they are desirous of aiding in 
building up and maintaining the wool-manufacturing interests of 
the country until the wool-grower and wool-manufacturer can clothe 
our own ple without expending from $30,000,000 to $60,000,000 
annually 8 purchase of foreign wool and woolens. 7 

The tariff act of 1867 was framed in the mutual and common inter- 
est of the wool-growers and the wool-mannfacturers, after the lead- 
ing men engaged in these industrial pursnits had been consulted and 
heard by the Committee of Ways and Means, and under this tariff 
our wool product has reached upwards of 200,000,000 pounds per 
annum, while the improvement in the quality of our wool far ex- 
ceeds the ratio of the increase in quantity. From 1860 to 1867, inclu- 
sive, we imported 414,165,844 pounds of wool, while from 1868 to 
1875, inclusive, we imported „282,805 pounds, showing a gradual 
but average increase under the tariff of 1867, and that the present 
tariff is not in any sense prohibitive, but is only fairly competitive. 
Our home consumption of wool for a term of years increased, 
while the price of our woolen products has decreased from year to 
year. The following table tends to show the effect of the tariff upon 
our wool and woolen trade : 


Statistics from official reports of imports of wool.and woolens into the 
United States for the ten years before and the ten years since the present 
tariff became a law. 
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That our revenue has gained rather than lost will be seen by this 
statement from Edward Young, Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in 
the United States Treasury Department, showing the amount of duty 
received on wool aud manufactures of wool entered into consumption 
in the United States during the fiscal year, ended June 30, 1862, to 
1877, both inclusive: 

Wool and manufactures of wool. 


I do not propose to take the time of this House to combat the prop- 
osition of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means that 
the amount of tariff duties levied upon foreign goods is a tax of the 
same amount levied upon all similar goods consumed by our own 
people. It is a doctrine which has been controverted over and over 

by Washington, Hamilton, Clay, Webster, Henry C. Carey, and 
others, and over and above all it has been proven to be unsound as a 


ER and untrue in fact by the practical experience of every 
boring man in the country. From 1863 to 1873 a large proportion 
of the people, in fact the very Government itself was living on the 
future or on borrowed capital, when all classes of people turned spec- 
ulators and fortunes were made-and lost in a day. © saw a large 
proportion of our young men in the rural districts allured by the ex- 
citement attending such speculation leaving the farm and entering 
the store, the office, the shop, and the factory, in the many villages 
and cities throughout the country. What has been the effect? To- 
day we have a large surplus population in these cities and villages, 
and idleness fills the streets with men and women seeking employ- 
ment, while poverty and hunger are found in many a household. 
Should it not be the policy of our Government to so legislate as to 
encourage these unfortunate and unemployed to seek homes on our 
fertile but unoccupied lands, millions of acres of which are now wait- 
ing for cultivation at their hands? Let me ask the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means what inducement do you hold eut to 
these men to engage in agricultural pursuits? By the passage of this 
bill you strike a fatal blow at one of the most important industries 
connected with agriculture. 

Sir, in behalf of the agriculturists and in their interest I protest 
against the p e of this bill, and for them I stand here to s 
and yote against it. The gentleman who reported this bill and urged 
its passage here the other day, said: 

Much that has been said with referenee to the steel and iron manufactures 
plies to worsted and woolens. Great progress has been made in these articles. "Te 
the falling off in the amount of duties received from them withont any change in 
the tariif is an indication of a decrease in the consumption by us of foreign pro- 
ductions, the following table is very significant. 

And for the p of establishing that statement he furnishes the 
following table, which I introduce here for the purpose of showing to 
the Honse and to the country why this bill should not pass: 


Statement showing the amount of duties received from manufactures of 


wool and woolens during the five fiscal years from 1872 to 1876, inclu- 
sive. 


389 
679 
584 
865 
070 
998 
n 938 
1 goods....... ..... 707 
Clot . 8, 980, 806 207 2 5, 980, $ia 
7 7, 162, 119 
N articles of wear, * =. 


This table shows just what was claimed for it by the gentleman, 

that there has been a large decrease in the consumption of foreign 

sin our on country. Sir, I did not expect when I came here tc 

this House but a few months ago to see the leader of the dominant 

party arise in his place and upbraid the American people because 

they did not patronize foreign producers and foreign manufacturers 

instead of consuming the productions of our own labor. Again he 
says: à 
tion to a change in the tarif emanates from the frien 

BE pes e ee eee ae 


in 

Whatever may have been the exeuse originally for the governmental bounty to 
the then infant manufacturers, it does not now exist and should not be continued, 
because the necessity for it no longer remaius. They have reached so high a de- 
gree of excellence and grown so strong that they not only need not fear foreign 
competition bere but are able to maintain themselves in other countries ust any 
opposition or rivalry there. This is the fact especially with regard to the leading 
and the most protected interests. The iron and steel, the woolen, the cotton, and 
the silk productions of the United States are now forcing themselves into foreign 
markets by no other aid than their own superiority and conceded merit. 


The honorable gentleman fails to tell us, what is manifestly true, 
that this “high degree of excellence” that he mentions was brought 


about under our present tariff laws which he so bitterly complains of. 
Again he says: 

The consumption of foreign metals, iron, steel, and manufactures of, has fallen 
from $57,333,158 in 1873 to $10,222,220 in 1877. The mean average for eight years’ 
consumption of these metals and manufactures thereof amounted to $38,030,766 per 
annum. The large falling off in the importation of these articles may be propery 
traced to two causes: first, the high duties and the vexations and cumbersome 
classifications, and secondly, the wonderful progress and improvement which our 
has made in similar manufactures. To the latter cause, in = judg- 

attributed the principal influence which is operating. It is oro 
certain that the exportation of manufactured articles which come under this head 
has ly increased. According to the official returns issued by the Bureau of 
Statistics, November 10, 1877, the average increase has been fully equal to 30 
cent. for the nine mon ending 30th September last, over the preceding 
months of 1876. We exported in 1876 during this period of machinery, $1,291,305, 


1878. 
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and in the like period of 1977 $2,131,231, and of pig. iron, $70,544 in 1876 and $138,100 


in 1877; of rai'road bars for rails, $128,567 in 
band, and iron, $4,988 in 1876 and $23,072 in 1877; of steam-engin 
1876 and $523,040 in 1877, and other manufactures of iron not enumera 10,038 
in 1876 and 62.772.516 in 1877. — 

The e ons of steel show a more tifying result. Of edge-tools we ex- 
ported for the nine months of 1876 $448,717, while for the same period in 1877 the 
export amounted to $609,842; and of muskets, . 25 18 rifles, and sporting - guns we 

rted in 1878 $2,015,662, and in 1877 $4,361,752, an increase of about 133 per cent., 
and in other man tures of steel not enumerated $112,817 in 1876, $247,216 in 1877. 
The total exports of iron and the manufactures of iron for the fiscal year 1877 was 
€8,089,540, thus showing that the apprehension arising from the competition of for- 
eign mechanics with American workmen has now little force, 


Well may the gentleman proclaim that the facts stated by him 
show a “gratifying result ;” but he again fails to tell us that this 
“gratifying result” was brought about by our manufacturers and 

roducers under the very law which he seeks to wipe from our stat- 
ute-books. One reason why there has been a large reduction in the 
importation of foreign s is that our people are living more eco- 
nomically than they were during the flush and 8 times which 
I have mentioned. And another reason is t by our wholesome 
tariff laws we have built up manufactories that are able to supply 
our people with such articles as they need and which are the product 
of our own labor. The conclusion to be drawn from the argument 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means is that he be- 
lieves the prosperity of our country can only be brought about by an 
increase in the importation of foreign goods. 

This, without doubt, is the judgment of many of the gentleman’s 
immediate constituents who are engaged in the importation of sach 
goods; but the gentleman should remember that, as chairman of his 
committee, he should have in view the interests of the whole country, 
and that but a small proportion of the people are engaged in or inter- 
ested in the importation of foreign goods. It seems to me that the 

rosperity of a country, like that of an individual, is indicated by its 
helse able to sell more than it buys. Millions of men in this country 
from 1863 to 1873 attempted to gain wealth by buying more than they 
could sell. This was so with private and municipal corporations and 
even with the General Government itself, and for the last five years 
we, as a people, have suffered untold hardships by reason of our 
former efforts to carry out the doctrine advocated by the gentleman 


from New York. 
In his anxiety to strengthen this offspring for which he stands 
nsor before this House, our friend had read a letter from Colonel 
ithington, an excellent gentleman from my own State, informing 
the Committee of Ways and Means that he could manufaeture hoen 
forks, and other farming implements from steel purchased in Englan 
and sell such implements in the English market in competition with 
their own manufacturers; but the gentleman from New York neg- 
lected to tell the House, although that fact must have been known 
to him, tbat there was a drawback of a large amount of the duty 
paid by Colonel Withington upon the steel from which these imple- 
ments were manufactured, and that they were manufactured by con- 
vict labor in the Michigan State’s prison, at a price per day paid for 
labor which could scarcely board the men were they outside the prison 
walls. Let me inform my friend that the people of this country are 
not desirous of having a tariff law that shall place our free labor in 
competition with that of convict labor, or even the cheap labor of 
foreign lands. Again he says that the wool-growers are made to be- 
lieve that the rate of 35 per cent. proponon is detrimental to their in- 
terest. Sir, they have not been ə to believe that the proposed 
change will be detrimental to their interest, but they know it from 
their own practical experience, which is more convincing to them 
than all the theoretical knowledge possessed by the gentleman from 
New York upon this 7 

It is said that there will be but a small decrease in revenue to the 
Government by reason of the proposed change in the duty upon wool, 
and a statement is given by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means purporting to come from the American Woolens and Wool 
Association. Sir, if I am correctly informed this association only 
existsin the imagination of a few gentlemen who are either engaged in 
the importing or manufacturing of the finer class of woolen goods, 
and five of these gentlemen are holding themselves out to the world 
as an executive committee of this imaginary association, and they 
complain because under our present tariff law the duty is greater on 
the tiner classes of wools than on the common grades. This, without 
doubt, is true, for I find that we imported of the finer wools and those 
which come in competition with our own production, 11,189,502 pounds 
in 1876, and during the same year we imported of coarse wools, a class 
of which ve y little is produced in this country, 26,334,757 pounds. 
Is there any man here that wishes to encourage by legislation the 
growing of a poor article of wool? 

The great advancement which we have made in the quality of our 
wool is because the law was framed to carry out that very object. 
It is true that this proposed law will increase the duty on the coarser 
geien of imported wool and, as I have already shown, will largely 

ecrease the duty on the finer grades, which come into direct compe- 
tition with the wools grown in our own country. Our producing and 
3 industries are not in a condition to be harassed by 
this ruinous change in our tariff duties. In 1876 a sweeping change 
in our tariff laws was attempted in this House, and like the present 
measure it received a favorable report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. It greatly reduced the duty on wool and woolen 88 


876 and $192,770 in 1877; of sheet, 
yore 
, $2,5 


and was pending here until Con adjourned on the 15th of August 
and after the wool season had rincipally closed. What was the 
effect of the pendency of that bill backed up by a favorable report? 
The wool manufacturers, thinking it might become a law, were afraid 
to buy our farmers’ wool, except at low figures, and the great bulk 
of the wool in Michigan was marketed before Congress adjourned 
at from 25 to 28 cents per ponnd, while those who held on to their 
wool until after Congress adjourned received from 30 to 38 cents per 
pound. Is this same infliction to be placed upon the farmers again 
by keeping this measure here threatening ruin to their industry until 
the wool season is over? I trust not. As we love our eountry and 
glory in its advancement, as we wish to promote our own indus- 
tries and favor our own labor, let us manifest these sentiments by the 
defeat of this bill at the earliest practicable moment. 

Mr. BACON addressed the committee. [His remarks will appear 
in the appending 

Mr. MORSE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. COVERT reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
No. 4106) to impose duties upon cores imports, to promote trade 
and commerce, to reduce taxation, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at ten o’cloek and 
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of P. F. Munger and 95 others, of 
Illinois, for the establishment of a branch mint at Chicago, Ilinois— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, late em- 
os of Day, Call & Co., Government contractors, for relief—to the 

ommittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. BRENTANO: Papers relat 9 fo the pension claim of Mary 
F. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The petition of Adeline M. Osgood, for a pen- 
siou—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CABELL: The petition of citizens of Danville, Virginia, 
against the establishment of warehouses for the export of tobacco— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky: The petition of Peter S. Rusk, 


for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. CLYMER: Three petitions of citizens of Berks County, 
Pennsylvania, numerously signed, against the imposition of a tax on 


incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petitions of the publishers of the Reading (Pennsylvania) 
Adler and of the Republikaner, Reading, Pennsylvania, for the abo- 
lition of the duty on type—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route between Fayette and Pioneer, Ohio—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

BY Mr. CRAVENS: Papers relating to the war elaims of Richard 
A. Burruss, W. C. Hawkins, and the estate of John C. Burruss—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELTON: The petitions of citizens of Dalton and Whit- 
field County; of Rome and Floyd County, and of Cartersville and 
Bartow County, Georgia, for Government aid for the Texas and Pa- 
cific Railroad to be built from the east bank of the Mississippi River 
to San Diego, on or near the thirty-second parallel—to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of Theodore Dean 
and other citizens of Taunton, Massachusetts, against the imposition 
of a tax on incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Theodore Dean and 19 other business men and 
firms of Taunton, Massachusetts, for the repeal of the bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARRISON: The petition of a large number of residents of 
Chicago, Illinois, for the removal of the duty on quinine—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: The petition of Hon. Samuel Guyer and 
others, citizens of Illinois, favoring the location of a mint on the island 
of Rock Island, Illinois—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of Robert L. May, late lieu- 
tenant-commander United States Navy, to be restored to the Navy— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTON, (by request:) The petition of James W. Haven- 
ner, for the reference of his war claim to the southern claims com- 
mission—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: The petition of James B. Rawls and 
other citizens of Washington County, Alabama, for the distribution 
of the proceeds of the sales of public lands for the use of schools— 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Elizabeth S. Roberts, for an in- 
crease of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULDROW : The petitions of Samuel E. McGlathery and 
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of Theophelns S. Robertson, for compensation for property taken and 
used by the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of citizens of Daven 
the location of a mint on the island of Rock Island, 
Committee on Coin Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of Sallie Yerger, Maggie J. 
Miller, and others, heirs of Henry Miller, deceased, for compensation 
for property taken by United States Treasury officials—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Mississippi, for the passage of the 
dill (H. R. ‘No. 1670) to return the cotton tax to the States in which 
it was paid, to be used for educational purposes, not called for or 
claimed by those who paid it within three years—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TURNEY: The petition of Elizabeth F. Long, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of Bryan Tyson—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Wilmington, North 
Carolina, in opposition to transferring the life-saving service from 
the Treasury to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of citizens of Venango County, 
Pennsylvania, against the imposition of a tax on incomes—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON : Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, asking the establishment of a post. route from the city of Visa- 
lia, by way of Townsends, to Fairview, in Tulare County, California— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon: The petitions of citizens of Linn, 
Marion, Lane, and Benton Counties, Oregon, for the construction of 
u harbor of refuge at Cape Foulweather—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. : 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the war claims of John Bate- 
man, John H. Bills, and William A. Williamson—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of members of the American Postal Microscopic 
Club, for the amendment of the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


linois—to the 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 16, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the Journal may be corrected. I find 
that my name is not recorded as having voted on the passage of the 
bill to repeal the bankrupt Jaw. I cast my vote in the affirmative. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The correction will be made, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Tennessee, 

The Journal was approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the followin 
from the secretary of New Mexico; which was $ 
Secretary's OFFICE, TERRITORY OF New MEXICO, 


Santa Fé, New Mexico, April 8, 1878. 
"The honorable the PRESIDENT of the Senate: 


I have the honor to transmit to you sundry memorials passed by the twenty-third 
Legislative . — Ned this Territory. 


rey W. G. RITCH, Secretary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. These memorials relating to divers sub- 
jects will lie npon the table. They are in print. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I present the petition of certain bankers 
and business men of Chicago, praying for the establishment of a 
branch mint in that city; and as it is very short I ask that it be read 
by the e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be read, in the absence of objec- 


tion. } 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
The unde ed, bankers and business men in the city of eee beg leave 
most respectfully to petition oe Sa et eS ee ene ch 
city. For a more particular statement of the reasons why the mint 


should be located here we refer to the exhaustive 


communication 


report of a committee of the Chi- 
«ago Board of Trade, made at the request of Dr. Linderman, Director of the Min 
on the 20th day of November, 1875, a copy of which is herewith transmitted. A 
the facts and 1) therein stated are as true to-day as were then, with 
the ex ion that all the departments of business in Chicago have for the last two 
and a half years increased in a ratio fully equal to that of any other similar period 
in the hisi of the city. In the mean time the price of labor, acids, pro- 
duced in unlimited quantities and at the lowest rates, and of the incidentals used 
in 8 has largely decreased; our railways trato every partof thè Mis- 
sissippi Valley, and are rapidly extending in Colorado and toward New Mexico 
and Arizona, and the Northern Pacific will, by the time a mint can be established 
here, reach Montana, and oo in the m uct of that Territory and 
Idaho; and, generally, we believe that the vast farm products of eight or ten 
western States, of our forests, and of onr man g industries would furnish 


rt, Iowa, for | Honse of 


more active employment for whatever coin a branch mint here could produce and 
wi © Governmen! other central 
Senate and 
which we 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move that the petition, with the accom- 
panying papers, be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the petition of William 
C. Bayley and 103 others, citizens of Hollidaysburgh, Pennsylvania, 
praying that Congress under proper guarantees should extend the 
national credit to the complisson of a great southern line of railroad 
to ‘H Pacific coast; which was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. 

He also presented the memorial of S. L. McIlvain and others, resi- 
dents of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of any act 
sig a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

He also presented the petition of Alfred H. Love and 380 others, 
residents of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying that Congress may 
appoint a commission to urge on all nations the substitution of arbi- 
tration for war in the settlement of international difficulties ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of William S. Russell, president of 
the Philadelphia Cotton Exchange, and others, indorsing the memo- 
tial of the national convention of the United States export trade 
favoring just compensation by the Government-for ocean mail service 
as a means of restoring our commercial marine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of William Grist and others, citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of John J. Murphy 
and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of 
Mary A. Harlan and others, citizens of Phi adelphia, Pennsylvania ; 
the memorial of Alexander F. Nicholas and others, citizens of Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania; the memorial of Amelia Pyott and others, 
citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; and the memorial of God- 
frey Goldsmith and others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against any change in the manner of paying pensions; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DENNIS presented the petition of Captain William Hubbard 
and others, commanders of vessels navigating the Chesapeake Bay, 
praying for the removal of the light-honse on Greensbury Point, 

napolis Harbor, Maryland, to Greensbury Point bar in that harbor, 
and for the erection of a feg-bell thereon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Perry E. Brocchus, late of Mesilla, 
Dona Ana County, New Mexico, administrator of the estate of Augus- 
tin Maurin, late of that county, deceased, paying the passage of a 
law authorizing the payment of a certain draft issued to R. P. Kel- 
logg, of the Territory of New Mexico, by the United States Govern- 
ment on account of flour furnished to United States troops by him 
raia the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 

irs. 

Mr. HILL presented the petition of Alexander Moffitt, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, praying compensation for the use and occupancy 
of his property, and for alle; dam: thereto by United States 
military forces during the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Mr. KERNAN. I hold in my hand a petition of the members of 
the Musical Mutual Protection Union of New York, signed by a great 
many of its members, setting forth that persons who are in the serv- 
ice of the United States, forming part of the bands of the Army, are 
engaged by hire for private purposes, thus interfering with their 
rights. They pray the passage of a law forbidding suc yore to 
fill sach engagements. I move the reference of the petition to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of Dr. J. F. 
Caldwell, of Lewisburgh, Greenbrier County, West Virginia, praying 
that he may be protected from competition in putting in practice a 
discovery by him for putting down iron rails of a road below the 
bottom of a river; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the memorial of J. Wall Wilson, late a 
captain in the revenue marine service, stating his claim for restora- 
tion, and with it a petition, fortifying his memorial, signed by a con- 
siderable number of very well-known men and firms in the city of 
New York and the city of Brooklyn. Along with the poumon is a 
bill to be referred with the accompanying papers to the Committee on 
Commerce. I move the reference of these papers to that committee. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. BOOTH presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Cal- 
ifernia, in favor of the 8 of such an act as will result in the 
restoration of Major and Brevet Colonel Joseph B. Collins to his 
former position in the United States Army; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legislature of California, in 
favor of an increased appropriation for arming and equipping the 
militia of that State; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth S. Rob- 
erts, widow of the late Benjamin S. Roberts, lieutenant-colonel of 
the Third United States Cavalry, praying or an increase of pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. MAXEY presented the petition of Somerville & Davis, of Gal- 
veston, Texas, praying to have refunded to them certain — 758 75 al- 
leged to have been wrongfully collected from them by the collector 
of customs of the port of Boston, Massachusetts, upon certain iron 
cotton-ties impo: by them; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GARLAND. I am directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 490) supplementary to an 
act entitled “An act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in the 
State of Arkansas,” approved March 3, 1877, to report a substitute for 
the same and to recommend that the substitute pass. I wish to give 
notice that I shall call up the bill to-morrow and ask for its consid- 
eration by the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 27) for the relief of Amos B. Ferguson, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1073) granting lands to the State 
of Minnesota in lieu of certain lands heretofore granted to said State, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GROVER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1015) extending the time to con- 
struct and complete the Northern Pacific Railroad, to return it to this 
body and ask to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Railroads. The Committee on Public 
Lands had decided to entertain this bill, and had fixed a time for hear- 
ing discussions on it, But on intimation from the president and the 
attorney of the Northern Pacific Company that an understanding had 
been arrived at between parties chiefly interested in the two bills now 
before the Senate that they sheuld both go to the Committee on Rail- 
roads for the pu of consolidation into a single bill satisfactory 
to both, this bill is returned for the fulfillment of that amicable un- 
derstanding. , 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope that change of reference will be made. The 
bill was referred to the Committee on Public Lands at my instance, 
but it may be referred now to the Committee on Railroads. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so referred, no objection being 
made. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the petition of Samson Goliah, late a private Company A, 
Fifty-fifth husetts Colored Regiment, praying for the removal 
of the order of dishonorable disch: against him on the muster- 
rolls of his regiment and an honorable discharge substituted there- 
for, to enable him to draw ae , bounty, &c., submitted a report 
8 accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1096) for the relief of Samson 
Goliah. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 785) to provide for building a military 
post for the protection of the citizens of the Black Hills region, re- 
ported it withont amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 3679) to amend a joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to issue arms, approved July 3, 1876, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ireport back from the Committee on Finance the 
bill (H. R. No. 1887) to extend the provisions of section 3297 of the 
Revised Statutes to other institutions of learning, which appears to 
have been referred to that committee. The Committee on Finance 
acted upon the bill, but subsequently discovered by the bill that it 
was really referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, al- 
though it evidently should have been referred to the Committee on 
Finance. The committee unanimously direct me to report it back 
favorably without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1097) for the relief of J. Wall Wilson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. SAULSBURY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1098) to transfer Paymaster Robert Burton 
Rodney from the retired list to the active list of the Navy; which 
1 twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am requested, and comply with the request, to 
ask leave without previous notice, to introduce a bill to provide for 
the settlement of tax-lien certificates erroneously issued by the late 
authorities of the District of Columbia, about which so much has 


been heard. I know nothing about the propriety of the measure 


itself. 

eh unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1099) to provide for the settlement of tax-lien certificates 8 
issued by the late authorities of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1100) to correct an error in section 
4390 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1101) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth S. 
Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. } 

Mr. MCDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1102) to authorize the States of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois, respectively, to commence and prosecute suits against 
the United States in the Supreme Court of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
mire ee 

Mr. VOORHEES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1103) declaring the true construction of a 
certain statute therein mentioned; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1104) granting a pension to Mrs. Agatha 
O'Brien; which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. DENNIS submitted an amendment intended to be Ue yee by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 3123) extending the privileges of section 
2990 to 2997 of the Revised Statutes, inclusive, to the port of Bath, 
in the State of Maine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


TENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call up the subject of the appointment 
of a special committee to take into consideration the propriety of 
peeing Speer provision for taking the tenth census. I ask that the 
Chair be authorized to appoint the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The resolution has been agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. The resolution was agreed to, but the Chair was 
not authorized by it to appoint the select committee under it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Vermont, that the Chair appoint the committee. 
The Chair hears none. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently appointed Messrs. MORRILL, 
SARGENT, CAMERON of Wisconsin, MATTHEWS, Davis of Illinois, KER- 
NAN, and MORGAN the select committee. 


THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution I offered yesterday, fixing a day for proceeding 
to the consideration of the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to considerthe 
resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday next, at one o'clock, the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar, and continue such consideration from day to da; 
until the same shall have been gone through with; and bills that are not Thjected 
to shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to once, 
and for five minutes only, unless, upon motion, the Senate should at any time other- 


wise order; and the objection may be in at any stage of the proceedin 
sa 8 saa 425 eee of Reed eee 8 — —. 
otherwise ordered. 


Mr. WHYTE. I remember that the Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. WADLEIGH } gare notice a few days ago that he would call u 
to-morrow the bill making sundry changes in the patent laws, an 
that he should like to be heard upon that subject. the of 
this resolution will not interfere with him, I shall vote for it; but I 
should not like to vote for it if he is to be excluded from making his 
speech to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave no doubt the Senate by unanimous consent 
would allow the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed with his 
speech upon that subject. I certainly should be in favor of that 
course. 

Mr. WHYTE. With that understanding, I have no objection to the 
resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Would it not be competent under 
the resolution for the Senate at any time to take up other business? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly, by a majority vote of the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And a majority of the Senate at any 
time can permit the Senator to make his speech? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then it wonld not require unani- 
mous consent for him to proceed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator who 
introduced this resolution. I see there is a limitation upon debate. 
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I ask whether that is usual in the discussion of bills on the Calendar? 
Iam aware it is usual on appropriation bills; but has it been cus- 
tomary to limit debate to five minutes in going over the Calendar? 
I do not think we ought to make any departure frem what has been 


the custom heretofore. 


Mr. ANTHONY. This is according to precedent that has been run- 
ning through several sessions of Congress. It is the only chance by 
which we can get at unobjected cases on the Calendar. It is only 
for the purpose of considering the unobjected cases. An aeons 
interposed at any time during the proceedings will carry a bill over. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There are some special orders fixed. I desire 
to ask the Senator if the resolution is adopted would it not displace 
the special orders? For instance, the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
BAILEY ] has a special order for Thursday. The adoption of this res- 
lution, it seems to me, would displace all the special orders, 

Mr. ANTHONY. It would displace any special order, as the un- 
finished business would displace any special order, unless the Senate 
should otherwise order. It is in the power of the Senate to displace 
the execution of this resolution at any time. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will agree to 
amend the resolution by striking out the words“ special orders or.” 
This is to be a general order in regard to the business of the Senate, 
and under this general order measures which have been fixed for con- 
sideration at a particular day will go over. There is one particular 
case which I should like very much to have presented to the Senate, 
as it isa question of very considerable interest and importance. The 
bill is before the Senate. It directs the disposition of a large sum of 
money. Yor many Senators on both sides of the Chamber are inter- 
ested either for or against the measure. If the Senator from Rhode 
Island will not consent to the amendment that I propose to his res- 
olution, I hope the resolution will be passed with the e 
that it shall not apply to this particular case. I speak of Senate bil 
No. 910, making 50 riation for the compensation to the book 
agents of the Methodist 8 0 Church South. That bill, as I said, 
is one of very great interest. It has been considered of such interest 
by the Senate that its consideration was fixed for a particular day. 
Thos if the resolution is to pass it will be the understanding that 
that bill shall be taken up on Thursday, as directed by the o 
the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Such an understanding would defeat the entire 

urpose of the resolution. The special order would be superseded 

y the unfinished business at any rate. Whatever unfinished busi- 
ness is pending on Wednesday at the adjournment would come up on 
Thursday in preference to the special order of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. Unless this resolution is adopted in defiance of measures that 
have the approbation of particular 
practical effect at all. 
: ree VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BUILDING FOR BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now call up Senate bill No. 875. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont, pursuant to 
notice given yesterday, moves that the Senate now consider the bill 
indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S. No. 875) to provide a fire- 
proof building for the use of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
and the mechanical branches of the Treasury and other Departments 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOWE. I have the permission of the Senator from Vermont, 
if Ihave permission of the Senate, to let this matter lie aside in- 
formally a few minutes to allow me to submit two or three remarks. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield, Mr. President. 


JUDGE W. R. WHITTAKER. 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, several weeks ago I submitted some 
remarks in this place upon a resolution asking the President of the 
United States for information touching the conduct of Judge Whitta- 
ker, of Louisiana. When my remarks were concluded, but before the 
Senate had acted upon the resolution, an executive session was ordered. 
I hope now the Senate will be pleased to adopt that resolution and to 
allow me a word or two in the nature of a personal explanation per- 
haps. The remarks I then made have been the theme of very consid- 
erable comment; I do not say of criticism, but of comment. Thesum 
of those comments, if I have not misunderstood them, is about this: 
that what I said was true; that other Senators had agreed to follow 
me in the same or a similar vein of criticism; that I was vituperative 
and abusive of the President; that there was no use of my saying 
anything; and that I would have said nothing but for the fact that 
I was suffering from personal disappointment. 

Sir, I admit that what I said was true. Upon that allegation no 
witnesses need be called. But I had no accomplices. I spoke for 
myself alone. No oue knew what I was to say. No one had agreed 
with me to say anything. That allegation may as well be dismissed. 
I hope the speech did not abuse the President. It was little more 
than a recitation of history, I did extenuate many things of which 


er of 


nators, it never will have any 


I spoke. I set down not a thing in malice. Only one remark has been 
pointed out as abusive. That was aremark I 


d not make. On that 


allegation I go to the country. Perhaps it was useless to say anything. 
Certainly I did not expect to reseat Governor Packard, and I did not 
wish to unseat President Hayes; but no fact in our politics was better 
understood nor more widely published than that some members of 
Congress were not in fall accord with the President. In certain quar- 
ters particular attention was called to the fact that I was a non-con- 
formist. It seemed as lawful for me to admit the delinquency as for 
my adversaries to assert it; was it not? 

The common suggestion was that we were offended with the Presi- 
dent because he would not permit us to control the patronage in the 
several States we happen to represent. It seemed as lawful to con- 
tradict that vulgar libel as to publish it. Was it not? Besides, it 
was well known thatat the last session of Congress no appropriation 
was made for the pay of the Army. Democrats would consent to no 
such appropriation unless conditioned that the Army should not be 
employed to uphold government in Louisiana. Republicans would 
consent to no such condition, So for nearly six months the Army 
served without pay. Congress was convened in special session to pro- 
vide for its pay. Manifestly if democrats insisted upon an unjust 
condition they were responsible for the great wrong done. If, on the 
contrary, republicans resisted a just condition, we were responsible 
for that wrong. When, therefore, the President asserted in his an- 
nual message that what democrats insisted upon was only a consti- 
tutional duty, it seemed quite as lawful for me to show that it was 
nota constitutional duty. Was it not? And as a general rule I think 
it as lawful to speak the truth in this high place as to conceal the 
truth or to utter what is not true. Is it not? 

Only one comment has hurt me. It has been widely proclaimed 
that for years I have been straggling for a seat upon the bench of 
the Supreme Court; that I have followed President Hayes with per- 
sonal solicitations, and am merely resentful because he would not 
yield to such solicitations. Sir, nothing in my life can 3 a sus- 
picion so vulgar, or can justify an aspersion so groundless. And in 
spite of the passion which seems to rule the hour, I hope it will lift 
some 2 9 from me, and some from the body in which I have 
long held a seat, if the Associated Press will to-morrow inform the 
pad ye of whatI nowsay to the Senate—that I never asked the Presi- 

ent to appoalns me to any office whatever; that I never alluded to 
the jud ip in kis 8 There are in this body some members 
whom I think I might claim for friends. There is not one, I ho 
whom I could rank as an enemy; but there is not one here who wi 
say I ever appealed to him for aid in promoting any personal aspira- 
tion of my own. 

The President had abundant evidence long before he selected a 
judge that I did not approve his course in Louisiana, and he has had 
abundant evidence since he made that selection that I did not feel 
the least personal slight at the selection he made. And, so far as I 
know the President has made but two appointments in the Stato 
of Wisconsin that I would not have made myself. He has made 
but one against ‘which I would have advised. So upon that last 
count I am confident that the President will direct a nolle pros. to be 
entered. 

I now hope the Senate will agree to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the public 
interest, to inform the Senate whether W. R. Whittaker, who recently presided in 
the superior criminal court of the parish of Orleans, was formerly employed either 
in the internal-revenue service or as assistant treasurer at New Orleans; if so, 
during what period of time; whether in either of said capacities the said Whitta- 
ker is a defaulter to the United States, and to what amount, and under what cir- 
cumstances; whether legal proceedings have been taken against suid Whittaker, 
either civil or criminal, and with what result; whether such proceedings are still 
pending, or, if discontinued, when they were discontinued, and by whose direction. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer the following as a substi- 
tute, and I wish to say that in the document referred to in the sub- 
stitute Mr. Whittaker's name appears, and as there are a great many 
others, I think it but fair and proper that all should appear as well 
as Whittaker’s. As this decument referred to contains Whittaker’s 
name with many others, I think probably the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will accept the amendment I offer; at least I call his attention 
to it. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 

Whereas on tho 18th day of February, 1871, the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
obedience to a resolution of the House of tatives adopted December 13, 
1870, made a statement (Ex. Doo. 140, third session Forty-first Congress) showing 
balances due from collectors of internal revenue who were out of office on the 30th 
day of June, 1870, from which it appears there was due on that day from collectors 
not in office the sum of $20,700,985.33: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate what amount or portion of this sum has been since collected 
and paid into the Treasury; what amount, if any, has been settled by compromiso, 
and the facts touching each compromise made, by whom recommended, and the 
amount realized ; what amount or portion of sum of 820, 700,983.33 remains un- 
paid, and if any balance is still due, what steps have been taken to enforce pay- 
ment of the same ; also, to report the amounts due by internal-revenue collectors on 
the ist day of July, 1875, aud how much, if any, of such amounts remain unpaid. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does the Senator offer that asa substitute? It 
is a wholly different . i 

Mr. MORRILL. This will evidently give rise to a prolonged dis- 
cussion ; and I have but half of my time left now. I therefore desire 
to call up the bill which was laid aside informally, to which I hope 
there will be no objection. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont calls up Sen- 
ate bill No. 875. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Do I understand the Senator from 
Vermont to call up his bill 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 have but fifteen minutes left, and I desire to 
have the bill acted on; this can come up afterward. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I gave notice that the resolution 
which I have offered was intended as a substitute. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia if it 
would not be equally agreeable to him to have his resolution passed, 
to which I presume nobody will make objection, without striking out 
the resolution of the Senator from Wisconsin? The two resolutions 
have nothing on earth to do with eachother. The Senator from Wis- 
consin inquires whether a nolle prosequi has been entered on a certain 
indictment against a particular man. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia proposes to inquire not about a nolle prosequi, 
but about wholly different things touching a number of other men. 
Now I ask the Senator whether it will not satisfy him to have his 
resolution adopted without attempting to thwart the Senator from 
Wisconsin in having his adopted also? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The name of the individual referred 
to by the resolution of the Senator from Wisconsin is contained in the 
document I have cited as among defaulters. 

Mr. CONKLING. So the Senator said, and I have no doubt of it, 
but he does not seem to attend to my point. If the Senator will give 
me his attention a moment, I am sure I shall not get it in vain. The 
Senator from Wisconsin seeks to inquire whether certain indictments 
against a particular man were nolle prosequied, and if so when and 
under what circumstances. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. And also whether he was a defaulter. 
That leads to it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly, because if he was not a defaulter of 
course the indictments should have been nolle prosequied, or never 
should have been found. Tterefore his inquiry is after these indict- 
ments, and what became of them, against one individual. Now, my 
friend from West Virginia, in place of inquiring further into them or 
including them in his inquiry anywhere, proposes to strike out the 
original resolution altogether and to inquire touching a great number 
of persons, including, as it is said, this particular person, whether they 
were defaulters and to what extent they were defaulters. 

I am making no hostile suggestion to the resolution of my friend 
from West Virginia; but I want him to observe that he proposes to 
obtain the information he calls for, and not only to do it but to stifle 
entirely a different kind of information called for by the other reso- 
lution, so that it is a way of defeating the inquiry of the Senator from 
Wisconsin under guise of obtaining some other information. Now, 
the Senator from West Virginia does not want todo that. Therefore 
let this resolution pass, and then Jet him bring up his resolution and 
let 2 

Mr. ALLISON, (to Mr. Davis, of West Virginia.) Let your reso- 
lution pass now. There is no objection to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The object of the resolution was to 
get full information touching all such cases. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us pass it now. 

Mr. CONKLING. Nobody objects to that. 

Mr. EATON. I hope my friend from West Virginia will withdraw 
his proposition as a substitute and let us act on it separately. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection if the two reso- 
lutions are to pass; but I do object to calling for information as to a 
single individual, naming him, when probably there are a hundred 
or more than a hundred in a similar condition as to whom the infor- 
mation is not called for. The name of Whittaker appears in the doc- 
ument published by the House of Representatives and as it comes 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? Will it be agreeable to him if the Senate adopts his resolution 
first, and then allows the other to be adopted afterward? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no special desire for an ar- 
rangement of that kind. I care not whether mine is passed first or 


last. 

Mr. CONKLING. Suppose we pass the Senator’s first and then the 
other resolution can be passed afterward. I inquire whether he has 
any objection to that? My object is to prevent the stifling of the 
other inquiry by the particular mode the ator takes of presentin 
his resolution. Now if he will ask a vote on his resolution first, 
think he can have unanimous consent to adopt it in front of the other, 
ane then let the other be adopted, and let us have all the informa- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I concur in most that the Senator 
from New York has said, but the mover of the resolution has made 
no objection, and certainly if he has no objection the Senator from 
New York onght not to object. If the mover of the resolution thinks 
the proposition offered as a substitute by me will in any way inter- 
fere with his resolution and is objectionable to him, let him say so. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not understand that my honorable friend 
from West Virgiria and the Senator from Wisconsin are the private 
proprietors of information which the Senate calls for. I sup that 
we all have aright to know a little something; it may not be much, 
but the little I can get in the way of information I want. Therefore, 
whether the Senator from Wisconsin objects or not, I want the in- 


VII 161 


formation for which this resolution calls. More thau one member of 
the Senate has observed that there is scandal in regard to this and 
that certainly is not confined to the Senate by any means. If it is 
unjust, I want to clear it up. If there is ground for the scandal, let 
us know it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. What is the scandal? 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, it is not worth while, I think, to go into par- 
ticulars about that. But does the Senator ask me because he has 
not heard or seen allegations anywhere touching these nolle prose- 


quis? 

Mr. EUSTIS. But I understood the Senator to state that there 
has been a t deal of scandal. 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not say “a great deal,” but I will say now 
there has been a t deal. 

i 7 7 EUSTIS. Lask the Senator for information what is the scan- 

a 

Mr. CONKLING. The allegation is that there is connection in 
time and in circumstance between the entry of the nolle prosequis on 
indictments for felony and certain other things with which properly 
they have nothing to do. That is the allegation. I do not make it. 
I do not believe it. Belief, to be conscientious, should be of some 
intelligible proposition supported by adequate evidence. I have 
seen no adequate evidence to support this allegation, ard therefore 
I do not believe it. 

Now the Senator from Wisconsin by his resolution proposes to ena- 
ble all concerned to know what the truth is in this regard, and I say 
that because imputations have been made, and it is right and just 
that we should have that information, and I do not think it belongs 
to any Senator in particular or any set of Senators, but we have all 
our aliquot right in knowing what the truth is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President, it is true, as the Sen- 
ator from New York says—— 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to say one word to him! 
which is simply this: that I should have made precisely the same 
appeal to him which my friend from New York has made but for the 
fact that I was embarrassed by the circumstance that I held the floor 
only by the permission of the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. MORRILL, ] 
and I did not feel at liberty to trespass a single additional remark. 
I do hope the Senator will indulge me by allowing this resolation to 
pass. Certainly his resolution may follow it at any time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly I have no objection to the 
passage of the resolution, but I want it understood at the same time 
that the information relating tothe whole batch, probably one hundred 
names, ought to come as well as information in relation to one man; 
and, with the understanding that both resolutions will be passed 
whenever they are reached, I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. With the assent of the Senator, the ques- 
tion will be put first on agreeing to the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, [Mr. HOWE. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ACCOUNTS OF INTERNAL-REVENUE COLLECTORS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Now the question is on the resolution 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis, ] submitted 
on the 26th of March. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear that reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas on the 18th 6 of February, 1871, the Secretary of the Treasury, in 
obedience to a resolution of the House of Representatives, adopted December 13, 
1870, made a statement (Executive Document 140, third session, Forty-first Con- 
gress) showing balances due from collectors of internal revenue who were out of 
office on the 30th day of June, 1870, from which it appears there was due on that 
day from collectors not in office the sum of $20,700,963.33: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to report to the Senate what amount or portion of this sum has been since collected 
and paid into the Treasury; what amount, if any, has been settled by compromise, 
and the facts touching each compromise made, by whom recommended, and the 
amount realized; what amount or portion of said sum of $20,700,983.33 remains un- 
paid, and, if any balance is still due, what steps have been taken to enforce pay- 
ment of the same. Also to zepa the amounts due by internal-revenue collectors 
on the Ist day of July, 1875,and how much, if any, of such amounts remains unpaid. 


Mr. CONKLING. Lask that a few words be added to this, to which 
I think the Senator will make no objection : 

And also the nature of the items, or indebtedness. 

I do not care where the words come in. The purpose is to enable 
the Secretary to state whether this has been money willfully embez- 
zled, or simply uncollected taxes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know anything about the recitals in the 
preamble; but the information of course I have not the slightest 
objection to calling for. I do not wish to vote that facts are so and 
so without knowing something about them. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I can send the Senator the docu- 
ment from which I took the facts contained in the preamble, and I 
say to him that they are facts if this document is true, and this doc- 
ument is sent by the Secretary of the Treasury to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and signed by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, that is satisfactory to me. I take it 
on the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I will send it to the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go. 

The resolution was a to. 
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NAVAL BOARDS OF EXAMINATION. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now call up Senate bill No. 875. 

Mr. SARGENT. I rise to morning business. I have no doubt the 
Senate will give time to the Senator from Vermont as so much of his 
time has been consumed; I trust at any rate it will do so. I offer 
the following resolution : 


Resol: That the Secre! of the Navy be instructed to transmit to the Senate 
copies ore the p “Of the various convened for the examination of 
Captain Somerville Nic! and Captain William N. Jeffers for and 


the various orders convening said boards, and orders setting aside or approving 
their proceedings, and any other papers connected with the subject. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 


VACANCIES IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] on 
the first of April offered a resolution which was adopted by the Sen- 
ate requesting of the Secretary of the Navy certain information. 
That information came April 3, 1878, was ordered to be printed and 
lie on the table. I move now to take it from the table and refer it to 
the Committee on Naval i 

The motion was agreed to. 


RECOMMITMENT OF A BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the bill (S. No. 238) to extend the 
time for the construction and completion of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad, and, by a readjustment of the grants, without increasing 
the appropriation, to secure the construction of the Portland, Salt 
Lake and South Pass Railroad, be recommitted to the Committee on 
Railroads. I do this with the consent of the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BUILDING FOR BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING. 
Mr. MORRILL. I now desire that the bill I called up be pro- 


ceeded with. i 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 875) to provide a fire-proof building for the use of 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and the mec cal branches 
of the Treasury and other Departments. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the fact that some separate build- 
ing from the existing Treasury Department building is needed for 
the purpose of carrying on the engraving and printing done there 
and that should be done there and for mechanical shops, has long 
been apparent to Congress. A proposition of this kind was intro- 
duced here some three or four years and strongly urged then by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. The bureau has m so well man- 
aged for the past 3 that it has actually saved $600,000 from the 
appropriation made for its use for the present year, and it is proposed 
to have a building that shall not only accommodate the Printing and 
Engraving Bureau but so that the steam-engines and the mechanical 
Mop shall be removed from there, but s also be a fire-proof 
building sufficient to contain the vast accumulations of documents 
that now crowd the corridors of the Treasury building and various 
rooms. I send to the desk a communication received from Mr. Mc- 
Pherson, the Superintendent of the bureau, which may be read to the 
Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU OF ENGRAVING AND PRINTING, 
9th March, 1878. 

Dear Sim: In case a new 3 erected for occupancy by the various me- 
a of the Treasury Department, the following economies can be 
z Tho vations clerical bureaus of the Treasury, now occupying rented buildings 
outside, can be brought within the present Department building, and the rentals 
now paid saved, amounting to $7,800 a year. 

A careful examination shows that there could be saved in labor in this bureau 
the following amounts: In the machine division, $33.50 a day, chiefly caused by 
reduction in the number of pince, firemen, machinists, and laborers. At pres- 
ont the power” used in the bureau is scattered; whereas in the new building it 
could be concen with these advantages. The reduction in the expense of 
helpers in the various divisions of the bureaa and of messengers in the office would 
effect a saving of $3,840 a year. These items represent a reduction of ae peg of 
$14,225 a year, estimated for three hundred and thirteen working days in the year. 

‘The saving of rentals would be $7,800, making a total uf $22, 
interest upou a capital of over $440,000. 

This estimate does not include any reductions which would be ble in the 
other mechanical divisions, whose facilities would be improved by the change; 
nor does it take into account the conveniences and advantages which the Director 
of the Mint would derive from the rooms proposed to be devoted to his purposes; 
nor does it include any percen to represent the security which would be ren- 
dered the valnable files of the Treasury Department, now in danger, but which 
could be stored in portions of the building. ` 

From all these considerations it is apparent that, as an investment, this building 
would liberally pay the Government. 

Very res ly, yours, 


025, or 5 per cent. 


EDW’D McPHERSON, 
Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. Justin S. MORRILL, 
United States Senate, Washington. 

Mr. MORRILL. It has been deemed important by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds that this building should be abso- 
lutely fire-proof; therefore it will cost more than is proposed in the 
bill, and I am authorized by the committee to move an amendment 
1 the amount. It has also been considered very desirable 
that this building should not be located, even at the distance of B 
street and Fifteenth street, so nearly directly in front of the Treasury 
building as an obstruction of the public grounds. It would be some 


interference, because the building must be three stories high. It is 
thought extremely desirable to provide a place outside of those pub 
lic grounds. On the opposite side of Fifteenth street there is plenty 
ground that can be obtained at a low rate. There is also on the 
opposite side of the public grounds land that perhaps could be ob- 
tained even at a cheaper rate. We have made diligent inquiry as to 
the prices of these various lots, and have ascertained that a whole 
square may be obtained for a small sum, and it would be rather de- 
sirable to occupy a whole square, in order to have access to the 
building on all sides, and also as a farther safety in relation to fire. 

Mr, ae What is the amount the committee really pro- 

may I as! 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to amend the bill in lines 18 and 19 so 
as to make the amount $450,000 and in line 24 $100,000. The object 
is to give an opportunity for the Government to obtain this land at 
the lowest bottom price; not to condemn any land, but to give the 
option to the Government to locate the building on the public grounds, 
provided other land cannot be obtained at a reasonable price. 

Mr. BLAINE. That, I take it, if the Senator will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, is the great objection to the bill as now urged, because the 

robability is that the building will find its way into the public park. 

hey are getting matters now pery well cleared off there prepara- 
tory to having a beautiful park in front of the State and Treasury 
Departments and the Executive Mansion; and now put an unsightly 
brick building there and it will be fifty years before you can get it 
off. If you put permission in the bill to build it there the great prob- 
ability is that it will go up on those grounds. The remains of one 
building forthe Bureau of Engraving and Printing, I think, are still 
there that we put up during the war, and are now to be removed. I 
should like very much to vote with the Senator, but I hope he will 
so frame the bill as to avoid the remote possibility of this structure 
going op on the ee unds. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no doubt of the pı riety of removing 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing from the building. 
I think, therefore, the 2 to that effect is wise and propor I 
had some doubt when the matter was before the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, of which I am a member, as to fixing the 
location at the point designated, the corner of Fifteenth and B streets, 
because some apprehension arose in my mind as to the healthful con- 
dition of that location, being in nearer proximity than the Treasury 
building to the river and the marshes of the river. Therefore in com- 
mittee I made a suggestion that that perhaps would not be the proper 
point at which to locate a public building in which a number of the 
employés of the Government are to be engaged ; but my idea is that 
we ought not to authorize the purchase of additional ground for the 
location of the building. The Govan has here in this city 1 
reservations, large public squares, and it seems to me to be entirely 
unnecessary to purchase private property for the site of this buildin 
or of other public buildings while the Government is in possession o 
80 large a poparen of the area of the city. I think that that pro- 
vision of the bill which authorizes the purchase of other property 
paghi to be so amended as to authorize the Secretary of the DESAT 
and the chairmen of the committees to select some other point upon 
the public grounds without going to the expense of buying other 

roperty, ponia there is public ground sufficiently adjacent to the 
ury Department to warrant the erection of the building on it. 
I think it would be wise and proper to remove this bureau from the 
Treasury building. 

I think, therefore, the provision to erect a building for that purpose 
is wise and proper, and that it ought to be fire-proof; but I do not 
exactly believe that it would be right and proper to purchase a site 
from private parties when the Government is already the owner of 
80 1 a proportion of the area of this city. 

Mr. BECK. Ishould like to know the number of buildings that 
are now occupied in the District of Columbia by the Government, 
and the rents we are now paying for those buildings, and the new 


buil reposo 

Mr. SRULS URY. I do not know the number of buildings that are 
now proposed to be constructed; neither do I know the amount of 
rents that are paid, but I understand a very considerable amount of 
rent is paid is Sona Government for buildings used by the various De- 
partments in Washington. I think the Government ought to own 
sufficient buildings to carry on the work of the different Departments 
of the Government without being put to the necessity of renting, be- 
cause itis always extravagant for the Government to rent, and we 
ongoa to own the public buildings. This bureau, if it is to be kept in 
existence, ought to be provided with some place for ing on its 
business, and it ought not to be in the Treasury building, in my judg- 
ment. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, et habit of relying upon the 
Senator from Vermont constantly in all cases in which he expresses 
an opinion has prevailed for so many years that I am surprised to see 
how much doubt this bill gives rise to in my mind. It seems to me 
a ert op teenage venturesome proposition open a very slight and 
superficial is of inquiry and 2 e letter of the Super- 
intendent of pat dane: bes that is Mr. McPherson’s title—seems to 
me rather a narrow and rather a thin foundation for such a bill as 
this. It reminds me of a remark that a very bright man made to me 
once about the saw-mill business. He said that any man on paper 
who knew anything about it could demonstrate beyond peradventure 
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that the saw-mill business was the most certain and one of the most 
profitable that a man ever en in; he could not make the figures 
so as to show a profit of less than 20 or 25 per cent., but that he had 
owned saw-mills all his life and run them as well as he knew how, 
and he had never made any money himself out of it and never knew 
anybody who did. 

The estimate on paper of what this building is going to save is 
very fruitful of information and of something else, as I heard it read. 
If it would not be disrespectful to Mr. McPherson, I should say there 
is as much fun as there is information relating to this bill, in the 
way he ciphers up all this. Everybody who knows a little about it 
in a common-sense way will understand that the putting up of a 
separate building is to establish an additional staff of officials and 
janitors and messengers, to make another member in this family of 
Duildings and departments here which have become so numerous and 
so large y; and when you undertake to sit down and say so 
much rent is paid and that is all going to be saved, and that would 
be a good investment of $440,000 or something at 5 per cent., I think 
it is to darken counsel by words. 

Now it is proposed to devote $550,000 to putting up a building, we 
know not what, on a site we know not where, but we fear a site 
which I entirely agree with the Senator who has made the suggestion 
is utterly inadmissible. I cannot conceive of anything to justify the 
erection of such a building as is here proposed, in which is to bedone 
the mechanical work of the Treasury Department and which is to be 
devoted to “ the mechanical purposes of other bureaus and branches 
of said De ent, and to like purposes of bureaus of other Depart- 
ments.” sort of a general sweep and receptacle of all the unclean 
and uncomfortable purposes of all the Departments is possibly to be 
put down as an eyesore on the park between the Treasury building 
and the river. it is not to be put there, it is to be put anywhere 
where two most estimable gentlemen who are referred to here choose 
to put it; one is the Secretary of the Treasury, the best man in the 
world except the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds on the Pe of the Senate, and they both two of the very 
best men. But I will not vote, until I am enlightened, to intrust to 
any two-men to go out and prospect and locate a building into which 
$520,000 is to go, where they please and then to put it up in accord- 
ance with plans unborn and undevised which shall not cost on paper 
more than $1,500. Fifteen hundred dollars pays for a great deal of 
plan nowadays. I do not know what kind of a plan you cannot get 
for $1,500; and this plan that nobody knows anything about is to be 
executed nobody knows where, upon the say-so of these two gentle- 
men, and that upon the notion that this building is urgently reces- 
sary. It has become now urgently necessary; and yet no man has 
been able to put his foot upon the spot where it ought to stand or to 
send here astatement of the sort of building required, the dimensions, 
or anything about it except that it is to be fire-proof and it is to be 
adapted to the miscellaneous and unrecited uses of all the Depart- 
ments. 

Mr. President, had this bill not come from a committee to which a 
Senator so careful as the Senator from Vermont belongs, it would 
seem to me a most extraordinary proposition. I should say that the 
place proposed should be stated to us; the kind of building in gen- 
eral at least proposed should be stated to us; the particular objects 
to which it was to be devoted; the relief for which these Depart- 
ments groan 8 to be stated to us. But, in place of that, we hear 
that it is to be or all the mechanical purposes of all the bureaus of 
all the Departments. That is what it is to be. It is definite in noth- 
ing except the utter uncertainty, the utter unascertained ment 
in its favor. It reminds me somewhat of a question said to have 
been put by a girl to a mantua-maker when she inquired how many 
yards it would take to make so many flounces how deep; and, for 
one, although the superintendent of this Bureau of oe oN and 
Printing, which I believe the Senator from Vermont said had always 
been of late admirably managed, says conditionally that if the build- 
ing is to be erected he suggests so and so, and although the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds has reported this bill, I say 
with great respect to the committee that I hope before it is seriously 

upon us it will be in a much more mature condition for us 
to jndge about than it is now. 

. MORRILL. Mr. President, of course I am always delighted 
to hear the Senator from New York, and if he could not find a flaw in 
a bill I do not know of any person whocan. So faras this bill is con- 
cerned, the proposition has been mooted for years and years to relieve 
a building so valuable as the Treasury Department from the danger 
that arises from the use of the various rags ge nor and other appli- 
ances used in the mechanical operations of the Engraving Bureau for 
pu which the building was never designed for. 

Then, in relation to the $1,500 that it is proposed shall be paid for 
plans, Í wish to say to the Senator that I already have the plans and 
the dimensions of the building, which are open to the inspection of 
the Senator from New York or any other Senator present. 

Mr. INGALLS. While the Senator from Vermont is on that sub- 
ject, I would call his attention to the fact that we have a Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury, to whom we pay a salary of $5,000. 

Mr. MORRILL. And this was prepared by him. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why should he be paid $1,500 for it? 

Mr. MORRILL. That was inserted at the suggestion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, who thought this building was to be so impor- 
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tant and so unique in its purposes that perhaps additional assistance 
might be advisable, 
. INGALLS. The explanation is very satisfactory. [Laugh- 


ter. 

N. MORRILL. Especially the “unique.” [Laughter. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator may prove that it should be $15,000 
instead of $1,500! [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRILL. No, the object has been to get the very best build- 
ing possible in this country for the purpose required. It is required 
for a printing-office, for an engraving-office, and also for the purpose 
of storing large amounts of documents that are and have been long 
in the way in the Treasury Department and which are a source of 
imminent peril to the whole building. 

Now, in relation to the location of this building, it is not to be sub- 
mitted to two persons only; it is to be submitted to the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the chairman of the House and the chairman of the 
Senate Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds, three persons, 
one being a Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] and the other 
a Member from Georgia. 

Then, again, it was not the purpose of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of the Senate that this building should be 
located on the public park, but it was to give a levérage to the Gov- 
ernment to procure some other place, to leave some alternative that 
they might do so provided they conld not obtain another place on 
satisfactory terms. I have made an investigation so that I have 
ascertained that a whole square can be obtained at a cost of about 


„000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is that ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Right opposite. It does not interest me any more 
than any other Senator whether this bill shall pass. I think the prop- 
osition might now be safely amended so as to strike out the provision 
about the $1,500 for plans, and also it es oe be amended, because we 
have ascertained the fact that we can obtain the other grounds for 
about $85,000, and I think we can for less, but certainly for that sum 
an entire square. 

Mr. EATON. I should like to ask my friend from Vermont if there 
is no ground upon which this building can be placed in a proper posi- 
tion which now belongs to the Government. 

. MORRILL. Not sufficiently near the Treasury building. 

Mr. EATON. If it was brought on to Judiciary Square, it would 
be too far, I suppose. 

Mr. MORR Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The farther the better for 3 

Mr. EATON. So I think; and why not put it on Judiciary Square, 
where we have and own the property, and then save the expenditure 
of $50,000 or $25,000 ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the Senator that there is a square at 
another point that I think would be more feasible than that, if we 
were to take some other square. 

Mr. BLAINE. Where is that? 

Mr. MORRILL. The one where the Rawlins statue is. There seems 
to be some criticism on this bill, and I move that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. BECK. It expired some time ago. I desired to say a word 
about this bill before it to the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Kentucky, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say only a few words, and to call the atten- 
tion of the committee, that they may be able to give us some infor- 
mation when they report the bill back. Until some definite arrange- 
ment is made both as to the location and the cost and until something 
can be done to make it sure that we shall be able to get the building 
at something like the cost suggested, I certainly shall agree with the 
Senator from New York in opposing the of the bill We have 
had a great many public buildings put up, but very few of them 
have ever been built at anything like the first estimate of their cost. 
I turned, while the Senator from Vermont was speaking, to the figures 
as to two buildings that we constructed not long ago, one the post- 
office at New York (where we three times over enacted in the form of 
a statute that the building should not in any event exceed $3,000,000, 
exclusive of $500,000 given for the site, and making íi a penal offense 
unlawfully to violate that proviso) and the other the post-office and 
subt building at Boston, husetts, where we repeated 
the prohibition with all sorts of care. And yet on running over the 
appropriation bills I find that up to this time—and how much moro 
it val. cost I do not know—the post-office building at New York has 
cost us $8,200,000, and, if the site is counted, $8,700,000, with laws pro- 
bibak it going beyond $3,000,000, and the post-office and subtreas- 
ury building at Boston up to this time has cost $3,885,000, with lim- 
itations fixed in the law that it should never exceed a million and u 
half; so that it is impossible to be too careful in the original con- 
tracts and plans we make. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator, I take it, does not mean that this 
money has been spent contrary to law, but that Congress after fixing 
s limit has been teased afterward into making further appropria- 

ons, 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say this. I happened to be in the House 
at the time much of this was done, and the process was this: the 
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appropriation would be exhausted with the walls half erected, and 
we either had to abandon the work or finish it, and a necessity was 
created so that Congress could not help itself half the time. That 
is the history of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true. 

Mr. BECK. And that is the reason why I desire this ground to be 
selected and plans to be submitted and everything to be done, so 
that we may, if ible, avoid a repetition of that class of events. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say in addition that there is another t 
difficulty we have. It will cost not less than $5,000,000 to finish the 
present State, War, and Navy Departments building, poe a frac- 
tion over $5,000,000. The cost up to the present time has been about 
$4,000,000. Then there are propositions to build a new Library here 
which will cost a large sum of money. We have just to pur- 
chase the Freedman’s Bank building and the grounds there for $275,000. 
Suggestions are made to remove the Observatory, for which la 
expenditures are about to be made. The Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, of which my friend from Delaware is a member, 
should when they report this bill back inform us what now is being 
expended for 9 8 5 nildings, what is now in contemplation, for it 
is impossible I take it in the present condition of the country tole 
taxes enongh to build all the public buildings that are suggested. 
bill is now to come in for $7,000,000 for rivers and harbors. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say to the Senator from Kentucky that 
this bill takes nothing out of the Treasury only what has been here- 
tofore appropriated. It applies an unexpended balance. So far as 
the limitation is concerned, it is proposed that this building should 
be built by contract, the whole entire thing let out by contract. 

Mr. BECK. Taking out money not expended is as much using 
money of the people as any other money, of course. 

I rose simply to endeavor to ask the committee to report, when they 
report back the bill, the number of buildings that are now being 
erected, the number that are regarded as peng indispensable, and to 
tell us what amount of rents we are paying here, because I believe 
the Government is paying enormous and extravagant rents. We pay 
for the Attorney-General’s Office the upper stories of the building we 

to buy the other day—$15,000 a year, when I suppose no pri- 
vate man would have paid over $5,000 for it. We are paying for a 
little branch of Riggs’s Bank $3,500 for a wing for the on-Gen- 
eral, that I suppose anybody else but the Government could rent for 
a thousand dollars. 

Several SENATORS. What about the Shepherd building! 

Mr. BECK. The Shepherd building, where the Pension Office is, is 
the best building in the city; I do not know whether the rental is 
too high or not; but who does know just what we are paping? The 
Committee on Public Buildings and gounto enable us to act ad- 
visedly, I hope will, when they report back this bill, give us full in- 
formation on all these subjects. Whenever we once begin a thing, 
no matter how much we limit it, they will so arrange it as to make it 
cost at least double what we originally supposed. They will put it 
in a condition where it must be continued or abandoned. orks 
ought to be provided for by contract with responsible sureties, so as 
to prevent the recurrence of things that have occurred over and over 
and over again. This bill does not guara all these things as carefully 
as I should like to see them guarded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ALLEGED CHANGES IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. BLAINE. I desire one moment on a personal matter, if the 
Senate will pardon me. It is not my habit, and I do not think it is 
the habit of Senators generally, to notice anything that appears in 
the newspapers; but I desire to call the attention of the Senate toa 
statement which I hold in my hand, because it has a Nasr which 
ordinary newspaper statements do not have. In the Boston Journal 
of last Friday, telegraphed from this city by one of its correspond- 
ents, not the one who is very well known in the Senate as clerk to 
the Printing Committee, but another gentleman who is also, I be- 
lieve, correspondent of the Chicago Tribune, Mr. Wight, I find the 
following dispatch: 

LIBERTIES WITH THE RECORD. 

8 are in the habit of taking liberties with the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp. They often omit portions of es delivered on the floor, particularly if 
the find that these passages are objectionable. This was true as to the passage 
in the Senate a day or two ago between Messrs. Epmuxps and BLAINE, in which 
Ebutxbps made some rather pointed reference to the Senator from Maine. 

This correspondent had sent a very—I will call it e rated— 
statement of a tremendous affair between the Senator from Vermont 
and myself, in which there was any amount of hard contest. That 
he sent to the Chicago Tribune. I do not know but that he sent it 
East also, though I have not seen it there. The CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, when it came out, differed very widely from the account he gave, 
and finding that the Recorp did not sustain at all what he had said 
he telegraphed the Boston Journal that the RECORD had been altered. 
Of course the great protection in the ultimate analysis, the only pro- 
tection that a Representative or Senator has, is in the RECORD. You 
may be misrepresented in various directions, but you have the REC- 
ORD to appeal to. I never saw the notes of the remarks referred to 
here in my life. I am very sure the Senator from Vermont did not 
see them, but he can Desde for himself. I asked the reporter this 


morning seated at the desk, Mr. Murphy, if anybody had seen them. 
He said no one at all, so that whatever was said in the body on that 
occasion went into the RECORD just precisely as it was reported. 

This is the way that the public mind is sought to be poisoned; if 
the RECORD does not sustain the representation that is made of some- 
thing which never occurred, then the Senators are guilty of sup- 
pressing the RECORD! While I believe I never in my life before 
noticed a newspaper account, I only notice this now because it is of 
general interest to Senators. It is of interest that at all events there 
is one publication which correspondents cannot control; and I do not 
at all mean by this to imply that correspondents generally are in the 
habit of misrepresenting, but unfortunately some are. Congress has 
the RECORD that they cannot control, and that is a substantial rep- 
resentation of the truth; and it is in order that the country may see 
just the bearing of this that I have called attention to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I wish to add to what the Senator 
from Maine has said that everything that was said in that debate is 
reported in the RECORD exactly as it took place, without any addi- 
tion or diminution or change whatever. I have never had any cor- 
rections of any kind made in the RECORD, even in grammar, of any 
thing that I have said, for more than ten years. I never see the notes, 
and I suppose very few other Senators do, of anything; and we have 
tried in the Senate to have even corrections of the RECORD stopped, 
as it has sometimes happened that the RECORD has been corrected or 
changed to suit particular views, which operated unjustly upon other 
gentlemen. That has happened once or twice or oftener, and the Sen- 
ate only a year or two a I do not know but at the last session— 
passed a concurrent resolution, as I understand from my friend on my 
right [Mr. ANTHONY ]—I knew that I introduced it but I had for- 
gotten whether it passed or not—requiring the reports of the proceed- 
ings of both Houses to be printed in the RECORD exactly as they oc- 
curred, merely allowing the correction of grammatical errors, but not 
adding anything, or dropping anything, or anything of that sort; 
but it appears that the House of Representatives has not seen its way 
clear to agree to it. I hope that somebody presently will introduce 
a resolution governing our reports, requiring the reporter to send his 
copy to the printer just as the debates occur, without allowing any 
corrections, the interpolations or elisions or anything whatever, so 
that our constituents may know and posterity may know, if it is of 
any interest to posterity, exactly what has occurred here. That is 
what I wish to see. r 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam informed since I read this dispatch to the Sen- 
ate that the same dispatch went to other papers, at all events to the 
Chicago Tribune. I want to add, in so faras my own connection 
with the RECORD is concerned, in re to what little I have had 
to say in sixteen years of service in both branches of Congress, 
that I never remember to have altered—I will not say a syllable or a 
word, because, as the Senator from Vermont has suggested, in look- 
ing over you may find yourself guilty of something that is ungram- 
matical, or the reporter may possibly make you appear so, and you 
correct it; but I think I can state with perfect accuracy that Inever 
withheld anything I said for revision. I think I never spoke a word 
in either House that did not appear in the Globe or RECORD the next 
day, and the ony revision I ever gave was to run over the reporter's 
manuscript hastily to see if I was made to stand properly in point of 
grammar and statement, but I never altered a word affecting the 
sense or affecting the relations of what I said to any human beingin 


my life. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask the Senator having charge of the unfinished 
business to lay it aside temporarily in order that I may call up the 
bill reported from the Senate Naval Committee in reference to the 
appointment of cadet midshipmen and cadet engineers. It is some- 
what necessary that this bill should pass soon because it has a bear- 
ing upon the appropriations for next year and may enable us to cut 
down—if it does pass both Houses, as I think it will—the appropria- 
tions in the naya spiro riation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator please repeat the request? Idid 
not hear it fully. 

Mr. SARGENT. A bill regulating the appointment of cadet mid- 
shipmen and cadet engineers has been favorably reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and I ask that the unfinished business be 
laid aside temporarily that we may consider that bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ihave no objection to laying aside temporarily the 
unfinished business, but I hope it may be acted on to-day. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope I may have unanimous consent to call up 
Senate bill No. 1047. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EATON. Before that is done, I wish to say a word in connec- 
tion with what the Senators from Maine and Vermont have said. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well. 

Mr. EATON, Mr. President, I wish to refer to the matter now, 
because I see my friend from New Jersey [Mr. RANDOLPH ] in his seat, 
and therefore I rise to a personal explanation. 

There is in the RECORD of the 12th what purports to be a report 
of a running debate, a colloquial debate, between my honorable 
friend, the senior Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. RANDOLPH, ] and 
myself. I did say, so far as I remember, just what I am reported as 
having said. But several statements to which I am by the report 
supposed to be replying, I did not hear. I know there is a recognized 
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custom in this body by which members are allowed to revise their 
remarks for the purpose and, as I have supposed, to the extent of 
mere verbal criticism or to add when such revision or addition does 
not in any way qualify or affect the remarks of others. I have no 
idea that the Senator from New Jersey, by this revision of his 

of a colloquial debate, intended so to alter his remarks as to affect 
mine; but I am compelled to say that in several particulars, several 
distinct particulars, I heard the remarks attributed to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey by the RECORD report, my replies would have 
been quite different, and, I should hope, more applicable than they 
are now made to ap A 

I ought further to say that a revision of one side of a colloquial 
debate is quite syi to place the other side in an unpleasant position. 
In other words, there never should be a revision of a colloquial debate 
on this floor unless it is submitted to both sides. Iam very glad to say, 
Mr. President, I take great pleasure in saying, that I have no idea that 
the Senator from New Jersey intended to place me in a false position; 
but I say this, that anybody who reads the RECORD of the 12th an 
knows me will know that if I had heard what is attributed to the 
Senator from New Jersey, my replies would have been entirely dif- 
ferent from what they were. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
. called my attention in a very friendly manner to what he says and 
believes to have been some material alteration in that part of the 
colloquial debate that occurred between himself and myself a few 
days ago. I attempted to state to the Senator from Connecticut the 
reason why in revising the report of what I said I had made some 
additions to the words that the Reporter had taken down as includ- 
ing, as he supposed, all that I spoke. Mr. President, the simple truth 
about this matter is that the debate was one that I sought to avoid; 
the subject was one that I disliked to have discussed for reasons 
that 1 do not wish to enter upon here. Briefly, a single one will 
answer: I did not think that it was a subject that could be properly 
entertained by this body. But it was introduced ; it was disc = 
and, unfortunately for me, some important sentences which I uttered 
were not heard by the Reporter, and I can understand why the Re- 
porter did not hear them. It has often happened; the Reporter has 
said to me upon many occasions, considering the very few times that 
I speak here, that I have the unfortunate habit of lowering my voice 
at the conclusion of my sentences. Ido not think I have spoken in 
this body ten minutes without having had that criticism made by 
reporters, and sometimes by Senators in my neighborhood. I did say 
the substance of everything that now appears in the RECORD. 

I now say to the Senator from Connecticut that I am very sorry 
that I have put him in any such position as he thinks I have, and if 
any apology from me is ne on that account, he certainly has 
it, although I am bound to say thatif the subject had not been intro- 
duced the occasion for his remarks would not have occurred and my 
explanation would not have been called for. 

am quite in p Serk with what has been said by the Senator 
from Maine and the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from 
Connecticut, that perhaps the better way would be, notwithstanding 
all the inelegancies, notwithstanding the inaccuracies, notwithstand- 
ing the misapprehensions that may come from the lack of revision 
and personal criticism of what one may say in this body, to enforce 
what I understand to be the rigid rule that no alteration of any sort 
or kind be made. I can say here, and I think most of the Senators 
on this side of the Chamber will bear me out, that it is the common- 
est thing to make thesé alterations, not affecting the sense or the 
substance of what has been said, and it was only to this extent that 
I sought to make the alterations that I did make in the notes that 
the Senator from Connecticut has found some fault with. 


COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. MORRILL, I ask leave for the Committee on Finance to sit 
during the sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) The Senator from Vermont asks that the Committee on Fi- 
nance have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none and leave is granted. 


APPOINTMENTS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask that the bill before the Senate be reported. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 1047) regulating the appointment of cadet midshipmen 
in the Naval Academy at Annapolis. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments. ? 

The first amendment was in line 6, before the word “ midshipman,” 
to insert the word “cadet ;” and in line 10, after the word “ten,” to 
strike out the words “and provided further, that” and insert the 
word“ but;” so as to make the bill read: 

That section 1513 of the Revised Statutes shall hereafter read as follows: 

Sec. 1513. There shall be allowed in said academy one cadet midshipman for 
every Member or Delegate of the House of Representatives, one for the District of 
Columbia, and ten appointed at large: i however, There shall not be at any 
time more in said academy appointed at e than ten; but the provisions of this 
section shall not be cons to apply to t midshipmen appointed at large now 
in said academy. 

The amendment was a l to. 

The next amendment was, after line 14 to insert: 

Section 1533 is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 1523. Cadet engineers shall be appointed by the Seoretary of the Navy. 


They shall not at any time exceed twenty-five in number; and no persons other 


than midshipmen shall be eligible for a ntment unless they shall first produce 
satisfactory evidence of mechanical skill and proficiency, and shall have passed an 
examination as to their mentaland physical qualifications. The provisions of this 
section shall not be construed to apply to cadet engineers now in the Naval Acad- 
emy. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I offer the following amendment: 

Section 1506 is hereby amended so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 1506. Any officer of the Navy may, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, be advanced, not exceeding thirty numbers in rank, for eminent 
and conspicuous conduct in battle or extraordinary heroism; and the rank of 
officers shall not be changed except in accordance with the provisions of existing 
law, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

That section follows the pesoni one, so far as 5 for ad- 
vancement, &c., but adds the words“ and the rank of officers shall 
not be changed except in accordance with the provisions of existing 
law, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.” The 
object is to do away with acertain discretion which it is claimed exists 
by which cadet midshipmen and others are chan about on the 
Register, and even after they have got their established grades in 
the Navy, have become lieutenants and captains, find themselves, 
without their knowledge, shifted about, put above others or below 
others. In one instance a person acting ad interim as Secretary 
of the Navy took a relative of his and lifted him bodily from one 
rank into another, aud sent in his name here for confirmation. 
The Senate was not aware of the fact that this was done, and made 
the confirmation, and that instance of injustice stands to this day, 
and there are many cases of thiskind. Now, we simply provide that 
this shall not be done without the advice and consent of the Senate. 
That is the meaning of this provision. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. The general scope of this bill is to make it agreo 
with the action of the Senate in regard to the Military Academy. 
By the Military Academy bill we cut down the number that should 
be appointed as cadets at large to ten, as the total who should be at 
one time in the Academy, and we make the same provision here in 
reference to the cadet midshipmen. In reference to the cadet engi- 
neers, we reduce the number from fifty to twenty-five; that is as 
to those who shall be appointed hereafter. The trouble with the 
Navy is that we are getting too many officers, and this stops them 
in the commencement of the manufacture of them. 

Mr. MAXEY. I had the honor of introducing the bill under con- 
sideration and the reasons for doing so I will give in a very few 
words. The section of the Revised Statutes relating to the appoint- 
ment of cadets at the United States Military Academy reads thus: 

Sec. 1315. The corps of cadets shall consist of one from each con ional 
district, one from each Territory, one from the District of Columbia, ten from 
the United States at large. 

That is as much as bears on this point. 

The wording of that section, in my judgment, limited the number 
to ten cadets at large at any one time; and so when the bill came up 
making appropriations for the academy not long since, the Senator 
from California very properly, and as I think very wisely, put a pro- 
viso in that bill that the law should not be held to authorize more 
than ten cadets at large to be in the academy at any one time. The 
clause referring to the Naval Academy, however, differs essentially 
from that referring to the Military Academy. There are two sections 
which must be read together: 

Sec. 1512. The students at the Naval Academy shall be styled cadet midship- 
men. 

Hence the amendment inserting the word “ cadet” before “ mid- 
shipmen ” in this bill. 

Sec. 1513. There shall be allowed at said Academy one cadet midshipman for 
every Member or Delogate of the House of Representatives, one for the District 
of Columbia, and ten appointed annually at large. 

The effect of that was that every year by operation of law ten were 
added to the Naval Academy, whereas if this bill now passes it will 
limit the number to ten at any one time, and will practically cut off 
in every four years the appointment of thirty midshipmen. Now 
there is more reason for turning out a large number of cadets at West 
Point than at the Naval Academy ; yet practically the cadets at large 
at West Point being limited to ten for every four years, there are 
fewer cadets turned out from the Military Academy than from the 
Naval Academy although the Army needs more officers than the Navy. 
The purpose of this bill, therefore, was to limit it down, because it is 
a well-known fact that the Army and the Navy are both getting top- 
heavy and we are compelled to do something to stop this. In like 
manner was the amendment which the Committee on Naval Affairs 
has added, a very wise one, to reduce the number of cadet engineers 
from fifty to twenty-five. The whole of it is in the interest of econ- 
omy and is true friendship to both the Army and the Navy, because 
unless something is done there will be a blow struck that will be far 
more severe than this. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SARGENT. The title should be amended. After the words 
“cadet midshipmen ” in the first line of the title I move to insert the 
words “and cadet engineers,” and to strike out the words “at An- 
napolis,” which are superfluous, and insert“ and for other purposes.” 

The motion was agreed to, so as to make the title read: “ A bill reg- 
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ulating the appointment of cadet midshipmen and cadet engineers in] Mr. WINDOM. I want a little understanding about the business 
the Naval Academy, and for other purposes.” before the Senate. I think it is the railroad bill that is ponding. 
AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. Mr. HARRIS. Of course if there is objection to my yielding Ewin 


5 i bmit to the Senate the proposition that I obtained the floor for th 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed | n 1 rern 
by him to the bill (S. No. 802) establishing post-roads in the several | PU"P0se of submitting; but so far as I am concerned I am willing to 


: yield to the Senator from Kansas upon his assurance that the matter 
States and 5 Shee iia eae E on Post- | that he proposes to call to the attention of the Senate will take but 


a few moments, and that action now is important as a matter of time. 
REFUNDING OF SPECIAL IMPROVEMENT TAXES. Mr. WINDOM. Iam entirely willing that the Senator from Ten- 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 


neasee should yield for that purpose, but Ido not wish it understood 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is the bill | that the railroad bill, which is before the Senate, is thereby ruled out or 
(S. No. 655) to incorporate the National Pacific Railroad and Tele- ed 


postponed. 
graph Com 5 Mr. McMILLAN. I hope my colleague will yield for the considera- 
r. ROLLINS. Lask the Senate to lay aside for a moment the | tion of this bill. It will take a very little time and it is a matter of 

unfinished business and take up and consider Senate bill No. 933. interest to our own State. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection, as the Senator from Vermont | Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

put. EDMUNDS] has an amendment to offer to the railroad bill, and | of the bill. 
should be glad to have him present when it is considered. Let it | The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
be Jaid aside informally only. Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be laid aside inform- | certain settlers on the public lands. It makes it lawful for homestead 


ally. settlers on the public lands whose crops were destroyed or seriously 
Mr. HARRIS. _I rise to ask the Chair if I was not recognized when 


injured by grasshoppers in the year 1876, who left their land in that 

the Chair stopped me for the purpose of laying beforé the Senate the | year, if no other settlement shall have been made thereon by, or right 

A business, and if so whether or not I am now entitled to | or interest therein accrued to any other person, to return to their land 
e floor. 


at any time within three months, and upon the return of such settlers 

Mr. ROLLINS. If the Senator from Tennessee will listen to the | to the land, their absence therefrom is in no wise to affect the original 
bill he will consent to its present consideration, as I think it will not | settlements or homestead rights, but they shall be allowed to resume 
take more than a minute. 


and perfect their settlement as if no such absence had occurred. Proof 
Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if entitled to the floor, I would cheer- | of the destruction or injury of crops, absence and return of the settlers 
fully yield to the Senator from New Hampshi 


$ is to be made in such manner as the Commissioner of the General 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee isstrictly | Land Office may prescribe. 

entitled to the floor, as he rose before the Chair announced the unfin- Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to have another provision added 

ished business. 


to the bill. I move to add: 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam willing to yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 1 That the party so leaving his land has not acquired by pre- 
shire for the purpose that he suggests, as it will take only a few mo- emption title to other lan 
ents. 


ds. 

m I do not know that there is any case of that kind likely to occur, 
Mr. ROLLINS. Iask for the consideration of Senate bill No. 933. | but a man might have left his property and gone off and acquired 
There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 933) to authorize the com- | other property under the pre-emption laws, and now he would come 

missioners of the District of Columbia to refund a certain tax errone- | back and take ionof the first property which he had abandoned. 

ously collected, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Mr. Mc AN. I suppose his right under the pre-emption laws 
The Committee on the District of Columbia reported the bill with 

an 3 to strike ont all after the enacting clause and to 

insert: 


would be defeated and he could not prove up his pre-emption claim 
if he had made a pre-emption claim in the mean time, because that 
That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and empowered to refund to an ms who have heretofore been 


defect would 118 5 when he came to prove up his claim. The pur- 
is 
erroneously for special im ent taxes on property not belonging to 


of the bi merely to provide for the cases of settlers who left 

heir farms in 1876 on account of the ravages of regs Ts, pro- 

eee . vision haying ese og 2 5 1 their lands for the 

, Suc oys 8 ound erroné- | same cause in an ut none for 1876. The rights of 

eto nd havo bra ade and Sale oak om he gia vaca | Settlers aro fally protected so that no title can be acquired without 
e property. 8 5 4 

12 wai 41 — The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 


i A ator from Delaware to offer an amendment ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Idesire to inquire whether that is a general] Mr, SAULSBURY. I understand that it requires five years to ac- 
provision to authorize the commissioners to refund all the taxes | quire title under the pre-emption laws. If they left in 1876 I do not 
which have been erroneously imposed upon property-holders in refer- ow that they 8 acquire right to other lands in that time. 
ence to the n of their property! How far does it extend? | Mr, McMILLAN. Such a provision is unnecessary. The rights of 

Mr. ROLLINS. It only extends to very few cases where the tax | settlers are guarded full by the bill 8 8 
upon a particular property has been collected from another party à 


Mr. SA BURY. Very well. 
than the owner; that is to say, where property owned by A has been rted 1 
taxed to B, and the tax collected of B, this bill simply authorizes the ADO DIU Was Topo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


commissioners to refund the tax to B and collect it of A. But three toba ong PEES 85 the third time, and passed. 


instances have thus far been called to the attention of the committee. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. How far does it extend back? Does it extend | A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
back one, two, three, or five years, or how far do you propose to cor- 
rect these errors? I do not know anything about the provision; it 
may be all right and proper. 

f. ROLLINS. The only instances to which the attention of the 
committee bas been directed go back but a very few years. It applies 
so far as we know only to three cases, and those involve a small amount 
of money, a very few hundred dollars. A bill has already 
refunding the tax upon two small lots on the northeast corner of the 
Capitol grounds, and this bill will authorize the commissioners to 
collect the tax of the rightful owners, as it should have been collected 
originally. It also applies to one other similar case, and these are 
the only cases to which the attention of the committee has thus far 
been directed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to refund cer- 
tain taxes erroneously collected, and for other purposes. 


SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave the consent of the Senator from Tenn 
[Mr. Harris] to call up the bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of certain 
settlers on the public lands. It is a bill which if passed at all should 
be passed now. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Kansas for the = 
of penig the bill, and if it takes up no considerable time I am 
willing that it should be now acted upon. 


The message also announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 

ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 

256 to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for 
poor years, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked 

y the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. CHARLES Foster of Ohio, Mr. J. H. BLOUNT 
of Georgia, and Mr. A. J. Sparks of Illinois, managers at the confer- 
ence on its part. 

The m further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. ) to establish post- routes in the several States therein 
named, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President : 

bill Ge No. 484) to authorize the construction of a bridge abut- 
nt and approach within the Fort Riley military reservation; and 
A bill (S. No. 1014) requiring the commissioner for preparing and 
publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to revise and perfect the index to the first volume of the same. 
WARREN MITCHELL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin.) The 
unfinished business is now before the Senate, unless the Senator from 
Tennessee who obtained the floor interposes. 
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Senate bill No. 855. 

Mr. WINDOM. Is not the railroad bill that was under considera- 
tion yesterday the order of business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair stated that the unfinished 
business is before the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it will take but a few moments to finish 
the railroad bill, and if the Senator from Tennessee will not press his 
motion for a few moments I should like to have it acted upon. 

Mr. HARRIS, I should like to have the Senate consent to take up 
the bill second to the Senator’s bill, the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
that the bill to which he refers be taken up immediately upon the 
conclusion of the consideration of the unfinished business. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is that bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. I inquire what is the title of the bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is a bill for the relief of Warren Mitchell. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think a suggestion of the title of the bill will be 
sufficient to prevent that order being taken by the Senate. I will 
venture to say to the Senator from Tennessee that the measure is one 
of such gravity and involves panopio of so much importance that 
I believe his sense of the fitness of things will prevent him from urg- 
ing the motion in the present condition of the Senate. The bill is 
one that certainly will give rise to debate. It ought to be discussed. 
It involves questions of very great importance to the Treasury and 


to the . 

I hope the Senator, therefore, will, instead of pressing his motion 

ive notice that on some subsequent day he will call the attention of 

e Senate to the subject, because there are many now absent who I 
know desire to be heard upon the subject. I should regret to have 
a measure of this importance considered and urged at this time upon 
the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator from 
Kansas that I have upon two or three occasions given notice, but have 
never at any one of the times mentioned been able, because of the 
unfinished business and the condition of the business of the Senate, 
to get this bill up for consideration. I have no desire to press it to a 
vote in the present condition of the Senate. „I do desire, however, to 
have it taken up and when taken up I am perfectly willing that it 
may go over until to-morrow. At all events, I shall certainly not 
insist upon a vote to-day; but the Senate being notified of the fact 
that the bill is under consideration, I take it for granted that every 
Senator who desires to be heard upon it will be here to-morrow, and 
to-morrow Senators desiring to be heard may be heard and Senators 
desiring to vote may be in their places and vote upon the bill; but I 
would greatly prefer and desire that there be a full Senate when the 
bill is acted 7 1 

Mr. IN GAL. The notice that the Senator could give to-da 
would certainly not be notice to the absent. The test attend- 
ance is usually during the morning hour, I hope the Senator will 
give notice to-morrow during the morning hour, when the attendance 
is largest, that on a day to be named by him he will ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of this business. This matter is one 
that has previously been discussed. As I said, it is one of very great 
moment. I think that course would be the wiser one to pursue, and 
I believe it will commend itself in the judgment of the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I regret my inability to adopt the suggestion of the 
Senator from Kansas. I feel constrained to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill that I have named; I beg to 
assure the Senator from Kansas at the same time that I shall not ask 
for a vote while the Senate is so thin as at present, but to let the bill 
go over so that we may hope to have a fuller Senate to-morrow if tho 

nate shall see fit to take the bill up and proceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee to be that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of this bill immediately after the pending bill ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately after the consideration of the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will venture to do what I seldom do, that is, to 
8 a point of order that that motion cannot be entertained by the 

air. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was entertaining it by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will then enter an Te sire in entire good faith 
to the bill, with no intention whatever of interfering with its subse- 
quent consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order, the Chair is of 
the opinion, is well taken. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Tennessee whether his wish to take up the bill now is for the pur- 
pose of snbmitting remarks of his own upon it, or does he wish to 
take it up tn order that the Senate may proceed to final action upon it? 

Mr. HARRIS. The latter is my olen to proceed to final action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e unfinished business is before the 


Senate. 


Mr. McMILLAN. The case referred to by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is known to the Senate to be avery important one. There are 
two reports in the case, the majority report being adverse to the 
claim and the minority report being favorable to it, and there are 
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very important principles involved in the case. I have no desire to 
delay the Senator from Tennessee in considering the bill. I should 
prefer myself that it should be brought up at a future day, and I 
would su to the Senator from Tennessee whether all he purposes 
will not accomplished by giving notice that the case will be 
brought up on Tuesday next. That would give ample time for Sen; 
ators who are absent to be present, and would be a notice to Senators 
that the case would be considered at that time and relieve all embar- 
rassment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee gives 
notice that he will ask leave to bring up the bill for the relief of 
Warren Mitchell for consideration on Tuesday next. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota to 
move to postpone the bill until that time! 

Mr. McMILLAN. I make the suggestion to the Senator whether 
he had not better give notice that the bill will be called up on next 


Tu y. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Minnesota to give notice. 

Mr. HARRIS. it suits the views of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the Senator from Minnesota, I would 8 prefer giving 
notice that I will call the bill up to-morrow rather than to put it off 
until Tuesday. But if the Senator from Minnesota knows any reason 
why it should be postponed, that is, if he knows that the Senate will 
be fuller on Monday or Tuesday of next week than to-morrow, that 
reason will control me, and I shall adopt the Senator’s suggestion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have no definite information in that respect, 
but I suppose that that time would insure the presence of some Sen- 
ators who are absent. I may be mistaken, however, in that regard. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then, Mr. President, I give notice now that I shall 
to-morrow, after the expiration of the morning hour, ask the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of this bill. 


ENLISTMENTS OF COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Lask the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 1 
to yield to me that I may call up the bill (S. No. 173) to remove al 
restrictions now existing in regard to enlistments of the colored citi- 
zen in any arm of the United States Army, with the understanding 
that if it leads to discussion I will not press the matter. I am going 
away to-morrow and I should like very much to have a vote taken 
upon the measure to-day. 

Mr. WINDOM. In view of the statement that the Senator empesta 
to be absent, and that his bill will occupy but a few moments, I will 
consent that the regular order of business be laid aside informally, if 
agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I think the Senate will let the bill pass, and vote 
upon it now. . 

Mr. BLAINE. The honorable Senator from Rhode Island yesterday 
spoke to me about having the matter brought to a vote to-day, and 
then I told him I should interpose no special objection. I thought 
the bill would come up in the ros hour, however, when the Sen- 
ate is usually full. The Senator will observe that the seats are, a 
good many of them, empty just now, and I should not like to have 
the bill voted upon without afull Senate. I presume the Senator 
would not himself desire it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. No; but I think a full vote of the Senate can be 
obtained, Senators are in the Capitol and can as well give a yea-and- 
nay vote now as at any time. I do not like to press this matter to- 
day, but I want to go away very much. I think everything has been 
said about it that will be said. 

Mr. BLAINE. Is there anything in the condition of the military 
service at the present time that renders it desirable to dispose of the 
bill promptly ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Nothing except that all legislation in reference 
to the Army should be had at as early a day as possible, because there 
are measures now being considered in the other House affecting the 
question. 

Mr. BLAINE. I was going to suggest that very point to the Sen- 
ator, that it is likely some measure much more radical than this will 
come to us from the other House; and wonld it not be wise to allow 
this to go over and be considered in the general Army bill where this 
antes may come in? 

r. BURNSIDE. That is the vay thing I want to avoid. Iam 
frank to say to the Senator from Maine that I should like to have 
this bill passed before the Army bill comes from the House. Every- 
thiug that appertains to the present measure has been discussed, and 
I think we can arrive at a decision in the Senate and prora settle 
the matter, and it will be established as the law of the land for all 
time, and then there will be no legislation in the other House in 
reference to it. Iam free to say to the Senator from Maine that my 
object in trying to get the bill through is to have final action upon it 
before legislation is matured in the other House upon the general 
subject. I have had no consultation with members of the other 
House, but I have simply watched the papers in reference to meas- 
ures there. I think we can have as large a yea-and-nay vote now as 
at any other time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It seems to me in the absence of at least one- 
half the members of the Senate, unless there is some pressing neces- 
sity for immediate action on this bill, it ought to go over. Of course, 
every one feels disposed to accommodate himself to the wishes of the 
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Senator from Rhode Island, but there are not more than half the 
members of the Senate in their seats this morning. 
Mr. BURNSIDE. I to su t to the Senator from Delaware 


that, although not more than half the Senators may be in their seats, 
they are in the Capitol; they arein the committee-rooms. The mem- 
bers of the Committee on Finance and the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary are in their committee-rooms, those committees sitting aung 
the sessions of the Senate; and upon a yea-and-nay vote they woul 
be notified and could be here in a short time. I donot want any un- 
due haste about this matter, but I think we can take a vote under- 
standingly now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 
bill to which the Senator from Rhode Island refers ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My colleague [Mr. Bayarp]I know took some 
interest in this matter when it was before the Senate, and he is nec- 
essarily absent from the Senate to-day, not wing in the city. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the Senator makes a point upon it, I shall 
withdraw my request of course. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I cannot say what further interest my col- 
league would manifest; but, inasmuch as he took some interest in 
this matter when it was before the Senate heretofore, I should not 
like to see it sired gr finally in his absence. I do not know that 
he desires to be h further upon the subject, and yet I know that 
he is absent in his own State and is not here, and if he has a desire 
to say anything further he would be precluded should the bill come 
to a vote to-day. As there is no special hurry for this measure—for 
I know of nothing except the desire of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and to leave the city for a few days—we can wait until he returns 
and then take up the bill and dispose of it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, I 
will simply say that there can be no time at which some Senators will 
not be absent. Without being authorized by the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. BAYARD] to say anything on the subject, I am quite sat- 
isfied that he bas said all he proposes to say upon the bill. I think 
I can fairly say that. There will be some Senators absent always 
when the bill is called ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 
bill to which the Senator from Rhode Island refers? The Chair hears 
none 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not know about that, Mr. President. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Well, Mr. President, I will withdraw my re- 
quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is withdrawn. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I desire to give notice that I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to-morrow during the morning hour to vote upon this bill. Isee 
no reason why that should not be done, and that gives ample notice 
to Senators to be here. Some time in the morning hour to-morrow I 
shall ask for a vote upon the bill. 


RAILROAD IN THE TERRITORIES. 


oe PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business is before 
the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 655) to in- 
corporate the National Pacific Railroad and Telegraph Company. 

Mr. WINDOM. The bill now pending before the Senate is one 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] had charge of yester- 
day, and he desired me to take charge of it to-day. I believe it has 
been amended about as fully as is desired by the Senate, except one 
amendment which the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] has 
upon his table. 

Mr. CONKLING. I send to the desk an amendment about which 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. WINDOM] as he indicates have concurred, and I be- 
lieve there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported by 
the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert at the end of the seven- 
teenth section: $ 

Nothing in this act shall be construed or taken to authorize the taking of an; 
land or the building of soy pot of said road through or upon any lands to whic 
tbe Indian title 1 not have been extinguished or to which any Indian tribe has 
by treaty or otherwise any exclusive right or privilege. 

2 PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to this amend- 
ment 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe there is none. I believe it was the under- 
standing that the road would not run through any Indian territory; 
but certainly this amendment can dono harm and as it meets the ap- 
proval of the Senator from Vermont I surely have no objection to it. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill be 


ae: for a third reading? 

. EATON. I ought to say that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
McDona.p] has taken a very deep interest in this matter and is not 
now in his seat. I hardly think the bill ought to be passed in his 


absence. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from Connecticut if the Senator 
from Indiana took any special interest in the bill except in one amend- 
ment which he pro k 

Mr. EATON. Iam inclined to think he did generally in regard to 
the principle of the bill and as to the propriety of Congress passing 
a measure of this kind. 


Mr. WINDOM. Another bill passed yesterday of almost the same 
character, and the Senator from Indiana made to that an amendment 
which is already inserted in this bill, and after that he seemed to 
take no interest in it. Unless the Senator from Connecticut is aware 
of some special interest, I think he will find that the bill in its pres- 
ent shape satisfies the Senator from Indiana entirely. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Ido not think that the Senator from In- 
diana has any special interest in this bill. He wanted it perfected 
so, as he thought, to avoid objections that ought to be made to all 
bills of this kind, but after that was done I do not think he had any 
special objection to it. 

Mr. BECK, I wish the Senator from Minnesota would be kind 
enough to tell us how the road is to get from any point on the North 
Platte River to the mouth of the Big Horn or the Yellowstone with- 
out going through Indian reservations. There may be some way that 
I do not know anything about. 

Mr. INGALLS. It can go around them. r 

Mr. BECK. It would have togo a long way around in order not to 
pass through a reservation. 

Mr. SPENCER. If the Senator will allow me, I will explain that 
this road is intended to run from some point on the Union Pacific 
road, either Cheyenne or Pine Bluf, to wood, and thence in a 
eee direction to the mouth of the Big Horn River, and 
thence to Helena, Montana Territory. There is no Indian reservation 
at the present time that they will reach until they get to the Yellow- 
stone River. 

Mr. BECK. In the map which the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
has just laid before us for our information, there is a very large In- 
dian reservation at the mouth and all along the Big Horn south of 
the Yellowstone. The map may be wrong, but by it I see no way of 
getting to the Yellowstone at all without going through this Indian 
reservation. 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment inserted on the motion of the 
Senator from New York was ey hep to obviate any difficulties that 
might arise at the point named by the Senator from Kentucky, so 
that if the road should necessarily cross the Indian reservation there 
it would have to wait nntil the Indian title was extinguished. 

Mr. BECK. Very well. 

Mr. WINDOM. It seems to me that with the amendments offered 
by the Senator from New York at the instance of the Senator from 

ermont no difficulty can arise in this matter because the road cannot 
be built until the Indian title is extinguished if there beany. Ithink 
that the main line of the road 

Mr. SPENCER. The Senator from Kentucky is satisfied. 

Mr. WINDOM. Then I shall not say another word. 

Mr. INGALLS. When this bill was under discussion yesterday I 
ventured to call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to the 
word “timber,” as used in the third section of the bill, and desired 
his opinion whether it was the purpose of the bill to allow the cor- 

rators to use the timber from the public domain for the purpose of 

ridging and tying the road. He informed me that was the purpose. 
In order that there may be no difficulty, that they may have no trouble 
hereafter in cutting the necessary timber from the public domain, 
and that the Secretary of the Interior may not be called upon to send 
special nts there in order to prevent trespasses upon the timber 
land of the United States, I move, for the purpose of makingit clear 
and explicit, to insert the words “to bridge and tie said road,” after 
the word “timber,” in line 6 of section 3, so as to read : 

And wer, and authority are hereb: ted said com to take 
from apd lame t to the tine of said pal AEU stone, timber to bridge 


© 
and tie said road, and other materials necessary for the constraction thereof, and 
to keep the same in repair. 


Mr. WINDOM. That amendment was inserted in the bill that passed 
yesterday, and I have no objection to it in this charter. 

The amendment was to. 2 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the Senator who 
has charge of this measure whether there is any company pro 
to be incorporated, or whether this is a charter to await the action of 
any such persons as may hereafter want to be incorporated. If itis 
a mere speculative scheme having no foundation at all, and there are 
no persons anxious to engage in an enterprise of this kind, I think it 
wholly unnecessary to pass the bill; but if there is a company pro- 
posing to take hold of the charter now to be granted and to build 
the road, then it is another question. We sometimes are called upon, 
I think, merely as a speculative enterprise, to pass charters in State 
Legislatures; i do not know whether that is the case in the Senate 
of the United States; but to all speculative enterprises I would be 
greatly opposed. If there are bona fide persons desiring to form 
themselves into a yi od and gentlemen who are able to build this 
road, and who will take hold of it and put it through, I have no ob- 
jection to giving them a charter that they may be properly.commis- 
sioned. I should like to have that information. 

Mr. SPENCER. I will state to the Sensei from Delaware that a 
com has already been organized, and a amount of money. 
3 or three hundred thousand dollars, has already been raised 
to prosecute this work in Cheyenne, in Wyoming Territory, and in 
Deadwood, in Dakota Territory. They have e arrangements for 
building as far as Fort Laramie this summer, and they will do so, 
provided this bill is passed. ý 


1878. 
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Mr. WINDOM. I have no personal acquaintance with any of the 
entlemen who propose to build the road. I find the names of a num- 
ir of very table gentlemen here as corporators. I know the 
necessity for the road, and I believe it will be built; but I have no 
acquaintance whatever with any member of the proposed company. 
The bill was read the third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
ane WHYTE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
ill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. WINDOM. I wish to ae a single word, as the yeas and nays 
are ordered upon this bill. Taken in connection with the bill 
by the Senate yesterday, the two lines of railroad pro will make 
a connecting link between the Northern Pacific and the Union Pacific 
Railroads running north and south, or nearly so, through the center 
of the continent. The recent developments in the Black Hills coun- 
try are certainly of a character that JOSE this action on the part of 
Congress. A very large popuiation a y gone into that coun- 
try; the mining operations are extensive; the promise for a future 
yield of gold very great ; and it seems to me that the people who have 
gone into that frontier region for the development of the country 
and the product of the gold should at least have the advantages of 
a railroad if somebody will build it without any cost to the Govern- 
ment. There is no grant of land; there is no grant of money; the 
Government is committed to nothing ig simply to permit gentle- 
men who may be willing to do so to put their money into the build- 
ing of a railroad to develop that interior region of the continent. 
That is all there is of this bill. If Senators desire to deny to them 
that privilege, to shut up that country, to shut out the improvements 
by railroad from that country, I 3 a vote against these bills 
will do that; but 1 think no Senator desires to accomplish that end. 
Give them the facilities that these two rai can afford and I 
think you can expect a very development of that region, a very 
large product of gold, and in these days when gold and silver are a 
little scarce the more we can get the better, I think. Hence I am in 
favor of giving them all possible facilities for opening those mines 
and developing the vast riches which I believe lie in the Black Hills 


region. 

Str. SAULSBURY. I certainly have no objection to a road being 
built through the country where these two roads are proposed to be 
built. My fear is that there are no responsible parties in this case 
who will build the road. I have seen in my own State sometimes 
charters obtained by ies who did not intend to build roads, but 
anticipating at some future time some other party of men might de- 
sire to build a road, they in advance went to the State Legislature 
and obtained charters that they might thereafter sell out to persons 
who might intend to invest their money in the construction of roads 
and other enterprises and make a special object of it. Now, if I had 
the proper assurance that the corporators named in this bill intended 
in good faith to use the franchises which they ask Congress to give 
them and to build a road through the Black Hills country, where this 
is proposen to go, I would vote for it very cheerfully. 

am not for excluding any persons who want railroad facilities 
from the advantages which railroads afford; but I would not know- 
ingly aid any persons in a speculation such as I havesupposed might 
possibly exist here. It is for that reason, I think, we ought to act 
cautiously, because instead of advancing the interest of that commu- 
nity this charter may hereafter be held up in terrorem against those 
who would in good faith construct a road there if it were not for the 
iN granted by this bill to another corporation. I have not 
ad the proper assurances that this railroad will be built. If there 
are parties who will build this road, I say let them have these facili- 
ties, but I would not grant a charter to any set of men simply to hold 
it up and prevent others from building roads unless they would agree 
to give them a bonus for their charter. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from Delaware what assurance 
he wants; what sort of proof he requires of them? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. ell, I have not seen petitions from anybody 
here on this subject. 

Mr. WINDOM, The Senator from Alabama has just stated that a 
company is organized and that, I think, a million and a half dollars 
have been raised for this purpose. 

Mr. SPENCER. Several hundred thousand dollars have been raised. 

Mr. WINDOM. Several hundred thousand dollars have been raised 
at least for this purpose. I do not think we can have any better evi- 
dence of the good faith of the enterprise than that this amount has 
been raised. 

Mr.SPENCER. Three hundred thousand dollars have been raised 
in Cheyenne n and in Deadwood alone. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. . President, the people of my State are very 
much interested in the Black Hills. It is three hundred miles to travel 
from the nearest railroad to these hills, and I think that a railroad 
built in the interest of the people of my State, who own much min- 
ing property there, would be a great benefit. I believe that this com- 
pany is organized in good faith, although I do not know any of the 
corporators personally. I want to see the bill pass, and I trust it will 
receive the favor of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the passage of the bill, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Bocretary proceeded to call the roll. 


On this question I 
r. TELLER.] If he 


Mr. McCREERY, (when his name was 8 
am paired with the Senator from Colorado, [ 
were present, I should vote “nay.” 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 39, nays 9; as follows: 
YEAS—39. 


Anthony, ing, Johnston, Oglesby, 
Armstrong, Davis of W. Va., Jones of Florida, Paddock, 
Blaine, Kellogg, Plumb, 
Booth, Edmunds, ar, Rollins, 
Bruce, Eustis, Matthews, Sargen! 
Burnside, Garland, Maxey, Saunders, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, M . aag 
Cameron of Wis., Hereford, McPherson, adleigh, 
Chaffee, Howe, Mitchell, Windom. 
Coke, Ingalls, Morgan, 
NAYS—9. 
Bailey, Harris, Kernan, bury, 
Beck, Hill, McDonald, Whyte. 
Eaton, 
ABSENT—28 
Allison, Davis of Illinois, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Barnum, Dawes, Kirkwood, Sharon, 
Bayard, Dorsey, McCreery, Teller, 
Butler, ze; z Merrimon, Thurman, 
Christiancy, on, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, i Patterson, Wallace, 
Conover, Hoar, Randolph, Withers. 
So the bill was passed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be amended 
The CHIEF CLERK. Amend the title so as to read: A bill to incor- 
porate the Cheyenne and Black Hills Railroad and Telegraph Com- 


n ** 

5 SPENCER. Isu that the former title is right. 

Mr. WINDOM. The title of the bill as it now stands does not specify 
the point at which the road should stop. I see no objection to the 
title as it stands in the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. I propose that the title remain as it was originally 
in the bill, Ido not see any object in changing it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not see how you can improve it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from Alabama to the fact that yesterday the title as 
set forth in line 17 of section 1 of the bill was changed so as to read: 
“The Cheyenne and Black Hills Railroad and Telegraph Company.” 

Mr. SPENCER. Then I have no objection to making it correspond 
with that 755575 

Mr. WINDOM. As the title of the e Was changed in the 
body of the bill I agree of course that the title of the bill shall be 
chan to correspond. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be changed 
as suggested. a 

DAKOTA AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. EATON. I yesterday entered a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill (S. No. 927) to authorize the construction of a rail- 
road from a point at or near Bismarck to the Black Hills was passed. 
With the 88 of the Senate Iwill withdraw that entry. After 
. see t has just been given I do not care to antagonize the 
other bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the motion is withdrawn. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (S. No. 238) to extend the time for the construc- 
tion and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad and by a read- 
justment of the grants without increasing the appropriation to secure 
the construction of the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Rail- 
road, reported it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1015) extending the time to con- 
struct and e 8 the Northern Pacific Railroad, to report it back 
and recommend that it be indefinitely poned. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go on the Calen 
comes of the other bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ialso ask leave on the part of the committee 
to submit a report in connection with the bill in case the committee 
desire to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed, when 
submitted, under the rules. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-routes in the several 
States therein named, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

MARTIN CLARK. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 713) for the relief of Martin Clark. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It relieves Martin Clark, late 
first lieutenant in the Twelfth New York Volunteer Cavalry, from all 


until we see what be- 
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the penalties and effects of the general orders which dismissed him 
from the service of the United States, and restores him to all the 
rights and privileges he would be entitled to had not these orders 
been issued and enforced. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs, with 
an amendment, to add at the end of the bill: 

And is honorably discharged the service as of June 30, 1864. 

Mr. WHYTE. Is there any report? 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of the report. 
3 PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report, and the report will 

read. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not think there is any necessity for reading 

the report. The bill was reported unanimously by the Committee on 


Mili 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand that the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WHYTE] desires it to be read. 
Mr. WHYTE. Ishould like to hear it read. Many of us do not know 
what the case is, 
The Secre 
on the 26th of 


Si the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
aren: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the accompan: bill 
(S. No. 713) for the relief of Clark, have had the same under 
and ully submit the following report: 

M Clark was mustered into the e forged of the United States Ma 
20, 1£61, as first sergeant Company G, Twenty- New York Volunteers, in whi 
gene he served iag February 17, 1863, When he was m as second lieu- 

ant, same 


On the 28th of oo (while Lieutenant Clark was on leave, spending 


some days with a friend in Washington,) a letter signed John H. Burto: 
Office, Interior ent,“ was received by the Secretary of War, in w Lieu- 
tenant Clark was charged with having, “in the course of a bitter tirade against the 


Government, made the declaration he would as soon live under the govern- 
ment of Jeff. Davis as that of Abe Lincoln; and also that this is the second 
time within the month that Lieutenant Clark has used the most bitter language 
a t the Government and on the conduct of the war.” 
this Lieutenant Clark was, four days later, summarily dismissed the pare 
by Special Orders War ent 99, paragraph 33. This action was without 
notice to Lieutenant Clark, and entirely ex pori, 


The time of the Twenty-first New York — ired, Lieutenant 
Clark remained in Wash and went thence to B 0 the ent. 
Shortly after, he comm actively the work of for New 


York Cavalry, in which regiment he was, on the 18th da: September, 1863, mus- 
tered as second lieutenant, and, on the 20th of eee following, as first lieu- 
tenant of the same ment. April 12, 1864, Sergeant John W. Doney, who had 
then just been put under arrest by Lieutenant Clark for insubordination, wrote to 
the War that First Lieutenant Martin Clark, Twelfth New York Cav- 
alry Volunteers, was the same person who, as second lieutenant Twenty-first New 
York Volunteers, had been dismissed the service. This letter was forwarded to 
the commanding officer of Lieutenant Clark's ent, Colonel John W. Savage, 
and was returned by him with recommendations highly eulogistic of Clark's bravery 
and loyalty. One paragraph from the same is as follows: 
Lieutenant Clark is one of my best officers. I have not the slightest doubt of 
for the President. He is brave, ener- 


his entire loyalty, patriotism, respect 
getic, — dee and competent. I have seen him in camp, on the drill- 
round, on picket, and under fire, and know that I am not mistaken in his charac- 


er, and that the service would lose a most valuable officer if he is dismissed.” 

It appears, however, that Clark's musters, both as second and t lieutenant, 
were revoked by paragraph 35, 2 Orders 179, War Department, May 17, 1864, 
for the reason that no permission had been granted for his return to the service as 
a ioned officer. He was relieved from duty under the order June 30, 1864. 
Numerous applications have been made to the War ent for the revocation 
of the order complained of, but without avail, and an appeal is now for the first 
time made to Congress. $ 

The expressions attributed to Lieutenant Clark, if true, ser ph ba carer 
and, if the expression of a deliberate 9 or sentiment, would have justifi 
the summary dismissal which followed their utterance. But the committee do not 
believe this was the case. Lieutenant Clark atthe time was stopping with a friend in 
Washington; the person who informed on him was a fellow-boarder, and whatever 
was was in private conversation and most likely the result of momentary in- 
discretion. Clark denies, underoath, that he ever uttered any disloyal sentiments, 
and his loyalty is testified to by his commanding officer and by many persons who 
knew him well in New York, before and after his enlistment. His successive en- 
listments and promotions, his active efforts in recruiting, his faithful and con- 
sponou military service, are wholly inconsistent with any imputation upon his 
Mare own statement is to the effect that he was indignant at not being pompy 


itary service of the Go 
aapa oS Sy „ ai due trial of the accused, the reasons for not in- 
terfcring to relieve it would be conclusive; but the unsworn and uncor- 
robora! statement of an informer could hardly be permitted to ontweigh the 
patriotic service rendered by Lieutenant Clark. 

The committee have received from Colonel Savage, formerly of the Twelfth New 
York Ca’ now judge of one of the circuit courts of Ne a, a letter, from 
which the following extract is taken, showing the gallant service rendered 
Lieutenant Clark the issuance of the order revoking his musters in 


regiment: 

“A few weeks after this communication [letter of Sergeant 2 was trans- 
mitted (Lieutenant Clark being on pors duty at the outposts near New Berne, at 
e called Deep Gully) an attack was made upon him and his guard, consisting 
of some twenty men, by a rebel force of not less twenty thousand. Lienten- 
ant Clark so s ily his men and retreated with such shrewdness and 
bravery that he was some two hours in falling back a distance of two miles toa 

int where such dispositions had been made to receive the enemy tbat after some 

‘our or five hours’ Sighting they withdrew, crossed the Trent River, and the next 
ey. attacked New Berne tho south instead of the west as at first intended. 
I think that had it not been for the coolness and bra of Lieutenant Clark on 
that occasion a serious disaster might have resulted. While he was thus handling 
his men and exciting the admiration of all who saw him, I received the order dis- 
ar: ey No case came under my observation during the war which so strongly 
enlisted my feelings of sympathy, or which seemed such cruel injustice. I hope 
that at last justice will be done pa 


There is no room for doubt that Lieutenant Clark was thoroughly loyal, and that 
the order dismissing him was wholly unwarranted. Clark swears that he did not 
know that the e; of the order dismissing him was to disqnalify him from hold- 
ing office in the military service, and that nan? foe In reply to his com- 
piss of injustice done, in an interview held imm ly after his dismissal, said 

substance, “ Well, you can enter the service again if you wish." 

Even if the subsequent enlistment was with full knowledge that it was in viola- 
tion of law, the offense was not a very grave one under the circumstances, and was 
zany atoned for by the lant service thereafter rendcred. The Government 
needed such soldiers as Lieutenant Clark proved to be, and was glad to get them. 

The committee are unhesitatingly of the opinion that the facts of the case fully 
warrant the passago of a bill re oving Lieutenant Clark from the effects of tho 
order of dismissal and that revoking his musters as second and first lieutenant, 
granting him an honorable discharge, and providing for the payment of the full 
amount of pay and emoluments due him by reason of service ac ly rend, and 

fore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill, with an amendment 
providing for the honorable discharge of Lieutenant Clark as of June 30, 1864. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator from Kansas has this subject 
ever been brought to the attention of Congress before ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir; it has not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the report of the committee I think it is plain 
enough that this gentleman ought to be relieved, but I should like 
to the attention of the Senator from Kansas to the frame of the 
bill which states that he “is hereby honorably discharged.” Now, 
whether under our frame of Government Congress can discharge a 
person from an office that he holds might be open to considerable 
question. I suppose the point is to relieve him from all the conse- 
quence of his dismissal so that he may get his pay, and soon. The 
particular case is not of sufficient consequence to make any particular 
point about it, but I should not wish it to go as a precedent, as to any 
authority of Congress to discharge an officer of the United States 
from service, for if we have the authority to disch an officer hon- 
orably we have the authority to dishonorably discharge him in the 
Army now; and I should doubt very much the power of Congress to 
say that the General of our Army, General Sherman, could by an act 
of Congress be discha from the military service, either honorably 
or dishonorably. I call the attention of my friend from Kansas to 


that suggestion, so that his bill shall not made a precedent for 
that method of 1 ation. 
Mr. PLUMB. very slight amendment will cover the point which 


well makes, and that 


the Senator from Vermont makes, and perha 
retary of War or the 


is to so amend the bill as to authorize the 
President to disc as of that date. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t will do it. 

Mr. PLUMB. That obviates the difficulty? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. PLUMB. The pu of this bill is, first, that this man shall 
have pay for the actual time he served and no more, and next, that 
he shall be honorably discharged from the service. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The amendment suggested by the 
Senator from Kansas will be reported by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 


to read: 

And the is hereby authorized and directed to honorably discharge the 
said Martin Clark the service as of the 30th of June, 1864. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Strike out the words “and directed,” so as to read 
“is authorized to discharge,” &. Of course it is the mere form any 
way, he being long ont of service, it being the volunteer service. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tho amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CHARLES L. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. No. 859) for the relief of Charles L. Davenport. It is a 
bill that will not lead to debate, and it is of some importance to the 
person named in the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It declares legal the declara- 
tory statement numbered 13659, for the southeast quarter of section 
5, township 34 south, range 2 west, in the State of Kansas, of Charles 
L. Davenport, and that his right to acquire title thereto under the 
pre-emption laws of the United States, shall in no wise be prejudiced 
or affected by any former le or declaratory statement he may have 
made for another tract of land under the pre-emption laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. Of course 
the matter is a very small one, but there may happen to be an adverse 
claimant. We declare that his title is absolutely legal, and if there 
is an adverse claimant who has got a better right, then he will come 
to Con and ask to have something done for him. 

Mr.PLUMB. Perhaps the easiest way to explain this matter would 
be to have the report read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, let the report be read. 

8 0 PRESIDING OFFICER. The report accompanying the bill 
wi read. y 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
on the 26th of March: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the accompanying bill 
(S. No. 859) for the relief of Charles L. Davenport, have had the same under con- 


sideration, and respectfully submit the following eee : 
The facts of this case, in brief, are; in July, 1876, Mr. Charles L. Davenport filed 


1878. 


his declara; statement of intention to mpt the northeast quarter of section 
10, townsbi, range 4 west, in Sedgwick County, Kansas. On account of sick- 
ness in his famiy he was prevented for about two months from making the neces- 
sary improvements, and the land was settled upon by another person. Doubting 
his ability to su lly contest with this person, Mr. Daven acting under 
advice, concluded to have his first filing canceled, and pre-empt another tract of 
land. He therefore went to the land-oilice at Wichita, gave his filing paper toa 
clerk, tolling him what he desired. Shortly after, he filed in the same office his de- 
claratory statement (No. 13659) of intention to pre-empt the southeast quarter of 
section 5, township 34 south, range 2 west, in Sumner County, accompany- 
ing the filing by settlement and improvement of the land, on which has since 
made lasting and valuable improvements, exhausting thereby all available means. 

Recently Mr. Davenport sought to complete his entry, and for the first 

e, ascertained that he could not do so on account of his previous filing. He at 
once made application to the Commissioner of the General d Office to have the 
first filing canceled; but the Commissioner, having no power under the law, of 
course refused. 

Section 2261 of the Revised Statutes, which provides as follows: Nor 
where a party has filed his declaration of intention to claim the benefits of such 
provisions" 8 right) for one tract of land, shall he file at any future 
time a second declaration for another tragt,“ was cary gen to gure against * 
lation in the public lands. It was ai at a practice which prevailed of filing 
upon lands and holding them until they became valuable, and then selling and re- 
linquishing and going on to another tract to repeat the operation, and soon. In 
this case it is apparent that no such intention existed ; t Mr. Davenport was 
prevented by ele ness in his family from Spor ory te conditions of his first entry; 
that he was i nt of the law, and was misled by the failure of the clerk at the 
land office to inform him when he left his filing for cancellation, and by the accept- 


ance of his last filing by the iter of the land office, whereby he was induced to 
improve the land covered by new filing, and e d thereon all his means. 
er as Mr. Davenport acted in good faith, no d ulating in 


esigu of 
the ee lands, was misled by the action or non-action of the 9 the local 
land office, and as the restoration of his right to pre-emption entry will wrong 
neither the Government nor any private individual, the committee recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill to guard against the 
possibility of our being obliged to provide land for two persons, when 
only one is entitled to it, by adding at the end of the section these 
words: 

That this act shall not have the effect to impair any lawful mene of any other 
person, and it shall operate ray Rad convey in the manner hereinbefore provided 
any title of the United States in the p: 

So as to put him in our shoes. If another man has gota legal right, 
then we ought to recognize that. 
VMI. PLUMB I have this to say about that: I do not know that 

there is any intervening right of any kind whatever. There is cer- 
tainly no intervening equity. Mr. Davenport is now, as he has been 
for a long time past, 2 this particular piece of land. By 
virtue of a section of the Revised Statutes, hevag previously filed 
upon another piece of land, he could not legally file upon this land. 

e did not ascertain that fact until he went to the land office to 
make his final entry. If any person has settled upon that land Mr. 
Davenport himself living there during this time, having made this 
valuable improvement upon it, only being one from making 
his final entry by reason of the existence of this technical impedi- 
ment, for it is purely a technical impediment, I submit that it would 
be entirely unjust to him to permit the practical trespass of any other 

rson to come in between him and the right to make this entry. 
The facts as stated in the report show that this man has made his 
actual bona fide settlement; that he has done all that the law requires 
him to do; but that, by reason of his having previously filed on 
another piece of land under the circumstances stated, he is not now 
permitted to make this entry. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The better way would be to allow the 
Commissioner to cancel the first application. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. No, this bill is a legislative declaration 
of a legal conclusion; but if he cancels his first application and the 
Commissioner can allow the second application to date from the time 
it was made, you will get all you want. 

Mr. PLUMB. If there is any better way of ee the 
result I have no objection to 9 5 course, es i should decidedly 58 
ject to permitting any person who was practically a tres T ins 

r. Daves rt to uire by reason of this bill any Ar = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from- Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Either Mr. Davenport has a lawful right to ac- 
quire this land or he has not. If he has the lawful right to acquire 
it under the circumstances stated, I am perfectly willing that he 
should have that right provided some other person has not a precedent 
lawful right to the same land. If some other person—no matter what 
his motives are—has, under the authority of law, got the start of Mr. 
Davenport, that is a misfortune that exists between those two men; 
one or the other of them has got to lose the land; bnt the question 
is whether the United States should be obliged to foot the bills of 
both of them, as the saying is. That is the point to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate, and so I proposed this amend- 
ment. If any other person has acquired under existing law a law- 
ful right to this land, then I do not see how we can take that lawful 
right away and give it to Mr. Davenport; but we can give Mr. Dav- 
enport whatever we have a rightful authority to give him, and that 
is to relieve him from any embarrassment growing out of his loss, so 
that it does not take land away from somebody else who has a right 
to it. If somebody else has a right to it, I do not think that any 
hardship in Mr. Davenport’s case ought to require or authorize us 
to take the land away from somebody else who has acquired a right 
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to it and give it to him; and that is the point upon which I offer this 
amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would suggest to the Senator from Kan- 
sas that the better way for him is to have a cancellation by the com- 
missioner of the first application and filing of the other as the date 
at which it was filed. t avoids all this difficulty. 

Mr. PLUMB. The point which the Senator from Illinois makes can 
be accomplished by a very slight change in this bill and it will an- 
swer the purpose just as well. Say 

That the declaratory statement numbered 13659 * - 
the same is hereby, declared legal. 

Or I will strike out the words “ declared legal,” and say: 

That the right of Charles L. Davenport to acquire title to that land under the 
pre-emption law shall not be prejudiced by reason of his having previously filed. 

That amounts to the same thing. Iam willing to make that amend- 
ment and that will simply remove the prejudice on account of a first 
filing, and that leaves him and other parties to contest with reference 
to the priority of their respective rights for this very piece of land 
which he has now settled on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the bill further. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. While the Senator from Kansas is preparing his 
amendment I ask the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 20. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot lay one bill over another in that way. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senator from Kansas has not got his bill cor- 
o Ta he is correcting his bill I move to take up Senate 

0. 20. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Calendar wilt be taken up to-morrow 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment which I think will cover the 
point suggested by the Senator from Vermont and I offer what I now 
read as a substitute for all after the enacting clause: 

„55 L. Davenport to acquire title to one quarter section of 


* ¢ # ¢ = be and 


the public under the pre-emption laws of the United shall in no wise 
be prejudiced or affected by any former filing or declaratory statement he had made 
for another tract of land under such pre-emption laws. 


That simply relieves him from the onus which is now on him by 
reason of having heretofore filed a declaratory statement. That leaves 
the parties exactly as they are with that prejudice removed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend that amendment by adding to 
it these words: 

But this provision shall not affect any lawful adverse right of any other person. 

ai „ Would it not be well to have the bill recom- 
mit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a question for the Senate to 
decide on motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Vermont is accepted by the Senator from sas. The question is 
on theamendment of the Senator from Kansas, as amended; which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 

That the right of Charles L. Davenport to acquire title to one quarter section of 
the public land under the pre-emption laws of the United States shall in no wise 
be prejudiced or affected by any — filing or declaratory statement; but this 
provision shall not affect any lawful adverse right of any other person. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I should like to have the bill read now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended on motion of Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. WHYTE. I may not have heard very distinctly the reading of 
the bill as it has been amended, but it strikes me that it is still very 
imperfect in its character, and I think it ought to go back to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands to be perfected before we vote on it finally. 
It is a very curious beginning of a law that for a party to aequire 
title to a piece of land certain things shall be done. It strikes me as 
something odd in legislation, and I therefore move that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator from Maryland does not under- 
stand the precise position which this matter is nowin. The bill sim- 
ply relieves Mr. Davenport from the effect of a former ea which he 

as made and gives him no new right except as to that filing. The 
law as it now stands ponme a person from making two filings of 
different pieces of land. There is some necessity for haste abont this 
bill, because if it does not pass other rights may intervene and then 
he will be left out entirely with all the money he has expended on 
the piece of land he has settled on. The bill as it stands certainly 
will 3 the object had in view, no matter how imperfect it 
may be. 

Mr. WHYTE. The difficulty with me is that it does not seem to 
express intelligently the idea. 

r. PLUMB. Let the Secretary read it again. 
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The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maryland to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Maryland will withdraw 


his motion. I think the bill as now amended is intelligible. 

Mr. WHYTE. I withdraw the motion. I shall vote against the 
bill, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to recommit is with- 
drawn. The question is, Shall the bill be ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading? 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for third reading, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. SARGENT. T hope not. It is early in the afternoon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 22. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken resulted—yeas 26, 
nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Anthony, Cameron of Pa., Garland, Matthews, 
Armstrong, Cameron of Wis., Grover, McMillan, 
Bailey, Coke, Hereford, McPherson, 
Beck, Conover, Hill, EA vm 
Blaine, Davisof Illinois, Ingalls, W. 
Bruce, Davis of W. Va., Jo 
Burnside, Edmunds, Kernan, 
NAYS—18. 
Booi Harris, Oglesby, Saunders, 
Chaffee, Howe, Paddock, 8 5 
Dennis, Jones of Florida, Plumb, yte. 
Eaton, Maxey, Rollins, 
Eustis, McCreery, Sargent, 
ABSENT—32. 

Allison, Dorsey, A Saulsbury, 
Barnum, Ferry, McDonald, Sharon. 
Bayard, on, Merrimon, Teller, 
Butler, Hamlin, Mitchell, Thurman, 
Christiancy, oar, Morrill, Voorhees, 

krell, Jones of Nevada, Patte Wadleigh, 
Conkling, ellogg, Randolph, W. 
Dawes, Kirkwood, Ransom, Withers. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After forty-four minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were re-opened, and (at four o’clock and 
sixteen minutes, p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 16, 1878. 
The H t at twelye o lock m. P. by the Chaplain, Rev. 
te ouse met at twelyeo’clock m. Prayer by the plain, Rev 


. N. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
J. C. M'BURNEY. 

Mr. SMITH, of Georgia. I move by unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 1033, for the relief of J. C. 
Sia for reference, not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

COLORED CITIZENS GOING TO BRAZIL, 

Mr. STENGER. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table a bill (S. No. 1080) authorizing the issue of passports 
free to colored citizens going to Brazil, for consideration at this time. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have no objection, if it does not interfere with the 
morning hour. 

Mr. MULDROW. I object, unless it is referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, to which such questions are usually referred for 
consideration. 

Mr. STENGER. There is an unfair discrimination between white 
and colored laborers who desire to go to Brazil. Some gentlemen who 
have a contract for the construction of a railway in Brazil desire to 
take out some three hundred colored laborers, and they are compelled 
to pay $5 each, while white laborers are permitted to go free. 

Mr. MULDROW. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. STENGER. I want both to be upon the same footing, with- 
out regard to race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary of State to issue 


passports, free of charges and fees therefor, to any colored citizens of 
the United States who may wish to go to Brazil to en in work 
upon the Madera and Mamore Railway, and suspends to t extent 


the provisions of section 4075 of the Revised Statutes. 
Mr. HOOKER. This bill seems to provide merely for laborers taken 


to Brazil by a particular company. If the bill is proper it seems to 
me its provisions should be general 

Mr. STENGER, I do not know of any others who desire such legis- 
lation. It is necessary it should pass at once, so these colored laborers 
may be relieved from this discrimination against them. 

e bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STENGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pemg; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. FOSTER. I move, by unanimous consent, the message from 

the Senate be taken from the Speaker’s table and that the House 
to the conference asked on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the 
appropriation for the service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

There was no objection ; and it was agreed to accordingly. 

The SPEAKER appointed, as managers of said conference on the 
part of the House, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr, SPARKS. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDEE. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will we have a morning hour after the 
District business is ended ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has given notice he 
will test the sense of the House to go into committee for the further 
consideration of the post-office appropriation bill. If that is voted 
down, the morning hour will then begin. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Georgia said to me 
the other day he would allow us to have a morning hour this morn- 
ing to consider the Thurman funding bill. 

. HENDEE. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the unfinished 
business of yaray 

Mr. COX, of New York. Isitin order forme to test the sense of the 
House between the unfinished business and the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I raise the question of consideration 
against the unfinished business. My object is to get to the Speaker’s 
table and to reach the Thurman rai bill. 

Mr. HENDEE. We cannot stop for that now. Let us consider the 
District business. 

The SPEAKER. The House always has it in its control to say what 
business it will consider. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It might save some trouble if I now ask 
unanimous consent to fix some time when the Thurman funding bill 
can be taken up for action. 

The SPEAKER. The way to reach that and all other bills upon 
the Speaker’s table would be to have a morning hour and immediately 
ey as morning hour to move to go to the business upon the Speak- 
er’s table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I give notice that I will do that. 

Mr. PRICE. We should understand exactly what unanimous con- 
sent means. There are a great number of bills upon the Speaker’s 
table, some of which ought to be referred to committees for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We will consider the bills in their order so 
as to reach the Thurman funding bill, and some may be referred and 
some should be dis of. 

Mr. WADDELL. There is one bill upon the Speaker's table in ref- 
erence to letter carriers which with my consent will not be laid aside, 
but will be dis of at this time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We will take a vote on that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Until this is settled I ask unanimous consent to 
offer a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] has 
the floor for a question of priviloge. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I reserve the question of consideration 
which I have raised. 8 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have never yet troubled this 
House upon any question of a purely personal character and I would 
not do so now but for the fact that personally I have been misrepre- 
sented during my absence from the city ina way that reaches a pub- 
lic question now uppermost in the minds of the people of this country. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read, remarks made by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] on Thursday last. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Concer. Mr. Speaker, I find, on examining the Recorp this morning, in 
looking th: h the speech of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] on the 
tariff, as published in the RECORD of this morning, April 11, that a letter which 
was jer tr Ae gentleman purporting to come from a manufacturing firm in the 
State of gan, Withington and another, on the subject of the manufacture 
here and sale abroad of agricultural implements, hay-forks, and things of that 
kind, and some remarks which I made in regard to that firm and these implements 
are entirely omitted from the RECORD. A matter that was of sufficient importance 
to have read at the Clerk’s desk as a part of n remarks, the entire 
letter, and upon which the gentleman commen and upon which I commented 
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in tho House, is entirely left out of the RECORD of the debates of this House, and 
the comments too are left out. 

That letter, sir, from this firm in Jackson, stated that they were large manu- 
facturers of that class of agricultural implements, and among other things stated 
that they had a large sale for those implements in foreign countries, It stated also 
that they could manufacture those 1 of stecl purchased from abroad 
manufacture them in the State of Michigan aud send them to foreigu countries 
to compete there with the manufactures of other countries ; and that they did not 
desire any protection. That was substantially what the letter amounted to. It 
was used is an ee to this House in favor of the proposition of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means on the tariff bill. 

Now, sir, I stated to the House after the reading of that letter that this firm of 
mannfacturers in the State of Michigan carried on their work in the penitentiary 
of that State; that they performed this work by convict labor in that State, at a 

rice for that labor in the mannfacture of these implements less than that at which 

reo labor could be Ne anywhere. I do not give my words, but that is the 
purport of them. I have tried in vain to obtain tho record of my remarks as well 
as the copy of that letter from the manuscript of the reporters. 

I also stated, what I considered a very important statement, that under the laws, 
which I did not read, and to the titles of which I did not refer, but which I now 
do—sections 3019, 3020, and 3025 of the Revised Statutes—there was a drawback 
upon the duties paid upon steel which should be manufactured in this country, 
either wholly of steel or partly of wood, when the articles were re-exported from 
the country Jacking 10 per cent. of the drawback for the use of the Government. 

Now, sir, these important statements of the gentlemen. made herein the presence 
of this House and going to the country as they always do and should do by those 
re who send broadcast the statements made here to influence the public 
mind, were all suppressed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] in his 
printed speech ; not a single reference made to it or to my comments thereon. 

Lam sorry the gentleman is not here, but I say, sir, that that was a violation, a 
flagrant violation of the rules of the House. I do not know nor do I propose to fix 
the place in the speech of the gentleman where this a has occurred; I cannot 
tell whether by mistake, by accident, or by design that important omission from 
the Rxconb was made. But I speak of it now at the earliest opportunity, and as 
soon as I can procure from the reporters the manuscript of t.e letter and of the 
gentleman's remarks upon it and of my comments upon it, I shall ask the privilege 
of the House that they be placed in the RECORD. d 


Mr. WOOD. On my return to the city last night my attention was 
called to this statement of the gentleman from Michigan made in 
this House last. Thursday. I had left the city on Thursday morning 
for New York, and have not been acquainted with the proceedings of 
the House since I have been gone. Personally I would not have 
deemed this reference to myself of the least public importance— 
certainly not sufficiently so to warrant me in presuming upon the 
time of the House, But as it implies, firstly, that I had suppressed 
a portion of my 8 h and the remarks of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan; secondly, that I had an object in that suppression; and, thirdly, 
that he was not fairly dealt with by an omission of the RECORD to 
contain the remarks which he had made on that occasion—I think it 
necessary to make a brief statement to the House. 

Now, I can assure the gentleman from Michigan that I think I am 
the only sufferer by the omission referred to. The letter which was 
read, and to which the gentleman has referred, came to me under cir- 
cumstances and disappeared under circumstances which I shall re- 
late. As early as January last a colleague of the gentleman, with 
whom I had no personal acquaintance, wrote me a letter inclosing a 
letter from this firm transacting business at Jackson, in the State of 
Michigan, stating that so far as they were concerned they required no 
protection; that they manufactured very largely; that they exported 
their goods to Enrope; and that they were doing very well. The 

entleman from Michigan, [Mr. MCGowAN,] the gentleman’s col- 
eague, indorsed in his letter to me the respectability of this firm, 
and gave in addition what appeared to me to be a full indorsement 
of the position which they had assumed. In preparing myself for 
the opening 1 in the tariff debate, among other papers I came 
across this. I read it and saw that it was in the line of a discussion 
which I intended to pursue. But having no acquaintance with the 
1 through my friend, his colleague, nuang on my left, [Mr. 

TILLIAMS, ] I sought his acquaintance and sought his permission to 
have read as part of my speech the communication which he had sent 
tome, He gave it fully. 

Therefore, sir, upon that occasion I had that letter read; but when 
I came to revise my speech the next morning the letter was missing, 
and everything relating to it in the proceedings of the House was 
missing also. he explanation that I have been enabled to receive 
respecting it was that after the Clerk had read the letter from the 
desk it was handed to the reporters of the Recorp, and has disap- 
peared and has never been seen since, with the additional recollection 
on the part of the gentleman in front of me that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. McGowan] came to the Clerk’s desk and inquired for 
the letter before I had concluded my speech; and the presumption is 
that he felt he had a right to recover that letter, and as he has left 
the city, I presume he has taken it with him. Therefore if the letter 
did not appear, I am quite sure that in no way am I responsible for 
this omission from the RECORD, because I have never seen it since I 
sent it to the Clerk’s desk. 

But the gentleman from Michigan complains also that his remarks, 
which he interruptingly made at the moment of the production of 
that letter, were also suppressed. I will remind the gentleman his 
remarks were made at a time and in a way and under circumstances 
that did not entitle them to go into the RECORD. I did not yield to 
any gentleman for any remarks at that time in the course of my 
discussion. The gentleman did make some remarks, and although I 
should have freely and willingly given him the benefit of those re- 
marks if I had given the letter itself, yet as a mere question of order 
under the rules the remarks were made under circumstances cer- 
tainly that did not entitle them to be placed in the RECORD. But I 
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should not have taken advantage of that circumstance. They would 
have gone with the letter, if the letter and the remarks themselves 
had ever reached me. ; 

Now, the gentleman stated this firm in Wp gy employed other 
workmen at 32}. cents a day. Well, sir, I will the Clerk to read 
a communication made to myself by the same firm since that debate, 
that the House may see what they say. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
JACKSON, MICHIGAN, April 11, 1878. 


Dear Sim: It has just been brought to my attention that in the debate on the 
tariff bill on Tuesday you quoted my letter respecting the ex tion of forks, and 
that Mr. Concern, interrupting, stated that our work was done by convict labor, 
at 32 cents per day. There are two points to be made in answer to Mr. Concer: 

1, That his statement as to the price paid per day was made utterly at random, 
and is untrue. We Pay 724 cents per day. i 

2. If we were the only firm exporting forks, &c., there pat be be some point to 
the cry of " convict labor.“ The facts aro, all the large and a good many of the 
small manufacturers of forks using free rare exporting these s, many of 
them more largely than we. We do not make, I suppose, one-sixth the forks that 
go out of the country. 

Hence that argument falls to the ground. 

I iy he that you should have cited our concern’specifically. It is very annoying 
to be brought before the public in this way, and to have our affairs—the price we 
Pay. for labor, &c., discussed and 8 

f you answer Mr. Coxaun on this point at all, I think the second point here 
made will bo suflicient without going into the question of what we pay for labor. 

For your own satisfaction, however, I send you the last State prison report. On 

34 you will find the prices paid for labor. We have two contracts; one 65, 
one at 72} cents, 

Lona! send me pr speech. 

ery respec’ y, yours, 
W. H. WITHINGTON, Treasurer. 

Hon. Ferxaxvo Woon, 

ashington, D. C. 


Mr. WOOD. [I also desire to have read a communication from the 
Walter A. Wood Mowing and Reaping Machine Company, the largest 
in the world. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


WALTER A. Woop MOWING AND REAPING MACHINE COMPANY, 
Hoosick Falls, New York, April 11, 1878. 
Dear Sin: We inclose to you a circular-letter which we have prepared to send 
to our brother manufacturers, which is to be accompanied with a memorial to Con- 
gress. We read with pleasure your s on the tariff question and notice that 
as far as we can judge from the reports in the New York poa that a Michi. 
firm have sent you a letter of like effect with our own. You will see by ng 
that the cireular-letter is intended for manufacturers, but we send it to you to be 
used. In the mean time we shall take pleasure in sending you the responses of 
other parers as 3 ve them. 
ours, respectfully, 
WALTER A. WOOD M. & R. M. CO. 
Per J. RUSSELL PARSONS, Vice-President. 
Hon. FERNANDO Woop, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. WOOD. That communication contains a long circular commu- 
nication in which it is clearly and plainly stated that they desired no 
protection whatever, and that a want really a reduction on the 
duties. Now I send an additional communication from the next 
largest establishment in the United States eng in this business, 
the Tuttle Manufacturing Company of Naugatuck, Connecticut. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAUGATUCK, CONNECTICUT, April 10, 1878. 


To the COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS, 
House of 


We notice in the report of Mase pr iy House Fripp that Mr. Woop, chair- 
man of Ways and Means, informed the House a manufacturer of hay-forks at 
Jackson, Michigan, had written him to the effect that they needed no protection, 
and that their business was able to compete with foreign man turers not only 
in the home markets but also in the foreign markets. 

We notice also that Mr. Concer, of Michigan, is said to have asserted that the 
work of the Jackson firm was done by convicts who were paid at the rate of thirty- 
two cents per day. 

The inference oe to be drawn by Mr. COxGER's remark is that the Jackson 
manufacturer could not successfully compete in the foreign markets unless he 
employed convict labor at thirty-two cents p day. 

his inference is wholly unwarranted. The Jackson firm is not the only frm 
who are ing forks. Nor are the forks that are e all made by con- 
vict labor. Weare exporting largely of all kinds of forks, and to almost every 
civilized country on the globe, and we use no convict labor. We think that almost 
every manufacturer of forks in the country, of any repute, is exporting forks, or 
rather manufacturing them for the N pa trade, aud this whether they are manu- 
facturing by convict labor or not. © think that during the twelve months last 
8 dozen of forks have been exported, and the quantity may be 
much greater. 
These forks are made almost exclusively of American materials. We can think 
of no single article of foreign growth or production that is used in their manufact- 
ure except h emery. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servan 

TUTTLE ACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr. WOOD. But one other point made by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan to which I desire to refer is the Michigan firm that he referred 
to as being able to export their manufactured articles in consequence 
of drawback they had received on the raw material. If the gentle- 
man had read the bill re by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
he would have found in the fourth section of that bill a provision 


giving to all manufacturers of every class and the benefit of 


a drawback upon all raw materials that are dutiable and that enter 
into the construction of the articles they manufacture. The law, as 
it now stands, gives to a few classes of manufacturers the right to a 
drawback upon articles imported which enter into the construction 
of their manufactures, but this bill as reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means gives to the manufacturer of every character and 
elass a drawback on all the component elements that are of foreign 
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production on which is paid a duty, thus conferring on the manufact- 
urers an advantage, which, under the existing law, they do not . 

It was not my intention to make any ment on this point but 
simply to set the gentleman correct as to the fact that it was not my 
intention to suppress anything in the speech which I had the honor 
to make a short time since. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent of the House to be heard 
for a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from 
Michigan will proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I can bars express the gratification I feel that 
the occasion of suppressing a few remarks made by the gentleman 
from New York, and a letter which he read and some comments which 
I made upon that letter, has given rise to the comments throughout 
the country which I have seen on that transaction, and ially 
that it has shown the necessity to the gentleman from New York not 
only to make his explanation on that little incident, but to forti 
the position which he assumed in the remarks that were not prin 
by an accumulation of documents sent to him by different manufact- 
urers in the country endeavoring to sustain the position he has taken 
= ca the common, general opinion of the people of the United 

tates. 

Now, sir, the matter to which I called attention was a very simple 
one; it was to a matter which I thought affected the rights and inter- 
ests of every member upon this floor, and incidentally the interests 
and rights of the people of this country. 

As I understand it they are entitled to have all the proceedings of 
this House reported by the reporters go into the RECORD for the ben- 
efit of the members and for reference by the people of the country if 
desired. I took occasion on reading the RECORD in which I found 
the gentleman’s speech, and from which the letter, his remarks, and 
my remarks had been eliminated, at the first opportunity on the 
proper occasion to call the attention of the House to it. But notic- 
ing the absence of the gentleman from New York, I then said that in 
his absence I would not proceed further, but that when I could pro- 
cure from the reporters the manuscript copy of the official proceed- 
ings I should ask that they might be ee upon the record. That 
occasion has come and I am gratified that the remarks this morning 
explanatory, exculpatory, and excusing, not the elimination of those 
remarks from the RECORD, but excusing the gentleman for having 
made the remarks, have preceded what I have to say. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk, as I had proposed to do, the manuscript 
handed to me by the reporters of the proceedings to which I refer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A member of this House sitting upon the other side, whose permission I asked 
yesterday to refer to it in my speech, sent to me as early as January last a letter 


inclosing a letter from a large manufacturing firm in igan, which I will ask 
Ee GEE O nai 0a AOW DOR TAR. 8 by our tariff 
n. 


Mr. CON GER. At this point the letter should have been inserted, 
but I send to the Cierk’s desk the residue of the report and ask that 
it be read. When I can get that letter I shall also ask to have it 
inserted in the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Here insert document.] 


Mr. Concer. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York one question: Does 
he not know that the gentlemen named here have a drawback upon all tho steel 


which they yos in forks and in their hardware; and itis made by convict 
8 our State's prison at the rate, I think, of thirty-two cents per day for the 
* labor.“ 


Mr. Woop. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan will no doubt avail 
himself, as he threatened to do to-day, of every possible opportunity to be heard 
in order or out of order upon this subject. 

Mr. Concer. Does the gentleman object to the interruption ! 

Mr. Woop. I object to all ao he pg The gentleman announced to-day or 
in order or out of order, he intended to antagonize this bill. Now I hope he 
not be out of order on this occasion. 

323 The gentleman is proceeding by the courtesy of the House beyond 
0. 

Mr. Woop. I decline to be cage gen 

Mr. Concer. Then I call time on ———— 

The CHAIRMAN. 3 from higan cannot do that. The time of the 
gentleman from New York having been extended by unanimous consent, he is 
entitled to occupy his additional hour. ‘The Chair will announce the of 
the hour, and then the gentleman from Michigan can object to any further exten- 


Mr. Concer. Ihave had 8 of saying all I desired to. 

Mr. Woop. Mr. Chairman, des the paper that bas just been read I have 
several statements from different sections of the United States from very large 
manufacturing establishments, not subjected to the courtesies of my friend from 
Michigan, that are not only quite contented with this bill but are earnestly praying 
for its e; and those gentlemen who assume in this House to be par 
the exclusive friends of the workingmen will as find that the workingmen 
will not appreciate their voluntary service in this direction. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I also send to the Clerk’s desk a let- 
ter from the Withington & Cooley Manufacturing Company, of Jack- 
son, Michigan, which I ask to have read and inserted in my remarks 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF Wrrnixncton & COOLEY MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
Jackson, Michigan, April 11, 1878. 
Dean Sin: Ihave just seen that in the debate on the tariff bill Tuesday you stated 
that the work of our concern was done by convict labor at thirty-t« o cents per 45 
So far as the price is concerned that was a random statement, and very wide of the 
truth. We pay more twice that sum. 
Your statement that we used convict labor is utterly pointless in view of the fact 
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that six times as many forks made by free labor are exported than of those made 
by convict labor. 

If you undertake to comment upon our business before the public, in justice to 
the argument and in justice to us pray take some pains to acquire the facts, 
[Langhter.] 

Iam annoyed that Mr. Woop should have made specific mention of us at all. 


yours, 
W. H. WITHINGTON, Treasurer. 
Hon. O. D. Concer, 


Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CONGER. In justice to Mr. Withington I have sent up his let- 
ter to have it put upon the record. He admits all that I desire to 
state here, that this firm having a monopoly of the business, sent to 
the Congress of the United States to be read by the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means the letter which I believe they asked 
Mr. McGowan to present to the committee, placing before the com- 
mittee and the people the fact that they can make this class of agri- 
cultural implements and export them to foreign countries at a profit; 
and to-day by a parity of reasoning the rest of the laborers of the 
United States need no peonon for their labor without adding that 
it was convict labor which they employed. 

The main point I made against them (and these gentlemen must 
have understood it if they read the report) was that they had a draw- 
back on the manufactured material when these implements were made 
and sold. They did not allude to that, nor does the tleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] allude to it then or now. Whether they pay 
thirty-two cents or sixty-two cents or seventy-five cents per ay for 
this oneen labor, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] did not 
say that it was convict labor. I stated that fact to the House; it is 
admitted that it was convict labor. It is admitted that sixty-twoand 
a half or seventy-five cents a day is paid for skilled labor upon the 
manufacture of agricultural implements described in that letter, which 
not only are sold all over the United States but may be exported at 
so great a profit to Torga countries that these gentlemen need no 
protection under the law for their manufactures. That is the point. 

Now, sir, the convict labor in that State prison is of two kinds: one 
where the State boards the convict and the other where the con- 
tractor boards the convict. These gentlemen do not say whether the 
State boards their convicts for which they PAD FEITAS and a half 
or seventy-five cents a day. The price of labor used to range from 
about thirty to forty-five cents a day where the contractor boarded 
his own men. If the State boarded them, as is probable in this case, 
(although I cannot state anything about it of my own knowledge,) 
they pay a higher price. But either way, who will go before the 
country and claim that, because a manufacturer can use convict labor 
even at the highest price, seventy-five cents a day for that peculiar 
skilled labor necessary for the manufacture of these delicately finished 
articles, therefore no protection is necessary to the laborers of the 
United States! 

But, as I said, the principal point in the whole matter is this; and 
before I send up to have read the law about drawbacks, I desire to 
call the attention of the House to the next communication with which 
8 from New York [Mr. Woop] fortified himself, a com- 
munication, if I understood aright, from the Walter A. Wood Mow- 
ing-Machine Company; I thinkin Albany orin Troy; I am told thatit 
is at Hoosick . Troy. They manufacture mowing-machines, 
and have sent up here their approval to strengthen and sustain the 
gentleman from New York in what I must call his unwarranted attack 
upon the free labor of the United States. Now whatare they? They 
are manufacturers of mowing-machines. How are they protected? 
They are protected, first, by a patent,so that on the broad face of this 
whole earth everybody else is forbidden to make that kind of manu- 
facture. They have an absolute monopoly under the law. No other 
manufacturer in America, in Canada, in England, in France, in Ger- 
many, in any civilized nation of the world, can manufacture one of 
these mowing-machines, 

They are the men, with an absolute monopoly by patent in this 
country and abroad, who come here and tell the free laborers of the 
United States that there is no need of protection for their labor. 
What greater protection can be given a particular article than the 
absolute and sole right of manufacturing it and selling it? I com- 
mend the gentleman for having produced this beautiful illustration 
of his tariff theory. 

But they not only have a monopoly secured by patent, but from 
the necessity of the case there can be no ible competition here or 
elsewhere. As I said before, in the whole broad world nobody else 
can make that mowing-machine but themselves. Secured by the 
laws of the United States and by the Constitution of the United 
States, by the letters-patent of Her Majesty and of all the other govern- 
ments, they stand protected from all competition from any possible 
source. 

Ah, if they would rest there the other poor laborers of this country 
not thus protected might possibly not complain; but the laws of the 
United States, in addition to all this protection, have thrown around 
them, in common with others, a protection by allowing them a draw- 
back npon all the steel and iron upon which they have paid duties, 
and which enters so largely into their manufactures. I ask the Clerk 
to read sections 3019, 3020, and 3025 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3019. There shall be allowed on all articles wholly manufactured of mate- 
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rials imported, on which duties have been 


d when exported, a drawback equal 
in amount to the duty paid on such materials, and no more, to be ascertained under 


such regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. Ten per 
cent. on the amount of all drawbacks so allowed shall, however, be rei ed for the 
use of the United States by the collectors paying such drawbacks respectively. 
Sec. 3020. Where fire-arms, es, balances, shovels, spades, axes, hatchets, ham- 
mers, plows, cultivators, mowing-machines, and reapers, manufactured with stocks 
or handles made of wood wn in the United States, are exported for benefit of 
drawback under the preceting section, such articles shall be entitled to such draw- 
back in all cases when the imported material exceeds one-half of the value of the 
material used. 
* * * * * r * 


Sec. 3025. No return of the duties shall be allowed on the export of any mer- 
chandise after it has been removed from the custody and control of the Government, 
except in the cases provided in sections 3019, 3020, 3022, and 3026. 


Mr. CONGER. Now, when I say that no one else can manufacture 
the articles that are thus protected by patents in this country, I mean 
they cannot manufacture them freely. These men having the patent 
may permit, and 1 am informed they do permit for a royalty paid 
them, varying from $20 to $50 a machine, the manufacture of the arti- 
cles by others. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask the Chair if on a question of per- 
sonal explanation any member of this House has the right to go nto 
a general discussion of any question. I understand the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Conal to be making a speech in advocacy of 
the principle of protection. I desire to know whether or not that is 
in order upon a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CONGER. If I may say a word upon that point, I think I 
have not wandered at all from the strict line of reply and the con- 
tinuation of the remarks which I claimed the right to make when I 
before arose to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. TheChairalways, on application of gentlemen to be 
heard on a question of personal privilege, recognizes then: to be heard. 
But the Chair takes it for granted that members upon such occasions 
will be brief in their statements and will discuss pointedly the mat- 
ters of which they complain. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] and all the 
other members will at once see that if this discussion or any like 
discussion is allowed to run on the regular business of the House 
will be seriously interrupted. ~ 

Mr. CONGE I said, Mr. S er, what I thought it my 

rivilege and my duty to say upon this subject, both in zep y to what 
been said to-day by the gentleman from New York and also upon 

the matter of the elimination from the RECORD of remarks which 
were made on a former day. I shall take some other occasion—I did 
not intend to-day to do more than make the statement I have made— 
I shall take some other occasion to comment more particularly upon 
the points and positions taken qe gentleman from New York. 
With what I have read, with the law which has been read, with the 
ntleman’s remarks which members have heard, I am perfectly will- 

g to submit to the House the question of the wrong of omittin 
from the RECORD those remarks of the gentleman from New Yor 
and myself, even if the letter itself could not be found. And I desire 
to raise here distinctly the question, and have it understood by the 
House and decided by the Chair, whether remarks made in this House 
can be left out of their place in the RECORD by the reporters, by gen- 
tlemen having charge of their remarks when written out, or by any 
person; for that is the point to which I rose on a former occasion. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Without desiring to intrude upon the House, I 
would like the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop ]—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman rise to a question of personal 

rivi ? 
S Mr. ON EILL. I rise to a personal complaint growing out of this 
question of personal privilege. I shall occupy but one moment. 

Mr. HENDEE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. O’NEILL. I want only a moment to ask the gentleman from 
New York if he will permit me to remind him of another omission in 
his speech, and I think he will be glad to be reminded of it. I refer 
to the threat which he made to this House as to following ap the 
tariff bill at the next session of Congress. [Cries of “ Regular o: on 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the case arises in which the Chairshal 
be called upon to decide the point suggested by the gentleman from 
Michigan whether a member can, without the consent of another 
member who occupies the floor, thrust in remarks and have them 
printed in the RECORD, the Chair will be prepared to give his ruling. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I do not wish to thrust in remarks; but the gen- 
tleman from New York made a threat as to what he would do in the 
future 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not alluding to anything which the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has said. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I do not want the House to forget that threat, for 
I want to make a speech in reply to that part of the gentleman’s 
remarks, which has been omi from his printed speech. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair made no remarks touching what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania had said. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Lunderstand that. But I want the gentleman from 
New York to put in his speech or somewhere in the RECORD the threat 
he made to this House that at the next session of Congress he would 
push his free-trade doctrines to a successful issue, even if he should 


failnow. I poea this as a personal complaint of my own, for I wish 
peti | to that part of the gentleman’s speech. [Cries of Regular 
order. 
The PEAKER. The Chair will see that everything the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania says goes into the RECORD. 

CIRCUIT COURT, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4316) to confer special jurisdiction upon the circuit court of the 
northern district of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 484) to authorize the construction of a bridge abut- 
ment and approach within the Fort Riley military reservation; and 

An act (S. No. 1014) requiring the commissioner for preparing and 
publishing a new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
to revise and perfect the index to the first volume of the same. 


JOHN M, HICKEY. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Civil-Service 
Reform: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay John 
M. Hickey, out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives, the sum 
of $109.94 for services due and unpaid while acting as messenger in the Forty- 
fifth Congress. 

JOHN W. DOUGLASS. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. miror the relief of John W. Douglass was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee 
3 and Means, not to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOPEKA, KANSAS. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, the bill (8. No. 
180) to provide for a building for the use of the post-office, United 
States circuit and district courts, and other Government offices at 
Topeka, Kansas, was taken from the Speaker's table, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular orderis the unfinished business com- 
ing over from yesterday, the bill for the formation of a government 
for the District of Columbia. This bill is being considered in the 
House as if in Committee of the Whole; and the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] will take the chair. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. I rise to a question of privile; As to 
this and a number of other important bills I wish to say that I have 
tried in vajn to secure copies of them. I am informed that copies of 
bills have not been placed on our files for three or four weeks past for 
want of sticks and cords, It occurs to me that some way ought to 
be devised by which members may get copies of bills coming up for 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing about that matter. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I want to bring it to the attention of 
the Chair, because it is useless for us to attempt to do business here 
unless we can have copies of the bills coming before us. 


PENSION BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Rox, I chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, desires the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] to 3 for a few moments in order that 
such pension bills as are on the Speaker's table may be taken up and 
referred. This request is made in view of the fact that this evening 
and the two succeeding evenings have been assigned for the report- 
ing and consideration of pension bills. 

r. RICE, of Ohio. That is my ial reason for the request. 

There was no objection, and the following bills were en from 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to the 
i = 9 Pensions: 3 

i No. 76 ting a pension to Mary Ann McFarland ; 
A bill (S. No. 221 ee a pension to Mary Kirby Smith Eaton 
oth Dill (S. No. 257) grantin John C. Hughes, late 
No. 287 ing a ion to Jo Hughes, pri- 
vate in Company N 3 ee United States Volunteers; 
a a bill (S. No. 535) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
ardner ; 
A bill (8 No. 658 granting a pension to Caroline M. a ; 


A bill (S. No. 663) granting a pension to William H. Buek; 
A bill (S. No. 687) granting a pension to William H. ley ; 
A bill (S. No. 869) Wilkes, widow 


vis, A pansion to Mrs. 
of the late Admiral Charles Wilkes, United States Navy ; 
A bill (S. No. 870) ting apoun to Rebecca and ie aia Miller, 
daughters of Brigadier Gene: Miller, of the war of 1812; 
A bill (S. No. 871) granting a pension to William Emerson; 
A bill (S. No. 872) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann M. Steele; 
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A bill (S. No. 874) granting a pension to Albert Richardson, late of 
15 6 5 A, Twelfth Indiana Volunteers; 

A Dill (S. No. 929) granting a pension to Hiram Howard; 

A bill (S. No. 930) granting a pension to Mary B. Marsh; and 

A bill (S. No. 931) granting a pension to James Shields. 


EL PASO TROUBLE. 


__Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the 5 of War be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish to 
this House copies of the — — and minority reports of the commission 7 
to investigate the El Paso troubles in Texas, copies of all evidence taken by 
said commission, at as early a day as possible. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 1 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint res- 
olution (H. R. No. 159) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, and to move its reference to the Committee on 
War Claims as it refers to such matters. There may be a time when 
we shall desire to refer if to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I ask for its reading. 

The SPEAKER. It is a joint resolution proposing to amend the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. In relation to the payment of claims. It may be 
read if gentlemen desire it. 

The SPEAKER. If documents introduced are read it will cut out 
e who desire to ask unanimous consent, as the gentleman 

rom Vermont [Mr. HENDEE] has only yielded five minutes for that 


pu ý 

Mr. KEIEER. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. LUTTRELL. [I object. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, then, it will be read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I have asked for the reading of 
that paper, and I insist it be read or be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont yielded for five 
minutes to allow members to ask unanimons consent for introduction 
of bills which they did not have the opportunity of doing yesterday, 
and the reading of this paper which has been objected to will take 
up a greater part of that five minutes. The joint resolution will be 

rinted in the usual form and gentlemen can get it in the morning 
in the document-room. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Iam as pertinacious, Mr. Speaker, 
in asking to have that joint resolution read as the gentleman who 
objects to its being penea in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution proposing an sarees to the Constitution of the United 


oe a eae nna Tl 
in 8 assem’ ~i ou co n, e fol- 
lowing be as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 


which. whey ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall 
be valid, to all intents and purposes, as a part thereof, viz : 
ARTICLE —. 

SECTION 1. Congress shall have no power to a 8 money ſor the ment 
of any olaim against the United — not ‘ona DAL — . of or 5 — ously 
authorized by law, international treaty, or award, except in payment of a final 
judgment rendered thereon by a coart or trib having competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall establish a court of claims to consist of five justices, 
one of whom shall be chief-jastice, with such original jurisdiction as may be con- 
ferred on it by law, in cases involving claims —— the United States, and with 
such other original jurisdiction as may. be provided by law, and Congress may also 
confer on any other of the courts of the United States, inferior to the Supreme 
Court, Sap 185 jurisdiction in like case. 

Sec. 3. legislation other than such as refers exclusively to the appropriation 
of money in any appropriation act of Congress shall be void, except such as may 
prescribe the 8 or conditions upon which the money thereby appropriated 
shall be paid or received. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. That ought to go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. KEIFER. Itis proposed to refer it there after first being con- 
sidered by the Committee on War Claims. There are reasons why it 
should be referred first to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I make that motion to refer it to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LUTTRELL’s motion was disa to; and the joint resolution 
was then referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF NEW ORLEANS HARBOR. 


Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4317) for the protection and improvement of the harbor at New Or- 
leans; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move by unanimous consent that the report of 
the board of engineers 3 the same subject be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MODIFICATION OF PATENT LAWS, 

Mr. BALLOU, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Print- 

ing, reported back the resolution of the House of April 2, “that 5,000 


copies of the arguments and statements before the Senate and House 
Committees on Patents upon the bill to amend the statutes in relation 
to patents, and for other purposes, (H. R. No. 1612 and S. No. 300,) be 
printed for the use of the House of Representatives, as follows: 500 
copies for the use of the Committee on Patents, House of Representa- 
atives, and 4,500 for the House of Representatives,” with a ceubstitute, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the arguments and statements before the Senate 
and House Committees on Patents upon the bill to amend the statutes in relation 
to patents, and for other purposes, (H. R. No. 1617 and S. No. 300,) be printed for 
the use of the House of Representatives, to be distributed as follows: 3 copies to 
each Member and Delegate in said House and the remainder for the use of the Com- 
mittee on Patents of the House. 


The substitute was adopted; and the resolution, as amended, was 


agreed to. 

Mr. BALLOU moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT COMMISSION, 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Mississippi Levees, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4318) to provide for the 
organization of “the Mississippi River improvement commission,” and 
for the creation, permanent location, and deepening of the channel, 
and the improvement of the navigation of said Mississippi River 
and the protection of its alluvial lands; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Committee 
on e Mississippi Levees, not to be brought back on a motion to re- 
ider. 
veral members called for the regular order. 


GOVERNMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being called, tlie House resumes 
the consideration of the unfinished business, the bill (H. R. No. 3259) 
roviding a permanent form of government for the District of Co- 
= The gentleman from ine [Mr. Hate] will take the 
chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. HAIE.) The pending question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] to strike 
out the eighth section as amended on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hanna.] The Clerk will report the section, as 
amended, which it is proposed to strike out. í 

The Clerk read as follows : 

SEC. 8. That hereafter the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay the interest ac- 
cruing on the 3.65 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia as the samo matures, 
and the amounts so paid 1 be credited as i Sk the appropriation for the year 
by the United States toward the expenses of the government of the District, as 


herein provided : Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to commit the Government to the payment of the principal of said bonds. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the motion to strike out the sec- 
tion as amended the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. BEEBE. Would a motion to reconsider the vote ordering the 
yeas and nays be entertained by the Chair? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair in regard to that would 
follow the ruling of the present Speaker of the House and would 
entertain the motion. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then I make the motion that the vote ordering the 
yeas and nays be reconsidered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs, will the House 
order the yeas and nays on the motion to strike out the eighth sec- 
tion as amended ? 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were ayes 13; not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to move an amendment to the section before 
the vote is taken on striking it out. 

Mr. HENDEE. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Was not 
the vote taken on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois to strike 
out the eighth section as amended, and was not the motion declared 
to be lost 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It undoubtedly was. 

Mr. HENDEE. Then there can be no necessity for voting upon 
that question again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then I offer my proposition to amend the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in order. 

Mr. BEEBE. I offer the following amendment: 

In line 1 of section 8 strike out the word “hereafter” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words until otherwise provided by law.“ 

I offer this amendment to meet the objection which was made to 
this section yesterday. I have consulted with many friends of the 
bill, and I believe thatif this amendment is carried it will materially 
improve the chances of the passage of the bill. The objection was 
made yesterday that section 8 as it now stands is forever an irrepeal- 
able provision, because the rights of the holders of these bonds would 
intervene and assume the nature of vested rights and prevent the 
Congress of the United States in the future from ever making any 
ahe provision with reference to the payment of the interest on these 

nds. 

I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to the provision as it stands, pro- 
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vided that if in the future it proves unwise there may be retained in 
the power of the law- ing authority of this country the right to 
amend or change the provision and resort to a new potter in this 
regard. The insertion of these words will not affect the working of 
this section at all. Some gentlemen may say that the provision is 
repealable as it now stands, and there is at least a question as to the 
power of Congress to repeal this; and if we put these words in, we 
remove that. Certainly Congress ought to reserve to itself the right 
to change this policy at any time if in the wisdom of Congress it 
should hereafter be deemed unwise. 

Mr. WILSON. How will the section read if the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is adopted 

Mr. BEEBE. 


That until otherwise provided by law the Secre of the Treasury shall pay 
the interest accruing on the 3.65 per cent. bonds of the District of Columbia as the 


same matures, &. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HENDEE, One word in reply to the gentleman from New 
York. It is very well known that the question of whether the 
United States should take care of the interest on these bonds has 
been discussed fully at all sessions of Congress since the creation of 
the bonds. All parties, as I understand, admit the fact thatthe United 


7 
It will then read: 


States has guaran as strongly as it can guarantee that this inter- 
est shall be paid. Upon one occasion, two years ago I think, the 
Government defaul 


because the 5 Committee did not 
pass a bill with that provision in it for the payment of interest until 
after the interest matured, so that these bonds were affected in their 
value more or less from that very fact. One defalcation very much 
depreciated the value of the bonds. 

ow, these bonds are not held, as was said yesterday, by shysters 
and all sorts of men who deal in them asa matter of speculation. I 
have the list which shows that they are held all over the country— 
in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, New York, and in the West- 
ern States—owned by thousands of people: guardians, insurance 
companies, trust companies for the benefit of depositors ; and now it 
seems to me wise that we should settle the question whether the 
Government will, as the interest matures for each six months, pay 
that interest. 

Now, as I understand this section, it is not so drawn or so con- 
stracted that, if Congress hereafter sees fit to change it or repudiate 
it entirely, it has not that power. 

Mr. BEEBE. Will he Hs Dona allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HENDEE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEEBE. If the power is still reserved to the Government, 
what objection can the gentleman have then to having it clearly pro- 
vided in this section ? 

Mr. HENDEE. This is the objection: that, every Congress when 

uestions come up as to the District of Columbia and what shall be 
dona for the District of Columbia and as to the bonds, they will refer 
to this section as leaving the matter still in the hands of Congress. 
The question will 5 settled so long as we leave it open. Now 
I think it is a duty we owe to the holders of these bonds, which are 
held by all our constituents, women, widows, children, and w. as 
the record shows, that we should settle the question and settle it for- 
ever, and the interest should be taken care of. I look at it as a mat- 
ter of business rather than in any other light. 

Mr. BEEBE. Does not the a understand that even if the 
amendment be adopted it will me the affirmative duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay the interest just as if we left the section 
as it now stands? 

Mr. HENDEE, Undoubtedly; and I only wish to have the section 
settled by this act, so that we shall have no future legislation on the 
N TERE and Isay further that the Committee for the District of Col- 
umbia were unanimous in the wording of this section, so as to simply 
take care of the interest and carry out faithfully the pledge of the 
United States Government. I ask for a vote. 

The question was taken upon Mr. BEEBE’S amendment; and, on a 
division, there were—ayes 23, noes 68. 

Mr. BEEBE. No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, As no quorum has voted the Chair will 
appoint as tellers Mr. BEEBE and Mr. HENDEE. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 30, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


That from and after the ist day of A: 1878, the board of M litan police 
and all boards of fire commissioners and of school-trustees be — 
to the 


and all the powers and duties now exercised by them shall be 
said commissioners of the District of Columbia, who shall have authority to em- 
ploy such officers and agents and to oe rovisions as may be necessary to 
carry into execution the powers and d devolved upon them by this act. 

The Committee for the District of Columbia reported the follow- 
ing amendment to be added to the section just read : 

Provided, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall Gy ae 
ey ee actual residents of said District of Columbia, of whom five at 
least be of the colored race, to constitute the trustees of public schools of 
said District, who shall serve without compensation and for such terms as said 
commissioners shall fix. Said trustees shall have the and ‘orm the 


ers 

Aunties in relation to the care and van pa e e public schools which are now 

exercised by and vested in the board of trustees of public schools for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I move to strike out the last word of the amend- 
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ment of the committee just read. This bill has been alread 

upon in many of its details without, I think, proper ees Brey 
and I want to call the attention of the House to the principle estab- 
lished in some preceding sections that I consider entirely improper 
and that no democratic House ought to commit itself to. I refer to 
the property qualification. 

Mr. BLA URN. I rise to a point of order. My point of order 
is that the section last read by the Clerk is the only part of the bill 
under consideration, and that the matter to which the gentleman 
from Ohio proposes to address himself is not found in that section. 

Mr. McMAHON. I wish to say that the section now under consid- 
eration proposes that colored men have aright to be appointed to 
certain offices, and I propose to show that there is a previous pro- 
vision inserted requiring a property qualification that would not only 
exclude colored men but most white men also from holding an office. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask if that provision is to be found in this 
section. 

Mr. MCMAHON. No, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I insist upon my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cannot tell what will be 
the line of remarks pursued by the gentleman from Ohio if he should 
go on; and the Chair can only say that if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky raising the point of order insists upon it the gentleman from 
Ohio will have to confine himself, in anything he may say, to the 
consideration of this section just read and to the amendment proposed 
to it by the committee. 

Mr. McMAHON. I propose to do so as far as it is possible. 

: Aue SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman does that he will be 
in order. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I think that I can make my remarks in order. 
The committee has just offered an amendment providing that colored 
8 may under certain circumstances be eee places. 

is is a correct principle ; but the commissioners who are to be ap- 
pointed must be of $5,000 in property before they can serve. 
And every one of the twenty-four councilmen to be elected by the 
people must be worth at least $3,000, This is all wrong. I do not 
care what the peculiar situation of this District may be; it is not 
more peculiar than many parts of our country, But if it was there is 
no apology for adopting so obnoxious a principle that a man cannot 
be a commissioner or councilman without being worth $3,000 or $5,000 
in money or property. This is a discrimination that ought never to 
be permitted to creep into our legislation under any pretense or ex- 
cuse whatever. I shall vote against the whole bill if ines provisions 
are retained; and I hope that our democratic friends will not sanc- 
tion so undemocratic a proposition. A property qualification is an 
insult to the laboring classes and is contrary to our notions of a 
republican form of government. 


ir, BLACKBU I now ask, under the point of order, whether 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] is discussing the section 
before the House. 


Mr. MCMAHON. Well, I am through. [Laughter.] I withdraw 

my amendment. 2 
Ir. CLAFLIN. I move further to amend the section by strikin 

out the word “ April” and inserting the word “ July,” so that it wi 
read “that from and after the first day of July, 1878, the board of 
metropolitan police, &c, shall be abolished.” 

The amendment was to. 

No further amendment being made to section 15, section 16 was read 
as follows: 

Src. 16. That it shall be the duty of the said commissioners to report to Con 
at the next session succeeding their appointment a draft of such additional we 
or amendments to existing laws as seem to be needed for the harmonious working 
of the system hereby adopted, and for the effectual and proper government of the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move to amend the section just read by adding 
to it these words: 

And said commissioners shall annually report their official doings in detail to 
Congress on or before the first Monday of December. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORT. I move to insert after the section last read that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, as an additional section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


commodation of the 3 resident in the District; and shall 
removal of needy an 


shall not be longer n or the poor to beg u the streets. 
of $50,000 is hereby 5 out of any 8 United States Treasury 
not otherwise appro |, to carry this provision into effect. 


Mr. FORT. I have but a word to say in support of this amend- 
ment. I believe there is hardly a county in the United States but 
what has a poor-farm or an almshonse to which the poor of that county 
may be conveyed and where they may be cared for, I believe ex- 
perience has taught that this is the best way to provide for the poor. 

You have but to walk from this Capitol to any part of the city to 
meet mentsinfavorofthisamendment. I question whetherthere 
is a city in the world, certainly none in the United States, in which 

you are so often accosted by the beggar as you are in this city, and it 
impossible to know whether that ar is worthy or unworthy. 
Sometimes the beggar appears in the shape of a little colored boy, 
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sometimes a little white boy; sometimes a little colored girl and some- 
times a little white girl; sometimes an old person, and sometimes a 
person hale and hearty. 

It seems to me that the authorities of this city should take care of 
those who are worthy, and then we may know to whom to give alms, 
I have nothing special to say in reference to the amendment except 
that I think there ought to be no possible objection toit. In my judg- 
ment it is the cheapest way in which we can care for the needy, to 

rovide a home for them, a farm if you please with suitable build- 

ings upon it, to which they can be conveyed, and where they can be 

or, and if they know that they have to stop begging or to go 

there, they will be apt if they are needy to go to that place, and if 
not, they will stop begging upon the streets as they now do. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Fort | will not be adopted. In the first piace 
it is inconsistent with the provisions of this bill. One section of this 
bill requires that no contract involving the expenditure of money 
shall be made except by the unanimous action of the three commis- 
sioners, and then that the contract shall not go into effect until it is 
submitted to the council and approved by the council which is pro- 
vided for in a previous section. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois ignores the approval of the council altogether, 
which constitutes one of the essential features of this bill. For that 
reason it ought not to be adopted. 

Again, there are to-day divers bills pénding before the Committee 
for the District of Columbia asking authority for the commissioners 
to buy certain property designated in this city for the purpose of 
public buildings. None of them have met the approval of the com- 
mittee and, in my judgment, none of them will meet the approval of 
this House. 

This is a bill establishing a permanent form of government for the 
District of Columbia. It is in no sense of the term a bill covering 
matters of ial legislation. If the Congress of the United States 

ro to authorize the commissioners to purchase property for pub- 
fic uildings it ought to be done in a separate bill, ought not to be 
incorporated in a bill of such general features, of such general char- 
acter, as the one now under consideration. 

Again, if Congress determines to authorize the commissioners to 
make certain expenditures of money, unless they are to depart from 
all precedents hitherto established, there ought to be some maximum 
fixed of the amount. This amendment does not do that. 

Mr. FORT. The 5 is mistaken; this amendment proposes 
to appropriate $50. out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I did not cateh the figures in the amendment 
as it was read. 

Mr. FORT. The money does not come out of the District at all. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand that point of the gentleman’s 
amendment; but I do not think from the very statement he mak 
which is that it does not come out of the District at all, that it shoul 
be incorporated into and made a section of a bill which is general in 
its character and refers alone to the District of Columbia. His amend- 
ment makes an appropriation. If that is to be done, I take it that it 
ought to be submitted to the Committee on Appropriations forits con- 
sideration and recommendation. Therefore from every stand-point 
from which this amendment can be regarded it seems to me that it 
would be unwise to incorporate it into this bill. 

Mr. FORT. Allow me to ask the gentleman why he incorporates 
into this bill a provision in relation to the bonded debt of the Dis- 
trict, if it is merely a bill to govern the District? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Fort] will move 
to appropriate $50,000 to provide the means of pasio these people 
upon the public domain I will vote him his $50,000 and duplicate it. 
I am tired of hearing the idea held out in this country that the only 
relief that we can give to the poor is to build prisons and poor-houses. 

We have in this Jand an army of paupers numbered by millions. 
The remedy resorted to by the States seems to be to increase their 

risons, to build additional almshouses and other places to dole out 
‘ood to a famished population. 

I do not object of course to an appropriation of money to buy prop- 
erty upon which to erect buildings to take care of the poor. But you 
must do something else to take care of the poor inthis country. You 
have broad acres. Locate them there. The money you pay to provide 
them lodgings in almshouses will carry them to your Western lands 
and help them to a start when they get there. 

Mr. FORT. Is the gentleman referring now to able-bodied paupers 
or to the poor and needy who are unable to work? 3 

Mr. WRIGHT. Your disabled men accumulate upon your hands at 
me rate of 50 per cent. a month, because they are in a state of starva- 
tion. 

Mr. FORT. Many of these needy persons in this District are little 
children, who cannot go West; and if there they could not earn a 
livelihood. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Heaven protectthem! Sofaras this Honse is con- 
cerned there seems little hope. 

When I came to this House last October I heard the expectation 
expressed outside, if not inside this House, that Congress was going 
to do something to relieve the condition of the starving population 
of the country. We have been here nearly five months, we have 
not yet done the first thing for the relief of the starving poor; and 


my judgment is that Con is going to adjourn withont an effort 
to fig anything for the relief of the county.” Look at the statistics 
and you will see that over two millions of m 
ment in this land. 
5 a DUNNELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
ion 

Mr. WRIGHT. Certainly. Iam here to be badgered by anybody 
that wants to doit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is not the gentleman aware that we have a tariff 
bill pending which is intended to relieve the distress of the country? 

Mr. WRIGHT. And what kind of a tariff bill is it? It is pretended 
that it is to increase the revenues; but I say it will reduce the reve- 
nues of the country. Of all times this is the last when you should 
agitate a change of the tariff. The country is in a state of disqui- 
etude and want; your public industries are all paralyzed. To intro- 
duce a tariff bill now wy adds to the y err and makes things 
worse. Isuppose we shall go on perhaps for the next two weeks dis- 
cussing this tariff bill. But the people do not want it. Iwill venture 
to say that there is not upon your tables a petition coming from the 
peuple of the country asking that there be a change in the revenue 

ws. I will venture to say that there is nota desk in this Hall that 
does not contain letters upon letters bogging Congress not to inter- 
fere with that question. Now, [addressing Mr. DUNNELL,] are you 
satisfied with my answer? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Perfectly. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Now, if you will join me—— 

Mr. REED, (addressin . WRIGHT, who spoke from the repub- 
lican side of the House.) You carry this part of your audience with 


en are out of employ- 


ou. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I came over here in order to get some encourage- 
ment. [Laughter.] If you are satisfied with that answer and agree 
with me, I will join you and the majority of this House in putting 
an end to the discussion upon that tariff bill mighty quick. [ Laugh- 
ter.] When the attention of Congress is called to the consideration 
of a change in the tariff laws by petition, then it is our duty to 
listen to and obey the popular will, but in heaven’s name do not dis- 
turb the business of the country with an agitation of this kind, when 
it is in a worse condition than it has been at any period for the last 
twenty years. Cannot you permit the men who are en in the 
industries of the country to have a voice in the formation of laws 
which not only affect them, but the whole pony a it the part of 
wisdom to keep them in a constant state of 7 They know 
not whether to stop or proceed; how to buy or how to sell. Better 
for the trade and prosperity of the people did Congress never assem- 
ble. The body is anelement to disturb. It cannot be content to let 
well enough alone. Trade, manufactures, labor, and all the indus- 
tries are the mere sport of political adventure. It is stability and a dis- 
position not to change that assures p ity and gives labor to the 
unemployed, because our people engaged in the industries know the 
situation and conform to it. Constant change means constant trouble, 
and why should Congress desire to volunteerin a matter about which 
it knows so little? 

Mr. FORT. I did not know that this was a free-trade amendment. 
5 

Mr. WRIGHT. Well, sir, these remarks are in reply to a question 
put to me on your side of the House. [Laughter.] Now, gentlemen 
on this side must not indulge the hope, because I have come over 
here to make a speech, that [ have abandoned my colors or changed. 
my political situation. [Laughter.] Ishake hands with gentlemen 
on t 


is side when they join me in 3 to a tariff bill that con- 
tains in it no feature which can afford relief. Upon that subject Lam 
with them honestly, fearlessly, and earnestly; and for the reason, as 
Webster said on one occasion, that no voice has come up from the 
land or the sea asking for a change or an interference with re; to 
the revenues of this country by the introduction of a bill to remodel 
the tariff. There has been no such application. No petition,so far 
as I understand, has come from the people of this country asking for 
a ane of the tariff. [Cries of That is so!” 

Mr. DWIGHT. Is not this change pro by the democratic 
majority of this House? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I haye no hand nor part nor lot init. That I as- 
sure the gentleman of. If any gentleman in this House has received 
a petition asking for interference by Congress with regard to the reyv- 
enue laws, let him rise in his place and tell me so. 

Mr. MONEY. I have. 

Mr. WRIGHT. You have! 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire as a member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to say that I have not heard of any such petition from 
any citizen of the United States. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONGER obtained the floor and said: I yield my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. WRIGHT.] 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have not spoken to the question yet. [Laughter.} 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to inquire of the C whether it is. 
the District of Columbia bill or the tariff bill that is under discussion. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Both. Lange) 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I make the point of order that one of 
them is not in order, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mr. JONES, of Ohio, demanded the yeas and nays. 


CoNGER] has yielded his time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. WriGut,] who will confine his remarks to the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. On the point of order I desire to say that this 
amendment 5 to make an . of 850, 000; and in 
considering it, it mes every one to know that if the pending tariff 
bill is insisted upon and passed, we shall have no $50,000 to give for 


this purpose. [ nghter. } ‘ ; 

Mr. WRIGHT. My friend from Philadelphia [Mr. KELLEY] has 
stated, in corroboration of what I said, that no petition has been 
sent up from any part of this country asking any interference or in- 
termeddling with the revenue laws. Gentlemen who would agitate 
the change do so of their own accord. They are acting without au- 
thority. It is on their part a pe inthe dark. They donot know 
what they are attempting todo. I hope there is determination and 
courage enough in this House to prevent the accomplishment of what 
they would do. It is no time for experiments. 

Now. let me turn around to wise legislators, [turning round to the 
republican side of the House amid great laughter and applause, ] 
let me turn around to you wise legislators on the other side. [La h- 
ter.] Let me ask you whether you want to embark in a measure, the 
consequences of which are further to disarrange our business men, 
and further, throw out of employment the workingmen of our coun- 
try. Why, sir, half the business men in this nation within the last 
three years have passed through the bankrupt laws. [Laughter.] 
Yes, sir, half the Daaba men, the men of capital; and now they 


have passed a law repealing the bankrupt law for the purpose of pre- 
venting the other from availing themselves of the benefit of it. 
(Laughter. ] 


Why, sir, no country can stand this system of legislation. As I have 
said, it becomes wise men to examine into those subjects upon which 
the popular masses of the land send up a voice in favor of action. 
Are we wiser men, because we happen to hold certificates of our elec- 
tion in our pockets, than they who elected us to these seats? I tell 
you that the constituents in more than three-fourths of the districts 
represented upon this floor are adverse and opposed to any further 
agitation upon this question, and especially so at this time. The 
letters I receive from my district are not merely asking me to oppose 
all ae in the tariff, but are generally headed with a prayer, 
“Pray help us in this emergency; pray do not put us in a position of 
uncertainty and totally destroy our business matters and make them 
worse than they were in before your body assembled.” I assume 
when a measure has been duly considered by the people of the land 
and it comes up here for our action then it is our duty to take hold of 
it and dispose of it like men. But it is not our province to speculate 
with regard to imaginary difficulties some of us may have in regard 
to certain measures and make the feeble attempt to alter and change. 
I say to you, sir, and I say to this House, woe betide the men or the 
party that unhinges the revenue laws and sets the whole subject afloat 
again carrying with it, as it must, a more wide-spread ruin. 
on the republican side of the House.] 

So far as re my honorable friend from the city of New York 
[Mr. Woop] I ascribe to him honesty of purpose and goodness of in- 
tention, but I say to him the time has not come, the time is not here, 
when we are to agitate, particularly if agitation brings death and 
desolation to the trade and business of the entire country. That not 
only reduces the wages of labor, but puts an end to the demand for 
it; that adds to the darkness of the murky clond above our heads; 
that puts bread in the mouths of laboring-men beyond the seas but 
deprives them of it here at home. We must, sir, I repeat it, we 
must, sir, take care of our own people. It is our first duty, and if we 
are true to ourselves we will not falter. Let the revenue laws remain 
as they are; let us permit no change. If there must be change, let 
it be at some other time—in an hour of greater prosperity, but not 
now. 

[Ha the hammer fell. 

. HENDEE. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What amendment is pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. 333 

The amendment was in 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that amendment germane to the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is too late to raise the point of 
order, as the amendment has been debated. 

The amendment was dis to. 

Mr. HEND. I move to reconsider the votes by which the sev- 
eral amendments were adopted; and also move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was a, 

Mr. HENDEE. I now 
as amended. 

The previous quéstion was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under e press thereof the bill was ordered to be 3 

ird time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 


sare so ten ata Idemand the previous question on the passage 
e 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 


Applause 


to. 
and the previous question on the bill 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 94, nays 124, not voting 73; as follows: 


YEAS—S4. 
Acklen, Crittenden, Hayes, Robertson, 
Bagley, Davis, Horace Henkle, Robinson, George D. 
Bicknell, Denison, Hewitt, G. W. Saylar, 
Bisbee, Dickey, Hunton, Seales, 
Blackburn, u James, Shelley. 
Blair. Jones, James T. Sl 
Bliss, Durham, ete i Starin, 
Bouck, Forney, ott, Steele, 
B agg, klin, Landers, Tucker, 
ridges, gon, ance, 
B Garth, ing, Wad 
Bundy, a Lynde, W. 
a Gibson, etcalfe, Welch, 
Caldwell, John W. Glover, oney, Williams, A. S. 
Candler, e, * Williams, Andrew 
Carlisle, Gunter, Norcross, Williams, James 
Caswell, Hardenbergh, Overton, Willis, Albert S. 
Chittenden, Harris, Benj.W. Patterson, G. W. Willis, A 
Claflin, Harrison, Patterson, T. M. Willits, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Hart, Peddie, Wood, 
Clymer, Hartridge, Pound, Yeates. 
Covert, Riddl 
Cravens, Hatcher, Robbins, 
NAYS—1. 
Aldrich, Ellis, Killinger, Robinson, Milton S. 
Baker, John H. Errett, Kimmel, Ross, 
Bayne, Evans, James L. Knapp, Sapp, 
il, Evins, John H. 2 n, 
Blount, Ewing, Lathrop, 
Boyd, Felton, Mackey, Singleton, 
Brewer, Finley, Marsh, Sinnickson, 
Browne, Fort, a 
Barchard, Foster, McCoo! Smith, A. Herr 
Cato, Fuller, McKenzie, Sou has 
amp, ner, cKinley, par! 
Cannon, Giddings, McMahon, 5 y 
Chalmers, Hale, r, 
Clark, Rush ton, Monroe, Stewart, 
Cobb, Morrison, Strait, 
Cole, Harmer, Morse, ‘Thompson, 
Collins, Harris, Henry R. Muller, Throckmorton, 
Conger, Oliver, Townsend, Amos 
Cook, Hazelton, O'Neill, Townsend, M. I. 
Cox, Jacob D. Hendee, ef 
Cox, Samuel S. Henderson, Van Vorhes, 
Culberson, Hewitt, Abram S. Phillipa, Ward, 
umminga, U k ‘ollard, atson, 
Cutler, Hunter, ice, Whitthorne, 
Davi Ittner, ey, wig nton, 
Jones, John S. Randolph, WI „C. G. 
Dibrell, Joyce, ‘Williams, N 
wight, A Williams, Richard 
Eickhoff, Ee PAT ren“ 
ckho ey, ~ 
K Mies Willam W. Wright. 
NOT VOTING—73. 
Aiken, Clark, Alvah A. Lindsey, Smith, William E. 
Atkins, Clark of Missouri, Lockwood, h 
Bacon, : Luttrell, John W. 
Baker, William H. Danford, Maish. Stone, Joseph C. 
Banks, Davis, Joseph J. Manning, Swann, 
Banning, Eden, Le Sima burgh. 
Beebo, 8 MeGowan, aoe aw 
Benedict, Evans, I. Newton a 3 
Bland, Freeman, Muldrow, Turner, 
Boone, Garfield, Neal, Veeder, 
Brentano, Harris, John T. Potter, Wait, 
Bright, ‘erbert, Powers, Walker, 
Brogden, k, Pridemore, Warner, 
Buckner, Hooker, te, Harry 
Burdick, House, i White, Michael D. 
Butler, Humphrey, ce, Ameriens V. Young: 
Caldwell, W. P. Hungerford, Roberts, 
3 Jones, Frank Ryan, 
Campbell, Jorgensen, Schleicher, 
So the bill was rejected. 


During the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: I a ge sr with the gentle- 
man from Michigan, Mr. ELLSWORTH. I wish further to announce 
that my colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is confined to his bed with illness. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I wish to announce that I am paired with Mr. 
STONE, of Michigan. Ido not know how he would vote if he were 
present, but I would vote in the negative. 

Mr. TURNER. I am paired with the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. McGowan. 

Mr. COVERT. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. MAY- 
HAM, is paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. HOMPHREYs. 
I am advised that if Mr. MayHam were present he would vote “ ay.“ 
I am not instructed as to how Mr. HUMPHREYS would vote if present. 
I desire also to announce that my colleague, Mr. VEEDER, is detained 
at his home by serious illness. 

Mr. KNAPP. Iam requested to announce the absence of my col- 
1 e, Mr. EDEN. If present, he would vote in the negative. 

. WILSON. I am paired on all political questions with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. CRArO;] but, not regarding this as 
a political question, I have voted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. Ido 
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not know how he would vote, if present, but I would vote in the neg- 
ative. 


Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague, Mr. BURDICK, is paired with Mr. 
BENEDICT. 
Mr. HARRIS, o I am paired on this bill and all ques- 


f vaginis 
tions involved in it with Mr. EDEN, of Illinois. If he were here, we 
pt vote together, but I deem it most prudent not to vote. 
he vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HENDEE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was rejected. 

15 85 CMAHON. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire to say that I make the motion to reconsider 
for the purpose of having the bill recommitted, hoping that in that 
taf it may perhaps be 3 so as to be satisfactory to the House. 

veral members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Theregularorder is called for. Debate 
is not in order. 

Mr. HENDEE. I hope the vote will be reconsidered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope it will not be. 

The question being taken on the motion to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider, the Speaker pro tempore announced that in the 
opinion of the Chair the ayes had it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 22, 
not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. CLAELIN. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HENDEE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. During 
the pendency of the motion to lay on the table my motion to recon- 
sider, is it proper or in order for me to move to recommit the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. There is no motion in order 
except that of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON, ] on which 

ouse is now dividing and on which tellers have been requested. 

Mr. CONGER. Does not the motion to recommit take precedence? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider is before 
the House, and has been considered, and the House is now dividing 
upon it. 

Mr. BEEBE. And it is not competent to commit a bill which has 
been rejected. 

The question being taken on-ordering tellers, there were ayes 48, 
more than one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDEE, and Mr. Cox, of Ohio, 


were ä 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 43, noes 106. 

So the House refused to jay on the table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HENDEE. I now move to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is, Will the House 
reconsider the vote by which it refused to pass the bill? 

Mr. BOUCK. And if that be reconsidered, then a motion to recom- 
mit will be in order. 

The question being taken on reconsidering the vote by which the 
House refused to pass the bill, it was declared in the tive. 

Mr. HENDEE. I now move to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I move to amend by instructions to strike out 


the propery EINE rae 

Mr. B URN. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I propose to call the yeas and nays on my motion. 

Mr. HENDEE. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
we se voog to strike out that qualification now if the House will 

ass the bill. 
p Mr. MCMAHON. On the understanding that that shall be stricken 
out I shall withdraw the motion. 

The question being taken on Mr. HENDEE’s motion, it was decided 
in the affirmative; and the bill was accordingly recommitted to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
recommitted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the regular order. 
Mr. BLO I move that the rules be suspended and the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the post-office appro- 


priation bill. 

The SREAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] de- 
mands the regular order, his object being to have a morning hour. 

Mr. COX, of New York. So as to reach the business on Wie Speak- 
er’s table at the end of the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. Pending which the gentleman from Georgia moves 
that the House resolve i into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and he states his object is to resume the consideration 
of the post-office appropriation bi 

The question being taken on Mr. BLount’s motion, there were— 
ayes 101, noes 70. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr. Coxof New York, 
were appointer. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 74. 
So the motion that the House resolve i into the Committee of 
the Whole was a 


greed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to ask unanimous consent of 
the House, with the assent of the Committee on Appropriations, to fix 
next Tuesday after the morning hour to go to the Speaker's table in 
order to di of the business thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman that 
he would more certainly reach his object by asking unanimous con- 
sent to go to business on the Speaker’s table before the morning hour. 
There might not be a morning hour. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Very well, I will say after the reading of 
the Journal. 

Mr. WOOD. Excepting appropriation bills and the tariff bill. 
Otherwise I object. 

r ack 5 Is not that a privileged motion after the morn- 
ing hour 

he SPEAKER. Itis; but the difficulty is that the House is anxious 
to dispose of the bhai abe billsin preference to receiving reports 
from committees, erefore the motion to go to the 8 er’s table 
after the morning hour is seldom reached because of the morning 
hour being vacated by appropriation bills. The gentleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent that on Tuesday next after the reading 
of the Journal the House be allowed, on his motion, to go to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to state that my object is to get at 
the Thurman 1 D an 

Mr. WHITTHO . I desire, in interposing an objection to the 

roposition of the gentleman from New York, to reach that thing 
= own as a morning hour which is so rare in the business of this 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
does not obstruct the morning hour. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Do I understand, if this unanimous consent is 
given, the morning hour will come after the consideration of the bill 
or before it? 

The SPEAKER. It may come after it orit may come on every 
intervening 75 5 The Chair does not know. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall object to the proposition if it is not made 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask then that it may be after the morn- 
ing hour on 3 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York now requests that 
on Tuesday next after the morning hour the House will proceed, on 
his motion, to the consideration of business on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. PRICE. I would suggest to the gentleman from New York, if 
his object is to reach the funding bill, to allow that bill to be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
MI. COX, of New York. No, sir. 
Mr. PRICE. With leave to report at any time. 
Mr. COX, of New York. The idea is to pass the bill; both com- 
ig the epror upon it, and we want to pass it to-day. 
Mr. F IN. e intend to pass it here without any reference 
to any committee. 
Mr. PRICE. Then I shall have to object to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] because the bill makes material 
changes in the law and it ought to have consideration before the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and I believe that committee thinks so 
to. I am e the committee shall have the power to report 
it back at any time. I do not wish to delay action upon it, but it 
igs to have consideration before that committee. 
ir. COX, of New York. Ido not care to debate the question now, 
but the bill has already been considered by the committee. 
Mr. MORRISON. 
ittees. X 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BILL. 


Mr. HENDEE. Pending the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole on tbe state of the Union, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (H. R. No. 3259) providing a permanent form of government for 
the District of Columbia be printed in the shape in which it was 
ordered to be engrossed to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

~ COX, of New York. Was there any objection to my proposi- 
tion 

Mr. PRICE. I object unless the bill is to be referred to a committee. 
I am willing that it should be referred with leave that the committee 
ye Ba it back at any time. : 

. COX, of New York. My object is to 7a the bill at once. 

Mr. PRICE. And my object is not to do hasty legislation here 
without proper consideration. 

Mr. HANNA. It seems to me that the bill has been fully consid- 
ered by the American Senate. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—HARALSON VS. SHELLEY. 

Mr. FRYE, by unanimous consent, presenton certain supervisors’ 
returns in the contested-election case of Haralson vs. Shelley from the 
fourth district of the State of Alabama; which were referred to the 
Committee of Elections. 


It has been considered in two Congresses by the 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2581 


CLASSIFICATION OF MAIL MATTER. 


Mr. WADDELL. Before the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union I ask, by instruction of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post- to report back the bill (H. R. 
No. 3850) providing for the classification of mail matter and the rates 
of postage thereon, with the amendments p by the committee 
thereto, and that it be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and, with the amendments, ordered to be 
printed. The object is ee it upon the Calendar, so that its pro- 
visions may be unders' and prevent confusion throughout the 
country. 

There was no objection, and the bill was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the amendments 
reported by the committee, ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL RODNEY KING. 


Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4319) granting a pension to Daniel Rodney King, late a major in the 
Thirty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOARD OF MANAGERS, SOLDIERS’ HOME, 


Mr. PHILLIPS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 160) to fill a vacancy in the board of managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DURHAM. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the House goes into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union I desire to ask whether the Senate bill 
9 the bankrupt act has been referred ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not; it is upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I ask unanimous consent that it be taken up 
and referred. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the House will 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 1 
year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was last in session the 
first clause of the bill had been read for amendment, and it will now 
be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and it gr leg rnemmamonans pact frero 
America in That the following sums and the same are 
hereby, a for the service of the Post- Office Department for the year 


ending June „ 1879, out of any money in the arising from the revenues 
of ‘said Department, in conformity to the act of July 2 1838, as follows: 3 
Office of the Postmaster-General : $ 

For mail depredations and agents, $100,000; and not exceeding $7,500 of 
this amount may be expended Tor fees to United States attorneys, n clerks 
of courts, and counsel necessarily employed by special agents of the Post-Office 
Department, subject to aopa by the Attorney-General: Provided, That here- 
after the per diem pay of agents appointed under section 4017 of the 
Revised Statutes shall be $3 instead of $5, as therein provided. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to offer the following amendment: after the words “one hun- 
dred,” in line 10, to insert the word “twenty-five;” so that it will read, 
if amended, “for mail depredations and special agents $125,000.” 

Section 4017 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

The Postmaster-General may employ two ial agents for the Pacific coas 
and such number of other special agents as the geod of the service and the Eeri 
of the mail ma; Such agents shall be entitled to a salary at the rate of 
not more than $1, Be Jap each, and shall each be allowed for traveling and in- 
Kei expenses, w. actually employed in the service, a sum not exceeding $5 
a day. 


The Committee on Appropriations find that under that last provis- 
ion allowing traveling and incidental expenses at the rate of $5 per 
day, every single special agent is paid that $5 a day whether he was 
on service or not, and that the railroad companies never made any 
charges against them, or if they did in any instance, the Department 
withheld it from them in making their settlements if they saw fit, or 
if it became necessary to ig oat a conveyance to go out on any of the 
star routes, it was paid for, but not ont of this fund. 

The committee believe this to be a gross perversion of the plain 
provisions of the law. This law was passed in 1872. The committee 
thought the best thing they could do at this time was to reduce the 
per diem from $5 to $3, and they so provide in this bill, making a 
total reduction of something like $27,000. 

In 1876, under this construction of the law, there was expended 
$138,602; in 1877, $118,676. We have made ample provision for the 
allowance of $3 a day, if we take into consid on the amount here- 
tofore expended. 

In order that the Committee of the Whole may understand to what 
extent this construction of the statute has been carried, it is only 
necessary for me to state that these special agents were paid last 


ear in salaries $59,820.84, and the balance of the payments to them, 
356,229.56, was for their traveling and other mses. Itis the unani- 
mous opinion of the Committee on Appropriations that the provision 
thus amended should be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I am called up by a suggestion which I heard from the 
gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. BLOUNT] in reference to the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. WADDELL. ] 
I think this bill gene: ally is a good one; its provisions have my assent 
excepting this one. I do not think that the reduction in the appro- 

riation for this very important service of the Post-Office 8 
or depredations an for mail agents, the reduction from $135,000 last 
year to $100,000 now —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1. the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, 
i will 1 858 that I have moved an amendment making the amount 

125,000, 

Mr. HALE. I di | not know that amendment had been offered. I 
think that is right, und of course I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
is mistaken when le says that this allowance of 85 4 day to these 

ial agents is for every day whether they are in service or not. 
Upen inquiry at the Post-Office Department I find that that is not the 
case; thata ee agent is allowed per diem expenses only when he 
is in service. That is my information. 

I do not agree with my e ay upon this question ; I think the 
Department should have what ey for this purpose. These s 
cial agents are the eyes and ears of the Department, and in my judg- 
ment it is necessary that this force should be increased rather than 
diminished. An increase of the force would result in an increase of 
the revenues and an improvement of the service. I therefore move 
to amend so as to make the amount $140,000, instead of $125,000 as 
moved by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HALE. Does the gentleman from Georgia insist upon that 
part of this clause reducing the per diem from $5 to $3? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do. 

Mr. HALE. The gentleman has moved no amendment to that por- 
tion of the clanse ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not. 

Mr. HALE. I think the gentleman should not insist upon that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I regret very much that the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Foster] and myself have obtained different information from 
the same quarter; I think there must be some misunderstanding about 
it. I went myself to the Postmaster-General and obtained the state- 
ment from him. I had it also from the Sixth Auditor and from a 
number of other officers in the Department, and I never till this 
moment heard anything to the contrary. The subcommittee had that 
information that these special agents charged $5 a day for every day 
throughout the year when they were here in Washington or else- 
where. LI apprehend there is but little question about that fact really. 
No gentleman who has taken the pains to study this matter in rela- 
tion to these special agents will question it. It is likely that the com- 
mittee in charge of expenditures in the Post-Office Department will 
report the same thing to this House. 

r. HANNA. Out of this $5 a day these agents pay their hotel bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. They may pay their hotel bills; it is likely they 
do. But the language of the statute is “their traveling and other 
expenses.” Now, the Department always contracts so that not a dol- 
lar is used for traveling — and yet they are allowed full per 
diem for every day throug aa ee year, in addition to their 
of $1,600a year. Wherever there is ac for a buggy or any other 
conveyance inst them it is not dedu: out of this fund. 

Mr. HANNA. Allowmea question. Does not the gentleman know 
as well as I do that, if out of the $5 a day or $3 a day they pay their 
hotel viha it will take all the $3 a day to pay simply their living 
expenses 

r. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana Saas HANNA] says it 
will take the $3 a day to pay their hotel bills. Even if that is true, 
that isample. But on the cont: they are not engaged every day. 

Mr. FOSTER. On that point I desire to say a word. I understand 
that all these gentlemen are not allowed $1,600 a year, and yet the 
language of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] would con- 
vey that impression. AsI am informed neither are they allowed 
this per diem for expenses for every day in the year. As to the con- 
struction of the law complained of by the gentleman from Georgia, 
I am not sure but his criticism is right; I rather think it is. But it 
is an old construction, one that has come down for years; perhaps 
the law has been so construed for twenty or thirty years or more. 
As I understand, some of these agents get $1,600 a year, some only 


$1 a year. 
Nr. WADDELL. A very large majority of them get but $1,200 a 


year. 

Mr. DEERING. That is precisely the point upon which I wish to 
ask a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The date of this statute is 1872. So far as that 
matter is concerned, it is not important to this House whether the 
practice comes down from 1872 or 1852. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iagree with the gentleman. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Or whether it originated with a republican admin- 
istration or a democratic administration. 

Mr. DEERING. But it is important whether these agents get 
$1,600 a year or only $1,200 a year. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. It is not important, I say, whence it comes. But 


here is the lan of the law, plainly declaring that the salary shall 
not exceed 81, annum. The gentleman is correct in saying 
that these agents do not always receive this much; but I think the 
plain construction of the law is that their salary shall not exceed this 
amount. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. I ask my colleague [Mr. FOSTER] to withdraw 
his fo: amendment, that I may renew it. 

Mr. TER. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I renew it. Mr. Chairman, I happen to have 
some knowledge in regard to the administration of these appropria- 
tions and the workings of this law in regard to agents. It is not true 
that all special agents get $1,600. They are graded according to their 
length of service and their efficiency; and I know personally of a 
number of cases where they have been promoted step by step from a 
lower rate of pay up to $1,600, which I understand to be the highest 
grade of salary paid to these agents. 

In the next place no agent is paid the per diem mentioned. unless 
he is actually engaged on special service. An Spena may be located 
at some particular place, his home or his headquarters; and if he 
receives no order for a er investigatlon be does only common 
office duty. But a special order may be sent to him to go away to 
make an investigation fifty or one hundred miles from home. When 
that order comes he starts out in execution of it, and he makes a full 
report of his doings. While on such special duty he is paid the per 
diem for his ex ; but he is required to furnish vouchers and to 
make a monthly report, stating day by day where he has been and 
what he has been doing. His report, which gives a true account of 
all his proceedings, is compared with his vouchers of his nses. 

It may be that an agent's whole time is occupied on special duty. 
Some of the agents who are considered to be specially qualified as 
experts in ferreting out frauds are no doubt occupied in such service 
all the time, and thus may receive their per diem for every day in 
the 8 But this only ch Ae because it is to the aly iar bar 
the Department to avail itself of their services all the time“ This I 
know to be the practice of the De ent under the law. 

I have no doubt in the world that every dollar paid for efficient 
special agents—and I believe that the service is now very efficient; 
it has been carefully weeded out—I believe that every dollar paid in 
this way saves a many dollars to the Government and the people, 
Hence the cutting down of this appropriation is, in my judgment, 
waste, and not economy. The appropriation should rather be reason- 
ably increased than at all diminished. If gentlemen knew the amount 
of fraud constantly being committed or attempted all over the coun- 
try against the Post-Office Department in the way of stealing letters, 
breaking into offices, stealing stamps, violating the postal laws by 

ablishers and by individuals, they would understand how easy it is 
for the Government to lose hundreds of thousands of dollars of reve- 
nue which this active corps of special agents can save by being kept 
in their places and properly sustained by the necessary appropriations. 

Mr. PAGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. WADDELL. The gentleman from California Lae PAGE] will 
excuse me a moment. I understand that debate on this amendment 
will close in a few moments. I have been instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report an amendment 
upon which there ought to be an opportunity to sa; 5 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gent from California [Mr. PAGE] 
rise to o the amendments 

Mr. PAGE. Yes, sir; anything so that I can make a five-minute 

h 


Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to reducing the compensation of the 
special agents from $5 to $3 per day. On the Pacific coast, in the 
city of San Francisco, the special agent—and there is ay one there— 
receives a salary of $1,600 a year; and he has as his field of duty the 
States of California, Oregon, and Nevada and the Territories of 
Arizona, Idaho, and, i thin „Utah. He is traveling all the time, and 
$3 a day would not pay his hotel bills. It is true that when riding 
upon the railroad he pays no fare, but if he gets off the train at some 
pans and is called upon to go and investigate a defaulting porne 

r he is frequently compelled to hire a team, and, as I understand, 
under the legislation here proposed, he will be uired to pay such 
expenses out of his own pocket. There is no provision under which 
he can be reimbursed by the Department. At any rate, I know that 
if the agent is a competent man, capable of occupying tan ponaga of 
special agent on the Pacific coast, having within his jurisdiction all 

e States and Territories I have named, it would be almost an out- 

for this House to ask such a man to perform the service for less 
than $5 per diem and a salary of $1,600 a year. I do not believe you 
can get men competent for these positions unless you pay them some- 
thing ae with the duties they have to perform. 

It is true, as stated by the gentleman who reported this bill, that 
some of these agents receive $5 a day for every day in the year; but 
I know that many of them—certainly this one on the Pacitic coast— 
travel nearly all the time. The business there is such that in fact 
another agency should be established. 

To reduce this salary as contemplated by the bill would, in my judg- 
ment, be an act of injustice to the agent in my section of the country. 
I do not know what the agents in the Atlantic States have to do or 
whether they travel altogether by rail. But as to this particular 


agent I know that when he receives orders to go to Oregon to attend 
to his duties he has to travel two hundred and eight, es by stage, 
traveling night and day. When he reaches Oregon t are for long 


distances no railroads, so that he is obliged to travel either by private 
conveyance or by stage. Three dollars a day will barely pay his 
hotel bills when traveling 1 n the 3 975 5 and in the large cities 
of California and Nevada it will not pay his hotel bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Ape know that these agents are 
paid 2 7 of this allowance of $3 per day? 

Mr. PAGE. I know that they are paia a salary of $1,600 a year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Paid per diem, and the contractors of the stage 
rontes carry them for nothing. 

Mr. PAGE. There is no reservation in the contract under the star 
service for the carrying of special mail agents. The cars sometimes 
have refused to ize the pass of the agent, and then the Depart- 
ment takes from the railroad mail pay that amount. But, sir, it is 
not so on the stage routes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The committee were informed that contracts are 
made in that mare 

Mr. PAGE. Ihave been informed by the agent himself that some- 
times the railroad refused to recognize his pass, but he is instructed 
in that case to pay his fare, and of course the Department deducts 
that from the railroad company’s pay for carrying the mails; but it 
is not so traveling over stage routes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAGE. I wish to increase the amount by moving to strike ont 
“three” and insert “five,” 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment to the amendment now 
pen Š 

Mr. WADDELL. I wish to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio withdraw his 
amendment temporarily ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do. 

Mr. WADDELL. I renew it. I am very glad, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Committee on Appropriations upon a reconsideration of this mat- 
ter have thought it 5 increase the e they first 
intended to allow to $100,000. The estimate of the Department is 
for $150,000. The appropriation of last year was el „ but the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, of which I have the 
honor to be chairman, have had this matter under consideration and 
unanimously instructed me to offer an amendment in the House increas- 
6150500 appropriation to the full amount of the estimate, that is, to 


I desire to state, Mr. Chairman, that the Postmaster-General in his 
annual report calls particular attention to this matter of special agents 
and to the value and efficiency of the present force. He gives the ex- 
penditures for last year at $149,596.68. Again, in a letter of his accom- 
panying that report, he says: To insure the safety of the mails and 
to enable the artment to correct irregularities and protect its 
rere a larger force of fa aco agents is required than can now be 
employed. Of this fact, evidence is brought to my mind every day.” 

ere was a communication sent to the chairman of the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, [Mr. WILLIAMS, of 
Alabama, ] a copy of which was furnished to the chairman of the sub- 
committee on e [Mr. BLount,] and a copy also sent to 
me, ee; on necessity of this increased appropriation and that 
there should be no reduction of pay in justice to the Department. 
The Postmaster-General says that these special agents are employed 
under his own nal direction, and of course he knows the neces- 
sity and importance of the service. He has recently imposed addi- 
tional work upon the force in the way of investigations of bonds of 
postmasters, adjustment of 1 examination and securing reduc- 
tion in clerk hire and allowances, which have proven of great value 
in increasing the efficiency of the service and effecting large saving 
in the revenues. He has caused notices to be posted in all post-oflices 
asking the public to report direct to the Department all irregulari- 
ties in the service coming to their notice. This has caused more than 
fourfold increase in the number of 5 to be investigated by 
special agents, and is resulting in marked improvement in the service. 

A case came to my attention where pompat was made to the 
Department, and the party making the complaint was referred toone 
of the ial agents who had six hun cases on hand to investi- 
gate. Statements show about fifteen thousand cases referred to thir- 
ty-eight agents during the last eight months. It isa work of vital 
importance to the Department, and the Postmaster-General has most 
earnestly asked this appropriation should be made up to the amount 
of the estimate. 

Now, as to these salaries and per diems, in this letter to Mr. WILL- 
IAMS, of Alabama, of which I have spoken, the Postmaster-General 
refers to the question and he announces, as has been stated by the 
chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that he intends to reduce allowances in his discretion. He bas the 
discretion now, and these special agents do not get as is generally 
supposed $1,600 a year and perdiem. Al majority get but 81,200, 
and year after year the Postmaster-General has reduced the per diem 
according to his discretion, and he thought in certain parts of the 
conntry it ought not to be 85, but only $3. 

Mr. DEERING. The chief of the depredations bureau stated to me 
a few days since that less than one-fifth of the whole number were 
receiving $1,600, while the balance only receive $1,200 and less. 
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Mr. WADDELL. I believe that is the proportion. The special 
agents make a great saving to the Government in collections made 
from defaulting masters after executions in judgments have 
been returned nulla bona, and in the adjustments of leases of build- 
ings amounting to more than the expenses of that branch of the serv- 
ice, as has been alle; The Post-Office Committee have had this 
carefully under consideration, and they instructed me to ask an in- 
crease of the appropriation to $150,000, up to the full estimate of the 
Department, because they are satisfied the special-agency business 
cannot be efficiently carried on with less money. I hope the House 
will agree to that amendment. 

[een the hammer fell.] 

. BLOUNT. The gentleman from North Carolina says that the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads has unanimously 
instructed him to make such and such recommendations to this House 
in regard to this appropriation after having carefully examined the 
same. Now, sir, I am not very particular as to the quarter from 
which those suggestions come. I have simply to say that under the 
rules of the House if the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads have anything to do with the appropriation of money for the 
Post-Office Department I have yet to learn it. It is certainly not to 
be found in the rules. This, therefore, comes in here simply as a 
recommendation, ener Gea same force as a recommendation by any 
other committee would have. 

Mr. WADDELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that a sugges- 
tion in regard to the interests of the Post-Office Department and the 
appropriations for it could not with more propriety come from the 
committee to whom those matters are intrusted by the House than 
from any other committee? Iwas aware that the Committee on 
Appropriations claimed a great deal, but I did not know they claimed 
so much as that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the geptleman will refer to the rule, instead of 

tting up a little side controversy, he will find the rule does not give 

is committee the slightest authority on that subject any more than 
it gives the Committee on Appropriations the whole scope of legisla- 
tion in reference to the Post-Office, such as the gentleman has been 
bringing in here. I do not object, however, to this, but I do insist 
that this proposition is not to be accepted as a matter of course 
Sere it comes from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
on 

Again, the gentleman says that the Postmaster-General urgently 
recommends it. Why, sir, that is the very thing we have been hear- 
ing here all the while during the last two years. The Departments 
have been urgently recommending these things. They have sent in 
various recommendations and we have not always heeded their 
urgency. r 

admit, sir, that these agents do not get the $1,600 per annum 
in every instance. I stated that the clause relating to the $1,600 per 
annum was the clause relating to the salary. It could not exceed 
that. And when you pass away from that the statute contemplates 
nothing in the way of salary, but simply provides for paying the ex- 
penses of these agents as they pass through the country on business 
of the Post-Office Department. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] the former chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, says that he knows that they 
are pag simply for such days as they are actually in service. Now, 
sir, [regret very much that I should have to come in conflict with that 
gentleman and other gentlemen as to facts. But I assure the com- 
mittee that the Postmaster-General himself told me that what I 
have stated is true, and that he did not think the construction a 
legal one; that the question had been agitated time and again in the 
Department, and that there the agitation would die out. Sir, as a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, I determined that it 
should not die out unless this House should determine otherwise. It 
is wrong, wrong in principle. I hope that these $3 per diem will be 
insisted upen, and this posibyy makes the reduction fully up to all 
the needs of the Department. Itisa saving; It takes off some $27,000. 
We appropriated $135,000 last year and $118,000 the year before. 

The revenues of the Department are falling off—falling off largely ; 
something like a million of dollars. Perhaps that is not a thoroughly 
fair statement. But there is an actual falling off of several hundred 
thousand dollars through a failure in the receipts of the Department. 
And if this is true, why should we hesitate at this time and in this 
condition of the country to do what is fair and right in the premises? 
I am glad to know, sir, that the subcommittee, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BAKER] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
CLYMER, ] who were with me in investigating this matter, were per- 
fecily satisfied this was ample and sufficient; and Ido hope this com- 
atie will adopt the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 

ations. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire to say a word on the question under discus- 
sion and more on the question of these special agencies than any 
other. The bill as it comes from the committee has reduced the pay 
of special agents from $5 to $3. But there is nothing in the bill as it 
comes from the committee, as I understand it, which limits the pay- 
ment of $3 to actual traveling in the service of the Department. And 
Iam informed, Mr. Chairman, that it is the habit not only of these 
special agents but of the two superintendents in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to draw ne by day $5 for traveling ex when they are 

e 


sitting down at t reside or attending church at their homes. 


Mr. FOSTER. My information is directly the opposite. 

Mr. HUNTON. My information is exactly that; and I get it from 
a gentleman who professes to be, and doubtless is, familiar with the 
operations of the Post-Office Department, and especially that part of 
it embraced in the duties of the special agents. 

Now, sir, I am informed by the same gentleman, and I desire the 
attention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOSTER] to it, that a 
special agent of the Post-Office Department, anpoin on his recom- 
mendation, was in service some eighteen months probably, was not 
engaged on duty more than ninety days, got his full pay of $1,800 
per annum—— 

Mr. CLYMER. Sixteen hundred dollars. 

Mr. HUNTON. Sixteen hundred dollars per annum and $5 for 
every day during the time that he held the appointment, and that 
he was not on duty out of the eighteen months over ninety days. 

Mr. FOSTER. If the gentleman will allow me, I will say that I 
have authority for my statement from the superintendent of the rail- 
way mail service. He gave it to me within five minutes. 

Mr. HUNTON. Who is that? 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Vail. 

Mr. HUNTON. Well, my information came to me in the manner 
that I have intimated, and on that intimation I introduced a bill 
amending the provisions of the Revised Statutes, which is now before 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads; and more than 
that, when the time arrives, I shall offer an amendment to add to the 
section the words, “while actually traveling in the service of the 
Department ;” and, if the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. FOSTER] is right, 
that will do no harm. 

- Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection to that; I should favor it. 

Mr. HUNTON. And I shall then move an additional proviso that 
the number of agents shall be limited. I believe there are now forty- 
three or forty-four of them. 

Mr. BLOUNT: Forty-seven of them. 

Mr. HUNTON. My information is that one-half of these special 
agents are more than half their time around the Post-Office Depart- 
ment unemployed or at their homes. 

Mr. FOS I think that is a great slander. 

Mr. HUNTON. That is my information. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think that when the gentleman makes a state- 
ment of that kind he onght to give us his authority. 

Mr. HUNTON. My authority is Colonel John S. Mosby. I believe 
I have stated the information he gave me correctly. 

Mr. FOSTER. Is he in the Department ! 

Mr. HUNTON. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, and Mr. HAYES rose. 

Mr. HAYES. I think there is a great deal ef misunderstanding in 
regard to this matter. 

. CANNON, of Illinois. Who is entitled to the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. But both the gentlemen are from Illinois. 

Mr. HAYES. I want a little light thrown upon this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, [Mr. CANNON, ] who is a member of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I believe much of the 
difficulty in the minds of gentlemen is.from not understanding fully 
the class of special agents sought to be appropriated for in this pare 
graph. Section 4017 of the Revised Statutes provides that the Post- 
master-General may employ two special agents for the Pacific coast, 
and such number of other special agents as the good of the service 
and the safety of the mails may require, who shall receive not ex- 
ceeding $1,600 per annum and a sum not exceeding $5 a day for 
traveling and incidental expenses, while actually employed in the 
service. The special ts appointed under this section are thirty- 
eight in number ket upon mail depredations, and direc 
under the control of Chief Special Agent Daniel B. Parker, with head- 
quarters in the Department at Washington. They are constantly 
traveling about the country at work in cases of mail depredations, 
location and leasing of t-offices, and any other matters the De- 
partment may have for them to do, and only receive their per diem 
of $5 when actually at work. 

Mr. STENGER. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will hear it. 

Mr. STENGER. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state to 
the House just what the other matters are? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I only have five minutes, and if I have 
time to go into detail after I state other matters, will answer the 
gentleman’s question, and I want to state here these special 

nts not only have to certify as to their services to be entitled to 
eir per diem, but have to keep a diary of their work and forward 
that to the Department. So it can be seen at once whether their cer- 
tificates are correct. The truth is that nearly all of these special 
agents are almost constantly at work and hence are generally enti- 
tled to their per diem, but it is not true they receive the per diem 
for each day, service or no service. I have before me a statement of 
the per diem received by a number of these agents for the months 
from July, 1877, to March, 1878, inclusive. I find that Mr. Minnis, 
fer instance, was paid in July for twenty days, and in August for 
twelve days. 
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Now, a word as to special agents who perform another class of 
duties and who are not immediately under the control of Mr. Parker 
and who are not paid ont of this appropriation now under considera- 
tion. They are eleven in number and are known as assistant super- 
intendents of railway mail service, and I believe do duty a consider- 
able part of the time in the office, and as I am informed generally 
draw the P03 diem of $5 for each day whether they travel or not, 
provided they are engaged in service. 

And there is still another class, seven in number, known as money- 
order agents, and two in number engaged in connection with the free 
delivery service ; all of which, by virtue of section 4020 of the Revised 
Statutes, are paid out of the appropriation for mail transportation, 
money-order service, and free delivery service respectively. 

So the agents sought to be affected by curtailing the appropriation 
in this paragraph are those who are almost constantly traveling and 
doing hard duty under Mr. Parker. If the gentleman from Virginia 
desires to reach the t superintendents, some of whom may be 
upon auy at Washington, and receive their per diem for each day’s 
service whether they travel or not, let him in his amendment specify 
that class of nts. 

Mr. HUNTON. Allow me to inform the gentleman that I know 
what class of le I am after. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Certainly, you are after a class of agents 
who you do not approve of, but I do not want you to blindly strike 
at a class of agents who are constantly traveling, and who save to 
the Department tenfold more than the salary you pay them. Iam 

king of the thirty-eight agents under Mr. Parker who go to 
exas, Arkansas, the Territories, and all over the country, and they 
cannot pay their e for less than $5 a day when traveling. 

8 the hammer fell. ] 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CLYMER. Isuppose the committee is unanimous in the agree- 


ment that this service is an important one. I do not think any mem- 
ber of the committee would ruthlessly or willingly impair this service 
by providing an insufficient payment. It is a mere business propo- 


sition, and one in regard to which we ought to be able to arrive at a 
See conclusion without any great dispute, if the facts are ascer- 
tained. 

If gentlemen will turn to p: 19 of the report accompanying this 
bill they will find a letter from the Postmaster-General, in Which he 
makes a statement as to the number employed in this service and the 
compensation which they receive. From that statement it appears 
that during the last fiscal year there were employed fifty-eight spe- 
cial agents, of whom thirty-two were continuously employed, and 
the remainder for a longer or shorter period. The aggregate amount 
of salaries paid them was $59,820.84, and during that time there was 
paid out for traveling and other expenses 

Now it did appear to the subcommittee having this bill in charge, 
and who prepared it after a great deal of care and deliberation, that 
this was an excessive amount. From the facts in their possession it 
appeared that these gentlemen were paid $5 for every day in the year, 
whether they were on or off duty. The committee conceived that that 
amount was excessive, far beyond any expenditures that could pete 
be made, considering the fact that they traveled free upon al rail. 
roads and, as we understood, upon the routes of the star service. The 
committee therefore concluded that Bp day would compensate 
them amply. It was a mere business ulation, with no desire to 
impair the service. 

ow, if during the past fiscal year $86,222 was expended for tray- 
eling and other Pa Seay and that amount is reduced by two-fifths, 
as we propose by this bill to do, by making the per diem $3 instead 
of $5, then there would be a saving of $34,444. If the Committee of 
the Whole will adopt the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Georgia, the chairman of the subcommittee, [Mr. BLOUNT, ] makin 
this amount $125,000, then, by taking into calculation the $34,000 
saved, it will be found that we will be making an appropriation of 
$159,000 for this service for the ensuing year. 

That, we think, will be amply sufficient, in the signee of every 
business man, to pay for this service. If this be so, there should be 
no difference about the matter. We do not want to impair the service. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman arrive at 
the sum of $86,222 by pe e the number of days in the year by 
$5 and by the number of agents 

Mr. CLYMER. I do not understand it so. It is for traveling and 
for other expenses, under the provisions of the Revised Statutes. 
What those necessary expenses are I am not able to say, but that 
amount was actually expended during that period for their traveling 
and other necessary mses. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Does it show that each one of 
these agent was actually paid $5 a day for each day in the year? 

Mr. CLYMER. I did not say anything about that. If the figures 
I have stated to the committee are to be relied upon, (and they come 
from the Postmaster-General,) then $125,000 will be amply sufficient 
for this service, because there will bea reduction of expenses of over 
$34,000 by reducing the 5 diem from $5 to $3 a day. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

Mr. HALE. If the amendment to 
will renew it. 

Mr. CLYMER. I will withdraw it, if I have control of it. 


ntleman has expired. 
© amendment is withdrawn I 


Mr. HALE. I will move the amendment of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. WaDDELL.] The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
CANNON, ] an old and very intelligent member of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, has got at the whole heart of this mat- 
ter about special agonie. The special agents under Colonel Parker, 
to whom he has referred, should not in any way be connected with or 
be damaged by any prejudice which any gentleman may have to any 
other class of agents. These special agents, as has been said, are the 
eyes and the hands of the Post-Office Department. They number 
thirty-seven or thirty-eight in all, and they have a jurisdiction, or a 
. if you may so call it, over the entire extent of the 
country. 

None of the things apply to them that apply to special agents in 
other Departments to make them offensive. There are no moieties, 
there are no questions of espionage and espial, which result in in- 
creased pay to these nts as in other Departments. They simply 
have asalary and a per diem allowance to cover their actual expenses, 
not over $5 a day in all. 

Now, I have had occasion, as I presume every member here has had, 
to see the good work of these special agents. It isnot only that the 
look for depredations and thefts and breakages of the law in the ad- 
ministration of the Post-Office Department, but there are scores of 
questions that formerly were submitted to members of Con to 
pass upon, which were vexatious, annoying, and complicated. The 
question where a post-office should be located in a particular town or 
place, if the request be made, will be investigated by a special agent 
who will report to the Department what the wants of the community 
require. This is a great deal better than that I should be called upon 
to do itin my district. Any gentleman will sympathize with that. 

In many cases c are made against a postmaster for lack of at- 
tention, for bad habits, for anything disqualifying him for the proper 
discharge of his duties. The Department upon request will send one 
of these special nts to e and my experience is that they 
are a superior body of men, intelligent and honest. They investigate 
(which can be done without bias) and report to the Department; and 
in ninety-nine cases out of one hundred the De ment sustains their 
reports. Now, these thirty-seven or thirty-eight agents are required 
to dothis duty forthe whole country ; they must watch forty thousand 
post- offlœes; and anybody who says that a smaller number can do this 
vast and important service can have no „ of the magni- 
tude of the duties devolved upon them. Anybody who says that these 
men are overpaid in what they are now getting can have no compre- 
hension of the value of the services that they render, and of the ardu- 
ous and responsible employment to which they are assigned by the 
De ment. It is a service which, I am glad to say from my obser- 
vation in the country and as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
e has been as well conducted as any branch of the governmental 

ce. 

These special agents are promoted according to their merits. If an 
agent receiving $1,200 a year proves himsel BA drow shrewd, and 
honest he ias the earliest opportunity, advanced to $1,400, and from 
that to $1,600. I hope my friend from Georgia [Mr. GONT] will 
not, in anything that he does, seek to impair the efficiency of this 
valuable branch of the service. 

a the hammer fell.] 

. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not misunderstand at all the 
class of people to which this provision of law applies. As the lan- 
Fase imports, it applies to agents in relation to mail depredations. 

is statute, as 3 was passed in 1872. Now, any gen- 
tleman who is in the habit of traveling knows very well that 3 a 
day will go as far now in paying traveling expenses (that is, hotel 
b Hs wh ch is all these agents pay) as $5 a day would in 1872, when 
this law was passed. The question, therefore, is simply whether $3 a 
day or $5 a day ought to be allowed for these expenses. 

ere is no attempt to interfere with the amount of the salary. 
Although during the last Congress we struck at salaries in all the 
Departments of the Government, the salary of these gentlemen has 
never been touched; nor is it my purpose to ask any change in that 


e gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] says that the services of 
these 8 are very arduous and very important. We all know 
that their services are valuable; but that they are very arduous or 
require any vast amount of intellectual talent, I am not ready to 
concede. It seems to me that to leave the where it is and at 
the same time to rearrange the per diem is perfectly just. 

But it is found as a matter of fact (such is my own information. 
after repeated and earnest examination) that this per diem is allowed 
for every day in the year, whether the agent is at church or is engaged 
in the reno of official duty. 

Mr. SCALES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask it for information, and I am favorably in- 
clined to the bill. But just now a question was made as to whether 
all these agents receive $1,600 salary or whether a part get $1,200. 
Now I want to ask the gentleman whether it is not within the dis- 
cretion of the Postmaster-General to allow every one of these agents 


$1,600? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; he has that power under the law. 

Mr. SCALES. And this allowance of $3 a day is for expenses, and 
nothing else? 


1878. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. The object of the Committee on Appro- 
priations is to hold the Department to the law; to pay these agents 
the salary to which the law entitles them and as to expenses to pay 
them a per diem for their actual expenses, and not make this allow- 
ance of uses a virtual increase of 2 

Mr. C ON, of Illinois. I have here an official statement show- 
ing that twenty of these thirty-eight agents get only $1,200 a year. 

. SCALES. But they may get $1,600. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it is accepted on all hands that under the 
law the salary of these agents is not to exceed $1,600; but the com- 
mittee wants to hold the Department down to what we believe is the 
law. We are tired of these departmental constructions, They are 
convenient and very pliable. is is not the first one I have known 
that impressed me with the idea that if the gentleman making it had 
been outside the Department he might perhaps have entertained dif- 
ferent views. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAYES. As there is a great variety of opinion in to 
the question whether these agents are paid for every day in the year 
or only for the time they are actually employed, I would like to have 
read section 4017 of the Revised Statutes, which gives the law appli- 
cable to this case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


safety of the mail may require. agen 
rate of not more than $1,600 a year each, and shall each be allowed for tra g 
8 expenses, while actually employed in the service, a sum not exceeding 

a . 

Mr. HAYES. It will be observed that the language of the law is, 
“while actually employed in the service.” Now, if it be true, as 
charged by gentlemen on the other side, that these men haye been 

aid $5 for every day in the year, whether employed or not, then some 
Kad of a Department has been violating the law; and I trust gen- 
tlemen on the other side will follow that up and see whether it is true 
or not. I do not believe it is true. I believe these men are paid only 
while actually employed in the service and only while actually em- 
ployed in the service. They are employed by the year and paid $1,600 
salary, and they are paid $5 a day for traveling and incidental ex- 
penses for every day they are actually in the service, 

Now I claim $5 a day is none too much for the incidental expenses 
of these men. Let any gentleman attempt to travel over the coun- 
u and pay his expenses at hotels and other incidental expenses 
which naturally arise, and he will find that $5 a day is not too much 
in large cities and elsewhere. I hold that $5 a day when a man is 
employed only a part of the year is none too much. If he were em- 
ployed. all the three hundred and sixty-five days of the year the case 
would be different, and then we might cut it down to 8 a day, but 
when they are employed only a portion of the time as special nts 
I say 8 5 * day is none too much, and we ought not to cut it down 
from 85 to 

One more vary I wish to say, and that is in regard to the amend- 
ment submitted by the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. I believe we ought to put into this bill the sum of 
$150,000—the amount suggested by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads—for the reason that I think that committee under- 
stands much better what are the needs of this Department than the 
Committee on Appropriations. I believe that committee, having 
investigated the matter 8 and being in communication 
more directly with the heads of bureaus in the Departments, under- 
stands more fully what the needs of his Department are than the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I hold we ought to take their 
recommendation in preference to the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Here the er fell. ] 
. MONEY. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the sum demanded by the Postmaster-General is 
$150,000 for these special ts. I think the sum is not at all too 
much for the reason that there are to-day about ten thousand cases 
of mail depredations referred to the division of depredations under the 
charge of this Post-Office De ent. One agent has to-day over 
six hundred cases referred to him and it is impossible Mr. Parker can 
keep up with the business of that branch of the postal service unless 
he has additional pay. The sum of $5 per diem for these special 
agents is not too much, for while they have railroad tickets they have 
to pay for sleeping-car berths and their bills at hotels and other in- 
cidental expenses. 

As I understand from the investigation the committee is makin 
into this branch of the service these special agents in that branc 
draw per diem only for the time in actual service, but there is a class 
of special agents in the Department who sit at their desks and draw 
$5 per diem for every day in the year. This is matter of evidence. In 
the recent investigation into the special agents assigned to the super- 
intendent of the division of the railway service his case for the 
last ct years was brought before that committee and made matter 
of evidence, and in his case it appears that he had drawn for every 
single day, not excepting Sunday, and for months and months when 
he festifiod he was home upon a sick-bed at the rate of $5 per diem. 
In addition he had drawn over $900 for incidental expenses, which 
covered the amount he had actually paid ont of his pocket. The 
investigating committee have found the other special agents in the 
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railway mail service have done the same thing without any excep- 
tion whatever. 

I do not allude to the special agents under Mr. Parker's division of 
depredations. They are agents who sit at their desks and never- 
leave their room at all and draw this $5 per diem. In defense of 
their conduct they say they have an opinion from the Attorney- 
General that this $5 diem is part of their salary and they. 
are entitled to draw it. Thisisasham. If the salary of these gen- 
tlemen is not sufficient, and I hardly believe it is, let us raise it to 
the proper amount, so they may have reasonable compensation for 
their intelligence and responsibility in the dise of their duties, 
but let us not have a sham in paying them $5 per diem for work done 
outside of the office, when they never leave their rooms at all. 

Mr. BEEBE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEEBE. The gentleman speaks of a class er agents- 
who receive $5 a day when they are at their desks. at are they 
en in? Are they engaged on duty at or connected with the 
Post-Office Department ? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly; as railway postal clerks. There are only 
nine of them, 

Mr. BEEBE. What p do they draw ? 

Mr. MONEY. Five oils every day. That has been the custom, 
and that has been in accordance with the opinion of the Attorney- 
General, as understood in the Department. Isay itis all wrong. 

Now in this department of depredations, which under the charge- 
of Colonel Parker I believe is as efficiently administered as any Depart- 
ment of this Government, and is of the vastest utility in promoting 
the efficiency of the Post-Office Department as well as correcting. 
depredations on the mails, there is needed every cent which has been 
demanded; for the reason I stated at the 2 g of my remarks. 
that there are ten thousand cases that demand every day the urgent 
attention of these ial agents, and which cannot be given until. 
the force phen goes 5 For these reasons I think the sum 
should be fixed at the amount recommended by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. It will promote the 
efficiency of the service. I may instance one particular matter which 
has been brought to my particular attention, that of sale of stamps 
in offices of the fourth class, not for the use of the office, but as mere- 
matter of merchandise. Time and again these asters, who are- 
not amenable to any law for this violation of duty, have been brought 
to account by these mail agents, and have voluntarily refunded whet 
they had been paid. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and the Speaker having taken the- 
chair, a m from the te, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had bills of the following. 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. No. 933) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund certain taxes erroneously collected, and for 
other purposes; 

8 (S. No. 1021) for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
ids: 

A bill (8. No. 85 for the relief of Charles L. Davenport; 

A bill (S. No. 713) for the relief of Martin Clark; and 

A bill (S. No. 1047) regulating the appointment of cadet midship- 
men and cadet engineers in the Naval Academy, and for other pur- 
poses. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt but the Committee 
on Appropriations desire to give us an effective mail system. I un- 
derstand that this $3 a day is full rig Ss in the older States: 
for board and traveling for these agents. Now, how will 
that work in a Territory such as I have the honor to represent here? 
The traveling expenses in the Territories are much larger; I may say 
three or four times than they are for the same distance any- 
where in a State. Take, for instance, the distance between Portland, 
Oregon, and Olympia, the capital of my Territory. The distance is- 
about one hundred miles. No man can go from Portland to Olympia, 
the capital of Washington Territory, without paying $9 in gold coin; 
and in addition to that there will be one day’s board, and the price 
charged for meals will be $l each. So, forthe expenses of that single- 
day, the agent will be compelled to pay $12. 

ut it is said that he gets passes upon the railroads. Well, but 
there are one hundred and five miles of railroad in the Territory. 
There are some stage lines; but I know it to be true, I know whereof 
I assert, when I say that these agents are denied in many instances. 
free transportation on these stage lines. And then there are many 
places where the mails are carried by horses and by other means 
where it would be utterly impossible for the agent, unless he hired 
his own conveyance, to defray his ordinary e: in that Territory 
or in any of the Territories, so far as my knowledge extends, upon $3 
aday. And if these nts are only paid $3 a day the “iene ha} 
will be just this, that t will not into the different portions of 
the Territories to look r the mail depredations or to look after 
the interests of the Post-Office Department. It is equivalent to pro- 
hibiting their going and discharging the duties which it is necessary 
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fer them to discharge and which attach to these agents. And hence 
I am opposed to cutting down the compensation. At least it ought 
to be $5 for the States of Oregon and Nevada and for the Territories. 

[Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!”] 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on the amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I renew the amendment so as to place 
the amount at $150,000, 

Mr. WADDELL. That is the amendment already pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the condition of the ques- 
tion so that the committee may understand it. The amendment 

ding is to increase the amount to $150,000, the amendment propos- 
to fix it at $140,000 having been withdrawn. 

[erie of “ Vote!” “Vote ak 

. CANNON, of Illinois. Chairman, I do not want this amend- 
ment voted on until the House understands precisely what is in issue 
on this question. 

The gentleman has said that the statute allows $1,600 a year salary 
to these agents. That is true, provided you give the Department the 
money to pay them, and provided the Postmaster-General does not 
fix alesssum. You may appropriate $150,000, and the Department 
cannot increase the salaries of these agents from what they are now. 
The statuto allows them not exceeding $1,600 a year. Yet I have an 
official statement here showing that twenty of these clerks get $1,200 
a year, ten get $1,400 a year, and the remainder get $1,600 a year each. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no issue between us about this. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I understand that; but I want to call 
the attention of the House to the facts. Last year an appropriation 
of $135,000 was made for this Dag) N and you pro now by your 
bill to reduce the amount to $125,000 ; that is,$10,000 less. If you cut 
the appropriation down to$125,000 you must have fewer special agents. 
Now, 8 instead of decreasing the number of special agents, the 
Postmaster-General has decreased the salaries of those employed to 
$1,200 a year, for the reason there are not enough employed now to 
do the work of the Department. 

Now the Department says it wants $150,000 to pay the men now 
employed the salaries provided by law, and also to hire a few more 
at the same salaries to do this work, because it needs them. The 
Postmaster-General tells us that in eight months fifteen thousand 
cases were referred to these thirty-eight agents for investigation, and 
it would take them six months to complete cases now in their hands 
if not a single other case shall come up in the mean time. The Post- 
master-General comes here and makes his report that largely more 
than the total amount that these agents receive for salary is saved 
by them to the Department. 

[Hess the hammer so 0 

. WILSON. Iam in favor of the most rigid economy as no doubt 
every gentleman within the sound of my voice is. I desire to vote 
the smallest possible sum of money ihat will secure the efficiency of 
this service. I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, the report accom- 

ying this bill, and in it I find a letter addressed by D. M. Key, 

ostmaster-General, to Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, chairman of the Com- 

mittee on Appropriations, dated March 4, 1878, in which I find this 
passage: 


To insure the of the mails, and to enable the ent to correct irreg- 
ularities and protect its revenues, a larger foree of . 
e e Of this fact ne evidence is t to my attention every 

F. 


Now, if we vote to appropriate the amount of money proposed b; 
the Committee on Appropriations, and the mails cannot be carri 
and sufficiently protected for that sum, I am perfectly willing to give 
a rsum of money. 

I had hoped that some gentleman connested with the Committee 
e e would have given us some information upon that 
subject. 

Itis a mere question of tweedledum and tweedledee as to the amount 
to be paid for expenses, The great fact is, does the service require 
that more of these Specie agents shall be employed? Before I vote 
upon that question I would like to be informed by some gentleman 
upon that 5 

Mr. STEP. 8, of Georgia. I wish to state, before the vote is 
taken upon this question, that I have very recently given consider- 
able attention to it. I concurin every word that the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Wilson] has said. I am for the most rigid 
economy; but a penny-wise policy is often a pound-foolish poly: 
I am myself satisfied that this service cannot be carried on efficiently 
short of $150,000, the estimate of the Postmaster-General. I there- 
fore shall vote for that amount. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. WADDELL to the 
amendment of Mr. BLOUNT, to strike out “$125,000” and insert 
$150,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, upon a division 
ayes 119, noes 36. 

The amendment as amended was then agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire tomove to amend the paragraph by adding 
to it that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have an amendment which I desire to insert 
in the 3 before the proviso. 

The RMAN. Theamendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Hunton] will be read. : 


The amendment of Mr. HUNTON was read, to add to the paragraph 
the wore “ while actually in the service of the Post-Office Sears 
ment. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have an amendment to come in before that, 
to which I think there will not be an objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment ef Mr. WADDELL was read, to insert in line 15, 
before the word “ provided,” the following: 
upon the Secretary of 


and sum of $25,000 is hereby appro 
pose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will reserve all points of order upon that amend- 
ment until I can hear the explanation of the gentleman. 

Mr. WADDELL. My object in offering the amendment, which I 
admit is severe legislation, is to provide for what appears to be an 
absolute necessity. Within the last few weeks, in the State of Texas, 
the United States mail has been robbed while in course of transpor- 
tation, and the employés of the railroad and of the express compa- 
nies (J do not know that the mail agents have been injured) have 
been shot down like do; The last robbery occurred the other day 
within thireen miles of the town of Dallas, Texas. I have here a 
dispatch furnished me by the Post-Office Department, which I will 


DALLAS, Texas, April 11, 1878. 
To Colonel Davin P. PARKER, z 
Washington, D. C.: 
Another train robbed last night, within thirteen miles of this place; more 
— 8 of robbers en in it than in any before; mails 
and express robbed; train-men shot down ubbard claims 


e dogs. Governor 
oe eae ey Site On en nene yO Rs comment to suppress same. What shall be 
one 


AMOS P. FOSTER. 

I respectfully submit that, in view of this condition of things in the 
State of Texas, this legislation ts absolutely necessary. There are 
roving bands of robbers, which I understand have been operating in 
Missouri and in Kansas and along the frontier, who have got down 
into Texas and have recently committed these outrages. 

Mr. WILSON. Strike out the words “dead or alive.“ 

Mr. WADDELL. Oh, no; I believe in killing them. I am willing 
to give a thousand dollars for a dead one. 

Mr.FOSTER. There ought to be an amendment to the amendment, 
which I hope the gentleman will accept: “provided that the Army is 
not reduced below 25,000 men.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. WADDELL. Ido not accept that amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that this is new legisla- 
tion and involves an appropriation. I would not make that point but 
for the fact that the very thing my friend refers to is nothing new. 
We have always had this very thing along the Pacific coast. 

Mr. WADDELL. I think the Government should put its foot on it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Government will attend to it. 

Mr. WADDELL. I think the Government should put an end to it 
with a strong hand. I would resort to any remedy in order to do so. 

The C J. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WADDELL. I knew it was subject to a point of order; but 
I understood my friend the other day to make no objection to it when 
I showed it to him. 

Mr. HUNTON. I will now move my amendment, to insert after the 
words “ five dollars,” in the eighteenth line, the words “ while actu- 
ally traveling in the service of the Post-Office Department.” 

Mr, CL R. And away from home. 

Mr. HUNTON. They must be away from home if they travel. The 
language of the law now is, in regard to the traveling expenses of 


these agents, while actually employed in the service.“ That lan- 
gua been construed by the Government to mean while they are 
in the service of the United States Government; that is, while liable 


to service, and not while they are traveling in the service of this 
Government. With a view of meeting that construction which has 
been pine upon the statute, I desire to move this amendment, so 
that these agents shall get no per diem unless they are actually tray- 
eling in the service of the Government. 

Mr. DEERING. Is an amendment to the amendment in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If germane. 

Mr. HUNTON. I want to ge: ut all of them who are charging the 

diem for traveling expenses when they are staying at home. I 

want the per diem allowed only to agents when traveling in the serv- 
ice of the Department. If the gentleman is right in his construction, 
my amendment does no harm. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I have no objection to the gentleman’s 
amendment, with one other that I want to offer. 

Mr. DEERING. 1 move as an amendment to the amendment to 
strike out after the words “Attorney-General,” in line 15, the fol- 


lowing: 

Provided, That hereafter the per diem of all ts nted under 
section 4017 of tho Revised Statutes shall be $3, daa ot Was Apiai provided. 

The question being taken on Mr. DEERING’s amendment to the 
amendment, there were—ayes 69, noes 94. 

Mr. DEERING called for tellers. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DEERING and Mr. BLOUNT were ap- 

inted. 
P The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 77, 
noes 74. 

So the amendment was a to, 

Mr BLOUNT. I give notice that I shall ask a vote in the House 
on the amendment just adopted. 


Mr. CL move further to amend by inserting the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That hereafter the per diem of all special agents appointed under 
section 4017, Revised Statutes, shall o allowed wher they are actually en- 


gaged in traveling on the business of the ent. 

I will only remind the Committee of the Whole that this does not in- 
terfere with the amount of the per diem; it merely provides that 
these agents shall not be paid per diem except when actually em- 
ployed on the business of the Department. 

Mr, HUNTON. I would like the gentleman to tell me the differ- 
ence between this amendment and my own. 

Mr. CLYMER. The gentleman’s proposition was an amendment to 
the proviso, which has just been stricken out on motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, [Mr. DEERING. ] 

The amendment of Mr. CLYMER was agreed to. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move to amend by inserting the follow- 
ing, to come in at the end of the paragraph: 

provided p ,000 of this appropriation, or so much thereof as 
shall ba Serres egal 3 paying cord s for apprehension of mail robbers, 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as Iam concerned, I have no objection to this 
amendment, thongh I think that under the law as it now stands the 
Department can use the money for this purpose. 

‘The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next paragraph of the bill, as follows: 

For tion and publication of post-route maps, $25,000; and the Postmaster- 
Gene authorize the publication and sale of said maps to individuals at the 
cost th , the proceeds of said sales to be applied as a further appropriation for 
said purpose. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have to regret again that the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads have instructed me to report an amend- 
ment. I move to amend the amount of this appropriation by striking 
out $25,000 and inserting $40,000, I regret again that my friend from 
Georgia, (Mr. BLount,] chairman of the subcommittee on Appropri: 
ations, did not consult with the Post-Office Committee in regard to 
some of these matters, whereby I would have been relieved of the 
painful necessity of 5 him so much. I now yield the floor to 
my colleague on the co ttee, the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
CANNON,] who will explain the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in the main I heartily 
concur with the Committee on Appropriations in its recommendations 
touching this bill. In afew cases I believe the amount recommended 
is too small, and in one. instance, which I will point out further on 
in the bill, 1 believe the committee recommend an unnecessary appro- 

riation. I indorse the amendment of the gentleman from North 

arolina [Mr. WADDELL] to appropriate $45, the estimate of the 
Postmaster-General, for the preparation and publication of post-route 
maps, instead of $25,000, as recommended by the Committee on = 
ropriations. I feel quite sure that the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 
UNT] in charge of the bill will accept the amendment if he will 
inquire fully as to its necessity. 
he importance of the work of the eth a of the Post-Office 
Department being promptly and well done will be seen by recollect- 
ing the extent of our territory in which mail service is performed, 
especially when it is recollected that the routes upon which service 
is performed aggregate in length 292,820 miles, and that these routes 
are constantly being added to by Congress, changed, curtailed, and 
in some instances discontinued where service is no longer necessary; 
and that upon these routes there are 37,345 post-oflices, which are 
continually being added to by the establishment of new offices, or 
chan by the revocation and discontinuance of old ones; all of 
which has to be kept track of by the topographer and shown upon 
his maps, and for the proper conduct of the service these maps must 
be reproduced in sufficient numbers to furnish the Post-Office art- 
ment and its principal offices throughout the country copies of the 
same; and it is a fact that this work is so well done by the topog- 
rapher that these maps are a necessity for the committees of the 
House and Senate, and for the other Departments of the Government. 

All this requires three editions of these maps annually, there being 
twenty of them consisting of sixty-five sheets. In addition to these 
three editions one hundred and fifty copies of these maps have to be 
altered and kept up by band from week to week as new routes are 
added by act of Congress, or old ones changed or discontinued by order 
of the Postmaster-General. To do all this work with much other that 
time will not allow me to enumerate, the topographer has twenty-two 
clerks now in his employment, the salaries of whom ag te at the 
rate of $26,400 per annum, and the expenses for material, ARRA Ko., 
as shown by the estimates amount to 818,600 per annum, aggregating 
828000 For two years past this appropriation has been cut down to 

000 and the result is that the work is greatly behind. j 

For instance, maps of Dakota with parts of Iowa, Minnesota, Mon- 

Nebraska have never been published ; Kentucky 
map obsolete; Arkansas 
alifornia and many other 


tana, Wyoming, an 
and ‘Tennessee not published in full; N 
and Indian Territory not published; while 


In view of these 
ropriation will not be so niggardly as to em- 
he bill provides for sale of maps at cost, but 
this amounts to nothing, for the force in the to apher’s office is 
not sufficient to make enough maps to supply the Department. In 
conclusion I desire to call attention to the fact that the Postmaster- 
General and his second assistant in their reports earnestly recommend 
the appropriation of $45,000 for this service. Itrust the amendment 
will be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the seal year ending June 30, 1879, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MILO M. ADAMS, 

On motion of Mr. MAISH, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the 
case of Milo M. Adams, no adverse report thereon having been made. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence, by unanimous consent, was granted in the fol- 
lowing cases: 

To Mr. BRENTANO, for two weeks; on account of important business. 

To Mr. Bacon, for one week, on account of important business. 

RAILWAY MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, laid before the House the 
report of the special postal commission on the subject of railway mail 
transportation ; which was referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


Western States and Territories not published. 


facts I do hope this a 
barrass the service. 


EDMUND T. RYAN, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of the court- 
martial record in the case of Edmund T. Ryan, late second lieutenant 
me Infantry; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


MICHIGAN LAND GRANTS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting report of the 
Commissiener of the General Land Office concerning lands granted 
to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


FRANK A. PAGE. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the Honse 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relating to 
the case of Frank A. Page, United States Army, retired; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LABOR OF TROOPS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report in relation to 
the labor of troops in the military division of the Missouri ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

CERTIFICATES OF MERIT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation in 
regard to certificates of merit ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


MEMORIALS OF LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the secretary of the Territory of New Mexico, transmit- 
ting sundry memorials passed by the twenty-third Legislative Assem- 
bly of said Territory; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Attorney-General, in response to a resolution of the 
Honse of Representatives on the 19th ultimo, relative to suits ding 
against the Kansas Pacific Railroad; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting statement of the 
aggregate pay and allowances of officers and men of the Subsistence 
Department for the fiscal year; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

MOUTH OF SAINT JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting recommendation for 
an appropriation of $5,000 for examination of the mouth of the Saint 


John’s River, Florida; whieh was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 
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NEW YORK PRODUCE EXCHANGE. 
Mr. MULLER. I present the resolutions of the New York Produce 


Exchange in regard to our 1 and mercantile marine, and 
mre 585 ee referred to the ittee on Commerce andordered to 
be 

* was 


MULLER. I ask by unanimous consent they be printed in the 
. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. The reso- 
lutions are as follows : 
New York PRODUCE EXCHANGE, April 10, 1878. 


Ata W the board of managers of the New York Produce Exchange, held 
April 4, 1878, following tern — 5 resented by the delegates from ex- 
change to the national convention of the United States export trade, held at Wash- 
ington, February 19 and 20, 1878, were unanim y adop! as sense of this 
exchange on the therein contained, and copies were ordered to be sent to 
— ss ae at Washington with the regnos that they bring the same 

gress and endeavor to obtain favorable action 


hat in the o ec opral of this exchange the most effective method for in- 
dor grip ty erican products and — pare a demand for our manu- 
838 abi the simplification of the tariff with the view of 
22 it to a ror revenue basis, such reduction being calculated to lessen 

ears cost of production, thereby 3 the exchange of tae with foreign 
—— ies. 


Resolved, That the depressed condition of the American shipping interest is 


largely due to Deoa existing navigation laws, which 1 the purchase — coun rA 
t vessels and their registry under the American flag; and that as a prereq 
to the restoration of the United States to the position it once ocou 
of the greatest maritime power, it is in y necessary 
zens should be itted buy or build ships for the foreign trade in any part of 
the world and o! 272775707071 

Resolved, That subsidies or payments by the tahoe mh to eee lines of 
mosey geen eta mae fiver T the carrying of the 

rinciple and injurious een See oe only inure to the 
t er bg ew — individuals or 
“WM. A. COLE, President. 


WX. I. PHILLIPS, Secretary. 


POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted spr following 
resolution ; which was read, eet and agreed to 


Resolved, Th wif wa hiring hed he diated te chase to be made 
of the flats in the Potomac iRiver trom the O) to the Monument 
for the purpose of ascertaining the practicability of the erection of a dike 


of rt 
cost thereof, and what effect such dike wonld have on the sanitary condition 
of the city of Washington. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES C. D. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. CALKINS, b; Lg unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4320) for the relief of Charles C. D. Williams, late captain of Com- 
pany G, Nineteenth Illinois Infantry; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ERASTUS GAY. 

Mr. CALKINS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4321) for the relief 1 of Erastus Gay, late a musician in the regi- 
mental band of the Fifth United States Infantry; which was 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, ona 
ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI AND LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. HARRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4: * construct a ship-canal for the passage of armed and naval 
vessels from the Mississippi River to Lake Michigan, and for other 
urposes ; which was nee a first and second time, referred to the 

bommi on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed, 


TEACHING OF MORAL AND SOCIAL SCIENCE, 


Mr. SAPP. ARGA e ) by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4323) to introd uce moral and social science into the public 
schools of the et of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 


\ INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITIONS IN THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 

Mr. SAPP cape BS Sar 5 by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. No. 4 troduce industrial expositions into the bad do 
lic schools of the trict of Columbia ; eho wae read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOSPITAL FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. COLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4325) to provide for filling a vacancy in the board of of 
the United States Hospi for Disabled Volunteer Union diers ; 
which was read a and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES CLINE. 
>. 4896) granting ny unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4326) n to Charles Cline, of Clinton County, 
Ohio; ch ae a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee 5 Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LABORERS UPON GOVERNMENT WORKS. 


Mr. BOUCK, unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4327) for the Pellet of certain laborers employed upon Government 
works; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


CONVEYANCE OF PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. BOUCK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4328) to simplify the conveyance of the public lands; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTIN CLARK. 


On motion of Mr. PHILLIPS, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
713) for the relief of Martin Clark; was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


BANKRUPTCY LAWS. 


Mr. RIDDLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4329) to repeal all laws eee A uniform system of bankrupte: 
throughout the United States and all acts amendatory thereof; whi ch 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON APPLE AND PEACH BRANDY. 


Mr. CARLISLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4330) relatin to the tax on apple and peach brandies and to punish 
frauds connected with the same; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CARLISLE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4331) for the relief of George W. Taylor, of Harrison County, 
Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUESTRIAN PICTURE OF GENERAL SCOTT. 


Mr. CARLISLE also, (by request,) by unanimous consent Parc 
duced a bill (H. R. No. ” 4332) to provide for the purchase of Tro bel 
equestrian picture of General Winfield Scott; which was read a 
and second oo referred tothe Committee on the Library, and e 
to be printed 

SIGNAL-SERVICE STATION AT ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CANDLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4333) to establish and maintain a signal-service station at the city of 
Atlanta, in the State of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
arn aga to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
U 

MICHAEL KREIS, 

Mr, CANDLER also by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4334) for the relief of Michael Kreis; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FICKEN. 


Mr. CANDLER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4335) for the relief of John Ficken; which was read a first and 
55 tip referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

nted 
pri JOHN M. NACE. 

Mr. CANDLER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4336) for the relief of John M. Nace; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LARKIN SMITH. 

Mr. CANDLER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4337) to remove the 3 disabilities of Larkin Smith, of 
Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT AT ATLANTA, GEORGIA. 

Mr. CANDLER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4338) to establish a branch of the Mint of the United States 
at Atlanta, Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EDUCATION OF COLORED TEACHERS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. CHALMERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4339) to educate clare teachers in the State of Mississippi ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed, 
W. J. COWAN. 

Mr. CHALMERS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4340) for the relief of W. J. Cowan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SIGNAL STATION AT SPRINGFIELD, MISSOURI. 


Mr. MORGAN (by request of General Myers, of the Signal Service} 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4341) to establish and maintain a signal 
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station at Springfield, Greene County, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF JAMES CANNON. 
Mr. MORGAN also, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4342) for the relief of the legal representatives of James Cannon ; 
. which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed 


OBSERVATION STATION AT SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS, 


Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4343) to establish signal weather-observation station at Springfield, 
Sangamon County, in the State of Illinois; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND RECORDS. 


Mr. ALDRICH also, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution, 
instructing the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds to inquire 
into the best means of protecting the public buildings and records; 
and asked that the resolution be adopted. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and esate 4 


Resotved, 
is, instructed to inquire into the best means of protecting the public buildings an 
records from fire; and that it have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


There being no objection, the resolution was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. STRAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4344) to authorize the Red Wing and Trenton Transit Company to erect 
a bridge across the east channel or slough of the Mississippi River, and 
for other pu ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES NOTES. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4345) to prevent the reduction of the volume of United States 
hotes, and for other pu ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SITE FOR MARINE HOSPITAL, SAINT PAUL. 

Mr. STEWART, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4346) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a site and 
erect thereon a building to be used as a marine hospital in the city of 
Saint Paul, Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLATERAL LOAN AND TRUST COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MORSE, (by request,) by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 4347) to incorporate the Collateral Loan and Trust Com- 
pany in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 

Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4348) to allow commissioned officers who served as enlisted men in 
the Army of the United States, and were honorably discharged, to 
count such services with their services as commissioned officers in all 
that relates in law to longevity and retirement; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 7 

TREATY WITH COREA. 

Mr. BANNING also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 161) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint a commission to the King of Corea and arrange a treaty of 
amity and commerce between the King of Corea and the United 
States ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROFESSOR GLOVER’S AMERICAN ENTOMOLOGY. 

Mr. BRAGG, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4349) 
to provide for the continuance of Professor Townend Glovers illus- 
trated work on American entomology; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LONGEVITY PAY. 

Mr. BRAGG also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4350) regulating the computation of time for allowance of longevity 
pay to certain officers in the United States Army ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RACHEL DUNAVANT. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, introduced a 


bill (H. R. No. 4351) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
upon the pension-roll the name of Rachel Dunavant, of Coffee County, 


Alabama; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PATRICK FLYNN. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4352) for the relief of Patrick Eon, late a private Twenty-first 
Battery Ohio Volunteer Artillery ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF MAILS. 
A 99775 TORP (by 3 unanimous sang seat introduced a 
ill (H. 0. 4353) re; tin, e com tion for the rta- 
tion of mails on 9 Which was tend a first 5 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ADVERTISING OF MAIL-LETTINGS. 
On motion of Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. No. 3787) regulating the advertising of mail-lettings, and for other 
urposes, returned from the Senate with amendments, was taken 
Kom the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee ou the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, not to be bronght back on a motion to recon- 
sider, 
PAYMENT OF MESSENGER. 

Mr. HATCHER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 

resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


. d out of the contingent fund of the House to —-—— 
the sum of $100 month from the 4th day ber, 1877, to the 4th day of 
services as Committee of Territorial 


the 13th day of February to the ith day of April, 1878; and also for his serv- 
ices as messenger to the Committee on nditures in the State Department from 
the 13th day of February to the 4th day of April, 1878, all inclusive. 


MARGARET S. FAIN. 

Mr. BELL, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4354) to t a pension to 3 S. Fain, of Fannin County, Geor- 
gia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VIRGINIA MILITARY DISTRICT, OHIO. 


Mr. DICKEY. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill to con- 
strue and define “An act to cede to the State of Ohio the unsold lands 
in the Virginia military district in said State,” approved Feb: 

18, 1871, and to have it referred to a select committee, as set forth in 
a resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to its reference toa select committee. I 
mi not object to its being referred to a standing committee of the 

ouse. 

Some time su uently. 

Mr. CONGER said: I withdraw m objection to the reference of 
the pili of the gentleman from Ohio Mr. DIckEY] to a special com- 
mi 

Mr. DUNNELL. I renew the objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not understand that there is anything in- 
volved in the bill which a standing committee cannot consider, 

Mr. DICKEY. Then let the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4355) was accordingly received, read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LOUDEN MULLEN. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4356) for the relief of Louden Mullen; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN COLORADO AND UTAH. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 4357) to provide for the survey of the bound- 
ary line between the State of Colorado and the Territory of Utah; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JOEL n. CARTER. 

Mr. BICKNELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4358) granting a pension to Joel R. Carter; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA, 

Mr. MONROE. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to ask that that committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of certain petitions relating to the re-establishment of dip- 
lomatical relations with the United States of Colombia, and that they 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, that committee hav- 
ing acted upon the subject. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McMAHON. I move that the House now take a recess until 

half past seven o’clock. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state, before the question is 
put upon that motion, that in his opinion a fair consideration of the 
resolution under which this evening’s session is to be held would be 
that the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions should have one hour, 
or so much thereof as they may deem ne , in which to report 
bills for reference to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. Afterward the Committee on Invalid Pensions should have 
an hour, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in which to report 
bills fer the same g the reports from those committees to go 
to the bottom of 58 and to be taken up in their order as 
bd PYES Calendar shall be proceeded with in Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. CONGER. The pension bills now on the Private Calendar to 
take precedence, 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The first hour of the session to-night, 
or so much thereof as may be nee , will be devoted to reports 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Then the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions will report for an hour, or so much thereof as 
may be ne , and the bills from those committees will be placed 
at the end of the Private Calendar as now made up. When the 
House shall resolve itself into the Committee of the ole on the 
Private Calendar, the pension bills will be taken up and considered 
in their order. 

The Chair desires to state that he will be absent this evening, and 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Covert, will occupy the chair as 
Speaker bre 1 

Mr. HOOKER. Does the statement of the Chair in regard to the 
order of business apply to to-night ? 

The SPEAKER. It sepie to-night, to-morrow night, and next 
night, the three nights which by order of the House are to be devoted 
to the consideration of pension ills. The Chair has been in confer- 
ence withthe chairman of the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
and the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and he is 
advised by them that one hour for each committee tonight will enable 
them to report all that they are now ready to report. rthe epora 
shall haye been made from those committees, then they will the 
House to go into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the various votes by which 
bills have been referred to the committees this afternoon, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Those bills have been introduced and referred by 
keira arose consent; but the Chair will put the motion for greater 
certainty. 

The motion to ee motion toreconsider on the table wasagreed to. 

The motion of Mr. MCMAHON was then ot, oe ; and accordingly 
(at five o’clock and ten minutes, p. m.) the Hou 
seven o’clock and thirty minutes p. m. 


se took a recess until 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at half-past seven o’clock p. m., and was 

called to order by Mr. COVERT, as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order of the House 
the session of to-night will be occupied in the first instance and for 
the first hour of the session, should that length of time be necessary, 
in the reception of reports from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE OF PRESIDENT MONROE. 


Mr. MACKEY, from the Committee on ovane enay Pensions, re- 

rted back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 

) for the relief of the legal representative of the late James Mon- 

roe, lieutenant-colonel Virginia State Line, war of the Revolution, 

and President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JARVIS JACKSON. 


Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2961) for the relief of 
Jarvis Jackson, of Laurel County, Kentucky; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT QUINN. 

Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
4359) granting a pension to Robert Quinn, of ble County, Ohio, a 
soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ABIGAIL 8. TILTON. 


Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported, with an amend- 
ment, a bill (H. R. No. 1970) granting a pension to Abigail S. Tilton; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and,with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WINANS. 


Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
4360) ting a pension to Isaac Winans, of the Ohio militia in the 


war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the petition of Mrs. J. Sears, fora pension as widow of William 
J. Sears, a soldier of the war of 1812, and moved that the same be 


referred to the Committee of the Whole en the Private Calendar, and 


the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the following bills; which were laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3649) granting a pension to Alexander MeClure ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1618) restoring to the pension-rolls the name of 
Edward Booker, of the county Ey Henry, State of ue a soldier 
of the war of 1812, whose name was dropped from the rolls under 
the act of February 4, 1862; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 117) authorizing the issue of a pension to Andrew 
Jackson, (colored,) of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr, MACKEY, the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
687) graning pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
Florida and the Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of decea, 
soldiers and sailors of the same; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

On motion of Mr. MACKEY, the Committee on Revolutiona 
Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the bi 
(H. R. No. 116) for the relief of Thomas Hunter; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

MOSES CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. The Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
408) granting a pension to Moses Cunningham, of McMinn County, 
Tennessee, have directed me to report back the same adversely, on 
the ground that the case is provided for by general law. I move 
that the bill be laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN KELTNER. . 


Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of sundry citizens of McMinn County, 
Tennessee, for a pension for John Keltner, a soldier of the war of 
1812, who served thirty days, have directed me to report back the 
same adversely, on the ground that the case is provided for by the 
recent act of Congress. I move that the petition be laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH A. WHEELER. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of New York, also, from the same committee. 
reported adversely on the petition of Elizabeth A. Wheeler, of 
Oneida, Madison County, New York, for a pension; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN PAINE, 


Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 1641) granting a pension 
to Franklin Paine ; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed, 

ELIZABETH KURTZ. 

Mr. GARDNER also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 2602) nting a pension to Elizabeth 
Kurtz, widow of David Kurtz, a soldier in the war of 1812; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. . 

JOHN HOLLAND. 


Mr. GARDNER also, from the same committee, reported adversely 
Maine, for a pension į 


on the petition of John Holland, of Lewiston, 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ord 
to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA WEBB. 

Mr. GARDNER also, from the same committee, reported adversely 
on the petition of Mrs. Martha Webb, of Scott County, Mississippi, 
for arrears of pension due her father, Joel Sprouse, at the date of his 
death, July 28, 1872, under act of February 14, 1871; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARY DESBROW. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 41) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Desbrow; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKEBERGER. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, also, from the same committee, res 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. No, 1070) ganan a pension 
to William Franke r; which was laid on the table, and the» 
report ordered to be ted. 
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EBENEZER FARWELL. 


Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, also, from the same committee, re- 

back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 2815) for the relief of Ebe- 

nezer Farwell; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed, 

. MACKEY. Mr. Speaker, several of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and the War of 1812 are absent. 
I know they have, bills to report; whether they will be present or 
not I am not certain. Lask by unanimous consent at the conclusion 
of the time allotted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions to make 
reports if any desire by this committee they shall have the privilege 
to do so. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
THOMAS MURPHY. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1956) for the relief of Thomas 
Murphy, of Knox County, Missouri; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS W. HEWITT. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 629) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Hewitt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH R. HULL. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1396) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. 
Hull; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH WINTERS. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported, as a 
substitute for Honse bill No. 1930, a bill (H. R. No. 4361) granting a 

nsion to Elizabeth Winters, widow of Jacob Winters, late private 

ompany E, Twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to, be printed. 
CYNTHIA A. MIZELLE. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 4362) ting a pension to Cynthia A. Mizelle, mother of 
Zedekiah M. Mizelle, late a private, Company C, First North Carolina 
Regiment Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEVI J. FRIEL. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
H. R. No. 4363) granting a pension to Levi J. Friel, late private 
ompany K, Seventy-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 

report, ordered to be printed. ë 

LYDIA A. MORRIS. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported, as a 
substitute for House bills Nos. 2774 and 1365, a bill (H. R. No. 4364) 
granting a pension to Lydia A. Morris, widow of John K. Morris, late a 
private Company A, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
a bill (H. R. No. 3608) granting a pension to Mrs. Caroline Barnard. 
legal heir of Colonel Fanning, deceased, United States Army ; and 
moved that the committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, 

Mr. GARDNER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman for what 
reason he asks the change of reference. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Because it is a bill for a pension arising out of 
the war of 1812, and the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
the War of 1812 is the committee which has charge of bills of that 
character. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
if there were not invalided soldiers in that war as well as others. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. There are still some few survivors left. 

Mr. GARDNER. The report of the committee upon its face shows 
that the bill ought not to go to this committee, because it has noth- 
ing to do with the heirs of the soldiers of the war of 1812. 

r. RICE, of Ohio. To relieve gentlemen of all trouble, I will 
remark that these bills were erroneously referred in the first place. 
They should have been referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Asn ye but by error were referred to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

The motion of Mr. RICE, of ona was 


to; and the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Revo 


utionary Pensions. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back bills of the following titles; and they were severally 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2102) granting a pension to Elizabeth Lovell; 

A bill . R. No. 2245) for the relief of Mary B. Kirby; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2035) granting a pension to Susan Adams, widow 
of Isaac Adams. 

AGATHA O'BRIEN. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3166) 
55 a pension to Agatha O’Brien, widow of John P. J. O’Brien, 

revet major United States Army; and the same was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM ABENDROTH. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No.1778) grant- 
ing a pension to William Abendroth; and the same was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW A, GOODING. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2321) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew A. Gooding, of Fentress County, Tennessee ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN F. CHASE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 44) pantng additional 
pension to John F. Chase, of Saybrook, Connecticut; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY F. M’KEEVER. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, re 
a bill (H. R. No. 4365) granting an increase of pension to F. 
McKeever, widow of the late Commodore Isaac McKeever, of the 
United States Navy ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE SMITH. 


Mr. HEWITT ,of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back the bill (H. R. No. 3609) 1 a pension to George Smith, 
and moved that the committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM UH. LEE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, Nb 
back, with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1998) for 
the relief of William H. Lee, late private so ener Massachusetts 
Volunteers; and the same was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF PENSION IN CERTAIN CASES. 


Mr, MACKEY. I am instructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to report a substitute for the bill (H. R. No. 2639) to increase 
the pension of certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who have lost 
both their hands or both their feet in the service of the country. I 
ask the present consideration of that bill. 

The SPEAKER tempore. That is not in order as part of the 
business assigned for this evening. 

Mr. MACKEY. I understood that it was in order to make this 


report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order, as the Chair under- 
stands it, under the er . of business for this evening’s session. 

Mr. MACKEY. Then I ask that the bill be placed on the Private 
Calendar, and that the report be printed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I am in favor of this bill and would 
like to have it passed, but it seems to me that under the order of the 
House action cannot be taken upon it; we have met to-night simply 
2 the purpose of receiving reports from committees of a private 
nature. F 

Mr. MACKEY. I was instructed by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to report this bill and I understand that that committee is 
allowed to report bills to-night and I am confident that E have a right 
to report the bill, although it may not be subject to consideration. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I submit that only bills of a private nature are 
to be reported 1 and this bill is of a general character, and 
evidently does not, therefore, come within the rule. 

Mr. MACKEY. The bill provides for an increase of pension to a 
very small class of pensioners. 

r. RICE, of Ohio. Nevertheless it is a public bill. 1 am in favor 
of the bill, but I do not think that it comes within the order made 
for this evening’s session. 

Mr. MACKEY. Then I withdraw the request to have it considered 
at this time. 

Mr. CLYMER. I suggest to my colleague that he withdraw the 
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report, for if he lets it go upon the Private Calendar it may be buried 
there when it might be passed in the House at any time. 

Mr. MACKEY. Then I ask leave to withdraw the report of the 
vill. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I hope that the leave will be granted. 
There was no objection, and the report was withdrawn. 

MARY WILKES. 


Mr. MACKEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 4366) Gennes a pension to Mary Wilkes, widow of 
Rear-Admiral Charles Wilkes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
OLIVER YAKE. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
-a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3103) for the relief 
of Oliver Lake, of Sanilac County, Michigan; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS B. M’NAMARA. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No, 848) for the relief of 
Francis B. McNamara, of Coudersport, Potter County, Pennsylvania; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JAMES W. THOMPSON. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 530) granting a pen- 
sion to James W. Thompson; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT BUTLER. 

Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 79) ting a pension 
to Robert Butler; which was refe: to the Committee of the Whole 
on 3 Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
£ _MRS. SARAH A. BELL. 

Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 2697 a bill (H. R. No. 4367) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah A. Bell, widow of William Bell, late a private in 
Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
‘Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ESTHER A. GEORGE. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
-a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 328) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Esther A. George. s 

Mr. MACKEY. If it is in order I would like to have that bill passed 
now. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have instructed me to 
report it back with a favorable recommendation. 

e SPEAKER tem That is not in order at this time. 

Mr. SINNICKSON. It has always been customary to pass Senate 
pills when reported. 

Mr. MACKEY. If there be no objection I would like to have the 
Dill passed. = 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to taking action on the 
pending bill as proposed ? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. What is the bill? 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. MACKEY. If 8 objects to it on the ground that 
it is not in order, I will that it be placed on the Private Calendar, 
and the accom ing zopari ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNS of New York. I think we had better follow the 
order prescribed to us by the House. 

Mr. CLYMER. The order of the House was that to-night's session 
should be for the reception of reports of a private nature for refer- 
ence to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar as upon 
Bis er aay 

. TOWNSEND, of New York. Under the understanding that that 
was to be the order a great majority of the members of the House 
have absented themselves, and I do not think we onght to take any 
advantage of their absence. 

Mr. MACKEY. Then I ask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the report be 
ordered to be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MACKEY, from the same committee, reported adversely upon 
the following bills; which were severally laid on the table and the 
accompanying reports ordered to be printed. 

A bill (H. R. No, 146) granting a pension to Eliza Ceville; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 96) ting a pension to Henry Hadley, late 
‘private Company G, Eighty-sixth New York Volunteer Infantry. 

JAMES H. THEW. 
Mr. WALSH, from the same committee, reported back, with a fay- 


orable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 735) granting a pension 
to James H. Thew; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZA BAYARD ANDERSON. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3070) ting a pen- 
sian $0 Mes. Pliss Bayard kudateon, widow of Gona al Robert Auten: 
son, United States Army; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET J. LOVELL. 

Mr. WALSH also from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. N. 0. 2791) granting addi- 
tional pension to Mrs. Margaret J. Lovell, widow of the late ral 
Charles S. Lovell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on oe Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHANNA KUHLMAN, 
Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 


No. 4368) granting a pension to Johanna Kuhlman; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 

the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

be printed. 
GENERAL JAMES SHIELDS. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4369) granting an increase of pension to General James Shields; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CATHARINE HARRIS. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 1513, a bill (H. R. No. 4370) granting a pension 
to Catharine Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUDWIG UEBER. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 454, a bill (H. R. No. 4371) granting a pension 
to Ludwig Ueber, late private in the 3 Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OTIS B. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 767) granting a pen- 
sion to Otis B. Anderson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WALKER. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1043) granting a pen- 
sion to William H. Walker, of Fentress County, Tennessee, late of 
Company C, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BLACK. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 475) granting a pension 
to William Black, late a private in Company K, First Indiana Heavy 
Artillery ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARY MEIGHAN. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for Honse bill No. 2558, a bill (H. R. No. 4372) ting a pension 
to Mary Meighan, widow of Peter Meighan; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate ee and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY I, LEBOW. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 584, a bill (H. R. No. 4373) granting a pension 
to Mary I. Lebow; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NANCY E. M’CLELLAND. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable rocommendation, the bill (S. No. 724) granting a pension to 
Nancy E. McClelland; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported adversely 
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upon the following; which were laid upon the table, and the accom- | to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 


panying reports ordered to be printed : 
A Dill (E. R. No. 78) granting a pension to John H. Reilly; 


A bill (H. R. No. 768) granting a pension to Jane A. Harris; 

S bill (H. R. No. 3816) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary G. Harris; 
an 

The petition of Michael Jackson, for a pension. 


MARY W. JONES. 


Mr. RIDDLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the petition of Mary W. Jones, for increase of pension, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARTHA C. KENDALL. 


Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (8. No. 755) granting a pension to 
Martha C. Kendall; and the same was referred to the 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 


JOHN KEOGEL. 


Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, witha 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H.R. No. 3351) granting a pension 
to John Keogel; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on 5 Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA C. REICH. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 473) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca C. Reich, widow of Gideon S. Reich, of Indianapolis, 
Indiana; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


NELSON M. FARRAR. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2623) ting a pension 
to Nelson M. Farrar; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

EZRA O. NYE. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 4075) granting a pension 
to Ezra O. Nye, Company K, Nineteenth Michigan Volunteers; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB M. GROCE, 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1627) ting a pen- 
sion to Jacob M. Groce, late sergeant of Company D, Sixth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE R. WHITEHEAD. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2936) granting a pension 
to George R. Whitehead ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ANNIE FARLEY. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 3817 granting a pension 
to Annie Farley ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH J. GOSS. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4374) granting a pension to Sarah J. Goss; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK R. BRUNER. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4375) granting a pension to Frederick R. Bruner; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
e ee, Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES G. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4376) aing a pension to James G. Williams; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM COGSWELL. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from thesame committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 2981, a bill (H. R. No. 4377) granting a pension to 
William Cogswell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
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the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from thesame committee, reported back adversel 
the following bills and petitions; which were laid on the table, an 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3143) for the relief of Matthew Somers ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 488) granting a pension to the minor children of 
Benjamin S. Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2875) for the relief of Bigsby E. Dodson, of McLean 
County, Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 825) increasing the pension of John F. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. No. 698) granting a pension to Nathan Udell ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2960) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Hamilton, of 
Floyd County, Kentucky ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 608) for the relief of Marion Millsaps; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3965) granting a pension to Isabel E brim 

A bill (H. R. No. 2691) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Ann 
Porter, widow of William D. Porter, late commodore United States 


avy; 
ac bill (H. R. No. 2390) granting additional pension to Esther K. 
enck ; 

Petition of Sarah Woodall, widow of Reuben Woodall, late private 
in Company K, Third Kentucky Volunteer Infantry; and 

Petition of Charlotte Buck, for a pension. 

MARTIN RAFF. 

Mr. RIDDLE also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. No. 707) granting a panain to Martin Raff, late a pri- 
vate in Company C, Second Kentucky Infantry; and moved that the 
same be laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask that this adverse report may be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ae of Ohio. It is the right of the gentleman to make that 
deman 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSION BILLS FAVORABLY REPORTED. 
Mr. SINNICKSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted bills of the following titles; which were respectively read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
5 Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be 
printed: i 

A bill (H. R. No. 4378) granting a pension to Arthur W. Irving ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4379) granting a pension to Mary Bradly Cross 
substitute for House bill No. 2093 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4380) granting a pension to Aaron H. Miller—sub- 
stitute for House bill 2813; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4381 granting a pension to Edwin J. Nutall— 
substitute for House bill No. 218; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4382) anag a pension to Jonathan Roberts— 
substitute * 4. 7275 bill No. 1446; and e 

A bill (H. Yo. 4383 ting a pension to Stephen L. George— 
substitute for House bik No. 2005, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. SINNICKSON, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 90) granting a pension to Susan A. Heazlit, aunt of George W. 
Heazlit, a deceased soldier, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

MELVINA A. MALTBY, 

Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 703) ting 
a pension to Melvina A. Maltby; which was referred to the Commit. 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS FAVORABLY REPORTED. 

Mr. POWERS also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, bills of the following titles; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the r peg reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3585) granting a pension to S. S. Nig ae A 

A bill (H. R. No. 642) granting a pension to Frederick W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3583) granting a pension to William Denene ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2226) granting a pension to Charles H. Bugbee, 
late a private in Company A, Third Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3784) for the relief of Mary Murphy} 

A bill (H. R. No. 3520) granting a pension to George Andrews, pri- 
vate Sixth Maine Battery of Artiilery; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 134) for the relief of Jacob G. Croman, of Dickin- 
son, Cumberland County, Pennsylvania. 

Mr. POWERS also, from the same , HARENSE a bill (H. R. 
No. 4384) granting a pension to Daniel Donnelly; which was read a 
first and second e, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
3 Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. POWERS also, from the same committee, reported adversely in 
the following cases; which were laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing reports ordered to be printed: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3584) granting a pension to Levi C. Davenport ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1794) to provide for an increase of pension in favor 
of Thomas Kelly; 

The petition of Susan W. Marshall, for widow’s pension; and 

A petition asking for a pension for Jerome J. Van Name, of Paines- 
ville, Ohio, 

CAROLINE HAWLEY. 

Mr. JOYCE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4385) granting an increase of pension to Caroline Haw- 
ley; which was a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


R. G. PETERSON. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 3438) nting a poren to R. G. Peterson, 
late a private in Company B, One hundred and twentieth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

EMILIE R. HOOE. 


Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4386) granting arrears of pension to Emilie R. Hooe, widow of 
the late Brevet Major Alexander S. Hooe, Fifth Infantry, United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

DE FOREST DOTY. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. No. 2172) granting a pension to De Forest Doty, 
ot Tinmouth, Vermont, late a private in Company B, Ninth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, with an amendment; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH s. ROBERTS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favorab]: 
the bill (H. R. No. 4294) to increase the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth 8. 
Roberts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. BATES. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 464, a bill (H. R. No. 4387) granting a pension to 
James C. Bates; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY WADE. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 4090, a bill (II. R. No. 4388) franting a pension to 
Mary Wade; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNA L. ROBBINS. 

Mr. JOYCE also, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
a bill (S. No. 697) granting a pension to Anna L. Robbins; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN ROBERT C. BRAMFORD. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 147) granting a pension to Captain 
Robert C. Bramford; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ANNA KOENINGER. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back the bill 
(H. R. No. 477) granting a pension to Anna Koeninger, widow of Louis 
Koeninger, late private Second Indiana Battery; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF CAPTAIN CHRISTOPHER M. HAILE, 


Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. No. 270) for the relief of the widow of Captain Chris- 
topher M. Haile, United States Army, with an amendment; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. No. 480) granting a pension to William W. Stephen- 
son, captain Company H, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JERRY ROBINSON. 


Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 2751, a bill (H. R. No. 4389) granting an 
increase of pension to Jerry Robinson, late commissary-sergeant First 
Regiment United States colored troops; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM B. DILLON. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 538, granting a pension to William M. 
Dillon, of Sterling, Illinois, a bill (H. R. No. 4390) granting a pension 
to William B. Dillon ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN HUMES. 

Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 1619, a bill (H. R. No. 4391) granting a 
pension to Susan Humes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Mr. RAINEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
adverse recommendations, bills of the following titles; andthe same 
were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

The bill (H. R. No. 1384) granting a pension to Hanna Wehe, of 
Newport, Kentucky; 

The bill (H. R. No. 153) granting a pension to Charles Hewitt; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 81) granting a pension to A. M. Atwood. 

HANNAH STREETS. 


Mr. RAINEY also,from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No.873) granting a pension to 
Hannah Streets; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

LUNCINDA C. DILLAHENTY. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand permission was given to members of 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions who were not present 
when that committee was called to make reports as soon as the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions had finished reporting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent was given for 
that purpose. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 4392) for the relief of Luncinda C. Dillahenty, 
of Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. p 

GEORGE W. WRIGHT. 


Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 511) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Wright, of Brown County, Illinois, a soldier ef the 
war of 1812; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JESSE STALLINGS. 

Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1348) to restore the 
name of Jesse Stallings, of Butler County, Alabama, to the pension 
list; and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE D. PHILLIPS. 


Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 247) granting a pen- 
sion to Geo; D. Phillips, a soldier of the war of 1812; and the same 
was refe to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 3 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
adverse recommendations, bills of the following titles; and the same 
were laid npon the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to 


be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2234) granting a pension to John Guthrie, of 
Halifax County, Virginia, a soldier of the war of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3426) for the relief of Willis Jarman, of North 
Carolina. 

MRS. SIDNEY A. HARRISON. 

Mr. NORCROSS, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 4393) granting a pension to Mrs. Sidney A. 
Harrison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEROY D. SUTTON. 
Mr. NORCROSS also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
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an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 320) for the relief of 
Leroy D. Sutton; and the same was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 


SALLY ROGERS. 


Mr. NORCROSS also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an adverse recommendation, the petition of Sally Rogar, widow of 
Isaac Rogers, a soldier of the war of 1812, for a pension; and moved 
that. the petition be laid on the table, and that the accompanying 
report be printed. 

„PRICE. I want that to go on the Calendar, and I wish the 
report to show that the petition is reported back because the new 
law covers it. 

Mr. NORCROSS. The report finds the claimant is entitled to relief 
under the law approved March 9, 1878. We have no objection to its 
going on the Calendar if it is desired. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be printed; and that 
fact appears on the face of the report. 

Mr. PRICE. Very well; the report being Fontan, Jam not anx- 
ious that the petition should go on the Calendar. 

The motion of Mr. NORCROSS was to; and the petition was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


PENSION BILLS ON PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, (Mr. MILLS in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole have under con- 
sideration the Private Calendar for consideration of revolutionary 
and invalid pension bills as upon objection day, and the Clerk will 
commence the call where it was left off on the last objection day, and 
the first bill for consideration is bill H. R. No. 407, at the top of 

13 of the Private Calendar. 

Mr RICE, of Ohio. There is a bill npon paga 12 (H. R. No. 934) 
for the relief of the heirs of Brigadier-Gene illiam Thompson, of 
the Revolutionary et 

The CHAIRMAN. That bill has been objected to by five members 
and therefore has gone over for consideration. 


JAMES P. THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
407) granting a pension to James P. Thompson, of McMinnville, Ten- 
nessee, reported by Mr. GARDNER from the Committee on Revalu- 
9 adversely. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I object to that bill, as the report is adverse. 


HENRY C. WEATHERBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
706) granting ot aera to Henry C. Weatherby, a soldier in the war 
of 1812, reported by Mr. GARDNER from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions adversely. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I object to that, as it is an adverse report. 


CHARLES SLAWSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
99) granting a pension to Charles Slawson, reported by Mr. GARDNER 
from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Charles Slawson, late a soldier in the war of 1812, 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pensien laws. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

AGNES FAIRLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
11) granting a pension to Agnes Fairley, widow of David Fairley, 
reported by Mr. Rice, of Ohio, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. CLYMER. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. CLYMER. I object to the bill. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I ask the gentleman why he objects? 

Mr. CLYMER. The fact that there is a minority report is a suffl- 
cient objection. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I submit that one objection will not prevent 
the bill being laid aside to be reported favorably. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the bill been objected to? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It has. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that it has not been 
objected to. 

r. RICE, of Ohio. The Clerk is simply mistaken. 

Mr. CLYMER. We are operating under a special order. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. We propose to operate strictly under it. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no record of the bill ever having been 
objected to at all and of course it could not be proceeded with after 
one gs ee 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think my colleague on the commit- 
tee is mistaken and that it was objected to. 


; Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I state that I am clearly correct in my recol- 
ection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk states that the bill has not been 
W to, and the Chairman must go by the record. 

r. RICE, of Ohio. I will simply remark that if I am correct I 
do not wish that any of my rights shall be put in jeopardy at all 
because I am certain I am correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it shall ee that the Clerk is mistaken 
then of course the gentleman will lose none of his rights. 

Mr. CLYMER. In view of the statement of the gentleman, I will 
not stand here alone to object to the bill but will withdraw my ob- 
jection unless five others join with me. 

Mr. BROWNE. I know I heard the report read here once before. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the laying aside of this bill ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ido not know whether the bill ought 
to pass or not. 

More than five members rising to object, the bill was passed over. 

MARGARET KENAH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
3109) granting a pension to Margaret Kenah, widow of Patrick Ke 
late a private Company D, First United States Artillery, re 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. WALsH, and objected 
to on the 22d March last. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there objections made to this bill by five 
members ? 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

JOHN B. TUCKER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
506) granting a pension to John B. Tucker, reported by Mr. RIDDLE 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions adversely, and objected to 
by Mr. BREWER on the 22d of March, last. 

The bill being objected to by five members, it was passed over. 

MARY MARTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
e pension to Mary Martin, mother by adoption of James 
R. Martin, late a private in Fifth Regiment Vermont Voluntee 
reported by Mr. JOYCE from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, an 
objected to on the 22d of March last, 

he CHAIRMAN. Are there five members objecting to this bill? 

Mr. HANNA. Is this a unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It is. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

CATHARINE BOWERS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (II. R. No. 
3072) granting a pension to Catharine Bowers, widow of a soldier 
of the war of 1812, reported by Mr. Mackey from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions adyersely. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. That is an adverse report and I object to it. 

CATHARINE BRENNAN, 

The next business on the Private Calandar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1147) ee a pension to Catharine Brennan, widow of John Bren- 
nan, late private of Company B, Fifty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, 
reported by Mr. Rice, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. HANNA. Is that a unanimous report? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It is. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 

ROSE MILLER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
490) granting a pension to Rose Miller, widow of Reason F. Miller, 
deceased, late a private in Company E, One hundred and twenty- 
third IIlinois Infantry, reported from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions by Mr. Rick, of Ohio. i 

Mr. HANNA. Is that a unanimous report? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. It is. 

No 8 being made, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

WILLIAM ROYLSTON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
388) for the relief of William Roylston, late private Company D, 
First Regiment Tennessee Light Artillery, reported from the Commit” 
tee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Rick, of Ohio. 

Mr. CL YMER. Is this report unanimous? 

Mr. RIDDLE. It is. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside to be favorably 
reported to the House. 


OTHER PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. HANNA. I suggest that the Clerk inform us if the reports are 
unanimous and that may determine whether we call for the reading 
of the bill and report. 

The CHAI Where there is no minority report it will be 
assumed as a fact that the report is unanimous. 

Mr. RAINEY. I will say that all the reports of the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions are unanimous; there are no minority reports. 


2596 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 16, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Except where the bills are for an in- 
crease of pension they are unanimous, but where they are for increase 
of pension they are not always unanimous, 

here being no objection, the following bills were laid aside to be 
reported favorably to the House: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2026) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia S. W. Evans, 
widow of Henry D. Evans, late first lientenant of Company B, Thir- 
teenth Missouri Volunteers, reported from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions by Mr. RICE, of Ohio; 

A bill (. R. No. 3564) granting a pension to Mrs. Isabell Dunbar, 
widow of Daniel Dunbar, late first engineer on steamer Victor No. 2, 
5 a the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RICE, of 

hio; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 3565) granting a pension to Dr. P. F. Reuss, late 
surgeon Seventh New York Volunteers, reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RICE, of Ohio. 

Mr. CLYMER. We are going on the supposition that the reports 
in these cases are unanimous. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Certainly; and I will inform the gentleman 
when such is not the fact. 

The following bills were also laid aside withont objection, to be 
reported favorably to the House: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1993) for the relief of Henry Rogers, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. MACKEY ; 

A bill (H, R. No. 3566) granting a pension to Harriet E. Edwards, 
widow of David S. Edwards, late s n in the United States Navy, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. MACKEY; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3568) granting a pension to Mary T. Thompson, 
widow of William Thompson, late second lieutenant Company E, 
Twelfth New York Volunteers, reported from the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions by Mr. WALSH; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3569) granting a pension to Ovid H. Clark, reported 
ensions by Mr. HEWITT, of Ala- 


from the Committee on Invalid 


bama; and 
A Dill (H. R. No. 1815) 9 . to Florence V. Moore, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid . Mr. RIDDLE. 
The next bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. ont) 
granting an increase of pension to Robert W. Livingston, reporte 
with an amendment from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. 


RIDDLE. 

The bill directs the 35 of the Interior to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Robert W. Livingston, of Elizabethtown, Essex 
County, New York, late a captain in the One hundred and eighteenth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers, at the rate of $36 per month, as 

rovided by chapter 73 of the laws of the second session of the Forty- 

‘ourth Congress, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pen- 
sion laws, said increase of pension to date from the 28th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1877, the date of the passage of the act above named. 

The amendment was to strike out the words “‘said increase of Soris 
sion to date from the 28th day of February, 1877, the date of the 
passage of the act above named,” and to insert in lien thereof the 
words “said increase to date from the passage of this act.” 

Mr. CLYMER. Let the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. No. 


2534, res) report: 

This bill is for the purpose of increasing the pension of Robert W. Livingston, 
late captain in the One hundred and Sane Regiment New York Volunteers, 
from per month to $36 per month, it being alleged that his disabilities came 
within the provisions of the act of February 28, 1877, which gave a pension of 
$36 per month to soldiers who have lost both an arm and a leg, 
The examining surgeon, Dr. W. H. Richardson, says, under the date of October 
25, 1877, after describing the wound in the right foot and leg: For all purposes of 
earning his living this injury is equivalent to the loss of foot;” and after do- 
scribing ye 1 hye ie ef mona and arm the a g surgeon 1 
“The han u and for rac purposes e. a g the injury 
to his arm and band is nivalent to the loss of his hand.” All the wounds were 
received in the battle of ry's Bluf, in Ney — May 16, 1864. 

The Commissioner of Pensions has ed the application for the increase u 
3 that the wounds described do not come within the express pro 
of the act of February 28, 1877.. Your committee are of the opinion that the spirit 
of that act covers the case of Captain Livingston if the letter does not; and when 
it is remembered that the act applies to soldiers who, in line of Carasa have 
lost one hand and one foot, or totally and y disabled in both,“ we 
think that this case comes within the letter of act, and we therefore. report 
back the bill favorably with an amendment, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I will say that this report is unanimous. 

The amendment reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was to, and the bill, as amended, was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The next business on the re 5 ya 5 R. No. 
3570) granting an increase o nsion to Jo! urphy, late private 
Gon any F, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry, Torote from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RICE, of Ohio. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I ask that the report be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 
Murphy, late private Company F, Fifth Regiment United States 
report as follows: 

0 8 is now receiving a 
for an increase to $50 per month, 
both eyes.” 


tion of John 
try, would 


ion of $24 = month, but he now applies 
the act of June 18, 1874, for “ blindness of 


There is abundant non-professional evidence that the petitioner is totally blind, 
require the constant attendance of another person, and this evidence is 
fortified by Oi testimony of Dr. W. V. Marmion, sworn to AA 1878, which 
è carefi examined he is totally 


Your rt back the petition with a favorable recommenda- 
tion and the accompanying bill, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. HANNA. Does the evidence show that this loss of sight was 
by reason of injuries received while in service in the Army? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, There is no doubt about that. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1774) granting a pension to Miriam V. King, reported adversely from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. RIDDLE. 

Objection being made by Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, the bill was 


over. 

The following bilis were laid aside without objection, to be reported 
favorably to the House: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3098) granting a pension to Joseph L. Young, late 
a private Company C, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteers, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. POWERS; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3571) ting a pension to Zepheniah Crubaugh, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. POWERS; 

A bill (H. R. No. 830) granting a pension to Elizabeth Teagarden, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SINNICKSON; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1434) granting a pension to John Langland, late 
a private of Company B, First Michigan Sh ooters, reported 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Six xICKSON; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1 ec op a pension to James B. Treadwell, 
major of the Bigor t Ley neste Pennsylvania Volunteers, re- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SINNICKSON; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3572) ting a pension to Andrew J. Morrison, 
reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SIX NIck- 
SON; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3573) granting a pension to Charles G. Galezio, 
reported troni the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. Sinnick- 
SON; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 3574) granting a pension to Thomas Pulling, re- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. SINNICKSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
9570) grantin an increase of pension to Josephine Da C. Thomas, re- 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. JOYCE. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Let the report be read. 

The report was read; after which (upon objection by Mr. HEWITT, 
of Alabama) the bill was passed over. 

The following bills were laid aside without objection, to be reported 
favorably to the House: : 

A bill (H. R. No. 3576) granting a pension to Catharine D. Hunt, 
reported by Mr. Joyce from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (II. R. No. 1649) for the relief of I. Clinton De Witt, of Can- 
ton, Bradford County, Pennsylvania, reported by Mr. JOYCE from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2711) granting a pension to Thomas Buroughs, late 
a private in Company G, First Vermont Cavalry Regiment, reported 
by Mr. JOYCE from the Committee on Invalid Pensions ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1175) granting a pension to George Silvers, private 
Company E, Fifty-seventh sy ee United States Volunteers, re- 
ported by Mr. Joyce from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1789) granting a pension to Miles L. Reed, of New 
osm; Indiana, reported by Mr: JOYCE from the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3080) granting a pension to Warren F, Wood, re- 
ported by Mr. Joyce from the Committee on Invalid Pensions ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3577) ting a pension to W. H. Gould, reported 
by Mr. JOYCE from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3578) granting a ion to Julia J. Wheeler, re- 
ported by Mr. Joyce from the Committee on Invalid Pensions ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1304) granting a pension to Anna M. Clippinger, 
reported 72 Mr. RAINEY from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of Othniel P. Hollis, of the Sol- 
diers Home, Augusta, Maine, reported by Mr. RAINEY from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2176) granti 58 increase of pension to Mattie 
MoT. widow of the late t Lieutenant McTaggart, Seven- 
teenth United States Infantry, reported by Mr. RAINEY from the 
Coana RO ARS antag eee bo Genes Gv, nied 

i 4 0. ing a pension ro ve, report 
by Mr. RAINEY from the Commistes on Invalid 8 . 

A bill (H. R. No. 3579) granting a pension to Philip Henry, reported 
by Mr. Rarney from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; aud 

A bill (H. R. No. 2769) granting an increase of pension to Catharine- 
H. Gallagher, widow of Captain John Gallagher, late United States. 
AeA reported by Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
519) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Foster, widow of Edwin R. 


Foster, deceased, late first lientenant of Pompan Gin the Eighteenth 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, 7 by Mr. HEWITT, of bama, 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to amend by striking out 


1878. 


“ Eighteenth Illinois Infantry“ and inserting “ Eightieth Illinois In- 
fantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was laid aside without objection, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 
1688) to restore the name of Hamilton Ryne to the pension-rolls, re- 
ported by Mr. RIDDLE from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An amendment reported by the committee to strike out “ from the 
date of his last payment” and insert “from the rolls” was to. 

The bill, asamended, was laid aside without objection, to be reported 
favorably to the House. 

The following bills were laid aside without objection, to be reported 
favorably to the House: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2741) granting a pension to William H. Deery, 
Company G, Second Pennsylvania Volunteers, Mexican war, reported 
by Mr. Mackey from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 532) nting a pension to John Frey, reported 
by Mr. Joyce from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3740) granting a pension to Elizabeth Reese, 
widow of John Reese, a deceased soldier, ty cri by Mr. WALSH 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; an 

A bill (H. R. No. 3731) San . a pension to Rebecca T. Scott, 
widow of Major John B. tt, late of the United States Army, re- 
ported by Mr. WaLsu from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker tempore hay- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Mitts reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration 
the Private Calendar, had directed him to report sun bills, with 
and without amendment, and with a recommendation that they be 


passed. 
PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, rted without amendment from the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, were then respect- 
ively ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and Tee 

A bill (H. R. No. 99) granting a pension to Charles Slawson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3109) ae a pension to M t Kenah, 
widow of Patrick Kenah, late a private Company D, First United 
States Artillery ; $ 

A bill (H. R. No. 1147) ganting a pension to Catharine Brennan, 
widow of John Brennan, late private of Company B, Fifty-eighth 
Illinois Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 490) granting a pension to Rose Miller, widow of 
Reason F. Miller, deceased, late a private in Company E, One hun- 
dred and twenty-third Illinois Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 388) for the relief of William Roylston, late pri- 
vate reg 0 D, First Regiment Tennessee Light Artillery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2026) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia S. W. 
Evans, widow of Henry D. Evans, late first lientenant of Company 
B, Thirteenth Missouri Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3564) granting a pension to Mrs. Isabell Dunbar, 
widow of Daniel Dunbar, late first engineer on steamer Victor No. 2; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3565) granting a pension to Dr. P. F. Reuss, late 
surgeon Seventh New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1993) for the relief of Henry Rogers; 
A bill (H. R. No. 3566) granting a pension to Harriet E. Edwards, 
widow of David 8. Edwards, late surgeon in the United States Navy ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3567) granting a pension to James G. Mason, o 
Company I, Fifteenth New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3568) granting a pension to Mary T. Thompson, 
widow of William Thompson, late second lieutenant Company E, 
Twelfth New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3569) granting a pension to Ovid H. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1815) granting a pension to Florence V. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3570) granting an increase of pension to Jobn 
mek aad ate private Company F, Fifth Regiment United States In- 


J 

A bill (H. R. No, 3098) granting a pension to Joseph L. Young, late 
a private Company C, Eleventh ment Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3571) granting a pension to Zepheniah Crubaugh; 

A bill (H. R. No. 830) granting a pension to Elizabeth Teagarden ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 1434) granting a pension to John Langland, late 
a private of Company B, First Michigan Sharpshooters ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 124) ting a ion to James B. Treadwell, 
major of the Eighty- Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

bill . R. No. 3572) granting a pension to Andrew J. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3573) granting a pension to Charles G. Galezio; 

A bill (I. R. No. 3574) granting a pension to Thomas Pulling; 

A bill tH, R. No. 3576) granting a pension to Catharine D. Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1649) for the relief of I. Clinton DeWitt, of Can- 
ton, Bradford 5 Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2711) granting a pension to Thomas Buroughs, 
late a private in Company G, First Vermont Cavalry 8 

A bill (H. R. No. 1175) granting a pension to George Silvers, pri- 


vate Company E, Oe Pople Regiment United States Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. No, 17 
aj; 


) gran a pension to Miles L. Reed, of New 
Castle, Indian: N 
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H. R. No. 3080) granting a pension to Warren F. Wood; 

H. R. No, 3577) granting a pension to W. H. Gould; 

H. R. No. 3578) granting a pension to Julia J. Wheeler; 

ill (H. R. No. 1304) granting a pension to Anna M. Clippinger 
A bill (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of Othniel P. Hollis, of the Sol- 
diers’ Home, Augusta, Maine; i 5 

À bill (H. R. No. pail BTED MDE an increase of pension to Mattie 
McTaggart, widow of the late First Lieutenant McTaggart, Seven- 
teenth United States Infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 941) granting a pension to George Grove; 

A bill (H. R. No, 3579) granting a pension to Philip Henry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2769) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
e Gallagher, widow of Captain John Gallagher, late United States 

avy; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2741) granting a pension to William H. Deery, 
Company G, Second Pennsylvania Volunteers, Mexican war ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 532) granting a pension to John Frey; 

A bill or R. No. 3730) granting a pension to Elizabeth 1 — widow 
of Jobn „a deceased soldier; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3731) granting a pension to Rebecca T. Scott, widow 
of Major Jchn B. Scott, late of the United States Army, À 

Bills of the following titles, reported with amendments from the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, were severall 
taken up, the amendments agreed to, the bills, as amended, ord 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. No, CA) Martin a pension to Mary Martin, mother 
* adoption of James R. Martin, late a private in Fifth Regiment 

ermont Volunteers j 

A bill (H. R. No. 2534) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
W. Livingston; 

A bill ¢ . R. No. 519) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Foster, 
widow of Edwin R. Foster, deceased, late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany G, in the Eighteenth Minois Infantry Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1088) to restore the name of Hamilton Ryne to 
the pension-rolls, 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. 
these bills, wherever necessary, will be amend 
amendments made in the body of the bills. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
were severally passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH D. STONE, 

Mr. SINNICKSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably a bill (S. No. 285) granting a pension to Eliz- 
abeth D. Stone; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be penen 

And then, on motion of Mr. MILLS, (at nine o’clock and thirty-five 
minutes p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


ill ( 
ill 
inl ( 


If there be no objection, the titles of 
to conform to the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. CLARK, of Missouri: The petition of J. H. Barnes and 
others, of Cambridge, Missouri, and vicinity, for an appropriation to 
improve the Missouri River at Gambridge—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 
By Mr. COLE: The petition of citizens of Saint Louis, Missouri, 
for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. DEAN: The petition of Thomas C. Amory and others, with 
reference to the appropriations for the instruction of the blind—to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. ERRETT: The petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, for the establishment of merchant-marine lines—to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HART: The petition of 116 citizens of Rochester, New 
can k, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

B Mr LOCKWOOD: The petition of 171 citizens of Buffalo, New 
York, bankers, merchants, and manufacturers, of similar import—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The pokin of workingmen of Milesburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, against any reduction of tariff duties and against the reim- 

ition of the tax on tea and coffee—to the Committee of Ways and 
eans. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of F. M. Holmes and others, for the 
amendment of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the J were 4 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of bank officers, bankers, and 
merchants, manufacturers, and other citizens of Philadelphia, for 
the repeal of the bankrupt act—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of men and women, for the establishment of 
a court of international arbitration for the settlement of disputes 
between different governments—to the same committee. 

Also, two petitions of manufacturers and merchants of Philadel- 
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phia, aginst the passage of the pending tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of N. & G. Taylor & Co., for a refund of duties 
in accordance with the decision of the United States circuit court, 

iving construction to the tariff laws acquiesced in by the Treasury 
eee the same committee. 

By Mr. QUINN: The petition of bankers, merchants, and manu- 
facturers of Albany, New York, for the repeal of the bankrupt law— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Wilmington, North Carolina, opposing the transfer of the life-saving 
service to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Buckingham County, 
Virginia, for the passage of the Texas Pacific Railroad bill—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADDELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Wilmington, North Carolina, against the transfer of the life-saving 
service to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of 160 merchants, oil producers, 
and business men of Oil City, Pennsylvania, against the imposition 
of a tax on incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Franklin McKee, of ey H, Eighty-third 
Battalion Pennsylvania Volunteers, for additional bounty—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The ee of W. H. Milbanks and 70 
other citizens of Wayne County, Tennessee, for the establishment of 


certain post-routes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petition of J. A. Hager, J. 
K. itney, and others, for the amendment of the pension laws—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George Higgins, C. E. Emerson, and others, 
for the amendment of the law relating to bounties to soldiers of the 
late war—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 17, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The SECRETARY (Mr. GEORGE C.GORHAM) called the Senate to order, 
in the absence of the Vice-President. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Secretary, I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That in the absence of the Vice-President Hon. Tuomas W. FERRY, 
of Michigan, be elected President pro tempore. 
The SECRETARY. areas you have heard the resolution. [Put- 
the question.] The resolution is to. The Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. FERRY ] will please step forward and take the chair. 
Mr. FERRY a te es took the chair as President pro tempore. 
On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 
ed, That the inform the House of tatives that the Sen- 
BE stein Hon. Tuomas W. Ferry, a Senator from Michigan President pro 


of the Senate in the absence of the Vice-President; and that he make a 
communication to the President of the United States. 


THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Maria Hart, 
widow of James Hart, late private One hundred and fifty-eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Thomas Carbery Brophy, 
of Boston, and 64 of his neighbors, in favor of a repeal of the resump- 
tion act. I wish to say in regard to this petition that it was forwarded 
to me to be presented some days ago in my absence from the city. It 
is well known to the people of Massachusetts that my own opinions 
differ very much from those expressed by these petitioners, and the sus- 
picion was abroad among some of these petitioners that I was going 
to suppress the petition. I want to say that there isa t variety 
of opinion in Massachusetts in reference to public and the 
right of Massachusetts citizens to present their petitions does not 
depend upon whether their representatives here coincide with their 
views, but upon the constitutional prerogative they have. I want 
to assure them that whoever may be their representatives here their 
petition will be likely to be presented, whether they happen to agree 
with the views of their representatives or not; and I desire to assure 
these citizens that if the Senate will refer this petition to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, asI have no doubt it will be referred to that 
committee, it will have all the consideration which the respectability 
of the signers of this petition and the views which they urge entitle 
them to, aud that they have lost nothing by my absence from the city. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of John Wagner and o 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that the Baltimore an 


Ohio Railroad Company may be required to vacate its present depot 
and the streets and avenues occupied by them, and adopt some other 
and less objectionable route to the city; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the memorial of John B. D. Cogswell, president 
of the senate of Massachusetts, and many other members of the 
senate and house of representatives of Massachusetts, remonstrating 
against the pro transfer of the life-saving service from the 
fice to the Navy Department; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented the memorial of Caleb Loud and others, citizens 
of Loudville, Massachusetts, and the memorial of Theodore Dean and 
others, citizensof Taunton, Massachusetts, remonstrating against the 
passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, OGLESBY presented the petition of F. W. Wismer and 100 
others, citizens of atur, Illinois, praying for an increase of appro- 
priation for providing arms and equipments for the militia of the 
TaN States; which was ref to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 
Mr. OGLESBY. I present also a resolution of the Patent Office 
Bar Association of the District of Columbia, in which it is resolved : 

That the Patent Office Bar Association, u further consideration, withdraw 
their support to so much of Senate bill £97 and House bill No. 3615 as abolishes the 
board of éxaminers-in-chief, and recommend the organization of n court in the 
Patent Office which shall have final jurisdiction in contested cases appealed from 
the examiner of interferences, and in appeals in ez parte cases from the decisions 
of the board of examiners-in-chief, the Grand of examiners-in-chief to retain their 
jurisdiction in ex parte cases alone. 

They request that this resolution be presented to the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Patents; and, as it is in the nature of 
a memorial, I present it in that sense and move its reference to the 
Committee on Patents. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the memorial of Maria P. Fitzhugh and 
Ann C. Carroll, the heirs and legal representatives of Daniel Carroll 
of Duddington, Washington, District of Columbia, deceased. These 
ladies set forth a case according to their statement grievous and 
aggravating touching the consequences which have fallen on them 
and on their property growing out of improvements made in the city 
of Washington, and suggest by way of legislation. I move 
the reference of the memorial to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the memorial of John Campsen & Co., 
of Charleston, South Carolina, remonstrating against the extension 
of E. N. Horsford’s patent for an acid substitute for cream of tartar 
for culinary purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 


He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
South Carolina, in favor of the passage of alaw declaring Port Royal 
Harbor, in that State, a permanent naval station ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petitien of Asa Johnson, of the city 
of New York, praying the extension of his patent for an improve- 
ment in fastening sheet-metal to roofs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BRUCE. I present a petition of citizens of Mississippi, pray- 
ing for the refunding of the tax paid on cotton during the years 1865 
to 1868 inclusive, and that it shall be returned to the States in which 
it was collected. This is a question of considerable importance to the 
section of country from which I come, and one that should receive 
the attention of Congress at this session. Whether the money should 
be returned to the State from which it was collected with a provision 
thatit shall be devoted exclusively to educational purposes or whether 
it shall be returned immediately to the individuals who paid it, I am 
not at this time prepared to say; but that it should be returned in 
some form I am clearly of the opinion. I move the reference of the 
petition to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SARGENT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1855) for the relief of John C. Ray, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same commit 
(H. R. No, 3121) for the relief of 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 963) to amend the record of a naval officer, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(5 No. 430) authorizing the appointment of Acting Passed Assistant 

urgeon Francis V. Greene as surgeon in the Navy, submitted an 
adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 537) for the relief of Naval Constructor Theodore D. Wilson, 
of the Navy, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


to whom was referred the bill 
umis H. Coverdale, reported it 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 507) for the relief of Dr. Edward Evers, submitted an adverse 
report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 112) to make an additional article of war, 


re it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. No. 267) in relation to distilling and rectifyiu 
spirits, reported adversely thereon, and the committee were disch 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2818) to authorize T. & J. W. Gaff & Co. to use a certain 
building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification of dis- 
tilled spirits, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (S. No. 184) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to transfer to the Secretary of the Interior, for en- 
try and sale, lands in the State of Florida not needed for naval 


reported it with amendments. 
i Mr. HAREIS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 308) for the relief of Joseph N. Lewis, si fe it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 762) granting a pension to 
John S. Hall, of West Virginia, submitted an adverse report there- 
on 3 was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 


- 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


i 

Mr. FERRY, (Mr. ALLISON in the chair.) I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 805) 
to repeal all that part of the act approved January 14, 1875, known 
as the resumption act, which authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel the 
greenback currency, to report it with an amendment, in which the 
concurrence of the Senate is asked. At some early day I shall seek 
the attention of the Senate to the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the amendment, will the Senator be 
kind enough to state? 

Mr. FERRY. The Secre will report the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ALLISON in the chair.) The 
amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Finance report to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and to insert: t 

That from and after tbe passage of this act United States notes shall be receiv- 
ablo in payment for the 4 cent. bonds now au law to be issued; and 
on and after October 1, 1 said notes shall be receivable for duties on imports; 
Sor permanently boarded, bat shall be asso ad ty ay Eo ae fr fas 
nor 
and all other lawful pu whatsoever to an amount nok pei — — in the whole 
the aggregate amount then in circulation and in the Treasury; and the 
~~ notes, whether then in the 8 3 received, under any act of 


and from whatever source, id out, and when again 
shall not be ed 6 but shall be 


returned to the Treasury the: 
reissued from time to time with like qualities ; and all that part of the act of Jan- 


14, 1875, entitled An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments” 
8 the retirement of 80 AF ONEN United States notes shall cease and 
become ino tive on and after the said October 1, 1878. 

Sec. 2. laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this act shall be, and hereby 


repealed. 
einen ths title by striking out the words ‘‘to repeal all that part of the act ap- 
proved Jan 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which authorized the Sec- 
retary of the ‘reentry to dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel 
the greenback currency,” and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 
An act to amend an act entitled An act to provide for the resumption of specie 
payments,’ and for other purposes." 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it the bill will be printed as 


10 to be amended. 
x Me EDMUNDS. That is the standing rule. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1105) for the relief of Asa 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1106) to reimburse purchasers at direct-tax 
sales in Arkansas declared illegal by United States courts in conse- 
quence of a defective board of commissioners; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOWE (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1107) to authorize the appointment 
of stenographers to the United States circuit and district courts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1108) to transfer the title of the United States 
to square 109 to the District of Columbia for the benefit of the public 
schools thereof; which was read twice by its title, and, with accom- 

anying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


ia. 
Mr. CONOVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 


to introduce a bill (S. No. 1109) to provide for the construction of a 
public building in the city of Tallahassee, Florida; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 

Ord That thi ers in support of the claim of H. W. Reed be taken from 
the nics and referred to the Committee on Claims. = 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PATTERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. No. ee post-roads in the 
several States and Territories; Which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DORSEY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4236) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 98) to divide the State of Nebraska into two 
judicial districts ; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION BY INDIANS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. DORSEY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed to 
furnish the Senate with copies of any and all decisions of that entrelative 
to the right of the Indians to im: taxes in the Indian Territory, and coed yay 
of any and all papers on file in the Department relating to the so-called permit law. 


TARIFF DUTIES, 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
with the most reliable information he can obtain as to the total consumption within 
the United States of all manufactured articles to which tariff duties apply, inclad- 
ine owe imported as well as those produced in this country, with the proportion 
0 2 


I ask the Senate to allow the resolution to There ean be no 
objection to it. We need the information, I think, very much, 

. EDMUNDS. The resolution I think ought to call for “ informa- 
tion in his possession.” We have no power to direct the Secretary of 
the Treasury to go around and pick up information; it is no part of 
his duty; and we call upon him by the resolution to obtain informa- 
tion. If the Senator will change it to say “ information in his pos- 
session,” I shall have no objection to it for one. It will accomplish 
exactly the same result. 

Mr. BECK. I meant to do that except for the reason that we can 
get a great deal of information, so the Bureau of Statistics informed 
me, from the census reports which really belong to the Interior De- 
partment. That is the only reason why I drew the resolution in its 
present form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should not object at all to that form if we had 
any right to require the Secretary to go to work to obtain information 
for Con do not understand that we have. 

Mr. BECK. I will change it as That was the only 
object I had in putting it in that form. 

r. EDMUNDS. It will accomplish the same purpose, I dare say. 

Mr. BECK. I think so, except in that particular. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to bear the resolution read. 

— 5 pro tempore. The resolution will be reported as 
m ed. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as modified, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
with the information in the possession of his Department as to the total consump. 
tion within the United States of all man articles to which tariff duties 
apply, including those imported as well as those produced in this country, with 

e proportion cf each. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RELATIONS WITH COREA. 


Mr. SARGENT. I should like to call up for reference the joint 
resolution which I submitted the other day in reference to relations 
with Corea. I want it referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, and I should like to occupy a few minutes of the time of the 
Senate in stating the reasons for the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from California? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I ask the favor of the Senator from California 
to allow Senate bill No. 178 to be taken up for a moment in order to see 
if I can get a vote upon it. 

Mr. SARGENT. How much time does the Senator ask? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not know of any one who has anything fur- 
ther to say on the subject, and it would only require a yea-and-nay 
7 on the passage of the bill. I ask the Senator simply to yield for 
that pu 5 

Mr E MUNDS. That bill will lead to some debate. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. I beg the Senator from California to yield. 


Mr. SARGENT. If my friend will allow me to proceed, I shall con- 
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clude my remarks in fifteen minutes, and there will then be fifteen 
minutes left of the morning hour. I am informed by Senators around 
me that the bill will lead to discussion. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The understanding was very distinct yesterday 
that the bill should be taken up to-day, in the morning hour. The 
Chair asked if there was objection to that arrangement and there was 


none. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does the Senator simply desire a call of the roll? 
Is that all? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have to be debated alittle, Mr. President. 
There will be time enough. The Senator from California has justhad 
unanimous consent, which we never refuse, to submit some observa- 
tions to the Senate. I am sure we ought to allow him to proceed. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Very well. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. R. No. 24) a ee the President of the 
United States to appointa commissioner tothe King of Corea to arrange 
a treaty of amity and commerce between the United States and the 
King of Corea, and to appropriate the necessary expensesin making 
such treaty. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr, President, one of the most interesting events 
in the history of Pacific civilization was the ppening of Japan to the 
five great western powers by the American treaty o Mok 31, 1854, 
the result of the United States expedition under Commodore Perry. 
On the 6th of January, 1869, the Mikado, or Emperor, emer; from 
his seclusion, and disregarding the tradition which forbade the“ bar- 
barian ” to gaze on his face, received in state the foreign ministers 
residing at Yeddo, and exhibited a desire to maintain friendly rela- 
tions. m 1858 to 1869 followed American, English, French, and 
Austrian treaties. As a result a t trade has sprung up, princi- 
pally valuable to the United States, partly on account of our prox- 
imity and partly from the friendly feelings with which we are re- 
garded by Japan. It is a fact that in those waters alone, of all the 
waters of the world, our tonnage exceeds that of all other nations, 
It is the only place where we have a fine American trade carried on 
in American bottoms. 

Buta pen ong aking ect 325 been witnessed in this negn 
of thirty million people sudde pping a proud, isolating policy, 
opening relations with the civilized world, and rap PE EE Tr the 
appliances and modes of advanced civilization. Before that period 
all authorities concurred in depicting the Japanese as an effete, non- 
progressive race, sunk in superstition, with strange customs and 
sanguinary laws, but with considerable excellence in the mechanical 
arts. By the wise action of our predecessors this great people have 
been brought into friendly relations, have developed into a civilized 
nation, and vindicated themselyes as the possessors of a stalwart 
manhood and an enlightened, enterprising spirit. The apparent 
transformation has been wonderful; but the change has been one of 
development only, not of creation. All the elements of a great peo- 
ple must have been there; they had opportunity and expression 
when centuries of isolation terminated. 

‘Neighboring to Japan on the mainland is another people, with 
most of their characteristics, perhaps all, treated of by the encyclo- 
pedists as they formerly treated the Japanese, now he oes for us to 
extend to them a friendly hand as we formerly did to Japan, and 
promising as noble reward for the service. Lask the attention of 
the Senate, and of the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom I 
shall have this bill referred, to the promise held out to us by Corea 
if we know how to avail ourselves of our opportunity as our imme- 
diate predecessors did in the case of Japan. 

Corea is described by Zell’s Encyclopedia Dictionary asa maritime 
country of Northeastern Asia, consisting of a vast oblong peninsula 
with an adjoining portion of the continent and a great number of 
islands. Appleton’s Cyclopedia states that it is bounded on the north 
by Manchooria, northeast by the Russian Amoor country, east by 
the Sea of Japan, south by the Strait of Corea, and west by the 
Yellow Sea an hinese province of Liaou-Tong, with an area of 
ninety thousand square miles. The population is estimated by vari- 
ous authorities from eight millions to twenty millions, and is prob- 
ably about twelve millions. Its len is, from north to south, about 
six hundred and sixty miles, and the breadth is about one hundred 
and fifty miles. Its principal riveris navigable forlargeships twenty- 
two miles, and for smaller vesselsone hun and twenty miles above 
its mouth. The climate in the north is severe, but temperate in the 
south. The mountains are covered with forests, and pine is common 
an the coasts. Most of our domestic animals are reared in Corea. 
The people are superior to the Japanese in strength and stature. 
Their dress is sim to that of the Chinese, but they do not cut 
their hair or wear a cue. They have a literature, a monosyllabic 
lan ; are generally educated; are fond of reading, music, danc- 
ing, and festivities. The government is jealous of intercourse with 
foreigners, and these are not allowed to land on their coasts, and the 
accounts of the treatment of shipwrecked persons are conflicting. 
In 1876 a treaty of amity was made with Japan, the eighth article 
of which provided that in case of shipwreck of the people of an 
nation, friendly with Japan, they shall have kind treatment. And, 
I think, that illustrates the wisdom of our former action in opening 
intercourse with Japan. They have reached such a stage of intelli- 
gence and civilization, or development thereby, that they treat with 
a nation reputed barbarous, as they were at the time this intercourse 
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was opened, for the purpose of protecting the lives and property of 
shipwrecked vessels of nations with whieh they are at amity. 01 
course that embraces the shipwrecked people of all nations, because 
Japan is in a state of with all the world. 

e trade of Corea is with Japan almost wholly. No Chinese are 
allowed to settle in Corea, or any Coreans to leave their country. 
The northern frontier is abandoned for several miles to prevent any 
intercourse with the Tartars. The country is divided into eight 
provinces; the capital is on the Han or Kiang River, about the cen- 
ter of the kingdom, and the government is despotic and the laws 
severe. Gold, silver, iron, and salt are said to abound, but mining 
is restricted by the government to its own requirements. The prin- 
cipal manufactures are silk, cotton, cotton-paper, grass-cloth, rice- 
paper, arms, and horse-hair caps. European manufactures to a lim- 
ited extent reach Corea, and only through Japan. The Coreans live 
in a frugal manner, and articles of daily necessity to the Japanese 
and Chinese are still unknown among them. 

In 1866 a French expedition sought redress for the execution of 
two Catholic missionaries, but were repelled with loss. These mis- 
sionaries, contrary to the laws of the country, had penetrated into 
the interior of Corea, and itis said had succeeded in converting to 
the Catholic religion the queen mother. The king, fearing cabals in 
his home and that they might try to dethrone him, had them ar- 
rested. One account says they were all slain and another that two 
of them were slain, the latter being the most probable fact. 

Mr, CHAFFEE. What is their religion? 

Mr. SARGENT. In religion they are Buddhists, I will say in reply 
to the question of the Senator from Colorado. 

In that same year an American trading-ship, as it pretended to be, 
the General She went into one of the rivers of Corea. The 
captain was an American, and she had a consul’s trading register, a 
register given by a consul to trade. Perhaps she was American- 
built. Of that lam not certain, but the presumption is that she 
was. She was manned by Chinese principally, and there were three 
other foreigners on board of her, one a Frenchman. A difficulty 
arose with the natives, and the vessel was burned, and they were all 
killed. Our commander in the Japanese waters sent the United 
States ship Wachusett, under the command of their captain, now 
Commodore Shufeldt, to inquire into this affair. He penetrated into 
one of the rivers and addressed a communication to the King of the 
country, and I call attention to this correspondence and especiall 
to the reply emanating from the King to show the sentiments whic 
it contains—the sentiments of enlightened statesmanship and hu- 
manity which it contains, and that the people from whom such a 
document can emanate are worthy of our consideration, and that 
we should sa to os to them the Pen which arises from 
our recognition as a ard inst the aggression of Russia or 
any other power, and anes for she parpoacs of trade. 


(Translated from Chinese document a of which is attached to this.—N. R 
Chinese copy ‘sent with original.] 


UNITED STATES STEAMER WACHUSETT, 
WACHUSETT BAY, NRAR MOUTH OF RIVER TAI-TOXNG, 


| January 24, 1867. 
To his majesty the King of Corea: 

The commander of the American armed vessel Wachusett begs to inform your 
majesty that he has come to the border of your kingdom not to engage in war nor 
any ful business, but in obedience to the command of the officer command- 
ing the armed vessels of America stationed in these seas who has heard with 
great pleasure and thankfulness of the kindness of 8 majesty’s officers and peo- 
ple to the shipwrecked crew of an American vessel in the month of June last on 
the west coast of Corea— 

Referring to a previous incident 
how had them to the confines of China from whence th 
pedal Scamp bom friends. resists i 

The whole American people cannot but feel thankful and praise your nation for 
this act of kindness milk brotherly love. 

The officer commanding the armed vessels of America has since heard with pain 
and surprise that the popis of another American vessel wrecked in the Tai-tong 
River in the province of Sing-Yang, in the month of September last, were all put 
to death and the vessel burned, and has ordered me to ask of your majesty if duis 
is true, and, if true, toask of your majesty what evil these people had done that 
they should be made to suffer such cruel treatment. 

But if any or all of these people are living the officer commanding the armed 
vessels of erica has directed me toask of your maost that they may be deliv- 
ered to me on board of the Wachusett, now lying in the harbor of Ta-Fung, near 
the Kewts Islands, or at any more convenient port your majesty may select. 

This is especially desired that the peace and friendship which has heretofore 
been uninterrupted for many years may still continue between America and Corea, 
Mes speedy answer is requested to this communication, in order that I may depart 

peace. 

Owing to the danger of being frozen in the river where he was, 
Captain Shufeldt was compelled to leave for another station, and the 
answer to this communication arrived after he had left. The King 
of Corea sent a copy of if then to our American minister at Peking, 
and Captain Febinger coming into the waters shortly after, he de- 
livered him a copy of it, anxious that the American Government 
should understand the circumstances under which the General Sher- 
man was burned, and this is the letter: 

To Commander SHUFELDT— 

That was his grade at that time; he is now a commodore, unless 
the word “ commander” is ¢onfused by the king with “ captain,” he 
being commander of the vessel. 


To Commander SHUFELDT: 


The intendant of circuit in the Hwong-Hae district, Corea, and r- inspector 
of the imperial board of directors, makes the following reply to the 3 of 
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ing to await the reply of the minister of the frontier. The local magistrate of the 
sald lace was in duty bound to inform yon that the road g and returning 
would be quite long, and to have treated you with kindness and sincerity, so detain- 
ing your honored vessel for arny Now, however, before the arrival of the reply, 
the guest from afar has aray ej ; 80 doing how grievously have we offended 
the rules of e and vio true friendly feeling. Aside from the fact that 
this local magis has received a demerit mark, I have pre a dispatch in 
ly, to be kept in readiness in case your honored vessel should return; and, firs’ 

T bey to state in as regards the oirorimstanoes of this sffair that the leg 

regulations of our country with reference to the merchant ships of a foreign coun- 
try driven here by adverse winds are that, in case the vessel is sound, we are to 
furnish provisions and whatever is needed while waiting for a wind to depart. In 
case the vessel is not sound, and there is no means of obey oct 4 by sea, then we 
are to follow their wish in sending an officer to escort them by land to Pekin, which 
thing has oceurred heretofore, not merely once. Such a course we look upon as in 
accordance with true benevolence. He who is in heaven above regards the people 
of neighboring nations as he does our own. Your worthy communication, which 
I havo just received, is so exceedingly complimentary as to make me feel quite 


asham 

With reference to the effair which transpired last autumn in the Ping-Tang 
River, I would state that at that time there was a foreign vessel entered the lower 
waters of the Ping-Tang River, and the local magistrate of that place, supposing 
that the vessel was driven hither by distress of weather, and coming in to seek a 
vessel to tranship to, proceeded to make inquiries into the matter, but the men on 
board the vessel became greatly ness at the messenger and refused to make 
any reply, shutting their eyes and lying down at their ease, clearly intending to 
offer insult, Our people restrained their anger, and, by the most humble address 
and earnest entreaty, found out that they were not driven here by storm. There 
was one man on board the vessel named Tsuy, calling himself a Frenchman, and 
another said to be an Englishman. They said a large number of men- of war was 
about to come to this place, and if the local magistrate would suffer them to open 
trade with the people it would secure the dispersion of the soldiers of the two 
armies. The local magistrate replied that the opening of trade was not a thing 
that a local magistrate could assume to promise, 

The man Tsuy, however, refused to it, becoming more and more unrea- 
sonable and violent. The water in the ag. Tang River is shallow and unfit for 
running large vessels; but he disregarded this, and every day, riding on the — 
went up a few miles farther. Our people were especially anxious that affairs shoul 
not become serious, and so presented them with rice, meats, cogetables, fruit, and 
fuel. The man Tsny replied that they would leave the next day; but when the 


next day came, instead of . . again, evidently intending to 
push their way to the cial 8 è adjutant- general went ont in a vessel 
every day and escorted them, in order to a col n between their 
people and ours. One day he threw out grappling-irons and ropes and captured the 
vessel of the adjutant-general, seizing „ With his official seal, and confining him 


on board their vessel. In some cases the trading-vessels they met passing to and 
fro they rent to pieces with their cannon, carrying off the goods and killing their 
crew. I do not know to the extent how many far and near; all were ex ugly 
alarmed and fled in continuous streams. w extreme was the © of the 
3 thus to be seized before hostilities had begun! Nevertheless we 
still resorted only to mild words . uesting that the adjutant- 
general should be given up; but Leptin pi was, “ ‘ait till we enter the city and we 
will restore him.“ This man Tsuy 1j Chineso and was without a match in 
fierceness and ee, gong and seemed determined to force his way into the 
vincial city, eae did not know what his intentions were. e whole city, 
including several ten-thousands of soldiers e yielding to their indignant 
rage, came out in amass to the river and comm an attack with all their might, 
intending to rescue the 1 Several tens of people were killed by the 
«annon-balls, when all, becoming infuriated, rushed on in 2 mass, the force of which 
was irresistible, Fire was opened on both sides and fire-rafts were used. ay 
the powder stored in said vessel exploded, rending it to pieces and sending the blac: 
smoke to the heavens. The vessel was entirely t up and the men all 
killed. We still do not know whether this vessel belon. to your honorable coun- 
try or not. This man Tsuy, without cause, pushed way into the interior of 
another country and provoked this affair, and examination to this time failed 
to discover his object in acting thus. 

It appears from your honorable communication that the vessel of our guest is a 
different nationality from that claimed 2 The g and end of this 
affair amounts simply to this. That your honorable country’s custom tly tends 
to produce ie ner in intercourse with others is well known to all the provinces 
as well as our illastrious neighbor, China. 

As to what is said in your honored communication about continuing former rela- 
tions of friendship without any occasion of mutual injury, I will simply say this 
affair is but a particle of autumn dust, not worthy to be entertained asa matter of 
doubt and solicitude. I now respectfully present this reply, asking you to make 
all necessary allowances, and for this purpose this reply is made. 

A gran reply addressed to the American commander, fifth year of the Em- 
peror Tung Chi, twelfth month, —— day. 


Mr. President, these communications I have dug out from the re- 
cesses of the Navy Department. Iam somewhat ashamed to say in 
the history of our country that this communication received no notice 
whatever at the hands of our Government, and has never been an- 
swered to this day; but after these events, in 1871, five years there- 
after, an arnied squadron of the United States went to this same 
dominion of Corea, some alleged for the purpose of inquiring into 
this affair, others for the purpose of eile dag | ariver, which perhaps 
is the most decent excuse that can be giyen or it. This expedition, 
under the command of the illustrious Admiral Rodgers, now admiral— 
I do not wish to detract from the well-earned reputation of the ad- 
miral at all— went into this river of a country with which we had no 
treaty stipulations and went to surveying it, or went for the pur- 
pose of surveying it. We wonld not allow any foreign vessel of a 
nation with which we even might have a treaty to come and survey 
our James or any other river; but here was a people peculiarly sensi- 
tive to these things, dreading aggression on one side from Russia and 
on the other side from China, maintaining a rugged independence, 
isolated from all the world by a policy which it thought necessary in 
order to maintain itself asa nation at all. This expedition went into 
this river under these circumstances, and proceeding up the forts fired 
shots across the bow of the leading vessel, loaded shots for auglit I 
know; at any rate, they fired for the pu of warning the inva- 
ders of danger. That appears by the records of the Navy Department. 

The admiral then caused fire to be opened upon the forts of the 


Coreans. There were nearly two hundred of the poor creatures 
slaughtered in their forts by our superior artillery, and nearly one 
hun of the rest of them, thinking no quarter was to be granted 
them, Lake Bots themselves from the steep bank into the river 
and were wned. Our casualties amounted, I think, to three 
killed; and then the expedition left. What had been gained divine 
Providence might see, but I must say that it is beyond my comprehen- 
sion, and I doubt if any Senator can see any good achieved by it at all. 
We certainly gave them a very different impressiòn of our inten- 
tional treatment toward them than was conveyed by the admirable 
letter of Captain Shufeldt before, or than was deserved by the reply 
which they made to it, amply explaining the matter in regard to the 
General Sherman, showing that they were actuated by a spirit of 
humanity and benevolence, and I might say even of piety, if they are 
Buddhists, for the sentiments of their letter in that respect are as 
elevated as are pronounced from any pulpit. 

The treaty of Japan with Corea recognizes the independence of 
Corea, and went into full effect in 1877. By it three ports are opened 
to the Japanese, and the countries send embassadors to each other. 
Another provision of the treaty is that the coasts of Corea dangerous 
to navigation shall be surveyed by the Japanese. This work has been 
well performed, and an excellent map, the result of this survey, is now 
in the State Department in Washington. I sy say that is quite a 
curiosity of work by J 1. erate a people recently esteemed as barba- 
rous, but it has all the finish and apparent accuracy of the maps of 
our Coast Survey. Corea also agreed to an international exposition 
between herself and Japan, which took place in Corea, very success- 
fully, last October. The influence of Japan upon her neighbor is 
worthy of high praise. 

Here, then, is a new people, numerous, contiguous, industrious, and 
receptive, ready for our advances, needing our manufactures, prom- 
isingimportanttrade, Destitute of all modern appliances there would 
be no utensil or machine that we manufacture that they would not 
soon learn to need. The establishment of relations of amity between 
this nation and Corea would secure safety, a kind reception, provis- 
ions and i to our ships and peop in a country now exclusive 
if not hosti The opportunity would be given to gain a correct idea 
of the configuration of the coast of Corea, and the knowledge of safe 
harbors against the typhoons and hurricanes of those seas, if an 
further is needed than the map made by the Japanese which I refer to. 

The money expended by the Government in making a treaty with 
Corea might be considered as an insurance on our shipping, which 
would be more than returned in a season, and might save ten times 
as much loss on a single vessel. The trade with Northern China would 
be increased by the security of navigation in the Yellow Sea. Our 
whalers in the Sea of Japan would be protected against a dangerous 
and hostile lee coast. Ti ‘ht-houses would be established on the 

romontories and islands of Corea as they are now along the coast of 

apan. The blessings of modern civilization could be conferred on 
a brave and industrions people, now oppressed by political ideas 
inseparable from semi-bar ; and Christianity might displace 
Buddhism. America is the nearest to Corea of all the nations having 
sb el ee civilization except Japan; and as the latter looks to us for 
friendship and assistance so would Corea. The credit coming to the 
United States for having opened Japan to commerce would be in- 
creased by success in Corea, While the shipping interest and trade of 
the Pacific States would be benefited so would the manufacturers of 
the East by the opening of a vast market for their goods; and expe- 
rience has shown that the sale of our wheat and corn in England 
furnishes the balance of trade that clears the exchange which Eng- 
land makes for us in such eastern countries as Japan and China. 
Theopportunities for opening new mines and other industries, together 
with the necessity the Coreans will be under of having instructors in 
mining and civil engineering and for the army and marine and edu- 
cational institutions, will open careers for many of the well-instructed 
youths of this country. e Empire of Japan now stands virtually 
alone on that coast, The addition of Corea to the number of the 
strong, armed powers in friendship with the United States will in- 
crease our influence on that continent, besides strengthening Japan. 
Such strength is necessary, unless the advance of Russia southward 
on the eastern coast is to be unchecked. The Russian question is a 
formidable Asiatic question, That there is danger of the Russians 
taking Corea is obvious by a glance at the map showing the relation 
which the Yellow Sea bears to the frozen country of the Amoor; and 
Russia in 8 of Corea is a standing menace to Japan. 

It is a duty of Congress to provide means to develop our 8 
commerce. e most effectual means is to enable our citizens to 
advantage of new markets for our mechanical and agricultural prod- 
ucts, Europe is now desperately bent on working out that problem, 
and if an European discovers a small tribe in Africa which wants 
cotton goods he is re; ed as a benefactor of his race. Here are 
twelve million of people, our neighbors, who want our products. Let 
us invite them to be our customers. 

Mr. President, I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENLISTMENT OF COLORED SOLDIERS, 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Lask fora vote now on Senate bill No.178. Imove 
that the bill be taken up. 


2602 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 17, 


The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. No. 178) to remove 
all restrictions now existing in regard to the enlistment of the col- 
ored citizen in any arm of the United States Army. 

Mr. BLAINE. made the motion, when this bill was before the 
Senate some days since, that it be indefinitely postponed. If itis a 
bill that the Senate do not desire to debate or argue, I have no desire 
myself to detain it. I only wish it to be unders that, in the gen- 
eral judgment, I think, of both sides of the Senate, it is the end of 
the colored man in the Army of the United States. I do not think 
that is a just conclusion to come to and to declare through Congress. 
Iam totally opposed to that conclusion; and believing that this bill 
means just that, whether so intended by the honorable Senator who 
reported it or not, believing that it will have precisely that effect, I 
hepe the Congress of the United States will not pass it. The very 
same Senators who think that the negroes ought not to be segregated 
and made a separate part of the Army, but that they ought to be in- 
termixed, would not vote one moment to conduct a school that way 
or any other association in which the two races come together wholly 
contradictory. Do not let us deceive ourselves. Let us vote on this 
bill with the understanding that, whereas as a recognition of the 
services of the colored man in the Army of the Union during the war, 
we gave him a place and a recognition in the Army, we now declare 
an end to that, and that he shall not hereafter serve in the Army of 
the United States nor wear the uniform of the United States soldier. 
Let us put it in plain terms and vote on a distinct understandin 
that that is what this act will absolutely accomplish. I am oppo 


to it, totall opposed to it. 

Mr. BURNS E. Mr. President, I am much obliged to the Senator 
from Maine for his remark as to whether I meant to do away with 
the right of the negro to enter the ranks of the Army as a soldier or 
not. 

Mr. BLAINE. I said before that the Senator did not intend it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I understood 

Mr. BLAINE. I know he did not intend it. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I understood the Senator to say “ whether I in- 
tended it or not.“ The RECORD will show that remark. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not think the Senator from Rhode Island in- 
tends that or desires that more than I do; but I think the legislation 
to which he has lent the weight of his name—and his name in mili- 
tary legislation has t — in this body will have that effect 
beyond all doubt. That is what I meant to imply, however I may 
have expressed it. f 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. President, I hope never to introduce a bill 
or make a remark in the Senate that will cover up Sng Hing either 
my own views or anybody else’s views, or to accompli: anything in 
an underhand way. 

Now, if it is the sense of both sides of the Chamber that the pas- 
sage of this bill will do away with the presence of colored soldiers in 
the Army, Senators ought to vote against the bill. I shall not ques- 
tion the wisdom of their votes in the slightest bos as I will allow 
time to determine whether I am right or whether they are right; but 
that we should have a vote on this bill there can be no question. In 
my opinion it will not have that effect. I donot desire to conceal it 
from Senators on the other side of the Chamber. I believe that with- 
in two or three years we shall have a sprinkling of colored soldiers 
throughout the 8 if we take away this implication that they have 
no right to enlist in other regiments than the four now specified. 
Then colored soldiers will present themselves for enlistment, and in 
time it will be found that they will be enlisted in all the regiments 
and be good soldiers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 
The Calendar comes up. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not desire to continue the discussion unless 
something more is said on the subject; but I do desire that a vote 
may be taken on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to continuing 
the further consideration of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not object to the consideration of the bill, 
but I do not want if understood that the vote is to be taken without 
the privileges of discussion. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I do not ask that. I simply suggested that I 
was desirous of going away, and inasmuch as I have had charge of 
this bill and it has been put off a t many times—I believe this 
is the twelfth time it has been before us—I am anxious to have a 
vote. Besides, it has been said of me that I am the only member of 
the Chamber who desires to have the bill acted upon at all, with the 
exception of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brucr,] and now I 
want to know whether that is the fact or not. I certainly do not 
want to press my views on the Senate and continue to urge a bill 
which they all desire to ignore; and therefore I did not object to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine the other day for the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will allow me a moment. I donot 
interpose to thwart any wish of his. I would not puta straw in the 
Senators way in reaching action on the bill. I say to him, however, 
frankly that I look with great apprehension upon this bill. The more 
I think of it—and I have thought of it a good deal—the more I doubt 
about it, not doubting at all the Senator's intention. Although I do 
not know that I shalt feel moved to say anything about it, I should 


not like to agree that a vote should be taken withont an opportunity 
to say, if any Senator chooses to say, anything further in relation to 
it. It has been considered in the morning hour always I believe, and 
that is the circumstance to which the Senator may attribute the in- 
terruptions he has encountered. I think such a bill as this ought to 
be taken up out of the morning hour when for the convenience of the 
Senate it may go on and be considered with that deliberation due to 
its importance, and I think it is very important. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Will the Senator from New York allow me to ask 
that this bill be made a special order for next Tuesday at one o'clock 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Go ahead with it now. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Iam perfectly willing to go on with it now. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT... 


Mr. WINDOM. Ido not desire to make objection to the bill pend- 
ing, but I ask leave to introduce a resolution to be laid on the table 
for the present: 

Resolved, (the House of R. ives concurring,) That the President of the 
Senate and § er of the House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, 


directed to adjourn their respective Houses without day on Monday, June 10, À. 
D. 1878, at twelve o'clock noon. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope there will be no objection to that sugges- 
tion. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senate is ready to vote, I shall be glad to 
have a vote on it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the quesfion on 
the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


ENLISTMENT OF COLORED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Now I ask unanimous consent to continue the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 178. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to ask the Senator to renew his origi- 
nal eg 0 that the bill be fixed for next Tuesday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The subject is up now. It is all in our minds 
and it is better to go on and finish it now. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I should be glad to have it finished now. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the Senator’s wish I shall not interpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine, that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yesterday morning I gave notice that I weuld on 
this morning at the is N of the morning hour ask the Senate 
to take u e bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Warren Mitchell. I 
do not wish to object to the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode 
Island if it is the pleasure of the Senate to proceed with the consid- 
eration of the bill of which he has the management; but I do wish 
to renew my notice, and I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill I 
have referred to immediately on the conclusion of the final action of 
the Senate on this proposition. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I inquire what has become of the previous 
order adopted by the Senate, to proceed with the Calendar at one 
o’clock to-day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated that by unanimous- 
consent the pending bill was continued. But fer that the Calendar 
would have come up. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I ask that the regular order may be pro- 
ceeded with. 
aot EDMUNDS. We have had unanimous consent to go on with 

is. 
Mr. INGALLS. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the disposition of the pend- 
by Peer: the Chair will call up the regular order. 

. EDMUNDS. I wish to say only a word, not to take up time. 
I share in the apprehensions expressed by the Senator from Maine 
and the Senator from New York as to the efect of this bill. I entirely 
agree that there ought to be no distinction on account of race or 
color in respect of enlistment into the Army. It ought to depend 
upon the personal fitness of the soldier who 12 to enlist, of the 
officer who is to be appointed, and of the officers of the Army who 
raise regiments and recruit soldiers. I believe that the colored race 
are just as fit for soldiers as any other race under similar circum- 
stances and in appropriate latitudes; and therefore I do not think it 
wise to exclude them from the service of the regular Army of the 
United States. 

This bill on the face of it does not do that, it is perfectly plain, It 
only repeals sections which require the enlistment of colored men into 
four regiments. That leaves it entirely at large ; but I am satisfied 
from the course of things that it is equivalent to e those 
regiments as colored regiments, entirely, and to the practical exclu- 
sion of the colored man, a citizen of the United States, from enlist- 
ment and promotion and appointment intheArmy. Afterafew years, 
keeping up these organizations, this sentiment, be it good or ill, this 
prejudice, be it well founded or ill founded, will gradually disappear, 
as it has disappeared in this body, as we all know, entirely. But the 
time has not come for it, and therefore it is no reproach to this race, 
nothing against them, that the statute undertakes to protect them 
while protection is necessary in doing their share to maintain the 
honor and credit of the United States in the Army, and thus I think 
it is much better to leave the law as it stands for the time being, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine, that the bill be pe sia indefinitely, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. Yi K when Mr. CocKRELL’s name was called.) I will 
state that the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL, ] who is a mem- 
ber of the Military Committee, is confined to his room by sickness. 
If present he would vote “ yea” on this motion. 


e roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 38, nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—38. 
Allison, In 
Armstrong, Dorsey, Jo n, Oglesby, 
Bailey, n, Jones of Florida, Pat 
Beck, Edmunds, ernan, Randolph, 
Blaine ustis, Lamar, ins, 
C Garland, McC 7 ulsbury, 
Cok Gordon, M d, Wallace, 
Sais ef Dlinois, Hereford, Pra Rs omar 
e! € 
Davis of W. Va., Mitchell, 
NAYS—17. 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., McMillan, Saunders, 
Booth, 7 Conover, Matthews, Wadleigh. 
F 
urnside, * t 
of „Howe, t, 
ABSENT—21. 
Barnum, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Bayard, H Ransom, Wh 
Butler, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, Withers. 
Christiancy, Kellogg, Spencer, 
Cockrell, Kirkwood, Teller, 
Grover, Merrimon, Thurman, 


So the motion was agreed to, and the bill was indefinitely post- 
ned. 
pa ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls attention to the 
order of the Senate, which the Secretary will read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, adopted yesterday: 


Resolved. will proceed to 
the consideration of the Cekman and continue such consideration from me to oy 


until the same shall have been gone through with; and bills that are not obj 

to shall be taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to once, 
and for five minutes only, unless, upon motion, the Senate should at any time other- 
wise order; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the proceedings; 
znd this order shall take precedenco of special orders or unfinished business, unless 


Mr. GARLAND. I wish to give notice that after action on the 
proposition of the Senator from Tennessee, I shal! ask unanimous 
consent to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 490, relative 
to the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas, of which I 

ve notice yesterday when I reported it from the Committee on Pub- 


c Lands. 
Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Warren Mitchell. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope we shall go on with the Calendar as has 
been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made to the motion 
S me Senator from Tennessee, the case on the Calendar will be 


Mr. HARRIS. Isit not competent for a majority of the Senate to 


take up any bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tem; The Senate is proceeding under a 
rule which has been adopted setting aside special orders and general 
orders, 


Mr. HARRIS. Then, in the opinion of the Chair, that rule would 
have to be suspended to consider any particular measure. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr, GARLAND. I gave notice yesterday before the resolution of 
the Senator from Rhode Island was acted on that I should call u 
to-day Senate bill No. 490. This is a very important matter which 
should be acted on, and I am satisfied it will not take ten minutes of 
the time of the Senate. While I heartily concurred in the resolution of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, I appeal to him to give his consent 
to the consideration of this bill at the present time. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I cannot consent, for one, to lay aside the order 
of the Senate. If I do for one I must for another. I think the bill 
of the Senator from Arkansas will be reached in time. 

Mr. GARLAND. It is not on the printed Calendar now. It was 
only reported yesterday, and I gave the notice at that time in order 
to expedite its passage through the Senate. I know the difficulty 
under which the Senator from Rhode Island labors ; but this is a very 

uliar case, demanding present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Chair was under the impres- 
sion that the Senate was proceeding under a rule, but he finds that 
it is an order of the Senate and subject to the control of a majority 
of the Senate. As there was objection and a motion was not made 
to take up a bill, the first case on the Calendar will be called. 

Mr. IS. Do I understand the Chair as now ruling that a 
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majority of the Senate can take mp4 case notwithstanding the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I desire to submit the motion that I gave no- 
ticè yesterday before the adoption of the resolution I would make 
this morning; that is, that the Senate do now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief of Warren Mitchell. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I desire toask the Senator from Tennessee if that 
bill named by him is not on the Calendar? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir; order of business No. 151. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Can it not be reached on the Calendar? 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe, under the rule, the bill will not bé an 
unobjected one, and it will lead to debate which would go far beyond 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senate would grant unanimous consent for 
debate, or would grant it upon motion when the bill came up. I 
think if we are ever going to take up the Calendar now is the time 
todo it. If we put aside the Calendar now for the motion of my 
friend from Tennessee, it will be put aside on the motion of some 
other Senator,and the order will be entirely nullified. I hope we 
shall go on with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

A division was called for. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we might as well make a test of this 
whether we are going on with the Calendar or are going to give it 
up. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. I am as much in favor of going on with the Calendar 
as the Senator from Rhode Island can be; but my understanding was 
yesterday, when we adopted the order at the instance of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, that it would not interfere with the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. He reserved the right to make the 
motion this morning. I think the order does not interfere with the 
motion. That was the understanding. Therefore I shall vote for 
his motion, but I do not wish it understood that I am against going 


on with the Calendar. 
rgia hear the chairman 


The question is on the motion of 


Mr. CONKLING. Did the Senator from Geo: 
of the Committee on Claims give notice that he would move on a week 
from yesterday te take up this bill? 

Mr. HILL. I do not remember that. I only know what occurred 
yesterday. I understood the Senator from Tennessee to give notice, 
notwithstanding the order, that he would call up this bill to-day. 
That is all I know about it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I refer also to what took place yesterday. The 
Senator from Minnesota, the chairman of the Committee on Claims, 
(Mr. MCMILLAN, ] gave notice that a week from yesterday, next Tues- 
day, he would move to take up this very bill. Ido not see, then, 
why I should not vote against this motion for the same reason that 
the Senator from Georgia assigns for voting for it, and I submit to 
him and to every other Senator that the Senator from Rhode Island 
is quite right when he says that the question now is whether we shall 
go on with the Calendar or lose the opportunity. When this motion 
has prevailed, if it does, some other tor rises and moves to take 
up a particular bill. On what principle is the Senator from Georgia, 
and am I to vote against that motion? How are we to make fish of 
one and flesh of another? This is a private bill. Private bills have 
their merits; but surely there is no merit in a private bill which enti- 
tles it to precedence over all the public bills and matters of conse- 
quence which stand upon the Calendar. Why should it not take its 
turn with every other private bill? I should be very glad to vote as 
an act of courtesy to the Senator from Tennessee; but the difficulty 
is that there are more than seventy Senators here and more than 
seventy bills, and when another Senator rises and says “Now I ask 
to take up a bill,” the same courtesy will constrain me to vote with 
him, and a little more than it does now because here is a division in 
the committee, here is the only o of the committee, the chairman, 
giving notice that it will suit his convenience to take up this bill 
next Week 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me. The Senator did not quite understand 
the chairman of the committee, the Senator from Minnesota. He sug- 
gested to me to give notice, but did not give notice himself. It was 
a mere suggestion, and a kindly one, by the chairman of the commit- 
tee to me to name a day in futuro, and I think he named next Tuesday. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Tennessee will see that that 
only strengthens, rather than weakens, my su tion. It seems 
now—no doubt he is right—that the Senator from Minnesota, in place 
of making any suggestion hostile to his, in the interest of the incli- 
nation of the Senator, proposed and preferred a more distant day, 
Tuesday of next week. Thus we see the committee divided in its 
convenience on the subject. Therefore no stronger point of courtesy 
is presented here than I can present myself if, after the vote is taken, 
Irise and ask the Senate to proceed to some other bill, and there 
are several bills on the Calendar which I should be very glad to have 
reached. 

It seems to me that the Senator from Rhode Island has done an 
impartial and an expedient thing when he proposes that every bill 
shall have its opportunity to be considered in its order on the Calen- 
dar. That is fair. It is just to every bill, and can do no wrong to 
any one; and so, although I should be very glad to vote as the Sen- 
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ator from Georgia indicated that he might in the direction of cour- 
tesy to the Senator from Tennessee, the difficulty is we cannot do it 
without overthrowing the deliberate act of the Senate, done only 
yesterday, which is the customary act at this stage of the session, 
and has been found by long experience to be conducive to the gen- 
eral convenience and the general advance of the public business. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say that I do not think this case stands on 
the same footing with others. The Senator from New York says there 
are more than seventy Senators here and more than seventy bills, 
and the same privilege could be claimed for each Senator that is now 
claimed for the Senator from Tennessee. I do not think so. The way 
I view this matter is simply this: I voted, I think, for the order moved 
by the Senator from Rhode Island; but before I gave that vote, I 
understood from the Senator from Tennessee that he would call u 
this bill to-day, and I should have voted against that order if I 
thought it would interfere with his motion. No other Senator that 
I am aware of, except my friend from Arkansas, gave a similar notice. 
I think that when a Senator, on voting for the order to take up the 
Calendar, gave notice that notwithstanding he would call up a cer- 
tain bill, and the Senate made no objection to it, it was rather an 
admission that it migas be taken up. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator will pardon me. Senators did make 
objection to it most strenuously. Here was the Senator from Kan- 
sas, [Mr. INGALLS, ] who particularly objected; and so did other Sena- 
tors. Then the Senator from Tennessee said “Very well, I shall take 
the sense of the Senate upon it ;” and at the same time it was mèn- 
tioned that one of the Senators from New Hampshire [Mr. WaDLEIGH ] 
had a bill that he wanted taken up; some other Senator had another 
bill that he wanted taken up; and then the chairman of the commit- 
tee suggested that this bill go over for a week, and on that state of 
facts we adopted this order. 

Mr. HILL. Of course my understanding binds no other Senator 
and each Senator will vote according to his own understanding of 
the matter. Doubtless several things were said that Idid not notice 
at the time; but I confess for myself that while I voted for the order 
of the Senator from Rhode Island, I did so intending also to vote for 
ee motion of the Senator rani 1 8 5 

„ ey in my doing so; on 3 think it 
my duty to doso. Of course other Senators who took a different view 
at the time, giving notice that they would not be bound by it, will do 
as they please. I admit, no Senator is bound; but still with the view 
I take of it, voting for the order to take up the Calendar with a dis- 
tinct understanding on my part that that would not interfere with a 
vote for the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, who had given 
notice that he would call up his bill, I feel that it is due to him that 
I should vote with him. I do not exact it of any other Senator; but 
that is the view I take of it. So far as concerns the notice to which 
the Senator from New York has refe I do not remember the re- 
mark of the Senator from Minnesota. I have no doubt he made it as 
the Senator from Tennessee says. Still I was looking to the Senator 
from Tennessee as the man who was moving in the matter and was 

ing to move to take up the bill to-day, I intended then to vote with 

im, and shall vote with him now. I desire in making these re- 
marks is to ers a special reason for voting to take up this case, and 
I do not wish that cited as a precedent against me when other mo- 
tions are made and I am in favor of going on with the Calendar. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I appeal to Senators, in the interest of the expe- 
dition of business and perfect impartiality to all the bills on the Cal- 
endar, to stand by the order that has been made. It has been found 
very convenient ind very conducive to the dispatch of business. 

Mr, ALLISON. May [call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that to-morrow there has been a poena order made 
with re; to a bill for the Southern Methodist k Concern, so 
that if we do not take up the Calendar to-day we shall probably not 
reach it this week. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remind Senators 
that this order takes precedence of ial orders. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill No. 855, on which the yeas and nays have been 


ordered, 
The 8 roceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SAULS Y, (when his name was called.) This question 


seems to be taking a political turn, dividing the Senate politically, I 
see. As J am paired on political questions with the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN, I I shall not vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If this is a political question, I wish to state that 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] is paired with the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Curistrancy.] Iam not sure that it is one. 

Mr, HAR I will observe to the Senator from Vermont that it 
cannot be considered as a political question by anybody. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We only know a tree by its fruit; and it looks a 
little political just now. 

ait, AN ENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order pending a 
roll-call. 

Mr. INGALLS, (who had voted in the negative.) I was about to 
say that 5 ay rine questions I am pai with the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. WiTHERs,] and as all republicans are voting on 


one side and all the democrats on the other, I suppose this is political ; 
and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this is a political question, I desire to state that 
my colleague [Mr. KIRKWOOD] is paired with some of our democratic 
friends, I think with the Senator from Tennessee, or perhaps with the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I should like to make an inquiry. How can it 
be possible that a bill providing for payment to a private citizen of 
money due to him can be regarded as a political question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] 
seemed to think this was a political question, and refrained from vot- 


8 that 5 
. VOO S. My remark appia generally to the question, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Chair reminds Senators that 
debate is not in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The r order, then. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is the most distant from a political question 
of anything I have known in this body. 

Mr. DAWES. I am paired on political questions with the Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr. BARNUM, ] but if there is any doubt on it it 
must be determined by the Senator’s colleague, [Mr. Eaton.] Will 
he please indicate whether this is one of the questions on which I am 
paired with his colleague? r 

Mr. EATON. Certainly not. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PADDOCK. As I cannot see exactly how this is a political 
question at all and as the Senator from Tennessee for many weeks 
has been making a struggle to get this bil? up while in infirm health 
and has been giving way to others, myself among the number, as a 
matter of courtesy to him I shall vote “ yea.” 

Mr. INGALLS. In case of any difference arising, it was a 
between the Senator from 8 WITHERS] and myself that 
his colleague [Mr. JOHNSTON } should be the umpire. If he thinks 
this is a political question, 1 will withhold my vote. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Ishould be sorry to consider this a political ques- 
tion. I do not so regard it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I cannot put it on that ground at all. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. My colleague [Mr. TELLER] is necessarily detained 
from the Senate to-day. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have not voted. I do not regard this as a political 
question, and I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Armstrong, Dorsey, < — da Rantoiph, 
Baile: Eustis, ones of Florida, Rando 
Bayard, Garland, ernan, Voorhees, 
Beck, Gordon, > Wallace. 
Butler, Harris, 
Coke, Hereford, MePherson, 
Conover, Hill, z 
NAX. 
2 Maxey, Saunders, 
Anthon: Dawes, Mitchell, 5 5 
ê, X! Edm Wadleigh, 
Burnside, Ferry, lesby, Windom. 
Cameron of Pa., In Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis, M Rollins, 
Chaffee, Matthews, Sargent, 
ABSENT—26. 
Barnum Kellogg, 
Booth, Eaton, Kirkwood, Teller, 
Bruce, Grover, Thurman, 
Christiancy, Hamlin, Merrimon, Whyte, 
krell, Hoar, Withers. 
Davis of DL, Howe, Ransom, 
Davis of W. Va., Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
ASBURY DICKINS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first case on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first case is the adverse report of the Com- 
mittee on Claims on the petition of the legatees of Asbury Dickins. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There are quite a number of Sena- 
tors absent from the Senate to-day who desire to be present when that 
matter is acted upon, and I therefore, although very reluctantly, 
enter an objection against its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro 2 That case will be passed over, and 
the next case will be sta 

ORDER OF PROCEEDING. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Under this orderare not the resolutions first to be 
considered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has not been the practice of 
the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I know it has not been the practice; but it seems 
to me the order literally reads so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to taking 
up the resolutions as well as bills, that will be done. The Chair hears 
no objection, and that course will be pursued. The first resolution 
on the Calendar will be stated. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 


1878. 
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PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the act (S. No. 691) to amend an act 
entitled “ An act to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas,” approved February 19, 1873. 


CREDIT OF THE GOVERNMENT. 


The Cuter CLERK. The first resolution on the Calendar is a reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. VooRHEES, ] on 
the 13th of December last, on the subject of the maintenance of the 
financial credit of the Government. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask for a vote on that resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is of the highest importance that the financial credit of the 
Government be main ; and in order to do so, the Government itself, in all 
its departments, should in good faith keep all its contracts and obligations entered 
into with its own citizens. 

Mr. VOORHEES I submitted some remarks on that resolution on 
the 15th of January, and I presume every Senator is satisfied of the 
correctness of the proposition, and I therefore ask for a vote upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL. As I do not fully understand the purpose of the 
resolution, and in order that it may be more carefully examined, I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I prefer a vote upon the resolution. It is hardly 
worth while to refer it. I certainly shall never get a vote upon it if 
it goes to that committee of course. I think that is the design of the 
chairman of the committee. I call for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion to refer. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. The motion is debatable, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is debatable for five minutes 
under the rule. 

Mr. BECK. Five minutes will be long enough for me. I am very 
much opposed to the resolution going to the Committee on Finance, 
On the 21st day of January I introduced a resolution which, after a 
good deal of antagonism, went to the Committee on Finance, I believe 
six weeks ago, for the simple purpose of ascertaining whether it was 
proper now to continue the present payment of the principal of the 
national debt or whether we could dispense with the collection of 
$37,000,000 taxes, we being $220,000, ahead now under any con- 
struction that can be put upon the sinking fund, with the agreement 
of three Secretaries of the ury that that was the fact. And yet, 
though the Committee on Ways and Means of the House were then 
considering the tariff bill, and the 17th of April has come, and it is 
impossible to determine what taxes ought to be imposed in order to 
carry on this Government, the Committee on Finance of the Senate 
have seen fit to withhold that resolution up to this day, without the 
slightest a. 85 of its ever being heard from that I can hear of. 
that is to be the fate of resolutions sent to that committee, I shall 
oppose any other resolutions going to them until something can be 
heard from them upon resolutions as important as the one that was 
sent to them at their request when offered by me. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I remind the Senator from Kentucky that the 
Committee on Finance this morning made a very important report 
on a matter which has been a subject of very consideration in 
committee, and they will be ready now probably to take up the topic 
of the Senator from Kentucky, having finished the consideration of 
one important subject. 

Mr. BECK. They have, I believe, since early in November had that 
matter under consideration; and now after these many months’ incu- 
bation they have 3 one measure, quite important I admit; but 
I suppos t could have been done in an hour just as well as in five 
mont However, I believe that there can be no step taken in the 
way of determining how taxes ought to be levied and the amount of 
taxes to be levied until we determine whether we are to provide 
$37,000,000 to pay the principal of the public debt or not. Under all 
the circumstances, as they have withheld that so long, I think they 
have enongh before them without ering this; this might be in the 
way of that; and therefore I hope it will not be sent to them, but 
that, as the Senator from Iowa says, they will have an opportunity 
now of considering that resolution. 

Mr. KERNAN. Will the Secretary read the resolution pending? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is of the highest importance that the financial credit of the 
Government be maintained; and, in order to do so, the Government itself, in all 
its departments, should in good faith keep all its contracts and obligations entered 
into with its own citizens. 

Mr. KERNAN. I approve of the sentiment of this resolution; it is 
a mere truism, and therefore shall vote against the reference; but I 
must say, with all respect to my friend from Indiana, that I do not 
concur in the reasons he gave for the resolution. We differ as to them. 

Mr. DAWES. I am quite willing to vote on the resolution, and 
I haye no desire to have it refe to the Committee on Finance, 
though for a very different reason from that suggested by the Senator 
from Kentucky. I do not agree with the Senator from Kentucky 
in his quotation of the views of former Secretaries of the Treasury 
about the 1 fund; but I do not care to discuss that matter 
at this time. I think the Committee on Finance is not open to the 
criticism of the Senator; but I am in favor of the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Indiana. I am one of those who are 
of the opinion that it is of the highest importance to maintain the 


faith of the Government, and especially with all its citizens. Iam 
quite in accord with the Senator from Indiana in the idea that it is 
high time that expression should be made by the Congress of the 
United States. The legislation of the last few months has led me to 
the conclusion that there is necessity for it on all hands and the peo- 
ple of the United States will be gratified to know that it is the opinion 
of the Senate of the United States, as well as of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, if this be put in the form of a concurrent resolution and 
be unanimously adopted by both branches, that it is of the highest 
importance to maintain the faith of the Government with all its citi- 
zens. When it can be firmly fixed in the minds of the people that 
the faith of the Government with its citizens in all of its contracts is 
toremain unchanged, whatever Poea vicissitudes or other changes 
may come over the people, the business of this country will revive, 
prosperity will be restored and invigorated. 

Iam quite ready to vote for the resolution of the Senator from 
Indiana; and he will allow to me to say that I have been surprised 
that he has not called it up for action ore, and insisted upon it, 
that the Senate should record itself upon a resolution so catholic and 
so sound as this is financially. I congratulate the Senator from 
Indiana upon the sound views on finance and the faith of the Gov- 
ernment which he entertains as expressed in the resolation. I shall 
record my vote for the passage of the resolution and against its ref- 
erence to any committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely suggested and moved that the resolution 
should be referred to the Committee on Finance because it seemed to 
be a financial topic. Iwas not aware that there would be any oppo- 
sition toits referrence but I see that the Senator from Kentucky is 
opposed to such a reference and for the reason that we have not con- 
sidered one other proposition presented to the committee. Let me 
say to the Senator from Kentucky that the sinking fund is a compli- 
cated question, and it depends a good deal upon the legislation in 
relation to the duties on imports and taxes, with which the House 
of Representatives has the sole power of dealing in the first instance. 
As he has observed, the House is now engaged upon the subject of 
the tariff. If that should be so amended as to increase the revenues 
of the country so that we could dispense with the use of the sinkin 
fund, it might then possibly be a question of economy, but it ae | 
still remain a question of faith as to whether we can violate a 
solemn pledge of the country given heretofore that there should be 
$ ae fund every year appropriated to the extinction of the pub- 

ic debt. 

But, Mr. President, upon looking at this resolution, as I see that it 
does not make any exception of any contracts or compacts on the part 
of the Government, not even i we shall disregard our pledge 
in relation to the sinking fund, I l withdraw my motion for refer - 
ence and not object to its passage. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The motion to refer is withdrawn, 
and the question recurs 0 adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. ident, the resolution does not seek to 
disregard any obligation of the Government. On the contrary, it was 
offered for the purpose of enforcing the duty of a strict observance 
of all our contracts and obligations. 

I rise more especially to thank the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] for the support which he gives this great financial 
measure offered by myself. It is not so often that the Senator from 
Massachusetts and myself find ourselves in accord upon financial 
questions that I should allow this opportunity to go by without 
emphasizing it by my hearty gratitude. The Senator’s criticism that 
I should have called up the resolution sooner can be answered in this 
way: I hoped and prayed that the seed sown in January 1 15 spring 
up in certain minds aud bear fruit. If I had loeked upon the Senator 
from Massachusetts as somewhat barren and rocky soil and a little 


uncompromising in that regard my pleasurable disappointment is all 
the ter in finding that my hopes in to him haye been ful- 
filled. The Senator will therefore see that I was right in giving some 


time for the rains to fall and the heats to come in order that the truth 
might fructify in his mind and bear the ample fruits which he has 
brought here to-day—the hearty accord between Massachusetts and 
Indiana—which I hope will not be lost upon other Senators, and that 
ye may have more following the example of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

I shall now ask a vote upon the adoption of the resolution, and I 
ask that the vote be taken by yeas and nays. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I hold it to be a matter of the least 
possible importance whether this resolution goes to the Committee 
on Finance or not. The resolution contains nothing but brutum ful- 
men; it is an empty, pointless declaration upon a subject in regard 
to which there can be I think no difference among Americans. 
gardoa asa mere declaration of an intention to sustain the public 

aith, regarded as a mere declaration that it is a duty to sustain it, 
what is it but a truism which no man will dispute? 

I had sup , Mr. President, and am still of opinion that this 
mere generalization in to the duty of Americans to sustain 
the public credit and to maintain public contracts, was introduced as 
a vehicle only for the elaborate and eloquent h which we heard 
from the Senator from Indiana at the time he brought it before the 
Senate. Having served its purpose, I supposed that was the end of 
it, because there was no one to dispute nih, Sopra proposition ad- 
vanced by his resolution. To what end should it be referred? Is it 
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tition of those 
Is the public 
credit to be sustained any more by empty words and vagu 


to be the subject of a bill? Are we to have a new re 
empty laws of 1869 to strengthen the public credit 
© expres- 
sions; or is it to be sustained by wise economies and honest legisla- 
tion? No statute can be enacted to maintain the public credit. The 
maintenance of the public credit is best to be sustained by the hearts 
of the American people and by the votes which are cast here in the 
1 Sand of true economy and in the strict maintenance of public 

it f 

It will be in vain to pass such vague, pointless resolutions and then 
to enact legislation right in their teeth, to make pledges solemnly 
before the country and then vote for their repeal or their amendment 
in such wise that they lose all the force for which they were intended. 
If in sober earnest it is desired to have a vote on the resolution, I 
apprehend that there will be no vote in opposition; that it contains 
that which every man’s heart would echo readily. When you touch 
American credit, who is there that dares to say he is not its friend? 
Who is there who will not willingly say that he is its friend and 
maintain it? 

Hence it strikes me that this resolution is, as I said before, mere 
brutum fulmen. It sails for point no-point, and it reaches no point. I 
hold it, therefore, as a matter of the slightest possible importance 
whether it be sent to the Committee on Finance or whether it is 
called up for present consideration. I did not believe the honorable 
Senator from Indiana cared for the passage of the resolution so much 
as that it might be the vehicle for the careful expression of his own 
views on this important matter. But if ho desires a vote upon it, I 
apprehend he will find that there will be no opposition whatever to 
it but the approval of the sentiment, and I hope it will be more than 
the sentiment contained in the resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, this resolution is on the Calendar; 
it is business before the Senate; and if the Senator from Delaware 
knows how to dispose of it except by acting upon it he is that much 
wiser than I am. Whatever may have been the ose for which I 
introduced this resolution, at least it can be said for it that it is a 
truthful and faithful statement of a duty on the part of the Govern- 
ment, so strong as even to compel the acquiescence of the Senator 
from Delaware himself, 

In regard to the harsh criticism which that Senator sees fit to in- 
dulge in, using terms not at all applicable, brutum fulmen, &c., and that 
the resolution is entirely pointless, I can only say that it has the mis- 
fortune to be introduced by me instead of by himself. Had it beea 
introduced by him it would have been full of point; as it was intro- 
duced by me, it is pointless! 

Passing that by, however, knowing in my simplicity and want of 
long service in this body no other way to dispose of a matter that is 
fairly and legitimately and honorably before the Senate except by 
action, I in ask for the action of the Senate upon the resolution. 

Mr, BAYARD. I am very sorry that the Senator from Indiana 
sup there was in what I said any possibility of disrespect to his 
motive in introducing this resolution. I said distinctly that which I 
do not think he will disavow, that he introduced the resolution sim- 

ly as a vehicle for the expression of his opinions upon the general 
hamani subject before Con 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwil say to the Senator frankly, I did; but at 
the same time, in offering the resolution, I enunciated what I con- 
ceived to be a great truth, whichI proceeded to discuss as best I could, 
and which I consider not at all beneath the dignity of a Senator or 
the Senator from Delaware to consider and act upon, 

Mr. WINDOM. I have only a word to say about this resolution. 
I regret that the Senator from Vermont has withdrawn his motion to 
refer it. Of course no one can vote against it. Everybody would 
say amen to the resolution, doubtless; but the fact that it seems to 
be considered necessary for the Senate of the United States to pro- 
claim to the world that we intend to be honest hereafter, does not 
seem to me to be very much to the credit of this country. The man 
who always boasts of his honesty is always suspected; and the gov- 
ernment that finds it necessary to deliberately pass a resolution pro- 
claiming to the nations of the earth that it intends to be hon it 
seems to me must feel that there is something in its past record which 
is dishonest. I do not believe that,so far as this Government is con- 
cerned. I think to pass the resolution would be to make an empty 
boast of our honesty that is beneath the dignity of the Senate of the 
United States; but yet to vote against it would be construed to de- 
clare that you did not indorse the principles contained in the resolu- 
tion. I shall vote for it, as a matter of course, feeling that it would 
have been much better had the resolution not been voted upon at all. 
As the basis of the very able speech (there were some things about it 
I did not approve of ) made by the Senator from Indiana it was well 
enough; but for a deliberate vote by the Senate of the United States 
I think it is not expedient. 

I wish the Senator from Vermont had tried the question upon the 
reference to his committee, that we might not be compelled to vote 
either for or against the resolution. I believe this nation is honest; 
I believe it intends to be; I believe it has been. I believe there is 
nothing in its record that requires us to send forth to the world this 
empty declaration of our intended honesty in the future. 

DAWNS. A remark oi the Poma from EENET ENA 
necessary for me to say a word more. supposed t the resolu- 
tion was the basis of the very eloquent and 8 an of the Senator 


from Indiana, I certainly would not vote for it. I like the resolution 
a great deal better than the speech, able and eloquent as it was. I 
thought the speech would rest on almost anything better than it 
would rest on the resolution, because the resolution embraces senti- 
ments so directly opposite to and in conflict with what I understand 
to be the drift and Od tet of the speech that I hailed the opportunity 
of recording my name in support of the resolution in contradistinction 
from the speech itself. I want it distinctly understood that I do not 
vote for the resolution as the basis of any such speech, although I 
admit, as the Senator from Minnesota says, that the speech was of 

sat eloquence, t power, and great ability, and as the Senator 

m Michigan [Mr. 5 say, “It was a marvel to 
see how ably a man could present the wrong side of a case.” 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Indiana 
will not ask for a yea-and-nay vote. I think the vote will be unani- 
mous on agreeing to the resolution, and we do not want to consume 
any more time on the subject. I merely add that I should hope the 
Senate would never send anything to the Committee on Finance for 
the purpose of having it smothered. It is the purpose of that com- 
mittee, so far as I know, and of every member, that subjects referred 
toit shall receive proper attention, and with due diligence. 

Mr. VOORHEES. An Spon from the Senator from Vermont is 
always very forcible to me; his kindness of disposition and manner 
both always impress me. At the same time, I think that I ought to 
insist upon a vote by yeas andnays. I do not agree with the Senator 
from Minnesota that it is not worth while to say that we will act hon- 
estly with our own ple. In view of the record which we have 

o in our financial legislation, as I look at it, for some fifteen years 

past, it would not hurt us any to say that we are going to be honest 

ereafter, and then live up to it as nearly as we can. Therefore, I 
ask for a vote by yeas and nays, 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have the resolution before me now. 
The yeas and nays being called for, I shall be glad if they are 
ordered. I think the resolution goes a little further than the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is inclined to believe. Its lan- 
guage is: 

It is of the highest im ce that the financial o 
maintained ; Pee in 8 80, the Government elt. . all N 


should in good faith keep all its contracts and obligations entered into with its own 
citizens. 


I want to say to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts that 
there has been laid upon the table of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of the Senate accounts certified to by the officers of the Govern- 
ment, approved by the Comptroller, approved by the Auditor, ap- 
pove by the heads of Departments, and we are pressed every da, 

or relief by men who say that they have in good faith complied wit 
their obligations entered into with the Government, and yet for 
years the Government has refused to pay them adollar. I under- 
stand this resolution spt the Government ought to pay those men. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator tell me what he alludes to? 

Mr. BECK. I allude to contracts made by quartermasters, con- 
tracts made for Army supplies all over the Southwest, and to certiff- 
cates given by all the Departments of the Government to men, and 
yet the absolute refusal by Congress to appropriate a dollar to pay 
them when the written obligations are here and quartermasters and 
commissaries and everybody else certify to their truth, and heads of 
Departments are piesang sost the claims ought to be paid. I tell tlie 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts that I am afraid the Govern- 
ment is very much in the condition of a man of whom a distinguished 
Senator told me the other day. Perhaps it ought not to be told, but 
it illustrates the condition of the Government. A gentleman from a 
distant State went to New York to buy a bill of goods. The house 
were anxious to sell, the man was anxious to buy, but in their anx- 
iety to know sence | about him they telegraphed to their corre- 
spondent who happened to live in Kansas City, and he like a prudent 
man, desiring not to go beyond the ordinary dispatch of ten words, 
answered back at once in ten words as to what manner of man he was: 
“Bond good for any amount. Word not worth a ——.” It was nota 
continental, but it was an equally expressive word. I am afraid that 
is the condition of this Government now. With a bond uncommonl: 
good, her word is very bad. This resolution says that the word shall 

as as the bond, and I want to vote for that. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the Senator to say that he thinks this 
resolution goes further than I am willing to admit. Does the Senator 
mean to say that he thinks from anything I ever said or did or voted 
that I would be opposed to the Government fulfilling any such con- 
tract as he has described? I do not understand that anything I ever 
said or did or voted is liable to such a construction. I am just as 
much of the opinion that it isthe duty of the Government to pay an 
such contract as that, that it has entered into, as it is its duty accord- 
ing to the letter and the spirit to pay the 82,000,000, 000 that it bor- 
rowed to carry on the war. I do not think the faith of the Govern- 
ment to fulfill its contracts is measured at all by the amount of money 
involved in the contract. The Senator and myself have served upon 
committees on appropriations for many pou: and there does not 
occur to me now any occasion on whic and I differed in those 
committees. The Senator has striven to the best of his ability, and 
that is saying a great deal, to see to two things in those committees— 
first, that the Government was never chea and second that the 
Government paid every such claim as that, which he believed to be 
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honestly and fairly due. That I feel great pleasure in according to 
the Senator in all his service upon the Committee on Appropriations 


where I have had any knowledge of it. If I have failed to do the 
same thing, it has not been from lack of disposition, but from lack of 
that ability which so distinguishes the Senator from Kentucky. No 
contract of this Government, however small, however implied as well 
as expressed, have I ever myself shrank from fulfilling according to 
its letter and according to its spirit; and that is what I understand to 
be the meaning of the resolution of the Senator from Indiana. That 
is why I shall most cheerfully vote for it, and I am the more anxious 
to vote for it that any impression the last few months of legislation in 
Congress may have made upon the people in that respect may be effaced 
by an open and broad declaration of the determination now of this 
Government to maintain its faith with all its citizens and in respect 
to all of its obligations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, on which the yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. ; 

Mr. HEREFORD, (when the name of Mr. Davis, of West Virginia, 
was called.) I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. Davis] has been 
called away. If he were present he would vote in the affirmative. 

The Secretary concluded the call of the roll. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. My colleague [Mr. we ses | is confined to 
his room by severe sickness. If he were here he would vote in favor 
of the resolation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I ought to say in behalf of my colleague 
IMr. Kirnkwoop] that if he were here I am sure he would vote in 
favor of this resolution. 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 0; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 
Allison, Conover, Jones of Florida, 
Armstrong, Dawes, Kernan, Randolph, 
Bailey, Dennis, 3 Rollins, 
Bayard, Dorsey, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Beck, rina 5 McCreery, Saunders, 
Booth, Garland, Me Voorhees, 
Butler, 4 3 1 Wadleigh 
Cameron o arris, organ, 
Cameron of Wis., Hereford, rrill, Windom. 
affee, Hill, Oglesby, 
Coke, Johnston, dock, 
ABSENT—34. 

Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Jones of Nevada, Sargent, 
8 k Kellogg, Sharon, 
Blaine, Edmunds, Kirkwood, 2 
8 maa Matthews, Pac 

urnsi: rover, McDonald, urman, 
Christiancy, Hamlin, Merrimon, Wh 
Cockrell, Hoar, Mitchell, Wi 
8 Howe, Plumb, 
Davis of Illinois, Ingalls, Ransom, 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


CHARGES AGAINST SENATOR BUTLER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next resolution on the Calen- 
dar will be reported. 5 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
BUTLER December 15, 1877: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and hereby is, 
instructed to inquire forthwith, and report as soon as may be, any threats, promieos, 
or arrangements respecting existing or contemplated accusations or criminal pros- 
ecutions against any Senator, or any other corrupt or otherwise unlawful means or 
. been in any manner used or put in operation, pn? or indirectly, 
by M. C. BUTLER, one of Senators from the State of south Carolina, or by any 
other Senator or other for the purpose of influencing the vote of Senators 
on the question of di said committee from the consideration of said M. 
C. BuTLen’s credentials, or the other question at the late session of the Senate; 
and that said committee have power to send for persons and papers and to sit dur- 
ing the sittings of the Senate. 


Mr. HARRIS. I do not see the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] in his seat. I therefore ask that the resolution be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over. 

ISLAND OF CUBA. 


Mr. CONOVER. The next resolution on the Calendar is one offered 
‘by myself, requesting the President to communicate to the Senate cer- 
tain information touching the surrender of Cuban insurgents and the 
future policy of ree in the government of the Island of Cuba. 

I ask to have it lie over for the present. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over, and the next 
resolution will be reported. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The next resolution on the Calendar is one 
‘submitted by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. HEREFORD] March 
21, 1878, requiring the Committee on Finance to report the bill (H. 
R. No. 805) to repeal the resumption act, within one week, together 
with their action thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. That resolution has been complied with. 

Mr, HEREFORD. The resolution has been complied with and there 
need be no further action taken on it. 
f Das BB pa ina pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 

esire 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it lie on the table. 


Mr. HEREFORD. It will lie on the table, I 8 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made; and the 
resolution will lie on the table. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


The next resolution on the Calendar was one submitted by Mr. 
VOORHEES, instructing the Committee on Pensions to report a bill 
making provision for placing the names of the surviving soldiers of 
the Mexican war on the pension-rolls. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That resolution stands on the Calendar subject 
to the notice that I gave that I should call it up on the 30th instant, 
if the business before the Senate will allow, as I desire at, that time 
to submit some remarks upon it. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
until called up by the Senator from Indiana. This exhausts the reso- 
lutions on the Calendar, The first bill on the Calendar will now be 
taken up. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to give notice that on Monday next I 
shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
No. 238) to extend the time for the eonstruction and completion of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad and by a readjustment of the grani 
without increasing the appropriation to secure the construction of 
the Portland, Salt e and South Pass Railroad. 


PENSACOLA AND LOUISVILLE RAILROAD, 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. 
No. 259) to revive and extend the provisions of an act approved June 
8, 1872, granting the right of way through the public lands of the 
8 States to the Pensacola and Louisville Railroad Company of 

abama. 

8 paras as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. GORDON. I do not understand thoroughly the numbers of 
the sections named in this bill, and I do not know where the land 
lies. I understood the bill to call simply for a right of way, but from 
the reading of the bill I infer otherwise. If my friend from Florida 
will give me the information, I should like to know why this land is 
designated by a donation to the company when the company asks 
merely for the right of way? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. This land was selected under the act of 
1872, valueless land, for the purpose of depots and machine-shops. 
It is nothing but pine land, lying adjoining to the line of the road 
between Pensacola and Selma, and was originally set apart by the 
act of 1872. Owing to the difficulties of procuring money since then, 
the road has not Peon built. The parties want to go on with the 
work, and the bill merely re-enacts the provisions of that act, givin 
the privileges originally conceded. It merely involves the grant o 
a or acres of land for the purpose of depots, side-stations, and 
switches, 

Mr. GORDON. What is the aggregate amount? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, About five hundred acres altogether. 

Mr. GORDON. On the whole line? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. On the whole line. 

Mr. GORDON. How much at any one point, if I may inquire : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I could not tell exactly, not having the 
mae hee The map is on file in the Interior Department. 

Mr. ALLISON, Oh, it is all right. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Iunderstand from the Senator from Florida that 
this bill merely extends the time of a former grant? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is all. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. And it makes no new grant or embraces no sub- 
sidy, or anything of that kind? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. None. r 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It is the mere extension of the time for building 
the road. I presume the company have not been able to fulfill their 
original obligation, perhaps. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is all. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. And now they desire to goon. I see no objec- 
tion to it. š 

Mr. GORDON. Ido not wish to be understood as opposing the 
passage of the bill. I only want to understand, if I can, something 
abont the location of this land. There is nothing, so far as I can see 
in the bill, which would indicate that the land is not in a solid body. 
If itis for depot purposes, it ought to have been scattered along the 
whole line of the road. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The land is as much scattered as the depots are. 

Mr. GORDON. I have no objection to offer to the bill. I only 
3 to understand how the land was located and how much there 
was of it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Did the original act grant more than the mere 
nate of way? 

. JONES, of Florida. It is a mere right of way grant, to extend 
the provisions and privileges of the original act. 
et MITCHELL. What were the provisions of relief in the original 
act 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The original act, the act of 1872 referred 
to, gave this land described here to the company for station-houses, 
switches, &. This bill simply extends the provisions of that act. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What amount of land was granted ? 
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Mr. JONES, of Florida. Five handred and eighty acres altogether, 
all piney-woods land. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The time within which the right could be exer- 
cised under the law has expired? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The time has expired. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And this is simply to extend it? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is simply to extend the time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendments reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands will be read. ‘ 

Tho first amendment was to insert after the word “years,” in line 
7, the words “from the passage of this act;” so as to read: 

That the act entitled An act ting the right of way through the public 
iets te Perens cn ͤð 2/̃ anion, oral 

„ex 

2 e with all the rights powers, and privileges of that act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 8, to insert: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to invalidate the claim 


of any actual pre-emption or homestead settler cepa. eee expiration of 
the act of June 8, 1872, and the date of the passage of act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS GILBEAU. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 365) for the relief 
of Francis Gilbeau; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It cool yh es $3,701.67, to be paid to Francis Gilbeau upon 
his lodging with the proper officer of the Quartermasters Department 
his receipt in full of his claims against the United States for the rent 
of houses and all damages to the same in Galveston and San Antonio, 
Texas, during the years 1865 and 1866. 

Mr, 'SAULSBURY. Is there a 1 5 with the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iask that the report be read. That will explain the 
whole case, 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted hy Mr. MORGAN 
December 1, 1877: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Francis Gil- 
with the accompanying papers, submit the following report: 
claim is for the rent of certain buildings in San Antonio and Galveston, 


usively. 
The occupation of the buildings by — a the United 3 Government for 
timate ecessary Army purposes ear and contracts were en- 
12 by which the AEA was to receive ef 5 
The demand for rent for the buildings in San 
by a board of survey consisting of officers of the Army. The claim was presented 
to 


eee eee 
tion of the building was in a State lately in re . 
law from paying it. It was also ted to the southern claims commission, an 
tlon. 


was rejected for want of jurisdic 
It ap from the certificate of Ws A Henry S. Clubb, assistant quartermas- 
ter an United States Government rented a ten - 


and return on of it to him on the 10th of December, It also ap 
that a board of survey, convened June 6, 1866, recommended that a rent be paid for 
the use of the same by the United States Governmen 

It appears the of a board of , com of Army offi 
cers, convened on the 2th of August, 1666, that a rent of per month was not 
tao much for the use of the storehouse then rented by Gilbean to the ern- 


ment. 

An affidavit of A. Fretelliére shows that he, as agent of Gilbeau, agreed with 
Captain Henry S. Clubb, assistant quartermaster, that he (Fretelliére) was to 
ee tan per month, or $4,000 per annum, for the rent of the above-mentioned 
store- 4 

A letter from General 8. K. Mizner shows that a dwelling-house of Gilbeau was 
occupied for military purposes by officers of the United Si Army on the 12th o 
Octo Hep eee a“ perfect understanding that a proper rent d be paid" 
by the United States Government. 

A certificate from General S. P. Heintzelman shows that the dwe of Gil- 
beau was used as headquarters by General Shaw, and afterward by hi in like 

that month rent for the same, and 
from the day of May, 1866, to the 3ist day 


A i ère, agent of Gilbeau, shows that the dwelling was 
occupied on the 12th day of October, 1865, and from that time until the ist day of 
ber, 1866; that 6100 mon 3333S 12, 


ber 
to January 1, 1866, asad Troms thins Oy hoe Wan th racers month. 

An affidavit of James P. Nash, t for Gill shows that the building known 
as Li N building, . 
ow * 

vot Se SS it son 


was thus 


harged the Government was but little more than 

ae tho aor De rears from it immediately after the vacation of the same by the 
vemnmen 

The affidavits of Messrs. William M. Varmell and James A. McKee show that 


Your committee are of opinion that the claim of Fran 
paid, report the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, and read the third time. 


Mr. ULSBURY. Before the vote is taken on the of the 
bill I should be glad if the Senator from Texas would give us his 
views about the propriety of the bill; that is, as to whether the rent 
here charged is proper, if he knows personally about it. I should 


much prefer to rely upon the personal knowl of the Senator from 
Texas than upon the estimate of Army officers, if the Senator has any 
personal . of the matter. 

Mr. Y. I very carefully examined the report of the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] in this case, which I believe to be en- 
tirely correct. I put myself to the trouble to make. inquiry not only 
in re; to the Galveston property but the San Antonio property; 
and I am entirely satisfied that the rent is reasonable and proper. 

The bill was passed. 

PRESENT TO CAPTAIN JONATHAN YOUNG. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. No. 
8) authorizing Captain Jonathan Young, of the United States Navy, 
accept a betel-nut box and a silver medal from the Emperor of 

iam. 

Mr. SARGENT. That and the class of measures on the Calendar 
similar to it I object to for reasons which I gave very much at length 
some time since. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) Being 
objected to, the joint resolution goes over. 


INLAND WATER-ROUTE SURVEY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 263) to provide 
for a survey of an inland water-route and canal from the Mississippi 
River to the Atlantic Ocean. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Florida [Mr. 
CONOVER] has charge of that bill, which he reported from the Select 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. I would pre- 
fer not to have the bill considered in his absence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over, and the next bill 
will be reported. 

RESERVED LANDS IN FLORIDA. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 258) to retrocede 
to the State of Florida jurisdiction over lands reserved for a dock- 
yard, in the county of Escambia, in said State; which was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It retrocedes to the State of 
Florida all exclusive jurisdiction now vested in the Government of 
the United States over land acquired for dock-yards in the State of 
Florida, and annuls any deed or deeds of cession from the State of 
Florida, or any officer of that State, vesting exclusive jurisdiction in 
the Government of the United States over any of the territory of 
the State; bnt nothing contained in the bill is to be construed to take 
away or impair the 1 of the Government of the United 
States over all land lying within the walls of the Pensacola navy- 
yard now 1 and used for naval purposes. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bill ought to pass. It was reported uani- 
mously from the Committee on Naval Affairs. It relates simply to 
ceding jurisdiction over a tract entirely outside of the Pensacola navy- 
yard, on which two villages have grown up. The people are very 
much embarrassed, not only on the question of voting, but on ques- 
tions of taxation, &c., by this nominal jurisdiction. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COLUMBIA RIVER SALMON FISHERIES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 492) for the pro- 
tection of the salmon fisheries of the Columbia River. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will beso referred, there being no. 
objection. 

EXTRA PAY TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 376) for the pay- 
ment to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war of the t 
months’ extra pay rovided for by the act of July 19, 1848. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isa very important bill. I see that the Sen- 
ote ey Texas, [Mr. Maxxx, I who has charge of it, is not in the 

hamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over. 

PROPOSED NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 16) authorizing the appointment of a commission of scientists to 
investigate and report upon the establishment and location of an 
additional national observatory. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is that reported from a committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICE It is not. 

12 SARGENT. I move its reference to the Committee on Naval 
‘airs. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understood the Senator from Nebraska, [Mr. 
PADDOCK, ] who is not now in his seat, to say when he introduced this 
resolution that he desired to submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well. I withdraw the motion to refer, and 
will let it go back on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Te joint resolution goes over. 

WILLIAM B. WHITING. 

The next bill the Calend: the bill (S. No. 647 ti 
pension to William Bo Whitin a 8 $ < 5 

Mr. SARGENT. That I shali have to object to, in the absence of 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WiTHERs. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 
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LAURENCE C. P. HASKINS. 


Mr. ALLISON. And also the next bill on the Calendar, the bill (S. 
No. 413) to increase the pension of Laurence C. P. Haskins, which 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions by the Senator from 


Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill also goes over. 


LOW GROUNDS IN WASHINGTON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 542) to provide 
for the conveyance of the low grounds in the city of Washington. 
under the provisions of the act of Congress, chapter 96, approved 


ag Se 1 s 
. ALLISON. The Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON, ] 
who reported the bill, is absent. 

Mr. MORRILL. I must object to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 


THOMAS A. WESTON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 148) to confirm 
the term, for the period of seventeen years from the date of its orig- 
inal grant, of the patent of Thomas A. Weston; which was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It declares the patent for im- 

rovement in pulleys, No. 67470, granted to Thomas A. Weston 
3 6, 1867, for the term of seventeen years from that date, an 
reissued, No. 4971, July 9, 1872, to be in full force and effect for the 
term of seventeen years from the date of its original grant, namely, 
Au 6, 1867, according to the terms expressed in the original grant. 
e bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That no one shall be held emote, power! the patent dur- 
ing he prt yy data of pe Se ee oon 
or 
within that period. z s 

The amendment was to. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Before the bill is passed, I should be glad if the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents would explainit. I do not 
understand it and I should like to have it explained so that I may 
vote intelligently upon the bill. 

Mr. BOOTH. Mr. President, this bill differs from any other in re- 

rd tothe extension of a patent that has ever been before the Senate. 

‘he facts are briefly these: in 1859 Thomas A. Weston, the inventor, 
filed his caveat at the Patent Office for an invention of differential 
pulley-blocks. That entitled him to a notice in case any other appli- 
cation for a patent claiming the same invention was filed within two 
years. In 1860 John J. Doyle filed an application for the same inven- 
tion. No notice was given to Weston, and a patent was issued to 
Doyle. Sometime after that Weston filed an application for his patent 
under his caveat, and it was denied because the patent had before been 
issued to Doyle, without notice to him. Proceedings in interference 
were had three several times, and in 1867 the Commissioner of Patents 
decided that the 8 was unjustly issued to Doyle and was really 
the property of Weston. In the mean time, Weston had taken ont a 
patent in England. Under the law, when his English patent expired 
the life of his American patent would terminate. By the mistake at 
ee Patent Omps; he was deprived of six years and a half enjoyment 
of his paten 

That is not denied at the Patent Office now, and the only object of 
the bill is to give him the six and a half years of which he was de- 
prived by the mistake of the Patent Office. It was shown to the com- 
mittee that the invention was a very useful one and that the inventor 
has realized only about $2,000. For that $2,000 he has devoted six- 
teen years of his life. Ithink the bill guards the rights of all persons 
who e infringed on the patent during the time that it was 
suspen 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FORT HARKER RESERVATION. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 26) to donate a 
ortion of the military reservation at Fort Harker to the State of 
for the establishment of an educational or charitable institu- 
tion, and to open the remainder of said reservation to settlement; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 

That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer to the cus- 
tody and control of the Secretary of the Interior, for disposition for cash. according 
to existing laws 5 the public lands, after appraisement, to the highest 
bidder, and at not less t the appraised value, nor at less than $1.25 per acre, so 
much of the United States military reservation known as the tary reservation 
of Fort Harker, in the State of Kansas, as the same was heretofore established by 
the proper authority of the Government, excepting any portion of said reservation 
as may have been granted to any settler under the act of Congress making dona- 
tions of the public lands in Kansas to actual settlers. This act embraces and 
ae to sections 35 and 36, township numbered 16 north, range numbered 8 west 

the sixth principal meridian, and embracing a portion of Fort Harker mili 


reservation, and such building pertaining to reservation as may be within 
sections, or either of them. s z 3 


Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the report in that case be read. 


Vil——164 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 5th of February: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 26) to 
as military reservation of Fort Harker, Kansas, to the State 
re z 


of 3 7 
That the evidence i. farsa that said reservation is no longer needed for military 
p į in view whereof the committee recommend that said lands, named in 
said bill to be turned over to the State of Kansas, be placed in the custody and 
control of the ry of the Interior, for disposition, for cash, according to ex- 
isting laws relating to the public lands, after appraisement, to the highest bidder, 
at not less than the appraised value nor less than $1.25 per acre. (See act March 3, 
1877, chapter 129, volume 19, page 406.) 

The committee report the accompanying bill as a substitute, and recommend its 
passage. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will give in a few words the theory upon which 
the majority of the committee acted. The precedent, as we under- 
stood it, in regard to reservations made by Congress should be fol- 
lowed by the committee. By reference to volume 19 of the United 
States Statutes at Large, page 406, the act approved March 3, 1877, 
in respect to the Dalles reservation, in Oregon, we found that the 
plan of the disposition of the 1 was precisely such as the 
committee recommend here. ving examined that precedent and 
remembering, as a number of the committee did, that the whole mat- 
ter was under investigation in the Senate at that time and that the 
precedent in the Fort Dalles case was the deliberate result of con- 
sultation in open Senate, we thought it wise to follow that precedent. 
Therefore, the committee recommended the amendment as a substi- 
tute for the bill and instructed me to report it accordingly. 

Mr. PLUMB. On behalf of the minority, in fact on my own bebalf, 
being the only member of the committee who concurred in the views 
I presented, I submit an amendment. I ask that the amendment be 
read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out all after the word “that,” being the first 
word of the substitute reported, and insert: E 


The Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized and 
to the custody and control of the beat 


in the State of 

1866: Provided, That 
any rights of any person in or tosany portion of said lands acquired under any of 
the laws of the United States; nor shall it be construed to im any right that 
the State of Kansas may have acquired under any prior act of to section 
36 of said reservation for school purposes. 


Mr. PLUMB. This land lies on both sides of the Kansas Pacific 
Railway, in the County of Ellsworth, in the State of Kansas. By the 
act of admission of the State into the Union the State of Kansas was 
granted sections 16 and 36 in every township for educational pur- 

One of those sections in this reservation, section 36, is a sec- 
tion to which this tapplies. Consequently the State would have 
the legal right to that section. In addition to that, the Kansas Pacific 
Railway Company, by the act of 1862 and subsequently by that or 
1864, had a grant of the lands along the line of the road in alternate 
sections of odd numbers, within certain limits, embracing probably 
within their limits all the odd-numbered sections within this reser- 
vation, the reservation having been established subsequently. 

The amendment which I propose differs from the bill of the majority 
of the committee in preserving first whatever legal rights may have 
attached prior to this time, either upon the part of individuals or 
others or upon the part of the State o Deere, and second, it requires 
that this land shall be opened to homes settlement instead of 
pang sold at public sale or otherwise as the Secretary of War might 

irect. 


The Senator from Texas has referred to the precedent which gov- 
erned the committee. Iam willing to admit that the precedent is 
correctly stated, and that perhaps it ought to have bound the com- 
mittee; but I hold that that does not bind the Senate, because the 
precedent established by the Senate has been otherwise. In 1877, on 
the 3d of March, Congress passed a law providing for the reconveyance 
to the Government of certain lands which before that time had been 
granted to a railroad in the State of Ka these lands being located 
on the eastern border of the State and much more valuable than the 
Jandy within this reservation. In section 3 of that act it was provided 

EN 

All of said lands so withdrawn and undi of shall be restored to market, b; 
proclamation of the President of the United States, and opened to settlement 
purchase under the homestead laws of the United States only. 

By another act passed at the same session, certain lands which had 

granted to the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad 
Company were declared forfeited, and those lands were brought into 
market for dis under the homestead laws only. Therefore the 
precedent, if there be a precedent at all which the Senate might be 
called on to follow, is in favor of the disposition of all public lands 
which are suitable for agricultural papaes only on condition of 
settlement and not for speculation. The land embraced within the 
Fort Harker military reservation is land which is worth probably in 
the market about two dollars or two dollars and a half an acre, judg- 
ing by the price at which railroad lands are being sold around it. It 
is one of the frontier counties of Kansas; it is in a section of country 
which six years ago was absolutely without settlement, a section of 
3 which ten years ago was believed to be entirely beyond the 
pale of successful settlement; a section of country which was sup- 
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posed to be practically a desert. There is probably, according to the 
statements of parties living in that locality, which statements are in 
the possession now I think of the Senator from Texas—I believe I 
gave them to him—one hundred thousand acres of Government land 
within the limits of the same county in which this reservation is situ- 
ated, which can be taken by homestead and pre-emption 6 There 
would seem, therefore, to be no reason why this land should be treated 
any differently from the manner in which the Government is treating 
already the lands which it owns within that same locality. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five min- 
utes. 

Mr. MAXEY. The committee would have been very much gratified 
if they could conscientiously have ooptes with the request of the 
Senator from Kansas. Certainly the bill was commen as reported 
by the committee because they believed it to be right. The Senator 
from Kansas very properly and magnanimously concedes that we have 
followed the precedents, The State of Kansas, like all the Western 
and Northwestern States, received the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions in each township for educational pu This was a res- 
ervation for military purposes for the benefit of the United States. 
When, therefore, it becomes 2 to sell this land, we thought 
the proceeds ought to go into the Treasury of the United States, 
and we have followed the precedent in a case precisely like it, dis- 
cussed in open Senate, resisted by the then Senator from Oregon, Mr. 
Kelly, who took the same position that the Senator from Kansas now 
does. Popular as the then Senator from Oregon was, the Senate were 
compelled to decide the question against him and the act was passed 
to which I referred as a precedent upon which the bill as reported 
from the committee is based. I believe that the action of the com- 
mittee was wise and that the substitute reported by the committee 
should be adopted. 

Mr. IN GALLS. Mr. President, I have not had the opportunity of 
examining this bill or the amendments that have been offered to it 
until within the last few minutes; but I am very strongly convinced 
that the oe submitted by my colleague ought to prevail, 
If, as the 
tofore when lands are no longer required for military purposes, to 
sell them for cash to Eno agnet bidder, and to place the money in 
the Treasury of the United States, it ig a custom that in my judg- 
ment would be 


More honor'd in the breach than the observance. 


There is no necessity for such action, and it ought now to be aban- 
doned. When this land is withdrawn from the market it is not, as 
the Senator from Texas states, withdrawn for the pupone of benefit- 
ing the 2 but merely for the purpose of enabling it to be 
occupied for military so long as the Government may need 
it for such objects; and when it is no longer needed for the military 
arm it reverts and becomes like any other portion of the public 
domain. This land, therefore, if it is no longer needed by the Gov- 
ernment, should be treated exactly the same as if it had never been 
withdrawn, and should be disposed of, not for cash, but in accord- 
ance with the public land laws of the United States. 

I would suggest, however, to my colleague that the proviso to his 
substitute is probably superfluous and had better be abandoned. If 
this land is made subject to disposition under the public land laws of 
the United States, then this statute of course could not under any 
circumstances operate to the injustice of any person who had ac- 
quired rights or to the rights of the State of Kansas to the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections for school p I do not myself see 
clearly, if this is a military reservation, how there could be any pri- 
vate rights existing in the land under and by virtue of any law. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state to my colleague that there is a patent 
issued to a quarter section of the land, on which a man has been liv- 
inerta an N 

r. INGA If that is the case, this act could not affect his 
title ; and therefore the proviso is unnecessary. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that it will 
be noticed the rights of every one are specially reserved in the bill 
reported from the committee: 

on of said reservation as may have been ted to 80 

Excepting any porti puaa any 55 


tlor under the act of Congress making donations of the public 
actual settlers. 


Mr. INGALLS. That is entirely unnecessary, because the Senator 
from Texas must be aware that if a settler is on that land under a 
patent legally issued this legislation would not interfere with him. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Military Committee went into that and Popea 
that if the settler had acquired an equitable right, that right, what- 
ever it might be, should be reserved. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. MAXEY. That isa very different thing from a legal title. We 
did that as a matter of justice. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is just; but I understand in this case there 
is an actual outstanding legal title recognized by the Government of 
the United States. 

Mr. MAXEY. There is a title, but I do not know whether it is 


legal or not. ; 
Mr. INGALLS. Therefore the only act that should be passed, in 


my judgment, is simply one turning this reservation over to the Sec- 


nator from Texas has stated, it has been customary here- | of 


re of the Interior to be disposed of in accordance with the public 
land laws of the United States. I hope that the suggestions of my 
colleague will prevail and that the Senator from Texas will not insist 
on departing from the usual method for the disposition of public 
lands. He certainly is mistaken in sup g that there is any 
peculiar quality about this land different from any other portion of 
the public domain. It has only been temporarily withdrawn for a 
specific purpose, and of course when that use is no longer necessary 
it must revert to the Government and should be disposed of as other 
public lands of the United States. I hope, therefore, that the substi- 
tute reported from the committee will not be agreed to, but that the 
amendment offered by my colleague will be adopted. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. How much land is there in this reservation? 

Mr. INGALLS. Ten thousand acres, I understand. 

Mr. MAXEY. My experience in nearly thirty years’ practice as a 
lawyer has taught me that it is always dangerous to depart from 
precedents, and they never should be departed from unless there is 
some manifest reason for the departure. I have already stated that 
the bill which was reported follows the precedent adopted by Con- 


Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. MAXEY. Let me first read a clause from the former act. This 
is the act approved March 3, 1877, chapter 129, volume 19, of the 
Statutes at Large: 

That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer to the cus- 
tody and control of the of the Interior, for disposition for cash, accord- 
ing to existing laws relating to public lands, after appraisement, to the highest 
bidder, and at not less than the ap value, nor at lose than $1.25 per acre, the 
United States military ion known as the Fort Dalles military reservation, 


Such was the precedent. Now, toshow whether the committee has 
departed from that, I will read the amendment of the committee: 

That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer to the cus- 
tody and control of the Secretary of the Interior, for disposition for cash, accord- 
ing to existing laws relating to the public lands, after appraisement, to the highest 
bidder, and at not less than the appraised value, nor at less than $1.25 per acre, so 
much of the United States military reservation known as the military reservation 
Fort Harker. 

Almost verbatim, changing names. If the committee has been mis- 
led in this report, then the Senate and the Congress of the United 
States misled the committee by setting a bad precedent. I believe 
the precedent to be wise; I believe the committee was right in fol- 
lowing it; and I therefore insist that the amendment of the commit- 
tee be cat 76758 : 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the indulgence of the Senate 
for a few moments on this matter, though I have spoken once. ) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed. The Chair hears no objection. | 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Texas Fe one precedent, and, 
as I admitted when I was on my feet before, that Was a precedent 
which might well govern the committee; but it is not a precedent 
which ought to govern the Senate, and it is not a precedent of the 
Senate. The Senator takesup the case of the Fort Dalles reservation 
and makes that a precedent on which he seeks to predicate this action. 
The fact is the Fort Dalles reservation was a tract of land of about 
four hundred acres adjoining a town of about four thousand inhab- 
itants. It would therefore have exceptional value, and it might be 
said to have value beyond the value that it had for agricultural pur- 
poses, Consequently there is no comparison between the two cases 
as a matter of fact. 

At the same session of Congress, however, Congress did in the State 
of Kansas in two cases open lands to homestead settlement only, 
which were greatly more valuable than these lands under considera- 
tion, worth more than twice as much per acre, and as I think in pur- 
suance of a wise policy of consecrating the public domain to settle- 
ment only, and not i it to be the object of speculation. 

The State in which I live and which I have the honor in part to 
. on this floor has a very deep interest in the keeping up of 
this precedent; that is to say, the precedent of the disposition of 
lands to settlers only. That State has been, I venture to say, more 
cursed with land s Jation or speculation inaugurated and carried 
on under the auspices of the General Government than any other 
State in the Union. In the beginning, many years before it was even 
organized as a Territory, fifteen or twenty tribes of Indians were 
located there and given large reservations, all of which were subse- 

uently sold to speculators and hardly an acre to settlers, In 1858, 
shortly after the surveys in the Territory had been completed, before 
there had been any opportunity for settlers to come in and avail 
themselves of the pre-emption laws then prevailing, the then Presi- 
dent of the United States offered the great body of the lands in Kan- 
sas to sale at public auction, and, they not being sold, as of course 
they never are, they immediately became subject to private entry 
and more than one-half of the portion of the State now inhabited 
was then plastered all over with land warrants. For that very rea- 
son the population that to-day is going into the State at the rate of 
two thousand people a day has to go west of a point two hundred 
and fifty miles from the eastern border of the State in order to obtain 
Government land. Eight hundred thousand people in the limits of 
that State to-day ought to be compressed within the first one hun- 
dred and fifty miles from the eastern border and would have been so 
compressed if it had not been for this system of speculation indulged 


eyes e tn er 
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in by the General Government whereby the lands, instead of bein 
given to settlers, were taken up by men who held land warrants an 
icultural-college scrip and men who were able to buy them at 
$125 per acre, take them out from sale, and keep them forspeculative 
u 


? This only affects a matter of ten thousand acres of land; but it 
would become under the effect of the amendment which I have offered 
the homes of a hundred and twenty-five or a hundred and fifty fam- 
ilies, If it is sold at public sale it will go into the hands of two or 
three different persons, and will remain there an eye-sore to the peo- 

le of that locality for years and a reproach and a reflection on the 
5 of the United States, which has withheld it from those 
people all over that section of country who want these lands and are 
going there for the purpose of getting them. 

There is no reason, as my colleague has well said, why this partic- 
ular tract of land should be made an exception to all the other public 
lands of the United States. The Government at the time this tract 
was withdrawn in 1866 for military purposes was establishing posts 
upon that frontier for its protection. This was simply temporarily 
withdrawn ; and as soon as the Government was through with it the 
Secretary of War recommended that it should be restored, and Con- 
gress by its tardiness has not yet acted on that recommendation; but 
the land which the Government owned in that locality is just as good 
as this land is, and being within railroad limits no settler can get 
more than eighty acres. I hope the Senator from Texas does not 
begrudge the people who are going into that section of country the 
poor privilege of taking eighty acres of land on condition of settle- 
ment. 

That is the issue presented by these two amendments, the amend- 
ment of the committee and the amendment which I have offered. 
The single and sole and only question is whether this land shall be 
devoted to speculation or whether it shall be devoted to settlement. 
It has been practically the policy of the Government ever since the 
act of 1841 to give the public land only to settlers. There has been 
introduced a policy to some extent of aiding railroads by grants of 
land, which has been pernicious in its effect, and I venture to say that 
in twenty years from now we shall look back to that system of t- 
ing lands to railroads as the most pernicious of all the legislation 
that has ever been enacted by Con So far as I am concerned, 
never while I hold a seat on this floor will I vote away one single 
acre of public land valuable only for cultural purposes to be given 
to anybody, except on condition that it shall be settled. 

Ast said, this is comparatively a small tract of land, and every 
single tract of land that you withdraw from settlement, every single 
tract of land that you thus devote to speculation simply compels the 

ple who are going into that country, who want to go there, whose 
ee it is to go there, and whom this Government is interested in 
having go there, to go much further out on the confines of the border, 
out upon what was regarded and is now for some purposes you might 
say a desert, the extreme frontier. It is their privilege, it is their 
right, itis in conformity with the precedents established by Congress, 
and which have been departed from only in the case I have named, 
to keep these lands for that pepo; and the fact that the Govern- 
ment used a portion or all of this land for military purposes for four 
or five years is no reason at all why it should now say, having so used 
them itself and having thus kept them from settlement, it will pro- 
ceed to sell them to speculators rather than to settlers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Ishouldlike to have the amendment to the amend- 
ment reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of the amend- 
ment of the committee and to insert: 

Secretary of War be, and hereb orized an sfer 
to 8 and — the 988 ele — tea water 
the homes laws of the United States, the military reservation of Fort Harker, 
in the State of Kansas, as set a and declared by the President, November 3, 
1866: Provided, That this act 1 not be construed to have the effect to impair 
any rights of any person in or to any portion of said lands acquired under any of 
the laws of the United States; nor shall it be construed to or — any right that 


the State of Kansas may have acquired under any prior act of Congress to section 
36 of said reservation for school purposes, 


Mr. PLUMB, On the suggestion of my colleague, I will withdraw 
the proviso. It probably, as he says, has no legal effect; but at the 
same time I thought it was wise to make a 3 recognition of 
she a that there might be rights there which it was not expected 
to impair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator withdraws the proviso. 
The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. MORRILL. We have a great many military reservations which 
have become exceedingly valuable. ow, the question is whether 
they ought to be sold by the Government for the most that they will 
bring, or whether they shall be put into the market for a dollar and 
a quarter an acre. 

r. MITCHELL, I understand that this goes further than that 
opens this land to homestead settlers exclusively. The amendment 
would not 1 any portion of it to be sold for any price whatever. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir. The design of the amendment is that this 
shall go to settlers and to settlers only. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then it would open the door to a scramble. The 


first person who reached it would obtain eighty acres or one hundred 
and sixty acres, or whatever the amount may be, worth a great deal 
more than any other eighty acres or one hundred and sixty acres in 
the whole nation perhaps. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is not an acre of that land—the Senator from 
Texas has some papers which I had on that subject—that is worth 
probably $2.50 an acre. Certainly no considerable portion of it is 
worth over that. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
or the Senator from Kansas what is to become of the Government 
improvements, There must be Government improvements there 
worth a good deal of money, perhaps. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Government improvements have gone the way 
of other portable things a long time ago. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Are there no buildings? 

Mr. PLUMB. There are the remnants of the old walls of some tem- 
porary buildings put up at the time the Government occupied it; but 
the Secretary of War told me distinctly that there was nothing there 
that the Government took interest enough in to consider of value. 
It is probably nothing. Let me say in response to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Vermont—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator proceeds by unanimous 
consent. : 

Mr. PLUMB. If this was a reservation that was valuable for any- 
thing but agricultural purposes, the point of the Senator from Ver- 
mont would be well taken; but here is a reservation entirely out on 
the frontier. It is true there would be a grab, a controversy as to 
who should get the land; of course there would be a rush there; 
there always is when you open a new piece of land. It will be so 
when you open the Indian country. When you open a new tract of 
land there is always a rush for it. How much better to let that rush 
be by men who want to build up homes for themselves and make 
communities than by men who want to hold it for speculative pur- 

and compel emigration to go beyond it. This land is two hun- 

red and fifty miles from the eastern border of my State. It is in 
that section of country, as I said before, which ten years ago was a 
desert. It is a section of country that has been snatched from a desert. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, Does the bill require the settler to conform to the 
homestead laws? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly; it requires him to live on the land five 
years; my amendmentdoes. The prosperous, happy community that 
shall grow up on this land is worth a thousand-fold more than all 
the money the Government would get out of it. 

Mr. MAXEY. The committee wanted to follow the general law, 
and so provide; the Senator from Kansas wants to vary from that 
and make it follow a specific law, the homestead law. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Texas is mistaken. The commit- 
tee’s amendment is to sell to the highest bidder for cash. 

Mr. MAXEY. According to the laws in force for the sale of public 


nds. 

Mr. PLUMB. Tothe highest bidder for cash, but not to the settler. 

Mr. MAXEY. According to existing law, without specifying the 
size of the tracts, The proposition of the committee is to follow the 
existing law. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am disposed to be exceedingly liberal in rela- 
tion to all the public lands; at the same time it seems to me we 
ought not to adopt anything that will be construed into a dangerous 
precedent. As we have a great many of these reservations, what- 
ever we do in relation to one we ought to do in relation to all when 
all or any portion of them shall be abandoned. It does seem to me 
that there may be men who are living off five or ten miles farther 
from these lands than those who live adjacent, who have clearly just 
as good a right and as much title to come in and have a chance at 
this grab-bag as those who live nearer. I think, therefore, it is safer 
to follow the bill as reported by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair.) The 
3 is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
ae to the amendment reported by the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. OGLESBY. It seems to me that there ought to be no serious 
objection to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 
This, if it is anything in the world, is purely agricultural land. It 
is in a remote portion of the State of Kansas. The policy of this 
Government has for years been, over and over and over in, ex- 
pressed in favor of e eee the remainder of the agricultural 

ublic lands to actual homes settlers. The Government of the 

nited States is not seeking for the future to make money out of the 
public lands, Its policy, better defined than it is upon almost any 
other question of the same magnitude, is that the people of the East 
and West may move upon, occupy, aud improve the N scrape lands, 
That is worth more to this country than money that any land 
will ever bring. 

Here is a military reservation about to be abandoned. It is away 
out West in the State of Kansas, a long distance off, in the midst of 
an agricultural people. Why should not the Senate say that it shall 
be reserved for actual occupation by the homestead settler, rather 
than that ey or I or any Senator or any citizen may have the right 
to go and bid on it and that that amount of money may go into the 
Treasury and the person purchasing it shall afterward hold it to be 
sold to an actual settler at an increased price? So far as the Gov- 
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ernment is concerned, its ends will be absolutely attained by reserv- 
ing the land for homestead settlers, When the actual settler shall 
occupy that land there will be a little strife, there will be a little ani- 
mation about it, but some one will get upon it; and what is more, if 
this reservation shall be specifically Sppropriated for actual settle- 
ment every man who will then settle will be a homestead settler 
who will actually occupy the land; and why? Because those who 
seek to get the favor and fail will see to it that the man who does 

retend to take it shall absolutely take it in good faith. There can 
i no possible cheating about it. There can be no ible benefit 
or gain about it. He will go upon the land, make his filings, take 
the steps under the statute required of the honest settler on the land, 
and the Government can possibly lose nothing by it. It is far better 
to make this disposition of it than any other; far better to say now 
that all the few remaining acres of the public domain that are fit for 
actual cultivation, for agricultural purposes, (for it would astonish 
the Senate as it would astonish the country to know the very limited 
amount of the agricultural lands left under the control and gift of 
the Government, ) shall be reserved for homestead settlers. The lands 
that are agricultural farm lands, fit for agricultural purposes by the 
annual rain-fall, are 7 all gone. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has spoken five minutes. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I suppose no one can have any objection to my 
going on. [“No; go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. e ought not to extend the time. We are delayed 
by it. Ihave not asked to have my time extended, though represent- 
ing the committee. 

. OGLESBY. I think the objection of the Senator from Texas is 
well taken, and I will make no further remark on the subject than 
that I hope the amendment of the Senator from Kansas will prevail. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iconcur with the remarks made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, who has just taken his seat. He 
seems to be very familiar with the correct policy of the Government, 
as it strikes me it should be. 

The value of these lands, we are informed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, will not exceed per acre. Under these circumstances the 
Government cannot lose anything, because the benefit conferred upon 
the Government by the actual settlement upon the lands by such 
settlers will certainly be equivalent to any difference between the min- 
imum price of the public lands and this increase in nominal value. 
The settlers going upon these lands must comply with the terms of 
the homestead law. A residence of five years must ensue upon their 
settlement upon these lands. Now, if they are willing to go there 
and comply with the provisions of that law, it seems to me they should 
have the opportunity of doing so here. If thesé lands were of very 

at value, if they could be sold in market for a very large sum, a 
ifferent question would be presented; but that is not the case. It 
seems to me that the Senator from Kansas has presented an amend- 
ment that should meet with adoption in the Senate. For my own 
part, I concur in the views expressed in favor of the amendment and 
shall support it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I agree with the remarks made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, but I think the amendment ought 
to be amended by adding, after “ homestead,” the words “or pre- 
emption ;” so that a settler can obtain these lands under existing laws 
by pre-emption or homestead. Let a settler take up eighty acres of 
se land under either the pre-emption or the homes law, and do 
not require him to remain there five years provided he prefers to enter 
the land under the pre-emption law. I therefore e that motion 
if it be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not be in order at this time. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, I hope the Senator from Kansas will accept the 
amendment I have suggested. 

Mr. INGALLS. Would it not be better to say “ public land laws 
of the United States?“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire if the general law author- 
uing homestead settlers to pre-empt would not be applicable in this 
case 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I do not know whether it would or not. The 
amendment to the amendment, as I understand it, confines the settler 
to the homestead laws. I desire to change that so that he can take 
the yal under the existing pre-emption or homestead laws, as he 
sees fit. 

Mr PLUMB. While it does not meet the conviction I have as to 
the manner in which public lands should be disposed of, or only par- 
tially, at the same time I am willing to consent to that amendment; 
that is to say, that the land shall be sold for homestead or pre-emption 


u i 
E The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas modifies 
his amendment in that respect. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment as thus modified. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to state that the last precedent made by 
Congress in reference to the disposition of military reservations of 


this character was made in my State, and it was made exactly in the 
direction which the amendment of the Senator from Kansas proposes. 
It was thought to be wise then, with respect to the reservation to 
which I allude, that it should be opened only to actual settlers; and 


so the law was framed in that way. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Kansas if this reservation is remote from a town or con- 
tiguous to a town? 

. PLUMB. It is about four miles from a town of about seven 
hundred people. Mr. President, we are talking about this land out 
there when if anybody had asked the Congress of the United States 
ten years for it, they would have given it to him almost for noth- 
ing. It is simply a section of the country snatched from the desert. 
. PADDOC. The land is undoubtedly comparatively valueless, 
and if it should be sold by the Government to the highest bidder it 
would into the hands of one or more speculators, who might 
hold it for a term of years and out of it make something of a specu- 
lation. The amount the Government would realize from it would 
very poorly compensate the Government for the loss of settlement 
that would surely be secured if the bill should pass in the form pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas. It is actual settlement and devel- 
opment of the country that we want. Whenever a reservation of this 
kind can be disposed of, and through its disposition the actual settle- 
ment of a district of country can be ee Br a tax-paying people 
can be placed there, it is to the interest of the Government and every 
person in the country, wherever he may be located, that it shall be 

one. 


Mr. WADLEIGH. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Mili Affairs, I join in the report made by that committee 
which has been to the Senate. I believed that report to be right, 
and I support it now, and for two reasons. In the first place, it is a 
well-known fact that there are many military reservations, and that 
the land comprised in those reservations has become much more val- 
uable than the land subject to the public land laws of the United 
States. I think that in this case the impression left on my mind by 
what took place in committee was that there were upon this land 
buildings of some considerable value. I know it has been stated to 
the contrary; but my impression was, at the time of making this 
report, that there were upon the land build of considerable value. 

ow, Mr. President, it is unjust that this land, which has become 
much more valuable than land which is now subject to the land laws 
of the United States, should be seized by those who happen to be 
nearest to it, or rather by those who have the means to know quick- 
est what passes in Con of course they are the men who 
can take it, the men who first know that Congress has passed this 
bill and that it has become alaw. I 5 unjust that they should 
have this land to the exclusion of anybody else. And then, in my 
judgment, it is unwise and impolitic to establish in this case a prece- 
dent which will to some extent hereafter bind Congress to give 
the e Gases bai of the United States in the same way that 
the public lands are given, although those reservations have become 
in the course of years while occupied as such immensely more valu- 
able than the other public lands. Ido not believe in this giving a 
ener to those persons who have facilities for knowing What our 
egislation is, and that, it seems to me, is what is asked for in refer- 
ence to this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
who is afraid that somebody will get some advantage out of this, 
and it seems to be the eye-sore generally in regard to this bill, that 
under the existing laws no portion of this land can be taken and no 
right acquired under it until the President of the United States shall 
have issued his proclamation giving ninety days’ notice that the land 
will be open for settlement. There is no snap judgment about it. 
But further, suppos these lands are worth more. They are not in 
poni of fact. I had some papers, which I gave to the Senator from 

exas, but which he has not here at present, from the commissioner 
of the land office of the Kansas Pacific Railroad 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that I left those letters 
in the room; and whatever statement he makes as contained in those 
letters I will me cheerfully. 

Mr. PLUMB. d from the register and receiver of the land office 
of the district where these lands are, showing that there are one hun- 
dred thousand acres of Government land now within the limits of 
the same county unbroken. The value of similar land to this in that 
county varies from two to three dollars an acre. When you get out- 
side of the railroad limits—and the value of lands grows largely out 
of the fact of their being in proximity to railroads—a settler can take 
a guere section of land, but within the railroad limits he can take 
only eighty acres. This being within the railroad limits, a settler 
never can get more than eighty acres. Now,if gentlemen are afraid 
that some poor settler is going to have more land than he onght to 
have, more land than he needs in order to support his family, limit 
it to forty acres; but I say to-day that there is not a military reser- 
vation in the United States that I would not be perfectly willing 
should be cut up and given to actual settlers in some quantity ; if it 
is near to a town give them an acre or five acres; and I say it would 
be the best possible disposition that could be made of them. But 
there is no precedent of that kind that can be established here. 

And by the way, I might call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the fact that the Mili Committee at a later 
meeting authorized me to report, which I did report, a bill placing 
the Fort Fetterman military reservation, then proposed to be aban- 
doned by the Government, in precisely the same category, and the 
bill has passed the Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas proceeds 
by unanimons consent. : 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me we are establishing no precedent 
about it, because Congress all the time is competent to take into con- 
sideration the exceptional cases and govern itself accordingly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 15— 
no quorum oe 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
19, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Allison, Mitchell, Plumb, 
Dain £ ast i Oglesb — 
8. esvy, 
Booth, Kellogg, dock, Saunders. 
Cameron of Wis, M Patterson, 
NAYS—2. 
Cok Johnston, Max 

— Co 5 Kernan, Morrill, 
Beck, Edmun Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Burnside, Garland, M a ee. 

tler, Gordon, McPherson, oorhees, 

of Pa., Harris, Matthews, W. 
ABSENT- 33. 
Anthon Dorsey, How Toller, 
marge 4 Eaton, : . of Flori Thurman, 
Bruce, Fanta Jones of Nevada, bn i 
hristiancy, erry, wood, e, 

8 krell, Grover, McDonald, Windom, 

vis of Hamlin, errimon, ithers. 
Davis of W. Va., Hereford, Randolph, 
Dawes, Hill, Ransom, 

Hoar, Sharon, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment pro} by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PL MB. I desire to offer an amendment providing that this 
land shall be sold only to actual settlers. 

Mr.PADDOCK. [should like to have the bill read as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas is prepar- 
ing au amendment, 

. PLUMB. My amendment is reduced to form. It is to add to 
the amendment of the committee: 

Provided, That no ion of such land shall be sold except to actual settlers, 
and not more than ty acres to any one person. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It strikes me that that would be an alteration 
of the policy which has been pursued by the Government in reference 
to the sale of the eons lands. I do not see how the Interior Depart- 
ment and those charged with the sale of these lands are to determine 
who are actual settlers. There can be no settlers on these lands until 
after the settlement is made. How is the Secretary of the Interior 
or the person charged with the sale of the lands to ascertain whether 
he is making a sale to an actual settler or not? I think it better to 
follow the on policy which has been pursued in reference to the 
sale of public lands, or else not pass the bill at all. We had better 
pass it Just as it is, or else follow the general rule which obtains in 
cases of that character I hope this amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. MAXEY. I trust the amendment now offered may not be 
adopted. So far from improving the theory upon which the commit- 
tee’s amendment is it is in direct opposition to it, it seems to 
me. I cannot understand how there can be an actual settlement on 
this land, outside of the equitable claim which is preserved by the bill, 
by any one excepta ; and thereby you give the wrong-doer 
an advan over the man who has kept away from the public lands. 
It seems to me the only true policy is to pursue the theory laid down 
by the committee’s amendment and put up the land and let it be sold. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the committee. 

A division was called for. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to say that this brings it down to this one 

int, whether we are willing that the actual settler shall have this 

and or not, Of course, if the Senate wants to vote the other way, I 
have nothing to say; but it seems to me, after we have accomplished 
the object of the Senator from Vermont and others who have spoken 
of getting money, we ought at least to be willing the land shall go 
to the actual settlers and not to speculators. . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have been, perhaps, negligent 
about this bill, but I desire to inquire of the Senator from 
whether the bill provides that the land shall be sold at public auction. 

Mr. PLUMB. At public auction, to the highest bidder. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But to actual settlers. I do not 
understand exactly how that can be done. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has been done. The Delaware Indian reserva- 
tion, a large portion of it in my ee was sold precisely in that way 
to settlers only and to the highest bidders. If there is any better way 
of accomplishing it I have no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. How do you propose to ascertain 
whether or not they are actual settlers ? 


Mr. PLUMB. The Secreta’ 
makes the rules necessary for the disposal of the public land. Nolaw 
we pass provides the machinery of doing it; but the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, under the direction of the Secretary of 


of the Interior, as in all other cases, 


the Interior, always applies the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was to. 

755 r Mr. President, I object to the further consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is in time under the 


e. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Do J understand the Chair to say that the objec- 
tion now made by the Senator from Kansas is in time ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the order 
adopted by the Senate to provide that an objection may be made at 
any time. 

. MAXEY. Acting in perfect good faith in this matter, I have 
no feeling on earth about it; but it is entirely clear that the Senate 
is in favor of the report as made by the committee. Now it does seem 


to me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can proceed only by 
unanimous consent, objection having been made to the further con- 
sideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr, OGLESBY. I shall not 8 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Senator from Texas proceeding. 

Mr. MAXEY. It does seem to me, Mr. President, that after we have 
arrived at this period 


Mr. PLUMB. I have objected to the consideration of the bill. I 
do not object to the remarks of the Senator from Texas. I object to 
the farther consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. If we really cannot go on with the bill, I trust the 
Senator from Texas will at once acquiesce. 

Mr. MAXEY. I trust, in view of this style of proceeding, that I 
shall never have another Kansas bill in my charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection having been made, under 
the order of the Senate the bill goes over. The Secretary will report 
the next bill on the Calendar. ` 

Mr. MAXEY. Irise to ask for information, does the objection con- 
tinue the bill until to-morrow, or what is the effect? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The effect is to permit the bill to 
hold its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. M . A man can contest his case until he finds he is going 
to lose it and then object! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That seems to be the construction. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill say to the Senator from Texas that the design 
I have now in 3 to the further consideration of the bill is that 


I wish to Ane another amendment that I am not prepared now to 
ee J think that is the better way of getting at it than to proceed 
rther now. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Texas desires to 
understand the ruling of the Chair, the Chair will read the resolution. 
3 MAXEY. It seems to me so inequitable that I cannot under- 

it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution adopted yesterday 
reads as follows: 


Resolved, That on Wednesda: at one o'clock, the Senate will proceed to 
the consideration of the Calendar, an 


continue such consideration from day to 
ay until the same shall have been gone th; and bills that are not 
0 


ected to shall be taken up in their 8 Senator shall be entitled to 
speak once, and for five minutes oniy, unless, upon motion, the Senate should at 
objec 


any time otherwise order; and the tion may be interposed at any stage of the 
; and this order shall take of 8 orders or 
usiness, 2 otherwise ordered. ee oe ee 

Mr. MAXEY. Butit says “unless the Senate should at any time 
otherwise order.” Now cannot the Senate pass its order upon that 
objection? That is the point I wish to make. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the words “unless 
the Senate should at any time otherwise order” refer to the limita- 
tion as to the length of time that a Senator shall speak, and that the 
words “at any stage of the proceedings” relate simply to the objec- 
tion. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Texas will not consider 
that any discourtesy was intended toward him by the Senator from 
Kansas because of his objection. The bill as it stands, the Senator 
from Kansas knows very well, as every Western Senator knows, would 
be 3 objectionable to his peo le. The desire is that all 
such lands disposed of in this way should be disposed of to actual 
settlers; and I am sure that the only object the Senator from Kansas 
had in interposing an objection was to get a little time in order that 
he might prepare an amendment which should cover the objections 


made by tors on the other side to the plan which he had pre- 
viously pro . Iam very glad myself that the bill does go over, 
because I think that I have in my desk an amendment which can be 


taken from another bill which was passed by the Senate at the last 
Congress which will be satisfactory to both sides of this controversy. 
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I think it is very proper for all parties interested that the bill should 
go over until to-morrow or some subsequent day. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not suppose that any explanation at all would 
be necessary, because my objection was in on line of objec- 
tion made here the last time we were on the Calendar, and which led 
to the discussion about the rule and to the construction which the 
rule has now had put uponit. That bill—I have forgotten what it 
was now—was under consideration, having been discussed time and 
time in, and was then discussed for two or three hours, and then 
objection was interposed and it went over. I could not sup that 
the Senator from Texas could have thought for a moment that I had 
any design of performing any act of discourtesy toward him. I cer- 
tainly had no such intention. This bill interests me, interests the 
people of Kansas, and I desire an opportunity to perfect it. Iam 
certain the Senator from Texas has no personal interest in the bill. 
He is doing his duty, as I am trying to do mine; and, the precedent 
having been established, I did not suppose a word of explanation was 
n , and I should not have offered it at all except for the seem- 
ing misunderstanding which has arisen. 

r. MAXEY. I have only this to say: I have no-feeling on earth 
in this case except to do my duty, which I will do under any state of 
case. I presented the amendment as I was instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to do, and it was concurred in by aray 
member of the committee excepting the Senator from Kansas. 
resisted all the amendments offered by him, because I was instructed 
to report this bill as amended by the committee; and every one of 
his amendments was voted down. The committee’s amendment was 
adopted by the Senate, thereby showing after full and ample discus- 
sion that they believed the committee to be right. Then, when the 
bill was brought to its final passage, for the first time I was informed 
that this technical objection was going to be interposed. Ilike to do 
a man’s work and never child's play; and I cannot yet for the life of 
me see why this Senate should be trifled with through all these stages 
which I have mentioned until finally, when the matter is ready for a 
vote and it is perfectly manifest what the result is going to be, an 
objection is made and the whole work is lost. I do not care to be in 
charge of a bill which is treated in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas ques- 
tion the correctness of the ruling of the Chair under this resolution ? 

Mr. MAXEY. Oh, no, sir. I never question the correctness of a 
ruling, from the fact that I do not pretend to know anything about 


parliamentary rules, only enough to behave myself. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be reported. 


THE BELT RAILROAD. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 320) amenda 
of the act to incorporate the Capitol, North O Street, and Sout. 
Washington Railway Company. 
Mr. MORRILL. I object to that bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over under the rule. 


ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 458) to authorize 
and equip an e. tion to the arctic seas. 

Mr. BARGEN . It is impossible to consider that bill under the 
five-minute rule. For that reason only I ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 720) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to deposit certain funds in the 
United States Treasury in lieu of investment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that go over. The Senator from Missouri who 
is not now here objected to it heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over and the 
next bill on the Calendar will be reported. 


PRESENTS FROM FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 47) authorizing Rear-Admiral John J. Almy, United States Navy, 
to accept a decoration from the King of the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to that and the four following cases on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California objects 
to this case and the four following cases on the Calendar, all of which 
will go over under the rule, and the next succeeding case will be 
reported by the Secretary. 

COLORADO AGRICULTURAL-COLLEGE LANDS. 


The bill (S. No. 398) extending the act of July 2, 1862, entitled “An 
act donating public lands to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechan- 
ical arts,” to the State of Colorado, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, to strike out the third section in the following words: 

Sec. 3. That until the State of Colorado shall have received her full quota of 
lands named in this act, and as heretofore — by law, the public lands in said 
State shall not be subject to entry, sale, or location under any law of the United 
States, or of any scrip or warrants issued in pursuance of any such law, except the 
ony woe act of May 75 ag $ — acts 88 a 1 acts granting 
an re- em ions, ut shall reserved ex ie 
paid State for S patiod of two yours TEA the pamaage of thie ask, seine dca! 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill explained for the 
information of the Senate. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. In 1862 Con passed an act granting to each 
State for establishing an agricultural college thirty thousand acres 
of land, or its equivalent in scrip, for each Senator and member of 
the House from that State. Colorado not being a State in the Union 
at that time, this bill is brought in for the purpose of extending that 
act over the State of Colorado, giving to the State the thirty thousand 
acres of land in accordance with the act of 1862 for each of its Sena- 
tors and for its member of the House. In addition to that, the com- 
mittee that two townships of land should be appropriated for 
teaching the science of mining, as a primary interest of the State of 
Colorado is mining as well as agriculture ; and the committee thought 
that in order to establish a laboratory and provide teachers for the 
purpose of teaching the practical theory of mining, it would be right 
to t to that State two townships of land. 

. EDMUNDS. But the act that set her up gave her all the 
townships that we have given to the other new States, except the 
icultural-coll lands to which, being the first section of this 
bill, I have no objection ; but the act creating the State of Colorado, 
I think, provided for the same amount of school lands and so on that 
are given to the other new States when they come in. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, The act saing Colorado did grant certain 
tracts of land, such as are usual upon the admission of a State. This 
is an innovation upon that, I admit; but the committee thought, and 
I think, that inasmuch as the State of Colorado only gets ninety 
thousand acres of land for agricultural-college purposes, whereas 
other States having several members of Congress get their propor- 
tion for each member, that State ought to be entitled to more land ; 
and as she cannot get it under the act of 1862, it would be no more 
than fair to giani two additional townships. I hope the Senate will 
agree to the bill. 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The only objection I have to the bill is to the 
second section granting seventy-two entire additional sections. The 
reaps that the Senator from 8 that upon is that the 

tate of Colorado is growing. So are the western States; and 
States that got a certain number of sections under the agricultural- 
college act when it was passed and when they took the benefit of it, 
now have a much larger population, many of them, and the principle 
therefore, 2 which this second section rests would extend to all 
those other States, and they would have the same right, this being a 

recedent, tocome in and say “ Now we have grown; give us more 

nd;” and that would disturb the whole theory of the agricultural- 
college act. If this was the only instance that could arise, of course 
it would not be worth while, considering that Colorado is a young 
State, a growing State, a good State, to spend much time in respect 
of her having seventy-two more sections of land; but the ground 
upon which it is put, and put rightly and fairly by the Senator, is 
that she is growing, and that appi ies to Kansas and to Nebraska and 
to O n and in fact to all the States that were young at the time 
the original act was and the original grant took effect, and 
they would see that the only thing necessary to do on the precedent 
of this second section would be to come in at the next session or this 
and say “ Measure up on our increased numbers and give us more 
land.” The consequence would be that all the public lands would be 
gone. It rather strikes me that the misfortune of Colorado’s being 
admitted when it was quite young and small is one that she ought to 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I do not put it wholly on the ground the Senator 
names; but the people of the State of Colorado are largely engaged 
in mining; the Senator from Vermont well knows that we have few 
if any schools for teaching a practical knowledge of mining in this 
country, and the committee thought, and I think that it is time the 
United States gave some encouragement to this great industry in this 
country of mining. The small pittance of two townships of land 
does not a to be so great as should induce the Senate ‘to strike 
it out of this bill, although if the Senate thinks it should not be 
granted I of course shall consent to its being stricken out of the Dill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I must move tostrike out the second sec- 
tion of the bill so that it may undergo further consideration. It will 
not necessarily follow that it may not be done at some future time 
when you take into view the other States as well; but it involvesso 
much in point of principle and reaches so far that I think it better to 
2 the State take her agricultural-college land and let the second sec- 

on go out. 

Mr. PADDOCK, Is that the section which relates to the additional 
donation for metallurgical p 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. move to strike out so much of the 
second section down to and including the word“ metall in line 
9, so as to leave the land to be selected by the governor under the 
agricultural-college part of the bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That will leave it only applicable to the agri- 
3 feature, and leave the metallurgical part unprovided 

or. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly so. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope that amendment will not prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first question will be on the 
Pe a of the Committee on Public Lands, to strike out the third 
section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, to strike out the second 
on to and including the word “metallurgy,” in line 9, which will 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out in section 2 the 
following words: 


That seventy-two additional entire sections of land, not mineral, shall be, and 
are hereby, granted to said State of Colorado for the use and sup of at least one 
State agricultural co in which shall be ht such branches of learning as 
relate to ge pear and the mechanical arts, acing the theory and practice of 
mining and of reducing ores and extracting therefrom the precious metals, and such 
other studies as conduce to a thorough knowledge of mineralogy and metallurgy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rest of the section merely relates to the se- 
lection of the lands ted under the first section. 

A division was called for on the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Evidently we must have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Rather than have a call of the yeas and nays I 
will let the amendment go, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the amend- 
ment is agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I move to strike out the word “ hereinafter,” in 
the seventh line of section 1, and insert the word “ therein,” so as to 
correspond with the Senators amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. In line 9 of section 2, after the word “selected,” 
I move to insert the words “in said State.” I want the land to be 
selected in the State and not have the tin the shape of land-scrip 
to be floated in other States. But perhaps the amendment is unnec- 
essary. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. The bill provides for that. 

Mr. SARGENT. I see further on in the bill that that is guarded 
against. I withdraw the amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill » 3 be engrossed f third reading, read th 

e was o to be en ‘or a thi ing, 0 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHAEFFEE. After the word “Colorado,” in the title, the words 
“and for other pu ” should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will be amended as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Colorado, if there be no objection. 


RECONSIDERATION OF A BILL. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I wish to make a motion for reconsideration. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate indefinitely post- 
poned the bill (S. No. 963) to amend the record of a naval officer, for 
the purpose of putting it on the Calendar. Some evidence has come 
to the notice of some of us since that vote was taken, and we want 
the case sim 1y 7 5 on the Calendar, no action being taken now. 

The PRESI G OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate reconsider the vote by which the bill designated by 
him was indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will now be placed on the 
Calendar. 

AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL, 

Mr. JOHNSTON submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-routes in the sev- 
eral States therein named ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post- , and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive b ess. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and two minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at five o'clock 
and twelve minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 17, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Ami from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announ the of an act (S. No. 927) to authorize the con- 
struction of a railroad from a point at or near Bismarck to the Black 
Hills, in which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced that in the absence of the Vice-President the 
Senate had chosen Hon. THOMAS W. FERRY, a Senator from the State 
of Michigan, President pro tempore of the Senate. 


NATHAN UDELL. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I Mr. Speaker, to a privileged question. I 
wish to move to reconsider the vote by which House pill No. 698, 


nting a pension to Nathan Udell, was laid upon the table. All I 
— 5 is that this pension bill may be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not here, and the Chair will recognize 
the piace from Iowa later in the day when the bill can be 
foun 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I rise for the purpose of moving that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
5 proceed with the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation 

ill 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to move to go to the business upon 
the Speaker's table, but will yield to the gentleman from G. in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has taken a list of gentlemen applying 
to be recognized to ask unanimous consent, and would like to conform 
to that list. 

Mr. REAGAN. I demand the regular order of business. I do not 
see any necessity for the introduction of bills when the committees 
are not allowed to report them back for the action of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move the House go into committee to take up the 
post-office appropriation bill. 

. VAN Ck. Can we not have a morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The only way to reach it is to vote down the 
motion to go into committee. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 85, noes 93. 

Mr. BLOUNT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. Cox of New York 
were appointed. 

5 3 ouse again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes S0, noes 


So the House refused to go into committee. 


L MORNING HOUR. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins at two minutes after 
one O lock, and reports are in order from the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

PROHIBITION OF COINAGE OF TWENTY-CENT SILVER PIECES. 

Mr. BELL, frora the Committee on Banking and Currency, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 85, a bill (H. R. No. 4368) to prohibit 
the coinage of the twenty-cent piece of silver; which was read a first 
and second time, 

The bill, which was read, directs that from and after the passage of 
this act the coinage of the 8 piece of silver by the Govern- 
ment of the United States be prohibited, and all laws in conflict here- 
with are daar arr 

Mr. BE I ask that the bill be now puton its passage, and demand 
the previous question. 

uestion ordered ; 


The previous question was seconded and the main 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed it was accordingly read 
the third time, Sa ee 

Mr. BELL mo to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasea; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POPULAR LOAN. 


Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2906, a bill (H. R. No. 4395 
to provide for the deposit of savings in a popular loan, and to provide 
for funding the national debt in home bonds convertible into cur- 
rency; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


depositor, 0 a order on the Treasury of the United States, which 
ment be in the form fission to wit: = 
The United States are indebted to or order, in the sum of $10, pay- 


able, on demand, in currency, at the post-office in . This order will be re- 
ceived, after five days’ notice, in exchange for the postal savings bonds of the United 
States at the office where issued and stamped, or at the office of the Treasurer or 
of any assistant treasurer, on presentation. 

(Here shall run the date.) 


. 
Treasurer of the United States. 
Register of the Treasury, 
and shall be so devised and engraved as to afford as complete security as possible 
against counterfeiting or imitation, and shall be printed upon paper of the kind and 
quality used for United States notes; and when presented in sums of $10, or any 
multiple of $10, shall be receivable in exchange for bonds of the United States 
of the kind and description hereinafter provided. And any person desiring so to 
do may make deposit, not exceeding $20 in any one day, at any postal money-order 
office, and receive in exchange therefor pastal orders equivalent in amount tosuch 
deposit; and such postal orders shall be transferable upon indorsement of the do- 
positor. And all moneys received into postal money-order offices under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be accounted for by the postmasters at offices, or, on 
ten days’ notice being given, may be refunded to depositors under rules and regu- 
2 to be p by tho of the Treasury and the Postmaster- Gen- 


era 
Sec. 2. The bonds herein provided for shall be called the . postal savings bonds of 
the United States,” and be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, of such 
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form and description, and accompan: coupons, as he shall prescribe, and of the 
denominations of ten, twenty, fifty, Rh a hundred dollars, and shall bear interest 
at the rate of 3.65 per cent. per annum, or one cent on each $100 for each day after its 
issue. And holders of the postal orders provided for in the first section of this 
act shall be enti exchange therefor, at the money-order offices 


to receive, in 
where they were apes haga ofc after five days’ notice, 3.65 per cent. bonds 
herein provided for to the full face value of the postal orders presented for such 


exchange. And said bonds shall also be issued upon application in exchange for 
lawful money or Treasury notes or coin at the Treasury of the United States, or 
at the office of any assistant treasurer or d ted di tary; said 3.65 per 

orders, be exempt from all 
taxation. And said bonds shall be 


‘Treasury Departments. And the i 
for, on presentation at the Treasury of the United States or at the office 
assistant treasurer, shall be exchangeable for notes of the United States, 
with interest computed to the day of presentation. And the postal orders pro- 
vided for in the first section hereof shall be redeemable in currency on presen- 
tation at the offices of the Treasurer of the United States and of the assistant 
treasurers, and at such postal money order offices as the Postmaster-General may 


designate for that p! 
SEC. depositors of moneys under the provisions of the first sec- 


3. The names 
tion of this act shall not be disch nor the amount of their deposit, except to 


the 57 EY officers of the Treasury or Post-Oflice Department. 
Sec. J. All moneys received into the 5 ursuance of this act shall be 
— see exclusively to the redemption of such of the United States as are 
eemable at the pleasure of the United States; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall call in of those that bear the highest rate of interest at the time; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to carne tobo 
e 


postal money orders and gs bonds 

ing, until the whole amount of such special e shall reach the sum of $50,000,000 ; 
which special issue of legal-tender notes shall be used wholly and exclusively in 
— redemption of the Beret savings bonds herein provided for, under such rules 


this act, except as pora 
out of appropriations made by the act of 
tional debt. ADA X 


carry out th visions of this act. And the: 8 5 from 
out the pro s re adeq 
if t and shall seo that the same is 


creased, d d. 
Sec. 6. All acts and parts of acts provisions of this act are 


hereby re 

Mr. CARLISLE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that that 
bill under the rules must have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. What is the 8 point of order ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. That this bill must have its first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole, inasmuch as it involves an appropri- 
ation of money. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. It does not involve an appropriation of money. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It provides for increased expenditure of money 
by the General Government, and necessarily involves an appropria- 
tion now or hereafter. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. To what section does the gentleman refer? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Sections 4 and 5 are amenable to Rule 112, 
which 8 that all proceedings touching appropriations of money 
and all bills making appropriations of money or property shall be 
first discussed in the Committee of the Whole House, Section 5 re- 

uires the payment of money out of an appropriation already made. 

tion 4 requires an appropriation of money ; it directs how money 

that comes into the Treasury shall be appli And section 2is liable 
to the poni of order under Rule 110. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has only read section 5, and thinks that 
is sufficient. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken, and 
decides that this bill must have its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. The Committee on Banking and Currency have 
directed me to report the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. I had intended to have it read when the bill was reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitute for House bill No. 2906 be made the special order 
for May 2 and from day to day until disposed of in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole, not to antagonize reports from the Committee on Appropriations and 


the tariff bill, and that bills of a kindred ci may be offi as amendments 
or substitutes. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would say to, the gentleman from Kan- 
sas that the bill is nowin Committee of the Whole, and that the reso- 
lution ought to conform to that fact. 

Mr. P. IPS. Lask the Clerk to make the necessary modifica- 
tion of the resolution. I desire to state that this bill was matured 
ae two or three months ago by the Committee on Banking and 

urrency. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before the gentleman proceeds further, I wish 
to suggest to him that the last part of the resolution is unn 
that about bills of a kindred character being offered. They Soni 
be in order to be offered under the rules. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Since this bill was.a grod to be reported from the 
committee two other bills or more have offered, and the purpose 


in offering the resolution and getting the special order made is that 
the House may have the privilege of voting upon all those separate 
measures, The committee did not desire to press to a vote this morn- 
ing the bill now presented. It is a subject of very great moment, 
one of general interest, and in its management the utmost fairness 
r 5 for all the bills pending, so as to bring them fairly before 

e House. 

Mr. WADDELL. I hope the resolution offered will be adopted and 
that a day will be fixed for the consideration of all these measures. 
As the House is perhaps aware, in addition to this bill there is a bill 
es Bos be reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
R when it is reached in the call of committees. One has already 
been reported by the Committee of Wa: 
the same subject, and I shall be very g 
tleman from Kansas be adopted. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I agree to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kansas; but I wish to offer one suggestion, or, rather, to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is this order to be subject to prior orders? 

The SPE R. To all prior special orders. 

Mr. WOOD. I ask that the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BURCHARD. it is the intention of the committee to make 
this bill the pending proposition and that all the other propositions 
that have been submitted or shall be submitted shall be subordinate 
to that, I submit that that would not be in accordance with the pre- 
vious order of the House. The House has already made a special 
order on this subject, and if this bill or any other bill were offered as 
an amendment to that special order it could not be objected to, or if 
this measure should be called up there would be no objection to offer- 
ing any proposition germane to it; but I hope the committee do not 
intend to set aside prior orders. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. We do not intend to set aside any prior order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. What order will it interfere with? 

The SPEAKER. gol sess special orders. 

Mr. ROBBINS. A bill reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means on this subject has been made a special order continuing from 
day to day, as I understand. 

he SPEAKER. When that special order is reached, then it will 
be competent to amend the bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I ask the gentleman from Kansas to modify his 
resolution so that if this bill is made the special order it shall not 
antagonize the bills mentioned or any prior special order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would hold that it could not set aside 
any prior special order. But the present occupant of the chair would 
not occupy it in the Committee of the Whole. Therefore the resolu- 


and Means. All bear on 
if the resolution of the gen- 


tion might as well embrace the fact as upon. 
Mr. PHILLIPS, to that, and I ask the previous question 
on the resolution as modified. 


Mr. BURCHARD. It is unnecessary to except the tariff bill. 

Mr.WOOD. Isuggest to the gentleman from Kansas that he except 
any Dyers from the Committee on Appropriations and the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means; otherwise there might be involved a serious 
question whether those reports would not have a prior right to con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, as modified, will be again read, so 
that the House may act understandingly and intelligently. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5 That substitute for House bill No. 2906 be made the special order for 

May 2, and from day to day thereafter until disposed of, in Committee of the Whole 

on the state of the Union, not to antagonize re from the Committee on Appro- 

riations or the tariff bill, nor to interfere with previous special orders, and that 
of a kindred character may be offered as amendments or substitutes, 


Mr. WOOD. I desire to include any reports from the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I do not object to that. 


Mr. EAMES. As a member of this committee and voting against 
this bill in committee and proposing to vote against it in the House, 
who 


I hope that this proposition made by the gentleman from 
has the bill in charge will be to unanimously by the House, 
It gives the opportunity and the only opportunity that I have seen 
on the floor of the House for debate and for amendment. But I am 
very willing indeed, as a member of the committee, though oppos 
to the bill, that it should be submitted to the judgment of the House. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. PHILLIPS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RESERVE FUND OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back, with amendments, the bill Mo R. No. 3831) 
regulating the reserve fund of national banks; and moved that the 


7 be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
nion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 5182 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. HARDENBERGH also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 2740) to amend section 5182 of 
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the Revised Statutes of the United States; and moved that the same 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was to. 


COINAGE OF SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. HARTZELL, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
reported a substitute for House bill No. 3780 a bill (H. R. No. 4396) to 
authorize the deposit of silver bullion, and to issue certificates there- 
for, and asked for the present consideration of the bill, and that the 
same be put upon its at this time. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I reserve points of order upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute will first be read. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


by the Senate and House ives of the United States of 


Be it enacted 
Americain Con, assembled, That — cates of the denominations of $10 
and multiples thereof up to $1,000 may, in the mode herein provided, be exchanged 
by the several mints and assa; San Fran Car- 


adelphia, New York, Denver, Bois“ City, and New Orleans mints and assay offices 
the certificates shall be redeemed at the office of the assistant treasurer at New 


tran: 
first section, to the assistant in New York and 
redemption of the coin certificates aforesaid ; and said coin certificates shall be 
receivable without limit for all dues to the United States. 
Sec. 3. That the coin certificates to be issued under this act shall be redeemed 
on presentation either in silver bars or silver dollars, at the option and conven- 


ience of the 
cause the said certificates au- 


SEC. 4. That the Sec shall 
thorized by this act to be vered to the mints and assay offices 


prepared and d 
aforesaid as a part of the bullion fund, and from which fund deposits shall be 
bapa ge as coin or coin certificates, at the option of the sy eer bse 
Sud. 5. That the fine or standard silver bars authorized to by 
shall be stamped according to their fineness, w t, and value; and the value of 
the silver bars shall be computed according to their coining value in dollars. And 


the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby required to prescribe the necessary regu- 


lations for carrying this act into effect. 


Mr. BEEBE. I make the point of order that that bill must be first 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HARTZELL. I would like the gentleman to state his reasons, 
Mr. BEEBE. It necessitates the expenditure of money and an 
ae riation. 
r. TZELL. Where does it provide for an expenditure of 
money ? 


Mr. BEEBE. In the engraving and issuing of the certificates there 
will be a necessity for an appropriation of money. 

Mr. BURCHARD, I understand the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BEEBE] to make a point of order upon this bill. 

Mr. BEEBE. I do, under Rules 110 and 112. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I think we had better send this bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, that it may receive 
fuller discussion. I would suggest that under that part r the bill 
which provides for the payment of these certificates they must be 
paid out of the Treasury, and under Rule 112 they will require an 
appropriation to be made, or the payment must be made ont of an 
appropriation already made, and therefore it would be subject to a 
point of order. Under Rule 112 “all proceedings touching the ap- 
propriation of money and all bills making appropriations of money 
or property or requiring such eee to be made or authorizin 
the payment out of appropriations already made shall be first disc: 
in a Committee of the Whole House.” 

Then again, under Rule 110, these certificates become a tax or 
3 the le; they are to be pra, they are charged upon 
the Treasury of the United States. The bill also provides for a change 
of the law in to the payment of dues to the United States. 
Lines 10 and 11 of section 2 provide that “ these certificates shall be 
receivable without limit for alldues to the United States.” Itchanges 
the law also, as it now provides for the payment of customs dues, 
which is a charge upon the United States, and the bill would there- 
fore be liable toa point of order under Rule 110. 

Mr. HARTZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe this bill is subject 
to the point of order made by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
Berne) The statement made by my colleague that the bill changes 
the law so far as the payment of customs dues is concerned, I think 
is rather far-fetched. You can pay customs dues to-day with silver 
dollars or with silver bullion, 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. HARTZELL. Well, perhaps not with bullion, but you can with 
silver dollars. And the proposed certificates are based not only upon 
bullion but upon silver coin, and by the terms of the bill are made 
receivable for customs. 

Mr. BURCHARD. That does not make any difference. 

Mr. HARTZELL. I think the same point was made on the silver 
bill and was overruled. 

The SPEAKER. This 


int was not made on the silver bill. 
Mr. EAMES. That bi 


passed under a suspension of the rules, 


Mr. HARTZ ELL. I believe, upon reflection, it was passed under a 
suspension of the rules. 

he SPEAKER. It passed under a suspension of the rules. The 

Chair sustains the point of order. Section 4 of the bill is subject to 


the operation of the rule, and the bill is referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. > 

Mr. HARTZELL. I desire to offer the resolution which I sent to 
the Clerk’s desk, fixing a time for the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. e committee seem to have been advised that 
these bills were subject to the point of order and were prepared with 
resolutions. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The resolution now introduced sustains the 
Speaker’s ruling and shows that the committee expected it. 

Mr. YEATES. I do not think that the committee anticipated the 
point of order. 

The Clerk read Mr. HARTZELL’s resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitute for House bill No. 3780, to authorize the t of 
silver bullion and to issue certificates therefor, be made the special order for the 
9th day of May and from day to day until disposed of in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, not to antagonize re; from the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, nor reports from the Committee of Ways and Means, nor 
previous s) orders. 


Mr. BEEBE. Does this resolution rae that the bill shall be 
considered in Committee of the Whole 

The SPEAKER. The bill isin Committee of the Whole, and the 
resolution could not provide for anything else. 

Mr. BEEBE. Unless it does so provide, my point is that the reso- 
lution is not in order, 
Mr. FRANKLIN. Does this resolution affect the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It has nothing to do with the morning hour. 

Mr. BEEBE. If it be in order, I would suggest an amendment to 
provide that this order shall not interfere with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot interfere with the morning hour, unless 
such is the will of a majority of the House. The majority have at 
all times the right to control the business of the House; and, if they 
so desire, can insist upon the morning hour, as was done this morning. 
The House cannot go into Committee of the Whole so as to cut o 
the morning hour unless such is the will of the ei hes The cau- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. BEEBE] is, however, quite 


proper. 

Mr. BEEBE. If it were provided in the resolution that this busi- 
ness should not interfere with the morning hour, then of course that 
hour would come on, and the matter would not be left to be deter- 
mined on the 9th of May. 

The SPEAKER. The majority, if they wanted the morning hour, 
could refuse to go into Committee of the Whole. The control of the 
majority over the question of priority of business cannot be inter- 
fered with. 

Mr. BEEBE. I merely sought an expression of the majority at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. On the very day named the House ges go into 
Committee of the Whole and yet refuse to take up this bill. 

Mr. FORT. I would like to offer an amendment now to be pending 
when the bill comes up. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in Committee of the Whole. The 
gentleman might have his amendment read now for information: 

Mr. FORT. I desire to have it read. 

Mr. HARTZELL. I will say to my coll e on the committee 
[Mr. Fort] that at the proper time I will yield for him to offer his 
amendment in Committee of the Whole, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARTZELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 3066, a bill (H. R. 
No. EVO erining the time to construct and complete the Northern 
Pacific Railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the public Calendar, and, with the 
accom nying a ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, presented in writing the 
views of a minority of the committee on the bill just reported ; which 
were ordered to be printed with the report of the majority. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. HOUSE, from the same committee, re a bill (H. R. No. 
4398) amendatory of and e eee to the act entitled “An act 
to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company and to aid in the 
construction of its road, and for other pu ” approved March 3, 
1871, and the several acts amendatory thereof and supplementary 
thereto; which was read a first and second time, refe to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the public Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying Be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave that the views of a minority of the com- 
mittee, with an accompanying draft of a bill, be ordered to be printed 
with the report of the majority. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr, MORRISON. Dissenting as a member of the committee from 
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the report of the majority, Lask consent to present my views in writ- 
ing to be printed with the majority report. 
ere being no objection, leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I also ask the privilege of having a minority 
ye printed on the same subject. I will present it during the day. 
I have it not here at present. 

There being no objection, leave was granted accordingly. 

PACIFIC RAILWAY COMMISSION. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the same committee, reported, as 
a substitute for House bills Nos. 3999, 4117, and 4118, a bill Ti. R. No. 
4399) to establish a board of Pacific Railroad commissioners; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the public Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 

ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Would it be in order to move that this bill be 
made a specia order for the 10th of May, not to conflict with appro- 
priation bills or other prior orders ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be competent for the committee to report 
a resolution of that sort. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether he will accept a motion to that effect ? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I will accept a motion of that kind. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Say, then, the 15th of May, not to conflict with 
ae Malk. rh d should go to th 

r. at requires an a riation an e 
Committee of the Whole. 8 R 

The SPEAKER. That is not the point; but the point is this: the 
committee must authorize and report such a resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. In that matter I wish to present the views of the 
minority with the accompanying bill. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be received and ordered to be 
printed. The committee have not made the motion referred to by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman from Massachusetts agrees 


to it. 

The SPEAKER. The committee must authorize it. This is the 
morning hour for the reception of reports from committees and ex- 
traneous motions are not in order. 

AUSTIN-TOPOLOVAMPO PACIFIC ROUTE. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, from the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 112) to survey the Austin-Topo- 
lovampo Pacific route ; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I am directed by the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad to report back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4158) to alter 
and amend the act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862, and also to alter and 
amend the act of Con approved July 2, 1864, in amendment of 
said first-named act. I ask that the bill and report be printed. It 
is the identical bill which has since come from the Senate known as 
the Thurman funding bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I move that the Thurman funding 
bill which comes from the Senate be moved as a substitute for this 

ition, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask consent. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I ask that that substitute be received as an 
amendment and be put upon its p: 

The SPEAKER, That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall object unless I can make a previous report. 

The SPEAKER. There is no difficulty about that bill if the House 
desires to reach it. The morning honr will expire within ten minutes, 
when the motion to go to the business upon the Speaker's table will 
be in order and the Thurman funding bill can then be reached. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Then I move that the bill and report be referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union and ordered 
to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SETTLEMENT OF RAILROAD GRANT LANDS, 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 1230, a bill (H. R. No. 4400) to facil- 
itate the sale and settlement of the public lands granted to aid in the 
construction of railroads and lines of telegraph; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state s the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move the adoption of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitute for House bill No. 1230 be made the special order 
for May 14, after the morning hour, and from day to day until disposed of, to be 
considered by the House as in Committee of the Whole, not to antagonize reports 
from the Committee on Appropriations or the Committee of Ways and Means nor 
with previous special orders. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair suggests the modification that it be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
as that is where the bill has gone. 


Mr. BLAIR. No one has objected to the bill. It provides for no 
J 

he SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill provides for disposition 
of public land. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not in the sense the Speaker imagines. 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has no imagination about it. The 
Chair goes by what is on the face of the bill. The tleman from 
New Hampshire moved the reference of the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the only criticism the Chair 
made was the resolution for the consideration of the bill should be in 
reference to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where the bill has gone, and should not be in the House as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Iam directed by the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad to report the following resolution : 


Resol: That the substitute for House bills 2608, 3999, 4117, and 4118, to estab- 
lish a of Pacific Railroad commissioners, be made the special order for the 
15th of May, not to antagonize reports from the Committee on Appropriations or 
the Committee of Ways and Means or previous special orders. 


Mr. PRICE. What bill is that? 

Mr. HOUSE. What is known as the prorate bill. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is that the action of the committee? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understood the gentleman to report it 
from the committee. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. BRIGHT, from the Committee of Claims, reported back the fol- 
lowing petitions and bills; and the same were severally referred to 
the committees named, not to be brought back on a motion to recon- 
sider. 

The petition of Davis Hatch, of Norwalk, Connecticut, for remuner- 
ation for losses sustained by the wrongful acts and conduct of Gen- 
eral Orville E. Babcock when acting as the authorized agent of the 
Government and of the late Executive with reference to the annex- 
ation of San Domingo—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

The petition of John W. Wright, for reimbursement on account of 
money loaned for the use of the levy court in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 

The bill (H. R. No. 3845) for the relief of Cyrus C. Clark, paymaster 
in the Army—to the Committee on the J 2 

The bill (H. R. No. 3936) for the relief of Elias R. Core—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4199) to compensate Samuel E. Ogden, of the 
steamers Des Arc and Emma No. 2, for carrying the United States 
mail from Memphis, Tennessee, to Devall’s Bluff, Arkansas, and inter- 
mediate places, twice a week, from November 27, 1863, to December 
31, 1864, under peremptory orders of the officer of the United States 
Army then in command at the post of Memphis—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 3757) for the relief of John W. Hickey, of the 
State of Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2004) for the relief of Henry C. Preuss, admin- 
istrator of Constantia Reeves—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The petition of Dr. Mary E. Walker—to the Committee on War 


Claims, 
The petition of Charles A. Folsom, of Chicago, Illinois, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


The petition of James Keenan, for relief—to the Committee on War 


ims, 

The petition of William D. Bibb, for relief to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has the morning hour expired 

The SPEAKER. It has. 


BUSINESS OF EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. MILLS. I wish to make a statement to the House, and to make 
a request for unanimous consent. At the session of the House last 
3 the bills for revolutionary and invalid pensions that were 
on the Calendar were worked off; all of them favorably except two 
or three. The bills reported last night will not be ready to be printed 
and placed on the Calendar before to-morrow night. I now ask nnan- 
imous consent that the session this evening be utilized by taking the 
Private Calendar and considering it as on objection day, that we may 
get rid of a number of bills that have been pending from one Congress 
to another. 

Mr. HANNA. I think that is very fair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
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sent that the session this evening be devoted to the consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar as though on objection day, the effect 
of which would be that a single objection would prevent the consid- 
eration of any bill on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to appeal to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to withdraw his objection. If he will attend the session thi 
evening his objection can defeat any bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Is it understood also that no bills that have already 
been objected to can be considered? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I desire to say that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions do not wish to give up the right the House has accorded 
them; but, owing to the inability of the printers to have the bills 
ready, the evening session to-night would be of hardly any avail. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs to state, on behalf of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Rick. ] that unless the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Texas is agreed to it will be unnecessary to have an 
evening session to-night. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I hope further that the request of the gentle- 
man — Texas will be granted. A single objection will put over 
any bill. 

Mr. THOMPSON. When a bill on the Calendar has been objected 
to by one member, and on a subsequent day by five, would a single 
objection prevent the consideration of that 

The SPEAKER. It would, because to-night is not for considera- 
a The evening session would not be treated as consideration 

ay. 
Mr. FOSTER. Ido not see present my colleague on the Committee 
on Appropriations, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. DurHAM;] 
but he intends, if we can get the legislative appropriation bill up, to 
ask for an evening session to consider that to-night. Ido not see 
him present. 

Mr. DURHAM. I am present. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Do I understand a single objection 
to-night will prevent the consideration of any bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Very well, with that understand- 
ing I withdraw my objection. 

Mir. TOWNSEND, of New York. It was not so understood last 


night. 

The SPEAKER. Because the evening session last night was not 
made objection day as inst pension bills. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I will state that in one single case last night, 
that of Fairly, there had been one objection, and then according to 
the rule it took five. We acted strictly according to the rule in that 


case. 

Mr. THOMPSON. There will be no objection, I think, if the reso- 
lution be put in such a form that there can be no question as to one 
objection being suflicient to prevent the passage of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. No bill on the Private Calendar can be 
to-night under the proposition of the gentleman from Texas if there 
be a single objection thereto. 

Mr. MILLS. But if the bill has been once objected to, then it can 
be passed unless there be five objections. 

Several MEMBERS. No! No! 

Mr. MILLS. Then I withdraw the proposition I made. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I renew the proposition. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is 
recognized. , 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I renew my objection. 

Hoe SPEAKER. It is not necessary. The subject is not before the 
ouse. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to go to business on the Speakers 
table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


BUSINESS FOR EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the objection if it is understood that the 
evening session shall be considered as objection day under the rules; 
that is, that a bill shall be laid aside to be favorably reported unless 
there be one objection when first reached or five objections when 
reached the second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the proposition to be that 
to-night’s session should be devoted to bills on the Private Calendar, 
as if on objection day, and not as if on consideration day. 

Mr. MILLS. That is it ee 

The SPEAKER. Then a single objection as against any bill on 
the Private Calendar to-night will be fatal to its consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. Suppose a bill is reached which has once been ob- 
jected to, does it not then require five objections to prevent its pas- 


ge? 
fhe SPEAKER. The evening session is to be considered as objec- 
tion and not as consideration day. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. On objection day, if a bill has been once ob- 
jected to, then it requires five objections, if again reached, to prevent 
its praan 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I renew my objection unless there 
is a distinct understanding on this subject. 

Several members called for the ar order, 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMMISSION. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
call attention to the disposition of what is known as the pro rata bill 
reported by the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and which I un- 
derstand has been made a special order for the 15th of May. At the 
time when that was proposed I objected to its being done. I under- 
stand that the committee have consulted upon this floor, and that 
with the assent of a majority that order has been made. I am op- 


posed to it. 
The SPEAKER. That was a report made in the morning hour, and 
the morning hour has by. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask if an entry has been made contrary to the un- 
derstanding as announced in the House, and I wish to know whether 
that can be done properly or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the entry on the Journal to 
beread. The gentleman rises, it seems, to a question of privilege, and 
states that something has been done that was not agreed to be done. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Chair pleases, I will state in a few words all 
there is in this matter. I do not rise to make any captious objection 
or to find fault. I wish to know what the right is in this matter. It 
will be recollected that when the bill was reported some gentlemen 
wanted to make it a special order for the 15th of May. I objected to 
that being done. The Chair stated to the House that it could only 
be done by virtue of a resolution reported from the committee itself. 
There was no opportunity for any meeting of the committee and there 
could be no such resolution to. The matter passed, my under- 
standing being that there was no special order made. I learn now 
that by private consultation between members of the committee, to 
which I was not made a party, and by consent thus obtained, the en- 
try has been preg god on the Journal, and the bill has been made a 
special order for N 15. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing has been entered on the Journal that did 
not take pae in the House. If a gentleman in his capacity as a 
member of his committee rises and states that the resolution he pre- 
sents is offered by the direction of the committee, the Chair cannot 
dispute his word. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to know if the Journal shows that any 
such statement was made by any member of the committee. I would 
like to have the Joùrnal read. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal shows that the resolution, which will 
now be read, was reported from the committee and agreed to by the 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the substitute for House bill No. 3999 be made a special order for 
the 15th of May, not to antagonize reports from the Committee on Appropriations 
and the Committee of Ways and Means and previous s orders. 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Journal show! 

The SPEAKER. It shows that it was reported from the committee 
and adopted by the House. 

Mr. BLAIR. I state as a matter of fact that it was done without 
my knowledge, and every member of the committee knew of my 
presence and of my Ges e e I did not hear anything that trans- 
pired in open House of that description whatever, and I was paying 
close attention. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts stated, if the 
Chair recollects aright, that the resolution was offered by the direc- 
tion of the committee, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I did. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reaffirms that statement, and the 
Chair has nothing to do with the matter farther. : 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. By the ey of the committee, 
obtained upon the floor of the House, I offered the resolution. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire was consulted, and declined to con- 
cur with the other members of the committee, but a majority of the 
committee authorized the report. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say in reply to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that the committee was consulted, and that 
I was consulted as a member of the committee; that all that occurred 
as a matter of fact was this: I stood in my place waiting to offer a 
report, and the 33 from Massachusetts desired me not to ob- 
ject to this bill being made a special order on the 15th of May. I did 
not withdraw my objection, and no suggestion was made to me of 
any consultation with other members of the committee or of any 
action of the committee at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with the subject 
beyond his duty to submit the motion. 

r. BLAIR. How could a committee sit during the session of the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. That is for the committee to determine. No point 
of order was raised by any one. 

MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (S. No. 655) to incorporate the Cheyenne and Black Hills 
Railroad and Telegraph Company. 

The message further announced thaf the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 


reques S 
——— (the House of Representatives concurring,) That the President of the 
Senate and the Saker ot tho House of Representatives be, and they are hereby, 
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directed to adjourn their ve Houses without on Monday, June 10, A. 
D. 1878, at ones o'clock = ss: f 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Iwould ask the House to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution just received from the Senate providing for 
a ae sine die. 

© SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. EILL. I was recognized just now by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] had 
been previously recognized before the gentleman from New p- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR] rose. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I move that we proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution which has just come from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to proceed to business 
on the Speaker’s table, as made by the gentleman from New York, 


[ Mr. Cox. 

Mr. WH of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
hele og the business to be transacted by the House at the session to- 
night 

SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer that question, be- 
cause he is K e that there will not be ready to-night any further 
business of the character for which the night session was appointed. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. BEEBE. I rise to a parliam 2 — ag SE The resolution 
referred to by the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] hav- 
ing been received from the Senate, does it not go the Speaker's table, 
and is not the only way to reach it by the motion of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Cox ?] 

The SP. R. There cannot be two motions pending at the 
158 oon} The Chair has recognized the gentleman from New York, 

r. Cox. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I presume that if we go to the Speaker’s table the 
adjournment resolution may be reached. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend until order is re- 


stored. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] moves 
ti er House proceed to the consideration of business on the Speak- 
er’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NEILL. I now move to take up the adjournment resolution 
which has come from the Senate. z 

The SPEAKER. The business on the Speakers table will be pro- 
ceeded with in order under the rule. 

GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, WALLABOUT BAY, NEW YORK, 

The first business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Act- 
ing Secretary of the Navy, inclosing a copy of the report of the com- 
mission appointed under the act of Congress approved February 26, 
1877, entitled “An act to provide for the sale or exchange of a certain 

8 land in Wallabout Bay, State of New York, to the city of 
rooklyn. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I move that this communication be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER. next business in order under the rule is Sen- 
ate bills with House amendments ; but there are no bills of that char- 
acter on the table. The next order is House bills with Senate amend- 
ments. 

THOMAS W. COLLIER. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the amendments of 
8 to the bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. 

ollier. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

Strike out 81.088. 25 and insert" $938.72,” so as to read: That the sum of $938.72 
eee Thomas W. Collier, postmaster at Coshockton, Ohio, for postage- 
8i 

Strike out the words “ postage-stamp fund.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move that the amendments of the Senate be 
concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

W. O. SNYDER. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. Snyder, 
of Illinois. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Strike out four hundred and fifty-one” and insert “three hundred and eighty- 
one," so as to read: “and the further sum of $38! on 8 account, being the 
5 „ and stamped envelopes burned by the destruction of his 

ce by * 


Strike out the words and funds of the United States stolen.” 


Mr. CARLISLE. I move that these amendments be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. CARLISLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI. 


The next business on the S er’s table was the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. 

he amendments were read, as follows: 

Strike out in lines 11, 12, and 13, the words“ release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or assess said site, „ thereon, during the time 
the United tes shall be or remain the owner thereof; and insert the following: 

Cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time 


„56 t the 
administration of the criminal laws of said State, and the service of any civil pro- 
cesses therein. 

Add the following as a new section: 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, riated out 
of any money in the not otherwise appropriated, to be and expended 


Treasu 
toward the construction of said building. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I move that the House concur in these amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRANKLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS SINE DIE. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a concurrent resolu- 
tion from the Senate ; which was read, as follows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
April 17, 1878. 
Resolved, ( ives concurring,) That the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives and they are hereby, 
directed to adjourn without day on Monday, Jnne 10, 1878, 


Mr. WOOD and Mr. O'NEILL addressed the Chair. 
woe SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from New 

or! 

Mr. WOOD. Under Rule 54, I move the reference of this resolution 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. NEILL. As an amendment to the gentleman’s motion, I 
move that the House now proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion, and on that I call the previous question. 

Mr. WOOD. On my motion I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The sense of the House can be tested very read- 
ily. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] moves that the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate just read be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and on that motion he demands the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I rose to move (and I presumed the Chair would 

ize me) that the House proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman who repre- 
sents the committee usually having charge of this subject. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I presume to be able to say that the business of this 
country can be finished in Con by the 10th of June in spite of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means or the Sneaker of this 
88 os the chairman of any committee of the House. [Cries of 
„Order 

Mr. C. ISLE. Under the rules of the House the vote must first 
be taken on the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER, Undoubtedly. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Iclaim that I rose in my seat and the Speaker 
reco; me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may have risen in his seat, but 
there are proprieties in legislative bodies which must not be forgot- 
ten, and the Chair has only conformed to them in recognizing the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I consider the > rast rest with me as much as 
with any other member of the House, whether the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means or any other. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair conforms to the uniform parliamentary 

ractice in recognizing the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
eans to have ge of this subject and to make the motion he has 
made. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I hope, then, the motion will be voted down. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand for the previous 
question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 105. 

So the previous question was seconded. 
Mr, WHITE, of Pennsylvania, demanded tellers, and 

Mr. KILLINGER demanded the yeas and nays on ordering the main 
question, but subsequently withdrew the demands. 

The main question was ordered to be now put. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, and Mr. INGER demanded 
the yeas and nays. ¢ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WOOD. I ask the Speaker to state to the House on what it is 
the House is now called to vote. 

The SPEAKER. It is on the motion to refer the concurrent reso- 
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lution from the Senate providing for adjournment sine die on the 10th 
of June to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. WOOD. Under Rule 54. 

Mr. KILLINGER. If this is voted down, the question will then 
recur on the resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I desire the Speaker to state to the House if the mo- 
tion to refer is voted down that the House then proceeds to vote on 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the members of the House understand 
the practice. 

Mr. O'NEILL. The members of the House understand a great deal, 
but the Speaker understands more; and if he can give notice to the 
House for the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, he 
can give it at my request. I give it, if he does not, that if the motion 
to refer is voted down the —e then comes up on adopting the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate. 

Mr. WOOD. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry, and it 
is this: whether, if this House concur in the resolution of adjourn- 
ment sine die, it can subsequently rescind its action, and whether, on 
the contrary, it does not put the House in the hands of the Senate. 

The SP The Chair declines to instruct the House in this 


respect. 
Mr. MCMAHON. I wish gentlemen to understand that is the fact. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
107, nays 139, not voting 45; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Acklen, Dor Hewitt, G. W. Robbins, 
Banning, Dutta, Hooker, Robertson, 
Bell, Eickho: House, Scales, 
Bicknell, Elam, Han Schleicher, 
Blackburn, Ellis, Jones, James T. Singleton, 
Blount, Evins, John H. Kenna, S, 
Boone, Ewing, i Smith, William E. 
2 Felton, Knapp, Southard, 
Bright, Forne; Knott, Springer, 
Burchard, Ula, Landers, Steele, 
Cabell, Garth, Ligon, Stenger, 
Caldwell, John W. Gause, Maish, Swann, 
Candler, Gibson, Manning, Throc 
Cannon, Giddings, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Glover, McKenzie, er, 
halm > McMahon, Vance, 
lark Gunter, Mills, Waddell, 
Clarke of Kentucky, een Money, Whi 
Cobb, rris, Morgan, Wigginton, 
Cook, Harris, John T. orti. Wi A. S. 
Co Muldrow, Wil James 
Cox, Samuel S. Hartridge, Maller, Willis, Albert S. 
Cravens, Hartzell Phillips, n, 
A opener Sue 
enry, es, 
Davidson, Herbert, Rice, Americus V. Young. 
Hewitt, Abram S. Riddle, 
NAYS—139. 
ley, Denison, Keightley, Rice, William W. 
Bakes John H. Dicke Kelle ý Robinson, G. D. 
Baker, William H. Daunnell, Ketel Robinson, M. S. 
Dwight, Killinger, Ross, 
— Eames, Lapham, Ryan, 
Beebe, hbo 8 oe Lindsey, — — 
vans, James Lorin ballenberger, 
Bliss’ F T j 33 Smalls, 
0! e, 
Bouck, Foster, Mackey, Smith, A. Herr 
Brewer, 8 Marsh, ‘ks, 
Bridges, Fuller, McCook, 
Briggs, Gardner, McKinley, Stewart, 
Bro Garfield, Metcalfe, Stone, Joseph C. 
Bundy, Hale, Mitchell, rait, 
Hanna, Monroe, m 
Hardenbergh, Morse, Thornburgh, 
Camp, Harmer, Norcross, Townsend, Amos 
Campbell, Harris, Benj. W. Oliver, Townsend, M. I. 
Caswe Hart, O'Neill, cy, 
Chitten Haskell, rton, Van Vorhes, 
C Nes, ©, Wath, 
Clark, Rush Hendee, n, G. W. Wals 
Clymer, Henderson, Peddi Watson, 
e, iscock, Phel White, 
Hubbell, Po Williams, Andrew 
4 Hungerford, P: Williams, C. G. 
Cox, Jacob D. Hunter, Powers, Williams, Jere N. 
8 po, + Ittner, ss Wills 8 Richard 
Zumminga, ames, Benj. A. 
Cutler, Jones, John S. Rainey, Willits, 
orgensen, Randolph, Wren, 
Davis, Joyce, Reed, Wright. 
„ er, Reilly, 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Aiken, W. Mayham, Stone, John W. 
Aldrich, Clark, Alvah A. M wan, pton, 
A Davis, Joseph J N Townshend, R. W. 
Baco 2 'atterson, T. M. eeder, 
Bland, Ellsworth, Potions — 
an 
Boyd, Quinn, 75 ` 
tano, Hazelton, berts, Welch, 
Brogden, Henkle, Sayler, White, Michael D. 
Buc. 3 Humphrey, ton, 
Burdick, Jones, Frank N 
Butler, Lockwood, Stephens, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. ELtswortu.] If he were here, I would 
ical “ay.” My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is confined to his room by 
sickness. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam paired with Mr. STONE, of Michigan. A 

Mr. COVERT. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. MAY- 
HAM, is paired with the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. HUMPHREY. 
Iam advised that if Mr. MayHam was present he would vote “ay.” 
I am not instructed as to how Mr. HUMPHREY would vote if present. 
I desire also to announce that my colleague, Mr. VEEDER, is detained 
at his home by serious illness. 

Mr. YOUNG. My colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, is absent by leave of 
the House. On all political questions he is paired with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. FREEMAN. I do not know how either 
of them would vote on this question. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. My colleague, Mr. PRIDEMORE, is de- 
tained from the House by the severe illness of his wife. 

Mr. CALKINS. I am paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. If 
he were present, I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. LATHROP. My colleague, Mr. ALDRICH, is paired with Mr. 


EN. 

Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague, Mr. BURDICK, is paired with Mr. 
BENEDICT. If Mr. BURDICK were here he would vote “no.” 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I am paired with Mr. WHITE, of 
Indiana. If he were presos, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HAZELTON. I am paired: with Mr. SHELLEY. If he were 
present, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. WARD. On all political questions I am paired with Mr. AIKEN, 
of South Carolina. 

Mr. CALKINS. Qn consultation with the New Jersey delegation I 
desire to vote. I vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WOOD. I move to postpone the consideration of the resolu- 
tion till the third Monday of May. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to postpone the consideration of the sub- 
ject till this day week. 

Mr. WOOD. Very well; I will offer my n as an amend- 
ment to that of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Referring to the word “ proprieties,” used by the 
Speaker a few moments ago when I was suming as I sup S 
to hold the floor, (for I considered I had it,) I think the S er is 
bound to recognize me; and I desire to move the previous question 
on concurrence in the resolution of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct Rule 42 to be read. 

The Clerk read Rule 42, as follows: 


When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to adjourn, to 
lie on the ta for the previous question, to postpone to a day certain, to commit 
or amend, to postpone indefinitely; which se motions shall have 
in the CC 
tain, to commit, fyb aan ane ind tely, being decided, shall be again allowed on 
the same day and at same stage of the bill or proposition. 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair directs also to be read a paragraph from 
page 277 of the Manual. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


5 shall be in this form: “Shall the main question be now 
put?” It shall only be admitted when demanded by a majority of the members pres- 
ent; and its effect shall be to put an end to all debate, 6 member re- 
porting the measure under consideration may close the d ournal, 1, 31, p. 
1056—and the praya 3 since,) and to bring the House to a direct vote 
upon a motion to commit, if such motion shall have been made ; and if this motion 
does not prevail, then upon amendments reported by a committee, if any; then 
u pending amendments, and 2 the main 8 But its only effect. 
if'a motion to postpone is ponding, s be to brin e House to a vote upon such 
motion. Whenever the House shall refuse to o the main question, the con- 
sideration of the subject shall be resumed as though no motion for the previous 
been made, IT. 
thereto, and cause the question to be put thereon ; and this shall 
Sc spare any further amendment or debate upon the bill. 
not be in order after the previous question is seconded, unless it shall ap- 


pear, upon an actual count by the Speaker, that no quorum is present.— Rule 132. 


Skat SPEAKER. The Clerk will read another paragraph from the 
nual. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The previous question is exhausted by an affirmative vote on a motion to refer, 
reconsiderati 


and upon a tion of said vote the question stands divested of the previ- 
ous question. 


The SPEAKER. The practice of the House is that if the affirm- 
ative vote had prevailed, then the question would have been divested 
of the previous question. But the affirmative vote not having pre- 
vailed, then the question is not divested of the previous question ; the 
previous question is still operating and the question is on concur- 
rence. 

Mr. WOOD. Is it in order to move to postpone ? 

Many Members. Regular order! 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to ask the Chair whether a motion to post- 


- | pone the consideration of the Senate resolution is in order? 


Mr. O'NEILL. I call the gentleman to order. 
The SPEAKER. In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
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New York the Chair thinks that such a motion would not be in order. in, Garfield, Marsh, Sapp, 
When a motion has been made to refer and the previous question park, Rush Hamilton, — 5 Shallenberger, 
ordered thereon, and then the affirmative failed, the previous ques- | Coie, ms eee Metealfer’ jon 
tion runs to the resolution. Collins, Harmer, Mitchell, Smith, A. Herr 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move to lay the whole subject on the table. Conger, Harris, Benj.W. Monroe, Sparks, 
Mr. THOMPSON. I call for the regular order. Sr 00d D 1 ona ie 
Mr. WRIGHT. I move to reconsider. Cox, Samuel . prem Olin a Stone, Joseph ©. 
The SPEAKER. Reconsider what? Crapo, Hendee, O'Neill, Strait, i 
Mr. WRIGHT. To reconsider the vote just taken; and upon that | Crittenden, Henderson, Overton, Thompson, 
I wish to say something. gun Hewitt, Abram S. Patterson, G. W. 8 
The SPEAKER. e eee from Pennsylvania moves to re- . Hook $ Phelps Townsend, ML 
consider the vote just taken. Did the gentleman vote with the ma- | Davis, Horace Hubbell, Phillips, Turney, 
Jons y TIR I did Deni — eaten 9 POA! Yan Vorhes, 
r. x id. ' 
gME GARFIELD. And I move to lay the motion to reconsider on Douglas, ame Pee Walsh, 
e table. Durham, Jorgensen, Pugh, Watson, 
Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is Li, re Dwight, Joyce, ey, Welch, 
Mr. WRIGHT. Iam not right, if you say so, [Langhter 3 2 ree gga Wii Ae 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. WRIGHT] | Evans, I. Newton Kelley, 45 Reilly, Williams, C. G. 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to refer the | Evans, James L. Killinger, Rice, William W. Williams, Richard 
resolution and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] moves to | Finley, Spor Robbins, Willits, 
lay that motion on the table. 8 2 Robinson, G. T cng 
Mr. CARLISLE. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and na; „ Lindsey, Wright. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is it in order to move to postpone the consi ler, Ryan, 
tion of the wane er 7 5 5 Lu Sampson, 
Many members ‘or the regular order. 
Mr. SPRINGER. „This is the regular order. D 
The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to lay on the table the 4cklen, e e ha 8 
motion to reconsider, Aldri Dickey, May ham, Stove, John W. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is it not in order to move to postpone the consid- | 4 Eden, McGowan, * Swann, 
eration of the whole subject! Bacon, Ellsworth, Moapa; satt, 
The SPEAKER. Not while the question is pending to lay on the | Hand,“ Pe ni Sehen e 
table tho motion to reconsider. Bega; Hazelton, Paterson, T. MI. Walken 
Mr. CLYMER. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. If the motion | Brentano, Henkle, otter, Warner, 
to lay on the table prevails, does it y e whole subject with it? | B Herbert, Pridemore, White, Michael D. 
The SPEAKER. It merely carries the motion to reconsider, and Burdick, e NR n, Willis — 
clinches the vote by which the House refused on the motion of the | Butler, spews John S. Sayler, oung. . 
gentleman from New York to refer. Caldwell, W. T. Ketcham, Sexton, 
The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there | Clark, Alvah A. Kimmel, Shelley, 
were ayes 62; a sufficient number. So the Honse refused to adjourn. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. R During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 
Mr. BEEBE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. If this] Mr, BREWER. My colleague, Mr. STONE, is paired with Mr. ROB- 


motion prevails, will the question recur on the proposition to concur 
in the resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the House 
do now adjourn. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. That motion has just been made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. SPRINGER. ] 

The question being taken on Mr, SPRINGER’S motion, the Speaker 
announced that in the opinion of the Chair the “noes” had it. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. The 
pending proposition being to fix the day of adjournment, does not 
that take precedence of a motion to adjourn ! 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is always in order. Under 
Rule 42 it takes precedence of all other motions. 

Mr. SPRINGE This concurrent resolution is to fix the day of 
the adjournment of Congress, not of this House. 

The SPEAKER. Not of this House; it is for the joint action of 
the two Houses. 
ae SPRINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 

ourn. 
‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 87, nays 146, not 


voting 58; as follows: 
YEAS—87. 
Banning, Elam, House, Ro 
1, Ellis, Hunton, pence taoe, 
Bicknell, Evins, John I. Jones, James T, Schleicher, 
Blackburn, Ewing, Kenna, Singleton, 
Blount, ‘elton, PP, Slemons, 
Boone, Forney, Knott, Smith, William E. 
Bright, Garth, Macks Seu! 
rig a ackey, teele, 
Cabell, Gause, Malah”. Stenger, 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, Manning, Throckmorton, 
Candler, Giddings, artin, Tucker, 
Carlisle, Glover, McKenzie, Turner, 
Chalmers, Goode, Me Mahon, Vance, 
Clark of Missouri, Gunter, Mills, Waddell, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Harris, Henry R. Money, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Harris, John T. Mo Wigginton, 
Cook, Harri: Muldrow, Wil s, A. S. 
Cravens, Hartrid Muller, Will Jere N. 
Culberson, Hartze Willis, Albert S. 
Davidson, Hatcher, Reagan, Wood, 
Dibrell Henry, Rice, Americus V. Yeates. 
Eickhoff, Hooker, Riddle, 
NAYS—146. 
Bagley, Beebe, Brid Calkins, 
Baker, John H. Bisbee, Briges,” Cam 
Baker, William H. Blair, Browne, Campbell, 
ou, Bundy, Cannon, 
Boue Bure Caswe 
Bayne, Brewer, Cain, Chit 


ERTS, of Maryland. If here, my colleague would vote “ no“ and Mr. 
RoBERTS would vote “ ay.” 
1 LATHROP. I desire to state that Mr. ALDRICH is paired with 


r. EDEN. 
Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to state that Mr. BURDICK is paired with 
Mr. BENEDICT. If here, Mr. BURDICK would vote“ no.” 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I desire to announce that I am 
paired with Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 

Mr. POUND. I desire to state that Mr. HAZELTON is paired with 
Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama. 

Mr. MAISH. I am requested by Mr. ACKLEN, of Louisiana, to an- 
nounce that he is paired with Mr, THORNBURGH, on this question. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. No; he is paired with me on concurring in 
the resolution of the Senate, but on no other question. 
ank MAISH. I only make the announcement that I was requested 


make. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam paired with Mr. ELLSWORTH, 
My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is detained from the House by sickness. 
If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I am paired with Mr. YOUNG. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I move that when the House adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. BEEBE. The previous question has been ordered and I make 
the point of order that no further motion to adjourn is in order. 
Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes, it is. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question does not cut off motions to 


ourn. 
r. PRICE. Is it not true that two dilatory motions cannot be 
made, and this is evidently a dilatory motion. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Iowa point to the rule 
that says Soe on that subject after the previous question has 
been ordered ? 9 

Mr. PRICE. Ido not know that I can find the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will be kind enough 
to read Rule 44 and he will recollect the rulings which were made in 
the Forty-third Congress. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Oh, let them go on if they want to delay busi- 


ness. 
Mr. EWING. I call for the yeas and nays upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. CLARK.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 10, nays 222, not 
voting 59; as follows: 


YEAS—10. 
Candler, Elam, Gunter, Southard. 
k, Franklin, Hooker, 
Eickhoff, Goode, uller, 
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3 erke Grams Em goth tan £ 
Bagley, Dicke Keightley, Robinson, G. D. 0 0 cKy, n, ott, t 
Baker William II. Dougie, elley, * Robinson, M. S. bb, Giddings, Ligon, Springer, 
Ballou, Dunn enna, Ross, ook, Glover, Lynde, Steele, 
Banks, Ketcham, Ryan, Cravens, e, Maint, Stenger, 
ng, Dwight, Killinger, Sampson, Crittenden, Gunter, g. Stephens, 
Bayne, Eames, el, Sap Culberson, H R. Martin, Throckmorton, 
be, Ellis, — Seales, Harris John T. McKenzie, Tucker, 
k a E ET Shallenber Dibrell, Hart, i pie 
Bic E n len 
Babes Breas James L. pes erin oa é Dickey, Hartrid Money, Waddell, 
Blackburn, Evins, John H. Lathrop, Sinnickson, Hartze Morgan, Whitthorne, 
lair, Ewing, Ligon, Slemons, Du Hatcher, Morrison, Wigginton, 
Felton, Lindsey, Smalls, Elam, Henry, Muldrow, Williams, A. S. 
Blount, Finley, Loring Smith, A. Herr Ellis, Herbert, Muller, Williams, James 
Forney, Luttrell, Smith. Wiliam E. | Evins, John H. Hewitt, Abram S. Rea, Williams, Jero N. 
Bouck, Fort, Mackey, Sparks, Ewing, Hewitt, G. W. Reagan, Willis, S. 
Bragg, Foster, Manning, Sp ; Felton, Hooker, Rice, Americus V. Wilson, 
Brewer, Frye, Marsh, Starin, Finley, House, Riddle, Wood, 
Bridges, Gardner, M: Steelo, Forney, Jones, James T. Robbins, Yeates. 
Bri Garth, MoCoo Stephens, Franklin, Kenna, 
Busy Elben Mokint — Pasoh 0 r ily 
undy, Kinley, ne, 
Baroks Giddings, McMahon, NAYS—I28. 
Cabell, e, Metcalfe, Thompson, Aldrich, Cutler, Joyce, Robinson, M. S. 
Cain, Hamilton, ills, Thornburgh, Bagley, Eifer. 
Caldwell, John W. Hanna, Mitchell, Throckmorton, Baker, John H. Davis, Horace Keightley, Ryan, 
Calkins, Hardenbergh, Money, Townsend, Amos Baker, W. ng, ley, Sap) 
Camp, Harmer, Monroe, Townsend, Martin I. | Ballou, nger, Shalien 
pbell, Harris, Morgan, Tucker, Banks, Dun Landers, Sinnickson, 
Cannon, Harris, Henry R. Morrison, Turney, Bayne, Dwight, Lap! Slemons, 
Carlisle, Harris, John T. Morse, Vance, Beebe, Eames, Lathrop, Smalls, 
Casw Harrison, Muldrow, Van Vorhes, Bisbee, tt, Lindsey, Smith, A. Herr 
Chitten Hart, No Waddell, Blair, Evans, I. Newton Loring Sparks, 
Clafli Hartri Oliver, Wai Bliss, Evans, James L. Lut Starin, 
Clark, Rush O'Neill, Walsh, Brewer, Fort, Mackey, Stewart, 
Clark of Missouri, Haskell, Overton, Ward, Bridges, A Stone, Joseph C. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hatcher, Watson, Bri Gardner, McCook, Strait, 
Clymer, Hayes, P: G.W. Welch, Bright, Garficld, Metcalfe, Thom 
Cobb, Hendee, Patterson, T. M. White, Browne, ee itchell, Thornburg 
Col Henderson, Peddie, Whitthorne, Bundy, Hamilton, Monroe, Tow Amos 
Col Henry, Phel Wi ton, Bure Hanna, Norcross, T ML 
Conger, erbert, Phi W A Hardenbergh, Tony, 
Covert, Hewitt, Abram S. Pollard, Williams, Andrew | Cal Harmer, Patterson, G. W. Van Vorhes, 
Cox, Jacob D. Howitt, G. W. Pound, Williams, C. G. Cam Harria; Banj W. Phelps Wai 
V Powers, Williams, James Camp Hask Phillips, Wals 
Crittenden, House, Price, Williams, Jere N. Cann. Hayes, Pollard, Ward, 
Culberson, Hubbel * Pugh, Williams Richard Caswell Hondos, aie s% 
Cummings, un ney, illi son, 
Cutler, Hunter, Randolph, Willis, Clark, Rush iscock, Price, Williams, Andrew 
Danford, Hunton, Willits, Cole, Hubbe Batoe; Wiliams, C. G. 
Davidson, Ittner, Wilson, Conger, Hunge Randolph, Williams, Richard 
Davis, Horace James, ‘ood, Covert, Hunter, Reed, Willis, Benj. A. 
Dean, Jones, James T. y, Wren, Cox, Jacob D. Ittner, Reilly, Willits, 
Deering, Joi Rice, William W. Yeates. Crapo, James, Rice, Wren, 
Denison, Joyce, Riddle, Cummings, Jorgensen, Robinson, G. D. Wright. 
DERON Cale ie 3 NOT VOTING—65. : 
OTING—59. Acklen, Uins, Mayham, Sayler, 
Acklen, Caldwell, W. P. Jones, Frank Sexton, Aiken, Cox, Samuel S. Mobows:, Schleicher, 
Aike. Chalmers, Jones, John 8. Shelley, Atkins, Davis, Joseph J. McKinley, Sex 
Aldri Clark, Alvah A. Lock w. Stenger, , Eden, orse, Shelley, 
Atkins, Cox, Samuel S. Lynde, Stone, John W. Benedict, EFickho Neal, Stone, J ; 
Crapo, Majah. Swann, Bland, Ellswo: Oliver, 8 
Baker, John H. Davis, Joseph J. Maybam, Tipton, Boyd, O'Neill, Tipto 
nedict, Eden, McGowan, Townshend, R. W. Brentano, arse rton, To R. W. 
Bland, Ellsworth, Neal, Turner, B en, Fuller, Patterson, T M. Veeder, 
yd, man, Potter, Veeder, Backner, Hazelton, Peddie, Walker, 
Brentano, Fuller, Pridemore, Walker, Burdick, Henkle, Potter, Warner, 
len, Garfield, Warner, Butler, umphrey, Pridemore, Welch, 
Browne, Glover, ericus V. White, Michael D. Caldwell, John W. Hunton, Pugh, White, Michael D. 
Buckner, Hazelton, Roberts, right, Caldwell, W. P. ones, Frank Quins, Young. 
Burdic Henkle, Robertson, Young. Claflin, Jones, John S. berts, 
Butlor, A Sayler, Clark, Alvah A. Kete bertson, 
Clymer, Lockw: Sampson, 


So the motion that when the 

on Friday next was not 
During the roll-call the 
Mr. RO 


eee adjourns to-day it be to meet 


following announcements were made: 


BERTS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Michigan, 


Mr. STONE. 


Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I am paired with the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, Mr. YouNG. Were he present, I should vote “ no.“ 


Mr. LATHROP. My colleague, Mr. ALDRICH, is paired with my 

A. POUND. My league, Mr. Ha is paired with th 
r. . co e, Mr. HAZELTON, is pai wi e gen- 

tleman from 8 Mr. SHELLEY. S 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Michigan, Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

The result of the vote was anounced as above stated. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Imove that the House now adjourn. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the motion, there were— 
ayes 86, noes 99. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. FRANKLIN, and Mr. WHITE of Penn- 
sylvania, were appointed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, Tellers have been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the yeas and nays takes precedence 
of the vote by tellers. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 98, nays 128, not 
voting 65; as follows: 


YEAS—98. 
Banning, Blackburn, Bo Candler, 
Bell, Blount, Bre Carlisle’ 
Bicknell, Boone, Chalmers, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. C WELL, of Kentucky. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Iowa, Mr. SAMPSON. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Michigan, Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

Mr. HUNTON. On all questions arising during to-day’s session I 
am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Frrx. 

PRICE. ot o e, Mr. BURDICK, is paired with the gen- 

tleman from New York, Mr. BENEDICT. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. POUND. My 8 Mr. HAZELTON, is paired with the 
gentleman from Alabama, Mr. SHELLEY. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. DURHAM. I rise to make a NE a report, [Cries of 
Re order.“! Gentlemen will find, I think, that this is the 


Tagua order. 
. PAGE. Mr. Speaker, are we not operating now under the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. DURHAM. Gentlemen will discover that I have the right to 


make this report at any time. 
Mr. PAGE. Not when we are operating under the previous ques- 


tion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Speaker BLAINE decided that the report of a con- 
ference committee was so highly privile; 
ber from the floor, and would even 


adjourn. 


that it could take a mem- 
precedence of a motion to 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the Manual on this 
subject. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


The report of a committee of conference is, under the practice of the House, so 

manly privileged that it has been held to be in order even pending a motion for a 
lof the House.—Journal, 1, 31, 1590. 

Under the practice, reports of ‘erence committees are received at any time, 

AOSA or to BOATA over; ead tke tie inotion te ge te tar BOSAN i AADS wey 
or 5 
2 A ANAE who is on the floor speaking. = =i 

Mr. O'NEILL. This does not affect the motions already made? 

The SPEAKER. It does not affect the status at all. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania seems to be under a misapprehension. The 
concurrent resolution of the Senate is before the House because of the 
motion made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to go to 
business upon the Speaker’s table, and when the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate was reached the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Woop] moved to refer it to the Committee of Ways and Means, on 
which the previous question was seconded and the main question 
ordered. If the motion had prevailed to refer, the previous question 
would have been exhausted under the practice of the House. But the 
affirmative vote did not prevail, and the effect has been to keep the 
concurrent resolution before the House under the operation of the 
previous question. The Senate concurrent resolution was reached by 
reason of the motion of the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Cox, ] 
and being before the House for consideration the motion to refer was 
made in order under rule. 

Mr. O'NEILL. The Chair stated that some time ago and I under- 
stand it thoroughly. I am notseeking any special credit for attempt- 
ing to bring the House to a vote on the resolution for an adjournment 
of this session of Con at as early a day as possible, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the gentleman is 
seeking, but he merely states the fact. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. O’NEILL. I do not care whether the gentleman from New 
York gets the credit for having brought the House to a vote on this 
question or I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman entitled 
by rs to be in ch of this matter, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. While the previous question is 
operating is a conference report in order? 

The SPEAKER. The highest privileged motion is the motion to 
adjourn, and it has been repeatedly asserted that a conference report 
can interrupt a motion to adjourn, can interrupt a motion to adjourn 
for a day, can interrupt a member who is occupying the floor. The 
status of this question is not disarranged by this interruption. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is no doubt about the correctness of the 
decision of the Chair, but we are still where we were after the con- 
ference report has been dis; of. 

The SP. ER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. DURHAM. I ask for the reading of the 8 a 

Mr. CONGER. Is a conference report of higher privilege than 


going to the business upon the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly it is of higher privile The House 
is now disposing of the business upon the Speaker’s table and that is 
the way the Senate concurrent resolution came up for consideration. 
It is the practice under the rule of the House and under the joint 
rules. 


TEMPORARY CLERKS, ETC. 
Mr. DURHAM. I now ask for the reading of the conference re- 


port. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House, No. 3102, authorizing the Sec- 
re of the Treasury to employ tem clerks and making an appropriation 
for the same; also making approp: ons for detecting ng ore on the public 
lands and for bringing in 5 public lands in certain States, and for other 


having met, after full and free have agreed to recommend and 
— recommend 15 their vo Houses as follows 1 


That the House recede from its disagreement to amendments numbered 1 and 4. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment numbered 2, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of $20,000 insert 
$6,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its 


insert $1,000; and the Senate 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 5, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of “ $15,000," in lines 4 
and 5 of said amendment, insert $7,500 ;” and in lieu of 5,000, line 7, insert 
“$7,500 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the committee are unable to agree upon the amendments numbered 7 and 8. 
M. J. DURHAM, 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
J. H. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
5 WINDOM, 


JAMES B. BEC) 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr.DURHAM. Mr. S er, if the House will give me its attention 
I believe I can explain this matter so every member will understand 


it. I hope members will send for the bill and have it before them. 
Mr. GARFIELD. Is it the deficiency bill? 


Mr. DURHAM. It is the bill to employ sopore clerks and to 
protect the timber lands of the Government. The House will bear in 
mind the original bill provided for the employment of twenty tem- 
porary clerks and appropriated for that pur $6,500. The Senate 
amended it by striking out the per diem allowed these temporary 
clerks and gavo unlimited authority to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to employ clerks and appropriated $20,000 thereon. The conference 
committee agreed to strike out the per diem for reasons which I will 
state in a moment and the Senate agreed to yield to the original ap- 
Ha ages and fix it at $6,500. That is the first amendment. 

The next amendment was an item placed on the bill by the Senate 
appropriating $2,000 for a deficiency for care of horses, feeding the 
same, &. conference committee compromised upon ‘that and 
made it $1,000. 

The next item was an amendment put on by the Senate appropri- 
ating $2,000 for gas, &. After this amendment was put on i the 
Senate, it is due to our committee to say that on its behalf I went to 
the Le pea’ A Department and found that this appropriation was really 
needed, and the House conferees agreed to that amendment. 

The next amendment was to what was known as the timber part 
of this bill. The original bill appropriated $20,000 for the purpose 
of protecting timber lands, to er with other pore specified in 
that section of the bill. The House will bear in mind that the Senate 
only appropriated $5,000 for the e of timber lands, and ap- 
propriated the other $15,000 for the other purposes spoken of in that 
section of the bill. As this 3 was recommended or asked 
for some time in the month of January, the conference committee be- 
lieve that $15,000 was all that was n for the balance of the 
year, and we compromised by putting $7,500 for the purpose of pro- 
3 timber and 87,500 for the other objects specitied in that sec- 
tion of the bill, thus reducing the original amount appropriated by 
this House $5,000. 

The next amendment put on by the Senate was adopted by this 
House. It is amendment number 6. 

The seventh amendment put on by the Senate reads as follows: 


For salaries and ses of collectors of internal revenue, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, $40,000. 


The eighth amendment was: 
For railway mail agents and postal clerks, $20,000. 


Upon these two items the conference committee could not make an 
compromise at all. But it is right to say that if the forty-thousand- 
dollar item in regard to the special collectors could have been agreed 
upon by the conference committee a compromise could have been 
reached so far as the postal clerks are concerned. I will leave it to 
my friend from Georgia, [Mr. BLount,] who was on that committee 
and who understands that postal matter, to make a statement in 

ard to that to the House. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to consume the time of the House 
very long; but I want to place the conference committee of the House, 
and the House itself, in a right attitude before the country; because 
I do not believe that one of the gentlemen on that conference com- 
mittee from the Senate did your committee justice or did this House 
justice. I will mention nonames. But I have a right to refer to the 
record as to what was said and done. One of those conferees said, 
in making this report to the Senate : 


hron the whole, the bill outside of the last item giving clerks to carry on the 
Pension Bureau was $1,500 less than it was as it came from the Honse in the first 
place, leaving out the items we disagreed about; so that there has been no extrav- 
agance on the part of the Senate. 


I say, Mr. Speaker, that while my friend at the other end of the 
Capitol did not intend to be incorrect, yet he was so. As I stated a 
moment ago, the Senate has ratified that report as made to the Senate, 
and I have a right to speak of it because it is a matter of history and 
on the public records of the country. The report shows the Senate 
yielded 813,500 

Mr. BANKS. I rise to a question of order. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the 8 er to the question of order whether the gentleman 
from Kentucky who presents the conference report has a right, as he 
claims, to speak of the proceedings in the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BANKS. And to carry it so far as to involve, perhaps, a ques- 
tion of vaag in regard to what was said? 

Mr. DU. . I beg the gentleman’s pardon. This is not a ques- 
tion of veracity. It is just a mistake, as I said. 

Mr. BANKS. Then I withdraw that. 

Mr. DURHAM. I hope you will. 

Mr. BANKS. Iso understood the gentleman; but I insist on the 
eee as to the right of a member to refer to proceedings in the 

nate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the gentleman is thoroughly justified in 
the reference he is making, because the whole report shows that the 
Senate conferees recited what passed between them and the House 
conferees. 

Mr. BANKS. There must be some other way of reachingit. Itis 
not competent for a member to reply to anything said in the Senate 
on that subject. 

Mr. DURHAM. I might say there was nobody to reply in the 
Senate to this, either. The gentlemen who acted on that conference 


; 
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committee on behalf of the Senate undertook to say they were as 
economical as this House, and I say the record does not bear out 
that statement. And if we have no right to reply here to what was 
said, I think it is fair that the conferees on the part of the House 
shall be heard upon this question and upon the statements of the 
gentlemen which have gone into the public prints. They have set 
the precedent, and that is all I ask to do. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I submit that we cannot 

Mr. DURHAM. Furthermore, before the gentleman responds I 
desire to say that I am standing here by the dignity of this House. 
And I stand by it because they approved of this legislation which 
we made here in the first instance, and until I am voted down by 
this House, whose o I am, I will stand up and defend its honor 
and its integrity. That is what I will do, and I hope I will not go 
beyond parliamentary limits either when I undertake to do it. 

Mr. BANKS. I did not rise to question the propriety of the argu- 
ment of the gentleman on the 1 assumed by the committee of 
conference at all. Iam perfectly willing to stand by the House com- 
mittee, and I only raise the question as to the right of the gentleman 
to refer to the ede in the Senate. The Chair will see that there 
never would be an end to itif each House discussed what had taken 
place in the other. 

The SPEAKER. There has always been a difficulty on this sub- 
qot between the two Houses and very often there have been evasions 

y which those matters desired to be spoken of which have occurred 
in the respective Houses have been brought before the respective 
Houses. The Chair desires to have read what he has marked upon 
page 213 of the Manual. 

he Clerk read as follows: 


It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub- 
ject in the other House, or the particular votes or majority on it there; because the 
opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, not to be influenced 
by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might beget reflections lead- 
ing to a misunderstanding between the two Houses. 


Mr. DURHAM. If I am not permitted to respond to what is pub- 
lished in the RECORD by experienced men at the other end of the 
Capitol then I will proceed in my own way and I hope I shall not go 
beyond the bounds of propriety. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair never stated that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had gone beyond the bounds of propriety; the Chair only 
had read from the Manual what has been the practice in these matters. 

Mr. DURHAM. Well, I will get at the argument without even 
rerne i the RECORD at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I sympathize entirely with the gentleman from 
Kentucky in his desire to set the conference committee and himself 
right, for I know so well the necessity a man is under under such cir- 
cumstances to justify the action of himself and his associates on the 
committee of conference; but it may always be done by declaring 
what the committee of conference did and what he and his associates 
contended for in the committee of conference, and by saying what 
was refused by the conferees on the part of the Senate. That is a 

lain matter that he can speak of, but the proceedings of the other 
Body we cannot, with propriety, refer to because if would beget a 
right on . to reply to our 1 8 0 and if we once get to 
that we 17 7 5 ai into a jangle of debate between the two bodies. 

Mr. DURHAM. I am yey much obliged to the gentleman from 
Ohio for his suggestion, for I always listen to my friend with respect, 
because he served so long upon this committee and has 
many committees of conference. But I was only doing that which 
the conferees on the part of the Senate have done. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If a bad example has been set in the one House 
the Gigni of this House does not require that we should follow it. 

Mr. DURHAM. I was governed by precedents set for me by older 
and wiser heads than mine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been alleged, and has got into print, that 
the Senate is equally as economical as this House. I undertake to say 
that the records of the proceedings of the two Houses do not bear out 
that assertion, for the bill under consideration will show that the Seu- 
ate has tacked on, in addition to the appropriation of the House, 
$13,500 on the first item; they put on $2,000 on the second item; they 
put on $2,000 on the third item ; they put on $40,000 on the fourth item ; 
they put on $20,000 on the fifth item; they put on $11,768 for clerks 
in Surgeon-General’s Office; and it is not true in point of fact that 
the Senate has been as economical as the House upon questions of 
this sort. That is all I desire to say upon that question. 

Now, I hope that the House will adopt this conference report and 
send us back to consider the items contained in the seventh and eighth 
amendments of the Senate, the seventh being $40,000 for salaries and 
expenses of collectors of internal revenue and the eighth for railway 
mail agenta and postal clerks. And I ask the House to bear with me 
while I discuss these two propositions. So far as the assistant col- 
lectors are concerned, I want to say this: that I am not for the “moon- 
shiners.” It has gone into the 1 prints that it is a controversy 
between the “ moonshiners” and the regular distillers. Irepresent a 
district that is largely interested in distilling. I represent a district, I 
am sorry to say, in which moonshining is done to some extent, and I 
will never protect a“ moonshiner” if I know it. But I will never 
pos into the hands of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue $100,000, 

I can help it, for the purpose of sending out his agents and spies all 
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over the country to entrap men whom he supposes have been guilty 
of illicit distilling. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that last 
year there was appropriated for the present fiscal year $1,800,000 for 
collectors; at the extra session and at other times $42,000 have been 
appropriated, making $1,842,000 for collectors. This is ample for 
the period of one year for all the regular collectors throughout the 
United States. 4 

Mr. FOSTER, - I think the gentleman is mistaken. I do not under- 
stand that this House has appropriated a deficiency of $42,000 for 
collectors. We have appropriated some money for special agents 
which 1577252 7 to another appropriation. 

Mr. DURHAM. Now, may I inquire what this $40,000 is asked for ? 

Mr. FOSTER. For collectors, 

Mr. DURHAM. No, sir; for special agents. 

Mr. FOSTER. No, sir; for collectors. 

Mr. DURHAM. To show that the Senate conferees have misunder- 
stood this whole question from beginning to end and that my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. FOSTER] does not understand it, I will read 
what the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says: 


I desire to call your egg se to the two items recommended to be 
appropriated for deficiencies in the in -revenue service, namely, $40,000 on ac- 
count of ‘salaries aud expenses of collectors,” and $150,000 on account of salaries 
and expenses of agents, surveyors, gaugers,” &c. 


Now, mark what the Commissioner says further: 


The allowances for collectors that have been recommended for your approval 
have not created and will not create a deficiency in the approp on, but the 
needs of the service are so urgent that I deem it for the best interests of the Gov- 
ernment that this appropriation of $40,000 should be made. 


Now, what is this appropriation intended for? 


It is intended, mainly, for the purpose of suppressing frauds in the manufacture 
and sale of spirits and tobacco, z ae s 


That is just exactly what I said. It is not for regular collectors; 
the Commissioner does not place the matter upon that ground; he 
says it is mainly for the purpose of detecting the illicit manufact- 
ure of whisky and tobacco. 

Mr. HANNA. Does the gentleman take the position that those 
frauds ought not to be detected f 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not. But we have already given in this bill 
all that has been asked for that 3 „000 - and I want to say 
that I consented to give this much very reluctantly, because I be- 
lieved that the Commissioner would have had sufficient for the pur- 

ose without this appropriation. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment f 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think it important that this question should be 
understood. Either the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] is 
mistaken, or a large number of other intelligent gentlemen are mis- 
taken. Now, the yds ber IOR of $40,000 asked for by the Commis- 
sioner is for collectors; but he tells us in the communication which 
the gentleman has read that there is no deficiency, nor will there be 
any, but that if we give him this $40,000 the service of the collectors 
throughout the country will be very much improved. 

There is another Ly on for special agents—for the detection 
and punishment of frauds. That is a different p entirely, and 
for that we have made appropriations heretofore. Then there is still 
another appropriation, 8 and storekeepers. For that the 
Commissioner asks $150,000, and he says that he has no control of 
that, and we must make up that N But the $40,000 to 
which the pear, refers is for collectors. 

Mr. DURHAM. My friend will have an opportunity to make a 
speech after a while. 

Mr. FOSTER. I know the gentleman does not want to misinform 
the House. 

Mr. DURHAM. I donot. I am informing the House correctly; 
and I will show that the gentleman does not understand the question. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let me finish my statement. 

Mr. DURHAM. Why, this bill says that it is a deficiency of $40,000 
for this year; and the gentleman has just told this House that the 
Commissioner says there is no deficiency and will not be any. 

Mr. FOSTER. Isay the Commissioner has said, Give me the $40,000 
and I will serve you a great deal better than if you do not give it to 
me; but if you do not give it, I will make no deficiency; I will run 
the service without it.” 

Mr. DURHAM. I say that this appropriation is for detective pur- 
poses. I prove this not only by the recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner dated October 31, 1877, but also by a dispatch, which I will 
read, dated April 10, 1878. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman has confused three appropriations 
which are entirely distinct. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam very sorry I cannot beat this thing into my 
friend’s head. [Laughter.] I hope he will just sit still till I read 
this dispatch ; and if he then says he does not understand it, I will 
ask the Speaker to summon a jury on his case and see what they will 
do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FOSTER. I will call that Senate jury to act on the gentle- 
man’s case. 

Mr. DURHAM. I wish I could have a chance at that Senate jury. 
[Laughter.] Now, in addition to the recommendation of the Com- 
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missioner of the Internal Revenue made on the 3ist of October, I 
read this dispatch, which has been published in the RECORD: 

Wasurncton, D. C., April 10, 1878. 
To Hon. WILLIAM WINDOM, 


* — af ation as to the necessity of ppropri- 
In reply to your dispatch asking inform as 0 an a 
sine oF $10,000 for eatlectons, &o— 


Ah, it is this &c.” that does the mischief. My friend said this 
was for collectors. Now we have this “ &c.” brought in— 
I have to say that the present appropriation is virtually exhausted. 

Where is the deficiency? Why, it is just as the Commissioner said, 
there is no deficiency, and there should be none. Yet the Senate tacks 
on as an amendment to this bill an appropriation of $40,000 and calls 
it a “deficiency.” Now let us read a little further. 


Mr. FOSTER rose. 
[Laughter.] I will not yield 


Mr. DURHAM. I cannot yield now. 
now. 

sent a riation is virtually exhausted, no more of it being available 
3 deputy 93 z 

He gets that in it now. Where is that? Was there any “&c?” 
Were there not deputy collectors in that? Now let us So | a little 
further— 
for enforcement of the laws against those engaged in illicit manufacture of spirits 
and tobacco. 

Clearly a detective farce. You cannot make anything else out of 
it. Now, mark what he says: “ The necessity for increasing the reg- 
ular force for the pu named is urgent and 1 ell, what 
does that say? Is it for a force y in the field ? Not a bit of it; 
but for increasing the force. For what? For red ted collectors, &. 
What is &. forf To support afew of those gentlemen who are run- 
ning around through the country at night pouncing upon innocent 
men and dragging them before the United States courts and robbin 
them of their property and then turning them loose. That is wha’ 
it is for. It is not for the lar collectors, as I contend. 

Why, sir, that dispatch is dated only the 10th day of April. I want 
to show you a little piece of law which I do not suspect the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue has ever seen. He has not only expended 
$1,842,000 upon this part of the service, but you by solemn act—and 
my friend from Ohio was on that committee and helped to enact it— 
did what? The Secretary of the Treasury was directed for this pres- 
ent year to reduce the expenses of that Department 5 per cent., but 
instead of that if you appropriate this $40,000 to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue you l increase it 5 per cent. rather than reduce 
it 5 per cent. What does the law of the last Congress say? After 
making this appropriation of $1,800,000 for collectors of the internal 
revenue this House said and the whole Congress said: 


districts, and to equalize the same, and to reduce the aggregate of such allowances 
not less than 5 per cent. of the amount of the same. 

I undertake to say when the House will look into this thing, instead 
of reducing that expense 5 per cent., if you appropriate $40,000 
you will increase it 5 per cent. 

Mr. FOSTER. What is the date of that law? 

Mr. DURHAM. The last appropriation bill. I refer to Page 11 of 
that identical bill which my friend from the State of Ohio helped to 
pass in this House last winter. It is under the heading of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, 

Mr. Speaker, I believe I have said about all I desire to say. I will 
add that what has been published as to economy in regard to mat- 
ters of this sort is not borne out by the facts. While I do not intend 
to disparage the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and believe he 
is a clever man, I believe he is like the head of many of these Depart- 
ments—indeed like the whole of them—the more you give him the 
more he 5 ever looking to what may be the consequence 
or how it may be expended, provided only certain paua can be kept 
in employment. I say both sides of this House—I do not claim it for 
this any more than the other—I say so far as I have had the charge 
generally of these appropriation bills that side of the House has come 
to my assistance like this; but I do say you ought not to put it in 
the power of these gentlemen to expend one dollar beyond what you 
ap ay pkey for them. ` 

1 you will bear in mind that at the end of the report made on 
the 31st of October last he said there would be a deficiency and he 
asked for this appropriation at that time, but on the 10th of Aprilhe 
still says that fund is not out but nearly exhausted! I think itholds 
out longer than any fund I ever heard of in my life. He asked for a 
deficiency October 31, 1877, and then run it upon nothing until the 
10th of April and then admits he had still some in the Treasury, “but 
that it is nearly exhausted!” If he could hold out from the 31st of 


October, 1877, down to April 10, 1878, on nothing and besides put | Cobb, 


something into the Treasury, I ask you to compel him to run on to 
the 30th of June next and not give him a dollar. That is right. It 
is as plain a proposition as the nose on a man’s face. It is parad 
before the country. It is claimed that the Senate is as economical 
as the House. I hope I have a right to say that. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is a democratic authority. 

Mr. DURHAM. Oh, politics are always running in my friend’s 
head. Now, let us talk about business. t is what we should do. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have tried to explain this term of $40,000. 
I aè there is not a dollar of a deficiency, and you will place a false- 
h span your record if you vote that there is a deficiency there 
when the head of this Department tells you that that appropriation 
is now about exhausted. I undertake to say that we have already 
ag 830,000 for this purpose and they do not need another 
single dollar, But, as I remarked a little while ago, it is like the 
leech. Itis “Give!” “Give!” “Give!” That is what it is. And I do 
insist that this House ought to put down the brakes on this extrava- 
gance, because ya cannot denominate it in any other way than that 
it is a species of extravagance that this House and the whole country 
must necessarily condemn. 

In regard to the postal clerks, I give way to my colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Georgia, itr. BLounT,] to explain 
that. He understands it better than 1 do. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly I will. Whatever this House will say 
I will submit to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I hope not. 

The question being taken on Mr. REAGAN’s motion, there were 
ayes 99, noes 91. 

Mr. CAMP. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. I understand an 
order was passed for the purpose of having the evening session to- 
night. (Cries of “ Regular order! “J 

The SPEAKER. The question the gentleman from Illinois desires 
to ask may be a proper one. The Chair would like to hear it. 

Me. SPRINGE I understand there was an order made to havea 
2 pe session. I wish to know what effect this motion to adjourn, if 
it is carried, will have upon that order. 

The SPEAKER. It will vacate it, of course. 

Mr. BEEBE. I rise to make a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BEEBE. If the motion to adjourn should prevail, will this 
come up as unfinished business to-morrow morning t 

The SPEAKER. Which? 

Mr. BEEBE. The conference report and the Senate resolution. 

The SPEAKER. There will come up as unfinished business first 
the conference report and then the resolution in regard to the sine die 
adjournment. 

. BEEBE. The two matters will come up in their order? 

Mn LUTTRELL. 1 desire to mak li in 

3 esire to make a parliamen 8 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ani ois pats 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I understand the Chair to state that if the House 
should now adjourn there will come up as unfinished business to- 
morrow first the conference report and then the question of the sine 
die adjournment. Then, I ask, what is the use of taking a vote on 

ourning by yeas and nays? 
e SP. R. The Chair is unable to answer that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Lask gentlemen to withdraw the demand for 
the yeas and TS [Cries of “ Regular order!“ 

Mr. LUTT. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The ees being taken, the motion to reconsider was a; to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the demand for the yeas 
and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The question being put, there were, ayes 51. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 


yeas and nays were ordered. 
The 3 was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 96, not 
voting 86; as follows: 
YEAS—109. 
Bam Don, House, es, 
— Dur Jones, J. T. Schleicher, 
BOR Elam, Kenna, Singleton, 
Ellis, Kimmel, Slem 
Bliss, Evins, John H. Knapp, Sou 
Bloun Felton, Knott, Sparks, 
Boone, Finley, Land Springer, 
Bouck, Forney, Ligon, Steele, 
B A Fort, Lynde, Stenger, 
Bright, Franklin, key, Throckmorton, 
Bu Garth, à Tucker, 
Cabell, Ganse, Manning, Turner, 
Candi. Giddings, in, Turney, 
Carlisle, Glover, McKenzie, Vance, 
C Goode, McMahon, Waddell, 
Clark of Gunter, ills, Walsh, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hamilton, Money, Whitthorne, 
bb, Hardenbergh, Wigginton, 
Collins, Harris, Henry R. Mularow, Williams, A. 8. 
Cook, Harris, John T. Muller, Williams, James 
Covert, Harrison, Phillips, Williams, Jere N, 
Cravens, Hart, Wilson, 
Crittenden, Hartzell, Reilly, Wood, 
Culberson, Hatcher, Rice, Americus V. Wright, 
Davidson, Henry, Riddle, Yeates, 
z Herbert, Robbins, 
Dibrell, Hewitt, Abram S. Ross, 
Dickey, Hewitt, G. W. Sayler, 
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NAYS—96. 
Aldrich, Cummings, 
Baker, John H. Cutler, dsey, . bene, 
Baker, W. Davis, Horace Luttrell, Sinnickson, 
Ballou, Dun: arsh, Smalls, 
Banks, Dwight, McCook, Smith, A. Herr 
Bayne, Eames, cKinley, 8 
Bisbee, Errett, etcalfe, Stewart, 
Blair, Evans, I. Newton Mitchell, Stone, Joseph C. 
Laca Gardner, 3 Ra t 
ges, Garfi: orcross, om 
Hale, Oliver, Thorn! 
Bundy, Hanna, ON eil, Townsend, Amos 
Galkin: Harris B. W. Pa G. W. Tan Vorhees 2235 
S, is. tterson, an 
8 Haskell. Peddi Wai 
Campbell, Hiscock, Pol W. 
Caswell, Hungerford, Powers, Wa 
Clafiin, Hunter, Price, Whi 
Clark, Ittner, Pagh, W. Andrew 
Clymer, James, Reed, Willi C. G. 
le, Keifer, Rice, William W. Williams, Richard 
J 5 Keightley, Robinson, G. D. illis, Benj. A. 
Cox, Jacob D. Ketcham, binson, M. S. S. Willits, 
Crapo, Lapham, Ryan, Wren. 
NOT VOTING—86, 
Acklen, Davis, Joseph J. Hun Randolph, 
Aiken, g. Jones, 
Atkins, Jones, John S. Roberts, 
Backes Eickhoff, 5 5 
gley, ickho oye, pson, 
Bonedict, Ellsworth, Kelley, Sexton, 
Bicknell, Evans, James L. er, Shelley, 
Bland, Ewing, Lockwood, th, E 
Boyd, Foster, Loring, Stephens, 
Brentano, Freeman, . Stone, John W. 
Brogden, M wan, 
Browne, Fuller, M Tipton, 
Buckner, Gi Morse, Townshend, R. W. 
Burd Hartridge, Neal, Veeder, 
Butler, Hayes, Page, Walker, 
Caldwell, John W. Hazel Patterson, T. M. ‘Warner, 
Caldwell, W. P. Hendee, Phelps, Welch, 
Cannon, Henderson Potter, White, Michael D 
Chittenden, Henkle, Pound, Willis, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hooker, Pridemore, Young. 
Cox, Samuel S. Hubbell. Quinn, 
Danford, umphrey, A 
So the motion was agreed to. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 
ae keegan I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. STONE, 
of Michigan. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. WILLIS, 
is paired with Mr. DEERING, of Iowa. I desire also to announce that 
my colleague, Mr. CALDWELL, is paired with Mr. Sampson, of Iowa. 

r. HARTRIDGE. I desire to state that I am paired upon the 
question of adjournment with Mr. HENDEE. 

Mr. REA. I desire to announce that Iam paired with Mr. HUM- 
PHREY, of Wisconsin. If he were present, I should vote “ay” and Mr. 
HUMPHREY would vote “no.” 

Mr. EWING. I desire to state that Iam paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Foster. 

Mr. O’NEILL, I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. FREEMAN, 
is paired with Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, If my colleague were 
here, be would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I desire to state that Mr. YOUNG is neces- 
sarily detained from the House, and upon all votes taken to-day I 
am paired with him. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam perya with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, upon 
a 8 questions. Not regarding this as a political question, I 

ave voted. 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to announce that I am paired with Mr. HOOKER. 

Mr. JORGENSEN, I desire to say that I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr. PRIDEMORE, 

Mr. RIDDLE. I have been requested to announce that Mr. Mor- 
RISON is paired with Mr. DANFORD. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to state that Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, is 
paired with Mr. CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. BURDICK, 
is paired with Mr. BENEDICT. 

r. ALDRICH. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, is paired with Mr. BICKNELL, 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills had examined and found truly 
. enrolled a bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

A bill (S. No. 1080) authorizing the issue of passports free to col- 
ored citizens going to Brazil. 

The result of the vote was then annonnced as above stated, 

And accordingly (at five o’clock and fifty minutes p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 
By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the New York Association of 


Mexican war veterans, indorsing the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in passing the bill placing General Shields upon the retired 
list of the Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE: The petition of 385 citizens of Randolph 
County, Indiana, for an amendment to the Constitution as a substi- 
tute for the first amendment thereto that will effect a total separa- 
tion of Church and State—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Greenfield, Penn- 
sylvania, for the extension of the national credit to aid in the con- 
struction of a great northern line of railroad to the Pacific Ocean, and 
the guarantee of interest upon the bonds of the company, protected 
by a first mo and lien upon the road and its revenues—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of Robert Jackson, of Clarksville, 
Arkansas, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, against the 3 of the bill porine 
for the erection of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of workingmen of Niles, Ohio 
against the passage of the pending tariff bill—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAUSE : The petition of John T. Oates, for compensation 
for property taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HENDERSON : Resolutions of the Patent-Office Bar Asso- 
ciation, of Washington, District of Columbia, relative to the dispo- 
sition of appeal cases, as provided for in House Resolution No. 3615— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of citizens of Syracuse, New 
r: 1 the reduction of the tariff to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Truxton, New York, for the amend- 
ment of the ion laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HU. N: The petition of Maria C. Fitzhugh and Ann C. 
Carroll, trustees of Daniel Carroll, for relief from assessments levied 
by District of Columbia officials—to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY : The petitions of 150 citizens of Stark County, 
Ohio, and of 100 other citizens of the same county and State, for the 
equalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr.MORSE: The petitions of William F. Tewksbury and others, 
and of J. W. Balch and others, relative to appropriations for the . 
chase of Courtenay’s buoys for the coast to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: The petition of Joseph Odell, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER : 3 of citizens of Texas, against 
~ roposed change in the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Pleasanton, Texas, for the build- 
ing of a e on the Rio Grande border —to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: The petition of Patrick White and 55 other 
citizens of Tuscarawas County, Ohio, inst the reduction of tariff 
duties—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 19 citizens of Snyder County, 
Pennsylvania, for the passage of the bill extending aid to the Texas 
and Pacific Railway—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petitions of 189 citizens of Juniata County and of 178 
citizens of Perry County, Pennsylvania, for the extension of national 
credit to the completion of a great southern line to the Pacific—to 
the same committee, 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Rebecca Straughan, showing that 
she is the widow of John Straughan, who was seized and taken from 
on board the United States frigate Chesa; e in 1807 and kept by 
the British five years as a prisoner; that this was one of the flagrant 
acts which caused the war of 1812; and asking for the same pension 
as is granted to a widow of a soldier of that war—to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. THO. N: The petition of manufacturers of Philadel- 
phis, against changing the tariff—to the Committee of Ways and 

eans. 


BIM TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of stockholders 
of the National Capital Insurance Company, for the repeal of the 
charter of said company—to the Committee for the District of Co- 
umbia. 

Also, the petition of bankers, merchants, and manufacturers of Troy, 
New York, for the repeal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Rockbridge County, 
Virginia, for the p of the Texas Pacific Railroad bill—to the 
Committee on the acitic Railroad. 

By a rag ae Ane petition of 8 and 2333 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, a; ee ee e pendi 
tariff bill—to the Committee of ays and Means, 15 = 

By Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania: The petition of a committee of 
the Greenback Labor Association, of Claysville, Pennsylvania, for the 
repeal of the resumption act—to the Committee on ing and Cur- 
rency. 
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By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of manufacturers and other busi- 
ness men of Philadelphia, 5 against any change in the 


tariff—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Alfred H. Darden, for compensa- 
tion for quartermaster stores taken by the United States Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 18, 1878, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of George D. 
Hill, secretary and attorney of the Missouri and Niobrara Rai 
Company, praying the passage of a law authorizing the President of 
the United States to designate the Missouri and Niobrara Railroad 
Company, a company organized under the termsof the amended Pacific 
Railroad law, approved July 2, 1864, to construct the north branch of 
said road westward from Sioux City to Rock Creek or Cheyenne, in 
1 of Wyoming; which was referred to the Committee on 

8. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of J. S. McGregor and E. B. 
Ogg, praying relief on account of the loss of a land warrant and fail- 
ure of title to land located by them in the State of Missouri; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KERNAN. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of New York, which I ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

STATE OF NEW YORK. K 
In ASSEMBLY, Albany, April 5, 1878. 

Resolved, (if the senate concur,) That our Senators and Representatives in Con- 

requested, in view of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


be 
Blaio adverse to the ti ht of the States to pass laws im capita tax u 
rt in cases of roe 3 to urge 
tate 


immigrants to provide for their suppo: 
upon ee the necessity of some provision by Federal law to relieve 
from the burdens of a tax which it has been declared this State cannot pass in its 
own right without a violation of the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, si by the presiding officers of the 
sree, be forwarded to our Senators Representatives in 
y order: 
pea 


J. W. HUSTED, ker. 
EDW'D M. JOHNSON, Olerk. 
In SENATE, April 5, 1878, 


WILLIAM DORSHEIMER, 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


Mr. KERNAN. I beg to simply suggest to the committee to which 
this resolution shall go, the Committee on Commerce, I suppose, the 
importance of early action not only with reference to the State of 
New York but other States. The United States Supreme Court, in 
a case decided in 2 Otto, held that the law of New York, which we 
supposed to be somewhat in the nature of police regulations, by which 
the State of New York collected from immigrants a small amount 
per capita to provide for the sick and poor who came into the State, 
to be unconstitutional, and that Federal legislation must provide for 
that difficulty. I therefore hope the committee will take the subject 
up and see what law we may pass to relieve States like New York, 

assachusetts, California, and Lonisiana from the difficulty they ex- 
perience in having a large number of sick and poor people left upon 
them, against whom they cannot in any way protect themselves by 
raising any revenue from immi ts to pay the expense of takin 
care of them, Thesystem we had in New York of course is destroy 
by this decision, and the State is quite anxious that Congress should 
act upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. BECK. I present an act of the General Assembly of the State 
of Kentucky, which I ask to have read at the desk, and it will be fol- 
lowed by a joint resolution which I have in my hand and shall pre- 
sent when that order of business is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the paper. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

An act to provide for the erection of a monument at the tomb of Zachary Taylor. 


Whereas it has ever been the pride of Kentucky to show a proper appreciation 
of the merits of her illustrious sons and to commemorate the achievements of 
patriots, whether they bo in the civil or military field; and 

Whereas the remains of General Zachary Taylor, late President of the United 
States, lie buried at his old home in Jefferson County marked by no monumental 
commemoration of the grand career of this honored son ; and 

Whereas it is a duty, the performance of which should be a pleasure as well of 
this State as of the United States, to honor one whose whole life was an example 
of devotion to his country unsu in the annals of our Republic, whose inval- 
uable public services so y rendered, embracing his brilliant success in our 


sum of $5,000 be, and it is hereby, appropriated for the Roorkee) — ee land 
ry Taylor, not to 
the b, 


Sec. 2. It shall be the auy of Soo pororaa of this Commonwealth to appoint 
three commissioners, whose duty it ll be to carry out the provisions of section 1 
tendered by the sol- 

set forth in sec- 


received, from whate 
Sec. 5. This act shall take effect from and after its 
ED. W. TURNER, 


Speaker of the House tatives. 
NOC UNDERWOOD, 55 
Approved March 11, 1878, 
JAMES B. McCREARY, 
By the governor i 
* 
J. STODDARD JOHNSTON, 
Secretary of 
A true copy from the original. 


J. STODDARD JOHNSTON, 
Secretary of 


Mr. BECK. I move the reference of the 
mittee on the Library, to which I shall ask 
resolution also, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREERY presented a resolution of the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky, in favor of an appropriation for the improvement of the rivers 
of that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the memorial of Edward Wagstaff and 
others, citizens of Niles, Ohio, engaged in the manufacture of iron 
nails, &c., remonstrating against a reduction of the duties on imports 
and against the restoration of the duties on tea and coffee; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a resolution in the nature of a petition of the 
Maple Council No, 3, Sovereigns of Industry, of the District of Colum- 
Lie, praying the pange of a law providing for the i instr wal of a 

-weigher, and compelling coal-dealers to send the certificate of 
such weigher with every load of coal sold by them; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on the Jndiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1016) to provide for the distri bu- 
tion of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th 
gres A Ens reported it with amendments. 

DE „ from the Committee on Comme to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1044) 8 a site for a dry-dock in the 
City of Baltimore, upon certain conditions, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the bill (S. No. 125) to change the name of the steamer George 
W. Elder to Columbia, and the bill (S. No. 126) to change the name of 
the City of Chester to Portland, reported them without amendment. 

CUSTOMS OFFICERS IN ALASKA. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Committee on the Judiciary have had 
under consideration the bill (S. No. 1045) to provide for the adminis- 
tration of the oath of office to collectors and other officers of customs 
in the district of Alaska, and have directed me to report it back with 
a recommendation that it be passed. Mr. President, there is a neces- 
sity that this bill be acted upon at once. It simply allows the col- 
lector of customs in Alaska to take the oath of office before the judge of 
any circuit or district court of the United States. Whether he could 
do so now or not, the Committee on the Judiciary do not wish to pass 
upon; but the Treasury Department have doubts upon the subject, 
and there can be no objection to the p: of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that until the formal 
organization of the Territory of Alaska, the oath of office required by 
law to be taken by a collector or other officer of the customs in Alaska 
may be taken before the judge of any circuit or district court of the 
United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. KELLOGG asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. ye to aid the completion of the soldiers’ 
and sailors’ monument at Chalmette national cemetery, Louisiana; 
which was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. Y asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduced a bill (S. No. 1111) for the relief of Somerville & Davis; 


aper to the Joint Com- 
e reference of the joint 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2629 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 25) to aid in the erection of a mon- 
ument over the grave of Zachary Taylor; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Joint Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. CHAFFEE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post roads in the sev- 
eral States therein named; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 490) supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act in relation to the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Kansas,” 
approved March 3, 1877. The bill was reported unanimously from 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


eir appointment, 
ority in all respects as aa for 

ted under the act of Congress approved March 3, 1877 

to the Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkan- 

sas,” which act is hereby continued in full force for the purpose of cann said 

board of commissi com- 

missioners 5 under said act, whose term of 

and perform 

said conimissioners shall have 


um, 
arena le for the continuance of the work by the commissioners to be appointed 
under this act. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like the Senator having charge of the 
bill to explain the necessity for it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, a few weeks since a bill was passed 
by this body upon the subject. It went tothe House of Representa- 
tives, but not being reached in the re; course of business there, 
the term of office of the commissioners of the Hot Springs reserva- 
tion expired. My colleague, who introduced the original bill, moved 
that that bill be recalled from the House, which motion was agreed 
to, and the bill was returned to the Senate. The bill was recommitted 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and in lieu of it the substitute 
which has just been read was reported under the direction of that 
committee. - 

The three commissioners appointed under the act of March 3, 1877, 
failed to complete the task assigned them within the time that the 
law required, and we find ourselves without any commissioners in 
point of fact and with the important work that had been assigned 
them left undone Hl gator There was a large amount of testimony 
in about nine hundred and fifty cases taken before them but no adju- 
dication was had in any case. Therefore it became necessary, I will 
state in answer to the question propounded by the Senator from Dela- 
ware, that the former act should either be revived or a new act 
giving the President power to appoint commissioners that this work 
might progress. 

hat is the main feature of the bill that is now before the Senate. 
It revives the former act as far as it is ible by another act to do 
80, giving the President power to 6 Unger three commissioners, not 
three in addition to the other three, but simply three commissioners, 
The features in the bill that passed this body some three weeks since 
that elicited debate here have been taken from the bill entirely and 
it is not obnoxious to any objection that was at that time 
against the pa of the bill. We leave the pay of the commis- 
sioners as provided under the original act ; there is no increase of pay. 
We limit their appointing power to the maximum of three stenog- 
raphers. We e no appropriation, but Hapiy leave the unex- 
pended balance, which is something over $9,000 under the former 
a h i ea for this purpose, to be used in carrying out the object 
0 ac 


It is important that this action should be had at an early day. I 
have already stated in the te the number of cases that were 
pending re the commission. Many of the parties who have pre- 
sented their claims before the commission have no other property at 
all but the property upon which they live, and it is important for 
them to know their status. It is important for the Government to 
know how much property it is going to have there. It is important 
to the public interests that this matter be settled at a very early day. 
The bill pretermits, if I may use that expression, all other questions 
in connection with this property, as to what the Government may 
ultimately do with it. It commits nobody to any particular idea as 
to the final disposition of the property in any respect, but leaves 
those questions o for future action whenever it may please Con- 

to take such action. $ 

I hope and trust, Mr. President, that this bill will be passed that 
it may go to the other House. I am ready to answer any other ques- 
tion which the Senator may wish to propound. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator whether it is 
provided by the bill that these commissioners are to be paid out of 
the nine thousand and odd hundred dollars left of the appropriation 
made by the former act ? 

Mr. GAR They are to be paid out of that appropriation. 
That sum has not been expended by the commissioners already named, 
and I may state that in the view of the commissioners it is ample to 
carry out the 8 of the commission. 

Mr. DORSEY. Mr. President, I concur fully with what my col- 
league has said in respect to the necessity for the prompt of 
this bill. When the bill was before the Senate some time ago, i felt 
it my duty to offer an amendment which was adopted. As I believed, 
that amendment was for the best interests of the people of Hot Springs 
as well as of the Government; and were it not for the paramount 
necessity of settling the question of title, I should renew the amend- 
ment which was offered and adopted before. But I think it so much 
more important that this question of title should be settled than that 
I should offer that amendment now. 

But J wish to say that if this bill shall pass both Houses promptly, 
as the Secretary of the Interior has decided that he has no power to 
lease any waters or places for bath-houses on the reservation at Hot 
Springs, the entire waters and the bath-houses at that place will be 
under the control of two or three individuals who, I have no doubt, 
will be very anxious to retain it, and probably will do so for many 
years. 

I empi wanted to state this much in justification of the amend- 
ment which I offered the other day authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to lease out the bathing-p to anybody who would apply 
for them. I hope, however, the bill reported by the committee will 


pass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Public Lands. Š 

he amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to determine claims, and for other pur- 
poses, at Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas.” 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


That the petition and of 


Ordered, W. Rhett, administratrix, &c., 
be taken from the files and aims. 


to the Committee on C 
GEORGE R, DENNIS, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 998) for the relief of George R. Dennis, of 


Maryland. 
The motion was to; and the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $2,394.66, in full 


payment for seine ee es ae R. Dennis in having his 
De 


schooner William sunk by the Government 
steamer General Meigs, in the year 1864. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. t us hear the report in that case. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secre read the following report, submitted by Mr. MITCHELL 
on the 27th of March, 1878: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred the petition of George R. 
Dennis and a bill for his relief, make the following rg $ 

That they find the facts of the case as set forth in the petition fully sustained by 
the affidavits attached thereto, so far as ez parte atlida vits can establish such facts, 
and these facts are substantially as follows: 

On the 2d day of tember, 1864, petitioner being the owner of the schooner 
William J. Dennis, duly licensed to on the coasting trade and engaged in 
navigating Chesapeake Bay, John T. Waters being ca fain and master; said 
schooner 1 — then en on a voyage, a bin t from the Annamessex 
River to Baltimore, an 5 board five hundred and meter ee bushels of 
oats, two hundred bushels of wheat, one hundred and seventy-two els of corn, 
ninety bushels of 8 tons of cast and wrought iron, one hundred and 
3 grain- bags, sixty-tive peach packing- boxes, all being the property 

e mer. 

While said schooner thus laden was gon her said voyage, about two 
o'clock at night of the 2d or 3d day of September, 1664, off or near the month of 
the Little Choptank River, and off or near James Point, the wind being southwest 
or south-southwest, and with her sails with a free 


on a voyage down the . Bay. When discovered 
ut four hundred yards from 
rapidity upon her; that there were no eee Py vee said schooner 

en oes 1 a collision with said steamer, the 


eh in the lookout for blockade-runners, and for that reason 
no 


carrying no ligh! 

But your committee find that had said United States vessel used ordinary cau- 
tion said collision would have been avoided. 

That such collision every effort was made to save said schooner and her 
cargo, but the cargo o a total loss, and the schooner was raised, brought to 
the shore, and repaired at an expense of $250; the loss of cargo of the value of 
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83833 cost of taking schooner to place of repair, $100; loss of and injury to 
urniture, $100; lost time incident to raising and repairing, $250; making total 
damage claimed, $2,304.66. 

The steamer being in the service of the United States and employed as a part 
of her Navy, the courts of admiralty had no jurisdiction to adjudicate petitioner's 
claim. He therefore, in 1866, filed his petition against the United States in the 
Court of Claims. But upon hearing tho case in the Court of Claims the petition 
was dismissed upon the ground that, the claim or cause of action being for the con- 
sequences of a marine tort, the Court of Claims had no jurisdiction to try it. 

he petitioner therefore asks the passage of the bill referred to the committee, 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay $2,394.66 us the amount of damages 
to petitioner from the collision. 

our committee, in view of all the circumstances of the case, believe the peti- 
tioner entitled to the amount of the claim made in petition. They therefore report 
back the bill (S. No. 998) and recommend its passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I could not hear all of the report; and I ask the 
Senator making this report whether it shows that the schooner, it 
being in the night-time, was carrying the lights required by law. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; the schooner was complying in all re- 
pects with the law. j 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the committee find that those in charge of 
the schooner were entirely free from fault on their part ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Entirely free from fault. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The only dissent in this case from the report of 
the committee was on the part of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, 
CAMERON] and myself. We did not deem it necessary to submit a 
written minority report; but the ground on which we thought the 
claim should not be allowed was this: that the accident, if it were 
an accident, happened through the 1 naRnie of the commander of 
the Government vessel or through his willfulness, and in either case 
the Government cannot be liable for the tort of its agent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no further morning 
business—— 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope we shall go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. The Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Calendar. The first case on the Calendar will be 
called at the point where it was left off yesterday. 


LIFE-SAVING AND COAST-GUARD SERVICE, 


The Cuter CLERK. The first bill on the Calendar at the point 
stated is the bill (S. No. 777) to organize a life-saving and coast-guard 


service, 

Mr. SARGENT. That bill will lead to a great deal of debate. I 
wish myself to be heard on the bill at Jenin when it comes up, and 
I know there are Senators opposed to it who wish to be heard. As it 
cannot be discussed under the five-minute rule adequately, I there- 
fore 4 7 75 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


JAMES C. RUDD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 559) for the re- 
lief of James C. Rudd; which was reported adversely by the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The bill was indefinitely postponed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 195) to declare 
certain lands subject to taxation; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, to add to the bill the following: 

And i „That to the ent of such costs of gu b 
„ 0 be aan axteptin onganial ooontion 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be en d for a third reading. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like as the bill is short to have it read 
at length the third time. 

The bill was read at length, as follows: 

That all the lands granted by the act of July 1, 1962, entitled An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
ee — = to secure to hati te ere Parse ys of oe — = 0 2 

, and other purposes, an 0 amen ereo: Tov uw 
15 tothe several railroad companies therein named, and to which cad companies 
d have become entitled = 5 of the cost of surveying, selecting, and 
. the same, as provided by section 21 of said amendatory act of J aly 2, 
1864, 8 be subject to all legal taxes imposed under authority of any State or 
Terri in which such lands are located, to the same extent as they would have 
been had such costs been paid and the lands conveyed to said rai companies: 
Provided, That this act shall not be construed as applying to lands already for- 
feited by said railroad companies or either of them; nor shall it operate to relieve 
company from any forfeiture heretofore incurred: And provided further, 
That prior to the 5 of such costs of surveying by said railroad companies 
no taxes shall be imposed except in organized counties. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam quite doubtful whether that bill ought to 
pass. I know that in some instances there is hardship to localities 
in respect to such questions; but these lands were the property of 
the United States before they were granted to the railroad companies. 
They were ted to the railroads conditionally, but patents have 
not issued for them in respect to what this bill covers. All that the 


railroad companies have become the absolute owners of are taxable, 
as I suppose, Now we all know the United States has a pretty heavy 
lien upon all these lands for the payment of a great many millions 
of money. Whether it is right, therefore, for the States and Territo- 
ries to tax these lands, while the title is yet in the United States and 
while the United States has so heavy and equitable a lien upon them, 
so much more than they are worth altogether, ten times over—whether 
in such case the States and Territories ought to be authorized to tax 
the lands is in my opinion a matter of very great doubt. I think I 
must ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be passed over. 


TERRITORIAL MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 330) explanatory 
of section 1889 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to 
ratify and confirm certain territorial legislation, and for other pur- 
poses; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories, with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 10 of section 1, after the word 
“them” and before the word “ corporate,” to insert “ the,” and after 
the word “ privileges,” in line 11, to insert “ necessary to their local 
administration ;” so as to read: 

That the words “the Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories shall not 
ee charters or especial privileges in section 1889 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States shall not be construed as prohibiting the Legislative 
Assemblies of the several Territories of the United States from creating towns, 
cities, or other municipal corporations, and 8 for the government of the 
same, and conferring u them the corporate powers and privileges necessary to 
their local administration, by either general or special acts. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 15 of section 1, after the word 
“conferring” to insert “such,” and in line 16, after the word“ same,” 
to insert “as were necessary to their local administration ;” so as to 

And that all general and special acts of such Legislative Assemblies hereto- 
fore creating and providing for the government of towns, cities, or other 
municipal corporations, and greet such rights, powers, and privileges upon 
the same, as were necessary to their local administration, and the same are 
hereby, ratified and confirmed and declared to be valid, any law to the contrary 
men yn subject, however, to amendment or repeal hereafter by such ter- 

torial Assem 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was at the end of the first section to insert: 

But nothing herein shall have the effect to create any private right, except that 
of holding and executing municipal offices, or to divest any such right, or to make 
valid or invalid any contract or obligation heretofore made by or on behalf of any 
such town, city, or other municipal corporation, or to authorize any such corpora- 
tion to incur hereafter any debt or obligation other than such as shall be necessary 
to the administration of its internal affairs. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the second section, in the 
following words: 

Bec. 2. That the Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories are hereby 
authorized and empowered to create a court for any town or city within such Ter- 
ritories, to be called the recorder's court of such town or city, to provide for the 
election and qualification of the judges thereof, and to define the jurisdiction of 
such courts : ided, That such recorders’ courts shall not have jurisdiction in 
any case in which the title to land or the boundary thereof shall in any wise come 
in question, or when the debt or d claimed shall exceed the sum of $500, or 
in any criminal case where the charge is a felony, except for the purpose of com- 
mitment for trial in the district court: And . That appeals shall 
lie n all 23 vipe = = a ae from meg See the district 
court, under such rules and regulations as ma; rescri © Legislative 
Assemblies of such Territories. Lana = 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If the Senator from Arkansas who reported 
this bill would state the amendments, &c., at length, I should be 
pleased to hear him. 

Mr. GARLAND. It will be observed that the second section of the 
88 bill gave authority to create new courts in cities and towns. 
On looking over the territorial legislation of this country the com- 
mittee found that the ordinary justices of the peace, or magistrates, 
as they are generally termed, have been in most instances the on] 
courts they have had of this character, and always sufficient for all 
p in the Territories in their cities and towns. The committee 
was unwilling to extend this authority beyond that general practice 
or general custom in the Territories in the government of cities and 
towns anywhere. The committee pe be they were ample for all 
purposes of courts of jurisdiction that this section intended to confer. 

To properly understand the bill itself I ask the Secretary to read 
section 1889 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


acts, persons 

ing, manufacturing, and other industrial pursuits, or the construction or operation 
of railroads, wagon-roads, crite ares ng es, and the colonization and improve- 
ment of lands in connection therewith, or for colleges, seminaries, churches, libra- 


ries, or any benevolent, charitable or scientific 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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EXTRA PAY TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 
keg MAXEY. I ask for the present consideration of House bill 

0, 376. 

Mr. ALLISON. Why go out of the order? 

Mr. MAXEY. That bill was overlooked by some means, I do not 
know how. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas moves the 
present consideration of House bill No. 376. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think we had better keep on with the Calendar 
regularly, 

r. MAXEY. This bill is on the Calendar, but has been passed 
hed by some means, I do not know how. It is No. 37 on the order of 
usiness. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the reading of the Journal to show how 
that was. 

Mr. ALLISON. I remember now how it was passed, if the Senator 
will allow me. The Senator from Texas at the moment was not in 
his seat, and I remember to have objected myself. I withdraw the 
objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas to take up the bill named by him. 

The motion was to; and the bill (H. R. No. 376) for the pay- 
ment to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war of the 
months’ extra pay provided for by the act of July 19, 1848, was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to the officers and soldiers “en in the military service of the 
United States in the war with Mexico, and who served out the time 
of their engagement or were honorably discharged,” of the three 
months’ extra pay provided for by the act of July 19, 1848, and the 
limitations contained in that act, in all cases, upon the presentation of 
satisfactory evidence that the extra compensation has not been previ- 
ously received. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, which was to add at the end of the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act shall include also the officers, petty 
officers, seamen and marines of the United States Navy employed in the prosecu- 
tion of said war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. I see there 
is one. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
January 22, 1878, 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 376) 
entitled An act for payment to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war,” &c., 
have had the same under consideration, and submit the following report : 

The act of July 19, 1848, which House bill No. 376 seeks to revive, was “repealed” 
by the act of July 12, 1870. (Sections 4,5, chapter 251, volume 16, Statutes at 


pages 250, 251.) According to the construction of that law by the . 
cers of the Treasury—though it will be observed that neither the act of July 19, 
1848, granting extra pay to the men of the Army, nor the act of August 31, 1852, 
(chapter 109, volume in, page 100,) granting extra pay to persons in the naval serv- 
ico on the coasts of Mexico and California, (the same as had been allowed to the 
Army serving in California, see oy ay 78, 1850, volume 9, pagos 208 505,) are 5 
cifically mentioned as being included in the laws repealed by said act of July 12, 1870. 

A proviro to House bill No. 376, on line 12, after the word “received,” to wit— 

Provided, That the provisions of said act shall include also the officers, petty-offi- 
cers, seamen, and marines of the United States Navy employed in the prosecution 
of said war— 
would panapa be just and proper. 

The debate in the House (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 19, instant) when 
the bill passed, will give some light on the subject. 

The same bill passed the House June 30, 1876, and some remarks were made by 
Mr. RIDDLE and others on the merits of the case. (See RECORD, July 1, 1876.) 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended by the 


pro 

Mr. MAXEY. I can explain in a very few words, I think satisfac- 
torily to the Senate, the reason for the panne of the bill now pend- 
ing, which came to us from the House of Representatives, having 
first passed that body. 

Three months’ extra pay was allowed by the act of July 19, 1848, 
section 5, page 248, of volume 9 of the Statutes at Large. That three 
months’ extra pay was designed, as I think, to apply to all those who 
had honorably served and been honorably discharged from the Mexi- 
ean war. A joint resolution was approved July 29, 1848, directin 
the payment under regulations of the Paymaster-General, approy 
Ke the Secretary of War. That is to be found in volume 9, page 239. 
The joint resolution of July 20, 1850, transferred the unsettled claims 
to the Second Auditor. The extra pay to officers and sailors servin 
in Oregon and California was provided for in an act found in vol- 
ume 9, page 504. That applied to privates and non-commissioned 
officers of the Army, and did not extend to the marines and Navy. 

On the 12th of July, 1870, (pages 250 and 251 of volume 16,) all 
acts granting extra pay were repealed. A careful examination of the 
act of July 12, 1870, as eg gre with the act of July 19, 1848, and 
the acts of the other dates I have stated, leaves it in doubt whether 
those acts not specifically set forth in the repealing act are repealed, 

‘and whether or not the act of July 19, 1848, not being specifically 
mentioned, was repealed. In point of fact, h 
of July, 1870, any claim for the three months’ extra pay was stopped. 
This is not a debt which was owing by the Government of the United 
States to those who served in the Army and Navy, but was a gra- 
tuity granted by the Government to those who had honorably served 
as a reward for meritorious services in a foreign country in defense 
of the flag of the United States. If this was a gratuity, and from any 
cause those who had thus honorably served did not receive their 


owever, after the 12th’ 


compensation, I submit that it would be just and proper that they 
‘should now get it. 
Again, I will state that a very large number, (sa I find by the let- 


ters which I have received about this bill,) who have heretofore paid 
no attention to this little matter, for it was a mere trifle, have by 
various causes been reduced to a condition of penury, and it is now 
a matter that they need; and persons who a few years ago would not 
have thought of asking for this are now sending up their letters ask- 
ing for this three months’ extra pay, though it is a mere trifle. So I 
think it would be right to pass the bill. 

Further, an examination of the original act of 1848 satisfied me that 
the officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of the 
regular Army were not embraced in the three months’ extra pay ; 
and so I found—all of which will appear by the papers on file—on 
writing a letter to the Paymaster-General that he furnished copies of 
letters which had been addressed to Governor Marcy when Secretary 
of War showing that he placed a construction that the officers of the 
Army of the United States remaining in the service did not get this 
three months’ extra pay. I cannot see myself why they should not 
be entitled as well as anybody else. If it was designed as a reward 
of merit, I cannot see why those who faithfully served thoughout the 
whole war, whether they remained in the service or not, should not 
be entitled to this pay the same as men who had been discharged. 

Again, in regard to the marines and the Navy, it is a historical fact 
and happens to be within my personal knowledge that the officers 
and soldiers of the Marine Corps did serve in the Mexican war and 
they are as much entitled to their pay as anybody else. Hence the 
su ge tion of this amendment. If they served, they ought to be en- 
titled to pay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MrromELL in the chair.) The 
Senator has spoken five minutes. The five-minute rule applies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will have an opportunity to 
finish what he has to my 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Texas will proceed, 

Mr. MAXEY. I wasendeavoring to explain so that the Senate might 
act understandingly. I was aware that I could not do it in five min- 


utes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thought it his duty to call 
attention to the rule. 

Mr. MAXEY. The officers, non-commissioned officers, and privates 
of the Marine Co are shown historically to have been in service 
with the United States Army in the Mexican war. It is also true 
that the officers and sailors of the Navy did valuable and gallant 
service during that war. I think the most gallant thing I ever saw 
anywhere was the movement of Commodore Tatnall against the castle 
of San Juan de Ulloa just preceding the seige of Vera Cruz. Those 
who were engaged in it certainly distinguished themselves for their 
courage in that movement. It is shown that the Navy, officers and 
sailors, did serve not only in the Mexican Gulf in that war, but also 
in California. Therefore it would be right, it seems to me, that the 
officers and sailors of the Navy and the officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates of the Marine Corps should get the 
benefit of this three months’ pay. That amendment is not included 
in the bill; but I care to speak of it now because I shall submit it to 
the Senate as a question of equity. If anybody is entitled, the offi- 
cers and soldiers of the United States Army yet remaining in the 
service are just as much equitably entitled to this three months’ 
extra pay as those who were dischar; 

These are the reasons which actuated the committee in making 
the report. I have given the dates of the laws, not caring to trouble 
the Senate with reading them. They will be found just as I have 
stated them by date. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see that the act of July 19, 1848, may fairly 
bear the construction that Secretary Marcy put upon it at the time, 
that it did not apply to the regular Army. It evidently applied to 
the volunteers who had left their regular business and gone from 
their homes for a short time, and thus were for a short time broken 
up; and it might stand upon a different equity, a different principle 
of gratitude, from the case of the regulár Army who enlist for regu- 
lar periods of time, as so far as the ofticers are concerned for life, and 
who make war their regular business. It appears that the proper 
officers of the Government in the time of it, now thirty years ago, 
put that construction upon it, in which apparently everybody acqui- 
esced. That being the state of the case, now after thirty years to 
reopen this question, this law having been taken off the statute-book 
twenty years after the events occurred, e to me to be unwise; 
and certainly it ought not to be done without a full report from the 
Secretary of War as to the application, and extent, and bearing, and 
cost of it, so that we shall have everything in view. 

I think, therefore, Mr. President, that I ought to ask that the bill 


go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill gocs 
over. 

MAJOR P. P. G. HALL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 420) for the re- 
lief of Major P. P. G. Hall. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is there a report accompanying that bill ? 

Mr. SPENCER. There is a report. It is a long report. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want some information, because from the 
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reading of the bill I should be compelled to vote against it, if there 
were no facts Fe in the report that would change my mind. 


This seems, as I understood the bill, to be a case where a paymaster 
comes here and asks Congress to indemnify him for a loss occasioned 
by his own clerk’s misconduct or defalcation. Unless there is some 
special reason why that should be done, I shall vote against it. 

Mr. SPENCER. The report shows the special reason. This man 
was assigned to duty under the reconstruction laws and a soldier was 
detailed to him as clerk, and the soldier detailed to him committed 
forgery, a matter that he had nothing to do with. If the Senator 
will listen to the report, he will be ectly satisfied, I think. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report, submitted by Mr. SPEN- 
CER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, on the 26th of February. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I see from the reading of the report that this 
is a question which ought to be examined to some extent before we 
act upon it. I must therefore ask that the bill go over, which will 
save the necessity of the further reading of the report. b 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREYS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 819) for the relief 
of Rosa Vertner Jeffreys. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That may go over. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

NEW RIVER CANAL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 820) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to purchase from the New River Canal Company, 
for military purposes, the free use of an inland canal and water-route 
between Pamlico Sound, North Carolina, and Charleston, South Car- 
olina, paying for the same by installments, as the work is completed- 
between certain navigable bodies of water. 

Mr. SARGENT. That bill has never been referred to a committee, 
and 1 sup the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] 
desires to be heard upon the matter by the Senate, and tliat is the 
reason it is on the Calendar without a reference. I therefore object, 
so that it may remain on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 

TERRITORY OF LINCOLN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 144) to establish 
the Territory of Lincoln, and to provide a temporary government 
therefor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may go over, Mr. President. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Vermont will not inter- 
pose an objection to the consideration of this bill. It is a bill that 
ought to be considered at an early day. If any action is had at all it 
ought to be at once. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, it ought to be considered, and it 
ought to be considered a good while before it passes, in my opinion ; 
and therefore, under the five-minute rule, stopping a lot of small 
eases to which nobody has any objection, when we can find them, I 
think we had better let Lincoln alone. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not think it ought to oceupy five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask unanimous consent to be indulged one min- 


ute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will be heard if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, It will be remembered that this bill was called 
up something over a month ago and passed through all the st: 
except the final 72 gard of the bill, and the question now is on its 
final passage. e committee having the bill in charge made a very 
thorough examination of it and instructed me to make the report. 
The bill was cut off before by the expiration of the morning hour, 
and I have never had an opportunity to call the bill up since; but 1 
was in hopes the Senator from Vermont would allow the vote to be 
taken. It comes from me in the regular discharge of my duties as a 
Senator and a member of the Committee on Territories. Not having 
the habit that some Senators have here of getting up in the morning 
hour and asking to call up a bill in order to retain possession of the 
floor, I have never been able to get the floor to call the bill up. I 
was in hopes the Senate would at least in this form, when it was 
reached on the Calendar, give me a vote on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would give me great a to oblige the 
honorable Senator from Colorado, as he well ows; but this bill is 
a bill of public and general importance, and it strikes me of very 
doubtful propriety, in fact a deal worse than that. Certainly it 
is a general bill. Now I agree with the Senator that it is not a ve 
convenient thing to file caveats to get the floor, and the Senator wi 
bear me witness that I am not one of the individuals who fall into 
that category, so that I am sure the Senator will not feel that I am 
unkind to him if I insist that it should take its regular course as part 
of the public business mae general interests. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Then I will only say that I shall seek to get the 
floor u this bill at the very earliest day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 


ages | surgeon Seventh New Yor! 


Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 8) for the relief of Othniel P. Hollis, of the Sol- 
diers’ Home, Augusta, Maine ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 99) granting a pension to Charles Slawson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 124) granting a pension to James B. Treadwell, 
major of the Eighty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 388) for the relief of William Roylston, late private 
Company D, First Regiment Tennessee Light Artillery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 490) granting a pension to Rose Miller, widow of 
Reason F. Miller, deceased, late a private in Company E, One hun- 
dred and twenty-third Illinois Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 519) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellen B. Foster, 
widow of Edwin R. Foster, deceased, late first lieutenant of Com- 
pany G, in the Eightieth Illinois Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 532) granting a pension to John Frey; ` 

A bill (H. R. No. 830) granting a pension to Elizabeth Teagarden A 

A bill (H. R. No. 844) granting a pension to Mary Martin, mother 
by adoption of James R. Martin, late a private in the Fifth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 941) granting a pension to George Grove ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1147) granting a pension to Catharine Brennan, 
widow of John Brennan, late private of Company B, Fifty-eighth 
vA bill (EL R. No. 1175) Aeae 

i 8 o. 1175) granting a pension to Silvers, private 
Company E, Fifty-seventh Regiment United States e 

A bill (H. R. No. 1304) granting a pension to Anna M. Clippinger; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1434) granting a pension to John Langland, late 
private of Company B, First Michigan Sharpshooters ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1649) for the relief of I. Clinton DeWitt, of Can- 
ton, Bradford County, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1683) to restore the name of Hamilton Ryne to 
the 8 

A bill (H. R. No. 1789) granting a pension to Miles L. Reed, of New 
Castle, Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1815) granting u pension to Florence V. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1993) for the relief of Henry Rogers: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2026) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia S. W. Evans, 
widow of Henry D. Evans, late first lieutenant of Company B, Thir- 
teenth Missouri Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2176) granting an increase of pension to Mattie 
McTaggart, widow of the late First Lieutenant McTaggart, Seven- 
teenth United States Infantry ; 

1 ae R. No. 2534) granting an increase of pension to Robert W. 
vin; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2741) granting a pension to William H. Deery, 
vary aie! G, Second Pennsylvania Volunteers, Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2711) granting a pension to Thomas Buroughs, 
late a private in Company G, First Vermont Cavalry Regiment ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2769) granting an increase of pension-to Catharine 
H. Gallagher, widow of Captain John Gallagher, late United States 


Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3080) granting a pension to Warren F. Wood; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3098) granting a pension to Joseph L. Young, late 
a private Company C, Eleventh Regiment Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3109) granting a pension to Margaret Kenah, 
widow of Patrick Kenah, late a private Company D, First United 
States Artillery; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3564) granting a pension to Mrs. Isabell Dunbar, 
widow of Daniel Dunbar, late first engineer on steamer Victor N 0. 2; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3565) granting a pension to Dr. P. F. Reuss, late 

A bill (H. R. No. 3566) e to H. E. Edwards, 

i R. No. granting a pension arriet E. Edw 
widow of David S. Edwards, late surgeon in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3567 panting a pension to James G. Mason, of 
18 0 715 I, Fifteenth New Vork Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3568) granting a pension to Mary T. Thompson, 
widow of William Thompson, late second lieutenant Company E 
Twelfth New York Volunteers: 

A bill (H. R. No. 3569) granting a pension to Ovid H. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3570) granting an increase at siya to Jobn 
1 late private Company F, Fifth Regiment United States In- 
ntry: 


I 

A bill (H. R. No. 3571) granting a pension to Zepheniah Crubaugh; 

A pill (H. R. No. 3572) granting a pension to Andrew J. Morrison; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3573) granting a pension to Charles G. Galezio; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3876 granting a pension to Thomas Falling 

A bill (H. R. No. 3576) granting a pension to Catharine D. Hunt; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3577) granting a pension to W. H. Gould; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3578) granting a pension to Julia J. Wheeler; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3579) granting a pension to Philip Henry; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3730) granting a pension to Elizabeth Reese, widow 
of John Reese, a deceased soldier; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3731) granting a pension to Rebecca T. Scott, 
widow of Major John B. Scott, late of the United States Army. 

These several bills were read twice by their titles respectively, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


STEPHEN Y. BENET. 
~ The bill (S. No. 187) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents to 
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rehear the application of Stephen V. Benét for patent for cartridges, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Why is a rehearing needed? Let the re- 
port be read; or perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire can state 
the case. I would just as lief he should state it as have the report 


read. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The report is quite long, and perhaps I can sat- 
isfy my friend the Senator from Illinois with a very brief statement. 
Under the law as it existed prior to 1870, General Benét had theright 
at any time he saw fit to make application for a rehearing; but the 
law of 1870 prohibited the reception of such an application by the 
Commissioner of Patents after the lapse of six months. General Benét 
was absorbed in his office duties at the time of the passage of this 
Jaw, and the fact that a limitation of six months was imposed did 
not come to his knowledge on that account. When he learned of the 
change in the law it was too late ; and this application has been pend- 
ing before Congress from that time to this. As Isay, the sole reason 
for his not knowing the fact was that he was engaged in the service 
of the Government. 

I will state further what appears upon the report, that a similar 
bill actually passed both Houses of Congress once, but failed to be 
signed, on account of some mistake of the Clerk. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL CAPITAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 502) repealing 
the charter of the National Capital Insurance Company; which was 


read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish somebody would explain to me exactly 
the theory upon which the United States, by an act of Congress, gets 
the power to appoint a trustee by name of an insolvent corporation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. It has to go into court. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I sug, inasmuch as this bill was reported by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs] who is not in his seat, that 
it had better go over unless some member of the committee desires to 
take charge of it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Would it be in order to have a call of the Senate? 
It seems to me the Senate is very thin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is in order, and a good notion. 

Mr. SARGENT. If in order I should like to have the names of 
Senators called, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order. 

Mr. DORSEY. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There are serious legal questions involved 
in the bill. I will state to the Senator from California that I think 
the Senator from Kansas told me yesterday that he could not be here 


to-day. y 
Mr. PLUMB. He will be absent for several daya 
a 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. He will be absent for a day or two. He 
is not 8 away. The bill may as well be over. 
The SIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over. Does the Sena- 


tor from California insist on a call of the Senate! 

Mr. SARGENT. I did not desire to reflect on the Senator from 
Kansas at all, but I notice when we proceed to the Calendar quite a 
number of Senators seem to think it is unimportant business and 
leave the Chamber. We want those Senators here to explain the bills 
which they have reported. It was with a general 1 and not 
with reference to any particular Senator, that I made the request. I 
am told, however, a number of Senators are probably at lunch, and I 
withdraw my request for a call in order to give them a chance to 
return. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The demand for a call of the Senate 
is withdrawn; and the next bill on the Calendar will be reported. 

LOTTERIES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1411) to pre- 
vent the sale of policy or lottery tickets in the District of Columbia; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REAL-ESTATE RECORDS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1432) provid- 
ing for the recording of deeds, mort ages, and other conveyances 
affecting real estate in the District of Ca umbia; which was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVISION OF PATENT LAWS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 300) to amend 
the statutes in relation to patents, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That will go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 


OFFICERS TO TAKE TESTIMONY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (II. R. No. 2843) to pro- 
vide for woking testimony for the courts of the District of Columbia; 
which was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the necessity of the bill 
explained; I understand what it means. 


Mr. DORSEY. The bill was reported by the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. a Kan, not now in his seat, who, together with 
the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. INGALLS,] also absent, examined the 
matter. They referred it to the supreme court of this District and it 
was recommended by the court. Iam not familiar enough with the 
bill myself to explain the necessity of it, which the Senator from 
Vermont suggests he desires. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is open to considerable question whether no- 
taries public ought to be invested with the powers of examiners to 
take testimony. A great many notaries public here are cashiers of 
banks, mere business men, not acquainted with the judicial admin- 
istration of the law. The power to take testimony ordinarily implies 
the power of the examiner to commit a witness for contempt for re- 
fusing to answer, and so on. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest, if the Senator from Vermont will allow 
mo that the bill go over until the Senator from North Carolina is in 

is seat. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. It may be explained so as to be per- 
fectly satisfactory. I think the suggestion is correct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over under the rule. 


GEORGE A. ARMES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 850) to author- 
ize the restoration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain; which 
was read. 7 

Mr. MAXEY. The bill which bas been read was reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs by myself. I was placed by that com- 
mittee in charge of it. The bill is accompanied by a written report 
which has since been printed. A bill was 1 by the House, No. 
4242, having in view the same point. That bill I have examined also. 
It is precisely in effect and substance the same as the Senate bill. I 
therefore wish to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House bill will be reported if 
there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 4242) to authorize the 
restoration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state that the House bill follows the precise 
verbiage of the Senate bill down to the last proviso which is contained 
in the House bill, and which is precisely in effect and substance the 
proviso of the Senate bill, and in order to avoid any further trouble 
the committee accept the House bill in lieu of the Senate bill. I there- 
3 50 move to substitute the House bill for the Senate bill in connection 
with it. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which is the bill now up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Texas to substitute the House bill for the 


Senate bill. 
What doesthat mean? Asanamendment to the 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Senate bill? 

Mr. MAXEY. No, sir; but to discontinue the consideration of the 
Senate bill and act upon the House bill. This bill has come from the 
House, having passed there. The bill which was passed by the House 
is in substance precisely the same as the bill reported by the Senate 
committee and which is pending on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the House bill ? 

Mr. SPENCER. The House bill is also on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reported from the committee? 

Mr. MAXEY, I will call the attention of the Senator from Ver- 


mont—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I understand the point. What I want to get at 
is the present condition of the House bill. Has it been reported from 
a committee and is it now on the Calendar, or is it still in the Military 
Committee ? 

Mr. MAXEY. It is on the Calendar, order of business No. 317. 

Mr. SPENCER. Both bills have been acted upon by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then what the Senator wishes to do is to take up 
the House bill in lien of the Senate bill? 

Mr. MAXEY. Precisely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the House 
bill is on the Calendar, having been read twice, but that it has never 
been referred to the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move to postpone indefinitely the Senate bill in 
order to take up the House. bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves to 
postpone indefinitely Senato bill No. 850. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I now move to take up the bill (H. R. No. 4242) to 
authorize the restoration of George A. Armes to the rank of captain. 

The motion was a Uto; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I should like to hear the report. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the House report be first read and then I 
will have the Senate report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the 3 report, submitted by Mr. MatsH, 
from the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, on the 6th instant: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
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1642) for the restoration of George A. Armes to the Army with the rank of cap- 


tain, have had the same under consideration, and submit the following report: 
The records of the War Department show the following facts: 
That George A. Armes entered the military service of the United States as a 
vate in Company B, 5 . — Regiment Virgini 


over very difficul mt.” Upon the recommendation of Generals 
Hancock, Anger, Grifin, Mott, Miles, and Thompkins, he was appointed second 


lieutenant 0 United States Cavalry. Soon after, he was appointed 
captain in the Tenth United Si Ca „and his commission was 
the recomme: General Philip St. George Cook, with the app: 

of General DB: Grant, apa ition of merit. March 2, he was brevetted 

jor in the — 5 Army for t services, having been 3 brevetted 

Tape On the of November, the following general order 
was issued: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PLATTE, 
Omaha, Nebraska, November 12, 1366, 
{General Orders No. 20.] 
commandin announces to the Department that Lieutenant 

A. Second United States Ca’ , being sent with twenty-five men of h 


regiment Fort Sedgwick, October 
dians, which had — the previous 
and followed their trail—under the difficul 


in pursuit of a war party of Sioux In. 
several hundred head of stock, found 
of crossing two wide rivers, forksof 

ve o'clock a. m. to eleven 


uraged and stopped many without loss of t, of bold determination 
to succeed, and of striking withou 5 count his enemies, and has pre- 


sented to the e haps, the S cavalty feat heretofore 
By order of Brevet ‘Major-General ke. B 


. LITCHFIELD, 
Brevet Major, United States Army, 
Aid-de-Camp, Acting Assistant Adjutant- 


the 
ar Department further show that in 1869 were preferred 5 Major 
Armes. They were four in number. The first with its cations, was 
abandoned on the trial. Upon the third fourth he was found not guilty; and 
“conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman,” he 

sentenced “to be Prax oar the service.” These charges 


oe Cox was, 


n charges preferred by Major Armes, 
C i , fined, 
who was also called as 


murder a United States paymaster, rought 
civil authorities to the — for a term of two years, and, upon serving out 


of the very worst quality. Many of the cir- 
cumstances kable. An officer whe 3 acknowledged 


that he entertained an 


seem, that he could and his inevi conviction upon the 

0 ‘erred t him by Armes. e debased of these wit- 

Cox, Bell, and Graham, were no better before than after conviction, and if 

Jaeno KaT a SE weeny 8 ns had 

tried before er Armes was, as they should have been in the regular and 

due order of thi trial of Armes and the terrible injustice that was done 
him would never tic 


ve taken place. Here is a case of a brave and energe 
brilliant driven in 


officer, with a most ven from his profession u 
testimony of witnesses wholly unworthy of credit. Major Armes did nothing 
but his duty in bringing e G and Cox, and they concocted the 


fi by him. He was moreover th wing that Armes was 
justified in bringing the rd and that he was actuated by proper motives. His 
to commendation. shown what 


tary 
House in June, 1874, recommended his restoration to the Army in the following 
complimentary terms: 
To the President : . 

The undersigned, membersof the Military Committees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, earnestly recommend and request the reinstatement of George 
A. Armes, late captain United States Army, without loss of rank or pay. His case 
has had a thorough examination, and his innocence is proven; hence, his reinstate- 
ment, the least measure of justice, should be done at once. 


POWELL CLAYTON. CHARLES ALBRIGHT. 
GEORGE E. SPENCER. B. WADLEIGH. 
JAMES K. KELLY. N. NESMITH. 

P. M. B. YOUNG, EPPA HUNTON. 

W. G. DONNAN. LEWIS B. GUNCKEL, 
J. M. THORNBURGH. OSEPH R. HAWLEY, 


NX. J 
JOHN B. HAWLEY. C. B. McDOUGALL. 


JOHN COBURN, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 20, 1874. 
Numerous testimonials from responsible and well-known citizens and officers of 
the Army and Navy, who have been associated with Major Armes from boyhood, 
show thut he has always been upright and honorable. To any one who will exam- 


ine the evidence and the subsequent character and history of the witnesses in the 
case, there can be no doubt that the charges against and conviction of Major Armes 
were the result of a conspiracy to disgrace and drive him from the Army, on the 
part of the desperate characters who figured in the*trial. The record does not 
show that the proceedings in this case were reviewed and approved by the Presi- 
dent, as the law directs. The case was therefore not completed, and, in the opin- 
ion of your committee, this fact is sufficient to entitle the accused to a review anid 
judgment on the record, which, on the evidence produced before your committee, 
would 5 in his favor. But it a that an act of Congress was 
in June, 1874, orably discharging Major Armes from the service. This act had 
the effect to sever all connection Armes may have had with the Army. The action 
. wronged and the bil here reeommended, should ii 
es's case. He was y an ere recommen uld it 

become a law, will enable the President to restore him to the Army, and thus meas- 
urably repair the injuries he has suffered. 

The committee report a substitute for bill H. R. No. 1642, and recommend the 
passage of the same. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there not a Senate report? 

Mr. MAXEY. There is, and as I am familiar with the theory of the 
report, having had it on my mind, I will, with the permission of the 
President of the Senate, read the report from the Senate Military 
Committee on the bill myself: 


from the evidence before the committee that Captain Armes was 
re general court-martial convened at Fort Leaven- 

„Kansas, March 12, 1870. There were before the court on this trial four 
charges, eee asthe specifi 


charges, with its fications, ( 2 . vee 5 3 
es, itss cations, (c ) was abandon ejui vocate on 
trial, 3 considered. H 


the and need-not now be He was found not guilty on the third 
and cl and guilty as to the second charge, and was sentenced ‘to be 
dismissed the service.” 


fication 1. In producing and publicly exhibiting at the mess · tablo, at Fort 
Harker, Kansas, n 42 = — tasci i 
Specification n then and there Dg pictures to 
Ben, and ordering him to them to a Miss Shaw or Foster, living 
ask her what she thought of them. 
5 i ion 3. And when the said girl, after such public insult, resented it by 
slap g his face at the table, calling her a ‘damned fool.’ All this August 19, 
“Of the first specification he was found guilty. Of the second specification, 
guilty, except the words, ‘and ask her what she thought of them.’ Of the third 
8) tion, guilty, substituting the words ‘derned fool' for the words ‘damned 
fool.“ Of the charge, peny? 5 
The sentence is as follows: 
“ And the court does therefore sentence him, Brevet Major George A. Armes, 
captain Tenth United States Cavalry, to be dismissed the service.’ ” 
‘ollowing this the committee finds an order styled “General Court-Martial 
Orders No. 36, Headquarters of the Army, Adjutant-General's Office, Washington, 
June 7, 1870,“ reciting the assembling of the court, the findings, and sentence, and 


ei Ta conformity ih th 
II. In ty with the sixty fifth of the Rules and Articles of War, the 
proceedings of the general court-martial in the fo ing case have been for- 


he forego! 
warded to the Secretary of War for the action of the President of the United States, 
and the proceedings, findings, and sentence are approved. The sentence will be 


duly executed. - 
III. Brevet Major George A. Armes, captain Tenth United States Cavalry, 
accordingly ceases to be an officer of the y from the date of this order. 
By command of General Sherman. 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant - General. 
At a later date this appears: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, June 2, 1872. 


“WM. W. BELKNAP. 
“Secretary of War.” 

If the order of June 7, 1870, was valid, then there was no need for the above 
order of June 2, 1872, nearly two years later. 

Before ing to the question of validity or invalidity of the order of dis- 
missal, the committee deems it proper to examine the testimony on which the 
sentence of dismissal is based. There were six witnesses to sustain the prosecu- 
tion. One had been cashiered and dismissed the service on charge of fraudulent 
conversion of public property to his own use. Two were officers of the Army 
awaiting trial before the court that tried Armes, both charged with fraudulent con- 
version of public on oy J to their own use. was sentenced to be dismissed 
the service, and, 2 er, to confinement in the penitentiary for a term of years. 
Two were women proven to be of abandoned character. and their genera] reputa- 
tion for truth and veracity was proved bad. One of them (Miss Shaw, or Foster) 


is the to whom the pictures are alleged to have been sent. The sixth was 
the co! 3 Ben, referred to in the specifications, whose testimony was mani- 
festly con ctory and evidently unreliable. 


On the part of Captain Armes, he is shown to be aman of conspicuous gallantry, 
who had rendered Ris country much valuable service in the tield. He had been 
more than once handsomely mentioned in general orders, and ap to have had 
the entire ef 3 8 i pose = e 3 1 ~~ consistent 
with the Sing eae cations ughout e wasshown. On the contrary, 
he a to have had a moral character consistent with his character for courage 
and dash. ‘The committee is unable to perceive how such a man, upon such testi- 
mony, was found guilt of such a charge. In this conclusion the committee finds 
itself in accord with all of the several committees of the two Houses which have 
heretofore examined, in some form or ogher, the case of Captain Armes. Still, if 
the p were laid before the President of the United States, as the final 
reviewing authority, and the sentence was approved by him, the question is settled, 
Tf such is the fact, it is evidenced, so far as appears to the committee, by the orders 
heretofore quoted of June 7, 1570, and June 2, 1872. It does not affirmatively ap- 
pear from either of these orders that the President ever saw the proceedings or 
ever reviewed them, nor does that fact appear in any wise to the committee. Sec- 
tion £96 of the revised army of 1863, in force at the date of these pro- 
ceedings, and yet so, reads as follows: 

“896. The judge-advocate shall transmit the proceedings without delay to the 
officer having authority to confirm the sentence, who shall state, at the end of the 
proceedings, in each case, his decision and orders thereon.” 

This being a case of dismissal from the service, the. President is by law the final 
reviewing authority. Nowhere in the record submitted to the committee, at the 
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that the President “ stated” 
ess the indorsement of the Secre- 


a court-martial any more than in p: 


The material and essential fact—that which is essential to the Meter the! the 
order of dismissal—to wit, that the President has reviewed the pre ngs and 
confirmed the sentence, nowhere affirmatively appears. It would be as difficult to 
sustain Sng panon as evidencing that fact, ye authority, as to sustaina 

of a court of criminal j case, whi 


tively the 8 of the accused, his arraignment, his plea, the election, im- 


ga before a court of 


rinciple can be taken by intendment, in a case like 
accused. And the very fact that the law makes 
the President the final reviewing officer only in cases of sentence of death and of 
dismissal from the service shows the lousy with which the law wisely protects 
the character of the officer from unjust ion and accusation. ere there 
nothing in the way but the orders of June 7, 1870, and June 2, 1872, the committee 
d constrained to the Presi- 
dent to review the case. It is manifest that the President's duty in this re is 
dicial, and therefore cannot be rmed by any one save the ident himself. 
e record of his judgment, of “decision and orders,” may, of course, like any 
ministerial act, be performed by another hand, but the judgment, the decision, the 
orders in the case must result from the operations of his mind and conscience. But 
the committee finds itself in the pogas of the investigation confronted with an 
act which took effect June 9, 1874, pter 273, as follows: 


An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to give to George A. Armes, 
late captain Tenth United States Cavalry, an honorable discharge, to date the 


7th day of June, 1870. 

Be it enacted, de., That the crate Sr War is hereby authorized and directed 
to give to George A. Armes, late capi Tenth United States Cavalry and brevet 
major United States Army, an honorable discharge from the service of the United 
ee eee T 1870; and that said G A. Armes be paid the same pay 
and allowances as if he had been discharged un the provisions of the third sec- 
tion of the act entitled An act making appropriations for the support of the Arm 
for the year ending June 30, 1871, and other purposes,“ approved July 15, 1870. 

By virtue of this law, — Orders No. 136, War Department, Adjutant-Gen- 

s 8 Washington, June 19, 1874, were issued, honorably disc g Captain 
date that the committee concludes that the connec- 


f 
fterward, to A. during the second session, Forty-fourth Congress, Senate bill 
407, a copy whereof accompanies this report as part thereof, marked Exhibit A, 
passed the Senate and House of resentatives, but failed to receive the upe 
ture of the President, and by the adjournment of Congress in less than ten days 
after the of the bill it failed to become a law. 
recognizes the fact that Captain Armes's con- 
nection with the e vos completely severed by the act of June, 1874, before 
quoted, and the honorable discharge ted Capi Armes by virtue of that act. 
Proceeding upon the view ente ed by every committee which has investi- 
gated the case, to wit, that injustice has been done Captain Armes, this bill, last 
referred to as having passed both Houses, declares: 
That the provisions of law — 9 appointments in the Army by promotion 
in the line are hereby suspended for the purposes of this act, and only so far as 


they affect G A. Armes, and the President can, if he so desire, in the exer- 
cise of his own tion and judgment, nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint said George A, Armes, late captain in the Tenth 


United States Cavalry Regiment, to the same grade and rank of 8 held by 
him on June 7, 1870, in any vacancy occurring: Provided, however, That no pay, 
compensation, or allowance whatever shall ever be given to said Armes for the 
de bil appears so ley with elagie excaptien: fatty pearded, ond Soslgned 
a exception, y gu: an 

Congress to do equity, as near as may be, to Captain Armes. If the intent of this 
bill was to authorize the President to nominate and the Senate to confirm Captain 
Armes captain of the Tenth Cavalry, to take his place in grade and rank in the 
regiment when a vacancy should oceur in the grade of captain in that St geri 
then the bill, in the judgment of the committee, would be equitable; butif itis to 
be construed as justifying promotion tothe rank of captain, as of date June 7, 1870, 
in any regiment where a yacancy may occur, then it would not be ls gainers because 
no one outside of that regiment bas been promoted to the rank of captain 115 rea- 
son of his The provision in t to pay and allowance, probibiting 
payment of any pay or allowance whatever between June 7, 1870, and his appoint- 
ment under the act, should such appointment be made, is also right. It recognizes 
the act of June, 1874, which granted him an honorable discharge as of date June 
7, 1870, and which directed his pay up to that date. The fact of complete dissever- 
ance from the Army is also by the phraseology late captain,” &e. ; 
also by the suspension of the law regulating line promotions so far as it affects this 
case. 


Upon a full review of the whole case the committee are of the opinion that the 
passage of an act in substance the same as the bill passed through both Houses at 
the second session of the Forty-fourth Congress, would be equitable toward a 
meritorious officer, who has rendered service and who has suffered injustice, 
as the committee believes, as all committees have reported, and as the two Houses 
have twice shown they believed. In expressing this opinion the committee 
not wish to be understood as reflecting on the motives of the court but to say that 
in its judgment the testimony was unreliable, and that no man whose whole life, 
from youth aP as the testimony shows in this case, was without tarnish, and whose 
ofti record is most honorable, should have his honorable ambition in his profes- 
sion blasted and his fair character tarnished for all time by such testimony. Should 
tho view of the committee be adopted, the committee would recommend that after 
tho words “in any vacancy occurring the words “in the prae of captain in said 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry ” be added. Such alaw would leave it to the discre- 
tion of the President to nominate, and of the Senate to confirm, and is, in the judg- 
ment of the committee, the full extent of relief that can lawfully be granted ta 
Captain Armes. 

In pursuance of the views expressed in the foregoing rt, the committee here- 
with report a substitute for Senate bill 352, submitted to them, and recommend the 
passage of the substitute. 


I do not know, Mr. President, nor do I believe that anything which 
I sats, Feed can add to the strength of the committee’s report. In the 
case before the court-martial there were six witnesses on behalf of 
the prosecution. One of those was a dismissed officer of the United 
States Army, dismissed for appropriating public property to his own 
use. Two others were under charges for like offenses, both of whom 


were convicted and sentenced to the penitentiary. Two others were 
women of notoriously bad reputation, and their general reputation 
for truth and veracity was proven before the court-martial to be bad. 
Thus five are disposed of. The other was a weak-minded boy, and 
you have only to attempt to follow his testimony to see that it is 
utterly crooked and unreliable on every part of the case. 

The impression springs up at once, is it right, is it just, is it fairon 
such testimony to strike down the honorable reputation of aman who 
has done gallant service for the country, who has received the enco- 
miums of those placed over him in general orders published at the 
head of every regiment for gallant and meritorious conduct on the 
battle-field ? Is it fair that such a man ought to have his whole life 
and the reputation which he had built up from a youth of sixteen, 
blasted upon such testimony? The testimony shows that this youn 
man was a Virginian, and at the age of sixteen entered the Fede 
Army, against the general sentiment of the people where he lived. 
Following his conviction of duty, as he understood it to be, he entered 
the Federal Army as a private soldier, and step by step rose until he 
arrived at the rank of captain and brevet major. Nowhere in all that 
military history does a stain appear upon his character until it be- 
came important to destroy him in order to save others whom he had 
placed before a court-martial. The remarkable fact appears that, 
although the two cases of Cox and Graham stood upon the record of 
the court-martial in date prior to that of Armes, yet the cases of both 
those men were set back and his was advanced, and they were put 
upon the stand and their testimony taken. After this was done by 
the same court these two men were placed upon trial, both found 
guilty, and sentenced to the penitentiary. The other man had pre- 
viously been dismissed, and then these two women were put upon the 
stand whose reputation for truth and veracity, in addition to their 
reputation for chastity, was proven upon the trial by prominent offi- 
cers to be notoriously bad, one of those officers being no less than 
Colonel Miles, who has distinguished himself on the northwestern 
frontier. I refer to their general reputation for truth and veracity, 
which was proved, outside of the fact to which everybody testified 
as to their character otherwise, to be notoriously bad. No man 
who ever read the testimony or who examined the facts could possi- 
bly believe such witnesses, 

Such is the character of the testimony. In the face of the record 
of this man they placed him upon trial, and upon such testimony he 
was found guilty and sentenced to be dismissed. 

Mr. President, every committee which has examined this case as 
lawyers examine a case, has arrived at the same conclusion. Con- 

twice arrived at the same conclusion, once by setting aside the 
order of dishonorable discharge and granting him an honorable dis- 
charge; next a bill was introduced, what for ? To restore him to the 
Army? Not at all, but to place him as near as may be where he was 
before, so far as the power of the President is concerned to promote 
him, With the laws in force prohibiting promotion except by sen- 
iority, the President, if he believes that Tn and tnjustine have been 
done, may under this bill nominate this gentleman, send the nomina- 
tion to this body, and then it will be for the Senate to say whether or 
not he shall be confirmed. Not adollar of pay is given, but it simply 
restores him as near as aN be. 

Mr. President, I have only to say that if I had been the reviewin 
officer, those proceedings never would have received my sanction. f 
can state that so far as the papers have been shown to me, I do not 
believe they ever did pass under the review of the President of the 
United States, e the law was mandatory that proceedings in 
review should be had by him, and his order and decision made thereon. 
But Congress did, as near as they could, attempt to relieve him. They 
ordered an honorable discharge to be granted him; and passed an- 
other bill, which is exactly the same as the one now pending. That 
bill passed both Houses. ether designed on the part of the Pres- 
ident or not, I do not know, but being at a very late day of the ses- 
sion, it failed to receive the approval of the President, and thereby 
it fell. It seems to me that this is simply a case of pure, naked jus- 
tice. Some may have thought that I have bad blood toward all those 
of our kith and kin who turned against us. Nosuch feeling can actu- 
ate me in this case. This man fought under the flag of the Union 
from his youth ip It is not to be supposed that I would have bad 
feelings toward him on that account, or that that would specially 
commend him to me; but I have made this defense in behalf of this 
young man because the eternal principles of justice ought to be main- 
tained. All we can do is to restore him to the position which he was 
honorably given, and of which he was unjustly deprived. 

Mr. ED UNDS. Mr. President, there seems to be pretty good 
reason to believe from the statement of the Senator from Texas that 
the judgment of this court-martial was an error, although it appears 
that the other people who accused Armes were convicted and that 
the poopie whom Armes accused were convicted. They were con- 
victed all around, and what we should find if we reviewed the cour 
martial proceedings in the other cases as to their regularity or ille- 
gality we do not know. Iam not making these remarks as prelim- 
inary for asking that this case go over. I have no objection to its 
being voted upon. But the danger in respect of this kind of legisla- 
tion is, as it sppe to me, that the Congress of the United States, 
having provided by law courts-martial to try matters of this character 
and regulated all their proceedings in the Army just as we do in 
private affairs by a judicial system, now is sitting at this moment as 
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a court of review of the findings of a court-martial, (not upon the 
und, which would have some force in it,) that it appears to us that 
the members of that court were corrupt and so the court had not any 
honest jurisdiction because they were unfit to try the case, but be- 
cause, although as the committee say, they have no imputations to 
make upon the officers who composed that court-martial, who might 
be able to vindicate themselves if they had a hearing possibly, but 
because they committed an error. That is a very dangerous ground 
for legislation to stand upon. In the history of this Government 
and respecting men . there are no doubt thousands of cases 
of hardship, of error, where injustice has been done to gallant men 
by the error of a court deciding against them when it ought to have 
decided, as we might think, in their favor. There is the intrinsic 
danger of steps of this character. Of course this proceeds upon the 
principle that it is a pa of the business and the duty of Congress 
to rectify the errorsof courts-martial, not to rectify their doings when 
it turns out that the members of the courts were themselves preju- 
diced and unfit or corrupt, but where, asin this case, the members 
were upright, the court was duly formed, but unhappily for the 
victim made a mistake, as we think. Mr. President, I do not wish to 
commit myself to that ground. I must be excused from doing so, as 
much as my sympathies have been affected by the statement of the 
Senator from Texas. 
Now let me come to a second point. 
bat MAET, Will the Senator from Vermont permit me a mo- 
ment 
Mr. EDMUNDS. If it does not come out of my five minutes, Mr. 
President. 
Mr. MAXEY. The Senator knows very well that I dislike to inter- 
rupt anybody. The record does not appear in the report, but it ap- 
pears in the proceedings that Captain Armes upon trial objected to 
one of the members of the court because he had expressed an opinion 
in regard to him and his case. That objection was one of the most 
serious character; he had said that he would not believe him on oath, 
and so on. The court overruled the objection and permitted the trial 
to go on. I do not think that could occur in civilized life. 
. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, that very often happens in civil 
life, where a man objects to a judge, but it unhappily ppens that 
the committee have told us from their investigation that they have 
no reflections to make upon the court except that they committed an 
error. 
Mr. MAXEY. The committee do not reflect upon the honor of the 
court. What we complain of is that it was an error of judgment. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. But the committee has not stated in its report, if 
I correctly understood it, and I listened very attentively, that it finds 
that this objection to this member of the court was well founded, 
because the objection if well founded was that he was a scoundre 
that he was a man whose oath to try that case ponesi ona not be 
believed. Perhaps that officer would like to have a fair hearing in 
this court of review before we condemn him. 
Mr. MAXEY. I do not think the Senator understood me. I said 
that this member of the court so charged Armes, not that Armes had 
charged him. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Ah, very well. 
Mr. MAXEY. And the point Armes made was that this member of 
the court bad already formed an opinion and had expressed such an 
opinion and, therefore, was incompetent, which in my country at least 
would be a ve: objection. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be a good objection if true, but the com- 
mittee do not tell us that the court found that this member of the 
court had formed and expressed any such opinion. Presumptively, 
therefore, the court found that he had not, and that this officer who 
was on trial had made an objection that was untenable in point of 
fact. There is the difficulty with that; and this very little interrup- 
tion—I do not know but that I shall have to ask an extension of my 
time—illustrates the dangerous ground it is that we are treading upon 
in undertaking in this way to review the judgments of courts-mar- 
tial or any other courts. But I pass that; and if I can have time to 
state the difficulties that occur to me, I do not wish to have this mat- 
ter go over if it can be avoided. 
Now we come to another point. I must be excused from giving in 
my adhesion to the reasoning of the committee in respect of what 
they consider to be the invalidity of the approval of the proceedin 
because it does not appear on the face of the papers affirmatively and 
in terms that the President of the United States approved of the 
finding of the court-martial, but as they state it appears to have 
been signed by the Secretary of War. Now, it is a question that is 
worthy of a deal of consideration before we decide it certainly 
in the direction that the committee have, whether under the statutes 
of the United States creating the office of Secretary of War and pre- 
scribing the duty of the President in respect to court-martial cases, 
the act of the Secretary of War in signing a paper of that character 
is not presumed by law to be the act of the President of the United 
States just as the act of Her Majesty the Queen of Great Britain and 
Ireland and Empress of all the Indies is conclusively proved by the 
mere signature of one of the officers of her cabinet without even the 
foot-note or titular description of “secre of state for foreign 
affairs,” or whatever it may be. But I do not propose to go into that, 
only to say that I must be excused from accepting at this time as 
sound law that proposition of the Committee on Military Affairs. 


It appears that in 1874 Con authorized the Secretary of War 
to issue to this gentleman an honorable discharge from the Army of 
the United States. It appears to have been done on his application. 
The committee say that he voluntarily accepted that. Grane that 
injustice had been done him, yet by his own voluntary act if he was 
in the Army he went out, and if he was already out he took a certif- 
icate of character and went his way. Then he was out of the Army 
by his own volition if he was not out before. Now the question is 
whether it is right to the other officers of the regiment, he having 
accepted an honorable discharge, which is just the same as it affects 
him or anybody else as a resignation, for Congress four or five years 
afterward to say that he may be reappointed to rank those gentle- 
men who then stood below him and who have served all the time; 
and if the appointments in the regiment are full what is to become 
of the lowest second lieutenant, if that is the present lowest grade of 
commissioned officers, who has comein to fill up the vacancy, so that 
all the vacancies in that regiment are full? He must be turned ont 
of the Army I suppose. Is that right? And it is stated to me by my 
honorable friend from Kansas [Mr. PLUMBE] that this gentleman ob- 
tained a year’s pay also when he took this honorable discharge in 1874, 
and his connection with the Army then, by his own act, however great 
may have been the injustice done him, was completely dissolved. Now 
itis pro to overturn the regular order of promotion in the Army, 
to set that all aside, and authorize the President and the Senate to 
put this gentleman up at the head or near the head or wherever he 
would have been. this were merely to authorize the President 
of the United States to give him an appointment in the Army like 
any other deserving citizen who for any reason has a good right to be 
soars icon for such a place, that would be another thing. 

Mr. Y. The Senator from Vermont misunderstands the bill 
again. It does not propose to authorize the President to appoint him 
until a vacancy occurs, and therefore does not displace anybody. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Until a vacancy occurs in what rank? 

Mr. MAXEY. In the rank of captain, the rank he held at the time 
of his unjust dismissal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it would not squeeze out the lowest lieu- 
tenant. I am obliged to the Senator for correcting me. Then what 
is to become of the nine other captains who have served for the last 
three or four years, perhaps on the plains fighting the Indians, just 
as gallantly as Captain Armes did—because there are a great many 
gallant officers in the Army of the United States; he is not the only 
gentleman who has distinguished himself; Iam glad to be able to 
say from my information that ninety-nine in one hundred at least of 
all the officers of the Army of the United States do distinguish them- 
selves in the same way. They do their duty bravely and truly all the 
time. This 8 being out by his own volition and with a year’s 
pay, is it right to put him at the head of these other nine? I do not 

ieve it is; and but for the sympathy we feel for an injustice that 
appears on this investigation to have n done him by the error in 
judgment of a court-martial, which involves our inquiry in every 
other case of that sort and involves the consequences that I have 
already stated, I do not think it would commend itself to the judg- 
ment of the Senate. That is all I wish to say. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I think the ground taken by the 
Senator from Vermont proves toomuch. If he objects to having the 
findings of courts-martial ever reviewed by Congress, I think he would 
take off one of the most salutary restraints upon the license to which 
courts-martial might run, that now exist. There is no service, mili- 
tary or naval, in any country that does not have a little bit of a tend- 
ency to run into cliques, sometimes a very great one, and there have 
been instances in which very grave injustice has been done to the 
best of officers under such influences. There is no danger that Con- 
gress is going to launch forth into the general business of reviewing 
courts-martial. From the foundation of the Government to this time 
very few officers have been restored by any action of Congress—I 
mean very few in comparison with those who have suffe at the 
hands of courts-martial. At the same time, I have no doubt that the 
power of Congress to do it and its entire discretion to do it at any 
time, has been a very wise and salutary restraint upon the care and 
circumspection with which courts-martial are conducted; and if you 
once establish it that, no matter what finding of a court-martial may 
appr to get approved, there is no possible appeal here, I say God 
help some officers of the Army in future years. 

ow, the fact that this man got a certificate of good character, an 
honorable discharge in 1874, as the Senator says, only proves to my 
mind that ve gro injustice was done him. The very fact that 
Congress granted that proves the injustice of the court-martial. You 
could not ibly have granted that without absolutely trampling 
on it, and by that very act saying it was unjust. If we are willing 
to say that a thing was unjust, do not let us stop at half measures, 
If we put it as a matter of record that this man was entitled to au 
honorable discharge, then surely he ought not to lie under the cen- 
sure of having been guilty of so grave an offense as to call for that 
punishment which to a soldier is equal to death, being cashiered. 

I do not pretend to have examined with any very great care the case 
of Mr. Armes, 8 I have casually known of it fora great many 
years; but we are all more or less governed by the findings of com- 
mittees and we have to trust them. I find that this case has been 
examined with the utmost care by committees in both branches of 
Congress without the slightest regard to party. I find that such men 
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as Powell Clayton, GEORGE E. SPENCER, James K. Kelly, P. M. B. 
Young, W. G. Donnan, J. M. THORNBURGH, John B. Hawley, (the 
present Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, ) John Coburn, (for a long 
time chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs of the other 
House and one of the most careful men I have ever known in legisla- 
tive affairs,) Charles Albright, B WADLEIGH, (present Senator in this 
body,) J. W. Nesmith, Eppa HUNTON, Lewis B. Gunckel, Joseph R. 
Hawley, and C. D. McDougall have been in favor of this measure in 
the past. You have had favorable reports from those who have given 
the utmost care and attention to this case; and I have no doubt that 
it would be a very serions injustice to this man to deny this relief; 
an injustice that we cannot afford, not simply with re; to him, 
but with regard to ourselves, and still more with regard to the vast 
number of officers who in the future in the Army and in the Navy 
are liable to suffer from causes which we need not specify, and which 
we may not go into, from the summary punishment of courts-martial. 
It is a wholesome and good thing to hold the power of review in Con- 
gress, to exercise it of course always with discretion, but in meritori- 
ous cases to exercise it with absolute power. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to offer an amendment so as to limit this 
power of the President to appoint to the first vacancy which shall 
occur. I have no doubt that the principle of examining the records 
of these courts-martial is too firmly established now to be overturned. 
We shall continue to sit here, I have no doubt, as a court of appeal 
for cases of this kind. 

While I have a very decided conviction that the bill itself ought 
not to p at the same time I interpose no objection to that, but 
suggest this amendment, which seems to me to be fair. This will 
prevent this bill and the subject of the appointment from becoming 
a sort of covenant to run with this regiment and with the presiden- 
tial office in point of fact. If the President shall see fit now, with all 
the light before him when this matter comes freshly before him from 
the hands of Congress, to appoint this man to the first vacancy that 
shall occur in the rank of captain, so be it; but let it not be there as 
a sort of terror to the lieutenants and captains who are back of him 
in rank all the time interfering with that just feeling and idea of pro- 
motion which is constantly before them as the incentive, and be a 
bugbear to them, so to s and prevent them from knowing what 
the consequences are to be, whether, when a certain captain may be 
promoted or when in some accidental manner he may go ont of the 
Army, Armes may be obtruding before them all the time and prevent 
them realizing what they expect and are entitled to. 

Ido not see that my amendment interferes practically with the 
effect of this bill. It is not offered with any. Teelen that it should 
do so, but that it should not simply give to this an extension which 
would be under the circumstances very unjust to that regiment. 

Now, perhaps, as germane to this general question, I might say 
something about this matter of putting pagnie into the Army in this 
manner. We have been this session all the time considering, Con- 
gress has been considering what the Army should consist of, as to the 
number of privates and as to the number of officers. I think the con- 
victien is very general, whatever may be the fact in reference to the 
number of privates, that we have officers enough, toomany. West 
Point is giving us seventy or eighty a year. We have undertaken no 
method of limiting that number, but are putting that many into it 
in addition to those who are appointed from civil life, and at the 
same time we are constantly putting men in in this irregular way. 
It seems to me that it is entirely wrong, that we are going at this 
matter in a manner which is doing injustice to the Army itself, and 
which is bound to bring about that state of prejudice on the part of 
the people which will result in very great org. 1 to the Army. 

I notice, also, that no one ever here appears for a private soldier, 
nor does a private soldier ever here appear to say anything for him- 
self. We Potier ourselves completely and exclusively about that 
portion of the Army which is the least entitled practically to consid- 
eration. I know personally, as I have no doubt do other members on 
this floor, that the injustice that is done by courts-martial is much 
more glaring in the case of private soldiers than it is in the case of 
officers; and that brings me to speak generally of the obligation 
which the country is under to that very meritorious class of people, 
not merely those who are now in the Army but those who were in 
the Army during the late war. The negligence, so to speak, of Con- 

in reference to their rights and interests, is much more conspic- 
nous than it is with reference to the officers of the Army. There were 
men who served without pay or reward or hope thereof, practically 
speaking, that never received enough to make them whole. The class 
of men who received large rewards, who had a constant incentive in 
the shape of the hope of promotion to do their duty, have been con- 
stantly 5 for recognition until we have a retired list 
for the Army which embraces men just as able to do a day’s work as 
any member on this floor, who are receiving a benefaction of nine or 
ten thousand dollars a year in some cases. It has become a very con- 
spicuousinjustice. We are constantly doing this thing; we are doing 
it piecemeal. Now I say if it be, as the Senator from Maine says, no- 
torious that courts-martial are doing injustice—and I have no doubt 
it is so—and if the present authorities for reviewing such cases are 
insufficient, we ought to create a board of review. We ought to go 
at it in some systematic way and not be picking out exceptional cases 
of this kind, which, as the Senator from Maine well said, are not 
really exceptional. There are hundreds of cases equally meritorious 


with this, cases of men who have simply quietly stood aside and made 
no appeal to Congress, who have not importuned Congress for years 
as this man has, and consequently are in no condition whatever to 
receive and will not receive anything at the hands of Congress and 
will leave their wrongs unrighted. 

r. Y. I trust the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas will not be adopted. The committee investigated that point 
as closely as we possibly could. The House committee did the same. 
If we are to do right, let us do right all the way through. It is 
entirely clear that the President will not nominate this officer nor the 
Senate confirm him unless the case is right. Hence I do not see the 
sense of this restriction. Had it been presented in committee or any- 
where where it could be acted on, it might have been different; but 
here the bill has passed the House ; it has passed through the Senate 
committee, and is now before the Senate for final action. If we amend 
it, it will have to go back to the House. I do not see that the amend- 
ment is of such importance as to justify anything of that kind. There- 
fore I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. BLAINE, I think the Senator from Texas will also see that 
the amendment might be very prejudicial. It is in effect saying to 
the President that if you cannot make up your mind instantly this 
man shall not be righted. A vacancy may occur the day he approves 
this bill, and when he has not had the least time to examine the case, 
when you do not give him the least opportunity to exercise the sound 
discretion which he ought to exercise in such cases as this; and if he 
does not appoint him to the very first vacancy, the bill goes for noth- 
ing: The amendment takes from the President the discretion with 
which he ought to be clothed, and in that respect, which I do not 
think pane Senator from Kansas intended, it ren: the bill entirely 
nu Ty. 

ne other word in answer to my friend from Kansas. I agree with 
him that the Army in some respects is top-heavy, that there are many 
more officers in some departments than there ought to be, and we 
might by some wise legislation probably thin them; but I would not 
do it by injustice. I would not stop the railway train, as the old lady 
desired, by a collision. I think we can afford to get rid of officers 
without turning them out with 7. er upon them when they have 
been honorably discharging their duty, and I think we can better 
afford to pay an extra officer or two than to do a oie to the hnm- 
blest officer or the humblest private in the Army of the United States. 

Mr. MAXEY, I did not care to criticise the amendment in the light 
that the Senator from Maine has suggested; but it appears to me very 
clear that it would have an appearance of dictating to the President 
“if you do not put that man in right away the act shall have no 
effect.” Suppose a man were to die to-day a captain of the Tenth 
Cavalry and a vacancy therefore occurred which would have to be 
filled, the President would have to go immediately to work and inves- 
tigate this case. In other words, if it is just to pass the bill, let it 
pass removing all restriction from the President and the Senate. I 
therefore ask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kansas I think isa d one and a just one, and I do not think the 
observations of the Bonar from Maine show it to be otherwise. His 
poini is that this vacancy may happen so suddenly that the Presi- 

ent would not have time to read the reports of these committees 
and the record of the old court-martial to know what to do. But the 
President cannot fill up the vacancy until he nominates somebody to 
the Senate. The 5 Maley stay until the President and the Sen- 
ate act. So there is nothing, it appears to me, of any force in the 
objection that this amendment does not give the President an oppor 
tunity to decide, because the moment a vacancy occurs if you limit 
it to the first one as the Senator from Kansas wisely proposes, that 
vacancy remains open until the President has had the opportunity 
to go over the record and make up his mind. 

ow, suppose you leave it as it is, then as the Senator from Kan- 
sas has stated, and as nobody denies, this is a running right. The 
present President of the United States may consider this case and 
conclude that he will not appoint this gentleman to the first vacancy ; 
he thinks it is not just to the service or the public interest. That 
decision does not bind anybody. He nominates one man and he is 
confirmed. Another vacancy occurs the next year afterward. The 
question is reopened and the President of the United States is obliged 
to decide again. If he goes out of his office, another President of the 
United States comes in, for the office is continuous, Then a vacancy 
occurs; the same question is brought up again; and it may continue 
to be brought up for any length of time without limitation, because 
we do not provide that the matter once decided adversely shall be a 
bar to an application for afresh appointment. It is an open, con- 
tinuons, indefinite act. 

Mr. President, on the motion of the Senator from Kansas I must 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I desire to rap 5 single word on the case now 
before the Senate. As a member of the Military Committee, although 
I d with the conclusions reached in this report, I did not agree, 
and the committee was not otherwise unanimons, in the steps by 
which those conclusions were reached. It seemed upon the evidence 
clearly established that gross injustice and wrong had been done 
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Captain Armes, and I believed it to be the duty of e RET in this 
case to redress that injustice, although I recognized and felt the dan- 
gers arising from a precedent of this kind, as the Senator from Ver- 
mont has alluded to them. But the precedents for legislation of this 
kind have already been established; this establishes no new prece- 
dent; and soing in the line of other precedents I cannot see how the 
committee could reasonably refuse to grant to this man who had been 
thus wron the justice which the bill would give him. 

I recognize, too, the force of the reasons which have been urged in 
favor of the amendment of my friend the Senator from and 
I shall vote for that amendment and for the bill thus amended. I 
think myself it would be unjust to the officers of the Army to have 
this 3 hanging over them for a long time to come and to 
have before the President a strife whenever a vacancy occurs as to 
whether Captain Armes shall not fill that vacancy. 

The question being taken upon the amendment of Mr. PLUMB by 
yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 7, nays 47 ; as follows: 

YEAS—7. 


3 Edmunds, Plumb, Wadleigh, 
Davis of Illinois, Morrill, Teller, 
NAYS—47. 
Armstrong, Cok Hill, Mi 
3 Conkling, J ones of ‘Florida, Randolph, 
Bayard,” Davis of W.Va, Kernan Rolling 
a, 
Beck, Dawes, Lamar, t, 
Blaine, Dorsey, Matthews, bury, 
Pura Garland, Mecree Spen 
urn.: cer, 
Butler, MeDonald, oorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, MeMillan, allace, 
Cameron of Pa., McPherson, Whyte. 
Hereford, Mitchell, 
- ABSENT—22. 
Tison, Ferry, Kellogg, 
th, Hamlin, Kirkwsod, Thurman, 
Christiancy, Hoar, Merrimon, om, 
Cockrell, Howe, Oglesby, Withers. 
Dennis, Paddoc 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 855) for the relief 
of Warren Mitchell. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Under the five-minute rule of debate it would 
be im ble to dispose of this case at this call of the Calendar. I 
therefore ask that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to and over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Minnesota 
that the Senate will probably continue the discussion to any extent 
that may be found n I should be very glad if the Senate 
po heap so to do that we might proceed with the consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think those interested in subsequent cases 
would not consent to the suspension of the rule, and it would not do 
to undertake it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the case goes 
over. The Secretary will report the next bill on the Calendar. 

TIMBER IN COLORADO, NEVADA, AND TERRITORIES. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 20) authorizing 


the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and re- 
move timber on the public domain for mining and domestic pur- 


Mr. WHYTE. That seems to be a bill granting a large amount of 
timber, apparently, through a very great area of territory. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I hope the Senator from Maryland will allow the 
report to be read. 

r. WHYTE. I think the bill had better go over and be taken up 

at a time when there is more opportunity of discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 

o over. 

5 Mr. SARGENT. It has been my observation that after several 
hours spent on the Calendar the Senate gets irritated and restless. 
I think we had better proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. I make that motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that motion will be withdrawn for the 


resent. 
: Mr. SARGENT. Every bill now coming up is passed over because 
the Senate does not want to consider it. There is no more important 
bill than the one which has just been passed over, which was dis- 
cussed at very great length some time ago. The people of the West 
are absolutely debarred from using the timber, buying the land, or 
living in the Territories. Under these circumstances the hardship of 
the situation presses with very t force upon western members. 
I have no doubt the Senate will be ready to allow any time to ex- 
plain the bill which may be necessary. There is a similar one some- 
what further along on the Calendar for the relief of California, and 
Oregon, and the Territory of Washington, where we propose to buy 
the land of the Government. I think preventing us an opportunity of 
considering these things must arise from the circumstance that Sen- 


ators are really tired and irritated by the variety of topics taken up 
to-day, and we can do better afterward. 

Mr. WHYTE. The only reason why I objected was because I re- 
membered what a tremendous amount of discussion the timber ques- 
tion has involved during this session of the Senate. 

Mr. SARGENT. That was a discussion in re; 
ures submitted by the Interior Department. e propose to obviate 
the necessity for such measures hereafter. 

Mr. E. That was exactly what I supposed. Therefore, I 
thought it was a very important bill; and having heard stump speeches 
on the timber question, I thought perhaps five minutes was hardly 
time enough for anybody to make one of that character. It will not 
do to cut a man down to five minutes on questions of this kind. 

Mr. SARGENT. I shall ask leave that my friend be heard further 
at length if he desires. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, The bill just passed over occupied an hour and a 
half of the Senate in discussion, and no word was said against it. It 
is as important as any private bill can ibly be. Now, as the Sen- 
ator from California has just said, if the Senate has got into such a 
state of mind and feeling that no bill of this kind can be passed or 
considered, then I think we had better go into executive session or 


urn. 
. SARGENT. I make the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 


QUARANTINE REGULATIONS, 


Mr. GORDON. I want to appeal to the Senator from California to 
allow the bill establishing general quarantine laws to be acted on. 
It is a bill of a general character, and the season is so rapidly advanc- 
ing when it is necessary to the cities interested to take advantage of 
it, that I trust the Senate will consider it an exceptional case act 
upon it to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it on the Calendar? 

Mr. GORDON. It is reported favorably from the Committee on 
Commerce, and I am satisfied it will not take ten minutes to act on it. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. So of the bill just objected to. 


to certain meas- 


Mr. GORDON. The difference between this bill and any other is 
that there are 1 cities and! sections of country in immediate 
danger now from invasion by forei i particularly the yellow 


diseases, 

fever. Iam satisfied there will be no objection to the bill as amended 
by the Committee on Commerce. 
yiola? PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from California 

e 

Mr. SARGENT. I see the bill ison the Calendar a long way ahead. 
We cannot reach it to-day. 

Mr. GORDON. It is a House bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is the last bill but one on the Calendar, and we 
5 reach it to-day. 

Mr. GORDON. I ask that an exception be made of it, because of 
the peculiar character of the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will withdraw the motion for the purpose of the 


Senator making the motion to take it up. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion for an executive session 
is withdrawn. . 


Mr. GORDON. I move to take up the bill I have indicated. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I object. We are proceeding now with the Cal- 
endar under the rule. 

Mr. GORDON. We can set it aside by a majority vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection of the Senator from 
Colorado is well taken, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. GORDON. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I insist that the motion shall not be allowed, for 
this reason: that bill contains, as I understand, a very grave consti- 
tutional eng and one that merits full discussion. 

Mr. GORDON. If my friend from Alabama will allow me, I am 
satisfied he misapprehends the bill altogether. The bill, which I in- 
troduced by request myself, did have, as was supposed, some very 

ve constitutional questions involved, but those points have all 

n stricken out, and I am satisfied if he reads the House bill as 
amended by the Committee on Commerce he will find that the national 
quarantine re tions sought to be established by this bill are alto- 
aaao subservient to the State regulations, and the objection which 

anticipates will not be found in the bill as reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that it will be necessary that he should move to 
suspend all prior orders to take up his bill. 

. ALLISON. Ido not wish to interfere with the Senator from 
Georgia, but I desire to understand the rule. We are proceeding un- 
der a rule. Can a majority set that aside? 

Baw PRESIDING OFFICER. Only by moving to suspend all prior 
orders. 

Mr. ALLISON. That being done—— 

Mr. GORDON. Is it necessary to make a motion to suspend all 
prior orders, because there seems to be nothing now before the Senate 
at allexcept the Calendar? I understand we cansuspend the Calendar 
on a simple motion to take up a particular bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Georgia that there is a present order to proceed with the Calen- 


dar of unobjected cases. 
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Mr. GORDON. Very well. Then I move that all prior orders be 
suspended and that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
the House bill relative to quarantine, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I desire to ask the Chair this question: when 
that bill is disposed of, do we immediately go back to the Calendar 
as before, or is it necessary then to readopt the order of the Senator 
from Rhode Island? , 

Mr. SARGENT. We go back, of course, under the order already 
1257 , which is simply suspended for the time bein 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks 
pended for the time being. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If that is the general understanding, very well ; 
but it seems to me that a motion to lay aside the Calendar and take 
up the bill of the Senator from Georgia would supersede the order 
under which we are acting. 

Mr, ALLISON. That is the way I supposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it only suspends 
the order temporarily. 

Mr. GORDON. That is my motion; and of course I make it with 
the understanding that we proceed with the Calendar where we left 
off when this bill is 997 775 of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 23, noes 
12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. GORDON. I am satisfied there is a quorum present, and the 
Senator from Colorado will I think withdraw all further objection. 
If he does not, I shall be under the necessity of calling for the yeas 
and be at 4 am satisfied that the Senate agrees that we ought to 

ass k 
£ Mr. CHAFFEE. The Senate has passed an order br which unob- 
jected bills are to be considered in their turn. Now the proposition 
of the Senator from Georgia is to jump all the business except the 
very last bill or the next to the last bill on the Calendar and take 
that up. I think that is unfair to Senators having bills on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. GORDON. I am satisfied the Senator from Colorado has not 
considered the nature of this bill. If a city in his State were in dan- 
ger of invasion by disease from just off the borders of his State, and 

ibly the ge of this bill might render safe his people, would 

e not consider that an exceptional case which ought to be acted on 
promptly? I tell the Senator that the people of Savannah and the 
entire coast of Florida, Georgia, and the Carolinas are appealing here 
day by day, by telegram and otherwise, to the Senate to act upon this 
bill, so that they may put into operation the important regulations 
which it suggests to protect them from the yellow fever now raging in 
Cuba, especially in the city of Havana, with which this entire coast 
is in communication almost daily, certainly weekly. It is no mere 
private bill, but a bill in which a portion of the people are inter- 


ested. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. Three-quarters of the morning hour is left undis- 
turbed ; the morning business is now through by quarter past twelve. 
The Senator can get up his billin some maming hour. 

Mr. GORDON. We can decide it very soon by a vote of the Sen- 
ate. I call for the yeas and nays unless we can get Senators to vote. 

Mr. WHYTE. LI see that I am the innocent cause of this stoppage 
of the public business by having objected to the bill of my friend 
from Colorado. Now I withdraw my objection. Let the vote be 
taken on his bill, and then we can p with the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question, however, is 
on the motion made by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. WHYTE. He will withdraw that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion made 
bib yee Senator from Georgia, upon which he has called for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say a word in sympathy with the motion 
of the Senator from Georgia. He has indicated so clearly that I need 
not attempt to repeat or add to it, the importance and the interest 
attaching to this bill. There is one suggestion, however, which I 
think may induce Senators who have hesitated to consider it to 
forego their objections. Such a bill naturally suggests, and indeed 
the original draft of the bill warranted the suggestion, that the rights 
of States, of which we know historically they have been very jealous, 
were to be invaded or interfered with, that such legislation might 
trench upon what in a very famous case the Supreme Court called the 
police powers of the States, their right to make health laws, quaran- 
tine laws, pilot laws, and so on. When the bill was introduced, not 
in the Senate but elsewhere, attention was called to this view of the 
subject, and all parts of the act offensive to such objections were 
eliminated; and as the bill comes now to the Senate on the report of 
the Committee on Commerce, I think no Senator will find in such 
direction reasons for exception to it. 

If I am right in that, [submit that there is every reason why prompt 
consideration should be given to a measure of this sort, and I hope 
that the motion of the Senator from Georgia will prevail, and indeed 
I should expect that he might get unanimous consent to take up a 


it is only sus- 


bill which has passed the House of Representatives, which comes now 
with two amendments as mere safeguards, and to which I think on 
consideration not a single member of the Senate will object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Georgia, upon which he has called for the yeas and 


na; 

Mr. WHYTE. I hope the Senator from Georgia will withdraw the 
demand for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORDON. Iam very much dis to do so; but if I with- 
draw this motion and the Colorado bill should lead to discussion the 
day will be exhausted. 

. CONKLING. Let me suggest to the Senator from Georgia if 
he will allow me—and I am sure my friend from Colorado will aequi- 
esce to save time—that he see whether any Senator will now object 
to considering this bill as he has explained it. My impression is it 
will lead to no debate, and he can get action upon it at once and get 
it out of the way of my friend from Colorado sooner than in any 
other mode. 

Mr. SARGENT. The withdrawal of the objection by the Senator 
from Maryland leaves at the head of the Calendar, if we p no 
further on that to-night, the bill of the Senator from Colorado, with 
which I think he will be satisfied. We can then take up by unani- 
mous consent the bill referred to by the Senator from e and 
dispose of it, and when we return to the Calendar the first bill in 
order will be the Colorado timber bill. With that understanding, I 
think everybody will be satisfied. 

Mr. GORDON. Then I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, 
and I think if the Chair will again submit the question we shall have 
a quorum. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the ques- 
tion on the motion of the Senator from Georgia, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the 
introduction of contagious or infectious diseases into the United States. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was to insert after the words “ United States,” 
in line 10 of section 1, the words “into or through the jurisdiction of 
which said vesse] or vehicle may pass, or to which it is destined ;” sc 
as to make the section read: 

That no vessel or vehicle coming from any foreign port or country where any 
contagious or infectious disease may exist, and no vessel or vehicle conveying any 
person or persons, merchandise, or animals, affected with any infectious or conta 

ious disease, shall enter any port of the United States or pass the boundary lins 

tween the United States and any foreign country, contrary to the quarantine 
laws of any one of said United States, into or through the jurisdiction of which 
said vessel or vehicle may pass, or to which it is destined, or except in the manner 
and subject to the regulations to be prescribed as hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 8, section 2, to strike out “ inform“ 
and insert “give information thereof to;“ and in line 10, after the 
word “service,” to strike out the word “ thereof;” so as to make the 
section read: 

Src. 2. That whenever any infectious or contagious disease shall appear in any 
foreign port or country, and whenever any vessel shall leave any infected foreign 

rt, or, having on board goods or passen coming from any place or district 
Iafected with 3 or yellow fever, 3 any foreign port, bound for an 
pat in the United States, the consular officer, or other representative of the Uni 

tates at or nearest such foreign shall immediately give information thereof 
to the supervising s n- of the marine hospital service, and shall report 
to him the name, the date of departure, and the port of destination of such vessel; 
and s lso make the same report to the health officer of the port of destination in 
the United States; and the consular officers of the United States shall make weekly 
reports to him of the sanitary condition of the ports at which they are respectively 
stationed ; and the said surgeon-general of the marine hospital service shall, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, be charged with the execution of 
the provisions of this act, and shall frame all needful rules and regulations for 
that purpose, which rules and regulations shall be subject to the approval of the 
President; but such rules and regulations shall not conflict with or impair any 
sanitary or quarantine laws bli ee of any State or municipal authorities 
now existing, or which may hereafter be enacted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropria- 
tion for the same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass 
on the public lands and for bringing into market public lands in cer- 
tain States, and for other pu: that it still further insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 7 and 8 
insisted on by the Senate, and agreed to the further conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. MILTON J. DURHAM of Kentucky, Mr. JAMES 
H. BLOUNT of Georgia, and Mr. JoHN H. BAKER of Indiana managers 
at the further conference on its part. 
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The message also announced that the House had concurred in the | so as not to prejudice that legislation and not to concede that this 


amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
A bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. Snyder, of Illinois ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier ; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a publie build- 
ing in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. 
The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 4: 210 prohibit the coinage of the twenty-cent piece of 
silver; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro r : 

A bill (S. No. 1080) authorizing the issue of passports free to colored 
citizens going to Brazil; > - 

A bill (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. Snyder, of Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. No. 712 for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted the repy of the Committee on Rail- 
roads to accompany the bill (S. No. N to extend the time for the 
construction and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad and by 
a readjustment of the grants without increasing the appropriation 
to secure the construction of the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass 
Railroad; which was ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. OGLESBY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. No. 802) to establish post- routes in the several 
States therein named; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 4394) to prohibit the coinage of the twenty-cent 
piece of silver was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


TIMBER IN COLORADO, NEVADA, AND TERRITORIES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. MITCHELL in the chair) The 
consideration of the Calendar will now be resumed; and the bill (8. 
No. 20) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Terri- 
tories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for mining and 
domestic pu is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
objection to its consideration having been withdrawn. 3 

he Committee on Public Lands reported an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That all citizens of the United States and other bona fide residents of 
the States of Colorado, California, or Nevada, or either of the Territories of New 
Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, Idaho, or Montana, and all other min- 
eral districts of the United States, shall be, and are hereby, autborized and per- 
mitted to fell and remove, for building, agricultural, mining, or other domestic pur- 

s, any timber or other trees growing or being on the public lends, said lands 
eing mineral, and not subject to entry under existing laws of the United States, 
except for mineral entry, in either of said States, Territories, or districts of which 
such citizens or persons may be at the time bona fide residents, subject to such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may Badge ene for the protection 
of the er se rontog npo such lands: Provided, That no timber shall be 
cut or felled in the mount: ons within three miles of the upper line of the 

r line. 


timber commonly known as the “tim 
Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the register and the receiver of any local 
may be situated to ascertain from 


land office in whose district any mineral lan 
time to time whether int bow shed is being cut or used upon any of such lands, ex- 
cept for the purposes authorized by this act, within their ve land districts; 
and, if so, they shall immediately notify the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office of that fact; and all necessary expenses incurred in making such proper 
examinations shall be paid and allowed such register and receiver in g up 
their next quarterly accounts, 

Sxc. 3. Any pms or persons who sball violate the provisions of this act, or any 
rules and regulations in pursuance thereof made by the Secretary of the Interior, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be fined in 
any sum not exceeding $500, and to which may be added imprisonment for any term 
not exceeding six months. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I move to strike out the proviso commencing in 
line 17 of the first section, in these words: 

Provided, That no timber shall be cut or felled in the mountain regions within 
three miles of the upper line of the timber commonly known as the “timber line.“ 

The reason for my amendment is that three-fourths of all the mines 
are within three miles of the timber line and most of them above the 
timber line. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I submit to the Senator whether 
there ought not to be some limit, say one mile or two miles. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. There ought not to be a limit, because, as I said 
before, the mines are generally above the timber line. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. This bill is very well calculated indeed for Colo- 
rado and New Mexico, where timber is sparse; but where, as in Cal- 
ifornia and Oregon, the latter of which, by the way, is not mentioned 
in the bill, the timber is thicker, the bill is inadequate to deal with 
the subject, and there is pending, reported from the Committee on 
Public 2 another bill spplying to California, Oregon, and Nevada. 
I do not wish to 5 t bill by the mention of California in 
this. This would be a very partial and insufiicient relief to our peo- 
ple who want to buy the land of the Government; and therefore I move, 


bill adequately covers the subject in California, to strike out the word 
“California” in line 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from California, to strike out “ California.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. SARGENT. The other bill to which I referred is in the order 
of business No. 269. I ask that it may now be considered in connec- 
tion with the bill just passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think we had better go on with 
the Calendar larly. 

Mr. SARGENT. The bills relate to the same subject-matter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, I think it unjust to other bills. 

Mr. SARGENT. Very well, I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next case on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

LAND SCRIP. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 109) defining the 
manner in which certain land scrip may be assigned and located or 
sopia by actual settlers, and providing for the issue of patents in 

e name of the locator or his legal representatives. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

CATHARINE AND SOPHIA GERMAIN, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H.-R. No. 1679) for the 
relief of Catharine and Sophia Germain; which was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Secretary of the 
Interior to reserve from that portion of annuities due, or to become 
due, to Cheyenne Indians the sum of $2,500 for Catharine Germain, 
aged eighteen years, and 7 7 for Sophia Germain, aged thirteen 
years, two white children, who were captured in Kansas by the Chey- 
ennes while en route from Georgia to Colorado, and cause the same 
to be placed to the credit of Catharine and Sophia Germain, on the 
books of the Treasury of the United States, to bear interest at the 
tate of 5 per cent. per annum, and to use from time to time the in- 
come from the same in such manner as he may deem expedient for 
their maintenance, education, and support until they attain the age 
of twenty-one years, when the principal and all unexpended interest 
shall be paid to them. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported the bill with an amend- 
ment, after the word “if,” in line 17, to insert “ before attaining the 
age of twenty-one years ;” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That if, before attaining the age of twenty-one years, either said 
Catharine Germain or Sophia Germain should die without issue, the whole sum 
due the decedent shall revert to the survivor; and should both die without issue, 
the whole sum shall revert to the United States; but if either said Catharine Ger- 
main or Sophia Germain, or both, have lawful issue, then, at the death of either 
parent, the amount due to her in her own right, or which she may have inherited, 
shall become the inheritance of her own issue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask if we have not pasen already at 
least one bill for the relief of these two persons? The name appears 
to me to be familiar. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have passed a bill for two sisters of Catharine 
and Sophia, and this identical bill passed the Senate a year or two 


ir. EDMUNDS. Where is the bill that we passed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it wasin 1873; I do not remember exactly. 
But this bill passed the Senate in 1876. Indeed it passed both Houses 
at the close of the last session of Congress, but in the hurry it was 
not enrolled in time to receive the signature of the President. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs were unanimous that the bill onght to 

This does not apply to the two children already provided for 


by another act of ithe 
hy did we not provide for the other children 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
at the same time ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I am not able to answer that question except that 
these two children were omitted. I think I was not in charge of the 
matter when the other bill was paea It passed in 1873 at the tail 
end of an rs hier a bill perhaps. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is no great recommendation to my mind that 
a bill in the last hours of a session passed both Houses of Congress. 
It rather raises a presumption that nobody paid any attention to it. 
According to my recollection, we went through this Germain business 


once. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thoroughly, and provided for two of the children. 
The Senator will remember that these children were captured under 
cireumstances of the most brutal atrocity by the Cheyenne Indians 
and were retained by them for many months, the father and mother 
both 5 and all their property destroyed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Les, Mr. President; but the thing that strikes me 
with astonishment at this moment is that if the family were captured 
we provided for two members of the captured persons and left out 
the other two. And that leads me to inquire of the Senator as chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs how this has happened. I 
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should like to find the act to see whether these are the same persons 
or some others. j 
Mr. ALLISON. If they are the same persons, the bill ought not to 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill lay aside for a little while. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to its going aside temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar wi 
be stated. 

PATENTS TO POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 766) to legalize 
patents issued to members of the Pottawatomie tribe of Indians. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill is in charge of the Senator from Kansas, 

Mr. 3 Ido not remember the circumstances. I think it 
better be laid aside. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be laid aside for the present. 


THE PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 512) in relation 
to the Pacific Railroads, 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been disposed of. 

Mr. SARGENT. It ought to be indefinitely postponed. I make 
that motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I should like to know what bill this is. We cannot 
hear a word of it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is the Pacific Railroad funding 
bill, reported by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is the Senator from Tennessee satisfied ? 

The motion to indefinitely postpone was agreed to. 


THE PARIS EXPOSITION. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. 
No. 17) supplemental to a joint resolution in relation to the inter- 
national industrial exposition to be held in Paris in 1878, reported 
from the Committee on ee adversely. 

Mr. WHYTE. I move that that be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN 8. MILLER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 535) for the 
relief of the executors of the estate of John S. Miller, d which 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill directs the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to credit 
Barbara Miller, John S. Miller, and William H. Miller, executors of 
the estate of John 8. Miller, deceased, with the amount assessed 
rea them for deficiency in the production of spirits at their dis- 
tillery at Sterling, during the months of April, May, and June, 1876, 
the assessments being based bs an excessive estimate of the pro- 
ducing capacity of their distillery, forced upon the executors over 
their protest, and in opposition to the written opinion of the collector 
oe the survey. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Is there a written report? 

Mr, ALLISON. This is a bill for the relief of the executors of 
John S. Miller, deceased —— 

Mr. OGLESBY. The case is all right. 

Mr: CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The parties are residents of Illinois. 
That is sufficient. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill received the unanimous assent of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. There is a letter on file from the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue saying this ought to be done. If any Senator 
desires that I should explain the bill in detail, I shall be glad to do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report Lei and then I 
should be very glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLIS The papers can be sent for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I call for the reading of the report and accom- 


PTko PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands there is no 


report. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a letter from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue recommending this measure. There is no difficulty in the 
case, as Senators will see from a moment’s explanation. There was 
a survey of this ee and afterward a resurvey ordered by Com- 
missioner Pratt, the distillery being known as one that operates under 
the seventy-two-hour rule, Under the re-examination ordered by 
Commissioner Pratt these distillers objected to the measurement made 
under that examination, but having on hand some two or three thou- 
sand head of cattle they were compelled to run their anana o else 
sustain great loss and violate some contract. Theyran itin that way 
some two months and then shut down. In the mean time they ap- 
pealed to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for relief. That 
relief could not be given without an act of Congress. The Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue recommends that these taxes be remitted 
to them. That is all there is in the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the letter of the Commis- 
sioner read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE, . 
Washington, December 


9, 1876. 
Sm: Your letter of the 8th instant, forwarding the petition of Barbara Miller 
and others, and a copy of H. R. No. 4119, introduced by Hon. II. C. BURCHARD, en- 
titled ‘A bill for the relief of Barbara Miller, John 8. , and William H. Mil- 
ler,” has been received. 


ViI——166 


I haveread the petition and find that the matters therein stated are substan- 


tially true. 

‘The distill of the tioners has been and now is being operated w a fer- 
menting of e neon hours. The surveyed producing capacity had been 
fixed at fourteen quarts of spirits to the bushel, and the distillery had been operated 


for a considerable length of under that arrangement. 

On the 10th day of Fel , 1876, anew survey was made of this distillery under 
orders from this office, and the producing caj ty was increased to sixteen quarts 
per bushel upon the same fermenting period and the petitioners continued o 
ating the distillery under that survey. The acceptance of the survey fixed their 
liability under the law. From sworn statements on file in this office I am satisfied 
that the petitioners would not have ie e the survey, but for the reason that 
aot had undertaken to feed a o number of cattle, and would have been liable 
for heavy damages had they failed to furnish the necessary slop from their distil- 
ly for that purpose. ; 

he assessments mentioned in the petition for the months of April and May, 


be run upon a 5 of mi eho ale hours with the ity 
of sixteen quarts to the bushel, so as to makea sufficient amountof ts to av 
a deficiency assessment, and I also became satisfied, as heretofore stated, that the 
petitioners accepted the survey 9 and because of their liability to dam- 
ages in the event they failed to furnish slop for a large number of cattle. 
An investigation of these cases led me to adopt the rule of fixing the producing 
capacity at fifteen quarts to the bushel of all leries using corn w 
eee erf ry e seventy-two hours. Distill stern the ep 
ermen g 01 tor u 
sixteen oes to the bushel This difference of a 3 of one quart at dis- 
tilleries fermenting in seventy-two hours places them about upon an equal oat 
— — distilleries surveyed at sixteen quarts with a fermenting period of forty- eigli 
ours, 
Having become satisfied that the surveyed capacity of the petitioners’ distil 
as accepted by them was in excess of what was a reasonable production for sai 
distillery, but having no authority in law to abate a tax legally assessed, I came 
to the conclusion that their case was one that merited relief by 
stated in said petition, I authorized the collector of their district to d the 
collection of the tax for a period of six months to enable the petitioners to appeal 
to Congress for relief. I am satisfied that they paid the taxes required by law upon 
the spirits produced by them, and the spirits so produced were sufficient in amount 
to protect them from an assessment for deficiency had the survey been made upon 
the basis of fifteen instead of sixteen quarts to the bushel. 
I have therefore the honor to recommend the passage of the act in question. 
Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner. 


Franx C. HOPKINS, Esq., x 
Clerk Commie of Ways and Means, 
ouse of 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DANIEL H. KELLY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 394) to place the 
name of Daniel H. Kelly upon the muster-roll of Company F, Second 
Tennessee Infantry. It directs the Secretary of War to place the 
name of Daniel H. Kelly, deceased, upon the muster-roll of Company 
F, Second Tennessee Infantry Volunteers, to show that he enlisted 
December 1, 1861, for three years, and was nog SA by the enemy, 
and Se aa prison, at Richmond, Virginia, while a prisoner, Novem- 

T —, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ran- 
DOLPH on the 12th of March: 


The Committee on 3 Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 394) to 
lace the name of Daniel Kelly upon the muster-roll of Company F, Second 
ennessee Infantry, together with the tion of Delilah Kelly, widow of Daniel 

H. Kelly, praying for the relief provided by the bill, have had the same under con- 

sideration, and submit the following Ay he 3 

This case was ite eeens by the Committee on e Affairs of the — 

fourth Con first session, and a report made thereon by Mr. Logan, then e 


man, as follows: 
“Mr. submitted the following report, to accompany bill S. No. 685: 
„The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the of De- 
lilah Kelly, having had the samo under consideration, submit the fo 2 report, 
which was submitted in the Forty-third Congress to the same petition, and recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill: 


Senate report No. 378.—Forty-third Congress, first session.] 


the United States about December 1, 1861, at Couche's Oaa 
tain David Fry; that while on their way, in Lee County, Virginia, the command 
was attacked by a large force of rebels, and after a hard fight, continuing from two 
o'clock till dark, the deceased, the captain, and several others were en prison- 
pe Maso 8 ee in Br d 2 night after 
orderly sergeant, an on of Captain „were des! e 
their 9 on Seray ee no return was ever made of the enlistment of de- 
ceased. Tho deceased was sent to the rebel prison at Richmond, where he died. 

Ahe facts in this case are testified to es Captain Fry and one Thomas Da 
both of whom were taken prisoners with deceased. The particulars are si 
minutely, and so clearly as to 2 12 committee of their truthfulness; and the 
signature of Nr roan Fry is verified by the War De ent. 

The committee, being fully satis of the justness of this claim, recommend 
the of the accompanying bill.“ 

A careful examination of the record and proofs filed in this case show that the 
favorable report heretofore made by Mr. Logan, quoted above, was proper and just, 


and that the relief sought ought to be ted. 

Tonk onttoa REIG TOSAN Chk DMADADO OF the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DORSEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was a to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and fifty-two min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened; and (at five 
o’clock and twenty-one winutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 18, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


IMMIGRATION TAX. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to present joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of New York on the subject 
of the immigration tax and to have them referred to the Committee 
on Commerce and printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I sup that motions of this kind do not come in 
so as to interfere with the right to proceed to the unfinished business, 

The SPEAKER. The 1 s remedy is to demand the regular 
order, if he does not wish anything to come before the regular order 
of business. 4 

Mr. NEILL. I do not wish to do that; I do not wish to be dis- 
courteous to other members, but I want to ‘know if anything can pre- 
vent the unfinished business from coming up. 

The SPEAKER. These requests are by unanimous consent, and do 
not interfere with the regular order of business. 

The resolutions presented by Mr. Cox, of New York, were read, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. They are as follows: 

STATE OF NEW YORK. 
In ASSEMBLY, Albany, April 5, 1878. 

Resolved, (if the senate concur,) That our Senators and Representatives in Con- 

be requested, in view of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
rates adverse to 5 the States to pass laws imposing per capita tax upon 
oy eal to provide for their support in cases of poverty or sie kn, to urge 
ga sa the necessity of some provision bd Federal law to relieve this State 


ardens of a tax which it bas been d this State cannot pass in its 
own right without a violation of the Constitution of the United States. 


Thata of this resolution, signed by the presiding officers of the 
be forwarded to our Senators am Representatives ts gress. 


By ; J. W. HUSTED, Speaker. 
EDW'D M. TOLNSON, Olerk. 
ET In SENATE, April 5, 1878. 
By 5 


WILLIAM DORSHEIMER, 
JOHN W. VROOMAN, Clerk. 


ROBERT HABERSHAM ET AL. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4401) for the relief of Robert Habersham, George Patten, and John 
L. Villalonga, or their executors or administrators; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMOS L. RHOADES. 

Mr, KILLINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4402) granting a pension to Amos L. Rhoades; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF LAFOURCHE BAYOU. 


Mr. ACKLEN by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4403) making an appropriation for the removal of the obstructions in 
Bayou Lafourche, in the State of Louisiana, and for the improvement 
of the navigation in said bayou; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS IN CALCASIEU RIVER. 

Mr. ACKLEN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4404) making an appropriation to provide additional means to 
complete the work of remo the obstrnctions to navigation in the 
Calcasieu River, in the State of Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL B. BIRD. 

Mr. ACKLEN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4405) for the relief of Samuel B. Bird, of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

J. H. SYPHER, h 

Mr. ACKLEN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4406) forthe relief of J. H. Sypher, of Louisiana; which was read 
a first and second time, ref to the Committee of Elections, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW IVORY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4407) for the relief of Andrew Ivory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


T. H. CARPENTER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 4408) to restore the name of T. H. Carpenter 
to the Army and place him on the retired list; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL MILLER. $ 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, also, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 4409) granting a pension to Daniel Miller for 
tho loss of a leg in driving an ambulance full of wounded soldiers 
from Alexandria to Washington March 4, 1864; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY LOHMAX. 


Mr. STONE, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4410) granting a pension to Henry Lohmax; which wasreada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed.” 


WILLIAM BOWIE. 


Mr. STARIN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4411) granting a pension to William Bowie ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. BEEBE. ask unanimous consent that the session of this 
evening be set apart for the consideration of bills on the Private Cal- 
endar, to which there is not a single objection. 

The SPEAKER. The session of this evening has already been 
sa ag for the consideration of pension bills. 

. BEEBE. I understand that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions are not ready. 

Several MEMBERS. They will be. 

The SPEAKER. The Calendar is ready. The Chair is not able to 
say whether the committee are ready. 

Mr. JOYCE. The committee will be ready. 

Mr. HANNA. I suggest that to-night, if there be additional time 
after all the pension are considered, the Committee of the Whole 
may consider other bills to which there is not asingle objection, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 


WORKS OF ART, ETC., IMPORTED FOR EXHIBITION, 


Mr. KELLEY. I desire to report from the Committee of Ways and 
Means and have put on its paraga now a bill to provide for the free 
entry of articles imported for ibition by societies established for 
the encou: ment of arts or sciences, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for information, after which 
there will be opportunity for objection to its consideration. 

The bill was read. It provides that all works of art, collections 
in illustration of the progress of the arts, science, or manufactures, 
photographs, works in terra cotta, parian, pottery, or porcelain, and 

istic copies of antiques in metal or other material, imported in 
good faith for permanent exhibition at a io place by any society 
or institution established for the encouragement of the arts or sciences, 
and not intended for sale, and all like articles imported in good faith 
by any society or association for the purpose of erecting a public 
monument, and not for sale, shall be admitted free of duty under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the 3 may prescribe. 

The second section provides that all articles described in this act 
imported for and exhibited at the late international exhibition, upon 
which duties have been paid at the passage of this act, may be in- 
eluded within its provisions. 

Mr. MILLS. I would like to know whether the things mentioned 
m this bill are the products of “ pauper labor.” If so I think I must 
object. 

r. KELLEY. I cannot say. In submitting this bill, I am the or- 

of the Treasury Department and the Committee of Ways and 
8 I desire that the gentleman from Georgia on my left [Mr. 
cee heard in answer to the gentleman’s question. 

The SP . Isthere objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN, I call for the oe order. 

Mr. KELLEY. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will be heard 
for a moment before the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. COX, of New pe Certainly a free-trade bill coming from 
Pennsylvania ought to be considered. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ithink so. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
insist upon tbe call for the regular order? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido. 

Subsequently, Mr. REAGAN withdrew the call for the regular order, 

The § EAKER. The gentleman from Texas withdraws the demand 
for the regular order, the effect of which was to prevent the consid- 
eration of the bill reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania from 
the Committee of Ways and Means. Is there further objection? 
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Mr. DURHAM. If there is going to be debate about it, I must ob- 


ect. 

3 Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I want to say only three words. 

Mr. DURHAM. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The right to object will be reserved until the gen- 
tleman from Geo: has made his statement. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this bill, as I know, has 

been prepared with a great deal of care. It is designed to remedy 

just such a state of things as occurred the other day with regard to 
the Society of St. George, in e spew where we paid back duties 
that had been paid on the importation of articles of art. 

This bill has been prepared with the advice and consent of the 


Treasury De ent. It requires a great deal of care to prepare 
bills of this kind. This has the sanction of that Department, and I 
trust the House will pass it. 


The SPEAKER. ls there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Yes, sir; I object. 

Mr. DURHAM. I demand the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky on the conference report. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will yield to oe Fegan as on the committee from 
Georgia to explain in reference to the postal-car service. 

Mr. REAG I desire to know whether the morning hour is not 
the first business this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. The regular order 
of business is being proceeded with, which is the conference report 
coming over from yesterday. 


TEMPORARY CLERKS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. It is almost useless for me, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. PAGE. I desire to knowif after this matter is disposed of the 
beet RE will then be in order. 

The SPEAKER. It will not, but the unfinished business which was 
yesterday interrupted by a higher question of privilege; that is, the 
conference report which is now before the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, this matter has been before the House 
on previous occasions in conference reports, and it is almost useless 
for me to add anything to what I have already stated in re; to it. 
In the first conference the result of the examination of the papers 
demonstrated to everybody that the appropriation of $20,000 was based 
on an estimate for six months’ service, three months and more of which 
had already expired, and therefore it is patent the claim is unfounded 
on the part of the conferees of the Senate that the adjustment of this 
sum to $10,000 is a concession of one-half. One-half of the time hav- 
ing expired already, it amounts as everybody will see to no concession 
at all, but, on thecontrary, it is simply the allowance of the full amount 
of the estimate. 

The committee feel it to be their duty, so far as the postal or any 
other service of the Government is concerned, the executive depart- 
ments should follow legislation, and not precipitate or to 2 
The committee found in reference to this very postal - car service that 
during the last fiscal year, notwithstanding the withdrawal of these 
facilities on some of the lines, there had n an increase of some- 
where in the neighborhood of five thousand miles per annum; that 
in the star service, while there had been an increase in the number of 
miles of railway transportation, in transportation there had been only 
about four thousand; so that this special service in reference to cer- 
tain trunk lines has been pressed forward in this manner beyond the 
whole star service throughout the United States. 

- The committee felt it was the bounden duty of this House in some 
measure to restrain it. They were willing to make some concession 
to the Senate, as has been stated by my colleague on the committee, 
(Mr. DurH#AM,] which I will not repeat. There would have been an 

ment on the part of the conferees of the two Houses in rela- 
tion to this matter but for disa ent in reference to other mat- 
ters. I think it likely we be able to agree with the Senate 
conferees. 

Mr. DURHAM. Does the gentleman from Ohio want to be heard? 

Mr. FOSTER. I do. 

Mr. DURHAM. How much time? 

Mr. FOSTER. Five minutes. 

Mr. DURHAM. I will yield ten minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. The committees of conference on this bill, I think, 
have had three sessions, perhaps only two; but this is the third re- 
posi Thoy have ee it seems, on two 1 only, one 

o forty-thousand-dollar amendment of the Senate for collectors, 
Ko., and the other the twenty-thousand-dollar amendment of the 
Senate for railway post-office clerks. On that I understand the Sen- 
ateis May, eo reduce the sum to $10,000 and the House is willing to 
concede $5,000. 

First, then, Mr. Speaker, in relation to $40,000 for collectors. The 
gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. DURHAM, Jalthough usually able, pos- 
sessing a judicial mind, and eminently fair, seems unable in this case 
to comprehend the facts or the situation, and he alone of all the gen- 
tlemen who have considered it seems to maintain his position. He 
is exactly like that juryman who was associated with eleven contrary 
fellows. [Langhter.] Now the $40,000 is for collectors. It is not 
for special agents but for collectors, and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue tells the House he needs the $40,000 for the proper conduct 


of his office, and that if we do not give it to him he does not propose 
to make a deficiency. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There seems to be some conflict between the gen- 
tleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Kentucky on that point. 
Will the gentleman read from the report of the Commissioner wherein 
he asks for that money? You say it is for the collectors. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is for the collectors. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Kentucky says it is not. 

Mr. FOSTER. I propose to show that before I get through, and the 
gentleman from Kentucky will not dispute what I 7 8 

The Commissioner asked, at the ining of the session, for 
$40,000 for collectors. He asked for 000 for special agents, and 
we gave it to him. He asked for $150,000 for gaugers and storekeep- 
ers. Now, the confusion of the gentleman from Kentucky seems to 
arise in this: that the $40,000, he contends, is for special agents and 
not for collectors. But the Commissioner in every communication he 


has made to us has stated that the $40,000 is for collectors, “and so 
forth.” And the gentleman seemed to lay great stress on the words 
“and so forth.” The item reads: 


Seasons EDA IAEA AAAS NE tak HENN eat PAVONINA KEES Stine set 
That is what he means by “and so forth.” Then another appro- 
priation is: 
For salaries and expenses of agents, surveyors, gaugers, storekeepers, and mis- 
cellaneous expenses, 


For detecting and brin to trial and punishment persons guilty of violating 
the Piae pasa bes ee 


Mr. BLOUNT. From what is the prey reading ? 

Mr. FOSTER., From the report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. These are three specific objects for which he has asked 
Sppropriations from Congress. For the two first, he says, “I will get 
along without the money if you do not give it to me; but it is worth 
thousands of dollars to the country to give it tome.” The gentleman 
from Kentucky did not hesitate to give him the $20,000 for special 
agents; but he refuses to give him the $40,000 which he now con- 
tends is for the same purpose. 

Mr. DURHAM. I want to correct my friend; for I did object to it 
8 but yielded to the majority as regards the $20,000. 

. FOSTER. You did not object to it on the floor. 

Mr. DURHAM. I did not, because I was acting under the instruc- 
tions of the committee, and I will always do that. 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not wish to do the gentleman an 20 000 
But he is wholly mistaken in the object and purpose of this $40,000. 
Now it remains for this House to say whether it is wise to give this 
office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue this $40,000 or not. 
He does not claim it upon the ground of a deficiency. For he tells 
us distinctly that he will ma his office with the money we have 
given him; but if we will give him $40,000 more he will turn large 
sums into the Treasury for it. Can this House afford to refuse to give 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue this money upon such a state- 
ment as he has made to us? 

Now it has nothing to do with “moonshiners.” The gentleman 
voted for the “moonshiner” appropriation. He voted for these gen- 
tlemen who he says run around over the country picking up people 
at night who are not guilty. He voted for that proposition. But 
this is another and a distinct proposition. True, it is to prevent fraud, 
because the Commissioner n this force to properly collect the 
whisky and tobacco taxes. 

It seems to me, Mr. S , after having this appropriation in the 
conference committee two or three times, it is time that it was ended. 
Let this House say now whether it will or will not give this $40,000 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

On the other question there is $5,000 between the committee, and 
I prerana they can fix that. If the House will say one way or the 
other I doubt not that will settle it. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to say just three words in 8e— 

Mr. HALE. Will my colleague on the committee give me a few 
minutes! 

Mr. DURHAM. Les, sir. 

Mr. HALE. L have been looking over, Mr. Speaker, the appropria- 
tions for the internal revenue, and it seems to me that the gentleman 
from Kentucky is under a clear mistake as to the appropriation that is 
asked for here, There are three kinds of appropriation: first for de- 
tecting and bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violat- 
ing the internal revenue laws; second, for salaries. and expenses of 
collectors; third, for salaries and expenses of gaugers, &e. 

Now, the law does not allow any appropriation e for one class 
to be diverted to another. You cannot divert anything that is given 
for salaries and expenses, which is a distinctive appropriation, to pay 
for depredations or for special nts. And the committee knows 
that as well as any officer in the Government. Now the appropria- 
tion asked for is in this language: 

For salaries and expenses of collectors of internal revenue. 


It seems to me that the gentleman from Kentucky, a very careful 


man on appropriations, has been misled by the letter which he has 
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read from the Department—the letter which refers to this appro- 
priation as enabling the Department to make the service more efficient 
and to collect the revenue better—and from that letter he has reasoned 
that the money is to be t for special nts. Now the appropria- 
tion for collectors and the expenses of collectors is broad enough to 
cover the letter from the Department which the gentleman from 
Kentucky has read, and does not involve in it, as it seems to me, any 
idea that this is to be spent for ial agents—for the moonshine 
hunters—but simply forthe general expenses of the collection officers 
in order to make the service more efficient, I think the gentleman’s 
mistake lies there. ; 

Mr. DURHAM. Now,if my friend had referred to what had gone 
into the public prints, and I want to be careful what I say upon this 
subject, he would know that the argument had been made that this 
is a controversy between “moonshiners” and regular distillers, 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to say that I have read every word of the 
debate in the Senate and have looked up the appropriations in re; 
to this service, but I am too hoarse this morning and cannot go into 
a discussion of the question as I would gladly do. 
| Mr. DURHAM. My friend from Ohio, [Mr FOSTER, j my colleague 
on the committee, read from the report of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue. Why did he not refer to his letter of the 31st day of 
October and to his tel of the 12th day of April? In his letter 
of the 31st day of October, asking for this appropriation, he uses this 
language: 

I desire to call your attention especially to two items recommended to be appro- 


priated for deficiencies in the internal-reyenue service, to wit, $40,000 on account 
of salaries and expenses of collectors. i 


Then he goes on further and says: 


havo 
pprop but the 
needs of the service are 80 Dae that I deem it for the best interests of the Gov- 
shall be made. It is intended merely for the pur- 

the manufacture and sale of whisky and tobacco, 


Now that is not the duty of the collectors, 

Mr. FOSTER. Why not? 

Mr. DURHAM. The duty of the collector is to collect the duties, 
but the Commissioner places a stress upon it that this appropriation 
is needed for a particular ha oe 

Mr KORT DR The Revised Statutes require the collectors to pre- 
vent uds. 

Mr. DURHAM. I understand that, but the Commissioner places it 
upon the ground that he needs detectives. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is just as much the duty of the collector to sup- 
press fraud as to collect the revenue. 

Mr. DURHAM. I understand that. But he does not place his re- 

mest for this appropriation upon the ground that it is for collectors. 

e says in his atch to Mr. WINDOM: 

In reply to dispatch asking information as to the $40,000 for collectors, &., 
I have to say the present appropriation is virtually exhausted— 

There is no deficiency there— 


no more of it being available for the emp! 
enforcement of the law those en; 
and tobacco. 


Why did he not say so in his report? 

I hold in my hand the Blue Book. There is more in this thing of 
deputy collectors than gentlemen on both sides of the Honse think. 
I sat down this morning and made a few figures on the subject, and 
I do not wonder that some gentlemen squirm when you about 
deputy collectors in some districts. If you will turn to the sixty-ninth 
page of the Blue Book you will find the number of collectors there 

id down, and under the law of the last Congress they have been 
reduced. Let me read some of them. For instance, I will take the 

ntleman’s own State, Ohio: Ohio has nine collectors and fifty-four 

eputy collectors, 
. FOSTER. And that is not enough. 

Mr. DURHAM. I know it is not in the gentleman’s estimation. 
Perhaps he would have one in every town to electioneer for him. 
Perhaps that is what you would do, and perhaps I ought to let the 
cat out of the wallet a little and say that part of the object of this 
appropriation is to have . scattered throughout the 
country to electioneer for mem of Congress. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman has no right to say that; he does 
injustice to himself in saying so. 

. DURHAM. I think so; I think that is the object of it. 

Mr. 2 5 On what authority does the gentleman make that 
assertion . 

Mr. DURHAM. Because I am credibly informed that many of 
them do electioneer. This number is not necessary for the 
of collecting the revenue. Take New York; it has twelve collection 
districts and one hundred and thirteen deputy collectors. The cost 
of your regular collector’s force amounts to about $371,315 a year 
and your deputy collector’s force costs about $1,024,280. I cannot 

ve you the total number of deputy collectors employed throughout 

e United States, but there is a host of them. 

I take these figures from the Blue Book. In my own State there 
are but six collection districts and there are thirty-nine deputy col- 
lectors. Iowa has four collectors and eighteen deputy collectors, 


ent of deputy collectors for the 
in the illicit manufacture of spirits 


Tennessee has three collection districts and twenty-two deputy col- 
lectors; and, as I have said before, this is rather expensive. 

We pay about $371,315 for collectors proper and for deputy col- 
lectors, &c., about $1,024,280; yet that does not account for the 


$1,800, appro riated by the act of last Congress. 

Mr. PRICE. the gentleman think that eighteen deputy col- 
lectors are too many for a State that is over three hundred miles in 
length and two hundred in breadth? 

. DURHAM. Ido. 

Mr. PRICE. I only wanted your opinion. Some of us think very 
differently. 

Mr. DURHAM. What has a man who owes revenue to do but to 


go to the collector and pay it? That is his duty under the law. 

Mr. PRICE. The gentleman certainly knows that there have to 
be deputy collectors in certain localities, 

Mr. DURHAM. Why? 

Mr. PRICE. When you have a territory three hundred miles in 
length and two hundred miles in widthyou cannot distribute deputy 
collectors so as to have them very close together? 

Mr. DURHAM. Why is it necessary! 

Mr. PRICE. Simply because you cannot cover the territory other- 
wise, And under the civil-service rules these deputies are not allowed 
to electioneer, you know. 

Mr. DUR No, 1 pappoes not. Now, Mr. Speaker, when you 
look at the Blue Book you find that some of these deputy collectors 
receive the enormous sum of $100 annually. There is one in my town, 
I see, that receives this amount. Some receive $200, and from that 
up to $1,400. A few, I believe, get as much as $2,500 a year. 

I do insist that the gentlemen have not responded to the argument I 
made upon the law of last Congress when we appropriated $1,800,000, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury was directed to make a reduction 
of 5 per cent. Instead of doing aang, oreo be found that, adding 
this appropriation of $40,000, there been an addition of 5 per 
cent. 


I now demand the previous question upon agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference, 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield to me a few moments 7 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr, Speaker, I am very much surprised at the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. DurHAM.] Yesterday he deprecated 
bringing politics into this question, but to-day he does so himself. 
Now, since it has come to this, I wish to say that in our committee- 
room, upon the consideration of an appropriation for special agents, 
a prominent gentleman of his own politics (I will not say it was the 
gentlemen himself) said, “I object to it because we do not appoint 

e agents.” That is the objection that was made. 

Now there are fifty-four special agents in Ohio. That is one for 
every fifty thousand people. It is one for five hundred grog-shops. 
Is that too much? I say to the gentleman in all candor that, so far 
as my nal knowledge goes, we have not a sufficient number of 
these deputy collectors, and that an increase of their number would 
increase largely the revenues, 

One other remark. The gentleman admits that he has “ moon- 
shiners ” in his own district. He is the advocate of “ moonshining” 
by his course on this floor. He is to-day, if I understand his course 
aright, bidding for the votes of the“ moonshiners“ in his district, 
and is therefore opposing rat WY alae for putting them down. That 
is all that I can make out of it. 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman has said that the object of this 
spproprission is not to stop“ moonshining.” That is the consistency 
of his argument. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman is making a speech for the “ moon- 
shiners ” and not for this House. I say it is within the knowledge of 
every candid man here that the force of deputy collectors all over 
this country has been reduced to the lowest possible minimum. I 
believe, as I believe in my existence, that an increase of this force 
would largely increase the revenues of the country. 

We have a Commissioner who is above suspicion. He has offered 
to throw open all his books to the gentleman from Kentucky, to ex- 
hibit every item of expenditure. He has assured us that this appro- 
priation is necessary for the efficiency of the service. Now, when a 
tried and trustworthy officer like this one “ys to us, “I can increase 
the revenues of the Government largely if you will give me this 
money,” it is for the House to say whether he shall have it or not. 

Mr. DURHAM. I am very sorry my friend from piso Mre eee 
has got “off his eggs“ this morning. He seems to e a person 
attack upon me, 

Mr. FOSTER. What did you do upon me? 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman charges that I am defending “moon- 
shiners.” I hurl back the charge in the teeth of the gentleman as not 


true. 

Mr. FOSTER. Oh! that is good plantation manners. We have had 
all we want of that. 

Mr. DURHAM. When the gentleman learns manners himself, I will 
observe them. 

Mr. FOSTER. I warn the gentleman that plantation manners are 
a nae out” here. 

. DURHAM, Icall the gentleman to order. Whenever he charges 

me with wishing to protect “‘moonshiners,” or anybody else who is 
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at the same time, I say 
I will never put into the handsof any officer of our Departments money 


to be used for electioneering purposes or for the purpose of sending 
around midnight marauders to drag honest men from their beds, take 


violating the law, I say it is not true. 


them before the courts, and rob them of their last dollar. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio has no right to say that I am defending “ moon- 
shiners.” The gentleman’s own argument that this appropriation 
was not for the purpose of suppressing such frauds upon the revenue 
should have estopped him from making such a charge upon me. I 
now demand the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
which was upon agreeing to the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr, DURHAM. Will the Chair please state the effect of this vote! 

The SPEAKER. The effect of adopting the report of the commit- 
tee of conference will be to bring the two Houses to an ment 
except on the seventh and eighth amendments; and the Chair pre- 
sumes that if the report be adopted the 8 from Kentucky 
will then ask for a further conference with the Senate. 

Mr. DURHAM. That is my intention. 

The SPEAKER. Pending which the Chair has notice that the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] will move that the House recede 
from its disa, ent to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Will not the motion to recede take precedence ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that the effect of 
adopting this report will be to bring the two Honses to an agreement 
on this bill, except as to the seventh and eighth amendments, 

Mr. FOSTER. I do not object to that. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the yote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DURHAM, I now move for a further conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses which remain unadjusted. 

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to move concurrence in the amendments of 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SAMPSON ] gave 
notice some days he would move to recede and agree to the 
amendments of the Senate disagreed to by the House. 

Mr. DURHAM. Does the gentleman from Iowa intend to include 
both amendments ? 

Mr. SAMPSON. I do. 

Mr. DURHAM. What will be the effect of that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the House 
recede from its disa; ment to the amendments of the Senate and 
agree to the same. that motion be 8 to it will pass the bill. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I ask for a division of the vote on the two amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. They will be reported separately. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment numbered 7: For salaries and e: ses of collectors of inter- 
nal revenue, being a deficiency for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, $40,000. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding from the disagree- 
met of the House to that amendment of the Senate and agreeing to 

e same, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 101. 

So the House refused to recede. 

The SPEAKER, The effect of the action of the House is to insist 
upon its disagreement to that Senate amendment. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The next amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate amendment numbered 8: For railway mailagents and postal clerks, $20,000. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I move to recede from our disagreement to that 
amendment. I understand the conferees have agreed to that already. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not entirely. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I believe there is a prospect of an agreement. - 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 101, noes 98. 

Mr. BLOUNT demanded tellers, 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DURHAM and Mr. ConGER were ap- 


pointed. 
coon House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 


Mr. CONGER. As this is on the post-office appropriation bill I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
117, nays 125, not voting 49; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Aldrich Briggs, in, Deerin 
Bagley, Browne, Clark, Rush . — 
Danks! Bere Gong Dwight 
S, A Dwigh 

Ba > Calkins, Ot Jasob D. a 
Bayne, Camp, Crapo, Errett, 
Bisbee, Campbell, Cummings, Evans, I. Newton 
Blair, Cannon, 88 James L, 

wer, Caswell, Davis, Foster, 


Keifer, Patterson, G. W. Smalls, 
Gardner, Keightley, Peddie, Smith, A. Herr 
Garfield, Kelley, Phel Starin, 
Hale, Ketcham, Phillips, Stewart, 
Hanna, Killinger, ‘ollard, Stone, Joseph O. 
er, Lapham, Pound, Strait, 
Harris, Benj. W. Lathrop, Powers, Thompson, 
Harrison, Lindsey, Price, Thorn h, 
Haskell, Loring, Pugh, Tı „ Amos 
Hayes, Marsh, Rainey, ‘Townsend, M. I. 
Hendee, McCook, Randolph, Van Vorhes, 
Henderson, McKinley, Wait, 
Hiscock, Metcalfe, Rice, William W. Watson, 
Hubbell, Mills, Robinson, G. D. elch, 
Hunter, Mitchell, Robinson, M. S. White, 3 
Humphrey, Monroe, yan, 1 ard 
Hunge Norcross, pson, Willits, 
Ittner, Oliver, Sapp, ren. 
V 
ones, Jo on, jen 5 
Joyce, Page, ickson, 
NAYS—125. 
Acklen, Dibrell, House, Sayler, 
Baker, John H. Dickey, un Scal 
Bee! Douglas, Jones, James T. Shelley, 
Bell, Durham ‘Kenna, Singl 
Bicknell, Eickhoff, Kimmel, Sh 
Blackburn, lam, Knapp, Smith, E. 
Blount, Ellis, ore. Sout 
ne, Evins, John H. Landers, Sparks, 
Bouck, Ewing, Ligon, Springer, 
Bragg, Felton, Lockwood, Steele, 
Bri ges, Finley, z Stenger, 
Bright, Forney, Mackey, Stephens, 
Cabell, Fort, Maish, Swann, 
Caldwell, John W. Franklin, Manning, Tucker, 
Candler, Fuller; Martin, Turney, 
Carlisle, Garth, McKenzie, Vance, 
Chalmers, Gause, Mahon, Waddell, 
Clark, Alvah A, Gibson, Money, ‘alsh, 
Clark of Missouri, Giddings, Morgan, Whitthorne, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Glover, M Wi ton, 
Ol 5 unter, Morse, W A. 8. 
Cobb, Harden h, Muldrow, Rat age jh dee N. 
Collins, Harris, 9 R. Patterson, T.M. Willis, Albert S. 
Sook Harris, John T. Rea, wae, Benj. A. 
Ove art, rt mg ilson, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hartri Reilly, Wood, 
Cravens, Hartze! Rice, Americus V. Wright, 
Culberson, Herbert, Robbins, — 
ulberson, è x 
Cutler, Howitt, Abram 8. 
Davidson, Hewitt, G. Robertson, 
Hooker, 
NOT VOTING—49, 
Aiken, Cain, Ji Townshend, R. W. 
Atkins, Caldwell, W. P. 5 Turner, 
Bacon, Chittenden, ` Veeder, 
Baker, William H. Davis, Joseph J. M Walker, 
Benedict, Eden, Muller, Ward, 
Bland, Ellsworth, Neal, Warner, 
ping a 5 
rd, oode, lemore, n 
Brentano, Hamilton, Quinn, Williams, C. G. 
Brogden, Hatcher, Schleicher, illiams, James 
Buckner, Hazelton, 8 John W. 
Burdick, Henkl Throc! 
Butler, Jones, k Fipton, 
So the House refused to recede from its disagreement. 
Daring, the vote, 
Mr. HATCHER said: I am paired with Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York. 


Mr. WARD. I am paired with Mr. AIKEN, of South Carolina, If 
he were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague, Mr. TIPTON, is paired with my other 
colleague, Mr. TOWNSEND. I understand they would both yote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. SAMPSON. My colleague, Mr. BURDICK, is paired with Mr. 
BENEDICT. If Mr. BURDICK were here he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FORT. My colleague, Mr. Boyn, is sick at his room and unable 
to be praean 

Mr. HAZELTON. I am paired with Mr. Maynam. If he were 
present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with Mr. ELLSWORTH. 
If he were here, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. LYNDE. I am paired with m 8 Mr. WILLTIAusS. If 
he were here, he would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. TURNER. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. Mo- 
Gowan. I do not know what his sentiments are in regard to this 
amendment, but as it seems to be regarded as a political question I 
withhold my vote, Mr, McGowan not being present. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 

UINN. 

3 Mr. O'NEILL. My collen 
CALDWELL, of Tennessee. Mr, 


“ a * 

‘The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to recede from its di ment; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. DURHAM. I now move that the House agree to the confer- 


e, Mr. FREEMAN, is paired with Mr. 
FREEMAN were here he would vote 
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oe Aari —— 55 the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of Herba Ale ende Roseta, oon ney 
The motion was to. Hewitt GW. Mills, Seales’ Whitthorne, 
Mr. DURHAM moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also | Hooker, Money, Schleicher, W. . 

moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. Tones, rei pan Single wits s ole 
The latter motion was agreed to. Jones, James T. Morse, Slemoi Wi Jere N. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 3 Soy, — — E. Willis, Albert S. 
Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | Nnapg“ mene poate een 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following | Knott, Phillips, Springer, 

titles; when the Speaker signed tke same: Landers, Steele, Wright, 

An act (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. Snyder, of Illinois; | Pigon, „ pes Si 3 
An act (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; and | Mackey, Ring Amnecions V0. Bw cons 
An act (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public build- h, Riddle, ‘Throckmorton, 

ing in the city of Kansas, in the State of Missouri. g. b Tucker, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. NOT VOTING—52. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MONROE] asks | Aiken, Caldwell, W.P. L 

3 ee e report from the Committee on Foreign | Atkins, me oseph J. May, Stone, John W. 
airs. Baker, William H. E N. T hend, A 
Mr. CONGER. I think we had better go on with the regular | Benodice, TnL tin Toe tee 

business. Bland, Freeman, tter, Veeder, 
Mr. MONROE. This is a little matter ee Harri Pride wane 
Mr. CONGER. There will be time for the consideration of the Brentano) Hatcher, uinn, Ward, 

“little 3 after vos settle 5 ones SE final adjournment. — mara Haselto ce, William W. MRA VON 8 
Several members called for the regular order. non ner, enkle, 5 
Mr. MONROE. At two o'clock, as I understand, another matter Puao _ 2 nen nese G.D. inas Andrew 

comes up which consumes the rest of the day. I desire permission 4 A WI 

to say to my friend from Michigan [Mr. Cox R] that this is a mat- | So the House refused to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 


ter to which I think unanimous consent would be given so soon as it 


is stated. 
Mr. CONGER. If it is so unimportant it need not disturb the 
regular business of the House. 

. MONROE. On the contrary, although a little matter, it is so 
important and useful I think every member will approve it the 
moment it is explained. 

Mr. CONGER. Let us go on with the regular business, 
Several members called for the regular order. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to lay on the table 
the motion of the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] to 
reconsider the vote by which the House on yesterday refused to refer 
to the Committee on Ways and Means the resolution of tho Senate 
fixing the time for the final adjournment of this session of Congress, 
as follows: 

House of 


Senate an Speaker of the House of Representatives and Soy are hereby, 
8 to adjourn their respective Houses without day on y, June 10, 1870 
twelve o'clock noon, 


To yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Clerk will call the 
roll. 


The gen was taken; and there were—yeas 114, nays 125, not 
voting 52; as follows: 
YEAS—114. 
Aldrich, Cutler, James, Pugh, 
8 Jones, John 8. Rainey, 
er, John H. Davis, Horace Toyee, Randolph, 
lou, Deering, er, 
1 Robinson, M. S. 
Bayne, Dunnell, Kelley, Ryan, 
Bisbee, Dwight, Ket Sampson, 
Blair, Eames, Killinger, Sap 
Brewer, Lapham, Se: 
Bridges, Evans, James L. 22 Sinnic 
Briggs, Fort, Lindsey, Smalls, 
Bund nye Lutt cil, rms 
ndy, ttre! 
* Gardner, arsh, Stone, Joseph C. 
8 Garfield, McCook, Strait, 
Hale, McKinley, Thornburgh, 
Cam Hanna, Metcalfe, Thompson, 
Camp Harmer, Mitchell, ‘Townsend, 
Cannon, Harris, Benj. W. onroe, ‘Townsend, M. I. 
Casw Haskell, Norcross, ‘Van Vorhes, 
Seienden Hayes, Oliver, alt, 
Claflin Hendee, O'Neill, 
Clark, Rush Henderson, Welch, 
Ch 5 Hiscock, Page, to, 
Co Hubbell, Patterson, G. W. Williams, Richard 
Conger, Humphrey, Peddie, Willits, 
Cox, Jacob D. Hungerford, Pollard, ren. 
Crapo, H APT ‘ound, 
Cummings, Ittner, 
NATS—123. 
Acklen, Carlisle, e 08 
Nabe, Clark, Alvah A. Pieke, Gause, 
Bell, Clark of Missouri, ing ee Gibson, 
Bicknell, Clarke of Kentucky, Durham, Giddings, > 
Blackburn, Cobb, Eickhoff, Glover, 
Blount, con Elam, Gaas 
Boone, un 
Bouck, ‘overt, Evins, John H. Harden 
Bragg, Cox, Samuel S. Ewing, Harris, Henry R. 
Bright, wens. Felton, Harris, John 
Kader ell, John W. 85 fered Hartig 
wi u. ly y a 
As vidson, Hartzell.” 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. N. Iam paired on all political questions with my 
colleague from Illinois, Mr. BRENTANO. 

Mr. LYNDE. I am paired with my co © from Wisconsin, Mr. 
WILLIAMS. If he were here, he would vote “ay” and I should vote 

no. 

Mr. HATCHER. I am . with Mr. ANDREW WILLIAMS, of New 
York. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. WARD. Iam paired with Mr. AIKEN, of South Carolina. If 
he were here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. POWERS. Upon political questions I am paired with Mr. 
Jones, of New Hampshire. If he were here, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am pazes with my colleague, Mr. 
Quinn. If he were here, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am paired with Mr. ROBERT- 
Bon; of Louisiana. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I would 
vote “ay, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I am paired with Mr. ATKINS, of 
Tennessee. 

Mr. STARIN. On political questions I am paired with Mr. VEEDER, 
of New York. If he were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Iam paired with Mr. WHITE, of 
Indiana. If he were mince I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. FORT. My colleague from Illinois, Mr. Bop, is detained in 
his room by sickness, If he were here he would vote “ay,” being in 
favor of an early adjournment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues from Illinois, Mr. TIPTON and Mr. 
TOWNSHEND, are paired. Mr. Trpron would vote “ay.” 

Mr. COBB. My W n from Indiana, Mr. HAMILTON, is confined 
to bed by sickness. If he were present, he would vote “ no.” 

Mr. TURNER. I am paired with Mr. McGowan, of Michigan. If 
he were penni I would vote “no.” 

Mr. O'NEILL. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. FREEMAN, is 
paired with Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. If present, Mr. FREEMAN 
would vote “ ay” and I suppose Mr. CALDWELL would vote “ no.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (8. No. 148) to confirm the term, for the period of seventeen 

ears from the date of its original grant, of the patent of Thomas A. 


eston; 
A bill (S. No. 258) to restore to the State of Florida eee ee 
over lands reserved for a dock-yard in the county of bia in 
the said State ; 

A bill (S. No, 259) to revive and extend the provisions of an act 
approved June 8, 187 eye Me right of way through the public 
lands of the United States to Pensacola and Louisville Ra 
Company of Alabama; 

A bill (S. No. 330) explanatory of section 1889 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States to ratify and confirm territorial legislation, 
and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. No. 365) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; 

A bill (S. No. 398) extending the act of July 2, 1862, entitled“ An 
act donating public lands to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agricultural and the mechan- 
ical arts,” to the State of Colorado; : 

A bill (S. No. 490) to authorize the appointment of commissioners 
to determine claims and for other purposes, in the Hot Springs, in the 
State of Arkansas; 


1878. 


A bill (S. No. 908) for the relief of George R. Dennis, of Maryland; 


and 
A bill (8. No. 1045) to provide for the administration of the oath of 
office to collectors and other officers of customs in the district of 


Alaska. 
further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 


The messa 
the House of the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1411) to prevent the sale of policy on lottery tickets 
in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1432) to provide for the recording of deeds, mort- 
gages, and other conveyances affecting real estate in the District of 
Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, announced that the President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1412) to prevent depredations upon property in the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2287) to authorize the Secretary of War to prescribe 
rules and regulations to be observed in the preparation, the submis- 
sion, and opening of bids for contracts under the War Department. 


APPOINTMENT OF A COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER anneunced as the conference committee on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to em- 
ploy temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the same; 
also making appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands an 
for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other 
pu xr. DURHAM of Kentucky, Mr. BLOUNT of Georgia, and 
Mr. BAKER of Indiana. 

Mr. ELLIS rose. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman from Louisiana yield to me? 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam willing to do so. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I object, if an objection will prevent the yielding. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman from Louisiana yields to me in order 
that we may dispose of the pending question to-day, 

Mr. O'NEILL. I object, if one objection will prevent his yielding. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WOOD. I shall not insist, of course, but I supposed that it 
would be the wish of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to dispose of 
this question. 

Mr. O'NEILL, I propose that we proceed to the order set for this 
time. 

The SPEAKER. The House, by unanimous consent, fixed two 
o’clock to-day to hear the memorial exercises as to the death of the 
late member from Louisiana, Mr. J. EDWARDS LEONARD. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am sure nobody will object. 

Mr. WOOD. I desired to ag a of this matter during the day. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I hope the House will proceed with the order as 
fixed by unanimous consent. 

DEATH OF J. EDWARDS LEONARD, 

Mr. ELLIS. In accordance with the announcement made, I desire 
now to call up the resolutions in regard to my late coll e, Mr. J. 
EDWARDS LEONARD, and I ask that the resolutions be > 

The Clerk read thb resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That this House has learned with deep regret of the death of Hon. J. 
EDWARDS LEONARD, a Representative from the State of Louisiana. 
That the House do now suspend the consideration of all other busi- 


ness, in order to pay 3 t to the memory of tho lamented deceased. 
Resolved, That in token of regret the members of this House do wear the usual 
badge of mourning for thirty Cay 
‘esolved, That the Clerk of House do communicate these resolutions to the 
Senate of the United States. 
oe That out of respect to the memory of the deceased the Honse do now 
ourn. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, again we are in the midst of one of those 
solemn pauses occasioned by the delivery of the death-blow dealt sud- 
denly and swiftly in our midst. Again has the impressive warning 
come to us that “in the midst of life we are in death.” 

Scarcely have two moons waxed and waned since JOHN EDWARDS 
LEONARD sat here in our midst, gifted, cultured, of most honorable 
birth, and with highly beating heart and bright anticipations of a 
future wherein illustrious d and honors richly won should fill up 
89 measure of a useful and an honorable life; to-day he lies 
in the cemetery of his native village, upon one of the green hills of 
Pennsylvania, and though the tender grass is carpeting the mold above 
him and the returned robin laughs and sings by his grave, yet he 
awakes not to these touches and voices of springing nature. The 
silver cord is loosened, the golden bowl is broken, and they that 
look out of the windows are darkened. 

He left us upon a mission in which there were the most beautiful 
and holy anticipations that can animate the human heart. A bean- 
tiful vision had passed before him, enshrining within herself all that 
ho deemed most lovely and beautiful in woman, and had left the 
witchery of love’s spell upon his heart. She was a child of the far 
south. She lived on that beautiful island that is so surrounded by 
poetry and by romance, where the very branches of the trees seem 
vocal and Jaden with music from the songs of the thousand strange, 
bright birds, and where the low-hung lamps of the stars chase away 
the vain shadows of the night, and where winter neyer comes, He 
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went to interweave with his life the beantiful life of this bright 
creation. He left us with anticipations as bright as those stars and 
with love’s melody in his heart as sweet as the minstrelsy of the 
birds. The beautiful anticipations are but the memories of a dream. 
Instead of the bridal wreath, the gay music, and the merry tread of 
feet, mourners go about the streets and there are the dark habili- 
ments of the ate: He sought a bride and found but the cold em- 
brace of death. 

How mysterious are the councils of Death. How strangely doth 
he select those whom he calls to his silent realms. That which we 
call death we regard as the natural end of a fully completed life. It 
is but natural for the old in years to pass away. Like the full-blown 
leaf that has lived and fluttered away its spring and summer, and 
filled the period of its existence and mission, and falls when autumn 
has dcapea | it in gorgeous funereal robings, like the ripe fruit in its 
season, so the old naturally pass away to the realms of the dead. 
But for the young, the gifted, the promising, how sad, how unnat- 
ural, how strange, how mysterious. 

It is not my pu to-day, Mr. Speaker, to enter into a detailed 
account of tho life of my lamented coll e. The usual bay ah - 
ical sketch suitable on occasions of this kind will be voiced by one 
who represents the district where Judge LEONARD was born. It is 
for me as his colleague, as his mal friend, (for although we dif- 
fered in politics his magnanimity, his honesty, his parity of charac- 
ter and of soul had won for him my disinterested and devoted friend- 
ship,) simply to state what I knew of him since his advent in Loui- 
siana, and my estimation and analysis of his character. 

A few years ago he came there. He came at a time when wrong and 
crime and shame perpetrated by those who claimed affiliation with a 
great political party had rendered the very name of that y odious 
to all the honest people of the State. He was a republican in poli- 
tics. He was a national republican, because he believed that the 
principles and the mission of that great party were right. Amid all 
the corruption of those infamous days when stranger greed and venal 
ignorance reigned he moved with hands unstained and with unsul- 
lied skirts. He came there no “ political pee a no adventurer seek- 
ing to profit from the spoils of a wron and outra people. He 
came there honestly, with his mind cultu. with his fortane, with 
his intellect, and with his honest heart and brave hands to help our 
ople to build up their waste places, to make for himself a home and 
ends and a grave among our people. Behind her tears he saw that 
Louisiana could smile. yond the dark veil of the present he saw 
the iss Wear possibilities of the State. Beyond the clouds of sor- 
row and of suffering he saw the a of better, brighter days. He 
saw that with peace restored, with honest government again in the 
grasp of that people, with the right to govern themselves once more 
restored, no poet’s dream could outrun the magnificent and splendid 
future of that State. He heard the voice of destiny calling to Loui- 
siana from the future. He looked to her teeming soil where staples 
and fruits and flowers sprang so beautifully and so naturally as almost 
to ar the heathen’s dream of the garden of the Hesperides. He 
saw her bright, broad rivers whose higuwaya are capable of bearin 
the argosies of commerce of the whole world. He saw her natura 
situation and advantages; and he knew that there was a t future 
for that State. He came there honestly for the purpose of helping us 
to achieve that future. 

As I said, no suspicion of dishonesty, no rumor of dishonor, no taint 
of corruption ever coupled him with the bad men, the most infamous 
that ever cursed and blighted a State, nor had he ever part or lot in 
that harpy feast, where the foul l birds of polities, with in- 
satiate appetite and noisome wing and horrid croak, gathered to their 
infernal orgies over the spoils of a stricken, helpless, and friendless 
State. No, sir, he was not one of them. He bought real estate, and 
thus identifying himself completely and perfectly with our Common- 
wealth he began the practice of law and coupled with his professional 
duties the labors of the paate In both he was successful. Coming 
at a time when, as I said, tho deeds of those bad men had brought 
the name of the republican party very low in that State, he, 
ing to be a republican, was looked upon at first with suspicion and 
coldness. But not long was such the case. The people of that State 
saw that he was honest. They not only saw the polished exterior of 
the gentleman, but they soon learned that he was indeed a gentle- 
man. Friends gathered about him ; and clients, regardless of politics, 
intrusted him with their business interests. He was elected Common- 
wealth’s attorney; and for the term of four years he performed the 
duties of that high station with signal dignity and ability. He was 
appointed to fill a vacancy upon the supreme bench of the State; 
and thongh his term of service was very brief yet his opinions in cases 
won for him the respect and confidence of the bench and bar. Soon 
afterward he was nominated by the republicans for Congress in his. 
district, and in November, 1876, was elected, and at the extra session 
in October he took his seat here. 

Of his con ional career, Mr. 8 it is needless for me to 
speak now. It is familiar to us all. Suffice it to say that in the very 
opening days of the session, upon some questions of privilege pertain- 
ing to the organization of this House, Judge LEONARD made several 
speeches which at once told us that he was a lawyer of ability, a cor- 
rect logician, and an orator of considerable power, and among the 
younger members he at once took high and prominent rank. 

In analyzing Judge LxONAnD's character I am struck and impressed 


rofess- ` 
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with the singular absolute honesty of his nature. It was simple, pure, 


unadulterated honesty. It was not that conventional honesty which 
satisfies itself and is satisfied with the mere payment of debts or the 
mere fulfillment of 8 It went beyond that; it was theoret- 
ical as well as practical honesty. A singular instance of the extreme 
honesty of his nature I recollect now. On one oceasion the Speaker 
was absent and had designated my friend from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] 
to oceupy the chair. The illustrious gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
STEPHENS] had moved some resolution and it was carried by a vote 
ofthe House. The Speaker, in perfect accordance with parliamentary 
usage, without waiting for the gentleman from Georgia to put the 
motion to reconsider and to lay on the table, as usual anticipated 
that motion and put it and declared it carried. It struck Judge LEO- 
NARD strangely, being unfamiliar with the o and not tuang it 
in the rules; it struck him strangely; it jarred harshly against that 
simple and straightforward’ honesty of his nature that the Speaker 
should anticipate and put å motion which was never actually moved 
by any one; and he rose and asked how it was. And when the par- 
liamentary usage was explained to him and he was declared out of 
order, he was yet not satisfied, and when the Speaker of the House 
returned he again called up the question and again had the usage 
explained. It was not captiousness, if was not a desire to be disa- 
greeable, it was not a desire to make “ much ado about nothing“ that 
prompted my lamented friend’s course in this matter, but tho usage 
appeared in conflict with those simple and direct principles of honesty 
with which his great soul was imbued. 

There was another feature of his character which won for him my 
profoundest friendship—it was his great e of soul. His 
was a soul great enough to take the circumstances of the birth, of the 
education, of the surroundings of one who differed from him and 
attribute . honesty and perfeet purity of motive. Often 
have I conv with him about the issues growing out of the late 
war. He was northern by birth, northern by education, and most 
sincerely did he sympathize with the cause of the Union during the 
war. Too young to have been in the Army, he had watched with 
boyish enthusiasm and boyish eagerness the t smoke-covered 
fields of battle; and it was natural his heart should beat high and 
his soul be filled with joy and pride when, finally, above the dust of 
war the of the Union unfolded the sheen of its stars in the clear 
and perpetual light of victory. And yet I know he was magnanimous 
enough to look at us of the South, to consider the circumstances of 
birth, the circumstances of education, and I know he was honest 
8 to attribute perfect honesty and sincerity and purity of mo- 

ve to us. 

He never abated, indeed, one jot or one tittle of that patriotic duty 
which we all owe to our Government, Born in a locality which has 
been hallowed by scenes and associations of the Revolution—within 
four miles of the battle-field of Brandywine, where Washington con- 
tended with his undisciplined yeomanry against the steady valor of 
British soldiers; not far from Valley Forge, where the great heart of 
Pater Patriae broke and bled over the sufferings of his compatriots— 
hearing often in his childhood the tales of those times, living amid 
the scenes where these grand memories marshaled and thronged about 
him, no wonder his soul was imbued with lofty love for his country 
and most beautiful veneration for the great men, the strong men, the 
suffering men who won for us the priceless boon of liberty. 

While he was charitable to the South, while he was charitable to 
the men of the South, he detested those who taught that gospel of 
hate which political apostles seemed never to tire of teaching, and 
his voice was ever for peace and charity and forgiveness. I remem- 
ber well in discussing a h which had been made, one which 
sought to arouse all this bitterness again in which the dead were 
dragged from their graves, in which the tears of widows were made 
to 7 again and the cries of orphans to be again heard—I remember 
almost his conversation. He said, “Why do they not let these mem- 
ories sleep? Why cannot men of the North and men of the South 
look at each other in the light of charity, and attribute honesty and 
purity of purpose to each other, evidenced as it was by so much of 
valor, by so much of sacrifice? For me, I would scorn the poopie of 
the South if they did not love the memories of their great men, if they 
did not cherish the valor of their great armies.” And he said, and 
I never shall forget the feeling and emphasis with which he quoted 
it, “When I stan A ves like Lee’s and McPherson’s, like Albert 
Sidney Johnson’s or Thomas’s, I would feel the same spirit upon me 
which animated Scotland’s great bard when above two of Engand’s 
proudest graves, the graves of rival statesmen, he sang: 

upon Fox's grave the tear, 
U trickle to his rival's bier; 
Oer Pitt's the mournful requiem sound, 
And Fox's shall the notes rebound. 
The solemn echo seems to cry,— 
“Here let their discord with them die. 
8 not for those a separate doom 
hom fate made brothers in the tomb; 
Eut search the land of — 50 men, 
Where wilt thou find their like again!“ 

Ah, Mr. Speaker, I would to God that sentiments like these ani- 
mated the breast of every man called to the councils of our common 
country. Judge LEONARD has left as a rich legacy this magnanimity 
of soul, for it was one of the chiefest and greatest features of his 
character. He carried it even in the walks of private life. I remem- 


ber when he went away he was paired with my colleague, Mr. ACK- 
LEN. He was detained longer than he anticipated, and while in Cuba 
he bethought him that he was 1 72700 interfering with the discharge 
of Mr. ACKLEN’s duties and holding him to the pair too long; and in 
the very last letter he ever wrote to me, a letter received on the very 
day vien the telegraph brought us the sad intelligence of his death, 

e said: 

Tell Mr. ACKLEN that I have been detained longer than I anticipated, and I do 
not feel it due to him or ex to him that he should be bound any longer by the 
pair. Tell him that I will return us soon as possible, and that he may consider the 
pairas at an end and vote as he wishes. 

Mr. Speaker, though not long in its public councils, Judge LEON- 
ARD has left to his country and to this House a legacy of a virtuous 
and upright example and of a life around which there are clustered 
very many beautiful and hallowed memories. 

Ah, a voice does speak from his grave to-day; the voice of peace, 
the voice of conciliation. I remember in 1861, just when the faces 
of the American people were growing dark in the scowl of that 
swiftly-gathering war storm, an old man who had been broken by 
the storms of state and had for a very long time represented the 
genius and eloquence of statesmanship of Kentucky in the national 
councils went down to the SPI Bie e Garden, and just inside the 
gate, on the left-hand side of the east gate as you enter, he planted 
an acorn which he had brought from Kentucky; and he planted it in 
the name of the spirit of union and harmony and peace. The storm 
came on. The acorn was beneath the ground. The storm raged and 
beat upon all our land. The acorn, under the beautiful and myste- 
rious Lapeer of nature, was dying that it might live in a newer 
and a brighter creation. The storm away and the oak tree 
grew up and wayes its arms to-day in the soft spring air, drinking 
in the sunlight, and defying the storm. He who marks its wavings 
to the kisses of the breeze or he who stands beneath its shadow with 
a knowledge of its history must find the spirits of and union 
all about it in accord with the noble wish of the great-hearted Ken- 
tuckian who planted it there. 

Ah, sir, the spirit of conciliation, the spirit of peace and harmon 
dwells about the grave of JohN Epwarps LEONARD to-day. It 
speaks trumpet-tongued to us, and tells us, men of the North and 
men of the South, “ Cease, cease the proclamation of this everlasting 
gospel of hate; unite hands and unite hearts that the arch of the 

nion may be cemented and prow stonger and stronger till it shall 
be beyond the power of anarchy, beyond the crumbling touch of time 
and of chan It says to us, let all these bitter buried memories be 
still ; walk in the ways of , and cease to revile, to persecute, 
and to hate. Shall we not hearken to that voice and heed its warn- 
ings? And if it shall bear to us the lesson of charity; if it shall teach 
us the lesson of forgiveness; if it shall make us remember that the 
time will come, as come it will with all of us, when this earthly life 
is about to be swallowed up by the advancing waves of death, and 
the trembling heart-beats of nature’s dissolution knocking at the door 
of eternity shall ask for the last sublimest light we shall ever receive; 
and if it teach us that in that solemn hour we shall shudder at the 
memory of our hates and dwell with delight upon the recollection of 
our loves and charities—ay, if this voice that I seem to hear shall 
teach us these things, then that grave on the n Pennsylvania 
hill-side shall become a shrine toward which patient and pions feet 
shall bend and where Americans may sit to learn the sweet lessons 
of charity and the teachings of gentle peace. 

And if in his life Judge LEONARD taught these lessons, and if they 
are yet heard from his grave, what indeed should be his epitaph? 
Should it not be those memorable words which fell so sweetly upon 
the ears of the listening twelve as they sat on the mountain-side from 
the loving lips of Him“ who spake as never man spake :” 

Blessed are the peace-makers, for they shall be called the children of God. 


[Applause. ] 


Mr. WARD. Mr. Speaker, the late Hon. JOHN E. LEONARD, the 
subject of to-day’s memorial exercises, was an entire st r to me 
until the commencement of the extra session of the Forty-tifth Con- 

in October, 1877. I had never seen nor held any communication 
with him before that date, Knowing that I represented the district 
in Pennsylvania in which he was born and in which his father’s fam- 
ily resided, he sought me, and from that period opened an acquaint- 
ance which, warmed by nent intercourse and by review of per- 
sons, scenes, and incidents prized by and pleasant to both of us, ex- 

ed into a cherished friendship. Those who had been his people 
in youth had become my people of the present and the home that 
was his home of yore had become my home of to-day. The germs 
thus planted were nurtured by his sterling qualities of h and 
heart and grew into bonds of close fellowship that were strong and 
would have been lasting had not the relentless scythe of Death, with 
sudden stroke, severed them forever. 

JoHN EDWARDS LEONARD was born in Kennett Township, Chester 
County; Pennsylvania, near the village of Fairville, on the 22d day 
eee e 1845, and was the only child of John E. and Mary H. 

n 

His ancestry dates back to the early settlers of Chester and Dela- 
ware Counties; and Hon. John Edwards (great uncle of the deceased 
and after whom he was named) was a member of this House and died 
about 1842, during his term of service. Deprived by death of a 
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. mother’s watchful care when five years old, his paea grandmother 
faithfully supplied, as nearly as could be, her p ; and between the 
deceased and this relative the most affectionate regard existed, which 
he was always eager to express by loving remembrances till the date 
of her death in November, 1876. His t school was the Fairville 
Academy of his native village; and here he evinced a natural inclina- 
tion of mind toward studious pursuits. He was prominent in organ- 
izing debating societies, and surprised both teachers and hearers by 
his gifts of oratory at this early age. He endeavored to become 
acquainted with the history of political eventstranspiring, read and 
admired the speeches of Clay, Webster, and other prominent men of 
the day, and preferred the companionship of books and the occupa- 
tion of study to either the employment or the sports that usually 
afford congenial work and e ace to the farmer’s boy. 

In August, 1860, he entered Phillips Exeter Academy, in New 
Hampshire, to prepare for college. There, after three years of study, 
he was admitted to the freshman class at Harvard, in July, 1863, and 
during the first term of the year attained the first place. A protracted 
attack of severe fever, from which he narrowly escaped with life, 
interrupted his course, but notwithstanding he applied himself assid- 
uously during vacation, and was p to join his class at the 
commencement of the sophomore year. 

From this date until he graduated, in 1867, his time during the in- 
tervals in college duties was occupied in teaching a private school in 
Massachusetts, in a visit to England, Ireland, and France, which he 
improved by delivering several lectures in the first two countries, on 
“The life and character of Abraham Lincoln” and on “Ireland and 
the Fenians,” and by frequent correspondence to American journals. 
His stay in London was marked by the forming of a strong intimacy 
between himself and the then United States minister at the Court of 
St. James, Mr. Adams. But these apparent digressions never inter- 
fered with the performance of his full measure of duty as a student, 
for he was always the equal of any among and generally in advance 
of his classmates. At commencement, in 1867, he was chosen by 
his fellows for class orator, and by the faculty to deliver the Latin 
thesis. 

He graduated from Harvard, in July, 1867, and for two years there- 
after remained in Europe, pursuing his studies at the University of 
Innsbriick, in Austria, and at Heidelberg, in Germany ; and from the 
latter institution he received the degree of doctor of laws. After an 
extended tour through the continent, familiarizing himself with the 
languages of the different countries, and a course at the University 
of Paris, where he also received a degree, with especial reference to 
acquiring a knowledge of the Code Napoléon, he returned to his 
native land in 1869. Then followed aterm in the Law School at Har- 
vard and admission to practice in the courts of Massachusetts; soon 
after, achange of purpose and in 1870 his removal to and settlement 
in Lake Providence, Louisiana. 

Of his manhood’s career in that new home, of his private worth 
and exalted public station, it will be for those who have better 
knowledge and more eloquent voice to speak in eulogy. His legal 
learning, rich store of scholarly attainments, and forensic ability 
were evidenced on this floor in his brief service, noticeably in the con- 
tested-election cases from the fourth and tenth districts in the State 
which he in part represented. 

He gave further evidence of his powers in the composition of a 
volume of poems, published in New Orleans, in 1871, pure and beau- 
tiful in conception and ful in expression, embracing transla- 
tions from the French and German, and in a carefully prepared 
Digoet of the Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in Louisiana Cases, with an appendix, containing a short treatise on 
the jurisdiction and practice of the Federal courts, compiled in 1875. 

Rarely have the prizes of science, of literature, and of popular 
favor been garlar in such profusion by one so young; and truly 
his past and present gave promise of a glorious future. 

Mr. Speaker, JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD was more than a scholar 
and a statesman : 

His life was gentle; and the clements 
So mix’d in him, that Nature might stand u 
And say to all the world, This was a man!” 


To manly presence were added gentle manners, candor, and a 
hatred of all dissimulation and meanness. His nature was sensi- 
tive, touched keenly by any violence to his own and watchful to 
avoid any wound to the feelings of others. These traits of trne 
manhood came by inheritance from the stalwart virtue, tolerant 
spirit, and elevated moral tone of his ancestry. Born and nurt- 
ured in childhood in the pure atmosphere of Chester County, one of 
the first settlements of William Penn and his followers, among a 
people ever in the vanguard in the cause of trath, freedom of speech, 
and opinion, educational progress, and unrestricted civil and religious 
liberty ; always alive to succor and defend the weak and oppressed, 
and equally earnest to denounce wrong and expose deceit, the prin- 
ciples of right 5 became instilled in his mind as nat- 
urally as he inhaled the clear air of his native hills. 

JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD exemplified these principles in his inter- 
course with his fellow-men and won their respect and esteem. 

Mr. Speaker, in this desert of political life in which we are thrown 
together, where differences of opinion and diversity of interests neces- 
sarily tend to produce acrimonious feelings and fierce struggles for 
supremacy, he is not truly great who is the leader in debate or wins 


“the applause of listening senates” by his eloquence. No! rather is 
he greater who cheers with kindly word his stranger and weaker 
brother, or, giving tolerant ear to his humbler opinions, offers the 
opportune work of encouragement. To be thus considerate and kind 
was one of the conspicuous traits of our deceased friend. 

The life of Mr. LEONARD was not an aimless one, neither was his 
brilliant career the result of chance or accident. He was laudably 
ambitious, and from the beginning laid down a course of lofty pur- 
pose. In the class oration delivered in 1867 at Harvard he said: 

Our lives are as yet in our hands. We can be what we will, the miserable mis- 
antbrope, the schemer, the nobody, the philantl ist. Wo cannot afford to look 
about us and watch for some caravan moving to Dorado; we cannot afford to 
say There is time enough;” least of all can we afford to distrust our abilities 
before we have given them a trial. Let us rather feel that he who is in the lists of 


life before us must sharpen his lance by the midnight lamp, must bind his girdle 


about him and his foot in the stirrup before the herald calls the morn. 


But, Mr. Speaker, into this short life, amid its many golden lines 
of high achievements, were interwoven the dark threads of sadness, 
In 1874 he married an estimable lady, resident of Saint Paul, in the 
State of Minnesota. A brief married life of three years was ter- 
minated by the death of his wife, leaving to his fatherly care two 
tender children, now absent in a foreign land, in all probability un- 
aware of their latest loss, and possibly too young to realize the depth 
of bereavement that is centered in complete orp! anage. 

And who shall draw the saddeni 8 of his last hours, clothed 
in romance unrelated and in mystery unreyealed? In a stranger 
land, away from all he loved, the unexpected blow falling while the 
heart beat high and warm with youth and hope, the radiant present 
mingling with the illumined promise of the time to come, and both 
fading into the darkening cloud of death. But to him that hour was 
not wholly darkened ; for, as the earthly prizes and e were 
passing away, there came visions from“ the other shore” like those 
pictured in the words prized by the honored Vice-President, who died 
in this Capitol: 


The eye that shuts in a dying hour, 
will / 


open the next in bliss; 
The welcome will sound in the heavenly world, 
Ere the farewell is hushed in this. 


We pass from the clasp of mournin, 
To the arms of the loved and leat 

And those smiling faces will t us there, 
Which on earth were valued most. 


And thus the eventful life of JoHN EDWARDS LEONARD ended in 
Havana on March 15, 1878. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee, following the order of this body, bore 
his mortal remains to the place of his birth, in Chester County, where 
they were received with unfeigned sorrow by friends, less ostenta- 
tions, it may be, but as true as any he had ever met; and there, on a 
somber Sunday afternoon, in the beautiful cemetery of Oaklands, 
surrounded by the weeping father, who had layished the proofs of 
affection year by year on his only child and gloried at the proud place 
he had won; by the grieving schoolmates of his early days; by the 
neighbors from town and country, who gathered reflected honor from 
his advancement as one of themselves; by the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives delegated to present the nation’s mourning offering in the 
sad rites—there, as the winds sang requiem dirges through the trees, 
we laid him in his last rest, in a spot as bright and fair as any he has 
seen through many lands, and where a true-hearted people will pre- 
serve in ever-green remembrance the name of the honest, the pure, 
and the good, And there let him rest in peace, his epitaph inscribed 
with the words of his own poem: 


They tell me when the solemn hour 
as nigh, when coursed the blood with feeble pace, 
Beneath tho fell Destroyer's power, 
A smile came o'er thy face. 


And when the chilly hand of Death 

Was on thy brow, and life's last feeble rill 
Was frozen with his icy breath, 

That sweet smile lingered still. 


As when the sunlight quits the earth, 
And leaves its traces on the faded day, 

So, when thy bright soul gained its birth, 
It kissed thy mortal clay. 


Mr. CALKINS. Mr. st aca the restless, busy scenes of life are 
almost daily interrupted by the solemn funeral procession; and a 
heart may be never so light, yet it instinctively shudders at the sight 
of the hearse and the thought of the cold, cheerless tomb. At this time 
this body is called upon to lay aside business and dedicate the hour 
to the memory of one of its departed members, Hon. JOHN EDWARDS 
LEONARD, of Louisiana. How fitting to the occasion it is to place in 
the nation’s archives tender recollections of a faithful officer! 

A few short weeks ago we parted with Judge LEONARD, then in 
the full vigor of manhood, in the flood-tide of health, and seemingly 
abounding in the ambitions of life. As we shook his hand for the 
brief separation none of us would have selected him from among us 
as the first to pay the great penalty of life. Here are men, ripe with 
years, whose allotted time at farthest is but short, and with accus- 
tomed human foresight one of these would have been selected by 
conjecture rather than one of the ‘youngest. But such is not the 
subtle, mysterious way of Providence. 
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The poet writes: 


Behold there, Death ! 
Throned on his tomb—entombed in his throne: 
Just as he ceased he rests for aye ; his scythe 
Still wet out of its bloody swath, one 
Hand tottering sustains: The othor 3 


The cold d from his brow. 
Moldy breath tainteth al alt. 

Mr. Speaker, how uncertain is life! How frail the thread upon 
which it hangs! How little we know of the future! The dark arm 
of Death, with suspended sword, rests above our pathway, and we 
know its fall is sure; but when? We know not. “Boast not thy- 
self of to-morrow, for thou knowest not what a day may bring forth.” 
With this Divine caution all mankind must be content. 

With these considerations pressing upon us and the reverberations 
of the death-knell which summoned Judge LEONARD into the great 
eternity beyond still lingering in our ears, let us proceed to pay our 
last earthly tribute of respect to the memory of the dead. 


The m and monuments of good men 


Are more lives. 
* * . 


* 
To die both and young are nature's curses, 
As the world says; ask truth, they are bounteous blessings; 
For them we reach at heaven, in our fall virtues, 
And fix ourselves new stars crown'd with our goodness. 


My acquaintance with Judge LEONARD began with the opening of 
the ial session of this Congress. We were never on intimate terms 
of friendship, though our . relations were often quite close and 
our meetings frequent. He impressed me from the beginning as a 
man of more than ordinary merit, a man of fixed determination and 
active purposes, intent on making the world the better for his having 
lived in it. He was a graduate of one of the oldest educational insti- 
tutions of our country, to be a graduate of which is of itself imperish- 
able fame; but added to this he finished his education in the older 
countries of the world, thus adding to his great acquirements obtained 
at home the many accomplishments only 5 personal dis- 
cipline under the tute of the teachers of the Old World. He was 
a ripe scholar, a man of learning in his profession, and of a 
broad, comprehensive understanding. His gentlemanly bearing won 
for him friends in every circle. His equipoise and equanimity in so- 
ciety made him gentle, easy, and graceful, and in conversation he was 
fluent, interesting, and affable. 

As a debater he was succinct and positive; as a speaker, earnest 
and impressive. He entered into discussions rarely, but when he did 
all were convinced of the sincerity of his opinions and the honesty 
of his convictions. He was independent in thought and action. Even 
in party struggles on this floor he sometimes acted independent of 
pey dictation and advocated his opinions freed from party views. 

e had an independent fortune, one which placed him beyond the 
necessity of hard labor, yet he chose industry, and followed it as 
matter of choice, He was a true type of the American youth, for he 
broke away from the home of his boyhood and the ties of kindred, 
and wandered far to the South, where he cast his fortunes among a 
strange people, but still clinging to and advocating the political prin- 
ciplesof youth and standing by the predilections of his maturer years. 
He won the respect of the race of his color, though opposed largely 
by them in political sentiment. He invested a large portion of his 
fortune in the soil of his adopted State (Lonisiana) and set himself 
assiduouly at work to build up her industries and quicken her pros- 
trated energies. He believed inthe principlesof the republican party, 
but scorned the idea of asserting them merely for place and power. 
He was opposed to what is popularly known as “ irresponsible govern- 
ments” at the South, and believed that the true interest of his adopted 
State demanded that she should be represented in office by her repre- 
sentative men. 

Early in life he was bereft of the companion of his youth, and left 
with two little children—the fruits of his early love—to care for, to 
nurture and educate ; deprived of a mother’s care and affection. He 
held official positions because of his standing in life and his eminent 
fitness for the dutiesimposed. They were not his from search or effo 
but came to him because of his abilities and political relations; an 
whether as a private citizen, judge, or Congressman, he always com- 
manded the respect due a true, worthy, and well-educated gentleman. 

Thus feebly have I spoken of afew of Judge LEONAnD’s many vir- 
tues. I must needs leave the rest. They will not perish, for— 

Virtue sole survives, 
Immortal, never-failing friend of man, 
His guide to happiness on high. 

Mr. Speaker, my delicate task is nearly completed. Jud 
Arp’s death was as untimely as it was unexpected. Much has been 
said of his mission to the ‘‘strange land“ where he died. Without 
particularizing, it is perhaps enough to say, and egy to know, 
that his business was of the most honorable character. Here let the 
curtain drop, and let it shut out from the world’s gaze its results. 
Perhaps the thread of romance which seems to permeate the last act 
of the drama may survive. Life in many ts is u romance. It 
is the clond-land of life's sky; it is the imagery which lies just be- 
yon reality; it is the golden border on lifes shadows; it wanders 

y the side of fancy and adds impulse to all joys. 

By direction of the House, and on the 3ist of last month, a com- 
mittee of Senators and Members followed the remains of Judge LEON- 


LEON- 


ARD from his father’s house, in West Chester, Pennsylvania, to the 
quiet cemetery adjoining. is aged and venerablo father, bowed 
with grief and stricken with sorrow, joined the mournful procession, 
and beheld his only son, the pride of his lifo, the main stay of old 
age, precede him to the grave. There, all that is mortal of our fel- 
low-member now lies—there, by the side of his ancestors and friends 
who have gone before. There, the wild birds will sing their beauti- 
ful songs unheard by him. There, the myrtle and eglantine will 
shed their sweet perfumes overhim. There, the pine and the cypress 
will chant their melancholy requiems in responso to the wind’s soft 
touch. Mingling with evening’s gentle twilight, the notes of the 
whippoorwill will not fall upon his ear. The storms will not touch 
him; the wintry blast will not reach him; the ivy and the evergreen 
m not cheer him nor the moan of his children disturb him. He 
rests on. 
After life's fitful fever, he sleeps well. 


Friend, brother, patriot, statesman, farewell! 


Leaves have their time to fall, 

And flowers to wither at the North-wind’s breath, 
And stars to set;—but all, 

Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death! 


Mr. KENNA. Mr. Speaker, in view of what has been so well said 
on the pending resolutions, and of what is still to be said by gentle- 
men of r and better uaintance with the subject of the reso- 
lutions than I enjoyed, my observations shall be brief. 

JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD, we learn from the record, was born in 
Chester County, Pennsylvania, September 22, 1845; hence he was in 
his thirty-third year. He studied in early youth at Phillips Exeter 
Academy, New Hampshire. He graduated at Harvard College in 1867. 
He studied the civil law inGermany and received the degree of doctor 
of laws from the Universityat Heidelberg. Upon the completion of 
his studies, he repaired to Louisiana and began the practice of law in 
the thirteenth jadicial district of that State. He held the office of dis- 
trict attorney and also that of indigo of the Louisiana supreme court. 
I have never heard it intimated that he did not discharge the duties of 
any and every station honorably and well. Ho wasafterward elected te 
the Forty-fifth Congress as a republican. Coming from a State whose 
existence since the war has been blackened and $3 ee byacondition 
of eee degeneracy unequaled before in the history of mankind, 
he pec oe with him, so far as I have been able to learn, the respect 
and full confidence of all who knew him in either public or private 
life. And now that Louisiana has resumed her ancient standing as an 
equal among the sovereign States of a restored Union, now that her 
rights and prerogatives under the Constitution there are none to 

insay, it is pleasing to realize that Mr. LEONARD had no. responsi- 
ility for the weight that dragged her down to the depths of despera- 
tion and despair and stood no obstacle in the way of the endeavor 
which inspired her resurrection into new lifo. Coming, Mr. Speaker, 
from a State the title to whose majorities for aspirants, ranging from 
constable to President, was the subject of sogry and bitter contest, it 
is gratifying to those of us who knew and li him here to remem- 
ber that he brought with him to this House tho certificates of both 
the rival governors of his State and presented himself for admission 
with aright to what he claimed unquestioned, unquestionable, and 
comp lete. I do not allude to these things for the sake of adverting 
on this melancholy occasion to topics of a political kind. I do it for 
the reason that, as a democrat and as a man, in the faét that the de- 
ceased, as a republican, passed through the fierce decade of Louisiana 
politics, beginning with 1867, and came out of it with high public - 
trusts, conceded to be his by honorable acquirement, commanding 
the united respect of all his people without regard to party, I find a 
tribute to his character and his good name of which it would not be 
justice to rob his memory. 

Mr. Speaker, I had no acquaintance with Mr. LEONARD until he 
took the oath of office at the bar of this House as a Representative 
in the American Congress. I was not aware that harm had befallen 
him or his until from the same bar on the 15th of March I heard the 
announcement of his deatb on that morning in the city of Havana. 
Only a few days before that intelligence reached us I saw him at the 
Riggs House on the eve of his departure for Cuba. He was then in 
active, vigorous life, and Ido not doubt in perfect health. No tidin 
of his illness reached us. In a letter addressed to a friend and col- 
league in the House he said: “I will be with you in a week.” But 
ere that week had passed he surrendered his life to the God who 

ave it, and the return, which he was evidently striving to hasten, 
to the associations and labors incident to official station hero was 
destined never to be. He had made friendship with comrades whom 
he was to meet no more. He had undertaken duties which other 
hands must now perform. His eyes were turned homeward aud his 
fare engaged, but accident prevented the ny Ay enc from sailing, 
and he was to look no more upon his native land forever and forever. 

Of the cause which took him to Havana I know nothing except that 
his mission was personal to himself. Rumors about it have been afloat 
and to-day we have heard their verification from honorable, reliable 
lips. Of the beauty and poetry and romance of life which they 
portray, I have not the time to speak. But they demonstrate the 
fact that ho was a brave, high-minded, chivalrous, devoted man. 
One of his colleagues and a most worthy member of this House said 
to me since his death: “Mr. Kenna, he could not have been made 
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the doer of evil deeds.” I was impressed by the remark, for it ac- 
corded with my own opinion, formed from our associations on this 
floor. I found him a frank, honest, intelligent, sincere, generous 
man. Ready at all times to maintain his convictions, they were at 
no time indelicately thrust forward. Conscious that honest merit 
would find its qot place in public esteem, he sought no personal ad- 
vertisement. He was active in his application to duty, earnest and 
energetic in debate, persistent in the maintenance of his ideas of pro- 
priety and of right, and, withal, a worthy and valuable member of 
this House. He died at the ago of thirty-two years and less than six 
months. 

Mr. Speaker, in the patting off of one in the prime and vigor of early 
manhood, with a life only half spent, the glory of achievement arising 
in beauteous visions of a future that is not for him, there is something 
which makes an impression different from that which comes from 
the departure of one in the fullness of his years. I do not mean that 
the powerof choice would enable us to determine that age and experi- 
ence could be better surrendered than youth and promise. The need 
of such a decision has been wisely spared us by an all-seeing, benefi- 
cent Providence. Nor would I be understood to intimate a want of 
regard for those who have realized the full measure of three score and 
ten. There is an attraction about the silvery frosts of seventy winters 
which the yellow sands of thirty summers cannot There is 
something akin to another world in a head that is already shrouded 
in white, and hence the mystic veneration for gray hairs which has 
become prominent among the acknowledged virtues of mankind. 
But when death invades the ranks of fresh maturity and snatches the 
fruit that is ripening there, ho seems to come before his time and to 
gather to-day the harvests of the morrow. Such a visitation seems 
a denial rather than the end of life. 

But, sir, as it is with the deceased so must it be, sooner or later, 
with you and with me. His death has made in this House, as it has 
made in the family circle, a vacant chair. Others, too, have had their 
places here and are gone. Distinguished men have presided for a 
season over the deliberations of this body. They also have nearly 
all departed. The time will come when the voice which so ably and 
acceptably controls this House will be hushed, and the ranks which 
are so busy about us will be thinned until the last shall have ren- 
dered his final account. Day by day the inexorable reaper whispers 
in our ears: 

Men may come and men ma; 
But 1 pas fi forever. hard 


There is a lesson for young and old in all this. It is that we shall 
so live, so meet the responsibilities which confront and surround us, 
so discharge the duties which our respective stations impose, so dedi- 
cate ourselves to the service of our country and of Heaven, that when 
the earth shall reach forth her arms to receive us, all we are and have 
been and hope to be shall not be laid with the flesh beneath the sod. 
Our national situation invites earnest action, patriotic endeavor. 
Strong hands are idle, brave hearts are sorrowing, the tender and 
the helpless are in distress. The demand of the hour is solemn; the 
welfare of millions is in our keeping. May the God of nations so direct 
the councils of this Congress, of which our lamented comrade formed 
a part, that its labors shall redound to the benefit of mankind when 
you and I shall have passed away. 


Mr. COVERT. A sudden and an awful silence in the midst of 
sound! Quick darkness in the place of midday sunlight! The ripple 
of joyous laughter broken at once by the sharp moan of anguish! 
These are but symbols of that distinct contrast, that sharply-defined 
change so often presented to our startled senses when life goes quickly 
out and when death comes swiftly in! Not when the head is silvered 
and the eye grown dim. Not when the feeble steps have grown weary 
by the wayside. Not when the tired heart has carried within it the 
gathered burden of lengthened years. Not then does this change 
seem so painfully, so startlingly distinct. It is then but the slow 
and measured creeping in of silence upon sound. It is but the grad- 
ual darkening of the shadows. There is due space and proper pause 
between the smile of Joy and the tear of sorrow. But when the icy 
touch of death is placed swiftly upon a warm and bounding pulse; 
when the light goes ont forever from eyes not dim with age; when a 
young heart not yet filled with all life’s full experiences ceases longer 
to beat, then it is that you and I stand dumb and awe-stricken in the 
presence of the mighty alchemist who has wrought this sudden and 
this startling change. 

When the Forty-fifth Congress met within this Chamber at the 
beginning of the special session, the observer, looking down upon 
those assembled here, saw represented upon this floor various types 
of manhood. 

There were those saone ne who had passed the “ three score years 
and ten” allotted to mankind for active labdr, but who had been 
sent hither to give to the council of the nation the benefit of their 
rich and ripe experience. Had death come to one of these; the fathers 
of our council, it would have seemed perhaps but the sad payment at 
its full maturity of the last great debt of nature. 

There were those here in active middle life, who had been commis- 
sioned by their constituencies to represent them upon this fioor for 
their known and present capacity and power. Had death come to 


one of these, our active workers, it would have seemed perhaps but 
a briefly anticipated payment of the life-debt back again to the Great 
Loaner. There were those here who were yet in their earlier man- 
hood—who had been thus quickly advanced, not alone for what they 
had accomplished, but for what it was hoped they would yet achieve 
in the wider field of action afforded at the capital of the nation. 
None would have uttered the prophecy that the first voice to be 
silenced in this Chamber, the first seat to be vacated by death, would 
have been from among this circle of the junior members of this body 
the voice and the chair of him whose untimely end we mourn to-day. 
After the just and fitting and feeling eulogy which has been pro- 
nounced by the gentleman from Louisiana—after the sadly kind words 
which have been uttered by those who knew our departed fellow- 
member longer and better than I—it may be deemed unnecessary that 
I should detain this House while I attempt to speak, however briefly, 
in commemoration of his life and ces. ile any attempted 
tribute of mine may not be and is not needed, it will not, I know, be 
deemed ungracious ; for although my acquaintanceship with Judge 
LEONARD began only with the commencement of this 8 Ien- 


joyed more than usual opportunities for meeting and knowing him 


outsideof this Chamber, in those pleasantestof all relations—social and 
home life. It is mainly from this stand-point that I desire to speak. 
Others have told us the story of his short but busy life, and have paid 
fitting tribute to his conceded ability. We have heard how carefully 
and how fully ho was fitted by the learning of the schools to take 
advanced position in his profession, and how abundantly he succeeded 
as the result of this preparation. Called very early to assume impor- 
tant positions of trust and honor—made prosecuting officer in the State 
of his adoption at an exceedingly early age, and filling these positions 
with distinguished ability, he was sent here at the last congressional 
election to represent an important district in the State of Louisiana. 
It is given to but few thus to play important parts upon the world’s 
great stage so well and so perfectly as he within the com of the 
comparatively few yearsof our late friend’s life-time. In his private 
life p believe him to have been without reproach. It is the testimony 
of all who knew him socially that he was what I in all my intercourse 
with him ever found him to be—an affable, genial, generous gentle- 
man. Always mindful of the feelings and opinions of others, he was 
tolerant and considerate, Though fortune had been kind to him in 
a marked degree, he was not unduly moved by her favors. Though 
the world’s applause had sounded loudlyin his ear, he was not thereby 
made deaf to the demands of those smaller duties whose patient per- 
formance fills and rounds out a perfect life. Such I believe to have 
been the character of him who came with us at the commencement 
of our session—who has gone from us before its close, 

Though the middle aisle of this Chamber separates the members 
of the House who differ in political sentiment, no space divides those 
upon this floor who recognize in each other chivalric action, true man- 
hood, and conscientious devotion to duty, These were the qualities 
which adorned the character of our associate when living—these the 
traits which provoke just tribute from both sides of this Chamber 
when we mourn him dead. 

That our late associate filled lightly and easily, and as one born to 
power, the various positions of honor conferred upon him, can afford 
perhaps but little consolation in this sad hour to those who loved him 

est and who were bound to him by the ties of blood and kindred. 
Ever since the world began its popie have at seasons monrned the 
loss of the great and good, those alike eminent for ability and beloved 
for gentleness and worth. Public proclamations have been made; 
bells have tolled; the insignia of mourning have draped the churches 
and the public places in every land where tribute has ever been paid 
to the memory of departed greatness. The ink has scarcel, ied 
upon the official announcements, the last sad echoes of the bells have 
but died upon the air, the badges of mourning have but met the 
moistened eye—when others have assumed the vacant places and have 
taken the symbols of power from the dead, cold hands of greatness. 

But afew short months ago a crown across the water was for a 
brief moment laid aside. ngly power itself yielded to the foe, 
stealthy and silent, which crept even to the throne and carried Roy- 
alty captive to the great beyond. The act, if not the cry, was: The 
King is dead—long live the King!” The tolling of the bells turned 
to chiming, and the people of Italy welcomed a new monarch even 
while they wept the old. 5; 

But a few short weeks ago the eyes of the most exalted of contem- 
poraneous churchmen were closed in that same long sleep which had 
given rest to other prelates, in their times as exalted as he. In thou- 
sands of churches the sorrow-notes of stricken peoples were wafted 
from continént to continent and upward even to the very skies. Tho 
solemn requiems had but ended, the universal mourning had not 
ceased, when a sad-faced council selected a successor to fill the high 
station and discharge the sacred duties of him who had gone from 
earth forever. 

And so with all who fill public places, be they high or be they low: 
they live, they die, and are replaced by others. 

The world’s necessities, and even Heaven's teachings are that, spite 
of mourning and of tears, the world’s needs be supplied and Heaven’s 
demands fulfilled. 

It is not —— simply to have held important trusts. Greatness 
lies in the faithful performance of all duties committed to us. That 
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man is not truly 
in the smaller 
men. 


airs of life—in his daily intercourse with his fellow- 


“Kind hearts are more than coronets, 
And simple faith than Norman blood.” 


I indulge the belief that to the sorrow-stricken father and to the 
heavy-hearted kindred of our late associate the fact that his son and 
their kinsman was ted for his manly qualities and loved for his 
virtues, will be a kindlier and more grate than any state- 
ment coming from us, however emphatic, of our iration for his 
ability, our appreciation of his mental pore, 

The record tells us of our associate’s death, A slab in the Congres- 
sional Cemetery will bear sad testimony that another Representative 
has been stricken down while in the public service.. And yet for us, 
and for all who knew him, he still lives in the lessons which his life 
and which his death have furnished. 

At this hour, as we pause to do honor to his memory, as we try— 
tenderly as we may—to convey to the stricken hearts of those who 
mourn him most our appreciation of their loss—our sympathy in their 
sorrow—let us endeavor in all sincerity, in all trustfulness, to believe 
with them in the truth of the inspired sentiment: 

“There is no Death! What seems so is transition; 
This life of mortal breath 
Is but the prelade to that life elysian, 
Whose we call Death!“ 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, there have been few, if any, Con- 
gresses since the foundation of the Government that were not called 
upon to pay mournful tributes to the memory of some of their num- 
ber. Death follows in this mortal existence as resultant from life 
itself. The fact that we live furnishes incontestable evidence that 
we must die. There is no condition or rank that can place us beyond 
the reach of the inevitable. It comes alike to all: the aged and the 
young, the learned and the unlearned, the millionaire and the pauper, 
the ruler and the subject, the believer and the atheist ; all must suc- 
cumb to the scythe of this insatiable reaper. Thus it confronts us 
in public and private life alike. It has now come into this Hall and 
taken one from among us who had given promise of a bright and hope- 
ful future. 

At the opening session of the present Congress we were brought 
face to face with many new members, sent up from all parts of this 
great Republic. None furnished a more interesting subject for study 
than JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD, whose memory we cherish and whose 
early demise we deplore. Before I had acquaintance with or even 
heard-him in debate I concluded, from his fine, classic features and 
bright, intellectual cast of countenance, that he was the possessor of 
a breadth of mind which indicated, I supposed, more than ordinary 
ability and talent. In this particular, judgment was not at fault 
for in addition to the natural endowments with which he impressed 
me, he was liberally educated both at home and abroad. His accom- 

lishments were the evidences that he improved his 5 0e for 
3 He was a fine Greek and Latin scholar, and stood highest 
in his classes while at Harvard. 

He could read and write the modern languages with a proficiency 
and facility that clearly showed he had mastered them all. As a 

duate of the University of Heidelberg, Germany, he delivered in 
rman the class oration, and from the 7 of Paris he finally 
pranan with the delivery in French of the customary valedictory. 
me of his theses are, I am told, among the choicest productions of 
his scholastic career. 

Thus it will be seen that he was in a large degree richly endowed 
with those potent agencies that were well calculated to fit him for 
an extended sphere of usefulness had he been spared to his country. 
For one of his age he was conceded to be an excellent lawyer, at one 
time being one of the presiding judges on the bench of the supreme 
court of his adopted State. He was appointed to that exalted posi- 
tion on the recommendation of numerous members of the Louisiana 
bar, irrespective of party. This, of itself, is one of the best and 
strongest evidences of the esteem in which he was held, and of the 
value and estimate placed on his ability as a gentleman of attain- 
ments as well as a lawyer of professional repute. 

Though young in national legislation, he was nevertheless fully 
equipped from the armory of a well-stored mind which made him 
SORY to any emergency that arose or task assumed. I should say 
that he was a man of strong convictions, and when impressed with a 
sense of right not easily turned aside from a leading purpose. If my 
memory is not at fault, he never participated in this Chamber in de- 
bate but on two or three occasions, and on each of these the right of 
a member's’ seat on this floor was involved. The last speech made 
here by the deceased was on the 20th of February, seven days Pe. 
vious to his obtaining an indefinite leave of absence, On this date 
he gave utterance to the following somewhat remarkable and truly 
significant expressions, He said: 

Mr. Speaker, I have thought it but fair that I should take some part in this 
because it comes from the State which I have the lionor in part to represent, an 
with whose laws and customs I am to some extent familiar. But I promise the 
House, I promise the judges of this grave and dignified court that if they will but 
listen to me for a few moments—say half an hour at the very most—it shall be a 
long, long while before I shall trouble them in another case of contested election, 


Subsequent events have attached an almost prophetic significance 


t who does not display homely, honest nobility | to those last words uttered by the deceased. Sir, it will indeed “be 


a long, long while before” we shall hear his voice again. Yes,never- 
more; in this Hall— 


So wise so young, they say, do n'er live long. 


Judge LEONARD was born on the 22d of September, 1845, at West 
Chester, Pennsylvania. He was the fond and only child of his par- 
1 in whom they had lodged much hope and anticipated comfort 
for declining years. His mother has long. since passed away, aud his 
untimely taking off is indeed an irreparable loss and a great calamity 
and bereavement to his fond and doting father. The deceased was 
ever a welcome guest among his neighbors and associates, his society 
affording something more than casual entertainment; there was in- 
formation to be gained wherever true culture was appreciated. 

From what I have learned he became fully identified with the peo- 
ple and interests of Louisiana, being a property-holder as well as an 
official incumbent, a planter as well as a lawyer. In the capacity of 
district attorney, a position which he once held, it is worthy of note 
to say that he never used his official ponon for the purpose of per- 
pening and oppressing any citizen, let his station have been high or 
low. parently his great aim was to impress and maintain the dig- 
nity and at the same time vindicate the majesty of the law without 
doing detriment to the rights or immunities of the humblest citizen, 
It can in truth be said of him, that in his official capacities he never 
failed to “temper justice with mercy.” 

Sir, the memory of Judge LEONARD will surely be cherished and 
gratefully remembered by a confiding constituency, his colleagues 
and his friends, 

Mr. Speaker, the circumstances and incidents intimately associated 
with his death partake in large degree of romance as well as regret. 
When I read the sad news of the morning that had come the night 
before, under the waters and over the wires from the isle of Cuba, 
my heart sank within me with sad and inexpressible astonishment. 
He was folded in the arms of death far away from his native land, 
his kinsmen, and familiar 5 but yet comparatively near 
to one whom he truly and fondly adored, and the depths of whose affec- 
tion for him no one willever be able to fathom. Yes; for him it 
might be said : 

Pity for thee shall weep her fountains 
Nieren for thee shall ney lve her prea 


Valor shall pluck a garland from on high 
And Honor twine the wreath thy temples o'er. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I have no systematic 
phrases to utter about our deceased friend. ‘Out of the fullness of 
the heart the mouth speaketh.” When I heard the words that Joun 
EDWARDS LEONARD was deceased I could hardly realize their truth. 
As I look around this Chamber and see the venerable heads of our 
coll es who in the course of nature ought to have gone before him, 
I hesitate to believe the young member from Louisiana is dead. 

Sir, in the ra ad A of public life, amid the jostling cares and 
interests of this Chamber, how hard it is, after a lapse of time, to 
pause because the heavy hand of Heaven has been upon us! The 
grim monster, Death, has entered this Hall through an avenue least 
to be expected. 


Yet a few days more, thee 
An all-beholding sun will see no more 
In all his course. 


The mystery of the taking off of one of the youngest of our num- 
ber while venerable colleagues full of years and honors survive is to 
us past finding out. For one so young, so promising for usefulness to 
his country, to die on the threshold of a publio career is sad, sad in- 
deed. Oh!.death in any form is terrible! 


The groan, the knell, th pall, the bist 

0 e 0 the bier; 

And all we know, or dream, or fear À 
Of agony, aro thine. 


The deceased was to me a stranger until I came here as a member- 
elect at the opening of this Congress. Imet him then for the first 
time. Circumstances soon brought us into intimate acquaintance. 
Frank, generous, confiding, intercourse taught me the sterling, good 
qualities of his character. I met him often in the social circle and 
in the anxieties and perplexities of political strife. In the brief 
career since our session began, in October last, I knew no member of 
this House more intimately than our lamented friend. He honored 
me on more than one occasion with his confidence on matters of pub- 
lic and private concern of the greatest delicacy. Sir, comely in ap- 
pearance, courteous in his demeanor, cultivated and sprightly in in- 
tellect, our young associate was well fitted for a public career—for 
the employments of the statesmen. A graduate of Harvard, he re- 
ceived thero that elemen education and mental discipline givin 
a sure. foundation for an imposing superstructure of intellectua 
refinement, vigor, and 8 Early seeking the educational 
eee of Heidelberg and continental Europe, he acqnired 
those accomplishments so rare and yet so attractive and useful in 
our American public life. A native of the great State I love so much 
and aid to represent here, our deceased friend, when he had com- 
pleted his professional education and was admitted to the bar, looked 
to new fields for labor and opportunities in the battle of life, The 
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war was over, and Louisiana with her rare resources and romantic 
history presented to him an arena for future usefulness and fame. 
Making his home in that far-off State, then disturbed by the turbu- 
lence of the times, Mr. LEONARD sought only that success in his profes- 
sional business career which industry, integrity, and merit will always 
acquire. Living as a northern man amid the conflicts and animosi- 
ties of recent Louisiana politics, how honorable to his memory is the 
kind and generous tribute just uttered by his colleague, Mr. ELLIS. 
Sir, all concede the d was well fitted for public life. With a 
mind cultivated and an ambition for honorable distinction, there 
was promise in his career. His intellect was deep enough to grasp 
principles and broad ath a to comprehend the relations of public 
affairs, and fertile enongh to suggest and devise measures. Time 
would have developed him into preates prominence in this Chamber. 
Having convictions of his own, he was positive yet moderate in their 
utterance. No offensive display of learning or education, no ped- 
antry, no dogmatic 3 deformed the character of him at 
whose grave we stan 

The rude, stern elements of character so well suited for successful 
conflicts in pioneer life he did not possess, He did not seem to develop 
that adventurous spirit so e Be build up new States. His was 
rather the conservative character that would safely keep and justly 
administer what was already achieved. The loss of such a one from 
our political circle is a public calamity. In this country, sir, we want 
to invite into public life young men with the varied acquirements, the 
spotless integrity, and honorable ambition our young associate 
sessed. May I hope that the sincere tribute rendered by all to-day 
to the excellent qualities, those attributes of statesmanship this young 
Representative ap to may stimulate other young men 
of our country to go and do likewise. When public station and legis- 
lative life in America cease to have attractions for such as he, farewell, 
and a long farewell, to honorable ambition in our Republic. 

While our youn gfriend was fitted for a useful career in the National 
Congress, yet the sedate duties of high judicial station were more 
attractive to him. After he had been elected to this Congress by a 
maoniy conceded by his opponent at the election of 1876, a vacancy 
by death occurred on the 8 bench of Louisiana. He was ap- 
pointed to this vacancy, and immediately assumed his duties. They 
were most congenial to him. His fitness by intellectual training and 
the justness and equanimity of his d ition were recognized, I am 
informed, by the bar of the State. With true judicial dignity he could 
tread the walks of such a station. None better than he could become 
“a just judge.” I have read somewhere that the remark, a judicial 
officer is invested with the ermine, though fabulous is yet eloquently 
significant. It is a tradition in natural history that the creature called 
ermine is keenly sensitive to its bodily cleanliness; any taint or defile- 
ment of its snow-white fur paralyzes it and makes it powerless for 
retreat. The hunters knowing this, pursuing it, spread mire and filth 
on the pass leading to its haunts; finding entrance there impossible 
withont soiling its spotless coat, it falls . a -pre to the pursuer. 
He who sits in 1 upon his fellows, who di o func- 
tions of the judge, should be as sensitive to defilement as the ermine 
with which he is invested. 

I know our deceased associate rose to the height of the great argu- 
ment when he sat as a judge and when he came here to make laws 
for the people. I speak not from conjecture, sir; itis a matter of his- 
tory that in the early sittings of this Congress it was designed by 
some members on the other side of this Chamber to offer a resolution 
indorsing the action of President Hayes in his treatment of Louisi- 
ana which ultimated in the overthrow of the Packard government, 
and the consequent destruction of the supreme court of which Judge 
LEONARD was a member. While it was thought by many sucha 
resolution was only for political effect, yet the deceased, knowing the 

icularity of one of our rules, which prohibits a member from vot- 

g on any subject in which he is interested, feared he could not con- 
scientiously vote on the resolution. He had been a member of that 

oreve and any expression of opinion by him about the action of 
he National Administration in relation to it, while it would have no 
practical effect, he apprehended, would be improper. He hesitated to 
vote, and early one morning he called at my room to consult and 
take my opinion on the subject. How seriously and prudently he 
talked of the high and impartial duty of the Representative in Con- 
pa He wanted to be just to the country, just to himself, just to 
is office. The contingency, however, never arose which required 
him to vote on this question. I could multiply instances of his pure 
character, I shall intrude on this solemnity but a moment longer. 
Our young associate, Mr. Speaker, then, is no more forever among us. 
In my mountain home, on a temporary absence from here, while in 
the very crisis of the trial of an important case, an associate counsel 
handed me the announcement in the morning pepe of your presen- 
tation, Mr. Speaker, of the intelligence of Jud EONARD’s sudden 
death and the adjournment of this House. Shocked with sadness, 
the duty of the hour would only permit me a hasty word of sympathy, 
which I now more deliberately express. 
With him all is over. In the bustle of life, engaged with present 
cares, we will pass on, and the green li grow over the new 
pers of him we now commemorate} but, sir, two children are left 
hind to seek, when in more mature ye: for the character of their 
father. Should we meet them as we wander through life, it will be 


a cheerful pleasure to ere and say to them, We knew your father ; 
he fell on the threshold of an honorable career; begin where he left 
off; fulfill his promise and all will be well. I have done. I can say 
of him who is the subject of this ceremony, as was said of one of 
Coutts’s greatest characters, I knew the man and do honor his mem- 
ory. 


Mr. CUTLER. Mr. Speaker, among the many new members that 

appeared at the opening of the extra session of the Forty-fifth Con- 

none possessed a finer physique or gave r promise of a 

long life of usefulness and honor than did Joun EDWARDS LEONARD, 
whose sudden death this Con mourns to-day. 

I was attracted to him at first, and it was ca A ae fortune to 
make the acquaintance of the deceased at an early day following the 
organization of the House, and such acquaintance ripened into a 
warm and 8 friendship, and the favorable impression that I 
had formed of him upon his first ap nee in Congress was more 
than justified by reason of our friendly relations. 

The unfortunate complications resulting from the political situa- 
tion of the State of Louisiana made it incumbent upon the deceased, 
who held the only seat in this House as a republican from that State 
unquestioned an unchallenged, that he should take an active part 
at an early day in the discussion involving the right of a Representa- 
tive from that State to retain his seat. 

At the outset of the discussion I was impressed with the honesty 
of his statements, together with the strong conviction of right that 
characterized the advocacy of the propositions he maintained. His 
every action ap to be governed by a keen sense of justice; his 
impulse to do t which ee by conscience, make no alle- 
gation but what was warranted by the evidence, and draw no deduc- 
tion or conclusion but what could be defended by the facts and law. 

I recall with much pleasure in the discussion of the California case, 
Wigginton and Pacheco, a remark that he made to me just prior to 
his argument: 

You are one that believes that election cases are not political, but 3 
cial, and in that view you are not supported by the rity of either of par- 
ties, but I confess to t sympathy with the views that you entertain, and in this 
case I am compelled 88 with my party, and I the opinion that neither 
Wigginton nor Pacheco are entitled to a seat, and I trast you will listen to my 
remarks, for I think you will arrive at the same conclusion. 

I listened to his speech with t interest and close attention, as 
in fact I do to every argument in which election cases are discussed, 
for there are no matters presented to the consideration and decision 
of this House involving ter interests, higher privileges, or more 
far-reaching in their results than the question touching the right of 
the member to Gi ee his district, for it affects not only each and 
every citizen in the district, but it equally affects the sovereignty of 
the State as well as the General Government. For what impartial 
judge can, without surprise and feeling of alarm, listen to the an- 
nouncement heretofore made by members upon this floor in the final 

udication of election cases: Upon all political questions I am 
paired with A B. Upon this question, if he were present, he would 
vote ay and I would vote no;” or vice versa. And yet the record of past 
sessions affords frequent evidence of this state of things, and well may 
a lover of his country d ir of the future of the Republic and the 
patriotic citizen lose confidence in its perpetuity unless election cases 
are decided judicially and in accordance with the strict rules of law 
and evidence, ignoring and losing sight of the question of political 
N 4 or political results. 
d, Mr. Speaker, I cannot but ap tees for the moment to express 
the hope that some plan will yet be devised, some legislation secured, 
by which the legality of the member's right to a seat in this body 
when contested shall be settled by the courts of the State and the 
Congress admit such Representative whose right to the seat shall 
have been determined by the proper court of the State, thus reliey- 
ing the candidates from great vexation and trouble, the Government 
from great expense, and giving the district its legal Representative 
at the organization of each Congress. 

I gave close attention to that speech of my friend; and, while I 
could not agree with his conclusions, I could not but admire his inde- 
pendence, when he said during the course of that debate: 

As I understand the Constitution of my country the House of Represen' 
is now sitting as a court of justice and member of this House is a judge 


under the sanction of his official oath. And am I to be told that it is my duty in 
such a case to cast my vote F forsooth, the vote 


which I shall thus cast will be advan us to me and to others of the same polit- 
rac) wig greg Sir, if so foul a doctrine as that is to bo applied in a court of 
justice, let the meanness of the deed at least be acknowled, and understood. 
ere is no necessity of adding h to y. It the ja of this court 
are to vote according to their party ities, let us have an of all this farce 
of a trial and judgment. 
Yes, Mr. S er, I listened to another speech of my friend, deliv- 


from it; it was 
his last speech in this House, and that too in an tion case from 


Louisiana, Acklen vs. Darrall: 


leony judges re dignified 
Ho I promise the jud, of this e and court that if will bat 
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One may almost wonder if in this he saw the end. Was it pro- 


hetic? 
$ How sad the reflection, that at so early a day following that eres 
and pledge he should be summoned before a higher court and before 
a just Judge—a Judge that never errs, and there he is making a plea, 
not for another, but a personal plea in his own behalf, in a court in 
which the only rule is even and exact justice, in which the J ndes ia 
justice personified, where every act, word, and deed must have n 
in strict 2 with „right principle and conscience“ to secure His 
approva 

$ tis not for me to enter the domestic circle, or lift the veil that now 
envelops a sorrowing family or stricken constituency. My mission is 
complete, my duty performed, when I place a chaplet upon the grave 
of my friend and speak of him as I knew him—a brave man, a warm 
friend, a true citizen, a fearless legislator, a faithful Representative, 
one who had not only the courage of his convictions but also the 
courage of maintaining and defending them. As a legislator he brought 
to the performance of his duties a cultivated mind, with experience, 
knowledge, and observation, that bid fair to be of great value to his 
colleagues, advantage to his constituency and State, and honor to his 
country. 

But tend halls shall echo his footsteps no more; his voice no longer 
fall upon our ears; his counsel no longer be sought, and the years of 
Ep and honor that had been hoped for him, and predicted of 
him by a loving constituency and admiring friends, have been sud- 
denly cut off, and we gaze upon that vacant seat in this Chamber and 
exclaim: 

Man proposes, but God disposes. 


And nought is left for us, as we drop a tear of sorrow, but to cherish 
his memory and em his virtues, and to remember that life is— 


Like the snowflake on the river, 
A moment seen, then gone forever, 


and that our end and object in life should be to perform the 1157 of 
life well, and to that end select and choose those paths that will lead 
us to the performance of all our public duties in accordance with 
“right principle and conscience,” looking forward to that realization 
so beautifully expressed: 


Would'st have a friend, would’st know what friend is best; 
Have God thy friend, who passeth all the rest. 


And then shall we have reached that point where as citizens we shall 
be patriotic ; as friends, true; as legislators, fearless and brave; faith- 
ful to the high trusts confided to our keeping, and governed by no 
motive other than to be just to ourselves and true to our country. 


Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker: The Hon. JOHN E. LEONARD, whose 
life and death we now commemorate, was born at West Chester, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, on the twenty-second day of September, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five. He became a student in Phillips 
Exeter Academy, at Exeter, inthe State of New Hampshire, in eighteen 
hundred and sixty, that he might complete his pre tion for the 
University at Cambridge, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 
This was his record at the academy: he was good in all his studies and 
always did his work in all branches thoroughly and well. Though 
not ranking with the very highest, he was deficient in no study. He 

d a mind remarkably well balanced for one so young. His 
social qualities were such as to commend him to the favor of his 
teachers and associates as a high-minded, honorable, generous boy. 
In addition to the above record, communicated to me by the principal 
of the academy, the following honorable mention is added: “The 
impression that he made here is still distinct in the memory of those 
who knew him.” The social, moral, and intellectual qualities which 
he had aud exercised during his course at this eee of New England, 
still keep fresh the impression he there made. These qualities, there- 
fore, must have been well and harmoniously developed. 

He entered the university at Cambridge in cighteen hundred and 
sixty-three and graduated with honor in eighteen hundred and sixty- 
seven. It is said of him here that he was a bright, ready scholar, 
with the faculty of acquiring rapidly and then making the most ad- 
van us use of his acquisitions, His standing on the rank-list was 
very high in his freshman and senior years. He was popular among 
his fellow-students, and in the senior Far was chosen class orator. 
He showed while in college that faculty for writing and s i g 
which doubtless helped him to his early success in his profession an 
in public life. His parts were and they were available for ready 
use. He had a just measure of confidence in himself. He had energy 
and an honorable ambition. 

Thus, at the preparatory school at Exeter, where Webster and Ever- 
ett and hundreds of the most eminent lawyers, jurists, divines, states- 
men and scholars of the last and the present century, drank with delight 
their first draughts at the Pierian spring, and at Harvard, the most 
famous seat of learning in the New World, whose triennial attests its 
great service to all de ents of higher education, he cheerfally 


. himself to all the discipline which these institutions could 
ve him. 
After his uation from Harvard, he became a student of law in 


the universi 


at Heidelberg 
the fourteen 


, in Germany, a university founded in 
century, rich in libraries and widely renowned for the 


exact and profound learning ofits professors. At the close of his stud- 
ies there, he received the decree of doctor of laws. Returning to the 
United States, he settled in the State of Louisiana and commenced 
the tice of law in the thirteenth judicial district. He rose rapidly 
in profession, and was soon made district attorney. In eighteen 
hundred and seventy-six, he was appointed associate justice of the 
supreme court of the State. The same year he became the republican 
candidate for Congress in the fifth district, and was elected a member 
5 hare Forty-Fifth Congress. These honors he attained at the age of 
irty-one. 

In eighteen hundred and seventy-two, Judge LEONARD was married 
to Miss Ella Burbank, a woman of rare beauty and refinement, the 
daughter of Hon. James C. Burbank, of Saint Paul, Minnesota. She 
died in December, eighteen hundred and seventy-five, leaving two 
children, sons, who are now in Europe under the care of their mater- 
nal grandmother. 

On the fifteenth of last October, the subject of our eulogies became 
our fellow-memberin this House, well prepared by natural and acquired 

wers and to take and hold here an honorable position. Ona 

eave of absence from the House, he left Washington during the closing 
days of February and reached the Island of Cuba March fourth. He 
died at Havana on the fifteenth of the month, when he had been from 
his seat but two weeks. 

This is a simple and unadorned recital of the chief incidents in the 
life of him we now seek tohonor. Wesaw him here take his stand at 
the starting-place. We cannot tell how well he would have run the 
race of public life ; how rich the garlands which would have wreathed 
his brow, had death allowed him to reach the goal. We can only say 
he had the force and vigor of youth; he had the culture of the schools. 
The severer studies wrought out the elements of the mental pan- 
oply with which heshould battle for the victory, and these, the classics 

polished and bound together as with hooks of gold. Still the 
brightness of his armor did not blind the angel of death. He espied 
him on the placid waters in the bay of the Queen City of the green Isle 
of the Ant with Morro and La Cabana castles looking down upon 
him as he was nearing the steamer which should take him to his 
native land. 

Mr. Speaker, these ceremonies aro evidence that the condition, the 
situation of man in life, furnish no law to death. It appears when 
mg how it pleases. It neither fears the mighty nor respects the 

owly. 


against fate; 
Death lays his icy hands on kings. 


Tho beauty of health or of youth cannot keep it back. The most 
beneficent life, the choicest spirit, give to death no concern and pnt 
off its approach not an hour. It has no regard for tears and heeds 
not the pleadings of affection. 

It is an enemy as impartial as it is universal. The great life pur- 
pose; the grandest mission in the service of humanity; the rarest 
Castes virtues ; vast acquisitions in learning, in wealth, in the means 

or happiness and usefulness; deeply cherished hopes, and the most 
noble endeavors turn not aside this great enemy of the race. It but 
mines the decree, Dust to dust, ashes to ashes,” and moves on in its 
work. 

The exultant heart of the devout astronomer ceases to beat by the 
coming of death, just as the long-looked-for and predicted planet 
eee the spot in the heavens where he has long held the faith- 
ful telescope. th will not permit him to give a name to this 
newly discovered member in the stellar family of God. The mariner 
throngh many storms has brought the richly laden ship within sight 
of the destined haven, and 0 he falls at his post when his voice 
might well-nigh reach the objects of his pride and his love, The 
man who for years, amid painful toils, has planted the seeds of truth 
within the realms of error, must close his eyes and yield up his spirit 
when the delightful fruitage is just ready to strike his vision and its 
transporting sweetness fill his soul. 

Death gives no time for the 5 of accounts or the correc- 
tion of records. The man who for a whole life-time has been justly 
esteemed the embodiment of integrity, surrenders to death on the 
very day when he is 1 to dissipate the charges of dishonesty 
which had come upon him by some error in calculation or in statement. 
Man is overtaken by this fell foe when the reasons for some course of 
action, some absence from home or from business, are known to him- 
self alone. Death gives no time for explanations, no opportunity to 
scatter the clouds which rest above him and which, because of his 
taking off, will never quit his name. The good ruler of a nation, 
who has, through a long and direful war, clung fast to her changin 
fortunes, dies just when the air begins to move by the first shouts o: 
final victory. 

Leaves have their time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the North-wind's breath, 


And stars to set ;—but all, 
‘Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death! 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask for a vote on the resolutions. 

The question being taken, the resolutions were unanimously adopted; 
and in accordance with the last resolution, the House (at four o'clock 
and ten minutes p. m.) adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BISBEE: The petition of the late receiver and register of 
the United States land office, at Saint Augustine, Florida, for compen- 
sation for services rendered—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Bellewood, Penn- 
sylvania, that Congress extend the national credit to aid in the com- 
pletion of the greatsouthern line of railroad to the Pacific Ocean—to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: The petition of citizens of Claiborne County, 
Mississippi, for the relief of F. C. Hall, late 8 at Port Gi 
son—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COVERT: The petition of J. D. Hutton, for compensation 
for services in the Doorkeeper’s department, House of Representa- 
tives—to the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Simson Reinhard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, DANFORD: The petition of John Lappert, for a pension— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: The petition of citizens of Houston, Texas, for 
the passage of the bill to divide the State of Texas into two judicial 
districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUNTER: Papers relating to the claims of the heirs and 
executors of Augustin de Iturbide—to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims, 

By Mr. HARRISON: The petition of William Baker and others, 
ba erie the imposition of an income tax—to the Committee of Ways 
an 


eans. 

By Mr. HARTZ ELL: The petition of O. S. Butler and 93 other le 
voters and citizens of Perry County, Illinois, for the passage of the 
bill granting a pension to the veterans of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of James Nicholas Callan, attor- 
ney for Bertram Leins, for compensation for quartermaster stores used 
by the United States y—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of merchants and manufacturers 
of Philadelphia, against the passage of the pending tariff bill—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NORCROSS: The petition of Caleb Laud and others, against 
the passage of the income-tax law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. O’NEILL : Memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia, 
against the passage of the bill 5 life-saving and coast- 

ard service from the Treasury to the Navy Department—to the 

ommittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of merchants, manufacturers, and other citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against the eof the pending 
tariff bill—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of New York: Resolutions of the Legislature 
55 aol og Maing fogs ee that pi relieve miese from 

e ens of a support immigrant paupers—to the Commit- 
tee on Education and La si 

By Mr. RANDOLPH : Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Fain, 
of Sullivan County, Tennessee—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: The petition of 90 merchants and 
manufacturers of Philadelphia, against the passage of the pending 
tariff bill—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STONE, of Iowa: The petition of Henry Lohmar, for a pen~ 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TUCKER: Resolutions adopted at a meeting of citizens of 
Allegheny County, Virginia, favoring the passage of the Texas Pacific 
Railroad bill—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Buckingham County, Virginia, of 
similar im to the same committee. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the establishment of a post-route from Fresno, via 
Li „to Waltham Cañon, in Fresno County, California—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 19, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


GEORGE WILLIAMS. 

Mr. GARTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4412) for the relief of George Williams; which was read a first and 
5 referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent to re back from the 
Committee on Commerce withont amendment and with a favorable 
recommendation the bill (S. No. 120) authorizing and directing the 


Secre of the Treasury to issue an American to the Cans- 
dian-built propeller East, by the name of Kent. 


It is important that the bill should pass at this season of the year 
if at all; and the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Jauxs, I if any 
facts are to be stated, will make an explanation, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which there will be 
opportunity for objection. 

e Clerk read the bill. The preamble recites that the Canadian- 
built propeller East has been condemned and sold pursuant to a 
decree of the district court of the United States for the northern dis- 
trict of New York, in admiralty, and was purchased at the sale and 
is now owned, by George D. Seymour, Isaac L. Seymour, and Georgo 
Hall, citizens of the United States, residing at the city of Ogdens- 
burgh, State of New York: the bill therefore directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue an American register or enrollment to the 
said Canadian-built propeller East, owned by the said George D. 
Seymour, Isaac L. Seymour, and George Hall, by the name of the 
Kent, to which the name of said propeller East is hereby changed. 
` Mr. DUNNELL. I ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk read the report of the committee, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, having had under consideration Senate bill No. 
120, to change the name of the propeller East to that of Kent, and to authorize the 
issue to her of an American ter, report back the same with the recommenda- 
tion that the same do pass. The committee respectfully report the following facts 
The x ler . bill, was built at Montreal, Canada, in 1864 
is of ths capacity of two hundred and nineteen tons; used principally for carrying 
freight, with accommodations for a limited number of ers ; and in 1876 was 
rated by the board of underwriters as B 1. In March, 1877, vessel Was propery 
and carefully examined and surveyed and found to be sound, staunch, and ses- 
worthy. That said vessel has an excellent engine of great power, and both her 
“Fat sald propeller, hehe Season of 1875, while nayigating the Saint Lawrence 
River, collided with the steam-tug Joe Mac and —4— y Sp in ninety feet of 


tates marshal, on the 5th of May, 1877, sold at public auction 


said propeller, and she was struck off to the owners of said tug as the highest bid- 
ders, and a bill of sale from said United States duly recorded. was by hin 
delivered to said purchasers, together with the on of the said vessel. The 
urchasers of said propane are American ci in the business of 
Preightin, on the t Lawrence River, touching at both rican and Canadian 
rts and coasting on the American side, and desire to use said propeller in their 


po 
said business. 

As American citizens they cannot own and operate in Canada a vessel with a 
Canadian Shor Onn tiny eanat in A MARIONE. waters-with A VOAL with such 


Eanes thd ead Owners tak that the news of sald vembl ba changed sal qriated 
an American register, as without such register said propeller is nearly valueless, 

There beig no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JAMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poog and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of the executors of the estate of 
John S. Miller, deceased; and 

A bill (H.-R. No. 4242) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the rank of captain. 

The message alsoannounced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a bill 
(H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious or infect- 
ious diseases into the United States. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


nested : 

a bill (S. No. 3394) to place the name of Daniel H. Kelly upon the 
muster-roll of 9 Second Tennessee Infantry; 

A bill (S. No. 187) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents to rehear 
the application of Stephen V. Benét for patent for cartridges; and 

A bill (S. No. 20) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and 
the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain for 
mining and domestic purposes. 


CONTAGIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. HARTRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, the Senate has just sent back a 
House bill to prevent the introduction of infectious diseases into the 
United States with twosmall verbal amendments which do not change 
the sense of the provisions of the bill. I ask consent to take it up and 
concur in those amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking from the Speaker’s 
table a bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
and infectious diseases into the United States, so that the verbal Sen- 
ate amendments may be concurred in? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered r F 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Senate read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The first amendment is to insert after the words United States,” in line 10 of 


are 


contagious or infectious 
person or persons, merchandise, 
ous 


tween the United States and any foreign 
laws of any one of said Uni 
vessel or vehiclh 


o 8, section 2 to strike out “inform” and insert 
formation thereof to; and in line 10, after the word “service,” to strike 
out the word thereof; so as to make the section read: 
ous disease shall appear in any 
or country, and whenever any shall leave any infected 8 
rt, ving on r ict 
ected with cholera or yellow fever, leave any foreign bound for any 
rt in the United States, the consular officer, Uni 
tates at or nearest such foreign port, shall immediately give 


in the United States; and the consular 
weekly reports to him of the sanitary condition of the at which the 
vely si ; and the said surgeon-general of 
1, — the direction of the Secre of the Treasury, be 
execution of the provisions of this act, and sball frame all jes and regu- 
lations for that purpose, which rules and shall be subject to the mag habe 
of the President; but such rules and ions shall not conflict with ae ga 
any sanitary or quarantine laws or regulations of any State or municipal au! ties 
now existing, or which may hereafter be enacted.” 
Big HARTRIDGE. I move to concur in those amendments of the 
ate. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FULL WEIGHT OF COAL. 


Mr. WRIGHT, by unanimous consent, presented the following peti- 
21 11 which was referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
umbia: . 


are ro- 


Resolved, That Maple Council No. 3, of the District of Colom Sovereigns of 
Industry, representing four hundred and four families in said District, does hereby 
respectfully tition the Congress of the United States to enact such a law as 
will insure full weight to purchasers of coal, and compel coal dealers to send the 
ete of aproperly appointed Government weigher with every load of coal 
D. B. GALLATIN, 
pro tempore. 
NATHAN UDELL. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope by unanimous consent I will be permit- 
ted to make a report from Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

Mr. WOOD. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I now call up the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which House bill No. 698 granting a pension to Nathan Udell was 
laid upon the table, and I do so for the purpose of having that bill, 
on which an adverse report was made, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It is the gentleman’s right. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and then, on motion of 
Mr. Sampson, the bill and accompanying report were referred to the 
8 of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
25 GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE APPROPRIATION, 


Mr. SINGLETON. I hope I may have unanimous consent at this 
time to move to discharge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
4222) to provide for deficiency in appropriation for the public print- 
ing and binding for the current fiscal year, and to put it on its pas- 
sage, so as to keep the Printing Office in operation. It is a unani- 
mous report, appropriating $200,000. I havea letter from the Public 
Printer that unless the appropriation is made he will have to stop the 
ung of blanks and everything else. 

Mr. WOOD. If there be unanimous consent I do not object, but I 
do not wish the regular order to be set aside. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union from the further consideration of 
that bill, and to bring it before the House for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates $200,000 or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
e to supply deficiency in the appropriation for public 
printing and binding for the current fiscal year. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
‘was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES W. COOMBS, 

Mr. HARRISON. The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 
directs me to report back two resolutions for the payment of the men 
known as the cloak-room men, and to place them upon the roll of the 


Doorkeeper. 
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on the floor who have not yet been paid 
r. HARRISON. The committee report back these two resolutions 
which were referred to that committee. The one in reference to the 
has not been referred to that committee. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. LUTTRELL. Does the report provide the payment of the 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
Charles W. bs, who has been employed in the folding-room of the House — 
document the Ist day of January last and has ed neces- 


month, and that he be paid hereafter for the remainder of tho current fiscal year 
on the roll of the folding-room of the House at the rate of $1,200 a year, 


Mr. Tegne: I object to the consideration of that resolution at 
presen 

Mr. WOOD. I call forthe regular order. 

Mr. HARRISON. The other resolution is not objected to. 

Mr. YOUNG. I object to both of them. 


WORKS OF ART, ETC., IMPORTED FOR EXHIBITION, 


Mr. KELLEY. I ask the gentleman from New York to yield a mo- 
ment that I may report from the Committee on Ways and Means the 
bill which I submitted yesterday, a bill to provide fe the free entry 
of articles imported for exhibition by societies established for the 
encouragement of arts or sciences, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WOOD. I will yield for that if it passes by unanimous consent. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iunderstand there will be no objection to the bill. 
The gentleman who made the objection yesterday has withdrawn it. 

The bill was read. It provides that all works of art, collections in 
illustration of the progress of the arts, science, or manufactures, pho- 
tographs, works in terra cotta, an, pottery, or porcelain, and ar- 
tistic copies of antiques in metal or other material, imported in good 
faith for ent exhibition at a fixed place by any society or in- 
stitution established for the encouragement of the arts or science, 
and not intended for sale, and all like articles imported in good faith 
by any society or association for the p of erecting a publio 
monument, and not for sale, shall be admitted free of duty under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 

The second section provides that all articles described in this act 
imported for and exhibited at the late international exhibition, upon 
which duties have not been paid at the passage of this act, may be 
included within its provisions, 
eon 1 1 Is there objection to the present consideration of 

is 

There was no objection; and the bill (H. R. No. 4413) was read three 


times, and 
Mr. Y moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pae; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] to recon- 
siden the vote by which the House refused to refer to the Committee 
of Ways and Means the resolution of the Senate providing for the 
adjournment sine die of both branches of Congress on the 10th day 
of June next. $ 

The question being taken on the motion to reconsider, there were— 
ayes 105, noes 94, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD. Inow withdraw the motion to refer to the Committee 
of Ways and Means and move to pone the further consideration of 
the Senate resolution till Wednesday the 15th of May after the morn- 
ing, hour; and on that motion I call the previous question. 

he previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. GARF. . Icall for the yeas and nays on the motion to 

ne. 


Mr. BEEBE. _I desire to ask the Chair a question. If the motion 
be * to will it have the effect of making this a special order for 
the day named ? 


The SPEAKER. It is a privileged question and as such would 
come up on that day. To-day the question had in a measure a triple 
rivilege, being a motion to reconsider, being a question of final ad- 
3 and also coming up as unfinished business. 
Mr. BEEBE. As I understand, it will be a matter of privilege on 
the day named for any gentleman then to call it up. A 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be a matter of privi- 
lege for any gentleman to call it up, and if the House concurred it 
would come up ; 
Mr. ONE Would this come up irrespective of the morning 


hour as a privil uestion f 

The SPEAKER e Chair thinks it would. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion to postpone. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 113, not 
voting 49; as follows: 

YEAS—129. 

Acklen, Bell, Blount, Bragg, 
Banning, Bicknell, Bright, 
Beebe, Blackburn, Bouck, Cabell, 
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Caldwell, W. P. Gibson, Maish, Smith, William E 
Candler, Giddings, Manning, Southard, 
Chalmers, Glover, Martin, Sparks, 
Clark, Alvah A. Goode, McKenzie, Springer, 
Clarke of Kentacky, Gunter, McMahon, Steele, 
Clark of Harden Ils, Stenger, 
Cobb, Harris, H R. Money, Stephens, 
Collins, Harris, John organ, Swann, 
Cook, Hart, Morrison, 
Covert, Hartridge, orse, Tucker, 
Cox, Samuel S. Muldrow, Turney, 
Cravens, Hatcher, Muller, Vance, 
Crittenden, Henkle, Patterson, T. M. Waddell, 
Culberson, oe? hel Walker, 
Davidson, Hewitt, Abram S. P. ps, Walsh, 
Dieter Hewitt, G. W. — A * u 
c! * 
Dou Hooker, Reagan, Tii AS. 
Dar House, Rei Williams, James 
Eickho: Hunton, Rice, Americus V. Williams, Jere N. 
Elam, Jones, Frank Riddle, Willis, Albert S. 
Ellis, Jones, James T. Robbins, Willis, Benjamin A 
Evins, John H Kenna, Wilson, 
Ewing, Kimmel, Ross, Wood, 
Felton, Knapp, Say ler, Yeates, 
Finley, Knots, Scales, Young. 
Franklin, Landers, Schleicher, 
Fuller, Ligon, Shelley, 
Garth, Lockwood, Singleton, 
NAYS—113. 
Aldri Joyce, ce, 
Bagley, Davis, Horace Keifer Robinson, G. D. 
er, John H. Deering, Keightley, Robinson, M. 8. 
Ballou, Denison, Kelley, Sampson, 
Banks, Dunnell, Ketcham, Sapp, 
Ba Dwight, Lapham Sexton, 
Bis! Eames, Trop, len 4 
Blair, Errett, Lindsey, Sinnickson, 
Brewer, Evans, I.Newton Loring, Smalls, 
Bridges, Evans, James L. Lut b Smith, A. Herr 
Fort, Marsh, Stewart, 
Browne, Foster, McCook, Stone, Joseph C. 
Bundy, Freeman, McKinley, Strait, 
B Fry: Metcalfe, Thom 
y 5 DA Mitchell, Thorn 
Calkins, Garfield, Monroe, To Amos 
Cam Hale, No Townsend, M. I. 
Camp Harmer, Oliver, Van Vorhes, 
Cannon, Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, Watson, 
W. 
Chi en, Henderson, White, Michael 
Claflin. ik, Patterson, G. W. Williams, Andrew 
Clark, Hubbell, llard, Wi 
Clymer, Humphrey, Pound, Willits, 
Conger, Songe Powers, Wren, 
Cox, Jacob D Hunter, Wright. 
Crapo, Ittner, Pugh, 
Cummings, James, Randolph, 
Cutler, Jones, John S. Reed, 
NOT VOTING—4, 
Aiken, Carlisle, J Stone, John W. 
Atkins, Killinger, Tipi 
Bacon, Davis, Joseph J. Lynde, Townshend, R. W. 
Baker, Wiliam H. Dean, ham, Turner, 
Benedict, Eden, oo owan, 8 
Bisa, Forney, ° Peddie, Wi 
Boyd, ton, Potter, Warner, 
Brentano, Hanna, Pridemore, White, Harry 
Brogden, Harrison, ee Williams, C. G. 
Buckner, * Haskell, 
Burdick, Hazelton, Ryan, 
Butler, Hendee, Starin, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. LYNDE. I am paired with my colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. 
WILLIAMS. If he were here, I would vote “ay” and Mr. WILLIAMS 


would vote “no,” 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire. Mr. DEAN, of Massachusetts, is 
paired with Mr. PEDDIE, of New Jersey. If present, Mr. DEAN would 
vote “ ay. 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague from New York, Mr. VEEDER, is de- 
tained at home * very serious illness. 

Mr. HOUSE. My colleague from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, is still 
detained at his room by sickness. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam paired with Mr. Warr. If he were present, 
he would vote “no” and I would vote“ ay.” 

Mr. WARD. Iam paired with Mr. AIKEN, of South Carolina. If 
he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. COLE. I am paired with my colleague from Missouri, Mr. 
BLAND. If he were here, he would vote “ay” and I would vote 
“no, . 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
QUINN. If he were present, I would vote “no.” 

Mr. HANNA. Iam paired for to-day with my colleague from In- 
diana, Mr. HAMILTON, who is detained in his room by sickness. If 
he were nt, he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. FORT. My coll e from Illinois, Mr. BOYD, is detained at 
his ee e If he were here, he would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. STARIN. I am p. with my colleague from New York, Mr. 
VEEDER. If he were here, I would vote “ no.” 

Mr. TURNER. I am pai with Mr. McGowan, of Michigan. If 
he were present, I would vote “ay.” 
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Mr. McKENZIE. My colleague from Kentucky, Mr. CARLISLE, is 
detained at his room by sickness. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues from Illinois, Mr. TIPTON, and Mr. 
TOWNSHEND are paired. If present, Mr. Tirrox would vote “no” 
and Mr. TOWNSHEND would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HARRISON. I am paired with my colleague from Illinois, Mr. 
BRENTANO. If he were here, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. JORGENSEN. I desire to announce that I am paired with my 
coll @, Mr. PRIDEMORE. 

Mr. PEDDIE. I am paired with Mr. Dean. If he were here, he 
would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” a 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote fost taken ; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill CH. R. No. 1411) to prevent the sale of policy or lottery tickets 
in the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1432) providing for the recording of deeds, mort- 
g es, and other conveyances affecting real estate in the District of 

olumbia. 
SCHÜTZEN-VEREIN, 

The SPEAKER. The communication which will now be read was 
received by the Chair, and the Chair thinks it proper to lay it before 
the House. 

The Clerk read as follows : s 

New York, April, 1878. 


The third national shooting festival of the Sharpshooters Union of the United 
States of North America will be held at the park in Union Hill, New Jersey, from 
the 16th to the 24th of June next. 

You and the honorable body over which you have the honor to preside, are most 
cordially invited to be present on occasion. It is earnvstl thatif your 


— 


that 
official duties will permit you to attend, that you will kindly to us yourac- 
ceptance. 
Most A 
n GEORGE AERY, 


J. H. BEHRENS, 


Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington. D. C. 


RATES OF DUTY. 


N 5 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to the resolu- 
tion of the House of the 13th instant, transmitting a detailed state- 
ment of the articles enumerated in the bill (H. R. No. 4106) to impose 
duties upon foreign e Ko., showing in parallel columus the 
rates of duty 38 therein and the present rates of duty, and the 
quantities and values of the imported commodities which entered into 
consumption in the United States during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1877, and the amount of duties thereon at the rates enumerated in 
said bill ; also, a statement showing what articles now dutiable are 
restored to the free list and what articles now on the free list are 
made dutiable by said bill; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN AND ASSISTANT SURVEYOR ARCHIBALD B. CAMPBELL. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of the Judge- 
Advocate-General’s report upon the case of Captain and Assistant 
Burgeon Archibald B. Campbell of the United States Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
JAMES G. WILLIAMS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the e BR ih transmitting information relative 
to the claim of James G. iams; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 


SURVEY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in answer to a resolution 
of the House calling for information relative to public surveys and 
transmitting the report of Professor Hayden upon the subject-matter 
of said resolution ; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

ISSUES OF ARMS TO THE TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the report of the 
Chief of Ordnance on House resolution No. 153, providing for the 
issue of arms to the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


CLERICAL FORCE IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secre of War, transmitting the reports of the 
chiefs of bureaus in the War Department relative to the clerical 
force; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department. 
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IMPORTED WINES. 


subject of i ing an increase of duties on French wines imported 
into the United si 
Ways and Means, 
L. M. BAKER. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, in relation to the claim of L. M. 
Baker; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


ing cases: 
o Mr, Warr, for ten days, on account of important business; 
To Mr. ScaLEs, until the 1st of May. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted to withdraw from the files of the House the papers in 
the case of Mrs. Mary E. Campbell, no adverse report ha been 
made thereon. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. BURCHARD, from the Committee of Ways and cep pon obs ata 
a bill (H. R. No. 4414) to amend the laws relating to in reve- 
nue; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I would like to have the bill made a special 
order in the House at some fixed date. I will state that it relates to 
the administration of the internal-revenue department, and not to 
the rates of taxation. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the gentleman enters into any discussion 
upon this bill I desire to reserve all points of order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This bill substantially as reported was prepared 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BURCHARD] 
a some motion, that the question may be submitted to the 

ouse 

Mr. BURCHARD. I ask, then, unanimous consent that this bill be 
set for consideration in the House as in Committee of the Whole on 
oe peep of May, not to antagonize pending orders or appropria- 

on 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Does this bill refer at all to reduction or in- 
crease of taxation? 

Mr. BURCHARD. It does not, except some provisions which oper- 
ate as a relief from pending assessments. It does not change rates 
of taxation. 

Mr. WOOD. Is 
BURCHARD] that he except such 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
within a few days. 

Mr. BURCHARD., I have no objection, of course, to that exception. 
I ask that, subject to these exceptions, the bill be made a special 
order in the House as in Committee of the Whole for the Ist of May 
eee after the reading of the Journal and from day to day 
until di of. 

Mr. CONGER. After the morning hour. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Subject to pending orders and to appropriation 
bills and to reports from the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. WOOD. Reports that may be made as well as reports already 
submitted. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


CUSTOMS OFFICERS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. KNOTT. By direction of the Committee on the Judiciary I ask 
unanimous consent to have taken from the Speaker's table and put on 
its passage the bill (S. No. 1045) to provide for the i tion of 
the oath of office to collectors and other officers of the customs in the 
district of Alaska. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the § ers 
table and a first and second time. It provides that until the for- 
mal organization of the Territory of Alaska, the oath of office required 
by law to be taken by a collector or other officer of the customs in 
Alaska, may be taken before the judge of any circuit or district courts 
of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


assed. 
0 Mr. KNOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pot ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM P. BURWELL. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Vi ia. Lask unanimous consent that the peti- 
tion and papers of William P. Burwell, of Virginia, now on the table 
of the House, be recommitted to the Committee of Claims. That com- 
mittee has no objection to such action. 

The SPEAKER. In what situation are the papers? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The case was reported adversely by the 


to my colleague on the same committee [Mr. 
oe as may be made from the 
ere may be important reports 


Committee of Claims; but they are willing to rehear it. I therefore 
desire to have the papers recommitted. 

There being no objection, the petition and papers were recommitted 
to the Committee of Claims. 


RICHARD F. BRYAN. 

On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar was disc from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2882) for the relief of 
Richard F. Bryan, and the same was recommitted to the Committee 
of Claims, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


HORACE K. DRAKE & CO. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, (b uest, ) 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4715) for the relief of Horses K. Brake & 
Co., or assigns; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BRIGHT and others called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour now begins, at eighteen min- 
utes past one o’clock; and the committees will be called for reports of 
a private nature. The call rests with the Committee on the Militia. 

. MILLS. Would it be in order to move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be. 

DAVID B. M’COMB, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. No. 913) to authorize a change of date 
in the commission of Chief Engineer David B. McComb, United States 
Navy; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WEIR GRAYDON. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 1252) to authorize the dent of the 
Uni States to place the name of James Weir Graydon, United 
States Navy, on the lieutenants’ list in such place as to make his date 
and rank correspond with the date of his enlistment in the volunteer 
Army of the United States; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, from the same committee, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. No. 18) for the relief of 
the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company ; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

T. B. M. MASON. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York, also, from the same committee, reported 
back a joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) authorizing Lieutenant T. B. 
M. Mason, United States Navy, to accept a medal conferred by the 
King of Italy for extinguishing a fire on a powder-ship. 

The joint resolution, which was read, authorizes Lieutenant Theo- 
dorus B. M. Mason, of the United States Navy, to accept a silver 
medal, tendered him by the King of Italy, in appreciation of services 
rendered by him to the Italian bark Delaide, in rescuing said vessel 
from fire in the harbor of Callao, Peru, June 25, 1874. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Sno; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


an 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CAPTAIN J. G. TODD. 

Mr. KIMMEL, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 1127, a bill (H. R. No. 4416) referring the 
claim of the legal representatives of the late Captain J. G. Todd, of 
Texas, to the Court of Claims ; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read refers the claim of the le representatives 
of the late Captain J. G. Todd, of Texas, to the Court of Claims to 
hear and determine the same to judgment with right of appeal as in 
other cases, provided that said suit be instituted within twelve 
months from the pease’ of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KI L moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

U. U. DOTY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported adversely on the petition of U. U. Doty, asking com- 
pensation for the use by the United States of his invention in torpe- 
does and torpedo machinery ; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed, 

MRS. C. VAN CORT. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, also, from the same committee, 
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reported adversely on the petition of Mrs. C. Van Cort, asking com- 
pensation for use by the United States of her invention in torpedoes ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
SECOR & co., AND PERRINE, SECOR & CO. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 

adversely the petition and statement of Secor & Co., and Perrine, 
- Secor & Co.; which were laid on the table, and the accompanying 

report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NATHANIEL M'KAY. 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 1969) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay ; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 


to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REANEY, SON & ARCHBOLD, 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. No. 3137) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DONALD M’KAY. 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
a bill (H. R. No. 3128) for the relief of Donald McKay; which was 
laid on the table, and the 3 report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IRON-CLAD CONTRACTORS, 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
a bill (H. R. No. 1264) for the relief of certain contractors for the con- 
struction of vessels of war and steam-machinery; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote just en; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMANDER BUSHROD B. TAYLOR, ETC. 


Mr. HANNA also, from the same committee, reported a es resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 162) for the relief of certain officers of the Navy; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HANNA. I am directed by a majority of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs to report this joint resolution, and as the accompany- 
ing report has not p: been printed, and action is desired this morn- 
ing, perhaps I had better state the points of the report. 

he SP The joint resolution will first be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, £c., That the Secre of the Navy is hereby authorized to organ 
a board of three officers, not — the grade of rtp wer por Shalt estas 
cp eT N 
virtse of oint e July 1. 1870, as may deem themselves unjustly } 
over by promotions made in conformity with the act of Congress approved 
July 25, 1866, and such officers shall have the right to appear in m and present 
to such board their cause of grievance. The board so o shall report their 
conclusions to the Secretary of the Navy, who shall report the same to 


Mr. HANNA. The members of the House will bear in mind that 
in 1866 Congress passed an act defining the number of officers in the 
Navy and fixing their grade. One provision of that act made it the 
duty of the Secretary in appointing the oflicers’ to have due regard 
for their battle records. In pursuance of that statute the then - 
retary named the persons whom he constituted the various naval 
officers. There were divers complaints made by reason of the action 
of the Secre of the Navy. In 1870 to remedy these complaints 
Congress p. a resolution creating a board of three naval officers 
to examine into all the cases where there were complaints and to 
report to Congress whether or not there was just cause of grievance. 
That board convened and examined the various cases presented, and 
as to some of them reported that the officers complaining had been 
* passed over. 

zommander Taylor at the time of the pa of this resolution 
and at the time that board convened belonged to the Asiatic squadron. 
A majority of the naval commanders are of opinion that it was the 
right of these officers to appear in person before this board and pre- 
sent their case. Commander Taylor did not arrive in the United 
States until after that board had practically adjourned. He obtained 
leave of absence for the papos of appearing in person before the 
board. Your committee did not undertake to say that the action of 
that board would have been different if he had thus appeared; but 
your committee are of the opinion, that is, the majority of the com- 
mittee are of opinion, that it was his legal right to appear in person 
and present his cause of grievance. 


Now, the resolution which the majority of the committee directed 
me to report is simply this: that as regards such officers as desired 
to appear in person before the board aud who by reason of no fault 
of theirs were prevented from appearing, a new board for the relief 

er 


of such cases be convened. © are a few other cases besides 
Commander Taylor’s in this condition, at least two others, and the 
object of this resolution is to create a new board composed of officers 
of the same rank who may afford relief in the cases of officers who 
did not have an opportunity to Li fe in person and present their 
case. That is the real object and purpose of the resolution and a 
majority of the committee deem that but an act of justice in the 

remises. 

The SPEAKER. What action does the gentleman desire on the 
resolution ? 

Mr. HANNA. I wish to ask the previous question upon its passage 
2 the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHORNE] has been 


Mr. WHITTHORNE. I regret to state that I was not able to con- 
cur with the majority of the committee in making this report. My 
observation has been and is that nothing has occasioned more heart- 
burning and discord in the Navy than the act to which reference has 
been made. Probably at the time of its passage it may have been 
called for in the interest of meritorious officers. Yet it has been from 
the date of its p. e down to the present moment a subject of com- 
plaint among naval officers, and to-day the men who were distin- 
guished by the administration of Mr. Lincoln and who were distin- 
guished by succeeding administrations for meritorious and gallant 
services rendered during the recent war are in a position, if this reso- 
lution passes, to have that distinction distur by the action of a 
reviewing board. 

I stand here to-day, Mr. Speaker, ready to render tribute to the 
men bah ot pa poe gallant and distinguished service and who have 
been noted and marked and promoted for that service. I do notlike 
to see the distinction they have received disturbed. Having made 
this statement I shall not further antagonize the action of my com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to make but one suggestion. There is noth- 
ing, either in the object or the or in what will be the practi- 

effect of the adoption of this resolution, I think, to interfere with 
the rank of other officers. It simply enables this gallant officer to 
have the same A meted ont to him that was meted out to others; 
and 1 think this fair aud right. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; ane being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HANNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMANDER EDWARD B. M’CREA. 


Mr. HANNA. I am also instructed by the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to report back the memorial of Commander Ed- 
ward B. McCrea, United States Navy, similar to the one just reported 
upon, and to move that it be laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report be printed. 

he motion was agreed to. 
COMMANDER HENRY ERBEN. 


Mr. HANNA. I am also instructed by the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to make a favorable report on the memorial of 
Henry Erben, commander, United States Navy, stating that in his 
case the provisions of pees resolution No. 93, approved July 1, 1870, 
lave not been complied with and asking relief in the premises; an 
I move that it be laid on the table, and the report printed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The report is a favorable one, and states 
that the case is covered like the foregoing by the resolution which 
ee sad & 

memorial was on the table, an e accom ing re 
ordered to be printed. ee ee 
ELIAS D. BRUNER. 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. No, 1248) for the relief of Elias D. Bruner; and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and that the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

QUARANTINE HOSPITAL, HAMPTON ROADS, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MORSE also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4417) to provide for the establishment of a quarantine hospital 
in Hampton Virginia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL T. ANDERSON. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, with a recommendation that it do not pass, the 
bill (H. R. No. 148) for the relief of the administrator of Samuel T. 
Anderson, of Baltimore; which was laid on the table, and the report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, moved to reconsider the vote by 


2660 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 19, 


which the bill was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
J. D. GRAHAM. 


Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. 
R. No. 1404) for the relief of J. D. Graham; which was laid upon the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion 

to reconsider be laid on the table. 
` The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL WARD MARSTON. 


Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, also from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely on the petition of Lieutenant-Colonel Ward Marston, 
of the United States Marine Corps, to be promoted to the rank of colo- 
nel and to be retired with the pay of that rank ; which was laid on the 
table, and the 8 ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN D. M’GILL. 


Mr. HARMER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill 
H. R. No. 4418) for the relief of John D. McGill; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
PETER MEAGHER. 

Mr. HARMER also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4419) for the relief of Peter Meagher; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA R. M’GUNNIGLE. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on * rted 
back, with a recommendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 
2211) for the relief of Isabella R. MoGunnigle ; which was laid on the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass, the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 86) for the relief of certain officers of the Navy; which was 
laid on the table, and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THORNTON A. JENKINS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN also, from the same committee, rted bac 
with a recommendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2315 
for the relief of Thornton A. Jenkins; which was laid on the table, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 5 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also, from the same committee, he back, 
with a recommendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2314) 
for the relief of Thornton A. Jenkins, a rear-admiral in the United 
States Navy, on the retired list; which was laid on the table, and the 
report ordered to be printed. 

. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. ODELL. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also, from the same committee, reported ad- 
versely upon the petition of J. Odell, a“ pay clerk” in the United States 
Navy, tine te retired by having extended to him the provisions 
of the acts of Con approved mber 21, 1861, and March 3, 
1873; which was laid on the table, and the report ordered to be 


rinted. 
i Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

HORACE E. MULAN. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN also, from the same committee, . as a 
substitute for House bill No. 3254, a bill (H. R. No. 4420) to restore 
Horace E. Mulan to his ng cee position on the active list as a lieu- 
tenant-commander in the Navy of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I ask that the bill be considered at this time. 
The bill was read. It provides that the action of the board by 
which Lieutenant-Commander Horace E. Mulan was examined for 
promotion be set aside and declared null and void, and that he be 


restored to his original position on the active list as a lieutenant- 
commander; and it authorizes and directs the President of the United 
States to ize a naval examining board for the examination of 
Horace E. Mulan, late a lieutenant-commander in the United States 
Navy, and if said Mulan should establish to the satisfaction of said 
board his mental, moral, and professional fitness to perform all his 
duties at sea, then the President is authorized to nominate, and b 
and with the consent of the Senate to appoint, the said Horace E. 
Mulan a commander on the active list of the United States Navy 
next on the list after Fredric Rodgers, and to take rank from the 
date on which he was entitled to such promotion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which fhe bill 
— — ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER-GENERAL, FRENCH EXPOSITION. 


Mr. MONROE. The Committee on Foreign Affairs have instructed 

me to report a joint resolution, which I ask may be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Representatives, £c., That the President in 

ting 2 assistant Wee eral to the international industrial expo- 

to be held in Paris in with the powers and duties prescribed by the 

second section of the joint resolu of Congress in relation to said exposition, ap- 

proved December 15, 1877, may select such assistant commissioner-general from 

the country at and not be restricted in such selection to States from which 

no one of addi commissioners provided for in said resolution is appointed. 


The SPEAKER. This isa public resolution. The gentleman from 
Ohio asks unanimous consent to report it at the present time. 

Mr. MONROE. I am aware that this is not strictly a private 
measure, although it relates to the appointment of a single officer. I 
beg permission to state in one word the object of the provision, after 
which I think no objection will be offered. 

Mr. BRAGG. I object. 

Mr. MONROE. My explanation will occupy but a moment, and 
then I think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] 
withdraw his objection so as to allow an explanation? 

Mr. BRAGG. No, sir. 

Mr. MONROE. Ihave here a letter from the Secretary of State, 
which explains the whole matter. I would like to have it read. 

The SP. The gentleman from Wisconsin objects absolutely 
to the reporting of the joint resolution, it being public in its nature. 


REBECCA AND AUGUSTA MILLER, 


Mr. MACKEY, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, re- 
back, with a 5 eee te) bill (S. No. 870) 
ting a pension to cca an ta Miller, hters of Brig- 
e James Miller, of the 7 — 1812. Fi s 
The bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of Rebecca and Augusta 
Miller, daughters of James Miller, a brigadier-general in the war of 
1812, and to pey them a pension of $15 each per month, 
Mr. MAC „ Icallfor the reading of the report, which explains 
the character of this claim. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, to which was referred Senate bill No. 
870, granting a ion to Rebecca and A. Miller, daughters of Brigadier- 
General James r, of the war of 1812, having had the same under consideration, 


eae! submit . 
tis of evidence that the father of the petitioners was appointed by President 
Jefferson a major of the Fourth Regiment United States on the 3d of 
1809, the same taking rank from the 8th day of July, 1808. O was an active 
and ent officer during the Indian wars, and during the war of 1812 was one of 
the bravest and most gallant officers in the mili service of theGovernment. At 
the battles of Brownstown, Fort George, Fort Erie, and at Nia; where he made 
one of V won distin; ed honors, After 
the battle of Niagara he was promoted to rank of a b ier-general, and on 
the 3d day of November, 1814, Congress awarded him a gold medal and the unani- 
mous thanks of that body. 
The State of New York eee him a et hie coer bears the following 
2 y Excellency Daniel D. 


State of New York, pursuant to resolutions of the senate and paom Sry said 

tate, to ier- serv- 
pP g this testimonial said: 

“Before the late war and in its early stages it as yea lot to contend with 


as conspicuous in that service as in the more recent scenes of civilized warfare in 


which you bore so memorable a part. The we vad at Brownstown and Bridge- 
wader cud the assault on the enemy's lines at Erie will bear com with the 


most splendid achievements of history, as instances not only of the most con- 
summate skill, but of the most sublime and elevated ne These 
deeds have crowned you and your companions with g laurels, have shed 


a luster upon the American Army, and added as well to the integrity and strength 
of the Union as to our national influence and glory abroad.” 

It is also in evidence that the petitioners are now in a state of destitution and 
without support of a character to peoaos means for their daily wants; that they 
inherited but little property from their father; that they are now residing on a 
farm in Temple, New Hampshire, which isin such a pidated condition as to 
take away ost their entire support. The present governor of the State of 
New 5 R. F. Prescott, certifies to these facts, and states 
further in their that they have delayed to the last moment to make any 

uest for a pension, and that the t necessity now compels them. The 
is a quotation from his peti in their behalf: 

They feel thut their claims upon the liberality of the country are well founded. 
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ardships 5 y recommend 
e careful consideration of the request of these ladies. It is in fact 
but paying a debt long since contracted, but nevertheless binding on a nation 
always ready to reward all valuable services and proud of her sons when they 
pana such deeds of gallantry and heroism as were performed by the father of 
itioners.” 


ese peti 

This petition is also indorsed by Hon. E. A. Straw, James A. Weston, P. C. 
Cheney, Justin R. Smyth, J. Goodwin, and Walter Harriman, all ex-governors of 
the State of New Hampshire ; also by L E. 2 chief justice e ae 
court of that State; Daniel Clark, te United States Senator; E. N. „ late 
Member of Congress; Hap a K. Oliver, mayor of Salem, Massachusetts; Hon. 
sons oh om ts spd of Maine, and 7 other prominent citizens of the State of New 

mpshire. 

In addition to the foregoing, His Excellency, Hon. L. Robinson, governor of the 
State of New York, petitions in the most earnest and impressive terms the Congress 
of the United States to t the claimants the pensions prayed for, relating the 
heroic services of their er and their present destitute condition. 

The petitioners, Rebecca and Augusta Miller, state that they nursed and attended 
their father all through the of his decrepitude and decay, and that now. aged 
and afflicted, (one of them with chronic rheumatism,) they are in such disabled con- 
dition as to be unable by labor to sustain themselves. y taeret ia consid- 
eration of the eminent services of their father, pray that a pension may be granted 


The committee, zing the di ed services of Brigadier-General James 
Miller, the father of the petitioners, and taking into consideration the fact that he 
nover while living received from the Government a pension or other remuneration 

‘or those services, other than the salary attached to position, and likewise the 
present destitute condition of his daugh believe that a pension should be ted 
them, and therefore report ee upon such bill, No. 870, and return the same 
to the House with the recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. MACKEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pusod; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM BLANCETT. 


Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, . back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1616) granting a pen- 
sion to William Blancett, of Patrick County, Virginia, a soldier of 
the war of 1812; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on 3 Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID MITCHELL AND MARY FULLER. 

Mr. MACKEY also, from the same committee, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. No. 2293) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to place upon the pension-roll the names of David Mitchell 
and Mary Fuller; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing ey FY ordered to be printed. 

Ir. MACKEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL A. GIBBEY. 


Mr. NORCROSS. The Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 
the War of 1812, have directed me to move that they be disc! 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 3322) granting 
a pension to Daniel A. Gibbey, a soldier of the war of 1812, and that 
the same be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LAURA SEAMAN. 


Mr. KIMMEL, from thesame committee, reported back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 705) granting a pension to 
Laura Seaman, widow of Elricy Seaman, a soldier in the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. KIMMEL, from the same committee, re 
bills of the following titles; which were lai 
nes reports ordered to be printed : 

A bill (II. K. No. 3052) granting a pension to Jane Moore, widow of 
Stephen H. Moore, captain of First Baltimore Volunteers in the war 
of 1812; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1344) granting a pension to Bright Byrd, a soldier 
in the North Carolina Volunteers in the war of 1812. 

Mr. KIMMEL moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills 
were laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. RICE, of Ohio, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 4312) ting pensions to teamsters and Indians who were in 
the service of the United States in the war of 1812, and to widows 
who were remarried ; and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

MARTHA J, ROBINSON. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 8 a pension 
to Martha J. Robinson, widow of James H. inson; which was 


back adversely 
on the table, and the 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


OLIVER H, IRONS. 
Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 


favorably the bill (H. R. No. 636) granting a pension to Oliver H. 
Irons, late sergeant Company D, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers; Which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Spe Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

AUGUST MELLON. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported as a 
substitute for Honse bill No. 990 a bill (H. R. No. 4421) granting a 
pension to August Mellon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private.Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also, from the same committee, reported back 
adversely in the following cases; and the same were laid upon the 
table, and the 3 report ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 991) granting a pension to William Buckley, pri- 
vate Company C, Fiftieth Ohio Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1362) granting an increase of pension to William 
D. 8 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; aud 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE FRITZ, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Aaen from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 3440) 8 a 
pension to George Fritz, First Regiment United States Dragoons; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARIA L. MAXWELL. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 2289) granting a pension to Maria 
L. Maxwell, widow of William C. Maxwell, Company D, Twelfth Ohio 
Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the 1 Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. ; 

JOHN HALEY. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1959) granting a pension to John 
Haley; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARCELLUS WILSON. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported 
back a bill (H. R. No. 3605) restoring the name of Marcellus Wilson, 
of the Regiment of Mounted Riflemen in the Mexican war, to the 
pension-roll, with an amendment; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing favorable report, ordered to be printed. 


PENSION FOR LIEUTENANT-COMMANDERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also, from the same committee, reported, 
as a substitute for House bill No. 2721, a bill (H. R. No. 4422) to pro- 
vide a pension for lieutenant-commanders in the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for action on this bill at the 
present time, and when it is understood I do not think there will be 
a single objection to it. The only amendment Propone to section 
4695, title 57, of the Revised Statutes of the Uni States is to in- 
sert after the words “lieutenant commanding” the words“ lieuten- 
ant-commander.” There was no such rank as lieutenant-commander 
at the time this section was enacted into law. Shortly after the 
nee of the present pension law that rank was created, and this 

ill simply vides for the insertion of the words “ lieutenant-com- 
mander” i the words “lieutenant commanding” in that law. 

The bill, which was read, provides that section 4695, title 57, of the 
Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 4695. The for total disability shall be as follows, namely: For lieu- 
tenant-colonel all officers of higher rank in the military service in the Ma- 
rine Corps, and for captain, and all officers of higher rank, commander, surgeon, pay- 
master, and chief engineer, respectively ranking with commander by law, lienten- 
ant commanding, lieutenant-commander, and master commanding, in the naval 

per month ; for major in the military service and in the Marine 

and lieutenant, surgeon, paymaster, and chief engineer, respectively ranking with 
lieutenant by law, and passed assistant 8 in the naval service, $25 per month; 
for captain in the military service and in the Marine Corps, chaplain in the Army, 
and provost-marshal, professor of mathematics, master, assistant surgeon, assist- 
ant 3 and chaplain in the naval service, $20 month; for first lienten- 
ant in the military ce and in the Marine Corps, acting assistant or contract sur- 
geon, and deputy provost-marshal, $17 per month; for second lieutenant in the mili- 
tary service nf in the Marine Corps, first assistant engineer, ensign, and pilot in 
the naval service, and enrolling-officer, $15 per month; for cadet-midshipman, passod 
midshipman, midshipmen, clerks of admirals and paymasters and of other officers 
commanding vessels, second and third assistant engineer, master’s mate, and all 
warrant-oflicers in the naval service, $10 per month; and forall other persons whose 
rank or office is not mentioned in this section, $8 per month ; and the masters, pilots, 
engineers, sailors, and crews the gun-boats and war vessels shall be entitled 
to receive the pension allowed herein to those of like rank in the naval service. 
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The bill was ordered to be ae and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was y read the e Suey ane poet 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL ASHBY. 


Mr. STEELE. Iask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. I happened not to be in the 
hall when the committee was called. : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. No. 2455) granting a pension to Daniel 
Ashby; and the same was laid upon table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

r. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid upon the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIGADIER-GENERAL JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 931) granting 
a pension to James Shields. 

he bill was read. It authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the ee and 
limitations of the paonon laws, the name of James Shields, late a 
brigadier-general of the United States Army, at the rate of $50 per 
month, said pension to be in lieu of that which he now receives. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it in order to move an amendment to that bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move to strike out “$50” and insert in lieu 
thereof „8100.“ 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object to the 5 of the bill now. 

The SPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I make the point that it should go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I submit that the objection of the gentleman 
comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was before the House; and being before 
the House, it was open to amendment, and an amendment had been 
submitted. The Chair thinks the point is made too late. 

The amendment of Mr. MILLS was adopted. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I move to amend by changing the word 
“Army” to “ Volunteers;” so that it will read “late a brigadier-gen- 
eral of the United States Volunteers.” 

Mr. WALSH. The volunteers were the Army. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. There is no objection to the amendment of 
the gentleman; but I submit that the United States Volunteers when 
a yes acting as soldiers were the United States Army. 

. COX, of Ohio. My ere SMe pap myself cannot differ about 
the fact. The technical fact is in our legislation, and whether 
he likes it or not I think the fact should be recognized. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. We make no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and : 2 

Mr. WALSH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pat ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JACOB F. RUTH. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. apd t- 
ing a sion to Jacob F. Ruth, late private Company I, Fi Fregi. 
ment Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery Volunteers; an e same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MINOR HEIRS OF WILLIAM 8. PRICE. 

Mr. WALSH also, from the same committee, reported, as a snbstitnte 
for House bill No. 1435, a bill (H. R. No. 4423) ting a pension to the 
minor heirs of William S. Price, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M'INTYRE. 

Mr. MACKEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1946 ) grant- 
ing a pension to John McIntyre; and the same was refe to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS WHO HAVE LOST ONE HAND AND ONE FOOT. 

Mr. MACKEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to report back, with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute, the bill (H. R. No. 3081) amending chapter 73 of the act approved 
February 23, 1877, relating to the pensions of soldiers who have lost 
one hand and one foot. 

The SPEAKER. This isa public bill. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania asks unanimous consent that he may report it at this time, 


Mr. SINNICKSON. I must object, as there are other private bills 
to be reported. 

SYVERT A. ANDERSON. 

Mr. MACKEY also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 8 
granting a pension to Syvert A. Anderson; and the same was refe. 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DERRICK F. HAMLINK. 

Mr. SINNICKSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back, as a substitute for House bill No. 3305, a bill (H. R. No. 
4424) granting a pension to Derrick F. Hamlink; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. 

HENRY W. HIGLEY. 

Mr. SINNICKSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 
2351) granting a pension to Henry W. Higley, of Lena, Illinois; and 
the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GOODE. Pending that motion I desire to submit a proposi- 
tion that all general debate upon the pending bill, the bill in refer- 
ence to the College of William and Mary, in Virginia, be limited to 
two hours. 

Mr. CONGER. I suggest to the gentleman that that order had bet- 
ter not be made yost now. The committee can rise and get an order 
from the House closing debate whenever it deems it necessary. There 
are several gentlemen who still desire to k. 

The SP. The motion of the gentleman from Virginia is in 


order. 
Mr.CONGER. I know it is, but I hope he will not make that motion 


now. 
Mr. GOODE. I desire to say that one day has already been occu- 
pied in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has occupied his time. 

Mr. GOODE. Yes, and other gentlemen have 77 a theirs. I 
peo that there shall be fair play in the matter, and that an equal 

ivision be made between the opponentsand the friends of the measure. 

Mr. CONGER. The committee reporting the bill have consumed a 
large portion of the time, and, if the motion now made by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia be agreed to, no opportunity will be given to 
other gentlemen who desire to 8 

Mr. GOODE. There are gentlemen on the committee who I have 
no doubt will give part of their time to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONG ut they have already divided that amount of time. 

Mr. GOODE. Well, I do not want the measure discussed here so 
that it will never be voted upon. We have had one day’s debate 
already, and it seems to me that a body like this after two days’ dis- 
cussion might be presumed to know something of the merits of the 
bill. The gentleman from Michigan has had ample opportunity here- 
tofore to ventilate other questions; and I think we might vote upon 
this bill, even if unfortunately he should be cut off. 

Mr. CONGER. I submit that the gentleman had better not press 
his attempt to shut off debate on this proposition. 

Mr. M . It is oe by other gentlemen who desire to see 
some other claims on the Private Calendaractedon. We cannot afford 
to allow the whole time given to the Private Calendar to be engrossed 
by a single bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish I knew that that is the objection to further 


debate upon this bill. 
Mr. DE. Ihave been appealed to by gentlemen on this side 
at two hours ought to 


to limit debate to one hour; but I thought 
be given. 
REED. The whole truth about this thing had better be known. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. GOODE, j that when the House next resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar all debate upon 
the unfinished business be closed in two hours. 
Mr. HANNA. I move to amend by inserting “ three hours.” 
Mr. BRIGHT. The time to be divided equally. 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out three hours” and inserting “four hours.” 
Mr. CONGER. I supposed that I had the floor for the next hour. 
I had, according to the rules, but a gentleman of the committee claims 
that he had the floor for the next hour, and it would be unbecoming 
in me to claim the floor as against a gentleman of the committee, 
especially as I understand he is upon the same side on which I desire to 
occupy the attention of the House. Now if only two hours be given 
I cannot have the time I desire for myself and some others to whom 
I have promised a portion of an hour. I desire one hour that I may 
ive a part of it to some gentlemen who have no other opportunity. 
nder the motion for two hours, if the time be equally divided, I 
should have no time at all. 
Mr.GOODE. A number of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber 
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desire also to speak, and if this arrangement is entered into it is pro- 

that one hour be divided among four or five tlemen. I 
submit that some arrangement of the same kind might be made on 
the other side. 

Mr. CONGER. It cannot be arranged, because the gentleman who 
is entitled to the next hour can have it in spite of any arrangement 
that the Honse may make. 

Mr. GOODE. Iam ce if it will accommodate tlemen on 
the oane side, to say “two hours and a half.” It seems to me that 
is ample, : 

Mr CONGER, I desire half an hour and perhaps more myself, and 
I trust that the House will be willing to give me my hour. 

Mr.GOODE, Well, if we cannot agree we must take the sense of 
the House, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I have submitted a motion to 
allow four hours for this debate. I desire to speak upon this meas- 
ure, which is of some importance, and I am to have a portion of the 
time of one of the members of the committee. I submit that if we 
do not haye four hours gentlemen who wish to s cannot be ac- 
commodated. I trust that the friends of the bill will agree to give 
four hours. We can get throngh to-day. I am willing to stay here 
until we get through. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHITE, of Penn- 
sylvania, to amend the amendment of Mr. Hanna by fixing four 
hours instead of the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the House consent that three hours be 
given for this discussion, to be equally divided between the friends 
and the opponents of the measure. 

The SPEAKER. That, as the Chair understands, is the pending 
motion. 

The question being taken on the motion, it was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 60, noes 80. 

Mr. CONGER. The friends of this measure have had two hours 
for discussion and this side has had but one. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. GOODE] to limit debate 
in Committee of the Whole on the pending bill to two hours. 

The question being put, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays on this proposition. I 
would like to see whether this measure is to be forced through with- 
out proper discussion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GOODE. Will gentlemen on the other side accept an arran 
meas to allow two hours and a half for debate? [Cries of “ Regular 
order: 

Mr. CONGER. Give us two hours and your side take one; that 
will make the time even, which is what we have asked. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 94, not 
voting 90; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Acklen, E P, Shelley, 
Felton, Landers, Singleton, 
Bicknell, Finley, Ligon, Slemo: 
Blackburn, Fort, 1 Smith, William E. 
Bridge Fry ; eee —— 
i anning, parks, 
Bright, Garth, 8 Steele, 
Cabell, Gibson, McKenzie, Stenger, 
Caldwell, John W. Giddings, McMahon, Stone, Joseph C. 
Chalmers, Goode, Metcalfe, Throckmorton, 
Clark, Alvah A. Gunter, Mills, Tucker, 
Clark of Missouri, Hardenbergh, Morgan, er, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harris, Henry R. Morrison, Turney, 
Cobb. Harris, John T. Morse, Vance, 
Collins, d Muldrow, Walker, 
Cook, Muller, Walsh, 
Covert, Hatcher, Overton, Whitthorne, 
Cravens, Hazelton, Patterson, T. M. Wi, ton, 
Crittenden, Hewitt, G. W. Rea, W 8, A. S. 
Culberson, Hooker, Keagan, Williams. Jere N. 
brell, House, Reilly, Willis, Albert S. 
Dickey, Jones, Frank Rice, Americus V. Willis, Benj. A. 
Douglas, Jones, James T. Riddle, ‘ilson, 
Dunn Jorgensen, Robbins, ‘ood, 
Eee” Ketcham, aka. 
C es, eates. 
Evins, Jobn H. Kimmel, Schleicher, 
NAYS—94. 
Aldrich, ger, Ittner, Patterson, G. W. 
ley, Cox, Jacob D. James, Phel 
Baker, John H. Cc 28, Jones, John S. Phillips, 
lou, ord, Joyce, Pollard, 
Bayne, g, Keifer, Pound, 
Blair, Denison, Keightley, Price, 
Bouck, Eames, Kelley, Pugh, 
B Errett, Lapham, Randolph, 
Brewer, Evans, James L. — 5 
B Gardner, Lindsey, Rice, William W. 
Browne, Garfield, key, Robinson, G. D. 
Burchard, ae arsh, Robinson, M. S. 
Calkins, Hi Benj. W. McCook, Ryan, 
Cam Hayes, McKinley, Sampson, 
Camp! Hendee, tchell, Sapp, 
aapon Hen K. Monroe, . — — 4 
Jaswe) ische orcross, enberger, 
Claflin, Hubbell. Oliver, Sinnickson. 
Clark, Rush Humphrey, O'Neill, 
Cole, Hunter, Smith, A. Herr 


Starin, 
Strait, Van Vorhes, White, Michael D. Wren. 
Thom ard, w 
Townsend, Amos Watson, Williams, Richard 
NOT VOTING—90. 
Aiken, Chittenden, Harmer, goian; 
Baa Cox Semmel B. Hf rt, Roberts, 
X. it A 
Baker, William H. „ Haskell, Ro 
Banks, Cutler, Henkle, Sayler, 
Banning, Davidson, Henry, Springer, 
Beebe, Davis, H erl Stephens, 
Benedict, Davis, Joseph J. Hewitt, Abram 8. Stewart, 
Bisbee, Hungerford, Stone, John W. 
Pimi, E 
ger, 

Blount, Eden, Knott, ton 
Boyd, Ellis, Lockwood, Townshend, R. W. 
Brentano, Ellsworth, Lorin eeder, 

en, Evans, I. Newton Luttrell, Waddell, 
Backner, Forney, Mayham, Wait, 
ane Foster, MeGowan, ‘Warner, 
Bui ck, Freeman, Money, Welch, 
Butler, Fuller, Neal, Williams, C. G. 
Cain, Gause, Peddie, Williams, James 
Caldwell, W. P. Glover, Potter, Young. 

ler, Hamilton, Powers, 

Carlisle, Pridemore, 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, I desire to announce that I am 
paired with Mr. ELLSWORTH, of Michigan. I desire also to state that 
va Pag op Mr. BROGDEN, is confined to his room by sickness. 

r. FORT. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. Boyp, is de- 
tained at his room on account of sickness. 

Mr. ELAM. My colleague, Mr. Erts, is paired for this day with 
Mr. FOSTER. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. As this seems to be a political ques- 
tion, and as I am paired upon political questions with Mr. QUINN, of 
New York, I decline to vote. 

Mr. PEDDIE. I desire to state that I am paired with Mr. DEAN. 
If he were here, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “no.” 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. Harr. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. My colleague, Mr. CARLISLE, is paired with Mr. 
Powers. If Mr. CARLISLE were present he would vote “ay,” and 
I presume Mr. PowERS would vote “ no.” 

r. FORNEY. Iam paired upon this question with Mr. WAIT, of 
Connecticut. If he were present, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. My colleague, Mr. Banks, is paired 
with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. TIPTON, 
is paired with my other colleague, Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

r. WALSH. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. RoB- 
ERTS, is paired with Mr. STONE, of 0 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Upon this question I am with my col- 
league, Mr. BISBEE. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I 
should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. I am paired upon this question 
with Mr. Freeman. If he were here, he would vote “no” and I 
should vote “ ay.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. GOODE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. CONGER. And pending that motion I move that the House 
do now 11 

Mr. W. 18, of New York. And pending that motion I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. WOOD. I hope not. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Upon that question I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

e of Pennsylvania. I move to take a recess until this 
evening. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order pending amotion to 
adjourn. If the motion to adjourn were to it would cut off 
the evening session; but the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. 1 would not necessarily cut it off. 

Mr. RIDDLE, I will state that I think the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLounT] desires to go on with the post-office appropriation 

ill to-morrow. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The doesn: was taken; and there were—yeas 30, nays 172, not 


voting 89 ; as follows: 
YEAS—30. 
S Harmer, ON 8 > 
Danford, Hazelton, = Thompson, 
Doug’ Hooker, Pai T. M. Ward, 
Evans, James L. Hubbell, Pound, Welch, 
arog 2 Pugh, wee rhe 
Foode, napp, Raine 5 illis, Benj. 
Hale, Marsh. Rice, Winiam W. 
Morrison, 
NAYS—172. 
Acklen, Bannin; Bloun Bridges, 
Aldrich, — 9055 a mares Bri 
Bagley, r Bouck, Bright, 
er, Jobn H, Blackburn, Browne, 
i p Brewer, Bundy, 
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Burchard, Felton, Lathrop, Ryan, 
Cabell, Finley, Ligon, Sam; 
Caldwell, John W. E. Loring Sap; 
Caldwell, W. P. Fran Lu es, 
amp Frye, Mackey, Sexton, 
Campbell, Gardner, Shallenberger, 
‘andler, Garth, Manning, r 
Cannon, Gause, Martin, T m, 
Caswell, Giddings, McCook, Sl 
Chalmers, Gunter, McKenzie, Smith, E. 
lafin, Harris, Benj. W. McKinley, Sparks, 
Clark, Alvah A. Harris, H R. McMahon, Springer, 
Clark of Missouri, H John T. Metcalfe, Starin, 
Clymer, Hartri Stewart, 
Cobb, Hartia Mitchell, Stone, Joseph C. 
Cole, Haskell, Monroe, trait, 
Co Hatcher, Morgan, Throckmorton, 
Conger, Hayes, Townsend, Amos 
Coo Hendee, Muldrow, Townsend, M. I. 
Covert, Hewitt, Abram S. Muller, Tucker, 
—.— Jacob D. 1 —.— G. W. ae T 5 
h ver, 
Cravens, Hiscock, Overton, Van Vorhes, 
Crittenden, Humphrey, G. W. W. 
Culberson, Hunter, Phel W. 
Cummings, Hunton, Phillips, White, Michael D. 
Cutler, James, Pollard, Whitthorno, 
Davis, Horace Jones, Frank witha 
g, Jones, James T. Randolph, Wi 
Denison, Jones, John S. Williams, Jere N. 
Dibrell, Joyce, Wi 
Dickey, Keifer, Reilly, Willis, 8. 
nell, Keightley, Americus V. Willits, 
Durham, Kenna, Riddle, Uson, 
Eames, K Robbins, ‘ood, 
Elam, Kimmel, Robinson, Geo. D. ren, 
Errett, Landers, Robinson, Milton S. Wright, 
Evins, John H. Lapham, eal 
NOT VOTING—89. 
Aik Davidson, House, S 
‘Atkins, Davis, Joseph J. an Seah bey Herr 
Baker, William H. Dwight, Kelley, Steele, 
Ban en, Killinger, Step! 
Eickhoff, ott, Stone, Jobn W. 
Ben A Swann 
Bicknell, Ellsworth, Lockwood, Thornburgh, 
Evans, L Newton 2 
Bland, Forney, ham, To R. W. 
Bard Foster, or: wan, 85 3 
Bo oney, 
Brentano, Faller eal, Waddell, 
Brogden, Garfi Peddie, ait, 
Buckner, Gibson, Potter, Walker, 
Glover, Powers, ‘Warner, 

Butler, Hamil: Pri Williams, A. 8. 
Jain, uinn, Wiliams, C. G. 
Carlisle, Harrison, Williams, James 
Chittenden, H: Roberts, Young. 

Clark, Rash Hen Ro 
Clarke of Kentucky, Henkle, Sayler, 
Cox, Samuel S. Henry, ` 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 

During the vote 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Michigan, Mr. ELLSWORTH. 

Mr. ELAM. My colleague, Mr. ELLIS, is paired with Mr. Foster 
for the remainder of this day. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
CARLISLE, is paired with Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. WALSH. My colleague, Mr. ROBERTS, is paired with Mr. 
STONE, of Michigan. 

Mr. FORNEY. I am paired with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. BISBEE, 

Mr. RICE, of Masonohusctts.” My colleague, Mr. B paired 

. RICE, of Massachuset y colleague, Mr. BANKS, is pai 
on all questions with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WOOD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to adjourn till Monday next; and also move that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the yeas and nays. It is time we want. 

Mr. WOOD. I withdraw the proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays. [Laughter.] 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles ; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of the executors of the estate 
of John S. Miller, deceased ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
or infectious diseases into the United States; and 

An act (H. R. No, 4242) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the rank of captain. 

Mr. BRAGG. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is now pending. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 10, noes not counted, 

Mr. CONGER. I demand the yeas and nays. s 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


Ti SE 
o Mr. HARRISON, for a few days; and 
To Mr, Foster, until Monday next. 
DEFICIENCY BILL, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] also asks 
to be relieved from er service on the conference committee on 
the di ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3740) 
to provide for deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. If there be no objection, it will be 
ordered 9 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints Mr. HALE, of Maine, in place 
of Mr. Foster, of Ohio, as one of the conferees on the part of the 

ouse. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The question was taken ; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
22, nays 169, not voting 100; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Brewer, Ewing, A = 
Brown Frye, er, om 
Caldwell, W. P. Hardenbergh, Page, Thornburgh, 
Cannon. Hazelton. Pu Williams, Andrew 
H az e Y, 
Evans, James L. Humphrey, 
NAYS—169. 
Aldrich, Davis, Horace Keightley, G.D. 
y. g, Kenna, Robinson, M. 8. 
2 — John H. Denison, Ke Ross, 
brell, Kimmel, Ryan, 
Banning, Dickey, Knapp, Sampson, 
Bae Douglas, Knott Sapp, 
Be! Dunnell, Landers, Sayler, 
Blackburn, Du $ 2 Scal 
Blount, Eames, n rop, Shelley, 
Boone, Eickhoff, Ligon, Singleton, 
Bouck, Evins, Ji H. Lindsey, Sinnickson, 
Bragg, Felton, Luttrell, th, A. He: 
ges, Franklin, Mackey, Smith, William 
Brite N Manning, Sparks 
Brig ause, Manni 
Burchard, Sona x — n, 
Cabell, unter, Coo i 
Cain, er, McKenzie, Stewart, 
Caldwell, John W. Haris, Benj W. MARES pi . 1 
enry 0 mos 
Cam Harris, John T. Mitchell, ‘Townsend, 1 
Candler, H Monroe, Tucker, 
Caswell, Hartri Turney, 
“is —. 8 bce) 
Haskell, orse, an Vorhes, 
Clark, Alvah A. Hatcher, Muldrow, Walker, 
Clark of Missouri, Hendee, N Walsh, 
Clark, Rus Henkle, Oliver, hite, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Henry, O'Neill, White, Michael D. 
Clymer, Herbert, m, Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Hewitt, Abram 8. Patterson, G. W. Wi ton. 
Colo, Hewitt, G. W. Patterson, T. M. Williams, Jere N. 
Collins, Hooker, ne Williams, Ri 
Conger, House, ips, Willis, Albert 8. 
Cook, Hubbell, Pollard, Willis, Benj. A. 
Covert, Hunter, Price, Willita, 
Cox, Jacob D Hunton, Randolph, 5 n, 
po, er, 
Cravens, James, Reilly, Wright, 
Crittenden, Jones, Frank Rice, Americus V. Vea 
Culberson, Jones, James T, Rice, William 
Cummings, Jones, John 8. Riddle, 
Cutler, Joyce, Robbins, 
NOT VOTING—100. 
Acklen, Davis, Joseph J. Hiscock, Schleicher, 
Aiken, Dean R Hun Shallenberger, 
Dwight, Kelley, Slemons, 
Eden, Killinger, Springer, 
Baker, William H. Elam, Lockwood, Steele, 
ks, Ellis, Loring, Steph 
= Ellsworth, Lynde, Stone, John W. 
Bened Errett, arsh, tone, Ji 
Bicknell, Evans, I. Newton Mayham, Swann, 
Bisbee, Finley, Molo Throc 
Blair, Me Mahon, 8 
Bland, Fort, T end, R. W. 
Bliss, Foster, Money, Turner, 
Bo: Freem: Muller, Veeder, 
Brogden Garicla, Pod aah, 
el 8, 
Buc! er, Garth, tter, Ward, 
Bundy, Gibson, P Warner, 
Burdick, Giddings, Powers, * Watson, 
Butler, Glover, Welch, 
Calkins, Williams, A. S. 
Carlish ton, Williams, O. 
— 8 Hanna, Ha wan James 
x, —— berts, ood, 
Davidson, ons E Robertson, Young. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
During the vote, 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, said: I am paired with Mr. ELLS- 
8 If he woe here, I oola vote “no.” ae 
. ELAM. My colleague, „ELIIs, is paired wi r, FOSTER 
for the rest of this dax. P 


> Mr. MCKENZIE. My colleague, Mr. CARLISLE, is paired with Mr. 
OWERS. 

Mr. WALSH. My colleague, Mr. ROBERTS, is paired with Mr. 
Stone, of Michi 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I am paired with my coll e, Mr. BISBEE. 

Mr. RICH, of Massachusetts. My colleague, Mr. BANKS, is paired 
with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. ACKLEN. 

Mr. PEDDIE. I am paired with Mr. DEAN. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam paired with Mr. WAIT. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa. I am paired with Mr. GIBSON. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to move to reconsider the vote 
on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move, then, that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

5 HEN DEE. Will the gentleman yield to me to move that the 
House take a recess. 

Mr. WHITE, of Leary Sita Certainly. 

Mr. HENDEE. Then I move that the House take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDEE. Will this business come up during the evening ses- 
sion or the District of Columbia business? 

The SPEAKER. The House heretofore determined this evening’s 
session should be devoted to District of Columbia business. 

Mr. HENDEE. By unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. That is equivalent to a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Does it require unanimous consent to do away 
with the evening session! 

The SPE The Chair thinks the business ordered by unan- 
imous consent to be done this evening is the same as though it were 
ordered under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. 4 of 9 8 to make A ee 
inquiry. Is there any way of reaching the pension bills on the Cal- 
einer antil the bill now pending is disposed of? 

Mr. CONGER. Has the vote been announced on the motion for 
taking a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The motion has not yet been voted upon. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] demanded the yeas and 
nays, and thirty-four gentlemen rose—not one-fifth of the last vote, 
and the Chair so stated. 

Several MEMBERS. Count the other side, 

The negative vote was taken ; and there were 91 noes. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. What will be the business at the 
evening session ? 

The SPEAKER. District of Columbia business, as directed by an 
order of the House which was obtained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDEE. If I may be allowed, I desire to make a statement 
in regard to the business for this evening. When on Monday I made 
the request for the evening session I stated it was for the considera- 
tion of several bills which had been prepared by the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, not including the bill providing a perma- 
nent form of government for the District, as that was of more impor- 
tance and it would be taken up and disposed of before this evening. 
That bill was not disposed of, and the committee have had it under 
consideration and have to amend it and report it as amended 
by striking out what was known as the property qualification both 
as to the commissioners and the council, and also striking out the 
requirement that the voters should have paid a poll-tax. e com- 
mittee has also to report the bill with an amendment which 
was offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] in regard 
to the interest. We 2 those were the main objections to the 
bill, and that if it had been as it is now proposed to be reported it 
would have passed. If there be no objection I shall ask the House 
this evening to consider that bill with the others. 

Mr. STENGER. I object. 

Mr. ITTNER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Vermont if the 
eer i regard to the ten years’ qualification of the commissioners is 
m ; 

Mr. HENDEE. It isnot. I desire to be perfectly open and fair 
and that no advantage shall be taken of any one. 

The SPEAKER. There isobjection. The Chair thinks that under 
the circumstances the proposition of the gentleman from Vermont 

uires unanimous co t. 

r. HENDEE. Then the business of the evening session will be 
confined to such bills as the committee have agreed upon other than 


that. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas 
and nays were ord Š 3 

The motion was to. 

The question recurred on taking the vote by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 5 

The question recurred on Mr. HENDER’s motion that the House 
take a recess until half past seven o'clock; and being taken, there 
were—ayes 97, noes 64. 
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Mr. SPARKS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been refused. It is com- 
petent to call for tellers. 

Mr. HOOKER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GOODE and Mr. HENDEE were ap- 


poin 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 74. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, by unanimous consent leave 
of absence was granted, as follows: 
A To Mr. KEIFER, for one week after to-day, on account of important 

usiness; : 

To Mr. Smrru, of Pennsylvania, until Wednesday next; and 

To Mr. CLARK, of New eor four days from Monday next. 

The result of the vote on Mr. HENDEE’s motion was then announced ; 
and accordingly (at four o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess until half past seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at seven o’clock 
and thirty minutes p. m. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The business of this evening, by direction of the 
House, will be exclusively confined to reports from the District of Co 
lumbia Committee, and during the evening the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Mr. VANCE, will act as Speaker pro tempore. 

The chair was taken by Mr. VANCE as Speaker pro tempore. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I think for the first time in my 
life in this House I have risen to a personal matter. I find in the 
Star of this evening a statement made that I have verbally requested 
Mr. GLOVER, the chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the 
1 Department to investigate the office of the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of this House. There is not a syllable of truth in the statement, 
nor a scintilla nor a gleam of warrant for said allegation. First, 1 
know nothing of the action of the Sergeant-at-Arms in the discharge 
of his dutiés that needs investigation ; second, I have never had an 
conference whatever with Mr. GLOVER on the subject, nor have 
directly or indirectly had any communication with him as to such 
matter. 

I think it is due to the Sergeant-at-Arms to state this. If I myself 
was the only one involved I never would have noticed it; but as the 
statement reflects perhaps on the honesty, or the fidelity and honor 
of another, I at once and promptly give it this contradiction. 


INSPECTION OF FLOUR, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mionam from the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, reported a bill (H. R. No. 4425) to alter and amend a 
law of the District of Columbia relative to the inspection of flour; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I ask for the present consideration 
of this bill. 

The bill was read. It provides that section 6 of an act of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the District of Columbia, approved August 21, 1871, 
entitled “An act relating to inspection of flour,” be amended so as. to 


That all and every barrel and half barrel of flour manufactured in tho District, 
or brought to the same for sale, shall be subject to the examination of the inspector, 
by boring, searching, and trying it through with an instrament not éxcceding five- 
eigh t n diameter, to be provided by the inspector for that purpose, 
who shall afterward plug up the hole with a round ping mee of soft wood, 80 as 
to prevent the entrance of water, and if the inspector 8 judge the same to be 
merchantable — to the direction of this act he shall, at the time of inspect- 
ing, mark or brand on the head or quarter of every barrel and half barrel of flour, in 
letters one-half inch in length, the word Georgetown,“ if pe me in Georgetown, 
and Washington,” if ted in Washington, together with the word or words 
d tho does of fineness which he shall, at the time of in 
mine said flour entitled to, with the exception of the degree of s 
shall mark or brand over the quarter; and the several degrees in quality shall be 
distinguished as follows: family, extra, superfine, fine, and first middlings. And 
for the i ion of which the said inspector shall have and receive of the owner or 
i d flour, for each and areg birres and half barrel, one cent and one dra win 
of flour for all inspected in Washington or Georgetown; and every barrel or h 
barrel of flour which shall prove, on examination thereof, to be unmerchantable, 
according to the true intent and meaning of this act, the said inspector shall mark 
on the head or quarter with a arrow, and no barrel or hai l of flour, 
not examined and branded by the inspector as aforesaid, shall be sold within the 
District, under penalty of $1 for each and every barrel or barrel, to be paid by 
the person or persons so offending. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Under the existing law the charge 
for inspection of flour is two cents in Washington and one cent in 
Georgetown. This law was passed when very little inspection was 
done in Washington, when nearly all the inspection took place in 
Georgetown. Since that time the business of inspection in the a 
of Washington has become quite as asin Georgetown. This bill 


is reported in accordance with the petition of a very large number of 
citizens of Washington. I am told by persons familiar with the busi- 
ness that the compensation of the inspector from inspections in Wash- 
ington if the rate be fixed at one cent as provided in this bill will 
amount to $2,000 a year; so that there is now no reason why the 
charge for inspection in Washington should not be the same as in 
Georgetown. 
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Mr. CONGER. Does this bill describe the qualities of the flour to 


be ee 7 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. The bill provides that the quality 
shall be branded upon the barrel. 

Mr. CONGER. But it does not provide what the quality shall 
amount to? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. It is an exact copy of the existin 
law, except that the c of two cents in Washington is chang 
to onecent. It does not disturb the branding of at all. There 
is no change in that respect. The only change is in the charge for 


inspection. 
Mr. CONGER. This, then, will prevent the sale of any flour not 
manufactured here? 
Oh, no. These brands of flour from 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michi 
other places are all inspected. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this bill make any provision for the inspection 
of what is called in the West the “ patent flour”—the flour manufact- 
ured by the “ e process—the new process ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. The only change which this bill 
makes is, as I have said, simply in the charge for inspection. 

Mr. CONGER. Should not is bill, then, provide for this new kind 
of flour manufactured by the new process? 

5 = WILLIAMS, of Michigan. My colleague means the Minnesota 
our 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. We make no special provision for 
that at all. 

Mr. CONGER. Then this would prevent the sale of that class of 
flour if it cannot be classified under one of the heads which the bill 
provides for. I understand that this bill prohibits the sale of any 
flour that cannot be classified under the terms of the bill, The gen- 
tleman is aware that flour made by the “ middlings-purifier” process 
is a different kind of flour from that which has been used. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan., So I suppose. 

Mr. CONGER. I would ask ntleman whether this bill is 
intended to prevent citizens of Washington and Georgetown from 
enjoyin the use of this better class of western flour? 

r. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Not at all. If they want to buy it 


they can do so, 
Mr. CONGER. Then poranne the bill ought to provide for this 
class of flour being sold here and not make it penal to sell it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. If my colleague wants to offer an 
amendment I will not object. The committee have taken the old law 
and modified it in respect to the o for inspection. It has never 
contained any pona in regard to the class of flour the gentleman 
speaks of, and I do not know that it has ever reached this part of the 
country. 

Mr. CON GER. If I understand the fact, when the old law was 

assed the Michigan white winter wheat and the flour manufactured 
by the “ middlings-purifier” process were unknown in this part of 
the country. Ihope my colleague will include in this bill flour made 
from Michigan and Minnesota wheat, and not impose a penalty for 
selling such flour in this city. As the gentleman knows, it would be 
better for the inhabitants here if they could have our flour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of cot Te I think it would be better for 
them to have the Minnesota flour, but the imitations made in Mich- 
igan have been failures, I believe. {Laughter.] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


~ DOG TAX. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I am instructed by the Committee 
for the District of Columbia to report back favorably the bill (H. R. 
No. 4055) to create a revenue in the District of Columbia by levying 
a tax upon all the dogs therein, to make such dogs personal prop- 
erty, and for other purposes, with amendments, and to ask for its 
consideration at the present time. 

The bill, which was read, in its first section provides that there shall 
be levied a tax of $1.50 each per annum upon all dogs owned or kept 
in the District of Columbia; said tax to be collected as other taxes 
in said District are or may be collected. 

The second section provides that it shall be the duty of the col- 
lector of taxes, upon receipt of said tax, to give to the person 
paying the same, for each dog so paid for, a suitable metallic tag, 
stamped with the year, showing that said tax has been duly paid; 
and he shall keep a record of all such payments, with the date thereof, 
and the name, color, and sex of such dog, and the name of the per- 
son claiming any dog so 72 for; and a copy of such record, cer- 
tified under the hand and official seal of the said collector, which 
shall be given to any person demanding the same, upon payment of 
twenty-five cents therefor, shall be e Jacie evidence of such pay- 
ment in any court of the District of Columbia. 

The third section provides that the poundmaster of the District of 
Columbia shall, during the entire year, seize all dogs found running 
at largo without the tax-tag, issued by the collector aforesaid, at- 
tached, and shall impound the same; and if, within twenty-four 


hours, the same are not redeemed, by the owners thereof, by the pay- 
ment of $2, they shall be sold or destroyed, as the poundmaster may 
deem advisable ; and any sale made be eee hereof shall be deemed 
valid to all intents and purposes in all the courts of the District of 
Columbia. 

The fourth section provides that any dog wearing the tax-tag here- 
inbefore prees for shall be permitted to run at large in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and shall be regarded as personal property in all 
the courts of said District; and any person injuring or destroying 
the same shall be liable to a civil action for damages, which, upon 
proof of said injuring or killing, may be awarded in a sum equal to 
the value usually put upon such pro by persons buying and sell- 
ing the same, subject to such modification as the particular circum- 
stances of the case may make proper, and also shall be deemed to 
have committed a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, shall 
be liable to a fine of not less than $20 nor more than $30, or, in default 
of payment thereof, to imprisonment for not less than ten nor more 
than 3 days. 

The fifth section provides that any pemen owning any dog so re- 
corded in the collector's office shall be liable in a civil action for any 
damage done by said dog to the full amount of the injury inflicted. 

The sixth section provides that it shall be the duty of any person 
ide or possessing a dog to place, or cause to be ed and kept, 
around the neck of such dog, a collar, on which shall be marked and 
engraved, in legible and durable characters, the name of the owner 
or possessor, and the letters“ D. C.,“ and to which collar must be 
attached the insignia or tax-tag furnished by the District tax-col- 
lector, in accordance with the first and second sections of this law, 
under the penalty of not less than five nor more than ten dollars; 
and if any person shall put, or cause to be put, a collar, with the 
insignia or tax-tag, around the neck of any dog owned or possessed 
by any B peson or persons residing in the District, without havin 
obtained a license for keeping such animal, he, she, or they shall 
forfeit and pay the sum of not less than five nor more than ten dollars 
for each and every offense. 

The seventh section provides that whenever it shall be made to 
2 to the commissioners that there are good reasons for believing 
that any dog or dogs within the District are mad, it shall be the duty 
of the commissioners to issue a proclamation requiring that all do 
shall, for a period to be defined in the proclamation, wear good, su 
stantial muzzles securely put on, so as to prevent them from ph 
or snapping; and any dog going at large during the period defin 
by the commissioners without such muzzle shall be taken by the 
poundmaster and impounded, subject to the provisions of section 3. 

The eighth section provides that any person who shall remove, or 
cause to be removed, the collar and insignia or tax-tag from the neck 
of any dog, or entice any properly licensed dog into any inelosure for 
the purpose of taking off its collar or insignia, or shall for such pur- 
pose decoy or entice any animal out of the inclosure or house of its 
owner or possessor, or shall seize or molest any dog while held or led 
by any person, or shall bring any dog into the District for the purpose 
of taking up and killing or selling the same, shall forfeit and pay a 
sum of not less than five nor more than twenty dollars 

The ninth section provides that if any owner or possessor of a fierce 
or 3 dog permit the same to go at large in the District of 
Columbia, to the danger or annoyance of the inhabitants, he shall 
forfeit and pay, for the first offense, a sum not exceeding $5; for the 
second offense, a sum not exteeding $10; for the third, a sum not 
exceeding $20; and upon a fourth conviction for the same offense, 
the commissioners immediately cause the dog, upon account of 
which the conviction takes place, to be slain and buried. 

The tenth section provides that all acts or parts of acts now in force 
in the District of Columbia inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendments of the committee 
will now be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 4 

Amend in section 1, line 3, by striking out $1.50 and inserting 62. 

On page 4, section 9, line 4, strike out all after the word “offense” to word “ten,” 
in line 5, as follows: A sum not exceeding $5; for the second offense, a sum not 
exceeding ;" so it will “for the first offense $10 ;"’ also, in line 6, strike out the 
word “ third” and insert the word “ second E also, in the same line, strike out the 
word fourth and insert the word “ third. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Michigan whether he will not be willing to have that part of the bill 
amended which provides that a dog shall be killed if not called for 
in twenty-four hours. I confess I have a weakness and regard for 
some d and I know some families who are as much attached to 
their dog as toa child. Now, if a dog accidentally strays, it will not 
cost the public much to keep it for another twenty-four hours. I ask 
= gentleman to amend that part of the bill by making it forty-eight 

ours. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Iam willing to agree to that amend- 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


U : 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by 
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which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report back to the House a resolution together 
with a report to a bill (H. R. No. 4425) relative to the Washington 
Market Company, and ask that the report be read and the bill put 
upon its passage. 

he bill was read a first and second time. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill in extenso. 

Mr. HENDEE. Has the bill been printed? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state to the gentleman from Vermont 
that the bill has been printed, but recommitted to the committee, 
and it has been amended by the committee in its unanimous action, 
and the amendments have been incorporated in the bill now being 
reported by the Clerk. 

. HENDEE. Is it a substitute! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The report will explain itself. This is in lieu 
of the bill already pending in the House. 

Mr. HENDEE. t is the number of the original bill? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. House bill No. 4243. 

The Clerk then read the bill, as follows: J 

A bill relative to the Washington Market Company. 


Whereas by the twelfth section of the act passed May 20, 1870, N e the 
Washington Market Company it is provided that if the corporation of the oe of 
after a of yy years from the Supro of said act, by a 

councils thereof, e of the market build - 
and grounds mentioned in said act, Congress — 7 — authorize the corporate 
authorities to take possession of the same upon payment to said market-house com- 
y of a sum of money equal to a fair and just valuation of the buildings and 
eee then standing onsaid es © mode and manner of ascertaining 


Whereas said market company — that the provisions of this section of said 
act may now be taken pers By of b; 
had expired: Therefore, y 
Be 3 by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
ù Congressassembled, That Montgomery Blair and Brevet Colonel Thomas 
L. Casey, U. S. A., and Return J. Meigs are hereby constituted arbitrators, and 
shall severally take an oath before one of the justices of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia well and ayto discharge rform the duties herein 
required of them, which oath shall be subscribed by said arbitrators, and made of 
record by the clerk of said court. In case of the death, refusal, or failure, from 
any cause, of either of said designated persons to act as arbitrator, the vacanc 
shall be filled by the remaining two, and should two or more of said designa: 
arbitrators fail or refuse to serve, their places shall be filled by the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia. e compensation of the arbitrators shall be fixed 
by the ry not to exceed $500 > be paid by the District and the Washing- 


pany of the 11 and manner of their proceeding in the 

aforesaid, d notice shall be served at least three days 
Fosignated said arbitrators for hearing said parties and commen uiry; 
trators shall have power to administer oaths, examine witnesses, and 
to make all n and 8 inquiry touching the value of the buildings and 
improvements made by said market company upon the land aforesaid; and any 


false sw g or affirmation on the partof any witness before said arbitrators 
shall be deemed and held to be ury, and the 2 or who may be 
found guilty thereof shall be punished for such offense acco: to the pro ns 


g 
of existing laws relating to perjury in the District of Columbia. 

Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of said arbitrators, and within thirty days after the 
commencement of the investigation aforesaid, after having made due inquiry in 
the premises touching the value of said buildings or improvements, to award the 
fair and just value thereof to the said market barges which award shall be in 
writing, signed and sealed by said arbitrators, and shi ‘be executed in tri licate, 
one of which shall be transmitted to and filed in the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, one to the commissioners for said District, and the other to said 
market company. And from and after the delivery of a copy of said award to said 
company, the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Washington Market Com- 

y,” approved May 20, 1870, be, and the same is, repealed for all purposes other 
an to close the of said company. 

Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States, upon 
the transmission of said award to said court, hwith to cause a suit in the nature 
of a bill in equity to be commenced therein in the name of the United States of 
America against the said market company, which suit shall have priority over all 
other cases; and upon the institution thereof the court shall direct a notice to be pub- 
lished for ten consecutive days insome gto pad printed in the city of Washington 
warning all stockholders, bondholders, and others having claims against said mar- 
ket company to appear within twenty days thereafter and present their res ve 
claims upon said award; and the publication of this notice as aforesaid shall be 
sufficient to soning. bee parties in interest before the court for the purposes of said 
case; and appearance or non-appearance of any or all of the aforesaid 
parties, at S expiration of the time limited by said notice, the court shall send 

e case to a master or auditor to state an account, and report the several claims of 
the parties aforesaid upon said award, and said master or auditor shall proceed to 
ascertain and report to the court: 

First. The amount of all general or special taxes that may be outstanding and 
un against said market 8 or its grounds, buildings or improvements, 
wich all ties and arrears of interest thereon tothe date of the report. 

Second. The amount claimed by the District of Columbia to be due from said 
market company to said District under section 14 of said act inco: ting said com- 
additional claims 


itor. 

Fifth. The amount of stock of said company actually outstanding in the hands 
of bona fide holders and owners for value, with the name and residence of each, 
and the amount of stock held and owned by each respectively. 

Sec. 5. The report of the master or auditor as to all matters not excepted to within 


fifteen days from and after the date of filing the same shall be final and conclusive 
as to all matters stated therein, and the court shall enter a decree accordingly, which 
shall be final and binding on all stockholders, bondholders, and other parties inter- 
ested; but if exceptions are taken within that time by parties interested therein 
to any matter embraced in it or excluded from it by said master or auditor, the 
same shall be duly heard and determined, subject to the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. The claims of the District of Columbia em- 
braced in the first and second classes of the report shall be considered as excepted 
to, and shall be heard and determined by the said court as aforesaid. 

bec. 6. It shall be the duty of the clerk of said court to transmit to said commis- 


ing said gor est 8 amount c in the suit now pending to determine 
the same an additional claims under said section to the date of said report, 


cient to pay the other three c be paid out 15 said commis- 
sioners according to the decision of the said court, which shall decide all questions 
pr gen: Petal pardon ee any question of priority between the claims of 
the District under said section 14, and the bondholders of said company, if such 
15 should arise, subject to the right of appeal as provided in section 5 of 


The claim of the District of Columbia under said section 14 of the act incorpor- 
ating said company, and the taxes assessed nst the front land claimed to have 


been transferred by said com to said Dis pim ow ent u the 1 
questions el in the poet gl g in favor alt District against ora 


company, action on any exceptions taken to said claim and taxes shall be suspended 
to abide the result of such litigation ; and upon the final determination thereof judg- 
ment in ce therewith shall be entered on said exceptions. 


Sec. 8. To enable the commissioners of the District to pay the amount of the 
award aforesaid, they are authorized and or ro, from time to time when neces- 
sary, under the tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue and dispose of 
coupon bonds of the District of Columbia, of such denominations as may be con- 

ent, and for such gross sums as may be required, bearing interest at the rate 
of not exceeding 6 per cent. Ner- annum, payable semi-ann y, the principal pay- 


able in thirty years from th 

Sec. 9. On the last secular day of the month within which the award hereinbe- 
Tre pepada for shall be filed in the supreme court afo: d, the commissioners 
of said District shall be, and they here! oy are, authorized and empowered to take 
of the grounds described in the aforesaid act of incor tion and the 
dings thereon, for the purposes of a public market, under such regulations as 
they may establish, and the revenues therefrom shall applied only to the pay- 

ment of the necessary and incidental expenses of conducting said market, and 
the principal and interest of the bonds hereby authorized to be issued : Provided, 
That the pes ee . y mtia be po reana as 75 to pay Mio 

o g p y in p r repair, and o; © same 
„ its value, and to ee the District for the interest on the 
bonds issued to pay the sum awarded by said arbitrators, and also a sufficient 
amount to create a sinking fund to pay the debt maturity of said bonds: 
Provided, however, That nothing contained shall be so construed as to affect 
any suit or claim now 1 or right or 
acquired b; market. 


— the in possess! 
rental therefor, havin; of all parties concerned. 
Seco. 10. In all the acts and duties hereinbefore required of the said arbitrators, 
a concurrence of two of them shall be sufficient. 

Sec, 11. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, and the same 
hereby are, repealed. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now ask the Clerk to read the report filed by 
the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee for the District of Columbia, to whom was referred a resolution 
of the House directing investigation into the conduct and vases, ype of the 
Washington Market Company, report the same back to the House with the follow- 
ing statement: A majority of the committee were convinced, from the inquiries 
made and the investigations had, that the said company had in several respects 
violated the provisions of the act of May 20, 1870, incorporating said company, and 
the committee had directed one of its members to introduce a bill directing the 
Attorney-General of the United States to institute — apc ry to secure a 
judicial declaration of forfeiture of the franchisesof said Wash m Market Com- 
pano a reversion of said market property to the District of Columbia; that 
* said bill was under consideration a proposition was submitted u which 
the company to surrender the pro to the authorities of the District of 
Colambia, which conditions are embraced in bill herewith re for the con- 
sideration of the House. As the adoption of this bill will secure the objects sought 
to be attained, it is not deemed necessary to report at length the result of the in- 
vestigation made by the committee under the resolution referred to, Should the 
bill herewith reported become a law, the committee deem it unnecessary to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill heretofore introduced by Mr. BLACKBURN under 
direction of the committee. 


or against said market com or a. 
permas Saag t key ee or — A in sai 


WILLIA 
HORACE DAVIS. 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, this bill involves a transfer of 


property embracing . acres of land on Pennsylvania ave- 
nue between Seventh and Ninth streets and Louisiana and 8 


vania avenues on the north, through to B street on the south. 

may have the attention of the House for a few minutes I am satis- 
fied. I can present the facts involved in this measure, so they may all 
vote understandingly. 
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Some weeks or months pers resolution was referred by this House 
to the Committee for the ct of Columbia, directing them to make 
inquiry and investigation into the conduct and management of what 
is known as the Washington Market Company and to report to this 
House whether they had forfeited their franchise under their charter. 
The Washington Market Company, sir, holds this property to which I 
have alluded under a lease for ninety-nine years ted by Congress 
in 1870. While the investigation was being by the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, inquiry e gr pushed sufficiently 
far to satisfy that committee action should be taken in the premises, 
I was instructed by the committee to introduce a bill which has been 
rinted and is now recommitted to the Committee for the District of 
olumbia, directing the Attorney-General of the United States to in- 
stitute legal proceedings for the purpose of declaring a judicial for- 
feiture of this franchise, under the ninety-nine years’ leasehold the 
com has for this property, and prescribing the way and manner 
in whisk the value of the improvements the company have put upon 
the property should be ascertained and settlement had with the com- 
on equitable terms, While that bill was under consideration 
In the Committee for the District of Columbia, ca egy was sub- 
mitted by the Washington Market Company which in the judgment 
of that committee (and I peak now for the committee 8 
would have resulted, if adopted, in securing and attaining all the 
objects and pu of the bill to which I have alluded. e result 
was that the bill that has just been reported to the House was e 
upon, agreed upon by every member of the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and assented to by the representatives of all the 
interests involved in the Washington Market Company. j 

The provision of the bill succinctly and tersely stated is just this: 
the Washi n Market e re agrees now to surrender the prop- 
erty to the District of Columbia, to give up its franchise, upon the 
appointment of a board of arbitrators to consist of three gentlemen 
who are named in the bill. 

A MEMBER. Name them. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. 3 Blair, Colonel Casey of the 
Engineer Co at present Superintendent of Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, and Mr. Return J. Meigs, are the three arbitrators named 
in the bill, From along list presented upon the one side and the 
other these gentlemen were selected and were acceptable to all par- 
ties concerned on both sides. 

The bill provides that these three arbitrators, after being duly 
sworn, shall proceed to value the improvements put upon this Gov- 
ernment property by the Washington Market Company. From that 
award so made by these three arbitrators a sum s be set aside and 
held in reserve to abide the result of a suit which is provided for 
in the bill, and which I may sy to the House is already pending in 
the supreme court of the District here. The government—I mean 
the corporation of the District of Columbia back taxes, both 

neral and special, as due from the Washin Market Company. 

nder the act of incorporation passed in 1870, the Washington Mar- 
ket Company was to pay the sum of $25,000 annually, in nature 
of ground rent, to the poor fund of the District of Columbia. By 
an arrangement had or attempted to be had between the Washing- 
ton Market Company and the authorities of the District of Colum- 


bia, that yearly rental was reduced from $25,000 a to $7,500 a 
year. In short the act of Con was pro tanto nullified. The act 
of incorporation requiring the $25,000 a year ground rent was ignored 


and $7,500 was a 8815 upon by the authorities at that time of the 
District of Columbia in lieu thereof. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Did they have any discretion in 
the matter? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It was asserted that they had no 
is pending for the difference between the $7,500 and the 
rent, as required by the terms of the act of incorporation. 

Under the provisions of this bill the Washington Market Company 
agrees to abide the judgment of the court of last resort, the Supreme 


and a suit 
000 annual 


Court of the United States; and from the award e to it as the 
value of the improvements put opon this property 17 these three 
arbitrators axe to be dedu all that shall be judicially ascertained 


and declared by the final judgment to be had in the Supreme Court 
of the United States as back taxes, both general and special and 
claims asserted by the District of Columbia and supported and found 
to be valid by the court for the deficit in ground rent. Whatever 
aggregate sum shall be found by judicial investigation to be due to 

District of Columbia, either for aera taxes, special taxes, or 
ground rent, is to be deducted from award made by these arbi- 
trators on behalf of the Washington Market Company. The residue, 
whatever that may be, is to be paid by the sale of bonds. 

Mr. HUNTON. Delivery. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No, sir; the sale of bonds. And neither as to 
principal nor interest of these bonds does the Federal Treasury be- 
come in any wise responsible; but the District of Columbia is to issue 
its own bonds, bearing 6 per cent. interest, payable at the end of thirty 
years from the date of issue; and the revenues of this market com- 
pany are devoted by the express provision and terms of the bill to the 
payment of the current necessary mses for the conduct of the 
market. Provision is also made in the bill for its insurance; then for 
the meeting of the interest accruing upon the bonds and for setting 
apart a sum sufficient, in the nature of a sinking fund, to defray the 
principal at the date of maturity. 


Mr. PRICE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. PRICE. IL see by the original bill—I do not know whether it 
is so in the substitute or not—that these bonds are to be issued under 
the direction of the Secretary of the It occurred to me 
that the Government ifcurs some liability. I understand now from 
the gentleman from Kentucky that the Government incurs no liabil- 
ity, directly or indirectly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am obliged to the gentleman for the ques- 
tion, for it affords me an opportunity to repeat what I regard as one 
of the most important features of the bill, that in no wise whatever, 
either as to principal or interest, does the Federal Government or its 
Treasury assume the slightest semblance of obligation. The revennes 
of the market company are expressly pledged to the meeting of the 
interest upon these bonds and the provision of a sinking fund suffi- 
aap A harge at the expiration of thirty years the principal of 

e debt. 

If it be the purpose of any member of the Honse to inquire as to 
what would be the probable or approximate amount of the award to 
be made, I answer in all candor that it can be but guesswork. But 
if I were called upon to hazard an opinion, I would suggest the sum 
of $300,000 or possibly $350,000 as the value of the improvements that 
the company have put upon this property. The property, as I said 
before, is well known doubtless to each and every member of this 
House. I presume that its value to-day in the open market would be 
almost if not quite a million of dollars; but from this award, thus 
approximately estimated, is to be deducted every claim that the Dis- 
trict of Columbia has for back taxes, general and special, and for the 
difference between $7,500 rent paid by the company a year and the 
$25,000 annual rent as required by the provisions of its charter, should 
the court of last resort find that these claims on the part of the Dis- 


trict are well sustained. ° 
Mr. LATHROP. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him a question ? 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. LATHROP. Do I understand that this ground of the market 
company is the U of the General Government ? 

Mr. BLACKB Most assuredly so; the title in fee of the prop- 
erty is in the Federal Government. 

. LATHROP. The land? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Yes, sir; the land. 

Mr. LATHROP. I understand that this ground is under a lease of 
ninety-nine 55 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is not under a lease for ninety-nine years 
from now ; but ninety-nine years from the 20th of May, 1870, when the 
charter was ted to this company. 

Mr. LATHROP. That is what I understand; and in their charter 
it was ee that they should pay $25,000 a year to the poor fund 
of the District of Columbia. Now, what I want to knowis if in this 
bill there is any provision continuing the payment of that sum tothe 


poor 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The payment of $25,000 to the poor fund of 
the District of Columbia? 

Mr. LATHROP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There is not, sir. 

Mr. LATHROP. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky another 

uestion. Now, if this bill is passed and the other bill providing that 

e Federal Government shall pay one-half the expenses of the mu- 
nicipal government here, does not the General Government in fact 
contract a debt of $125,000 per year besides the current expenses of 
the Government? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I will answer that question. Mr. Speaker, I 
think not. It is true that the fourteenth section of the act of May 


20, 1870, required the payment of $25,000 annual rental from this 


market-house company to the poor fund of the District of Columbia. 
The Congress of the United States clearly manifested its purpose in 
the passage of that bill: to yield the use of this property for ninety- 
nine years for market purposes. This bill does not contain any pro- 
vision requiring the payment from the revenues of this market-house 
to the poor fund of the District of Columbia, and the reason I will 
undertake to state as I go on in my remarks. First, the revenues of 
this market company are pledged to the payment of necessary ex- 
penses in the conduct of the market; second, it is required that the 
property shall be kept insured to a sum not less than 50 per cent. 
of its value; third, it is required that the interest accruing on the 
bonds issued shall be met by the revenues of the market-house; and, 
fourth, it is required that a certain percentage shall be paid each year 
into the sinking fand to meet the principal at the end of thirty years. 

The revenue of this company to-day, as nearly as we can approx- 
imate it, amounts to $53,000 per annum and by the time that this mar- 
ket company shall meet these four requirements placed upon them 
the current expenses, the insurance, the interest upon the bonds, and 
the sinking fund, it will be found, making a liberal estimate, that 
about $40, have been hypothecated. 

This sum of $25,000 has never been paid into the poor fund of the 
District of Columbia from the passage of the act until now. 

The Washington Market Company first secured an abatement upon 
the Mew rent from 825, 000 to $20,000. 
oe HROP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. A Was the 825,000 more than a fair rental for the 
und 
R BLACKBURN. Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, whether it is or not. 


The committee reached no conclusion so far as I am concerned, and 
I am frank to answer that after the statement of men who controlled 
the business of the company and its stockholders and bondholders, I 
should not regard it as an exorbitant ground rent. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Will the gentleman yield to me ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Lask the gentleman whether the Government 
is considered as liable if the revenues derived from the niarket-house 
do not meet the obligations of the market company? 

Mr, BLACKB . I will answer that if the revenues fail to meet 
the interest on the bond or the principal of bonded indebtedness, then 
even the Government is in no sense and in no wise can be made re- 
sponsible for one dollar of this money. It is a transaction in which 
the Federal Treasury has no earthly concern. The bill is so drawn 
that I do not hesitate to assure this House that by no torture or 
strain of construction can the Federal Treasury be made responsible 
for ove dollar either of interest or principal. On the contrary, such 
is the value of this property, such are its revenues, that these market- 
house bondholders admit that the bonds are worth par when put upon 
the market. I may go further; it was proposed in the committee to 
substitute a 3.65 bond bearing 3.65 per cent. interest, guaranteeing 
both interest and principal by the Government, and the Washington 
Market Company at once indicated its willingness to accept that ad- 
justment; but the committee would not consent, and I shared the 
prejndice of the other gentlemen of the committee, and I say now 
that I do not mean to give my assent to the passage of any bill that 
would make the United States Government a partner in the conduct 
of any market-house or 1 improvement that might be turned 
over to the authorities of the District of Columbia, a thing in which 
the United States Government is not concerned. 

Mr. POLLARD. My understanding is that the revenues of this 
market company are estimated at $53,000 per annum, and this bill 
provides for the disbursement of $40,000 per annum. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is an approximated estimate, and that I 


only state for mga 

Nr. POLLARD. What are we going to do with the other $15,000? 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I will state that if there is any surplus reve- 
nue above $40,000, the amount by necessity goes into the sinking fund 
to discharge the bonded debt. The bill expressly provides that the 
revenues arising from this market-house shall be used for no other 

urpose on earth except to defray the current expenses, to provide 

or the insurance policy, and to pay the interest on the bonds to pro- 
vide for the sinking fund to meet the principal. There is no other 
purpose to which it can be applied. 

Now, then, I would reply still further by saying that the commit- 
tee did not see that it was n to incorporate a provision strain- 
ing this company to the utmost extent of its revenue in the shape of 
a contribution to the poor fund of the District of Columbia, because 
it appeared to the committee, upon the evidence before it, that it 
mattered but little whether or not the revenue of the company was 
devoted to the poor of the District of Columbia or applied for the dis- 
charge of the debt at the end of the thirty goen our judgment, 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia could determine what 
amount should be absorbed in the reduction of rentals, and thereby 
secure a reduction in prices of the commodities sold at the market- 
house, and give the benefit to the citizens of Washington in cheap 
rates for their purchases. 

Now, sir, I can recollect nothing in the bill that need be touched 
upon further, except that I may again assure the House that it is a 
matter in which the Federal Government has no part; that the Fed- 
eral Government, except as it stands sponsor for the District of Co- 
lumbia, can have no possible interest in it. It is a matter in which 
the Federal Government cannot be liable for one solitary dollar, no 
matter what action may be taken as to the application of the reve- 
nue and the discharge of the debt. It is a bill brought into this 
House supported by every member of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. Those gentlemen who were most active in the prose- 
cution of the investigation of the subject and pressing the bill di- 
recting the Attorney-General to institute legal procedure and to de- 
clare a legal forfeiture of the franchise are satistied with the bill. It 
has accomplished every purpose that is desired and is upon the other 
hand supported by the stockholders and parties interested in this 


market foe emt 

Mr. B R, of Indiana. Will not the result of this bill be to 
furnish the people of the District here with ground on which their 
market-house stands for a period of ninety-two years, while the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has to pay half of the ordinary expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia without getting a dol- 
lar in return for the ion of this property? In other words, 
whether or not the Government of the United States perhaps are not 
paying one-half of the burdens of this District, and is not actually 
paying the whole of it without getting a return in any shape? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman for that question, for 
it affords me an opportunity to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the Government of the United States by solemn enactment 
has already vested not the title, but the use and occupation of this 


land for market purposes for a term of ninety-nine years. The Gov- 
ernment did undertake to secure the payment of $25,000 a year to 
the poor fund of the District of Columbia, but it failed to secure it, 
and it is to-day, as I tell the House, receiving but $7,500 to this poor- 
fund contribution. 

Now, so far from it being the case that the Government is to become 
the loser by reason of the relinquishment of its claim for this contri- 
bution to the poor fund, while under the provisions of the bill now 
pending to establish a permanent form of government it would be- 
come responsible for 50 per cent. of the amount n to support 
that fund, let me call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
to this fact: the Government is receiving to-day from this property 
but $7,500. The revenues of the property, as I have stated, amount 
to $53,000 a year. Hence the market company can pay the current 
expe! estimating them at $18,000 a year, (which is the estimate 
given us by the gentlemen who are to-day in control of the company ;) 
it can pay the insurance; it can pay the interest upon the bonds for 
this award; it can pay into the sinking fund a sum sufficient at the 
end of thirty years to discharge the principal of that debt, and yet it 
will have more, if not twice as much, surplus as it is to-day receiving 
as a contribution to that poor fund. But that of course reduces the 
expenditure of which the Government binds itself under the pro- 
visions of that general bill to bear 50 per cent. 

But further, at the end of thirty years, when the last bond has been 
paid (and the sin fund will provide a sufficiency to discharge 
the principal under the provisions of this bill within less than twenty 
years) the Government still stands there with more than sixty years 
to run on this lease, with the bonded debt discharged, with one mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of property left unencumbered by a single dollar 
of debt, with a revenue of $53,000 a year to devote as Con shall 
see fit to the support of either the sinking fund or any other fund of 
the District of Columbia, and thus lighten the burden of taxation 
that the Federal Government assumes under that 50 per cent. clause. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. That is the point I want to get at. I 
wish to learn whether these revenues, after the extinguishment of the 
debt, would not go to the benefit exclusively of the District in the 
poyan for instance, of the Government’s quota of one-half of the 


istrict eee 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Most assuredly not. The bill does not so pro- 
vide. In this bill we simply undertake to provide for the present 
appropriation of these revenues; we describe the fund and the pur- 

to which the revenues shall for the present be appropriated, 
which is the extinguishment of the debt created by reason of this 
award. It is estimated (and I may assure the House that it is not 
ed by the committee as an exorbitant estimate) that the reve- 

nues of this fund, instead of being $53,000, will amount before many 
years to $75,000 a year. At the end of thirty years under the pro- 
visions of this bill, if not at the end of twenty years, the fund arising 
each year from the sale of stalls in this market, ranging from some- 
thing over $50,000 to $75,000 will be a net contribution made, not to 
the credit of the District of Columbia, but subject to the order of 
Congress, and to no other power. I believe that the passage of this 
bill will, within the time that is to elapse between this and the 
expiration of the lease for ninety-nine years, result in a net saving 
to the District of Columbia of not less than $500,000 or „000. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
indicate the section in which I may find the provision that the fund 
arising from the rent of this building shall on the extinguishment 
of the bonded debt be subject to such control as Congress may see fit 
to exercise ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have not a copy of the bill before me; the 
only one I had I sent to the Clerk’s d But I will say to the gen- 
tleman that the very section to which he is now looking and allud- 
ing is the one to which I refer in my statement that the revenues of 
this market p are pledged now, in the event of the passage 
of this bill, to no Soe in the world except the four purposes I 
have indicated. henever these four pi have been accom- 
plished, whenever that debt has been extinguished, (as it must of 
necessity be at the expiration of thirty years,) the revenues of this 
market stand subject to the order of Congress, are unappropriated. 
It is for Con then, in its pleasure or discretion to determine 
whether it will appropriate them to one fund or another. There is 
no obligation carrying the revenues of this market-house to the 
credit of the District of Columbia. On the contrary, the only pro- 
vision on that subject in the bill is an express declaration that t 
revenues shall be devoted to no other purpose than those I have indi- 
cated: the payment of the payment of insurance, the meet- 
ingot interest, and the extinguishment of the principal on the debt. 

. BURCHARD. Does this bill affect in any way the title to the 
real estate! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The title in fee? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In no way whatever. It leaves that title ab- 
solute in the Federal Government, where it has ever been. 

Mr. BURCHARD, I see that the ninth section gives possession to 
the District as soon as the award is made. That possession is to con- 
nes BLACK URN That I takeit la h 

x $ on, as eitevery lawyer here 
will concur with me pe srra re te baat ahte ot the pleas- 
ure of Congress itself. 
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Mr. GARDNER. Now will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GARDNER. In the first place, I understand fromthe gentleman 
that a lease for ninety-nine years was made by Con to the Wash- 
ington Market Company, and the object of this bill is to provide for 
the rescission of that lease so as to restore the p: rty to the Govern- 
ment and release the lessees from further obligation with reference 
to it. The Government in doing this assumes, as I understand, in 
this bill the obligations, as well in bonds as in every other respect, 
that the market company has made. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will allow me, in answerin 
his question I can correct him. In the act of May 20, 1870, as reci 
in the preamble to this bill, there is a provision that the District of 
Columbia, at the expiration of thirty years from the granting of that 
act of incorporation, shall under certain conditions possess itself of 
this market ocd ecules property. 

Mr. GARDNER rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will wait I will set him right. 
There is a provision in that act of May 20, 1870, which declares under 
certain conditions, at the ree RE of thirty years—not the Govern- 
ment of the United States, but the District of Columbia, if it so de- 
sires, may possess itself of this property. That provision of the act 
of incorporation is recited and set forth in the preamble to this bill 
whereby it is agreed by the Washington Market Company that period 
of thirty years shall now be anticipated and the District of Columbia 
shall itself of the property at this time; and anticipating the 
lapse of the period prescribed in the charter of thirty years, I say it 
is not the Government of the United States assuming any obligation 
that rests upon the eee Ys Market Company, but it is the District 
of Columbia, by consent of the Washington Market et ps ee 
ing advantage of the 3 which, by the terms of the r, 
were to expire before the District of Columbia might itself 
of this market property. Ido not understand, and I do not think 
the gentleman, if he will consider that section in the act of corpora- 
tion, will any longer believe or suspect the Government of the United 
States by the passage of this bill assumes any obligation now resting 
on the market as NS 

Mr. HUNTON. the gentleman from Kentucky will allow me for 
a moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ere 

Mr. HUNTON. It is expressly provided that the sum fixed by 
these arbitrators is to be the only sum for which the District or any 
other government is to be responsible. That sum is to be divided 
among the creditors of the Washington Market Company and when 
thus divided those who do not get paid never will be paid because 
there will be no fund for them to be paid from. I believe I am right. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Les, sir. 

Mr. HUNTON. I think there is no assumption of debt on the part 
of the Government at all. 

Mr. GARDNER. I confess I do not yet fully understandit. Iwish 
to call the gentleman’s attention again to it. Let me read from the 
preamble: 

Whereas, by the twelfth section of the act May 20, 1870, to incorporate 
the Washin; Market Company, it is ded that if the corporation of the 
city of W. ＋ ** shall, after a period of thirty years from the approval of this 
act, by a vote of the councils thereof, express a desire to possess itself of the said 
market buildings and grounds, C. may authorize the corporate authorities to 
take ion of the same upon ment to the said market-house company 
of a sum of money equal toa and jast valuation of the buildings d improve- 


an 
ments then stan upon said ; and the modeand manner of 
such valuation be determinad by Congress. 


That is the act to which the gentleman refers, which provides that 
Congress may provide the mode and manner by which this District 
may take on of this market-house property on certain terms 
and conditions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Which Congress is now asked to do in the pas- 

of the bill the gentleman holds in his hand. 

. GARDNER. t the point I wish to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to is this: in this bill which is a rescission of a contract of lease 
between the Government and the Washington Market Company, by 
which the Washington Market Company are absolved from further 
obligation, and by the act of Congress alone they say the District of 
Columbia shall assume ‘such and certain obligations, and I should 
like to know whether by that action Na pe and the Government 
do not assume the obligation of that whole contract and bind them 
to every obligation they have made on their part? 

Mr. LACK BURN. I am astonished at the gentleman. When the 
twelfth section of the act of incorporation especially provides at the 
expiration of nie divs Con may provide the te accord- 
ing to limitations therein stated, upon which the District of Colum- 
bia may itself of this property, thereby canceling every obli- 
gation which the Washington Market Company owes to the District, 
the Government of the United States, or any other body or power— 
when that is the provision of the twelfth section, that upon the ex- 
piration of thirty years, Congress prescribing the terms, the District 
possessing itself of this property, the obligations on every hand shall 
cease and terminate, and when the Washington Market Company 
now comes forward and says, “ I am willing to yield and anticipate 
the expiration of the term of thirty years; Tam willing to allow yon 
to take possession now instead of then,” and when the Con of 
the United States prescribes the terms and the District of Columbia 


expresses its pu: to itself of this property and the inter- 
mediate period of thirty years has been waived on al hands, I cannot 
for the life of me see that any obligation can survive, either on the 
ope of the Washington Market Company to the District of Colum- 

ia or the Federal Government or on the part of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to the District of Columbia. It is a termination of the con- 
tract by mutual a ment all round. 

Mr. DICKEY. ill the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. DICKEY. Mr. Speaker, this seems to be an important bill, and 
as the substitute reported by the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia contains a great many changes and amendments of the bill as 

rinted, I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky the propriety of 

aving the bill printed; and if he will yield I will make the motion 
for that purpose, so that when we have the bill up for action we may 
understand exactly what is the nature of its provisions. I confess 
Iam unable to give an intelligent vote on this bill as it is now pre- 
sented. I cannot ascertain from the bill as printed what the bin as 
presented by the committee does provide. Ido not know whether 
this market company is insolvent, so that it is n to put its 
affairs in the hands of a receiver. I do not know whether the purpose 
is to relieve the market company from litigation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, neither the one thing nor the 
other has aught to do with this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. I wish to understand the provisions of the bill. I 
do not understand them now, and if the bill be ed so that it 
can be ave we will then have an opportunity to understand it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I regget that the tleman from Ohio cannot 
3 the provisions of the bill at least sufficiently well to sat- 
isfy him that neither the question of solvency or insolvency upon the 

art of the company nor the question of litigation in which it may be 
involved has had any connection whatever with the bill. The com- 
pany is not insolvent, I apprehend; but that is a question with which 
we have had no concern and as to which we have made no inquiry. 
So far as litigation is concerned in which the company may be in- 
volved, there is an expressed provision in the bill that it not be 
interfered with. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly; this is an inquiring House. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask for information. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I shall be glad to furnish it if within my 


power. 

Mr. FINLEY. As I understand from the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Dickey] the bill now under consideration has 
been considerably altered and changed from the printed bill, and I 
desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Kentucky to p 
3, 4, and 5 of the printed bill, sections 4 and 5, and to make an in- 
quiry as to whether there has been any change as to the point to which 
I wish to refer. The point is this: in section 4 of the printed bill it 
is provided that notice shall be published for ten consecutive days in 
some newspaper printed in the city of Washington, warning ell stock- 
holders, bondholders, and other creditors to appear within 9 
by thereafter and present their respective claims upon the award. 
It is further provided that the publication of this notice shall be suf- 
ficient to bring the parties into court. In short, as here printed, the 
bill makes the notice not only construetive—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
what concern that is of ours? What interest has either the Goy- 
ernment of the United States or the government of the District of 
Columbia in that section of the bill? 

Mr. FINLEY. If the gentleman will allow me I will come to the 
point as to which I desire to make an inquiry. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, That provides for a settlement and a distribu- 
tion of the award among the stockholders and bondholders of the 
Washington Market Company, in which neither the District of Co- 
lumbia nor the United States nor anybody else can possibly have any 
concern. 

Mr. FINLEY. I understand it provides more than that. I under- 
stand it provides for all classes of creditors. I understand now further 
that by section 4, after the expiration of those twenty days, the court 
certifies to the auditor and the auditor or master, as i is called, pro- 
ceeds to make a report of a certain class of claims, including bonds 
and all other claims, and that, without an exception, within fifteen 
days of his making his report a judgment is entered against all claims 
of whatever class. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Again I reply, Mr. Speaker, that nobody on 
the face of the earth has rap Sree in that except the parties in 
interest in the Washington Market Company. 

Mr. FINLEY. Well, I will ask the gentleman whether in the case 
of a party who has aclaim against the market company and who may 
be absent in California, a notice published for ten days requiring him 
to appear twenty days thereafter-—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And thirty days for the auditor to make his 
report in. 

r. FINLEY. I do not understand that thirty days are given for 
the report of the anditor. Is that the fact? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The auditor cannot be limited. Does the gen- 
tleman expect an auditor to marshal these assets and make a report 
in ten minutes involving a distribution of an award of $300,000 

Mr. HUNTON. Let me suggest another thing. All the creditors 
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of the market company, stockholders and bendholders and other 
creditors, were represented before the committee and assented to that 
provision of the bill. That provision as to the outside creditors was 
put in out of abundant caution, it being understood that there was 
vey little outside debt owing by the company. 

r. FINLEY. I was not quite through with what I wished to say. 
There is a difference between ten minutes and thirty days. I under- 
stand this bill makes no provision that the auditor should make his 
report within thirty days. It practically, then, provides that twent 
= ten days or thirty or thirty-five days of constructive notice sha 

iven. 

r. BLACKBURN. The gentleman’s calculation is at fault. First, 
there is the ten days’ notice. Then comes the twenty days. Then 
comes the fifteen days, within which exceptions shall be filed. And 
then comes the time that it is requisite for the auditor or master com- 
missioner to have within which to make his report, and that is to be 


ded, 
Mr. FINLEY. The inquiry I rose to make is this: whether there 
has been any change in this bill-— 

Mr. BLACKBU In that regard ? 

Mr. FINLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. There has not. I wish to add that, instead of 
its being thirty-five days or sixty days, as it would probably turn 
out to be, if the time were reduced to five days I apprehend no mem- 
ber of this House would have occasion to oppose this feature of the 
bill; because it is a matter in which neither the Federal Government 
nor the District of Columbia nor anybody else can possibly have an 
nterest. It is a matter in which no can have any concern ex- 
cept it be the parties in interest in the company, and they have 
appeared, as has already been stated, before the committee and ac- 
cepted the provision; and they stated that this mode of settlement 
was agreeable to them, But more than that, through abundant cau- 
tion, in order to show that this bill has not been crudely put together, 
there is an independent provision in it that declares that the claims 
that are asserted by the District of Columbia for back taxes, whether 
special or general, and the claim asserted by the District of Colum- 
bia for this deficit in ground rent, shall be considered as excepted to 
and shall not be amenable to laches, 

Mr. LOCKWOOD, How large are those claims f 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In re, to that the Washington Market 
Company and myself would be widely at variance in our estimate. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. What do the committee estimate it at! 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I speak for myself as a member of the com- 
mittee, and I say that all claims that will be asserted by the District 
of Columbia in the shape of abatement against the award of these 
arbitrators will not amount to less than from $125,000 to $150,000, 
That is to be determined at last by the Wa of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and until that judgment is rendered the 
money awarded by these three arbitrators is not to be paid to the 
Washington Market Company, or a sum sufficient to meet these claims 
is to be held subject to the decision of the 5 Court in reference 
to every claim asserted by the District of Columbia; and every claim 
thus asserted by the District of Columbia is expressly excepted to 
from the report of the master or auditor, no matter what the report 


may be. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman re- 
porting this bill to the fact that in this notice which is very short— 
ten days’ notice to appear within twenty days thereafter—there is 
no provision for minors, no provision to require appearance by order 
of the court as is almost always the case. A newspaper notice of ten 
days requiring all parties having claims against the company to 
appear and file them within twenty days, it e that 
Whether they appear or do not appear the notice sha considered 
absolute, I think is going further than has ever been done before. I 
call the attention of the gentleman to that. 

I wish also to call his attention to another point. In the classifi- 
cation of these claims the amount of all general or special taxes that 
may be outstanding and unpaid against the company together with 
all penaltics and arrears shall stand first. Next, all claims of the 
District of Columbia against the market Sempani which would in- 
clude at least the $25,000 a year rental; and if the whole subsequent 
rental forthe ninety-nine years is to be considered of any value, it 
would absorb a great deal more than any valuation provided for here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Of course there could be no deficit for ground 
rent recovered against the company after the time at which the com- 
pany surrendered the property under an agreement with the District. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me proceed a moment to state the points to 
which I desire to call the gentleman’s attention. The next class of 
persons to be provided for are the bondholders of the company. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman is again mistaken. If he will 
read further he will find that that has reference simply to marshal- 
ing the assets and claims. The bill expressly refuses to make any 
distinction or discrimination between bondholder, stockholder or 
creditor. It says that shall be determined by law. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam coming to that. That is the next class to be 
provided for. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Not for payment however. 


Mr. CONGER. No; in the assets. 

Fourth, The amount of all other claims of creditors of said market 
company up to the date of the report. 

Now that includes all those who do not hold bonds or have claims 

ainst the e under the previous heads. It includes all those 
who may own the floating indebtedness of this company for labor 
and for material. I turn now to the mode of payment. The first 
two classes, of awards of taxes and penalties —— 

Mr. BLACKBURN, And ground rent. 

Mr. CONGER. Shall be paid first. Second, all claims of the com- 

any for the $25,000 a year which has not been paid, making nearly 

,000 if it is allowed. And in the remaining three classes of cases 

the priority of the payment shall be determined by the court. Now 

I claim that in such a bill as this the very first provision of it should 

be_to secure to the laborers and to the men who have furnished mate- 
rials upon the works of this company their pay in fall. 

I find that they are left to come in if the courts shall so decide, 

Fifth. Now I think the bill is very imperfect in not giving a prefer- 
ence to the laboring- man; the men who have taken the most interest 
in the work, and who have furnished the material, and who have 
labored for the company, and who own the floating indebtedness of 
the company. I think they ought to be provided for; they are those 
least able to bear the loss. N 

Mr. BLACKBURN resumed the floor. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I want to ask the gentleman a 
question, This whole discussion and the bill itself came to me to- 
night for the first time. I had not an opportunity to examine the 
papers, but I desire to ask the gentleman from Kentucky, who has 
examined this question, whether the right of re-entry for non-pay- 
ment of rents exists in the Government or in the District of Colum- 
bia, or both. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman will permit me, I prefer first 
to 8 the questions of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Con- 
GER. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I prefer to answer the questions in rotation. 
To show how utterly untenable the objections of the gentleman from 
Michigan are, let me say, in the first place, to the e preasan which he 
makes about the want of notice, which was first made by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that it concerns nobody except the parties in interest, 
the Washington Market Company. is is a joint-stock company. 
It consists of stockholders and bondholders; and the stockholders and 
the bondholders are found almost invariably to be identical. They 
have met and passed upon this bill and found it entirely satisfactory, 
and agree to accept it and have signified their approval of its provis- 
ions. 

Now as to the uation of these claims, to which the gentleman 
from Michigan objects. He says that the laborers ought to be pre- 
ferred. Does the law give them priority ? If so, this bill leaves them 
with all the protection of the law. Does the gentleman mean to ask 
Congress to resolve itself into a judicial body and pass upon the pri- 
ority of claims? It has been my object and it has been the object of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia to avoid the appearance 
of the exercise of judicial power in this bill. The bill directs the 
auditor or the master commissioner to marshal these claims for trial, 
not for poros It makes an express Bs Ari as to how they are 
to be paid; and the gentleman from Michigan is mistaken in that 
matter, for the bill does not marshal the claims of the laborers in the 
fifth class, but in the fourth. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I said. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The 60 said, if I am not mistaken, that 
the laborers were in the fifth class, but really the stockholders come 
in last. The bill merely directs the auditor or master commissioner 
to marshal the claims. The first, claims of the District of Columbia 
for back taxes and arrearages; the second, for rents unpaid. Then 
comes the third class, which is the bondholders. Then comes the fourth 
class, which embraces all their creditors. Then comes the fifth and the 
last class, which embraces none but thestockholders. But this is a 
mere marshaling of the classes of claims. The bill provides that the 
first and second classes of these claims from the District shall take 

riority over everything; ground rent and taxes, I imagine that no 

borer would be able to enforce any claim pare property of that 
kind. This bill provides that the question of priority between the 
laborers and the bondholders shall be determined by law. Congress 
is not a judicial body, and if any citizen has a claim under this bill 
he holds it under the law ; and as amember of a legislative body I do 
not pro to engage in the exercise of judicial powers. 

I will say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. TOWNSEND] that 
in the act of incorporation of May 20, 1870, several conditions were 
im upon this market company, which have been stated in de- 
tail. Among other things they were required to put up buildings on 
the plans and specifications which were presented at the Clerk’s 
desk, in open House, and filed in the office of the Secretary of State. 
One of those conditions was that they should pay $25,000 per annum 
as ground rent. Another condition imposed upon them was that 
they were required to complete their building in two years. And 
then this further condition was im upon them: that in case of a 
failure or default of the Washington Market Company to comply 
with the provisions of the law the power was reserved to Congress 
to repeal or abrogate their franchise. 
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So that the question is settled.. But whether it were so or not, I 
state that as to this bill there is no di ment upon that point. 
The bill, as I have already stated, declares in the twelfth section that 
at the expiration of thirty years Congress ma paame the terms 
upon which the District of Columbia may cancel the remaining sixty- 
six years of the lease and itself of the 5 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I unders' that from the gen- 
tleman’s previous remarks. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. So that under the express provision of the act 
of 33 Congress reserved the power to alter, amend, modify, 
or repeal the charter. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I regret that I have not been able to ex- 
amine the bill except for a few moments here this evening. Other- 
wise I would not be under the necessity of troubling the gentleman 
in charge of the bill by asking questions. Looking over the ninth 
section of the bill, I have seen nothing that specifies the manner in 
which the net revenues of the market company shall be applied After 
the extinguishment of the panapa and interest of the bonded debt 
authorized to be issued by the District commissioners under the direc- 
tion of the 78 of the Treasury. It seems to me that, if the 
bonds issued by the District commissioners are paid out of the rents 
and profits, the District government thereby becomes equitably enti- 
tled to the buildings and improvements situated on this Government 
land, and that consequently the Government, unless it made some 
reservation, would be in such a situation as to be equitably estopped 
from disturbing the possession that had been uired under feso 
circumstances, It seems to me that perhaps the bill ought to contain 
some such provision as this. 


Provided, That after the payment of thé — 


and the interest of the bonds 
tates shall tled 


assessed 
stands bears to the then assessed value of the buildings re 
profits shall not be 
in any one year. 


In other words, from the time when the debt has been e ee 
so that the District and the Government of the United States me 
in some sense owners in common of this property the Government of the 
United States, by an explicit reservation now made, ought to enjoy 
such proportion of the rents realized as the assessed value of the Goy- 
ernment’s real estate bears to the assessed value of the District’s build- 
ings and improvements. This is the point to which I wanted to call 
the gentleman’s attention, to inquire whether or not it is covered by 
the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the gentleman 
from Indiana has at last abandoned the discussion within the realm 
of legal obligation, and now comes to the equitable features of the 
case. I say very frankly that speaking for myself I have not the 
slightest objection to ingrafting upon this section an amendment 
declaring that after the extinguishment of the bonded debt the net 
revenues of this market-house pro shall be liable, not propor: 
tionably, notin moiety, but that the entire net revenues of this market- 
house property shall be subject to such disposition as Congress in its 
discretion may see proper to make. At the same time I would say, 
speaking from the stand-point of a lawyer, that such an amendment 
would in my judgment be ed area because I hold that whenever 
that debt is extin ed the tation put by Congress in this bill 
upon the application of the revenues has expired, and it is for Con- 
gress to say again, as it now in this instance says for thirty years to 
come, to what those revenues shall be applied. 

But looking at the matter from the stand-point of equity, I can 
hardly concur with the gentleman from Indiana in thinking that the 
District of Columbia would become possessed of an equitable right 
to enjoy the net revenues of this property, because here stands the 
Government of the United States holding the title in fee to more than 
a half million dollars’ worth of real estate in the heart of this city. 
Improvements and buildings have been put upon it. Now the Gov- 
ernment of the United States says to the District of Columbia through 
this bill, “You may now take this property free of ground rent, frec 
of an ility to the poor-fund or to the Federal issue 
your Vande for the actual and ascertained value of the improvements 
which this joint-stock company have put upon the property; pledge 
the revenues of the property and no other revenues to the oxtinguish- 
ment of that debt.” After this has been done, (which costs the Dis- 
trict of Columbia not a solitary dollar, because I have said the reve- 
nues from this property are admitted on all hands to be amply suf- 
ficient and more than sufficient to discharge the liabilities within the 
time a then how is the District of Columbia of 
any equitable title? What dollar of money has she ever put into it? 
The United States Government is the owner of the fee of the real 
estate; a corporation has put improvements upon it; bonds have 
been issued resting solely upon the revenues of the property; those 
revenues have proved amply sufficient to meet and extinguish the debt 
by or before maturity; the government of the District of Columbia 
has not a dollar invested, and I cannot see where an equitable title 
would accrue. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Let me ask a question right here. If a 
private individual should transfer to you the title of certain prop- 
erty and give you the rents and profits of that property for thirty 
years for the purpose of meeting the amount that he had reserved to 
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himself; if at the end of that time you had satisfied the indebtedness 
out of that property, would not the title be in you? This bill pro- 
vides, as I understand, that the title to the improvements and build- 
ings of this market company shall vest in the District commissioners, 
who, under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall issue 
their bonds pledging the rents and profits of these buildings for the 
liquidation of the principal and interest of these bonds. Now, when 
the title to this property is at least equitably vested in the District 
government and when that government has issued its bonds, and out 
of the property the title of which is vested in it has discharged these 
obligations, how does it happen that in point of equity the District 
gorana at the end of that time has no equitable ownership in the 
property 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ianswer the gentleman by saying he and I 
are arguing from different stand-points. I say t eti le never does 
pass and never has passed and never is to pass from the United States 
either to the Washington Market Company or to the District of Co- 
lumbia, neither legally nor equitably. The title in fee is in the Gov- 
ernment to-day and would have rested there undisturbed for ninety- 
nine years while the usufruct remained to the market company. I 
say further, taking the illustration the gentleman from Indiana offers 
me, if I am the owner in fee-simple of a landed estate and I convey 
to you under a leasehold, coupled with the condition you shall dis- 
charge certain incumbrances or debts from the rents, issues, and profits 
thereof at the end of the term of years for which I made the lease- 
hold conveyance, the incumbrances having been lifted, the debt hav- 
ing been discharged according to contract, would the gentleman from 
Indiana undertake to oust me from the title in fee or set up an equi- 
table title against me as owner? I apprehend not. 

In summing up, Mr. Speaker, I have but this to say by way of re- 
capitulation in a single sentence: the several features of the bill 
which have been inquired into—I will not say attacked—involve 
questions in which neither the Federal Government nor the District 
of Columbia can ibly have any concern. They are matters of 
detail as to the disbursement or distribution of an award which shall 
be made to the Washington Market Company according to the prior- 
ity pven and awarded by the court. And to that condition the stock- 
holders and the bondholders have already officially assented. Sec- 
ondly, the Federal Government, as I have said more than once, does 
not become in any contingency conceivable, by any torture or twist 
of construction, liable to he extent of a dollar either for principal 
or interest upon these bonds. Further than that, the District of 
Columbia is responsible upon the bonds issued resting and predicated 
simply upon the revenues of the property that is thus to be trans- 
ferred to its possession. And lastly, I add, it is amy eee 
whether a leasehold of half a million dollars’ worth o: estate, 
the fee-simple title to which rests in the Government, and absolute 
ownership of improvements in connection with the real estate prob- 
ably worth six or seven hundred thousand dollars, upon agreement, 
all parties in interest assenting, to be turned over to Government 
and back to the District at a cost 13 less than $200,000 and 
every dollar of that to be paid out of the bonds which are to be met 
from the revenues and uses of the property itself—if that is not an 
advantageous transaction, then every member of the Committee for 
the District of Columbia has been grossly deceived. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. What amount of bonds and stock have been 
issued by the Washington Market Company? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the figures in the committee-room. 
There has been $100,000—I cannot speak accurately, for I am speak- 
ing from memory. 

r. LOCKWOOD. Have they made a dividend on that stock? 

e d Did the gentleman want an answer to his 
question 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Les, sir. 

Mr BLACKBURN. I am trying to give it. There have been 
$100,000 paid in on the capital stock. The capital stock was limited 
to one million of money. There has been 10 per cent. paid in. There 
have been bonds issued at various times. My recollection is that 
the aggregato of bonds issued by this company is either $120,000 or 
$160,000. The latter is my best recollection. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Now, I wish to know whether they paid any 
dividend on this stock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. They have, sir; but they have paid dividends 
only on the amount paid in. They have not paid dividends on the 
amount of the capital stock, but they have paid dividends on the one 
hundred thousand of stock, which was the amount actually paid in. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. How many dividends have been paid? 

i — BLACKBURN. They have paid six annual dividends from 

0. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. What per cent? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ten percent. Those have been the dividends 
paid on the amount of stock paid in, that is on the $100,000. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman let me offer an amendment? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

: Mr. CONGER. i move at the end of section 6 to add the follow- 
ng: r 

Provided, Priority shall be given to all claims for labor and material furnished 
for the improvement of such property to the said market company. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say, so far as I am concerned, I certainly 
have no objection to the adoption of that amendment. I am the 
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introducer of a resolution directing an investigation into the affairs 
of this market company with a view of working a forfeiture of its 
charter. The RECORD shows I am the introducer of a bill which 
directs the Attorney-General of the United States to institute legal 
proceedings to declare that forfeiture. I am not here as the advocate 
of the Washington Market 117 most assuredly; I trust I do not 
appear as its prosecutor ; but I do say that while Sina rise that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michi [ Mr. ConGER] 
can have no possible effect upon interests in which the Government 
or the District of Columbia are involved, it is a question between the 
stockholders and the bondholders and the general creditors, if there 
be any, of the company. 

Mr. CONGER. And the laborers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection to that. I never believed 
it was safe for a legislative body to undertake to discharge judicial 
functions. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman think that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan would be unconstitu- 
tional? Is it in the power of this Congress, on a billof this character, 
as to claims already existin sgalan this corporation and its asso- 
ciates, to pass a feature of this kind? Can they do it without inter- 
fering with vested 2 — ? It might be right to do it in an original 
act of in ration, but at this stage I think it unwise. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have already indicated to the gentleman 
by my remarks that I concur with him in the opinion he has just 

ressed 


tar. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am liable under 
the circumstances of this case, more liable than usually even, to be 
mistaken as to the real bearing of this bill and as to what are the real 
interests of the country and of the District of Columbia in regard 
to the matter presented in this bill. But this strikes me as undoubted 
in regard to the matter before us. The Government has a lien upon 
the property of this market-house, an indefeasible lien, and has a 
right to re-enter upon these grounds for the enforcement of rent. It 
strikes me further that the taxes against the market company are an 
undoubted lien upon the interests of the market company in the 
property and that there is not the remotest danger of either the Dis- 
trict of Columbia or the Government losing a cent of these taxes, and 
the interest of the Government as to the rent and the interest of the 
District of Columbia as to the taxes is perfectly safe without this 
law, as it would be with it. 

Now I look further, I do not know the exact amount of the debt 
of the District of Columbia. It is said to be about $25,000,000. We 
owe half of it; I will not say that we owe it, but we have half of it 
to pay. This District was improved largely at one time, and the 
people of the United States ugh Con got up great excite- 
ment and destroyed the local Legislature and adopted a policy against 
local self-government in the District of Columbia which most egre- 
giously failed by the action of the men who lived and owned prop- 
erty in the District of Columbia themselves. 

But in any way su “pee the people of the District of Columbia owe 
$12,500,000? This bill is going immediately to put upon the District 
of Columbia just so much more debt as the commissioners appointed 
under this bill shall create by their laws, and I am told that it is 
claimed that the buildings upon this land cost $400,000 or thereabouts ; 
and I assure you, and I think the experience of members of the House 
will induce them to concur with me, that when a municipal corpora- 
tion is going to pay or the Government is going to pay for property 
it is not appraised very low, and I have no doubt the amount will 
reach $400,000. 

We are by this law to put a burden of $300,000 additional debt 
upon the District of Columbia. Now this District is our ward, and 
our ward is here every day asking help and relief at our hands, and 
if we place this debt upon it we shall have to carry it ourselves. 

Now, I do not believe that there is any such intention on the part 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia, because I have no 
doubt that they have put this matter fairly before the House as it 
seems to them, but I am free to say that if I had been one of the 
Washington Market Company and I had undertaken an enterprise 
e ive almost beyond a possibility of return, I should be willing 
to let the Government take it off my hands and pay me for it, espe- 
cially after I had year after year utterly refused to orm my part 
of the obligations under the contract, and therefore I do not doubt 
that the company would be willing to let this law be passed. 

Sir, I think if I were rich and had the wealth of the Astors I should 
be willing to invest in this market companys and I think I could do 
so with utter safety. Ido not know but what it is all right, but 
there are fingers about this matter that I have learned to suspect. I 
do not speak ironically and I have no doubt in my soul that I have 
seen the fingers of Joab in this matter or I thought I had. I myself 
shall vote, if I have a chance, to enforce the law on this defaulting 
company; that is my doctrine. They Mi se with us and they 
have not kept their bargain, and instead o aap e the plausible 
suggestions from their friends, let them obey the law; that is the 
way it strikes me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want to say to the gentleman from New 
York that while I concur with him fully in the view that he has 
reached as to the failure of this company to comply with the condi- 
tions of its charter and as to the absolute propriety of enforcing the 
law against it, as illustrated in the bill now in print and recommitted 
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to the Committee for the District of Columbia proposing a declara- 
tion of forfeiture of all the franchises of the company, Fain to re- 
mind him that in one part of his calculations he seems to be in error. 
If the award is to be $300,000, the value of the company’s improve- 
ments, as the gentleman from New York very properly and naturally 
surmises, the company would hardly be making money by a surren- 
der of the property when they are receiving $53,000 of annual revenue 
now. Under such circumstances it seems to me this can hardly be 
considered an insolvent company. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, I do not propose to surrender any- 
thing. I oan to walk up and take the property. 8 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Well, Iwill join the gentleman from New York, 
and will be glad of his support, in ing the bill which is now be- 
fore the House, unless this bill should meet the approval of Congress; 
for the report filed with this bill declares that only in the event of 
this bill becoming a law will it be deemed unnecessary to press the bill 
for the forfeiture of the franchises of the company. I believe myself 
that all the gentleman from New York has said by way of criticism 
upon the Washington Market Company for its failure to comply with 
its obligations has been deserved, and ever so much more that he did 
not say. But the Washington Market Company did not come here 
and for this bill. It was only when the other bill had been in- 
troduced here, instructing the Attorney-General to wrest this prop- 
erty from that company ander a proceeding for forfeiture of charter, 
it was not until then that the company came before the committee 
and agrood, as a matter of compromise, to accept the bill now under 
consideration, which looks to the transfer of the property. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. The adoption of the other alter- 
native will save the District of Columbia from assuming the payment 
of a dollar; it will save the Government of the United States from 
assuming the payment of a dollar, All we have to do is to enforce 
our rights as aos the oompany: 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman will allow me to ask him a 
question. Admitting that this company, as he believes and as I assert, 
has justly and fairly forfeited its charter rights, would the gentleman 
from New York in declaring a forfeiture, whether by judicial pro- 
cedure oot congressional enactment, wrench that property from 
them and take the improvements that they have put upon it without 
giving them just and fair compensation? 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I will answer the gentleman. I 
would take it and hold it unless the company devised some way to 
bring me the money. I would not pay them for their wild expendi- 


tures. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Let me ask the gentleman in all kindness one 
other question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Certainly, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In declaring by judicial process or by the ex- 
ercise of the arbitary power of Con a forfeiture which, in my 
N as in the gentleman’s, has been richly earned—in wrench- 

ng from the company these improvements, worth $300,000 according 
to his estimate, in which I am to agree—would he make an 
1 from the Federal ury to provide for the interest 
that the widow and the orphan have in the shape of bonds or stock 
invested in the company? . 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Mr. Speaker, we are legislating 
all the time for“ the widows and orphans.” We have several mem- 
bers in this House (though I believe their seats are vacant just now) 
who sit up nights with those “ widows and orphans.” {Laughter} 
I want to care for them. But suppose I am a poor man having only 
$5,000 which I lend upon a farm worth $10,000. The borrower does 
not pay mea dollar. The time comes when I must have my money. 
Now what is to be done? Am I to foreclose my mort, or am I 
compelled under some high sense of honor to say, “I 1 not fore- 
close; and inasmucli as I cannot raise money to pay the other $5,000, 
I will go without what I have loaned.” Society must stand by the 
enforcement of laws. Occasionally property must be sold ee On a 
foreclosure. So far as this company is concerned it can pay. It is 
not poor men by any means that own the whole of thisstock. There 
are plenty of rich men holding it ; otherwise they could not hire Caleb 
Cushing to hang around here and draw bills and fi in regard to 
this matter. Caleb must have money. [Laughter. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Has the gentleman any hesitation in telling 
us whether the gentleman last named by himself is the “ Joab” to 
whom he alluded a little while ago? [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. He is Caleb. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I confess that f sympathize 
somewhat with the fear expressed by my friend from New York [ Mr. 
TOWNSEND] in reference to there being some “ Joab” lurking around 
this bill. I do not refer to any of the members of the committee or 
any members of the House; but I fear that there are powers outside 
that are not seen. With the view of preventing any improper advan- 
tage that might possibly be taken, I desire, if I should have an oppor- 
tunity, to offer an amendment in the form of an independent sec- 
tion. I will read it now, in order to bring it to the attention of the 
House: 

Sec. 11. That nothing in this act contained shall be held or construed to limit or 
impair the right and power of the Government of the United States to alter, change. 
or amend the provisions of this act in any manner it may deem proper; nor shall 
this act be held or construed to limit or impair the right of the United States to 


control the renting and the profits and revenues arising said market-house 
after the payment of the e and interest of the bonds herein authorized. 
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Mr. CONGER. I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana offer 
his amendment ? 

Mr. CONGER. That is not an amendment to my amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, was again read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, So far as I may do so I cordially accept that 
amendment. 

Now I wish to say I have no disposition to force this bill 3 
or put it upon its passage if it is not the pleasure of the House. The 
District of Columbia Committee has but one day in each month, and 
the next day will be the third Monday of next month and that will 
be devoted to the bill to establish a permanent form of government. 
If I knew what the wish of the House was I would be glad to accom- 
modate my motion to it, either to ask the consideration of this bill 
now or to ask the House to set some night during next week when 
the bill and amendments might be printed and come up and be dis- 
cussed at any length. Butin order to test the sense of the House, 
protesting I have no preference in the matter so far as I am con- 
cerned, 1 will ask the previous question on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before the gentleman from Kentucky asks the 
previous question I desire to offer an amendment. In accordance 
with the suggestion made to limit the payment in the fourteenth 
section I propose to move an additional proviso to section 9, as fol- 


lows: 

Provided, That as soon as the rovenues arising under this act shall suffice 
to pay and discharge the bonds herein authorized to be issued the commissioners of 
the District of Columbia shall set apart annually the sum of $25,000 to be expended 
as required in section 14 of the act incorporating the Washington ‘ket Company. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the gentleman from Illinois whether he 
does not think the object he seeks to 3 by that amendment 
is better provided for by the amendment of the gentleman from In- 


diana? 

Mr. BURCHARD. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
leaves it subject to future legislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The amendment of the gentleman from Mli- 
nois would anticipate a contingency which cannot occur for thirty 

ears to come. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Itmay occur, because the revenues which may 
be set a may suffice. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In twenty years? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before that time. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But this would be legislation in anticipation 
of at least twenty years. I have no objection in the world except it 
looks as though it would be rather hazardous for us to anticipate in 
figures what amount of money could be spared from the revenues of 
this property twenty years hence in excess of the sum found neces- 
sary to pay its current expenses. That is my only objection. 

Mr. BURCHARD. These revenues are to be applied to the pay- 
ment of the n incidental expenses of conducting said market 
and to pay the principal and interest of the bonds herein authorized 
to be issued. They may pay the bonds in ten or fifteen years or any 
other time, but if the market company have possession and means 
sufficient I can see no objection to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I have stated the only objection I have to it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I hope the gentleman will allow my amendment 
to be offered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no objection, but I think the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana provides better for it. 

Mr. BURC D. Let my amendment come in. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Idemand the previous question on the bill and 
pending amendments. 

The are uestion was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The SPE pro tempore. The question will now be taken on 
the amendments in their order, and the amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] will first be read. 

Mr. DICKEY. Is it in order to move that this bill and pending 
amendments be printed ! 

Te is pro tempore. It is not,as the previous question is 
operating. 

The Clerk will now read the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After the word “them,” in line 21, section 6, add the following: 


Provided priority shall be given to all claims for labor and material furnished 
for the improvement of such property to the said market company. 


The House divided; and there were ayes 12, noes not counted. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The amendment is evidently rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. I want to find where 
the friends of the laboring-man are to-night. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 75. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas and nays are not ordered, 
one-fifth of those 1 not having voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I do not like this bill, and I 


therefore raise the question that there is no quorum 3 
Mr. BLACKBU No quorum is reg on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 


The SPEAKER e sili The Chair sustains the point of order- 
A quorum is not required on a call for the yeas and nays. - 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I hope gentlemen will not insist any further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment of the gentleman 
from Michigan is rejected. 

Mr. H EE. The amendment of tho gentleman from Michigan 
does no harm, because the se age does not owe asingle cent which 
will be affected by it one way or the other. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I stated I had no objection to the amendment 
except that in my judgment it is unconstitutional; and I do not in- 
tend to vote for any amendment that in my judgment contravenes 


the Constitution. 
I think the gentleman had better accept the 


Mr, HENDEE. 
amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I cannot accept it. 

Mr.CONGER. The gentleman in his bill has already given priorit; 
to two classes of creditors. But it seems that in his judgment it 
unconstitutional to give priority to the claims of the workingmen. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, If debate is in order I will say in reply to the 
gentleman as to that 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not inorder. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan has been rejected. 

Mr.CONGER. The point was raised that a quorum did not vote. 

rie BLACKBURN, A quorum is not necessary to order the yeas 
and na i 

The SPEAKER pro tem; The question is next on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER. ] 

The amendment was again < 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion that the House adjourn, it 
was nota to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I believe there is no objection to the amend- 
ment which has just been reported. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will wi 7 the next amend- 
ment, that of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. BURCHARD. ] 

Mr. HANNA. This is a bill of some importance and there are very 
material amendments being offered. It seems to me that it would be 
wise and prudent to have a session of the House on Monday night for 


irs ee of this bill. 
r. COBB. I rise to a question of order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HANNA. Iam not debating. I merely wish to suggest that 
there be asession of the House on Monday night to dispose of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order, but it is com- 
petent for the gentleman to ask a parliamentary question. 

Mr. HANNA. Then I make this parliamentary inquiry: would it 
be in order to move that Monday night be set apart for the further 
consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not; the previous question 
is operating. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the Clerk will read the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. BurcHARD.] 

The amendment was read. 

The question bong een on Mr. BuRCHARD’s amendment, there 

were—ayes 12, noes 54. 
So (further count not being demanded) the amendment was not 


adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and being en it was accordingly read the third time. 
Reti 1 I move the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question Was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The question was on the passage of the bill; and being taken, there 
8 59, noes 18. 7 

Mr. WNSEND, of New York. I now raise the point that a quo- 
rum has not voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted the Chair 
will order tellers. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As a parliamentary inquiry, I would ask 
whether the previous question, being in operation, if the House 
should now adjourn, this bill would not come up to-morrow morning 
as unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the opinion of the Chair that it 


would. 

Mr. CONGER. As the session of the House to-night is held under 
a special order limiting the business to reports from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia it appears to me that this bill, if not 
disposed of to-night, would go over to the next day when District 
business would be in order. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. In view of the statement made by the Chair, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Monday next. 
was not agreed to. 


The motion of Mr. 

The motion that the House adjourn was agreed to, ayes 52, noes 
not counted. x 

And accordingly (at ten o’clock and five minutes p. m.) the Houso 
adjourned. 


1878. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolutions of the Board of Marine Under- 
writers of Philadelphia, opposing the transfer of the live-saving serv- 
ice to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BA : The petition of Daniel K. Morgan and 125 tin- 
plate workers, of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, for such adjust- 
ment of the duty on tin-plate as will give relief to that industry—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of R. G. Crawford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, of Pittsburgh, Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to prevent the construction of brid, 
across navigable rivers that will interfere with navigation—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Martinsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for the extension of the national credit to aid in the 
completion of a great southern line of railroad to the Pacific Ocean— 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CANNON, of Utah: The petitions of the Society of Civil 
and Mining Engineers, of Utah Territory, and of citizens of said Ter- 
ritory en, in mining, against the abolition of the office of sur- 
as Ae nera in the States and Territories—to the Committee on 

ublic 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Resolutions of Phenix Grange, Fayette, Mis- 
pon that nbacks should be made legal tenders for all debts, 
public and private—to the Committee on N Currency. 

By Mr. COX, of New York: Resolutions of the Oswego (New York) 
Board of Trade, in opposition to transferring the life-saving service 
to the rag Boe ment—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. IS: The petition of Henry Rehder, for relief—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of citizens of Erie County, Penn- 
sylvania, 8 the passage of House bill No. 3689 —to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GARFIELD: The petition of men and women of Ohio, for 
the appointment of a commission to investigate the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOODE: The petition of citizens of Virginia, for an appro- 
priation for the establishment of automatic buoys—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts: The petition of ship-owners, 
merchants, and others, of Boston, Massachusetts, for the improve- 
eth of the harbor of Scituate, Massachusetts—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. LANDERS: The petition of Landers, Frary & Clark, and 
58 others, of New Britain, Connecticut, for legislation to extend the 
epot trade of the United States—to the Committee of Ways and 


eans, 

Also, the petition of Landers, Frary & Clark, and 45 others, of New 
Britain, Connecticut, against the granting of license or register to 
foreign-built ships—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MONEY: The petition of Benjamin Roach and others, of 
or Pre ppl for the refunding of the cotton tax—to the same com- 


mittee, 

By Mr. STENGER: The petition of 1,014 citizens of Franklin 
County, Pennsylvania, for the extension of the national credit to the 
completion of a great southern line to the Pacific—to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York: The petition of J. B. Enos, 
Saxton & Thompson, Hannamans & Ingalls, and Thayer & Beige, for 
the imposition of duties on foreign flour—to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Campbell County, 
Virginia, for the passage of the Texas Pacific Railroad bill—to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petitions of Peter Yarnell and Petronilla 
Byrne, be the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Two petitions of officers of the Navy, in 
behalf of sailmakers—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 20, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clockm. Prayer by Rey. S. Donn, St. 
Paul’s Lutheran Charch, Washington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 


CORRECTION OF JOURNAL. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Would 
it be in order to correct the Journal of several days ago? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. SAMPSON. On the 4th of April I offered a resolution and re- 
quested that it should be referred to the Committee on Printing. The 
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Rxconp shows that the resolution was so referred. In the Journal it 
sprees incorrectly to have been withdrawn. I simply desire to get 
the resolution before the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
troduce the resolution and that would have 
original action of the House. 

REPORT UPON nod CHOLERA. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Iwill do so. I offer the following resolution, and 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the Senate Executive Document No. 35, second 
session of the Forty-fifth Congress, being the report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
8 on the subject of hog cholera, be printed i in pamphlet form for the use of 

© House. 

There was no objection; and the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a resolution calling for information. 


WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded and the Chair has 
no volition. The unfinished business of yesterday is the question upon 
the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 4425) relative to the Washington 
Market Company, upon which the previous question has been ordered. 

The question was taken upon the passage of the bill, and the bill 


was passed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
xa poser and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, for the pu of continuing 
the consideration of the post-office appropriation bill. 

A AT REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will allow us to have a morn- 
ing hour. 

r. COX, of New York. I wish to say that I will not oppose the 
motion of my friend on the Committee on Appropriations, there being 
an understanding between us that on Tuesday next we shall have a 
morning hour, and then go to the Speaker’s table to dispose of the 
remaining business upon it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table a Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WADDELL. I want to know what this understanding is. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was an understanding merely between 
myself and the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. BLOUNT.] 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York said that he would 
not oppose the motion of the gentleman from Georgia, because on 
Tel the Committee on Appropriations will not interfere with the 
morning hour. The question now is upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia; but before putting that question the Chair desires 
to announce certain appointments for service on committees. 


SERVICE ON COMMITTEES. 

The Clerk read the following appointments : 

Mr. DEAN, of Massachusetts, on the Committee on Expenditures in 
the State Department, vice Mr. WALKER, resigned ; 

Mr. ACKLEN, of Louisiana, on the Committee on the Revision of 
the Laws, vice Mr. LEONARD, deceased ; and 

Mr. Ryan, of Kansas, on the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws, to fill a vacancy. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BLouxr's motion, and on a 
division there were—ayes 102, noes 42, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for tellers. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Has a quorum voted ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

3 ar WHITTHORNE. Then we must have tellers as a matter of 
right. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 
BLOUNT were appoin 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 105, nays 54. 

So the motion was to. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The presi, amendment when the committee 

7 
it 


ntleman might rein- 
o same effect as the 


last rose was, to strike out in line 21, on page 2, “$25,000” and to insert 
in lieu thereof “ $40,000 ;” so that it will read: for preparation and 
publication of post-route maps, $40,000.” 

Mr. BLO . I desire to make a statement in relation to this 
matter. I hope that the amendment will not be adopted. There was 
expended on this item of post-route maps last year $20,000. This 
5 has varied from $20,000 in 1871 to ,000 in 1876. In 
1871 there was for this item $20,000 appropriated ; in 1872, 39000 
in 1873, $22,000; in 1874, $27,000; in 1875, 830,000; in 1876, $30,000 ; 
in 1877, $20,000 ; and in 1878, $25,000 was appropriated. Now in 1877 
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the Committee on Appropriations made a further reduction to $20,000 
and during the last 1 for this fiscal year the committee appro- 
priated the sum of $25,000. 

Now, sir, during this session the argument was made that it was 
necessary to appropriate $5,000 additional in order to complete certain 
maps that the 8 were wanting to complete, and the appro- 
priation was made and they have the use of it. A 

The committee have provided not only that $5,000 for a specific 
purpose, but they have increased the appropriation for these maps to 
$25,000, which is more than has been appropriated generally for this 


urpose. 

I want to say that so far as this bill is concerned the Committee on 
Appropriations have dealt with it more tenderly than with any other 
bill and have, in my judgment, been exceedingly liberal and appro- 
priated more than the service of the Government e 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me ask the gentleman whether he has a detailed 
statement of the items which make up this 825,000 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will find it on page 85 of the Post 
master-General’s report; and it is there shown that a large part of it 
is to go for the pa of persons employed in this service. Any gentle- 
man who will ae at the matter will find that this branch of the 
service is growing up like everything else in this Government. When- 
ever any branch of the service gets a start it continues to grow and 
increase and is fertile with reasons for its life and growth. I hope 
the House is not going to assent to this method of increasing these 
appropriations. 

. BANNING. Is it not the fact that for want of sufficient appro- 
priations maps of several of the States and Territories have not been 
made up to this time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was alleged when we met here in the extra 
session; and we made an ss iba on this subject. But so far 
as that is concerned the gentleman will find that it not been the 
policy of the Government to do everything at once. I know of no 
special embarrassment in regard to this matter. We always get letters 
on this subject as we do in regard to everything else; and I want to 
say to my friend that if the communication from every little bureau 
ofiicer is to be the foundation for an increase of appropriations it is 
utterly useless for the Committee on Appropriations or the House to 
attempt to stand in the way of their increase. 

Mr. BANNING. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of every proper econ- 
omy and of cutting off every unnecessary expense—as much so, I 
think, as my friend from Georgia; but this a 5 is not only 
recommended by a „little bureau,“ but it n recommended 
unanimously, I understand, by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads after a full consideration of the matter. These maps are 
very useful. They enable the Post-Office Department to establish 
post-routes intelligently, and they conduce to economy by enabling 
the Department to find the proper places for post-offices and suitable 
routes upon which to transport the mails. 

Isubmit that to net tet Sa a sufficient sum of money to make 
proper maps of all the States and Territories, showing the post-routes 
and post-offices, is a measure in the direction of economy. 

I generally make it a rule to vote with a committee reporting a 
measure, and particularly the Committee on Appropriations, which 
works, I know, faithfully in the direction of economy. I think that 
when a committee of this House to which a subject has been referred 
has considered the subject fully and reported 5 thereon 
it is hardly fair for my friend from Georgia to say that it is only 
recommended by some little bureau.“ The appropriation is not 
only recommended by the bureau and by the Post-Office De ent, 
but also by a committee of this House. Hence I think it fair for us 
to conclude that it is needed; and, if it is needed, it is right for us 
to make the 5 

Mr. THROC RTON. I hope that this amendment will prevail. 
Ihave had some occasion, so far as my own State is concerned, to 
look into this question, and I find that the post-office map of our 
State is very incorrect; and the Department cannot correct it from 
the fact that the system of surveys prevailing in other States does 
not exist in ours. Hence with us it is more expensive for the Depart- 
ment to procure correct information and make an accurate map than 
in perhaps any other State in the Union. Knowing the necessity for 
these maps, I am satisfied after conferring with the Department in 
regard to this matter that the amendment ought to prevail. I do not 
like to antagonize the Committee on pc nae as ONS, but I feel that 
this is a point which we cannot very well afford to give up. I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. WADDELL. I have but a word or two to say in vindication 
of the action of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
We have not acted inconsiderately in making our recommendation 
to the House in regard to this appropriation. On the contrary we 
have carefully examined the matter. In regard to the remark of 
the chairman of the subcommittee, my friend from 8 (Mr. 
BLOUNT, ] about these communications coming from “small bureaus” 
for an increase of expenditure, I have to say that the Postmaster- 
General in his last report makes this statement: 

> ork of pre; and publishin, route 
5 of i 8 Ad that has 


the year with the V 
© year tl sum app! or wor e on new 
editions of most of the moore De 


previous]; 
and issue post-route maps in permanent form of 
ies, Kentucky, Tennessee, Georgia, Texas, Arkansas, and the Indian Territory, 


has been delayed in con- 


I recommend an increased appropriation of a sufficient amount to insure their 
execution, 


The Second Assistant Postmaster-General also makes this statement 
in his report: 


so necessary fo t, 2 
avoidably getting in arrears, but that the work toward the construction and publi- 
cation of of the most urgently required has been laid aside for want 
nla evada Oregon, andl tho ‘Torritories are daily oalled for, and ie be far 
nished under present circumstances. . 5 Si 

In addition to this we had before us the topographer of the Depart- 
ment, and from his statement the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads could not see how that bureau could be run with the 
appropriation provided for here. He has twenty-two omployés in his 
branch of the Department; and the salary of those employés (which 
he would like to increase if he could, but he does not propose to do so) 
would nearly absorb the whole amount of this appropriation, without 
allowing anything for the preparation of maps and all matters inci- 
dental thereto. 

Therefore I hope the House will consent to this. It is quite as dis- 
agreeable to me to demand an increase of these appropriations as to 
any member of the House. It is no pleasure for me to do so, but I 
look upon it as absolutely n , as does the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. [Cries of “ Vote!” “Vote!”] 

ee I renew the amendment for the purpose of asking a 
question. 

It will be observed, Mr. Chairman, that the last clause of thispara- 

ph provides that the Postmaster-General may authorize the pub- 
ication and sale of such maps to individuals at the cost thereof, the 
proceeds of said sale to be applied as a further appropriation for said 
purpose. My object in addressing the committee at this time is to 
call for an explanation of this provision of the paragraph. As I un- 
derstand from the reading of the paragraph there is an appropriation 
of $25,000 made for the preparation of these maps. That, it seems to 
me, would be sufficient to meet the purposes of gratuitous distribution. 
If others than those who are entitled to maps desire them they must 
pay the cost thereof. We find that money, instead of being turned 
into the Treasury, is a continuing appropriation, and I see no reason 
why that should be done. I haye no doubt the member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations reporting this bill may give some valuable 
„ on the subject, not only satisfactory to myself but to 
others. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as the inquiry of the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat is concerned, I say that the language used in this sec- 
tion is not original in this bill, but grew up in the last Congress. It 
was then suggested there were many outside of the Government em- 
ployés who would like to have these maps, and it was therefore pro- 
vided they might sell these maps to individuals and use the fund for 
the continuous reproduction and sale of maps to other persons; and 
that noinjury has come from this will be found by consulting the Post- 
master-General and the repova of the Department. The gentleman 
from New York will find that only $600 was derived from the sale of 


maps. 

Gentlemen Say bas it is important to the service these maps should 
be furnished. My friend from Texas says the map of that State is 
erroneous; but he does not tell this House of any embarrassment to 
the mails growing out of that matter. These maps are a convenience 
to the officers in the distribution of the mails, but the demand is not 
of that character which goes to the efficiency of the service, but a 
erir a 8 2 ~ De 8 

y friend says that they have been get just enough to pay the 
salaries of the officers. In 1871 and 122 wey got $20,000, $5,000 less 
than now, and in 1873 just about enough to pay the officers, and no 
more, Then the great bulk of the work was done in making up these 
maps, and yet we are now told it is only enough to pay the officers, 
and no more. This is the character of these communications. 

My friend from North Carolina says the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads has examined this matter. I protest I am not sensitive 
on the subject of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
examining intothe . of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. They are not in the habit of doing it, they are not familiar with 
them, for under the rules of this House the receipts and expenditures 
of the Post-Office Department do not belong to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. The labors for years on this subject 
and the information this House has had and acted on have been of 
the men whose business and habit it has been to consider this sub- 
ject ; and when you take the legislation and com it with what 

m expended in previous years, and in addition to that the de- 
ficiencies forced upon this House, I think it is about time we were 
standing still. If this thing is to be done on each and every item, if 
we are to have this sort of examination, then deficiency bills which 
are to come in here will be increased far beyond any which have here- 
tofore existed. I have 5 in deficiency bills, or so-called 
deficiency bills, corning in here. I have thought they were wrong, 
but our friends bring them before this House. we are to be retarded 
and frustrated by other committees, not in the habit of considering 
these appropriations, I confess to some hopelessness in cutting down 
the expenditures of the Government. 


1878. 
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Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, I wish to call the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to the fact 
that his amendment is for $45,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to state that. 

Mr. CANNON, of Minois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in 
reply to the gentleman from Georgia that I acknowledge his aptness 
in making up this bill, and, as I have said once or twice before, he 
has made a very gona one in many respects, but in this it is 
not sufficient. The genenan seems to be acting on the idea that 
when a map is made for one year it is made for all time; but that is 
not so. We have a great number of new routes on which service is 
put in States and Territories every year, and a map which was made 
two or three years ago for practical use of the Department and by 
the committees of this House is now of no account. These routes 
are ordered by Congress and service put upon them and this force of 
clerks is to be made 1 enough to keep up one hundred and fift; 
copies day by day. Iholdin my hand a statement of the maps whic 
have been published. It is official, and in many of these States the 
maps are absolutely obsolete and of no account because of the many 
changes made. Take, for instance, the maps in Kentucky and Ten- 
nessee. Tennessee is about ready for publication, and Kentucky will 
be ready in May. The map of Texas is obsolete and a new map of 
that State is in preparation. In California and Nevada and Idaho 
and Montana and Utah and New Mexico and Arizona, where the serv- 
ice is being extended, they can only get photograph copies, and those 
necessarily are imperfect. They do not show the service as it is now. 
They are changed month by month and year by year, by hand. 

Now, the Treasury Department uses these maps. And when you 
cut down the appropriation to $25,000, with a force of twenty-two 
clerks, it will not more than pay the salaries of these clerks, leaving 
nothing for material and for changing the maps. The result is that 
you unnecessarily and wrongfully cripple this service. 

I called attention the other day to the further fact that you do not 
give force enough to the topographer’s office to make maps to sell to 
other 3 ; with twenty-two clerks they cannot make enough 
maps for the Departments of the Government and for the committees 
of this House and for the employés of the Post-Office Department, 
who must have them if they intelligently and properly carry on the 
service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have one word to say in reply to the gentleman 
from Illinois and then I will ask for a vote. If the House lacked a 
reason for sustaining the Committee on Appropriations the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois, as just made, furnishes it. He has 
read to the committee a statement and gone through nearly all the 
States and Territories. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I presume the gentleman does not want 
to misrepresent me. I did not go through nearly all the States and 
Territories. But if the gentleman wishes it I will put the whole table 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope I will not be interrupted. When I get 
through I think the gentleman will find that I do not misrepresent 
him. I will put it in another form. The gentleman read to the 
House what seemed to be a list of the few States or sections of the 
3 supplied with maps. The great bulk of them have been 
su ' 

The gentleman stated that I seemed to think that when a mapof a 
country was made that was a finality. That, Mr. Chairman, is not to 
be inferred from anything that Isaid. But I think it shows something 
has been done on that subject. The gentleman calls the attention 
of the committee to the fact that it now requires, after so much has 
been done in the matter of map-making, $26,000 to pay to men em- 
ployed to make them; but some years ago $24,000 paid for the em- 
ployés and all the material used in the making of those maps. 

r. CANNON, of Illinois. Would not the gentleman’s argument 
justify the abolishing of the department altogether and making no 


ma 
Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. They did not make any maps at all a 


few 9 

Mr. G IELD. I would like to hear the proviso about the sale 
of maps read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the whole clause as it will 


be if amended. 
The clause as to be amended was read. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I move to strike out the last word. 


I regret, Mr. Chairman, that a bill generally so thoroughly good as 
this and so carefully prepared should have two or three places where 
the differences between the Committee on Appropriations and many 
members of the House are so sharp that I trust the gentleman in 
charge of the bill will crown its success by not insisting on the pro- 
visions of the bill as they stand, where so many tlemen think he 
has cut too deeply into the service. In re to this particular 
matter I wish to say, besides the uses named by other gentlemen to 
all the route agents through the United States, these maps are the 
charts necessary for their 3 They are like the mariner's 
charts on the ocean; and if the route agent does his duty successfully 
and well he must have before him, under his eye, a thoroughly accu- 
rate map, brought up to date, of ali the routes a ong his line of travel, 
so that he may with accuracy and correctness dispose of the mail as 
it comes along. 


The gentleman from Georgia s 
up for what is lacking in this appropriation. If that were true it 
would be a perfect answerto any demand for an increase of the Appio- 
paste. But I would suggest that generally private individuals 

ave no interest in buying these maps; and persons in the public 
service should not be required to do so. We should not require our 

ost-route agents to buy the official maps to enable them to do their 

uty. There is not a member of Congress who does not need to have 
a postal map of his district rectified about once a year by sending it 
back and having it corrected and brought up to date, with the dit. 
ferent colored lines put on marking the various routes in his district. 
He is thus able to see precisely the weekly, the tri-weekly, and the 
daily service on all the routes in his district, and to cut down this item 
to the amount placed in the bill is to cut it down almost to the naked 
amount now paid for salaries without paying for material; and I do 
not believe the sale realized under this proviso will be in any manner 
adequate to keeping up the service. 

Now the difference between the bill and the proposed amendment 
is so slight that it seems to me that if the gentleman in e of it 
would give way npon it his bill would pass almost with acclamation, 
and I hope he will let it 1 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to answer the formal 
amendment just made by stating that the necessity of overhauling 
these maps and making new maps results to a great degree from the 
gow of our frontier. I have been in this House three years. There 

as been but a single new post-route established in my district in 
those three years, and yet in Texas, in Kansas, in Nebraska, and in 
the Territories during those three years a new world has grown up. 
and if the maps of the Department are to represent what exists and 
what has come into existence during this time, there has got to be 
added to the maps in existence three years a new world, not for 
my district but for the frontier. I understand that twenty thousand 
new post-routes have been established in that time, and all of these 
have to be spread uponthe maps. It seems to me thatin view of the 
necessity of filling up the maps we are doing no wrong in raising this 
appropriation to $40,000, and the gentleman from Georgia ought to 
thank God that he has a country large enough to need it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who seems to misapprehend the object of 
the provision that the Postmaster-General may authorize the publi- 
cation and sale of said maps to individuals at the cost thereof. I 
will state the object of that provision. It was said during the last 
Congress, when the post-office appropriation bill was being consid- 
ered, that the appropriation merely furnished enough maps for the 
Government employés, and that often gentlemen outside for motives 
of curiosity desirei to have these maps. ' 

I do not object 


the sale of maps will make 


Mr. GARFIELD. That provision is very proper; 
to it, but it does not help to make up the appropriation, for the sale 
of these maps is very small. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was notintended to make up the appropriation, 
The appropriation in this bill for this purpose is larger than the 
amount generally appropriated when the gentleman was chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 know that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And there has been some work on the maps in the 
mean time. [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote! “] 

The question was taken upon the amendment; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 135, noes 49. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move to amend the clause by striking out of lines 
23 and 24 the words “ proceeds of said sales to be applied as a fur- 
ther 5 for said purpose.“ 

My object in doing so is this: if the proceeds of the sale last year 
amounted to $600 what was done with the money? What did the 
Postmaster-General do with these $600? I want to leave it so that 
under the general law the Postmaster-General can apply the proceeds 
of these sales to any p in the Department where they may be 
needed. As I understand the general law the Postmaster-General 
can apply the revenues of the Department to the expenses of the 
Department. Now, it seems to me that instead of turning this money 
over for the ee of more maps, if there is no demand for 


more maps, the money might better be used in some other direction. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I think it would be a dangerous thing to put a 
general fund into the hands of the Postmaster-General. 


Mr. BEEBE. What becomes of the money? 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is wholly within this very bureau in which it 
is to be expended, and the theory of our legislation for years past has 
been to leave no funds to be used generally except a small contin- 
gency fund, and this would allow the Postmaster-General to use this 
money where he pleases. 

Mr. BEEBE, Sup ose the proceeds of the sale should amount to 
$20,000, what woul me of the 820,000 7 

Mr. GARFIELD. There would simply be an unexpended balance 
to go back into the Treasury at the end of the fiscal year, whereas if 
the Postmaster-General was allowed to use it he might add it to his 
contingent fund or use it in any way he thought proper. 

Mr. BEEBE. It does not go back to the Treasury under this clause. 

Mr. GARFIELD. But it does under the 88 provisions of the 
law at the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BEEBE, I withdraw the amendment. 
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The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


and no other advertisement of such lettings shall be required; but this provision 
shall not apply to any other than general mail-lettings. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to amend that clause, in line 27, by 
inserting after the words “ tø be” the following: 

Printed in one or more newspapers in the counties through which mail servico 
may be called for. 

So that it will read: 


For advertising, $60,000: Provided, That the Postmaster-Gen 


T eral shall causo 
advertisementsof all general mail-lettings of each State and Territory to be printed 
in one or more news, in 


the countics through which mail service may be 

pores: POOR up in each post-office in the State and Terri- 
tory embraced in said adv: ents for at least sixty days before the time of such 
eral letting; and no other advertisement of such lettings shall bo required; but 
this provision shall not apply to any other than general mail-lettings. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the question of order that this is new legis- 
lation. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I trust the gentleman from Georgia will with- 
hold the point of order for a moment and allow me to explain this 
matter, and then I will address myself to the point of order at the 
conclusion of my remarks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. vay well, 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I have to remark in the first place that there 
is no subject in connection with our mail service more complained of 
than tho fact that large sums of money are paid to mail contractors 
in distant sections of the country. hy is that done? Under the 

resent mode of advertising, citizens in remote districts of the country 
a5 not see the advertisements of the Post-Office Department. They 
are only seen by a set of men called the“ post- office ring,” who take 
advantage of this fact and procure large contracts for mail service. 
Now, in order to prevent this and to bring the knowledge of the let- 
tings home to the people in the region of country through which the 
service is to be performed, I submit that it isin the interest of econ- 
omy that these advertisements shall be made local. 

Further, in connection with the pan of order, it will be observed 
that in line 31 it is provided “and no other advertisement of such 
letting shall be required.” I hold that, taking the entire section into 
consideration, the amendment I propose is e and pertinent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not raise any question as to the amendment 
being germane, but it is new legislation and involves an additional 
appropriation of money. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.. The 
amendment involves new legislation and does not tend to retrench 
ai f 3 

. DUNNELL. I move to strike out the proviso contained in this 


. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I reserve the question of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There has passed during this Con a bill re- 
ported from the Committee on Printing covering this question of 
advertising; and the provisions of this proviso are in conflict with 
the terms of that bill. If I had the act here I would move that it be 
substituted for this proviso. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I know that the bill referred to this House, 
and I think it zor likely, from what I have gathered, that it will 
pass the Senate. I ask, therefore, that this paragraph be informally 
Lai over, with the understanding that we may return to it here- 
after. a 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will consent to that. 

Mr. WADDELL. The bill referred to has been passed by the Sen- 
ate with amendments. It is now before the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DUNNELL. It has passed the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia, as the Chair un- 
derstands, waives the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, ot Pennsylvania. Then I reserve the point of order, 
though I am willing that the paragraph shall be passed by, with 
the privilege of returning to it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not withdrawn the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order will be regarded as pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tbat the compensation of postmasters of the fourth class shall be the box-rents 
collected at their offices and commissions on other postal revenues of their offices 
at tho rate of 60 per cent. on the first $100 or less per quarter, 50 per cent. on the 
next $300 or less per quarter, 40 per cent. on the excess above per quarter; the 
samo to be ascertained and allowed by the Auditor in the settlement of the quar- 
terly accounts of such postmasters : Provided, That when the aggregate annual 
compensation, exclusive of commissions on money-order business, of any postmas- 
~ of aor class aa e fd cee the Auditor 5 — to the 
class, and his salary fixed as heretofore provided. 4 

Mr. BLOUNT. By inadvertence this paragraph does not represent 
the views of the 8 on eee ee ; it is not eee 1 
and the committee have directed me to report as a substitute what 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the com ion of tmasters of the fourth class shall be the whole of 
the box-rents collected at their offices, and commissions on unpaid letter-postage 


collected, on amounts received from waste dead newspapers, printed mat- 
ter, and twine sold, and on S envelopes, postal cards, and 


newspaper and periodical stamps canceled as „ aie SIS DEA 


Mr. BLOUNT. I r 8 state that this is a provision agreed upon 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and reported 
in House bill No. 2695. I will add that upon consultation I find that 
the section in this form meets entirely the views of the Department. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I move to amend the substitute by adding 
the following proviso: 

And provided further, That such additional compensation shall be allowed to 
sg ey cred = — offices where a number of post-routes terminate as 


— 
the Postmaster - General, remunerative for the labor req! 
of such postmasters. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I reserve a question of order on this amendment. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. I will state my object in introducing this 
pori Gentlemen who represent sections of the country remoto 
m railroads know that, at certain post-offices at which a dozen 
or more post-routes terminate, the postmasters are charged with the 
labor of distributing a large quantity of mail matter. For this addi- 
tional labor no compensation is provided by law. It is just to tho 
laborer that he should receive proper reward for his labor; and it is 
only in this view that I have submitted the proviso. 

r. WADDELL. I will state to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that under the existing law the Postmaster-General may, in his dis- 
cretion, make allowance for clerk hire at distributing offices. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, That is an allowance for clerk hire; this is 
for the postmaster himself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The proposition of my friend from Tennessee is to 
increase the pay of postmasters. This is new legislation, for which 
there is no authority of law; and besides it increases expenses. 
Therefore it is not in order on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would appear on the face of the amendment 
from the words “additional compensation” that it does increase ex- 
penditures. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to offer an amendment to tho 
qe Ss text of the bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I propose to amend the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations by striking out the words “one thousand“ 
where they occur in the latter part of the amendment and insertin 
“twelve hundred ;” also by striking out the words “two hund 
and fifty“ and inserting “three hun ea 

The CHAIRMAN. The penseman from Alabama, who desires to 
amend the original text, will be first recognized. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota will be in order afterward. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to strike out after the word 
“be,” in line 39, the following: 

The box rents collected at their offices and commissions on other postal revenues 
of their offices at the rate of 60 per cent. on the first $100 or less per quarter, 50 per 
cent. on the next $300 or less per quarter, 40 per cent. on the excess above $400 per 
quarter; the same to be ascertained and allowed by the Auditor in the settlement 
of the quarterly accounts of such postmasters. 

And in lien thereof insert, “the same as now provided by law ;” 80 
it will read: 

That the compensation of ters of the fourth class shall be the same as 
now provided by law: Provi That, &. i 

Mr. Chairman, there has been—and doubtless there have been good 

unds for it—complaint against postmasters of the fourth class for 
illegally trading in 8 By the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads it is pro- 
posed to remedy the evil by a change in the manner of making com- 
pensation to these postmasters. They propose to make the change by 
substituting for percentage on the sale a percen on the stamps 
canceled. They say that will remedy the evil. I hold—and I believe 
if the House will listen to me but a moment they will agree with me 
this will be no remedy for that evil. If men are disposed to swindle, 
if postmasters are ag ets to cheat the Government, the proposition 
of the Committee on Appropriations and the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads will not prevent it, but in fact will enable them 
more effectually to continue that practice than under any other mode. 
If a dishonest postmaster is di to swindle the Government he 
may report the cancellation of a thousand sfamps when in fact he 
has not canceled more than fifty, and how are you to detect it? How 
do they propose to detect it except by evidence, except by „ hopes 
tion before the courts and the fact proved by witnesses. It is the 
only way to doit. The proposition I offeris to give compensation as 
now provided by law. The bill as reported in the original text pro- 
vides a remedy for this evil which has grown up under the system of 


trading in yg; poser Under the law as it now stands there is 
no penalty, Thelaw prohibits the sale of pestage-stamps for more than 
their face value, but it does not prohibit anysale of postage-stamps for 
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less than their face value. The law as it now stands does not prohibit 
trading postage-stamps for goods or anything of that sort, but the bill 
as reported does prohibit that, and makes it a penal offense, and makes 
all who doit indictable. That will remedy the evil more than the 
proposition coming from the committee. Another reason why loppose 
the amendment is that while it does not remedy the evil it increases 
the duties of the masters, It will increase their work to a three- 
fold extent. It is proposed that the ones of the country who 
are now the poorest-paid officers of the Government shall be required 
in addition to the work they now have to do to keep an account of 
every stamp canceled by them. Instead of this proving an econom- 
ical mode it will prove otherwise, because it will increase the clerical 
force in your post-offices, It will increase expenses instead of de- 
creasing them. I am as much op to this illegal traffic in post- 
age-stamps as any gentleman on this floor, but I do not wish in rem- 

ying that evil to increase the work and labor of the postmasters of 
the country. I think it can be remedied without it. 

Lele the hammer 75 

r. FRANKLIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. HEwITT, I and have only a 
word to say in this connection. I think the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] an eminently proper one, and 
that it should receive the sanction of the House. It is well known 
that a great abuse exists in the sale of stamps, at least that is the 
information we have from the Post-Office Department, and some action 
should be taken without delay that will correct it. The speech of 
the tleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] is an argument in favor 
of the remedy proposed by the gentleman from Georgia rather than 
against it. You may take any of the large offices of the country, and, 
upon inquiry of the postmasters thereof, you will find that some of 
the largest merchants of those cities, many who, in the transaction 
of their daily business, a aga a large number of stamps, do not pur- 
chase a single one of their own postmasters, and why? They get 
them elsewhere. Under the law as it now exists, they can be pur- 
chased far below their face value. I am informed they are frequently 
received in payment of bills by merchants; hence they have no neces- 
ay of Bete) them when they are sold at par. 

fr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is prohibited. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, Yes, a penalty is prescribed for it, but I have 
yet to learn that any wrong is necessarily prevented because a pen- 
alty is prescribed. According to the gentleman’s theory the only 
thing you have to do to prevent the commission of any wrong or any 
infraction of the law is to enact a statute declaring a penalty for it. 
That is the gentleman’s argument. 

He is fearful, too, that the postmasters of the country will be over- 
worked. Let them be paid, then, according to the labor they perform. 
I can tell him if any postmaster in his district desires to resign there 
will be many applicants for every vacancy. 

This measure strikes in the right direction. It will correct an abuse 
which now exists in the Post-Office Department and which should be 
eradicated without a moment’s hesitation. I am not thoroughly in- 
formed in that respect, and I ask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
the amendment is not founded upon the recommendation of the Post- 
master-General. 

R Mr. POIRE Yes, sir; it is recommended by the Postmaster- 
eneral, 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I thought so. This amendment places the salary 
where it should be. It says the postmasters shall have a certain per- 
centage upon the stamps canceled at their offices; that is, that they 
shall be paid in proportion to work done at their offices and amount 
of business transacted, and that they shall not have a percentage on 
the amount of stamps sold, which has led to a t abuse and which 
— — 25 loss upon the Government. I trust the amendment will 

opted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Committee on Appropriations would never have 
ontertained this change but for the fact that they believed they could 
reduce the nditures of the Government an presas the public 
service. The Postmaster-General estimated for the compensation of 
postmasters $7,500,000 under the old Jaw. We are told by the Depart- 
ment that they can get along with the $7,250,000, provided we make 
this chan We have the opinion of every person connected with 
the Post-Office Department and of every gentleman connected with 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, so far as I have 
heard, in favor of it; and I think that the abuses and the frands perpe- 
trated nnan the Department in this way have been spread and noised 
abroad ngao this land to such an extent as to induce this House 
without further debate to adopt this change. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to say one more word. 

In the law as it now stands, as I said a moment , there is no 
prohibition of a postmaster selling stamps to whom he pleases and 
where he pleases. There is no provision in the law that prohibits 
him from trading them for 8 or paying his debts with them—1 
mean in the present law as it now stands. And it was under that 
Jaw this abuse had grown up, and just because the law did not pro- 
hibit it. The only prohibition inst it was a mere order of a 
Department, and an order, in my opinion, that the law did not author- 
ize the Department to make. The penalty attached to the offense 
under this general order of the Post-Office Department was a simple 
removal from office. That was all. 

But now the Committee on Appropriations have roported a bill 


-is some trouble fora man to keep an account of all the stam 


here which I favor and which I think ought to be adopted, which 
absolutely prohibits the sale of stamps for less than their face value. 
We never had a law before that did this. There is no law now in 
force that forbids it. This bill not only prohibits that, but it po: 
hibits postmasters from trading in stamps for goods, from using them 


in buying goods, or paying their debts with them; and it affixes a 
severe penalty for the violation of the law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, postmasters of the fourth 
class receiving less than $1,000 perannum, tothe number, say, of thirty- 


five thousand, are paid in proportion to the number of stamps they 
sell, that is, for the first one hundred dollars’ worth of stamps the 
tmaster receives $60, on the next two hundred dollars’ worth sold 

e receives $100, and after that at the rate of $40 for each one hun- 
dred dollars’ worth sold; while in the great city offices the compensa- 
tion is adjusted in a different way, and in those large offices whero 
the postmaster sells one hundred dollars’ worth of stamps, the Govern- 
ment gets $100 in return. Now, if each one of the thirty-five thousand 
postmasters who receive less than $1,000 a year only sold stamps that 
are used upon letters mailed at his office, then the present law would 
opone fairly both to the postmaster and the Government. Butit is 
alleged that some of the postmasters who receive from $40 to $60 profit 
on every one hundred dollars’ worth of stamps sold, exchange stamps 
for merchandise or sell them at less than their face value, and that 
stamps so sold find their way to the cities or larger towns for use or sale 
in competition with postmasters at such cities. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral has called attention to this abuse and asks such legislation as - 
will prevent it. It is estimated at the Department that the loss to 
the Government is over $1,000,000 annually from this abuse. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed provides that the postmaster 
shall keep an account of all stamps canceled by him upon matter 
mailed at his office and shall be paid the tage on the stam 
canceled and not upon the amount sold; and if a postmaster now on 
sells stamps that are used at his office, the amendment will not change 
his compensation in the least. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe any considerable number of 
fourth-class postmasters act dishonestly; but it would be strange 
indeed if out of the thirty-five thousand, with no penalty attached, at 
least a few of them do not, as alleged, avail themselves of the oppor- 
tunity to make their commission of from 40 to 60 per cent. by sales of 
stamps other than to the ordinary customers in the limit of their 
respective offices. 

Mr. DANFORD. I desire to ask the gentleman whether these hon- 
est postmasters of the fourth class do not complain of the manner in 
which they are compelled to keep their accounts by this change in 
the law proposed by the committee rather than of the changein their 
compensation; whether that is not the great matter of complaint 
with them? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will be frank with the gentleman and 
say I have no doubt there is some complaint on that score, bocana it 

e has 
canceled ; not a great deal perhaps where he systematizes the work. 
But mind you, it is only postmasters of the fourth class who have tô 
keep that acconnt. Hence the ment of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hewrrr] does not hold good when he says they will have 
to have more clerk hire, because the Government in no case pays for 
clerk hire where the salary is under $2,000. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. How do you determine the salary? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. By the number of stamps the man can- 
cels and returns a statement of under oath. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. CLARK, of Iowa. In addition to what has been stated by the 
paom from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and others, in which I concur, 
wish to say that in thus disturbing or changing the method of com- 
putation or of adjustment of the there is one consideration 
which in my judgment is entirely left out. This section proposed by 
the committee from the bill of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads is a complete reprint of the law except as to the fourth- 
class postmasters, tho proposition being to change the method of 
arriving at the compensation and basing it on cancellation of 

stamps. 

Now, I wish gentlemen to hear me how that will affect the a 
number of men in my own part of the oot and I presume the 

y 


same thing is true elsewhere, but it is i true in the North- 


west; and that is this: the o share of the towns on those lines 
that carry postal cars are fourth-class offices, built up, indeed, by the 
railroad itself. 8 


A large share, it is true, of the postal matter goes directly from the 
office, but it is estimated that from one-tenth to one-fourth of the en- 
tire amount of postal matter is placed directly in the postal cars. Now 
the postmasters of this class are those least able to bear this disturb- 
ance of theirsalaries. The postmasters of the second and third classes 
receive salaries and are better able to bear a reduction than those of 
the fourth class, and yet it is from these honest pos or these 
that we propose to make honest, that you pro to take from one- 
tenth to one-fourth of the entire amount of their compensation for 
the reason that a large portion of postal matter is put directly in the 
cars where the postage-stamps are canceled, and therefore the legiti- 
mate business of the office at those points is not included in the com- 
putation of their compensation. 


2680 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Apri 20, 


Now, if the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEW- 
ITT] is voted down, we shall reach the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill, and I propose to offer an amendment to 
his amendment which will cover this particular point, although I 
_ sympathize with the change proposed by the committee. 

[Here tbe hammer fell.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] spoke of dishonest postmasters. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I said there were a few of them. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. My experience in my country is that 
our postmasters are generally honest men. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman does not want to misrep- 
resent me. I expressly said that the great mass of them are honest. 

Mr. HEWITT, of bama. I have but five minutes and cannot 
yield further to the gentleman, 

Mr. CANNON, of Llinois. But the gentleman does not want to 
make me say that the 8 generally are dishonest, for I want 
to say expressly that I think nearly all the postmasters are honest, 
but that once in a while you will find a dishonest man among the 
thirty-five thousand of them, and you have to legislate against the 
dishonest ones. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The best remedy is to have honest 
men appointed postmasters, and if they are now dishonest the fault 
is not with this side of the House. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. That is a wonderful discovery. > 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There may be occasionally a dishon- 
est postmaster. I have no doubt that there are some and I do not 
wish to lay upon the republican party the fault that they have been 
appointed. 

Air. CANNON, of Illinois, I agree with the gentleman entirely in 


that 8 J 4 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The question and the only question 
for the committee to determine is which is the better proposition for 
the protection of the Government to prevent dishonest men from 
swindling the Government, the one I propose or the one that comes 
from the committee. The amendment I propose prohibits, under a 
penalty, illegal traffic in postage-stamps; the amendment of the 
committee prohibits false returns by a postmaster of the number of 
stamps that he has canceled. The law can be enforced under the 
proposition I proposed; it will effectually prohibit the illegal traffic 
in postage-stamps and will save the country a large amount of money 

early, which is thrown away now in the manner in which gentlemen 
tate spoken of, and I submit to the gentleman from Illinois and to the 
committee that it will be easier to detect any violation of the law 
under the proposition I submit than it will be under the proposition 
of the committee. If a postmaster deals illegally in postage-stam 
there is a third party connected with the transaction; there are wit- 
nesses to it. But who is to witness the cancellation of these stamps? 
Who can determine the number of stamps that a postmaster can- 
cels? Where are you to find prot that he canceled but twenty-five 
stamps when he swears that he canceled a thousand? The proposi- 
tion of the committee opens wider the door to fraud than does my 
proposition. 

[Here the hammer pied | 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I offer a formal amendment for the purpose of 
saying a word in favor of the amendment of the committee. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] just made the remark that 
we must have honest men for postmasters, which is correct; but let 
us not forget that we must also close the door to temptation in order 
to make a man dishonest. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter which I re- 
ceived last evening from a postmaster, whose office is a presidential 
one, who states that his salary is to be fixed in the next week on the 
basis of the last quarter, and that in his town business houses 
have purchased their stamps at other points, and that he has to do 
business with those stamps for the next three months and to get 
nothing for it. 

His salary cannot be again adjusted for one year. He has to do 
the work for the next six months with the stamps that have been 
purchased at the little offices around the country; and he gets noth- 
ing for it. 

t is impossible under the present system, 1 doe: take men who are 
ordinarily honest, to prevent these frauds and this difficulty. I recol- 
lect within the last six months the case of a postmaster who came to 
my office with tears in his eyes because he was to be removed for the 
2 of three dollars“ worth of postage-stamps which he had paid out 
for repair of harness. He said he had been told that it was legiti- 
mate to sell these stamps at any price above what he was allowed for 
them by the Post-Office Department; in other words, that if he was 
to account to the Post-Office Department for them at the rate of sixty 
cents on the dollar, he could sell them at 5 or seventy or eighty 
cents on the dollar, just as he chose. And I have in my mind one 
instance in which a postmaster sold two hundred dollars’ worth of 
stamps at one time for eighty cents on the dollar; and on that very 
basis his salary was fixed for the year. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I propose to prohibit that very thing. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. And by this amendment of the committee we 
propose to close the door and let every postmaster be put upon his 
honor, the value of the office to be determined by the cancellation of 
stamps. There is no other way. We must come to this point. The 
frauds in this respect have reached to every part of the country, until 


to-day stamps enough have been purchased to do the business of large 
firms for six months to come—purchased in view of the amendment 
which the committee have prepared to this bill and which it is under- 
stood the House will pass without adissenting vote. Iam sorry that 
this morning a voice is raised against it. The fraud in this respect, 
as I was told at the Department this morning, has deprived it of be- 
tween eight hundred thousand and a million dollars of income during 
the last year. I ask whether fraud of this kind can be pee down by 
any other process than by throwing this work upon each postmaster 
oo 5 him on his honor, even down to a one-cent postage- 
stamp 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not think the evil will be rem- 
edied T eae the postmaster on his honor. 

Mr. MPHREY. Then we will put him on his merit. If he has 
= honor, we will put him out and put some man in his place who has 

onor. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HEWITT, of 
Alabama, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. peo) by striking ont the words “one 
thousand” and inserting “ twelve hundred,” and by striking out “two 
hundred and fifty” and inserting “three hundred.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I reserve a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. An income of $1,000 under the present law makes 
a post-office a presidential office. The effect of this amendment is to 
decrease the number of presidential post-offices by increasing the 
basis from $1,000 to $1,200, 

I wish to call attention to the fact that the income of a postmaster 
whose salary is $950 is Jess when the business of the office amounts to 
$1,100 than when it is $950. When the office becomes a presidential 
office the postmaster must account for the box rents; he is not allowed 
a clerk; he is compelled to pay expenses which he is not obliged to 
pay if the income is only . Ifthe income is $1,000, then by the 
force of the law he is made a presidential tmaster; is compelled 
to account for box rents; is not allowed a clerk; and is subjected to 
other expenses. In this way it is a misfortune to him that he is a 
presidential postmaster. 

Now, if this basis be carried up to $1,200, the operation of the law 
will be somewhat the same as at presens, although not so severe. 
The por mastera who are most poorly paid for tho work that they do 
are those whose income ranges from to $1,500. If their income 
is above $1,000, they must account for box-rents; they must pay 
the rent of their offices; they are not allowed a clerk, though some- 
times they are allowed one or two hundred dollars for clerk hire. 
Let the basis be $1,200, and the hardship falling upon this class of 

asters is very much relieved. 

I think that if the committee will consider for a moment the opera- 
tion of the law as it now is, it will not fail to adopt the amendment. 
I know that postmasters who understand the position in which they 
are placed have asked that no effort be made in their behalf to make 
their offices presidential. Postmasters who par as the presidential 
appointment when it becomes a presidential office have preferred to 
be in the fourth class; preferred not to be appointed by the President 
but by the Postmaster-General. The increased income under the 
amendment will go to the very class of men who do the most work 
for the least compensation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I insist on my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is that the amendment proposes an increase of 
compensation to certain classes of postmasters. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Oh, that point is not well taken. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will allow me to get through. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whether that objection be well founded or not, 
there is another. This is new legislation which upon its face does 
not reduce expenditures. I think the first point is good; certainly 
the latter is. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I rely upon the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not reliable on that subject. 
1 The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RIDDLE. I propose to amend the amendment by inserting the 
following: 

And they shall be allowed one-half the fees on money-orders issued, and one-half 


of 1 per cent. commission on all money-orders paid, of the fees and commis- 
sions now allowed on the money-order business. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order on that amendment. I 
do not think it is necessary to take up any time in arguing the matter. 

Mr. RIDDLE. It is for the benefit of small money-order offices in 
the country where the compensation is inadequate, where there is 
but tone pay for what is done and none at for this additional 
trouble. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does it increase the compensation ? 

Mr. RIDDLE. It does. 

The Chair sustains the point of order, and rules 

the amendment out. 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I move the following amendment: 
And provided further, That in case of offices of the fourth class situated at locali- 
ties where mail matter may be deposited directly in postal cars, the stamps canceled 
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on matter deposited at such points in postal cars shall be added to the stamps can- 
celed at the offices at the same points in ascertaining and allowing the compensa- 
tion of such officers of the fourth class; and for the purpose of determining the 
amount of stamps canceled in postal cars, the Postmaster-General shall instruct 
the propor poe officers in charge of such cars to ter and report the amount 
thereof yà ted at such points respectively, for such pe as sball, in 
the judgment of the Postmaster-General, fairly determine the average thereof per 
annum. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order on that amendment that 
it is new legislation and therefore not in order. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I anticipated the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa will be heard on the 
point of order. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. The same point was made as to a previous 
amendment, It occurs to me that while the point of order may be 
well taken to an amendment to the original bill, it is not applicable 
to an amendment to an amendment, this were a provision in the 
bill, then it would be a different A Here is a proposition offered 
by the gentleman in charge of the bill which is nota part of the bill. 

ow, then, can it be said this amendment is vulnerable to the objec- 
tion unless the amendment has been adopted by the House? That is 
a pending amendment, to be altered or changed by amendments to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is provided in Rule 120: 
2 
aw order, ex su 0 subjec 0 
shall ich 3 een 15 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. One further point, and that is this: this 
does not enl the compensation of asters as at present. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That will be the effect of the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion, and that is the object of it. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. That goes upon the hypothesis that the 
amendment to which this is moved as an amendment has already 
been adopted. There would be no increase in view of the existing 


law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. He 
cannot ascertain from the amendment whether it increases or de- 
creases expenditures, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask whether it does not appear on its face that it 
does change the compensation ? 

The C The Chair will submit the amendment to the 
committee. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 90. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I demand tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, and Mr. BLOUNT 
were appointed. 

ae committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, 
noes 67. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SAMPSON. I move as an amendment to the substitute the 
following: 

Strike ont 60“ and insert “70,” and strike out 40“ and insert “50 ;” and so 
on, increasing 10 per cent. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a point of order on that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as it will 


Mr. BLOUNT. It is new legislation. 

Mr. SAMPSON. If the point of order was not well taken on the 
last amendment, it seems to me it is not well taken on this amend- 
ment, This is only an amendment to the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Georgia. The Chair held, in relation to the 
former amendment offe by my colleague, he was unable to tell 
whether that would increase expenses over and above existing law. 
It is admitted on all hands the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia will decrease expenses very largely; and it is im 
sible to say whether this will increase the e ses under that amend- 
ment up to the amonnt allowed by law. For that reason the point 
is not well taken. And further, this being an amendment to an 
amendment, the rule will not apply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the amendment, if 
eat with the original amendment. 

. SAMPSON. The amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
is not part of the original bill, but an amendment to the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must take the whole together ; first, 
whetherthe amendment is germane, and, second, whetherit retrenches 
expenses. 

r. SAMPSON. Suppose the amendment of the 
Georgia had been adopted prior to offering the amendment, then the 
point of order might have been made that it increased expenses, but 
that amendment has not been adopted. 

Me. WADDELL. Not at all. It does not change existing law in 
the least, 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia 
on the point of order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The proposition of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is not to change the law as to the percentage that the postmasters 
are paid, but is simply to adopt another method to ascertain what 
they are paid. Itis simply an effort to avoid fraud; that and nothing 
more. So that if the gentleman’s proposition were adopted, the effect 
of it would be to increase the rate of compensation. Just another 
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word. It does not appear that the gentleman’s proposition retrenches 
expenditure. He its that it does not appear whether it does or 
does not. That it may be in order on an appropriation bill it must 
appear that it does retrench expenditure. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to say this in reference to the 
point of order: as I understand the rule, primarily it oe any 
legislation except that which looks to retrenchment. Now the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations come in and they ask for legislation in addi- 
tion to the appropriations they seek to make. They say that that 
legislation tends to retrenchment, and therefore it is in order. But 
it is general legislation, and I submit after N legislation upon 
an appropriation bill is once in order then the rule ceases to apply. 
Being general legislation it is subject to any amendment that is ger- 
mane. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman’s argument were correct we would 
do away with the rule entirely. The ve moment we introduce a 
proposition that looks to retrenchment and get that in order then the 
rule is abolished and you can get in anything. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It seems to me the rule to be applied is not 
will this proposed amendment to the amendment retrench expendi- 
tures as measured by the pending amendment? but, will it retrench 
expenditures if adopted as an amendment to the amendment? Will 
the amended proposition retrench expenditures as compared with the 
existing law? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is utterly impossible for the Chair to tell on 
the face of this amendment whether it will retrench or not. The 
. will submit it to the committee, as it is a matter of 

on 

Mr. SAMPSON. Before the vote is taken I wish to say a word. I 
am satisfied there are no officers of the Government who do as much 
work for as little pay as these fourth-class ters. That being 
the case, and it being admitted by the committee who offer this 
amendment that it would increase the labor of the postmasters in 
keeping the accounts—as the accounts must necessarily be more ex- 
tended and it would be a more complicated task to keep the accounts 
of the stamps canceled than to keep the accounts of the stamps sold— 
the labor of the postmasters being thus increased and as they are most 
miserably paid at present, where they are honestand only take the per- 
centage they are allowed, it does seem to me this percentage ought to 
be inc It is no more than fair. It is only just and reasonable on 
account of the increased labor imposed on those postmasters in keep- 
ing the accounts of the stamps canceled. 

r. BLOUNT. If there were no other objection it seems to me the 
very fact that the compensation proposed by the gentleman from Iowa 
has never been recommended by any officer connected with the Post- 
Office Department should put this House on its guard against it. There 
is no recommendation of that sort from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. They have had the subject of compensation of 
postmasters under consideration for weeks and weeks, and have agreed 
to and reported to this House the identical proposition of the commit- 
tee. The Committee on rr dart atop before agreeing to attach it 
to this bill consulted with the Department and ascertained their 
judgment and their approval of it. 

Gentlemen complain that the 5 are not paid enough. 
This provides for-them the method of compensation which they have 
had for a period extending as far back as I have had occasion to ex- 
amine. I have not gone very far, but I have not seen anything to 
the con That was the method of paying them until 1874. At 
that time this new method was adopted and it was claimed that the 
result of it would be—so I am informed by the Department—a reduc- 
tion of the compensation of these fourth-class postmasters. 

The proposition now from the De ent is not to decrease by 
this legislation the amount of their salary, but to protect the Govern- 
ment against fraud. 

The gentleman says we add to the labors of the postmasters in re- 
quiring them to keep an account of the stamps sold. Well, sir, that 
is true; and that has generally been true since we have had a Post- 
Office Department. The question is whether or not we shall get the 
service done under this method; and that is answered by all the past. 
There is an additional question, whether or not it protects the Gov- 
ernment against fraud. Gentlemen are very sensitive lest there should 
be some reflection upon the fourth-class postmasters. I am not. I find 
misconduct in my State reported, and in other States, from every 
section in this Union. And as a Eepresentative upon this floor, bound 
to protect the Government, I shall not hesitate to provide proper leg- 
islation agains fraud, even if some over-sensitive postmasters should 
imagine there is some reflection upon their mca, a 

Now, sir, during the last Congre this very subject was presented, 
and a law providing this method, I believe, was in a bill prepared by 
the present Secretary of the Tre: Mr. Sherman. Some changes 
were made during the last Con 7 but, with the exception of this 
class, it is pretty much the old legislation, and I hope if there is any 
occasion to change this percen that it will be done, not on an 
appropriation bill, but that it will be done through the Committee on 
the Post- Office and Post-Roads who are charged with it. The subject 
of this increase to 70 per cent. has not been considered, as I under- 
stand, before any committee; and that being the case, I hope the 
Committee of the Whole will not entertain it. 

Furthermore, if this shall be done the probability is that we shall 
have an increase of at least several hun thousand dollars upon 
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this bill. If gentlemen are prepared from time to time to load up 
these bills in this crude and hasty way the responsibility is not on 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion, 
Mr. BLOUNT. My time has expired. 
Mr. DANFORD. Ioffer a formal amendment to the amendment for 


the ged e of saying a few words. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield to me toask 
the gentleman from per! a question ? 


Mr. DANFORD. do so if the gentleman will not occupy too 
much of my time. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman from 


Georgia whether if the Committee on Appropriations propose to in- 
crease the work and trouble of the eee of the fourth class 
they ought not to increase their pay 

Mr. BLOUNT. The committee only have returned to the old method, 
and all the increase of labor is simply in the interest of the protec- 
tion of the Government. Weshall be able to get postmasters without 
eo difficulty. 

r. D RD. I remember, Mr. Chairman, that in the Forty- 
third Congress the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads had 
this matter of the compensation of fourth-class postmasters before 
them for some weeks or months, and I remember that the very law 
fixing the present compensation of postmasters was suggested by the 
Post-Office Department. It was claimed not only to be in the inter- 
est of economy, but in the interest of an honest administration of 
these offices. 

I want to say further that I do not know nor do I boast that I 
represent a more honest constituency than other gentlemen upon this 
floor do, but I have heard but a single complaint in my district of 
tho improper sale of post: tamps and that was made by a post- 
master of the second or third class. An investigation was had and 
it was found that the receipts of that officer had been increased about 
10 per cent. only. That is the only instance I know of. In my dis- 
trict now there is a difficulty in obtaining competent men to act as 
fourth-class postmasters. I have received from my district a number 
of letters from this class of e e saying that if this proposi- 
tion of the committee should become a law they would decline to 
act. They are thoroughly honest men, and it does seem to me thatin 
consideration of the change and manner of their compensation the 
increase proposed in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Sampson] should be adopted by the committee. I have 
never believed that it should be a primary principle in our legisla- 
tion that the Post Office Department should be a self-sustaining insti- 
tution. I want to see mail facilities afforded to every portion of the 
country, and to all the people of this country, and let the General 
Government and the general Treasury pay for those mail facilities 
to the people, even if we fail to get revenue enough to meet the de- 
mands of that Department. There is no money that the people pay 
from the general Treasury more willingly than that which is paid for 
good and efficient postal service. The longi pes announced by former 
Postmasters-General that this Department of the Government should 
be self-sustaining is unfair to some portions of the country. 

The New England States, New York, Pennsylvania, and the Middle 
States are self-sustaining. They yield a revenue to the Department. 
It is to the sparsely settled States of the West and the Territories 
that the Treasury is compelled to contribute from time to time. I 
believe that the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa is in the 
direction of fair compensation to these fourth-class postmasters who 
are poorly paid, and that it should be adopted by the committee. I 
withdraw my formal amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. SAMPsON’s amendment; and on a 
division there were—ayes 53, noes 91. ’ 


Mr. SAMPSON. I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sampson and Mr. BLOUNT were 
appointed. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 44, 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment offered by Mr. BLOUNT. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were ayes 123, 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


‘That in any case where the Postmaster-General shall be satisfied that a post- 
master has made a false return of business, it shall be within his discretion to with- 


increasin 
be deem 


the same, or sell or dispose of them except for cash, or sell ur dispose tage 
on r 


age-stamps, stamped envel: or tal cards otherwise than as rovided by law 
and the ae ato of the Fost-Office Department, and any postmaster or iber 
person connected with the postal service, whoshall violate any of these provisions 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined 
in any sum not less than fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, and, further, shall 
be disqualified from holding any office of trust or profit under the United States. 
Office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General : 

For inland mail transportation, namely, for transportation on star routes and 
all other than railroad routes, $5,390,673. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I offer the following amendment: Strike out in 


line 87 the words“ and all other than railroad routes.” It is simply 


surplusage. 
y The amendment was to. ‘ 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 
For transportation by steamboat routes, $700,000: That the Postmas- 


ter-General may employ such number of special agents, not exceeding six, as tho 
good of the service peg 8 


safety of the mails as ete aap by the steamboat and star 
routes may require; such . paR to be paid out of the appropriation for said serv- 
ice at the rate of not more $1,600 a year cach, and shall cach be allowed for 
traveling and incidental expenses while y employed in the service a sum 


not exceeding $3 a day. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to make the point of order upon 
the proviso to that clause as changing existing law, and evidently 
on its face not tending toward economy, but tending the other way. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow me I will save him 
the trouble of making the point of order, for I proposed to move to 
strike out the proviso. I intended to do so, but the gentleman rose 
before I had an opportunity of doing it. I move that the proviso be 
stricken out. 

The motion was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

F. by railroad, $9,100,000: $125,000 of which sum may bo used b 
the ances netic to obtain proper facilities trom the great tonk lines ot 
railroads for the railway post-oflice service daring the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1879: Provided, That hereafterthe Postmaster-General may appoint one agent only 
to a me the postal railway service, who shall be paid, out of the appropria- 
tion for the transportation of the mail on railways, a salary at the rate of $2,500 a 
year, with an allowance, for traveling and incidental expenses while actually em- 
ployed in the service, not exceeding 85 per day: Provided further, That the Post- 
master-General may —— one agent to superintend the star and steamboat 
postal service, who shall be b wep out of the ey Peril Ya for said service, a salary 
at the rate of $2,500 a year, with au allowance, for traveling and incidental expenses, 
while actually employed in the service, not exceeding $5 per day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am directed by the committee to move to strike 
out the last proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN, The language proposed to be struck out will be 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the Postmaster-General may appoint ono agent to snper- 
intend the star and steamboat postal service, who shall bo paid, out of the appro- 
pasuan for said service, a salary at the rate of $2,500 a year, with an allowance 

‘or traveling and incidental expenses, while ac y employed in the service, not 
exceeding $5 per day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend by inserting after “ 1879,“ in line 
106, the following: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General shall secure the deli 
between the cities of Washington and New Orleans at a rate of s; 
twenty-five miles per hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. What is the point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That it is new legislation and does not retrench 
expenditures. 

. VANCE. I do not see how it can be objected to as new legis- 
lation. It simply proposes to establish a rate of speed for the carry- 
ing of mails in the South. i 

. BLOUNT. Is not that new legislation? If it is not, and the 
existing law accomplishes the object, the gentleman does not need to 
have his amendment adopted. 

Mr. VANCE. I think it is only perfecting existing legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment does not appear to retrench 
expenditures ; it would rather appear to do the contrary. The Chair 
must sustain the point of order. 

Mr. VANCE. I would have been glad to call the attention of the 
House to the discrepancy between the delivery of the mails in the 
South and their delivery on some other routes. But as the point of 
order is sustained, I will ask leave to print some remarks on this sub- 
ject. 

There being no objection, leave was 8 [Seo Appendix. ] 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I move to amend by striking out in lines 101 
to 106 the following language: 

One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars of which sum may be used by the 
Postmaster-General to obtain proper facilities from the great trunk lines of rail- 
roads for the railway post-office service during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879. 

Mr. Chairman, my object in making this motion is first to elicit from 
the committee the meaning of this clause; for it appears to me to bo 
so worded as to convey naturally the impression that there is some- 
thing in it which we are not willing to state distinctly. Now if this 
language contemplates something that is legitimate, we ought to de- 
fine it. If it is for securing mail service at a given rate of speed, as 
has been intimated by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
VANCE,] we ought to say so. As it stands now, the clause would 
appear to be designed to pay the great trunk lines some extra bonus 
or something of that kind, while we do not tell the public what it is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It will be remembered that in 1876 a law was 


of the mails 
not less than 
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assed reducing the amount paid per pound for carrying the mails. 
t was claimed by the Department that as the result of that law fast- 
mail facilities were reduced; and during the last session of the last 
Cop this identical language was inserted in an 3 
bill, which was then in charge of Judge Holman of Indiana, who 
assented to the provision, though I will not say he was the author 
of it. The purpose was to restore these fast-mail facilities. In this 
bill the Committee on Appropriations have simply repeated the lan- 
of the bill of last year, except as to the amount. The provis- 
ion means this and nothing more. The construction given to it b 
the Department has been what I state; and this is the use to whic 
the money is to be applied. If the gentleman from Ohio desires to 
make the language more precise, and if he thinks it important to do 
80, I have no objection. I simply state that this very language is to 
be found in the bill of last year and has been construed to apply to 
fast-mail facilities. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. It certainly seems to me that we ought to make 
the language of our appropriation bills such as not to invite fraud 
by mere uncertainty of expression. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ill the gentleman suggest language which he 
thinks would convey the idea better? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The question is, what is the thing we desire 
to get at? If it be to make extra compensation for extra speed on 
the t trunk lines, then it seems to me such should be the state- 
ment of the law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The main object was to get postal cars so as to have 
the mails distributed along the line of the roads. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. But postal cars have been in use for a great 
many years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That may be very true; but they have been taken 
off several lines because of the reduction of compensation. 

Mr. REAGAN. But if the railroad companies are paid now at the 
rate of $500 to $1,000 per mile pe annum, does not that include an 
obligation to furnish such cars 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. The rates were heretofore reduced 10 
per cent.; and it is claimed that in consequence of the reduction 
these facilities were in some cases withdrawn. We propose now to 
make an additional reduction of 5 per cent. In addition to that, the 
amount of this . is $125,000, whereas in the bill of last 
year it was $150,000. So that in any point of view there is a reduc- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it understood that in addition to paying the 
railroads under their contracts the Government is to furnish postal 
cars in which they are to carry the mails? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. The appropriation in the law of last ses- 
sion is $150,000; and it is coupled with this language: 

And the same may be used by the Postmaster-General to obtain proper facilities 

Se of railroads for the railway-postal service during the 


The object was to get an increase of speed and to get postal cars. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Then I will ask the gentleman what are the 
s t trunk lines?“ 

r. BLOUNT. Well, sir, if the gentleman will turn to page 18 of 
the report of the committee, he will find a number of them men- 
tioned. One is the road leading from New York to Rochester and 
Chicago; another from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, and other great 
distributing points, 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I happen to know ey, that a great many 
of the railway lines of the country besides those three or four roads 
commonly known as the great trunk lines—for instance, the New 
York Central and Lake Shore reaching to Chicago, the Pennsylyania 
Railroad and its lines leading westward, and the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad, being commonly meant when we speak of the great trunk 
lines—that besides those roads I know of a great many roads in the 
United States, varying in length from three and four hundred to one 
thousand and fifteen hun miles upon which railway postal cars 
are as large, as numerous, as well provided as upon any of these 
lines, and what seems to be necessary is one of these two commit- 
tees, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads or the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, should be able to define this in such shape 
we could know why extra compensation is given in one case and not 
in another. Take for example the lines leading southwest, which 
have been referred to by the gentleman from North Carolina; take 
many of the lines in the Northwest, take the lines reaching through 
the central portion of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; I know many of 
these lines are thoroughly furnished with railway postal cars; they 
also have made time as good as any other. Now what reason is there 
for er Doers simply as limiting a certain character of business to 
the great nk lines which are known as the three lines I have 
named? Why not say what class of roads must be paid for some 
particular extra service and let us know what that service is. With 
some experience in railroad matters Iam frank in saying I do not 
know myself what it is and think it should be defined. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. The gentleman from Ohio will 
recollect as well as I do that two yas ago thero was a train of cars 
put upon the line between New York and Chicago which ran ata 
rapid rate of speed. It was continued for a few months and then 
withdrawn because they could not afford to carry the mails at that 
rate of speed at the price a; to be paid. As I have said, the line 
was withdrawn. It went from New York to Chicago in about six 


hours less time than the distance is ordinarily ran. It was for the 
benefit, Mr. Chairman, not of the ee portion of country ronan 
which it passed, but for the whole country on the way through to the 
Pacific Ocean. That train has been withdrawn, as will be recollected, 
about a year ago for the reason the Government had not appropriated 
the money to pay for that rate of I take it for granted this 
provision is put in the bill for the purpose of allowing the Govern- 
ment to put on such a train as that was and to pay the expenses of 
running it. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman from New York is evidently 
mistaken in this, because we are told by the gentleman in charge of 
the appropriation bill this is a less appropriation in the same lan- 
guage than was made last year, and consequently it cannot be for 
this continued work, which year did not go on for lack of an ap- 
propriation. This enforces my point that we ought to know what 
this is Boing for. 

1 ATTERSON, of New York. The committee tells here what 
it is for. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. One word in regard to the fast-mail lines. I 
2 to know one line of nearly one thousand miles, reaching from 
Lake Erie to Saint Louis and the Mississippi River, was at that time 
specially urged by the superintendent at that time of the railway ser- 
vice, Mr. Bangs, to make connection with that fast-mail train and carry 
its mails through to Saint Louis on the same time. I know person- 
ally it did it and kept up the rate of speed, and I know personally 
it never could posa copper and never did get a copper. For some 
reason or other this definition of the great trunk lines is made to cover 
an 5 of this kind. < 7 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. If this appropriation is made the 
Pana will be carried at that high rate of speed, and I think it is all 
right. 

. REAGAN. I move a formal amendment. Mr. Chairman, pre- 
vious to 1873 when the law was passed changing the mode of com- 
2 railroads for postal-car service the rate of compensation 

m for a long time previous to that on first-class roads been $300 a 
mile, 
Mr. BLOUNT. When was that? 

Mr. REAGAN. Eighteen hundred and seventy-three, and when 
they performed night service 35 per cent. extra, making the maxi- 
mum pay to any N about $375 a mile. Under that rate of com- 
pensation the postal service was efficiently performed. 

ed skill probably, not to use any other term, in the arrangement 
of the basis of compensation for these roads by weight and space of 
cars the compensation on the same roads was increased all the way 
from the point I have mentioned up to a thousand dollars a mile. 

Now, with the compensation at that enormous rate, it is insisted 
here that after we ps that it is 5 put in some sort of a 
proviso, under whic it is vaguely hinted the Government may obtain 
the carriage of postal cars. It seems to me, as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] that when we are paying such a rate 
of compensation as this there shall be at least no vagueness, no room 
left for juggling to increase the rate of compensation above what it 
now is. 

I believe the gentleman from Georgia—for I have not had time 
myself to look over the tables—agrees that some of them get a thou- 
sand dollars and more for this service. I tried during the last Con- 
gress, on this bill, to call the attention of Congress to the fact of the 
vast increase for this class of service, and the companies that get it 
are no better satisfied with the $1,000 a mile than with the $375, and 
still insist on increased compensation; and this will go on to the end. 
I know that one of the means resorted to in order to force the Depart- 
ment to recommend increased compensation is to threaten to stop the 
service or to decrease its deficiency. I hope the time has not yet 
come, and I trust it may never come, when the Government, after 
giving a liberal compensation, a full and just compensation, for this 
sort of service, will—because the carriers have a monopoly of the 
carrying of the mails as things now stand—submit to an unlimited 
imposition upon the Government to meet whatever they may seem 
to think is due to them. I think we ought to give a just compensa- 
tion and no more; and when we give that just compensation, if they 
choose to refuse to carry the mails, let that issue go before the country 
m m these facts. I hope that this clause may be stricken out of 
the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I offer an amendment to perfect the clause pro- 
posed to be stricken out by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “ proper facilities in line 103, and insert extra speed 
and proper postal cars on ;” er wil reed 
One hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars of which sum may be used by the 
Postmaster-General to obtain extra speed and proper tal cars on the great trunk 
3 pe ne for the railway post-oflice service during the fiscal year ending 
une 30, 1879. 


Mr. CALKINS. This will meet the objection of the 3 from 
Ohio as to the first part of the clause. The words I object to, Mr. 
Chairman, are these “ proper facilities,” that may mean a great deal. 
It may open the door for the Postmaster-Gen to give an interpre- 
tation of the languago to suit himself and to expend the money as 
may suit himself. It ought to be confined to the purposes for which 
the committee say it is necessary. It is for that reason that I offer 
the amendment. 
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Mr. REAGAN. If the proviso is to remain in, the amendment pro- 


posed by the gentleman from Indiana is perhaps proper, because it de- 
lines exits N we mean and brings — ihe Hones fairly the 
question it ought to considerin this connection, whetherit means after 
paying a compensation that is already enormous to go on then and 
pay an additional compensation for additional speed. Is it true that 
the 3 we pay for that service are not such as to secure any rea- 
sonable speed that can be given? Will they not? If we insert such 
a proviso, of course every road that comes within the meaning of the 
proviso will insist it must have its portion of the $150,000 before it 
will perform the service. 

Now, if that is what it means, it would be right and honest and 
fair to put it in the compensation permanently and stop all this man- 
agement and controversy as to what companies shall get the extra 

owance ; so that while tho amendment is pro r if the proviso 
stays in, since it presents fairly the question whether we mean to pay 
the roads for the service and then offer them a bonus of $150,000 to 
squabble over after they are fully paid, it seems to me it would be 
much wiser and fairer if we mean to increase their compensation to 
do it fally by their contracts. Let them know that is the pay they 
are to get, and not leave it open for the Postmaster-General, without 
advertising, without competition, without any protection to the pub- 
lic Treasury and the public service, in his mere discretion, to give so 
much as these gentlemen managing these roads may compel him to 
give in order to reach the terms on which they will consent to conduct 
the service. I hope the amendment will prevail and that the proviso 
will be stricken out. 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will withdraw the amendment if the gentleman 


from Georgia will renew it. 
Ta BLOUNT. I renew the amendment of the gentleman from 
iana. 


I draw the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to this, that 
there is another method of compensating these roads. They notonly 
get compensation by law under the rule of paying so much by weight, 
there is in addition the provision of a certain sum for fast-mail facil- 
ities in a law passed in 1873, in the following language : 

Provided further, Tha’ additional pay may be allowed for every line comprising 
a daily trip each of railway post-office Epoca (o phage not 5 per 
mile per annum for cars forty feet in length; and $30 per mile per annum for forty- 
five-foet cars; and $40 per eee DEADIN OS and $50 per mile per 
annum for fifty-five to sixty-feet cars. 

Perhaps some of the routes he has in his mind are paid under that 
section. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 

Mr. BLOUNT. My time is too short, and I cannot yield to the gen- 
tleman just now ; he will find in the report the routes to which this 
compensation was paid, and I named some of them. I do not under- 
take to say what routes it should apply to, but I mention certain 
lines popularly known as the great trunk lines. The object is to put 
this fund into the hands of the Department for the purpose of secur- 
ing faster and better mail facilities. 

ow, as to what the gentleman from Texas has said in regard to 
whether this pay is excessive or not I have simply this to say that 
there is no branch of the public service of the country so dear to the 
people as the Post-Office Department. In certain sections they use 
star routes; in other sections the people are especially attached to 
fast-mail facilities which have been given to them, and to which they 
are used and to which they are devoted, and me A will not yield up 
readily the postal service. This is a good deal like the question of 
suffrage; give it once and you cannot get it back again, and when 
you get the people in any section of the country accustomed to a cer- 
tain method of mail service you cannot withdraw it from them. 

I know the sensitiveness of this service, having been in this House 
when an assault was made upon it in the last Congress, when the 
democratic party had a large majority, and struggled against it and 
defeated it in this House, but they were compelled to yield to a com- 
promise with the Senate in conference committee. Knowing the 
struggle made when it had greater strength then than gentlemen can 
hope to have now, we endeavored to avoid what we believed to be a 
useless struggle, and we have put this appropriation in the bill with 
some reduction. 

The postal cars which the Government has been getting under this 
appropriation are very costly. There were roads upon which there 
were none, and this appropriation was allowed for the purpose of en- 
abling the Department to get what is desired. This has been accom- 
plished in part, but there are other lines on which there are no postal 
cars, and I will say to the gentleman from Texas that the Department 
have in contemplation, if this sum be appropriated, to get what does 
not now exist—facilities upon the lines leading to his own State and 
section—which he has not been able to receive as yet, and which he 
may expect to get by the use of this very fund. 

The Committee on e eee, after studying the history of 
this question in the past, ha ve determined to recommend to the House 
what they believe is the best thing that could be accomplished under 
the circumstances. — 

Now, so far as the question of construction is concerned I have no 
objection to the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CaLx- 
INS] or that of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] Iam willin 
for the present to limit it and leave it as a matter of discretion wi 
the Postmaster-General. I think it would be better to restrain it, 


but exactly how I cannot see. The gentleman might name certain 
lines; but it may turn out that there are other lines which he is not 
informed of that was equally desirable. Then, again, by restoring it 
to certain lines you put it in the power of those roads to compel the 
Post-Office Department to pay a certain sum, because the law has 
named those lines; but if you leave it in the discretion of the Post- 
master-General he may use the money where it is most needed. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, Iam of opinion that this 
$125,000 recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, if judi- 
ciously spent, as I presume it would be, would be profitably spent. 
The compensation of railroads for carrying the mails is fixed by law, 
and the pay varies from $50 per mile per annum to $200 per mile per 
annum, as the daily average weight carried over the whole length of 
the road varies from two hundred to five thousand pounds per annum, 
and there may be an additional fixed allowance for car space of a cer- 
tain character, but while you pay a company $200 a mile for five thou- 
sand pounds of mail carried daily for a year, for each two thousand 
pounds over the five thousand pounds carried daily for a year the 
compensation is only $25 additional, so if the one road carried ten 
thousand pounds per mile per annum, its pay would be for the first 
five thousand pounds $200 and for the second five thousand pounds 
$62.50—total, $262.50. But, if these ten thousand pounds of mail were 
carried by two roads, five thousand pounds to each, the pay would be 
8200 to each road or $137.50 per mile annually more than if the mail 
was massed upon one road. 

Now, if the superintendent of mail service can have this amount to 
induce some one of the trunk lines to furnish extra car space, coupled 
with greater speed, and thereby to a certain extent mass the through 
mails upon one line, I think it could be used at a great profit; but 
if you designate by law which one of the great trunk lines shall have 
the benefit of this expenditure, then you destroy the competition in 
this respect that the fund is expected to promote ; and it will be seen 
that this matter is of no small importance when it is recollected that 
the mails leaving the New York office alone will average, as we are 
informed, fifty tons daily. Of course this money, like all other that 
is appropriated, may be improperly spent; but I do not believe it is 
probable, when the expenditures of the Post-Office Department are 
made in a manner and for a service that comes to the knowledge of 
the people daily, and especially when it is also recollected that we 
have year by year an investigating House of Representatives that is 
hungering and thirsting to find fraud in the expenditure of public 
money, whether it exists or not. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The clause which it is pro to strike 
out has been in force during the vid a or two and received a 
construction at the hands of the Post-Office Department; and a larger 
sum than is now proposed, $150,000, was left within the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General. No man anywhere in the country has com- 
plained that the Post-Office Department has made an unwise decision 
in reference to the meaning of this language, or has made an unwise 
or injudicious expenditure of the money. Now, I submit that when 
a law has received from an Executive Department of the Government 
a construction which is entirely satisfactory to that De ment and 
to the country, it is always unsafe to strike that phraseology from the 
law and embark on the experiment of peng te new phraseology, 
trusting that a new interpretation will be equally satisfactory. 

I t that the application of this sum of $125,000 is left entirely 
to the discretion of the Postmaster-General. It is utterly impossible, 
as suggested by my friend from Ohio, to undertake to define to-day 
by a law what particular railroads shall come under the designation 
of “great trunk lines;” and if we should undertake to define the 
roads on which this money should be expended, it would invite the 
very thing that I know the gentleman from Ohio desires to avoid; it 
would invite a combination on the part of those roads designated as 
trunk lines and would thus give Nag tach one for a “job.” This is 
impossible if the phraseology of the law be left as it has been in the 
past, under which a satisfactory administration of the law has taken 


P 

This money having been properly used for the purpose of getting ad- 
ditional mai facilities on the Bet trunk lines of railroad in the ous 
try, no man haying complained that it has been unwisely expended, 
this provision as incorporated in a previous law having received a sat- 
isfactory interpretation, I submit that it would be unwise now, with- 
out asking the assent of the Post-Office Department and in the teeth 
of the request of that Department, to change this provision. The only 
3 at the Department asked, the only thing about which any 
complaint has come from the Department is that this item ought to 
be $150,000 instead of $125,000; and that is my only objection to the 
provision. I say that it is unwise and dangerous to change the 
phraseology of the law in the face of the fact that it has received a 
construction satisfactory to the Department and to the country, and 
in the face of the fact that its retention in the present bill is recom- 
mended by those who administer the Post-Office Department. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. WADDELL. I have an amendment which I apprehend is sub- 
ject to a point of order; but I want to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee on i 4 econ to it, because I think an act of very great 
injustice will be done if some amendment of this kind is not put 
upon the bill, as the legislative bill does not provide for it. This 
amendment relates to the salary of the chief special agent. 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2685 


Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will send up his proposition 
to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are already pending—one 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and the other 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. WADDELL. Then my amendment is not in order now. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw my amendment until a vote shall be 
taken upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio; I will then 
renew it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. In order to obtain information how 
we ought to vote on this question, I want to put an inquiry to the 
gentleman in charge of this bill. I understand that the language 
which the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio proposes to strike 
out is contained in the sppropriatian bill of last year. Now, the money 
then appropriated has been expended, and I would like the gentle- 
man toinform us (doubtless he is advised upon the subject) how this 
money has been expended. If honestly, all right; it is a precedent 
that will control my vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as the language of the ape riation is con- 
cerned, it is the same as that contained in the bill of last year. The 
report of the committee, which has been distributed among members, 
will show the manner in which the money has been expended. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Cox, of Ohio, 
it was not to. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now renew my amendment, modifying it so as 
to read as follows: 

Strike out in line 103 the words W e facilities from the t trunk,” and 
727 EN IOPE pos cars on ;” so as to read: ae 

$125,000 of which sum may be used by the Postmaster-General to obtain extra 
speed and proper postal cars on lines of railroad for the railway post-office service 
during the fiscal year, &c. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WADDELL. I now move to amend by inserting after the word 
“ day,” in line 113, page 6, the following: 

i That the on i fd designated by the Postmaster-General to act 


Provided, 
as chief special agent ve the same compensation as the superintendent 
of railway mail service. x . 


Mr. BLOUNT rose. 
Mr. WADDELL. Before my friend from Georgia makes his point 
of order I desire to call his attention for a moment to the facts of this 


case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I reserve the point of order until the gentleman 
makes his statement. 

Mr. WADDELL. I desire to state that in the legislation we had on 
this bill the other day in regard to special agents fixing the per diem, 
&c., it did not appear the chief special agent, Mr. Parker, who has 
these thirty-seven special agents under him, would be in this condi- 
tion of getting no per diem at all and only $1,600 a year. I have a 
letter from the Postmaster-General calling our attention to it and 
stating he ought to receive the same compensation as the superin- 
tendent of the railway mail transportation. He gets no per diem 
under our law, because he is rarely actually traveling in the ischarge 
of his duties. He has never to go but to the principal cities, so his 
per diem will amount to nothing, and the salaries of special agents 
are limited to $1,600; most of them get but $1,200. He is the chief 
special agent of all and has the responsibility of thirty-seven special 
agents under him and laborious duties to perform, as set forth in the 
letter of the Postmaster-General, and I appeal to my friend to put 
him on the same equality with the other chiefs. I think he should 
receive the same compensation as the superintendent of railway mail 
transportation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. He gets now just what he always got under the law, 
whatever the practice may have been. 

-Mr. WADDELL. He got per diem too. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iknow he did, and so did a good many others; but 
it was not under the law but under the construction. This is only 
one of a score of cases constantly resorting to our committee-room, 
mang plausible reasons for increase of raf I insist on my point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does this raise the salary? 

Mr. . tae It does not raise the salary he has heretofore 
received. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. WADDELL. I should like to read what the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral says. He says: 

In this connection I would call attention to the fact that the gree decane eo 
cial agent is no greater than that of other specialagents. This officer has formerly 
received the pay of one of the two superintendents of railway mail service, author- 
ized by law; but doubting the legality of his payment from that fund the practice 

continued. In addition to superintending and directing the work of the 
other agents, the chief special agent conducts many of the most important investi- 
tions in person, necessarily incurring large traveling expenses, and I think that 
should receive the same salary as the general superintendent of railway mail 
transportation. 

Wi will get less than those under him. They get per diem and he 
will not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. What does he get now? 

Mr. WADDELL. Sixteen hundred dollars as special agent, with- 
out any per diem. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. What will he get under your 
amendment? 


Mr. WADDELL. The same as the superintendent of railway mail 
transportation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As the gentleman from North Carolina discussed 
the point of order I will only say there is no change of law in this 
case. The gentleman states that Congress provided two superintend- 
ents of railway mail transportation while they needed but one, and 
that the chief of special agents has been acting as one of those su- 
perintendents and drawing pay as such when he had nothing to do 
with it. The law provides his pay shall be $1,600, as Con in- 
tended it. By a construction which was wrong and illegal he has 
received an additional sum, and now, forsooth, because he is not get- 
ting the pay of superintendent to which he was not entitled, the gen- 
tleman asks that the salary shall be continued at the same rate. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
and that is, whether he thinks $1,600 is enough compensation for the 
superintendent of special agents, the officer who superintends the 
whole work. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt we will keep that special agent 
with all his valuable services without any increase of compensation. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Could not the gentleman himself be 
kept as a member of Congress if his pay were cut down to $1,600? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to say the 
amendment was obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. WADDELL. It is a manifest injustice, but it may be obnox- 


ious to the ere order. 

The CHA The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move, in line 112, to strike out “employed” and 
insert “traveling.” It has been intimated the spona agents get 
$1,600 a year and $5 per diem, and that that $5 per diem is drawn dur- 
ing the whole year and that that abuse has wn out of the use of 
the word “employed.” The bill reads “ for the allowance for travel- 
ing and incidental expenses while actually employed in the service, 
not exceeding $5 a day.” It is not unreasonable the Department 
should pay $5 a day in addition to the salary when the agent is em- 
ployed the time; but if you say $5 a day while actually travel- 
ing, then these agents will only get $5 a day while actually traveling. 

r. BLOUNT. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman 
from Georgia should not give his assent to this amendment. This 
paragraph of the bill appropriates $9,100,000 to pay for mail service 
upon the railroads of the country, aggregating near eighty thousand 
miles in length. To distribute the mails upon these lines requires 
about twenty-five hundred men, for payment of whom you propose 
to appropriate $300,000, and the successful operation of this service 
requires supervision to a considerable extent over a great number of 
the postmasters of the country, and to regulate the compensation re- 
quires the weighing of the mails at least once in four years upon 


all these roads. It will be seen at once that a vast number of ques- 


tions are constantly arising requiring skill, industry, and ability of 
no ordinary degree on the part of the man superintending this whole 
service. Now, the frac gpa and control of this whole ex- 
penditure of near $13,000,000 and of this vast service primarily falls 
upon the superintendent of railway mail service. There is no railroad 
president in the country whose duties are so arduous and important 
as the duties of this superintendent, or who is required to exercise 
more skill than he, and similar ability to his is paid for by private 
corporations at the rate of from $10,000 to $25,000 per annum. His 
salary, as now fixed by law, is $2,500 perannum, with $5 per diem in 
addition for each day he is employed, which makes the salary about 
$4,300 per annum. 

Now, the amendment cuts the allowance of $5 a day down to each 
day he is actually traveling from one point to another, when neces- 
sarily a large portion of his time must be spent at his office in the 
Department in superintending and directing the different branches 
of this service. No sane man, if he was employing a superintendent 
to look after his private business of the same magnitude, would ask 
or think it politic to pay him only $2,500 per annum. I therefore 
trust the amendment not be adopted and that the salary will not 
be reduced below the $4,300. It is no valid argument that men can 
be found to do this work for $2,500, for you can find men who would 
agree to do it for nothing or pay for the privilege of doing it and 
then make a fortune in the doing of it. I believe it is true economy 
not to pay exorbitant salaries; but especially in a paor like this, re- 
quiring skill of the highest order, industry, and undoubted integri A 
to pay a reasonable sa sufficient to command the services of such 
aman. I do not believe $4,300 per annum is too much, and I hope 
the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwish to say one word further. [Cries of “ Vote!“ 
„Vote!“ ] Ido not trouble the House very often and I ask the com- 
mirta to bear yit me — a gry — Ai 

o give a sa in this case of 52,500 a year. 0 iem pay 
‘would be $1,825 eke These two sums together make $4,325 a year. 
Now if we mean to give $4,325 a year why not honestly say so in the 
bill? Why whip the devil around the stump by saying this officer 
shall have a salary of $2,500 a year and $5 a day while actually em- 
3 when it is known he is not a traveling agent and that his 

usiness does not permit him to travel much? By doing this we per- 
petrate a fraud upon ourselves with our eyes open and we perpetrate 
a fraud upon the country and conceal what we do. It seems to me 
we should always approach everything directly. 
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The gnerion being taken on Mr. REAGAN’s amendment, there were— 


ayes 53, noes 71. 

Mr. HUNTON called for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers and appoints the tleman from Texas, Mr. REAGAN, and the 


gentleman from ois, Mr. CANNON. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 75, 


noes 69. 

roe CANNON, of Illinois. I make the point that a quorum has not 
voted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that. 
We can have aseparate vote upon this in the House. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Very well. 

So (further count not being insisted upon) the amendment was 

to 


The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 
For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $3,440,000. 

Mr. RYAN, I offer the following amendment: 

In line 121 strike out ‘ $3,440,000" and insert in lieu thereof “$3,700,000.” 


The amendment is precisely the amount of the estimate. Last year 
Congress appropriated over $100,000 more than the amount of expen- 
diture for this item of service in the previous year. During the last 
and present year there has been a great increase in the quantity and 
weight of mail matter throughout the United States ne 
with our increase of population and increase of business. The ap- 
propriation made last Tam over $100,000 in excess of the expenditure 
of the year before, is, I am informed, already exhausted and about six 
hundred a) plications, found upon examination by the De ent to 
be meritorious and such as ought to be granted, are denied because 
me ig peers made last year is exhausted. 
ow, 

a necessity, not confined to any particular locality, for this increase 
of appropriation. The increase of weight and quantity of mail is 
general throughout the country. As was stated a few days ago by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CLymer,] in his own town, 
within a few years, they have had to have an increase of three or 
four clerks in the post-office there. That fully illustrates what is 
true throughout the Eastern States.as well as the Western States; 
that, , in a State whose increase of population is not traceable so 
much to immigration as to home production. [Laughter.] Now, sir, 
with us in the West the reverse is true. We are increasing very rap- 
idly in population from immigration ; and this gives rise, of course, 
to a demand upon the Department for this service, and the Depart- 
ment is in no situation and has been in no situation to satisfy the 


demands upon it for this increase. Take the States of Nebraska, 

Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, and Texas, and I do not think it any 46, 343, 846 86 
exaggeration to say that during the next fiscal year the increase of | Ke. Sse — 
population will exceed a million; and of course that will increase 7 83, 684. 561 07 
this business throughout that whole section of country. And yet the 41, 646,309 44 
Appropriations Committee are making no provision whatever to meet 27, 049, 730 68 
this increase of business. They are making an 5 of 3 
$260,000 less than is asked for by the Department, and I am assured 17, 225, 094 97 


at the Department that it will be ng | unable to meet the demands 
upon it unless that estimate be given. Hence I offer this amendment. 
| Mr. BLOUNT. During the first session of last Congress we appro- 
priated for compensation of clerks $3,290,000, during the last ses- 
sion of last Congress we appropriated $3,340,000, an increase of $50,000 
upon the preceding year. During the last fiscal year—we have no 
estimate of what has been expended during the present fiscal year— 
there was expended for this purpose $3,333, 151.00. We appropriate 
in this bill $100,000 more than was appropriated last year. © have 
made the increase double what the increase was before. 

The committee thought that here they had been exceedingly lib- 
eral. There was an entire assent upon the ge of every member of 
the committee, the amount being so much larger than had been 
allowed heretofore. And this, sir, been done while the evidences 
all around us have shown a decline of business. I will ask to have 

rinted as part of my remarks certain statements showing that this 
is the case all over the country. 

The Post-Office Department itself shows there has been during the 
last fiscal year an actual decrease of its receipts. It shows that while 
we are increasing the spproprimion more l ly than we have done 
for several years there has been a greater falling off in business and 

ter falling off in the receipts of the Department. 
think, therefore, that we are going rapidly enough. The gentle- 
man says that the country is increasing in population. That is true, 
but the business of the country is not increasing in anything like the 
proportion that it has heretofore. The gentleman says that we have 
not service enough; that where these officers come under his knowl- 
edge they need more clerical force and cannot get it, and that this is 

the condition of things throughout the entire country. 

Now I happen to know from an investigation before the committee 
of the last Congress that while that was true as to certain localities 

in a great many places the postmasters were absolutely doing noth- 
ing; they had clerical force enough to do their entire business. The 
fault lies in the distribution of the clerks. Some gentlemen can go 
and get them; others have failed. Some communities have an excess; 
others have a deficit. 

Again, there is this to be considered in this connection: in the midst 


o not think it right thus to cripple this service. There is | December 


of the lack of employment etn eek the country, this being a fund 
to be used in the discretion of the Department, I undertake to say 
that the clerical force needed in the post-offices can be got at a less 
sum than ever before in the last ten years. 

The following are the papers referred to by Mr. BLOUNT: 

Turep NATIONAL BANK, 
New York, April 10, 1878. 
Dran Siz: We inclose Pittsburgh and New Orleans clearing-house figures, and 


Very respectfully, g. N. JORDAN, 
Per FRYNER. 


Hon. Anna S. Hxwrrr, 
Washington, D. C. 


Monthly clearings Pittsburgh ayn oom from October, 1876, to March, 1878, 


252, 554 69 | $3, 845, 245 29 
18, 013,979 99 | 3,590, 951 87 
18, 256, 321 24 | 3, 658, 321 80 
19, 668,595 73 | 3, 499, 087 87 
16, 426, 507 92 | 3,187,679 81 
17, 309, 991 78 | 3,553, 684 81 
19, 347, 429 14 | 3,357, 264 48 
19, 532, 404 33 | 3,478,331 11 
19, 599, 530 51 | 3. 708, 321 83 
19, 493,135 54 3,763,545 31 
18, 373, 216 21 | 3,542, 847 56 
16, 823, 438 40 | 3,563,354 93 
21, 490, 008 82 | 4,116,995 53 
17, 690,910 42 | 3, 426,079 96 
17, 813, 959 29 | 3,575, 461 96 


19,016,170 79 | 3,233, 440 53 
15, 055, 243 14 f 2, 851, 450 68 
15, 683, 102 35 3, 208, 877 34 


Monthly clearings. 


Total from October, 1876, to September, 1877, 
inclusive 


oss z $424, 172, 198 95 
76 
76 
1878. 
A a AET A T A RE 63, 2 — — 
—F—PPFPVPPTPVTVTVVCTCTVTCTCTCTCTCT(TCTCTCTCTCTdTTT—T———— scape ; 
MASON s cinsonashscgasdicdhndshishaiitiendvdakenaee 37, 109, 608 87 
Total from October, 1877, to March, 1878, in- 
TPVCVCCTCVTTVCCTTCVTCTCTTCTCTCTCTCTTTTTT E 282, 333, 075 71 
Total from October, 1876, to March, 1878, inclusive.......... 706, 505, 274 66 
J. N. MAYNEVILLE, 
Manager. 


New ORLEANS, April 5, 1878. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move to strike out the last word. I have pre- 
gies an amendment precisely in the words of the amendment offered 
y the gentleman from Ka (Mr. Ryan.] My own experience is 
the sameas his, and let me say, Mr. Chairman, that the frontier States, 
the border States, and those especially that are 1 in 
population as the gentleman’s own is and my own is, are those States 
in which there are very many offices to-day without the clerical force 
which they need. I have conversed with the venerable clerk of the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, who has said to me repeatedly 
during the year that when the next appropriation bill passed there 
should be a large increase in the item for post-office clerks. There 
are to-day from my own district now pending eight or nine applica- 
tions for postal clerks and increased clerical service in the post-office 
in my district, and we are unable to obtain any because of the insuffi- 
ciency of the ä The amount proposed in the amendment 
is $3,700,000. The adage eee recommended in this bill is $300,000 
less than that amount. I had intended when this item was reached 
to move the amendment which has been offered by the gentleman from 
Kansas, It is absolutely necessary. 
Mr. Chairman, the Post-Office Department is 8 more from 
the lack of appropriations of this one item than in almost any other 


1878. 
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item in the post-office appropriation bill. Here are offices that have 


increased rapidly. There are offices in my own district where the 
salary to-day is $1,000 that had not being when I came to this House 
seven years ago. They have been established and towns have been 
built up since then and they are without any clerical force, and the 
committee will see at once that a post-office at the beginning of the 
fiscal year that is entitled to clerical force gets it under this appro- 

riation as it existed on that day, but there may be four hundred or 

ve hundred offices during the Noa year at the middle of the year 
or in the last half of the year that are entitled to this clerical force 
and they cannot get it; the money has been allotted at the beginning 
of the year and all the offices that require clerical force after 
that allotment are told that they must wait for another appropriation. 
I say that the amendment is eminently just and proper and absolutely 
demanded for the service, and if the whole amount proposed in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas is not voted P shall move 
an amendment for a sum less than the amount now pro 

The question was taken on Mr. Ryan’s amendment; and on a 
division there were—ayes 69, noes 82. 

Mr. RYAN. I call for tellers. 

soles were ordered; and Mr. RYAN and Mr. BLOUNT were ap- 

ointed. 
2 Thes committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 59, 
noes 69, 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move to amend in lines 120 and 121 
by striking out the words “ four hundred and forty thonsand dollars” 
ang inserting in lieu thereof the words “six hundred thousand dol- 


Mr. BLOUNT. Isimply want to er what I think is not understood 
by some members, that we increase the appropriation for postmasters 
$100,000 more than it had ever been increased for several years in 
addition to increasing the compensation for clerks to postmasters. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentlemen should be told that the amount 
of the 5 last year was less than the amount that the service 
deman 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would say that gentlemen on the other side of the 
House complained in re to everything we did. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I insist on my amendment. It should 
be borne in mind by the House that this postal service increases every 

ear, and hence requires appropriations. 

Mr. WADDELL. I would like to know whether my motion that 
the committee rise is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is now. 

Mr. WADDELL. There is no quorum here, and I insist on the 
motion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope it will be voted down. 

The motion was agreed to; there bei eyes 88, noes 62. 

The committee accordingly rose ; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


INTERNAL TAXATION, 


Mr. TUCKER. I am instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to oe eb a bill (H. R. No. 4427) relating to the tax on tobacco, 
incomes, and other internal taxation. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. TUCKER. I am also instructed to ask the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill entitled An act relating to taxes upon tobacco, incomes, 
and other internal taxation,” be e the order for consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole on the Ist day of May next, after the morning hour, and 
from day to day thereafter until disposed of. 

: E reder There is one special order already for the 1st of May, 
think. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. If this requires unanimous consent, 


I ect: 
The SPEAKER pro tem The Chair will state that under the 


rules the Committee of Ways and Means have the right to report at 
any time. 
Mr. TUCKER. And under the ruling of the Speaker, I have the 


right to offer on behalfof the committee this resolution. I will merely 
state that a bill was 8 yesterday by my friend from Illinois, 
(Mr. BURCHARD, ] my colleague on the committee, respecting the ma- 
chinery of internal revenue taxation. This bill pro a reduction 
of the tax on tobacco, the imposition of a tax on incomes, and the 
modification of the tax on savings-bank deposits. It has been very 
fully considered by the Committee of Ways and Means; and I propose 
by my resolation to make it a special order for consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the same day that was suggested by my friend 
from Illinois in reference to the other bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The two bills have no connection, however. 

Mr. TUCKER. They have no connection. I hope there will be no 
objection to the adoption of this resolution. I call the previous ques- 


tion. 
ae CONGER. Does this bill propose the imposition of an income 
Mr. TUCKER. Fes, sir. 


Nr WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object to the adoption of the res- 
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that it is not liable to objection. - 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Does it not require unanimons con- 
sent to make this bill a special order. 

Mr. TUCKER. Oh, no; not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it does not, 
under the ruling of the permanent Speaker of the House. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means having the right to report at any time for 
commitment, the gentleman from Virginia now, by direction of that 
committee, reports this resolution accompanying the bill, which pro- 
poses to fix the Ist day of May for its consideration. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no doubt about the right of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to report at any time for commitment; but 
that does not imply the right to report at any time a resolution fixing 
a day for the consideration of particular business. 

Mr. TUCKER. It was expressly decided by the Speaker the other 
day that upon a motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole for 
consideration, it was in order for the Committee of Ways and Means 
to move to fix a day for such consideration. I have done so on this 
occasion under the ruling of the Speaker. 

Mr. CONGER. That is when the committee is called in its re 
order. They may report for commitment at any time; but only on 
uot regular can they report resolutions to change the order of 

msiness. 

Mr. TUCKER. I call for the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Let us have the point of order decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule cover- 
ing. the point of order made by the gentleman from Michigan. 

he Clerk read as follows: 1 


It shall be the duty of the Committee of Ways and Means to take into 1 
eration all reports of the Treasury Department, and such other propositions 

tive to raising revenne and providing ways and means for the support of the Gov- 
ernment as be presented or shall come in question and be referred to them 
by the House, and to report their opinion thereon by bill or otherwise, as to them 
8 a t; and said committee shall have leave to report for commit- 
ment at any time. 


Mr. TUCKER. I report this bill for commitment, and accompany 
it with a proposition to fix a day for its consideration. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Will not this interfere with the tariff bill? 

Mr. TUCKER. I am perfectly content to yield to any existing 
special order or to the business of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means is absent. 


Mr. TUCKER. But I am present and make this report. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This special order would be subject to all prior 
special orders. It does not interfere with the action on the tariff bill 
or the appropriation bill. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The House can raise the question of considera- 
tion at ROTE 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Tdemand the regular order. 

The SPEAKÉR pro tempore. Does the gentleman insist on the 
point of order ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I do insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the opinia of the Chair that 
under the rules the Committee of Ways and Means have the right to 
report at any time for commitment, and the right to report for com- 
mitment carries with it the right of consideration ; but making the 
bill a special order, as provided in the concluding portion of the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Virginia, cannot, in the judgment of 
the Chair, be entertained except by unanimous consent. Is there 
objection to the resolution offered by the gentleman from Virginia? 

. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CONGER objected. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri to a nal explanation. 

Mr. TUCKER. the proposition to make the bill a special order 
has been objected to, I move that it be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed, and 
the time for its consideration will be fixed hereafter. 

The SPEAKER pro ri The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be ordered accordingly. 

„ I give notice that on that bill I reserve all points 
of order. 

The SPEAKER pro jempore. That is the gentleman’s right. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. GLOVER. I ask to have read from the New York Tribune of 
April 20, 1878, the extract which I have marked. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


WASHINGTON, Á 19.—Alarming reports were circulating at the Capitol to-day 
that Mr. GLOVER made another haul of his net, and, as usual, caught a big 
democratic tish; bat it is said he tried to throw back his catch before any one dis- 
covered that he had him. The story is that he has found out that $5,000 of the 
funds belonging to the House of Representatives was loaned to a member of Con- 

The danger of losing it and the difficulty of recovering the money 
© matter to be exposed. 


Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, if no other person was affected by 
that dispatch in the New York Tribune except myself, I should say 
nothing on this subject. That paper for several wecks past has been 
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constantly making attacks upon myself and the committee with 
which I am connected. 

I desire in justice to an officer of this House who seems to be alluded 
to by that dispatch, and in the interest of every member upon the floor 
of this House whoseems to be implicated in the charge that some one of 
them has in an improper manner received from the Sergeant-at-Arms 
the sum of $5,000—it is charged that the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Treasury Department have made that discovery—I desire 
to say, sir, that nothing of the kind has been discovered by that 
committee, nor do I think there is a member of that committee who 
until it appeared in the Tribune has heard anything of it. I think 
it a pure fabrication and I feel it incumbent upon me to so pro- 
nounce it. 

A MEMBER. Who owns that paper? 

Mr. GLOVER. I do not know who owns the paper, or who is its 
correspondent. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman deny there is a defalcation on 
the part of the Doorkeeper or one of the doorkeepers ? 

Mr.GLOVER. This is an allegation against the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
as I understand it, and I have only risen for the pu of saying 
that I never heard of this matter until a member called my attention 
to it in the New York Tribune a few moments since from which the 
extract has been read. 

Mr. CONGER. The article did not refer to an officer. I did not 
understand it to refer to any officer. 

Mr.GLOVER. I understand it does refer to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood it to refer to a member of Congress 


merely. 
Mr. GLOVER. And to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Several MEMBERS. Read it again. 

The article was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not see in this any reference to any but a mem- 
ber of this 7 1 

Mr. GLOVE It refers to some officer who has the paying of the 
members of this House; and I know of no other officer than the 
Sergeant-at-Arms who disc that duty. He pays the members 
of this House. But so far as it concerns the proceedings of my com- 
mittee or any knowledge I have of the subject the statement is 
totally without foundation, and I believe as before stated it is a pure 
fabrication of the correspondent of that paper who during the last 
few weeks has made similar slanderous statements, 

A MEMBER. Who owns that paper? 

Mr. GLOVER. I do not know. 


MEXICAN AWARD. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask the courtesy of the House to fix some day 
next week for the consideration, in Committee of the Whole, of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2117) to provide for the distribution of the awards 
made under the convention between the United States of America 
and the Republic of Mexico concluded on the 4th day of July, 1868. 
These are awards made in favor of citizens of this country under a 
treaty concluded ten years ago. The claimants of this money are in 
wy mpecunious circumstances. Many of them are poor, distressed, 
and absolutely without means of support. The bill has been for a 
long time ready for the action of the House, and I hope it will be 
the pleasure of the House to fix some time next week for its consid- 
eration. I therefore ask unanimous consent that next Wednesday 
morning after the morning hour the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill, to be continued 
from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Or reports from the Committee of Ways and 


Means. 
The SPEAKER pro cr fa Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from West Virginia f i 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. 


MINT AT NEW ORLEANS. 


On motion of Mr. DWIGHT, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
1058) to repair and put in operation the mint at New Orleans, author- 
izing the coinage of gold and silver thereat and making an appro- 
priation therefor, was taken from the Speaker's table, a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

FRANK A. PAGE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmittin panen relat- 
ing to the case of A. Page, late of the Uni tates Army, 
(retired ;) which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


EXPERIMENTAL GUNS. 


The SPEAKER pro tem, also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the Honse a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
relative to experimental guns in the possession of the Department ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MILITARY POSTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports 
relative to military posts that can be abandoned ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


SALE OF LOTS AT HARPER’S FERRY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also, by unanimous consent, laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports 
of the Attorney-General relating to the sale of lots of land at Harper’s 
F by the Government; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. A 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. EVANS, 
55 Indiana, for ten days from Monday next, on account of important 
usiness, 
Mr. SAMPSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was a to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the American Society of Civil 
Engineers, commending the convenience and accuracy of the trian- 
gulations of the United States Coast Survey, and petitioning for 
n appropriations to continue the work—to the Committee on 
gi ike gece 

y Mr. CABELL: The petitions of citizens and manufacturers of 
Virginia, that licorice-paste may be imported free of duty—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of 530 citizens of Altoona, Penn- 
sylvania, for the extension of the national credit to the completion 
of a great southern line of railroad to the Pacific Ocean—to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The memorial of Forsyth Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, for she amendment of the pension laws—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Memorials of citizens of San 3 Rusk, 
Cherokee, Lee, Lavaca, De Witt, Gregg, Chambers, Washington, Rob- 
ertson, and Crockett Counties, Texas, for the division of that State 
into two judicial districts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Galveston, Texas, for an appropri- 
ation to erect a custom-house and internal-revenne offices in said 
ae the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

y Mr. JONES, of Alabama: Resolutions of the Mobile (Alabama) 
Board of Trade, requesting the Alabama gy Pape in Congress to 
support the bill (H. R. No. 3988) to organize a life-saving service—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOTT: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Dubois, for relief— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Ellen Camp—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of citizens of Chilton County, Ala- 
bama, for the creation of a fund for 1 education from the sales 
of public lands—to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

os McMAHON: The petition of E. G. Johnson, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

ey Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, (by request:) The petition of J. 
G. W. Mills, of Atlanta, Georgia, for the payment of his expenses in 
an election contest in the Forty-fourth Congress—to the Committee 
of Elections. 

By Mr. VANCE: Memorial of Dr. Anson B. Sams, proposing a 
change of the motto “In God we trust” on the new silver dollar to 
“In ’s name we trust”—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


IN SENATE. 
MONDAY, April 22, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
Taa Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 15th instant, a copy of the report of 
the hydrographic commission on the means n to protect the 
wharves and harbor of New Orleans from the incursions of the Mis- 
sissippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, on the 17th of this month the 
Senator from eh, ESS (Mr. Ferry] reported back, from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, House bill 805, known as a bill for the repeal of 
the specie resumption act of January 14, 1875, with an amendment 
striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting certain im- 

rtant provisions in lieu of the original measure as it came from the 

ouse. I propose now to amend that amendment in certain particu- 
lars, and I ask that the amendments of which I give notice be read. 
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The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Indiana gives 
notice that he will offer certain amendments, which will be $ 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis pro to strike out in lines 5, 6, and 7, 
the words “on and after October 1, 1878, said notes shall be receiva- 
ble;” strike out in lines 8 and 9 the words “October 1, 1878,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “the passage of this act ;” strike out 
in line 9 the word “ permanently ;” also strike out in lines 22, 23, and 
24, the words “shall cease and become inoperative on and after the 
said October 1, 1878,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “is hereby 
repealed ;” so that the substitute reported by way of amendment by 
the Committee on Finance shall read as follows: 


That from and after the 8 of this act United States notes shall be re- 
ceivable in payment for the cent. bonds now authorized by law to be issued, 
and for duties on imports, and said notes in the volume in existence on the 8 
of this act shall not be canceled nor hoarded, but shall be reissued, and they may 

whatsoever, to an amount not ex- 


and when again returned to the Treasury they shall not be canceled nor 8 
but shall be reissued from time to time with 8 and all that part of the 


pomu: rae, the retirement of 80 per cent. of United States notes, is 
ereby re; š 
Suc. 2. laws and parts of laws inconsistent with this act shall be, and hereby 


are, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask that the amendments just read and the 
substitute offered by the committee as now sought to be amended be 
printed and lie upon the table. 

I desire further to state that I have offered these amendments not 
as the basis of a compromise for the surrender of the House bill, but 
for the purpose of ae pbb as far as ble the substitute ates 
by the committee. If that substitute should be adopted by the Senate 
I desire it to bring substantial and immediate relief to the people as 
far as it goes. It is my pu „ however, to support the bill for the 
repeal of the act enforcing the resumption of specie payments, just as 
it passed the House on the 23d day of November last. On this issue I 
shall seek to obtain the direct vote of the Senate at an early day. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope the amendments suggested by the Senator 
from Indiana will be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been ordered under the 


rule. 

Mr. GORDON. While I am up I move that the report of the com- 
mittee to which the Senator from Indiana has referred, and to which 
the amendments relate, be made the special order for Wednesday, the 
Ist day of May, that is, Wednesday a week. I will state that I did not 
speak upon the silver bill, because I desired a subject of a little wider 
tange than that bill legitimately furnished, and I wish to speak upon 
this bill. I move, therefore, that it be made the special order for 
Wednesday, the 1st day of May. I think that would give abundant 
time for any amendments to be suggested and considered by the 
Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, (Mr. ALLISON in the chair.) The Senator from Georgia 
has called the attention of the Senate to the re 
mittee on Finance in regard to the repeal of the resumption act, and 

consideration on a week from next Wednesday. My impression 
is that the bill might be considered at an earlier day than that, and 
I suggest to the Senator from Georgia that he defer fixing a time for 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill. The Commit- 
tee on Finance will meet to-morrow and my impression is that I may 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill earlier 
than the Ist of May. x 

Mr. GORDON. Very well. I have no objection to deferring my 
motion for the present. Isimply wanted to have a time fixed when 
we should consider the measure. I therefore withdraw the motion 
temporarily for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Auuison in the chair.) The mo- 
tion making the bill a epost order is withdrawn. 

Mr. CONKLING. Ishould like to make a su; tion to the Senator 
from Michigan and also to the Senator from rgia, if I can have 
his attention fora moment. The Senator from Georgia has indicated 
an intention of ing upon this bill. It will of course be the 
pleasure of the Senate to allow the Senator to fix such time as is 
convenient to him to address the Senate, but in the present condition 
of the Senate, it being now but a few moments after the hour of 
3 owing to the sitting of committees this morning the 
Senate being v in, especially on this side, would it not be better 
for the Senator simply to fix his own day to take up the bill, to re- 
mark upon it, and leave the time when it shall be considered, as a 
special order or otherwise—— 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Georgia has withdrawn his 
motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know he has, but the Senator from Michigan is 
in the act of proposing that the bill be taken up at an earlier day, 
not for the convenience of some Senator in speech, but for the action 
of the Senate. Now, for myself and still more for Senators who are 
absent, I wish both Senators would refrain during the present at least 


from fixing any time to take 7 the bill for action. No Senator will 
have any culty in having it taken up for the purposes of his own 
convenience. I will vote, for one, with great pleasure with the Sen- 


ator from Georgia, and I am sure the whole Senate will, that he may 
be able to fix a time for that purpose as he pleases; but as to action 


VII. 169 


rt made by the Com- 


on the bill I hope the Senator from Michigan and the Senator from 
Georgia alike will let it stand until we can have some more under- 
standing among each other than we have had so far, and until the 
Renate ee, before fixing a time to proceed with the consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. FERRY. My only object was to avoid 3 delay. The 
committee to which the bill was referred has been critic some- 
what for the delay in making a report upon the bill. The committee 
devoted such time as they could to the subject, and made as early a 
8 87 as was practicable under the circumstances. For that reason 
I feel it my duty to suggest to the Senator from Georgia and also to 
the Senate that it might be possible to consider the bill at an earlier 
moment and avoid any unnecessary delay, That was my intention, 
and solely that. My object is not to prevent any Senator from ex- 
pressing his views or taking such time as he may need for that 18 

. My only object is to facilitate action upon the bill. I 
understand, the Senator from Georgia has withdrawn his 8 
to fix any specific day and the matter stands as it did ore the 
suggestion was made, 

r. HEREFORD. I desire to say that I think the time for the con- 
sideration of this subject by the Senate should be fixed some time to- 
day, (not while there are as few Senators in their seats as we find this 
morning, I think perhaps that would be improper,) but to-day when 
there shall be more Senators in their seats the time to commence the 
discussion of this subject and for the consideration of it should be 
fixed; for if this subject shall be discussed at as great length as was 
the silver bill, and if those who desire should succeed in having the 

use bill amended,we will be thrown into June before the b 

out of this body at all, and it would then go to the House amended 
and there remain until we shall have adjourned. So that we will 
have been in session here from the middle of October until the time 
for adjournment without having accomplished one thing on the sub- 
ject of the re of the resumption act. I do not believe that the 
country would justify the Congress in that non-action. I believe the 
country would hold us responsible for that non-action. I hope the 
bill will pass as it came from the House. There are some very Kood 
amendments that have been offered to it for which I should vote as 
distinctand substantive propositions but I hope they will not be tacked 
on to the bill as amendments, thereby taking it back to the House 
and thereby, in my judgment, defeating the whole matter. I think 
the sooner we commence the consideration of the bill in the Senate 
the better, and I think the time should be fixed some time to-day when 
the Senate shall be more full than we find it on this occasion; but I 
do not think we should go beyond to-day in fixing the hour. 

Mr, MORRILL. I have no idea that there is to bea very protracted 
discussion of this measure when it comes up; nor have I any idea 
that there is a disposition on the part of either side of the Senate to 
postpone the business unreasonably. I suppose that it is within the 

ower of the Senate to take the bill up at any moment that a ma- 
jority shall see fit. I think it is very well to suggest that it shall be 
considered at the time named by the Senator from Georgia, but at the 
same time I see nothing that would be gained by it, and therefore I 
hope the qnestion will go over for the present. 
fr. VOORHEES. r. President, just one word. It ns to be 
within my knowledge that the Senator from Georgia will be away 
from his seat from and after Wednesday, the day after to-morrow, 
until perhaps Tuesday or Wednesday in the following week, and it 
happens also to be within my knowledge that he is prepared and 
desires to discuss this question. I am perfectly willing to have this 
subject taken up at any time, but I would be unwilling to agree that 
it be disposed of before the Senator from Georgia can return and be 
heard, if we should take it up in his absence. 

Mr. MORRILL. No one objects to that. 

Mr. FERRY. There can be no objection to that; and inasmuch as 
the Senator from Indiana has given the fact to the Senate that the 
Senator from Georgia desires to speak upon the bill and will be nec- 
essarily absent, there can be no harm attending the early considera- 
tion of the bill, and let it stand on the Calendar just as it is. 

Mr. VOORHEES, Certainly. 


Mr. FERRY. If the Senate shall see fit to take the bill up this 
week, it will be with the notice of the Senator from Indiana the 
Senator from Georgia desires to speak upon the question before a final 


vote upon it, and time will be given to the Senator from Georgia to 
discuss the bill. 
Mr. VOORHEES. That was the purpose of my suggestion. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT os tempore presented the petition of George W. 
Partridge and 216 others, citizens of Michigan, praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate joint resolution No. 13, proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States respecting an establishment of 
religion and the free exercise thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EATON presented a resolution of the Legislature of Connecti- 
cut, in favor of an appropriation for continuing the improvement of 
the harbor of Stamford in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. WADLEIGH presented the petition of Elizabeth MeNeil Ben- 
ham and Frances McNeil Potter, 2 of General John MeNeil 
United States Army, praying to be allowed a pension on account of 
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services rendered the Government by their father during the war of 
1812; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present the resolutions and proceedings of a 
meeting of veteran soldiers in the State of New York, held at Lock- 
port, on the 15th of this month, expressive of the sense of the meet- 
ing in favor of the bill placing General Shields upon the retired list 
as brigadier-general, and requesting the Senators from the State of 
New York to favor the adoption of the bill. I move the reference of 
these resolutions to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also a petition signed by a num- 
ber of residents of the county of Niagara, State of New York, pray- 
ing the passage of the bill to which the resolutions which I have just 
presented refer, and a similar petition signed by men all of whom 
served inthe Army of the Union during the late rebellion, also pray- 
ing the passage of the bill touching General Shields. I move the ref- 
erence of these petitions to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present also the petition of Samuel Lowery, of 
Huntsville, Alabama, praying legislation in his behalf as a chaplain 
in the Army; and, by request, when that order is reached, I shall ask 
leave to introduce a bill to carry out the object of the petition. I 
move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. OGLESBY presented resolutions of the Veteran Club of the 
city of Chi „ Illinois, against the transfer of the pension agencies 
thronghout the country to the Pension Bureau at Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr.OGLESBY. I ee the petition of John Miller and 70 others, 
citizens of Dog Tooth Point, Alexander County, Illinois, praying for 
the establishment of a new post-office at Commercial Point, and for 
a new post- route thereto, from Cairo or Goose Island, Illinois. With 
the petition I submit an amendment to the post-route bill. I move 
that the petition and amendment be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a memorial of the Board of Underwriters 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the transfer of 
the life-saving service from the ury Department to the Navy 
Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of a 
law authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Memphis, Tennessee, until the proposed location of the same 
shall have been examined and repo upon by a board of compe- 
tent engineers, to be appointed for that purpose, and praying the ap- 
pointment of such a board for the purpose; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. ROLLINS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1088) to provide for the revision 
and correction of assessments for special improvements in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred various 
8 relating to the e asked to be discharged from their 

further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 994) for the relief of Al 
Ordway, reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the claim of Claude H. Masten, surviving partner of the firm 
of Le Vert & Masten, of Mobile, Alabama, for himself and in behalf 
of Octavia Le Vert and her two children, widow and heirs of his de- 
ceased partner, praying compensation for certain d to prop- 
erty during the late war by United States troops, submitted a report 
thereon accompanied by a bill (8. No. 1112) for the relief of Claude 
H. Masten, surviving er of the firm of Le Vert & Masten, of 
Mobile, Alabama, and the children of Octavia Le Vert, deceased. 
80 bil was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

ted. 

r. HEREFORD, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 241) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, at Charleston, Kanawha County, West Virginia, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to state, in connection with 
the report made by the Senator from West Virginia in favor of the 

of the bill making an appropriation for the Methodist Epis- 
copal Society of Charleston, West Virginia, to reimburse that society 
for the destruction of their property in the late civil war, that the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, [Mr. MCMILLAN, ] the Senator 
from Colorado, [Mr. TELLER,] and myself dissent from the report, 
no I am authorized to submit the views of the minority upon the 

ill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the miuority in the 
case stated will be received and printed. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The two reports will be printed together, I sup- 
pose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed together. It 
is so ordered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BARNUM (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (8. No. 2 for the relief of prop- 
erty owners in square 382, in the city of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

Mr. MAXEY asked, and by nnanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1114) to amend the one hundred and third Arti- 
ele of War; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. GARLAND asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1115) for the relief of James F. Bates and 
James Mitchell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KERNAN. By request of gentlemen of the State of New York 
who are members of the Geographical Society, I ask leave to intro- 
duce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1116) anthorizing the Secretary of War to detail an officer of the 
Army to take command of the expedition being fitted out by Messrs: 
Morrison & Brown, citizens of New York, to search for the records of 
Sir John Franklin’s expedition, and to issue to such officer Arm 
equipments and ammunition; which was read twice by its title, an 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1117) for the relief of Alexander McNary and 
John H. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill’ (S. No. 1118) to repeal section 3412 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, which provides for a tax on the notes 
of State banking associations; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALLACE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1119) for the relief of Bird L. Fletcher; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1120) for the relief of Samuel 
Lowery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 26) instructing the Attorney- 
General of the United States to bring suits in the name of the United 
States to set aside certain patents to lands of the Black Bob band of 
Shawnee Indians ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 

Mr, MERRIMON, Mr, OGLESBY, and Mr. MITCHELL submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. No, 
4286) to establish post-routes in the several States therein named; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF LEGISLATION. 

Mr. BLAINE. I submit the following resolutions. I shall not ask 
for a vote at present, but only that they be printed: 

Resolved, That any radical change in our present tariff laws would, i > 
ment of the Senate, Ts inopportune 4 would needlessly derange the 8 bre 
ests of the country, and would seriously retard that return to prosperity for which 
all should earnestly co-o; te. 

Resolved, That in the erpa E of the Senate it should be the fixed policy of this 
Government to so maintain our tariff for revenue as to afford adequate protection 
to American labor. 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND submitted the following, to be offered as an amend- 
ment to the above resolutions ; which was ordered to be printed: 


And the Committee on Finance is instructed to report a bill atas early a day as 
possible providing for a commission to examine into the subject of the tariff, and 
report the result of such examination, with such suggestions as it may consider 
proper, at the next session of 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, on Wednesday last I gaye notice 
that to-day, immediately after the conclusion of the morning business, 
I should ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 
No, 238) to extend the time for the construction and completion of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad, and by a readjustment of the grants, 
without increasing the appropriation, to secure the construction o 
the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroad. I now move, in 
accordance with that notice, that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Ain are Not, of course, interfering with the 
regular order at one o'clock, 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. At one o'clock the Senate will pro- 
ceed with the Calendar unless it is ordered otherwise. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The regular order is the Calendar 
at one o’clock, I understand. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course it will be for the Senate to determine 
when one o'clock arrives. 
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Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. But I give notice now that I shall 
ask for the regular order, so that all may understand it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, The Senator from West Virginia would not wish 
to interfere with some remarks that I desire to submit. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Certainly not. 

Mr. LAMAR. Does the Senator from Oregon intend to do anything 
more with the bill to-day than to make a few remarks ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say to the Senator from Mississippi that I 
feel it my duty, having charge of the bill, to press it as rapidly as is 
consistent with the public business and the proprieties of the Senate. 
Of course it is for the Senate to determine whether we shall proceed 
to a final conelusion now. I am very anxious tosubmit some remarks. 
I shall be glad to have the bill taken up and read, and I desire to sub- 
mit some explanations of the bill to-day at least. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that will be done, and that then we shall 
proceed with the Calendar, this bill to be taken up afterward for 
action. 

Mr. LAMAR. I have no objection, so far as I am concerned, to the 
Senator from 1 8 5 submitting remarks; but I am not in favor of 
having the bill taken up for consideration with a view to press action 
on it at this time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall have no disposition to press any hasty 
action against the wishes of any Senator. It is an important matter, 
and of course it ought to be carefully considered. But I should like 
to have the consideration of the subject begun, to have the bill read 
for the information of the Senate, and then I shall submit some ex- 
planations in regard to it. 

Mr. LAMAR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I also understand that the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. WinDOM] desires to submit some remarks; whether now 
or hereafter I am not advised. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have no objection to the Senator taking up the 
bill and proceeding with his remarks and concluding them, but I 
one ava that at the conclusion of his remarks we proceed with the 

endar. f 

The PRESIDENT pro.tempore. That will be the order unless the 
Senate orders otherwise at the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Oregon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 238) to extend the time 
for the construction and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad; 
and, by a readjustment of the grants, without increasing the appro- 

riation, to secure the construction of the Portland, Salt Lake and 
uth Pass Railroad. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that the substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Railroads in this case be considered as the original bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed substitute. 

That the rivil and franchi includin 
the Peanchies to. be yer hte = raiya rpad adok the Northern Pale Railroad 
Company by its charter and the various joint resolutions of Congress amendato 
thereof ani . be, and the same are hereby ,confirmed, porary 
and continued to the said Northern Pacific Railroad Compan 
arent as hereinafter modified. And ten years’ additional time is hereby gran 
to olumbia 


d com to construct its main line of road, via the valley of the C 
River and Portland, n, to i! 


par, prior to the receipt of the orders of withdrawal at the respective district 
do 


shall be open to peer ey and homestead entry only of actual settlers ; 
entitled to indemnity therefor, as now provided therefor. 
g justed and suspended in the General Land 
Office on account of an increase of price of the even sections within the limits of 
the grant, where the same were made, or based upon settlement made prior to the 
receipt of the orders of withdrawal aforesaid at the respective district land offices, 
shall be relieved from such suspension and carried into patent; but nothing in 
this act shall be construed to affect existing adjustments, nor to authorize the re- 
funding of any moneys received for such lands under existing laws. 

Sec. 4. Actual settlers on any cultural or grazing lands embraced within the 
grant to said company, who shall have settled thereon before the completion and 
5 the section of the road opposite thereto, and actual settlers on any 

cultural or 


Src. 5 t the extension of time granted by section 1 of this act shall not apply 
to the main line north of Tacoma, nor to the 
Cascade Mountains to Puget Sound, in Washington Territory ; and the lands here- 
3 therefor shall be, and are hereby, restored to the public domain, to 
be di with as other public lands, except for the distance of twenty miles north 
of the portion of said branch now constructed from Tacoma to Wilkeson, in Wash- 
tory. And the said company shall — parai for a quantity of 


of said constructed branch, but on the north side not farther than twenty miles 
therefrom ; but the said company may select, and receive patents for, lands to make 


o any deficiency in said quantity, from any of the 85 lands in Washington 


erritory within the limits of the grant for the main lin 

Sec. 6. That in case any of the lands heretofore granted by Congress toaid in the 
construction of said railroad shall become forfeited to the United States and be 
restored to the public domain by reason of the failure of said company to perform 
the conditions herein set forth, or any of them, the actnal settlers on such of said 
granted lands as shall not then have been earned by said company, who shall have 
settled thereon under the provisions of this act or by license from said company, 
shall each have the right to obtain title to sach lands, not ex one quarter 
22 under the homestead or pre-emption laws, as if said grant not been 
. 


Src. 7. That said company, shall keep said railroad eee Unes, so far as 
already constructed, as well as that portion to be consi hereafter, in 
repair and use, and shall transmit dispatches over said telegraph line, and trans- 
rt mails, troops, munitions of wey lies, and public stores upon said railroad 
‘or the Government, whenever do so by any Department thereof; and 
that the Government shall at all times have the preference in the nse of the same 
for all the purposes aforesaid, at fair and reasonable rates of compensation, not to 
exceed the rates paid by individuals for like transportation and tel ph services ; 
and in case the said railroad company, or its successors or assigns, 8 at any time 
willfully neglect or refuse to rt promptly the mails, munitions of war, su 
plies, and public stores as aforesaid, then the President of the United States shail 
take, and he is hereby authorized to take, such measures as, in his jadgment, ma 
be necessary to protect the interests of the United States and to enforce compli- 
ance with the N of this act land of the act of July 2, 1864, to which 
act is anamendment, by taking possession of the said railroad and telegraph lines, 
and of their equipment, or of such part thereof and for such time as may hence: 
sary to secure the service required; and said company shall be entitled to receive 
for such service compensation at fair and reasonable rates, taking into consider- 
ation the nature and circumstances thereof. 

Sec. 8. That from the mouth of Snake River, or other suitable point east of or 
at the town of Umatilla, in the State of ir dig to the city of Portland, in the 
State of Oregon, and the extension provided for in this act, is on this Tress con- 
dition: the said Northern Pacific Railroad shall be located and construi on the 
south side of the Colambia River: Provided further, That the extensions, fran- 
chises, and privileges granted by this act to the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany are on the further express condition that such eon sa: Priya within nine 
months from the approval of this act, commence the construction of its said rail- 
road at some point at or near the mouth of Snake River, and construct and equip, 
eastward, within one year thereafter, not less than twenty-five miles thereof, an 
at least forty miles cach succeeding year thereafter until completed to Pend 
d'Oreille Lake; and shall also complete and equip, in addition to the road already 
completed, at least one hundred miles of its line within one after the 
time fixed he: for the commencement of work as aforesaid, and at least one 
hundred miles of said main line each year thereafter, including in each said one 
hundred miles the number of miles to be completed eastward on the Pacific slope 


struct and pga their said railroad around The Dalles of the Columbia River, on 
e thereof, within two and a half 


low said portages and by means thereof; the said 
railroad around said portages to be of and included in the one hundred miles 
of road required to be constructed in the tive years in which they shall be 
construct and eoep their whole 
5 of this act; is extension 
is on the express condition that in the use of said portage railroads said Northern 
Pacific Company shall make no discrimination in charges on fi ts or 
passengers passing up and down said Columbia River and over said roa 
and shall receive from and deliver to all persons, and companies el 
in the navigation of the Columbia River all hts and F on equal 
0 7 of Pai ge 
i any of 


terms, without discrimination or excessive charges; and 

sons under this act may be enforced by judicial 

competent jurisdiction. And in the event of any failure to 2 and equip 
said railroad poi at the Cascades and The Dalles of the Columbia River, 
or either of them, within the times and in the manner hereinbefore specified, then 
all the Nights grants, privileges, and franchises herein granted to the Northern 
Pacific yet ae fh Dla meg weeny feo R Neg 
railroad between Po: and Umatilla, Oregon, shall vest in and inure to the 
benefit of the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroad Company: Provided 
always, That such latter company shall, within three months after such failure, 
commence the construction such railroad at the city of Portland, and con- 
struct and equip on the south side of the Columbia River at least thirty-three 
miles within one year thereafter, and at least twenty-five miles each succeed: 
year until the whole of said road is completed from Portland to Umatilla: Pro- 
vided further, That in suchevent the said Northern Pacific Railroad Com Shag 
have the right to the use of said common line upon the same terms, and to be de- 
termined in the same manner, as are hereinafter provided for ascertaining and 
t Lake and South Pass Rail- 


mmission of 
petent persons to be appointed by the President of the United States 

as provided in the ninth section of this act, nations com m shall 
of $10 per day while so employed, and actual expenses, to be certified by them- 
selves, shall be paid by said companies: Provided, however, That the right toacquire 
joint ownership of said road between Umatilla and Portian uoaa © provisions 
of this section, shall be exercised within twelve years from the passage of this act, 
and only upon 8 within that period by the company desiring to acquire the 
same, to the other, of the amount so ascertained and determined by said commis- 
sioners, or by the agreement of the said eee 

Sec. 9. The grants, privileges, and franchises herein AF pcm are upon the fur- 
ther express condition that from the point of junction of the Northern Pacific and 
the pro Portland, Salt Lake and South Railroads at or near the town of 
Umatilla, in the State of Oregon, by the pass of the Columbia River, through the 
Cascade Mountains, to the city of Portland, thesaid Northern Pacific Railroad shall 
be a common read for both lines; and the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
shall receive such compensation from the other company and such use shall be on 
such terms as the said corporations may agree upon; and if they are unable to 
agree, then the Northern Pacific Railroad C y shall receive from the other 
such compensation and at such times, and the use thereof shall be upon such terms, 
as a commission of three disinterested and competent parana, to be ea by 
the President of the United States, shall determine to —_ and just. 

Sec. 10. That the sections designated by even numbers within the limits of the 
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t to the said Northern Pacific Railroad be, and the same are hereby, declared 
— be, from the date of the approval of this act, open to settlement and pre- emp- 


tion at the price of $2.50 acre, and to h s, in quantities not exceeding 
one-quarter section, 88 and sixty acres, to te taken in conformity to 
the existing pre-emption and homestead laws: Provided further, That all 

who, ander the restrictions of the existing laws granting lands to the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, have taken homesteads of not exceeding eighty acres, 
shall have the Lol, nd of increasing the amount of their said homesteads, so that 
the aggre; taken by any one person shall not exceed one hundred and sixty 
acres; this to be done under such ig aimee as may be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior: Provided, That the grants, privi , and franchises herein 
made to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company are on the express condition that 
said company shall, within five years from the date of the passage of this act, 
definitely survey and locate the whole line of their said railroad, and file in the 
Department of the Interior a map showing such definite location. 

Sec. 11. That the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company is hereby authorized 
to issne its bonds, from time to time, not exceeding $25,000 per mile, to aid in the 
construction and equipment of its road, and to secure the same by mortgage on the 
whole or an e s of its railroad and property and rig ts of property of 
all e escriptions, with the rights, privileges, and franchises thereto apper- 
taining, including the franchise to be a corporation; and, as and notice of 
their legal execution and effectual delivery, such mortgages shall be filed and re- 
corded in the Department of the Interior: Provided, however, That such bonds or 
mortgages shall not be issued or executed unless on the afirmative vote of the 
holders of not less than two-thirds of the stock represented at a meeting of the 
stockholders of said 3 duly called for that purpose. 

Sxc. 12. That when said company shall sell or contract to sell, or shall convey, 
except by way of mortgage or deed of trust, to aid in the constraction of its rail- 
road, any of said granted lands after the same shall be earned by said company as 
aforesaid so as to entitle them to sell or convey the same, the lands so sold, con- 
tracted, or conveyed shall be subject to taxation according to the laws of the State 
or Territory within which the same may be situated. 

Src. 13. That the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company shall file with the 
Secretary of the Interior, within six months from the date of the passage of this 
act, its assent to and acceptance of the provisions of this act, or be forever debarred 
from taking or receiving any benefit from or under the same. 

Sec. 14. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at 
any time, and the acts and resolutions of which this act is amendatory or supple- 
mental, having due regard for the rights of said companies, and to pone by law 
against unjust discriminations and excessive c on the part of said company. 

Amend the title so as to read as follows: A bill extending the time for the con- 
straction and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate at 
any great length in explanation of the provisions of, or in adverting 
to the importance of, the pending bill. 

On the 5th day of July, 1869, now nearly nine years ago, in an ad- 
dress I had the honor of delivering on that day on the Pacific Coast, 
I used this language: 

I rd the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad as one of the necessi- 
ties of this age in the ee a commercial point of view, of time and space. 
I believe it peeve the great life-artery of the continent along which shall event- 
ually flow with irresistible power not only the trade of a h. here, but of the 
world 3 and while the present great overland road is a work amon Somos 
of the age, both in magnitude and influence, I believe the Northern ©, when 
completed, will be infinitely grander in the influence it shall operate on the inter- 
nal commerce of our continent and the carrying trade of the world. 

I hold, Mr. President, to the same opinion to-day, and repeat now 
and here what I said then and there, without the slightest modifica- 
tion in either letter or spirit. And because I have during the past 
four months contended with all the zeal and energy I could command 
for terms that would induce or, if you please, compel, the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company to concede in this proposed legislation con- 
ditions which as one of the representatives of the State of Oregon 
and the great Pacific Northwest I regarded as but just to that sec- 
tion of our common country, and which conditions I did not then and 
do not now regard as materially embarrassing to that company, let 
it not be said, as in malice it has been said, that I was secretly or 
surreptitiously laboring in the interest of the Union or Central Pacific 
Companies to defeat this t national enterprise. Against all such 

ess and malicious insinuations I am willing that my record here 
upon this whole subject from ee to Omega shall stand, branding 
them as they deserve to be branded, as the putrescent productions of 
malice and the poisoned but yet harmless weapons of ill-concealed 
envy and delirious hate. 

hile earnestly 3 as I always have earnestly favored, an 
extension of time to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, there 
seemed to me to be certain conditions other than those which the 
company were willing to concede imperatively demanded by the 
ple of the great Northwest and for which I have contended with all 
my power, and all of which I have thought and still think should in 
justice to that section have been conceded. These were: 

1. Such dee as would compel at an early day the building of 
so much of their road as would be necessary to open up the monop- 
oly-bound Columbia River to free navigation. 

2. The transfer of the branch road so as to run from the Upper 
Columbia to Salt Lake, instead of from the Upper Columbia to Puget 
Sound across the Cascade Mountains. 

3. That the Northern Pacific road from Umatilla, Oregon, to Port- 
land, Oregon, through the great passes of the Cascade Mountains, 
where there is neither room nor necessity for more than one road, 
should be constructed on the south side of the Columbia River, and 
when completed be a common road for the use of both the North- 
ern Pacific and the trains of the road the early construction of which 
the wants of commerce will inevitably force from the Upper Colum- 
bia to Salt Lake. 

4. That the settlers within the limits of the grant should be re- 
lieved from the domination of the company and be permitted full and 
free signe of settlement with right to 8 at a price not exceed- 
ing 82. acre. And this last condition is one that affects settlers, 
along the line of the road. 


As I have said I labored zealously for a bill embodying all these 
provisions, not for the purpose of imposing onerous conditions upon 
the company, not with a view of obstructing 1 tion in favor of 
this t national enterprise, but with the sole purpose of legislat- 
ing in the best ible manner for the test possible good and 
the greatest possible number, On the Ist day of April, of the present 
year, the Senate Committee on Railroads reported to the Senate a 
bill for the extension of time to the Northern Pacific, which embodied 
all these provisions. I entertained the hope that that bill would not 
encounter the hostility of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; 
but in this I was mistaken. Bitter and unqualified opposition was 
at once manifested to certain of the provisions of that Thi, the more 
especially to that one providing for aid to the Portland, Salt Lake 
and South Pass Company. A new bill similar to the one introduced 
and reported on in the House was presented to the Senate by the 
honorable Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WIN DO] and at his instance 
and without objection from any one, as is the courtesy of the Senate, 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. These bills, which 
were identical, were conspicuous to me at least by the absence from 
their sections of all the provisions and conditions for which I had 
been so zealously contending and which were incorporated in the 
bill ee by the Senate Railroad Committee. For instance they 
omitted— 

First. The Salt Lake branch entirely. 

Secondly. No provision whatever was made in either of these bills 
for any work whatever on the Columbia River, either at the portages 
or anywhere else, until after the completion of the whole road across 
the continent between the month of Snake River and the Missouri 
River, a distance of nearly twelve hundred miles. 

Thirdly. No provision was made for a common road through the 
passes of the Cascade Mountains. 

Fourthly. No adequate protection was given to settlers within the 
limits of the grant, in this, that the right of homestead was entirely 
taken avay on all lands, even sections as well as odd, within the 
limits of the grant; moreover the right to settlers on unsurveyed 
agricultural odd sections to purchase these lands at 52.50 per acre 
was limited and restricted to those settlers only who might settle on 
such unsurveyed agricultural lands a distance in the interior of one 
hundred miles from either end of completed road, while all settlers 
on unsurveyed agricultural lands (and on all grazing lands every- 
where) for a distance of one hundred miles from each end of the 
completed road were to be at the merey of the corporation, both as 
to quantity and price. 

With this conflict of opinion and action, with the Northern Pa- 
cific Company arrayed against the bill reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Railroads and earnestly supporeng the bill to which I have 
just attracted attention; with my colleagues in the Senate and House 
while earnestly favoring the Salt Lake measure yet as earnestly op- 
pne to making it a part of the bill for the extension of time to the 

orthern Pacific unless consented to by the Northern Pacific Company, 
it was clearly apparent that unless the committees of the Senate BERR 
some effort to harmonize these conflicting opinions all effortsof all con- 
cerned could but result in nothing but defeat. That effort was made. 
The bill of the company was by the Committee on Public Lands re- 
ported back to the Senate, with a recommendation that it be referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. The railroad bill was also at my 
instance recommitted, and the substitute now before the Senate is 
the result of the final and earnest efforts of the Railroad Committee 
of this body to present such a measure as might, so far as possible, 
reconcile conflicting interests and secure the favorable action of Con- 


Important concessions on all sides were necessary. Important con- 
cessions to all concerned are tendered by the committee in the meas- 
ure now presented for the consideration of the Senate. 

It shall now, as amended, receive my earnest, unqualified support; 
and it is my ardent hope that it may also receive the support of all 
concerned. Although the bill may not contain all that may be desir- 
able, a t national measure like this in which the whole continent 
is vitally interested should not be permitted to fail because, forsooth, 
every local requirement, however reasonable and just in itself, is not 
fully and squarely met to the full expectation or hope of all local 
interests. 

I shall now briefly state the provisions of the pending bill. It pro- 
vides that an extension of ten years’ time from the passage of the act. 
be given to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company for the comple- 
tion of its main line of road from its present western terminus on the 
Missouri River via the valley of the Columbia River and Portland, 
Oregon, to the present western terminus of their completed road at 
Kalama, in Washington Territory, upon these conditions: 

First. That all agricultural and grazing lands, surveyed or unsar- 
veyed, included in the grant on the whole line of the non-completed 
road shall be open to settlement in quantities not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres at the price of not exceeding $2.50 per acre; the 
even sections to peso to homesteads of one hundred and sixty acres 
under the homes law and also to settlers under the pre-emption 


laws at $2.50 per acre. 

It is also provided that where homesteaders have been restricted 
in their claims under existing laws to eighty acres, they may enlarge 
the same so as to include not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres, 
Ample provision is also made for the relief and protection of present 
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settlers, pre-emptions and homesteaders, within the limits of the 
grant whose claims were initiated prior to the receipt of the orders 
of withdrawal at the respective district land offices. 

The company is also compelled within five years to definitely locate 
their entire line of road and file maps thereof with the Department 
of the Interior. 

The company is to resume work on their road within nine months 
from the passage of this act at or near the month of Snake River on 
the Columbia River, and build at least one hundred miles each year 
thereafter; twenty-five miles of which shall be built and equipped 
eastward from the mouth of Snake River within one year after com- 
mencement, and forty miles eastward each year thereafter; the bal- 
ance of the one hundred miles each year to be built at such point as 
the company may determine, which without doubt would be westerly 
from Bismarck on the Missouri River toward Montana. They are also 
under the provisions of this billto complete and equip within two years 
from the of this act their main line around the portage at 
the Cascades of the Columbia River on the south side thereof, and 
within two and a half years around the portage at The Dalles of the 
Columbia River on the south side thereof, so as to connect conven- 
iently with steamboats on the Columbia River above and below said 
portages and by means thereof. The extension being also on the 
express condition that in the operation and use of said portion of 
their main line aronnd such the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company shall make no discrimination in charges on freights or pas- 
engem pesing up and down the Columbia River and over said rail- 
roads. And they shall moreover receive from and deliver to all boats, 

rsons, and companies engaged in the navigation of the Columbia 

iver all freights and passengers on equal terms and without dis- 
crimination or excessive charges; and provision is also made whereby 
the rights of all persons interested may be enforced by judicial pro- 
ceedings in any court of competent jurisdiction, 

It is also provided, as a forfeiture, that in the event of a failure on 
the part of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to complete and 
equip their road around said portages at the Cascades and The Dalles 
of the Columbia, or either of them, within the time specified, that is 
two years from the passage of this act at the Cascades, and two and 
a half at The Dalles, then all the rights, grants, privileges, and fran- 
chises of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, in so far as they 
relate to the construction of a railroad between Portland and Uma- 
tilla, in the State of Oregon, through the great pass of the Columbia 
River, shall vest in and inure to the benefit of the Portland, Salt 
Lake and South Pass Railroad Company. On condition, however, 
that such latter company shall, within three months after such fail- 
ure, commence the construction of such road at the city of Portland, 
Oregon, and construct and equip on the south side of the Columbia 
River at least thirty-three miles, which will include the portage at 
the Cascades, within one year thereafter, and at least twenty-five 
miles each succeeding year until completed to Umatilla. 

Tt is also i pona in this bill, and the extension is on the express 
condition, that in any event whichever corporation shall construct the 
road between Portland, Oregon, and Umatilla, Oregon, through the 
passes of the Cascade Mountains, the same shall be a common road 
for the use of the trains of both companies, the company construct- 
ing the same to receive such compensation from the other company, 
and such use to be upon such terms as the two corporations may agree 
upon; andif they are unable to , then the compensation and use 
to be upon such terms as a commission of three competent and dis- 
interested persons, to be aiin by the President of the United 
States, shall determine to co ar e and just. It is furthermore 
provided in the bill that it shall be lawfal for said companies to make 
any agreement having for its object the joint construction and owner- 
ship of the said common road, or for its joint ownership after con- 
struction, or for the joint appropriation of the aid granted for its con- 
struction. 

It is also an express condition on which this extension is granted 
that from the mouth of Snake River or other suitable point east of 
or at the town of Umatilla, in the State of Oregon, to the city of 
Portland the Northern Pacific Railroad shall be constructed on the 
south side of the Columbia River. These in brief are the principal 
features of the pending bill. 

It may be inquired wherefore the necessity for these several pro- 
visions in reference to that portion of the road on the Pacific coast 
on and along the Columbia River? The answer is this, and it is to my 
mind and was to the mind of the committee conclusive: unlike any 
other section of our country the Pacific Northwest, including the 
State of Oregon and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, West- 
ern Montana and Northern Utah, with their rapidly increasing popu- 
lation, is almost entirely destitute of railroad facilities. The only 
means by which the people of Eastern Oregon, Eastern Washington 
Territory, and Idaho Territory have of reaching tide-water with their 
annual productions of many millions in value of wheat, wool, stock, 
hides, &c., and the only avenue through which they must receive 
os interior supplies, is that of water transportation on the Colum- 

a River. 

This river, one of the grandest on the globe, taking its rise in the 
Rocky Mountains in latitude 50° 20’ north and flowing north as far 
as 52° 10%, interlacing its arms with those of the Missouri and Sas- 
katchewan in the distant regions of perpetual snow, thus holding 
communion with the two great valleys of the continent, after making 


the detour of the great bend in British Columbia moves ‘onward, 
gathering up the waters of the Pend d’OreiJle, Spokane, Okinakane, 
Wenachee, Yakima, Snake, and other mighty tributaries as arma- 


ments of power; then plun through the e chasms of The 
Dalles and the Cascades, rending asunder the rock-ribbed mountains 
and rearing barriers to navigation, and then on in tness and 
ndeur to the Pacific Ocean at Astoria, on the parallel of 46° north 
atitude, and which to-day for a distance of over one hundred miles 
from its mouth its broad waters mirror back the emblem of ove 
nationality on earth, while commerce, wealth, and power for th 
distance are to-day making their triumphant transit from sea and 
land upon its proud waters. Still, on the n portion of this 
great river, the second on this continent, monopoly, seizing at an 
early day the key which nature forged in these obstructions at The 
Dalles and the Cascades, sits enthroned as imperial dictator to the 
commerce of the whole Northwest, a paralyzing incubus upon the 
material development and general prosperity of that vast region. 

In this respect, however, while facts must be stated I must do no 
injustice to any person or corporation? I have no resentments to 
pete oe favors to ask. I have a high duty to perform and I trust 

have the courage to perform it irrespective of personal consequences 
to myself. The facts briefly and without embellishment are these: 
For a distance of some four miles at the Cascades and about fourteen 
at the falls of the Columbia there are obstructions to navigation 
which cannot be overcome except by the construction of canal and 
locks. These the General Government has commenced at the Cascades, 
but a work of this character will of course require considerable time. 
The Oregon Steam Navigation Company, a corporation composed 
of honorable, ambitious business men, but who like most corpora- 
tions, look more to the advancement of their own individual interests 
than those of the general public, at an early day in the history of that 
country obtained control of these passes in the Columbia, constructed 
a railroad around each of these portages, established a line of steam- 
boats above and below each, and in this manner this corporation vir- 
tually laid an exclusive pre-emption on this river, thus secur- 
ing to them and their successors exclusively the right to navigate its 
waters and control its commerce. Because, under the cireumstances 
Lhave stated, it will be seen at a glance that no opposition boat on 
that river could survive a month. Their steamers are of fine con- 
struction, their appointments exceptionally geod, and their business, 
so far as I am advised, has in their dealings with the public, on their 
hard terms, been conducted honorably. Their ch: , however, for 
freight and passage have been onerous, oppressive, and in some respects 
discriminating, and so great a tax upon the industries of the country 
as to amount to little elso thah an embargo upon the development of 
the country. 

I hold in my hand a statement in reference to freight charges by 
the Oregon Steam Navigation Company on that river, handed me 
by a gentleman of character, a resident for many years in Oregon, 
who assures me it is correct, which will give some idea of the exac- 
tions to which the peo le of Eastern Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritory and Western o are subjected. It reads as follows: 


Freights on Columbia River charged by Oregon Steam Navigation Com- 
pany. 


Per ton. 

From Portland to The Dales 110 $10 00 
From Portland to Columbus. --- 140 20 00 
From Portland to Umatilla.. 20 00 
to Wallula -..............-- 25 00 

From Portland to Colfax, (on Snake River) 35 00 
From Portland to Lewiston, (Idaho) 50 00 


t. ar Bg on 5 


ton. 

Nine-tenths of the down freight is wheat. Forty thousand tons were — 1 
down or in that neighborhood in 1877. At least fifty thousand will be shipped 
year. It will not bear a heavy charge or none will be shipped. 

The Oregon Steam 9 Company's charges are: 


Per ton. 
S d ͤ⅛ 3333 Sian A $8 00 
/// uk acir ka apd ae osea disan namaste 6 00 
F/ 6 00 
From The Dalles to Portlanee cecs cece e ces tecesecn se abies puis 5 00 


These charges on up-freight are at least four times as heavy as they would be if 
there was not an probe e of the business. On down-freights they are twice 
as high as uiy should be. Villard, span presioni Oregon Steamship Com- 
pany, informed me that if the river was opened to all, he would agree to 
wheat from Wallula (from which point thirty thousand tons were shipped in 187) 
to San Francisco, nine hundred and twenty miles, for what the Oregon Steamshi: 
Peaks gan gr Ea now charge from Wallula to Portland, two hundred — 
went 

On the Lower Columbia, which has not its passes barricaded by eny monopoly, 
freights are carried from Portland to Astoria, one hundred and miles, or vice 


versa, for $2 per ton, and a handsome profit is realized. One the O m Steam- 
ship Navigation Company carried hts for $1 ton, an gers for $1 each, 
while to The Dalles, the same distance, but where competition were cut off, the 
charge was 85 for each and $12 per ton for freight. 


passenger 

There is twice as much freight to carry on — 1 ia as on the Lower, 
and in a few years there be ten times as much. If competition were opened it 
would double in amount in one 8 

Dr. Baker, of Walla Walla, $625 freight on a small locomotive from Pater- 
son, New Jersey, to Portland, via the Union Pacific and Oregon Steamship 
Company, a distance of forty-one hundred miles. The Oregon Steamship Navigation 
pay ae Pe him 8555 to carry it from Portland to Wallula, two hundred 
and twent 


Mr. McMILLAN. May I ask the Senator from Oregon what ob- 
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structions to the navigation of the Columbia River there are between 
Walla Walla and Portland, the points that he has specified here as 
being embraced within these freight charges? 

Mr. MITCHELL, The two obstructions provided for by the pend- 


ing measure 
att MCMILLAN. Will the Senator please state the character of 
em 

Mr. MITCHELL. One is the Cascades of the Columbia and the 
other is The Dalles of the Columbia. The one is four to five miles in 
length and the other about fourteen miles in length. They are rapids; 
the fall of the river makes rapids that it is impossible to navigate. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. By what method is the transportation made 
past those rapids? 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I have already stated, by a railroad con- 
structed by the Oregon Steam Navigation Company. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Then the freight would be considerably increased 
by reason of the transportation by rail around the Cascades, and also 
at the other obstacle, The Dalles. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Unquestionably it would increase it very much 
from the fact that it would lead to competition undoubtedly on the 
Columbia River, aud freights would come down. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That was my impression from what Isaw of the 
Columbia River myself. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Minnesota has been there and 
is cognizant of the condition of things along that river. I will pro- 
ceed with the statement I was reading. 


Hon. S. S. FENN the Oregon Steam Navi, m Company for freight on a 
Phong thrasher, weight not more than two and a tons, from Portland to Lewis- 


, $372. 
J. B. Montgomery, of Portland, paid on a small boat that weighed less than four 
— pounds and cost only $17, to take it to Columbus, one hundred and forty 


Talso hold in my hand a letter from a very reliable gentleman 
residing in Oregon in which, in speaking of the importance of this 
railway enterprise, he uses this language: 

Now, my esteemed friend, my apology for this note is my anxiety for the success 
of your railroad bill. Think of it. I had a bundle of fruit-trees spring sent to 
me from Vancouver to The Dalles— 

The distance is about forty miles— 

I was going into the sale of them, but weakened when I the ht b 
which was the modest eum of §5. The trees cost $25. me bs ava 

His nursery fruit-trees cost $25 all told, and the freight on them by 
the boats of the Oregon Steam Navigation Company for a distance of 
about forty miles was $5. 

Mr. President, comment is unn Can this corporation, 
grown fat from the pockets of the producers of the country, complain 
when the people through their representatives demand not that they 
should abandon this river, not that they should surrender any of their 
vested rights, but that they should divide its broad waters with the 
keels of competing lines and its commerce with the decks of compet- 
ing steamers ? 

They have become a wealthy and powerful corporation, and un- 
willing to relinquish voluntarily their mort , either upon the 
commerce of this river or the industries of the people, or their ex- 
clusive right as the common carriers upon one of the grandest rivers 
on the globe of-the freight and passenger traffic of the great Pacific 
Northwest. 

Under this state of things is it strange the people have become 
restive and demand of their representatives in Congress such legis- 
lation as will release this great river from the fetters of this monop- 
oly and open it to competition and free navigation? How can this 
be done? Unquestionably by the constraction of less than twenty 
miles of railroad around these two po under the provisions and 
in accordance with the terms and conditions of the pending bill. 
As a matter of course, the wing commerce of that t empire 
of wealth, that almost illimitable field of interior fruitfulness, de- 
mands the speedy prosecution of the removal of these obstructions at 
the Cascades and The Dalles by the construction of the canal and 
locks now under pro; at the Cascades, so that boats may leai 
from the far interior of the continent along this great national high- 
way uninterruptedly to the sea; but, until this great work can be 
consummated, why should this company be permitted to maintain its 
exclusive supremacy over and ownership of this great river? No 
longer does this grand Oregon roll through a region of voiceless and 
impressive solitudes, hearing “no sound save his own dashings;“ 
and in the soon henceforth I trust it shall be the silver track to busy 
cities and happ homes, no longer the private property of one cor- 
poration, but, like the air of heaven, open and free to all. 

In the main the pending bill secures for the Columbia River sec- 
tion the provisions for which I have been contending; and further- 
more, that protection to settlers within the limits of the grant so 
much desired is fully guaranteed by its terms. I should have pre- 
ferred that the provision granting aid for the road from Umatilla to 
Salt Lake should have remained a part of the pending bill; justice 
to Eastern Oregon and Southern Idaho demanded it; but as its reten- 
tion longer would under existing circumstances unquestionably have 
endangered all legislation, and as many weighty ce apenas were 
hy pha why the two bills should be presented separately, and in con- 
sideration of the further fact that by disconnecting the two the 


Northern Pacific Company were willing to concede the important 


provisions in reference to opening up the Columbia River to free nay- 


the 
came 


igation by the construction of their road around the po; 
committee, while favoring the construction of both roads, fin 
to the conclusion that the two bills should be reported separately and 
each stand on its own merits ; and in this final conclusion, under all 
the circumstances, I fully and heartily concur. 

And in this connection I desire to es the unqualified opinion 


that the people of Eastern Oregon and Idaho will be infinitely better 
served by the opening of the Columbia River to free navigation from 
the mouth of Snake River to the sea, as is provided for in the pend- 
ing bill, than they would be had they a railroad to Umatilla with 
the river bound and locked against them as itis to-day. But the 
popie need and demand both. The construction of the Northern 

acific alone, except as it opens the Columbia to free navigation, does 
not meet the great wants of this section of Eastern Oregon and Idaho, 
and which fact I will endeavor to show when the bill in aid of the 
Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass road comes up for considera- 
tion. And in this connection it must not be forgotten that the right 
secured by the pending bill to the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass 
Company, not only to the use of the road from Umatilla to Portland, 
over which to run their trains, but the further right, in the event 
that the Northern Pacific Company should fail to construct and equip 
its portage roads within the time specified, to appropriate to its own 
use the whole of its land grant from Portland to Umatilla, is of im- 
mense importance, not only to the Portland, Dalles and Salt Lake 
Company, but to all the people of Eastern Oregon and Idaho to be 
benefited by the construction of the Salt Lake road. 

By the provisions of the pending bill no extension is granted to the 
main line of the Northern Pacific north of Tacoma, in Washi n 
Territory, that being their western terminus on Puget Sound, neither 
does the extension apply to the line for the branch across the Cascade 
Mountains to Puget Sound, except as to the road already completed, 
and all the lands included in this portion of the main line and in 
this branch, A to some eight million acres, are by the 1 867 0 
provisions of this bill remitted to the public domain and thrown 
open to settlement. Furthermore, the provision in the pending bill 
compelling the road between Umatilla and Portland, Oregon, to be 
built on the south side of the Columbia River, reduces the original 

t some three million acres, so that, should the bill as reported 
m the committee pass into law, it will reduce the grant as origi- 
nally made to this company and to which they would have been 
entitled had they complied with the terms of the original grant 
about eleven million acres. Surely the Government could lose nothing 
but gain much in the development of the resources of the country 
that would surely follow by granting at least a portion of this 
amount or its equivalent in some form in aid of the road from Uma- 
tilla to Salt Lake—an act of justice I hope to see consummated at 
no distant day. 

A few more words, Mr. President, and I am done, and these in ref- 
erence to the national as well as international importance of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad. In these days of railroads, telegraphs, 
posed page| and other modern inventions, it has come to be consid- 
ered an axiom in commercial science that the nearer we approach to 
the annihilation of time and space in the transit of merchandise, and 
the more rapid the succession of sales, transfers, and supplies, the 
nearer we come to perfection in the laws of trade, and the better are 
the interests of peoples, as well as pario er e f. That the con- 
struction of the Northern Pacific Rail will tend strongly toward 
the reduction of time and space in transcontinental transit between 
the Pacific Northwest and the Great Lakes and valleys of the Missis- 
sippi, as well as the Atlantic seaboard, and will furthermore bring 
into closer commercial communion with the commerce of this conti- 
nent that of the commercial ports of Asia, none can successfully deny. 

From San Francisco to Chicago, via the Central and Union Pacific 
roads, it is twenty-four hun and twenty-three miles, while from 
Chicago to tide-water on the Columbia River or Puget Sound, via 
the line of the Northern Pacific, it is but twenty-one hundred and 
forty miles, or nearly three hundred miles shorter. Again, from 
New York to San Francisco, via Chicago and Omaha, it is thirty- 
three hundred and twenty-three miles, while from New York to tide- 
water on the Columbia River or Puget Sound, via the line of the 
Northern Pacific road, it is three thousand and forty miles, or nearly 
three hundred miles less, This will show at a glance the capability 
of the Nortbern Pacific road when completed to compete success- 
fully with the Central and Union Pacific roads, the inevitable effect 
of which must be to check the spirit of monopoly which now enables 
the Union and Central Pacific Companies to dictate to the people of 
this continent the terms of personal and mercantile transit across the 
wide domain from sea to sea. 

And this s: tion gathers infinite strength when the question of 
altitudes is taken into consideration, as difficult altitudes are a great 
obstacle in the path of celerity and peeks in conducting railroad 
enterprises. The Central Pacific reaches a summit level, I believe, 
above the sea in the Sierras of a fraction over seven thousand feet, 
the Union Pacific, in the Rocky Mountains, or Black Hills, of eighty- 
two hundred and forty feet, while the highest altitude on the line of 
the Northern Pacific, as I am advised, is only about five thousand feet, 
besides having a much easier ascent and descent. 

But once more. The distance from New York to Shanghai, via Chi- 
cago, San Francisco, and the Midway Islands, is about ten thousand 
four hundred and twenty-three miles, while from New York to Shang- 
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hai, via Chicago, the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and the 
Columbia River or Puget Sound, the distance is but about eight thou- 
sand seven hundred and fifty miles, or sixteen hundred and seventy- 


three miles shorter than the former route. Construct this great trans- 
so bape highway, then, and what must inevitably be the conse- 
uence 

Will it not be, as I have had occasion to remark before in reference 
to this same subject, that the commerce of Asia, from Bebring’s to the 
Straits of Malacca, comprising all of Chinaand Japan, most of farther 
India, and the eastern empire of the Russias, together with the islands 
of the North Pacific, will have its natural and geographical center 
at tide-water on the Columbia River; and that most of the great 
valleys of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, all the valleys of the 
north interior of the continent, the whole valley of the Saint Law- 
rence, including the line of lakes from Superior to Ontario, will 
realize the great value of the reduction of spaces and transfers to the 
minimum required by the laws of trade, only by making tide-water 
on the Columbia River instead of tide-water at San Francisco their 
point of distribution. True, now, the Golden Gate and the metro- 
politan city of the far West have the mastery, and there is the point 
of distribution, but her ships in crossing to Asia must bear north- 
ward to a parallel line with the mouth of the Columbia, and there 
will soon be fonnd a worthy rival, and although emulous in the race 
for commercial supremacy there will be no unfriendly conflict; for 
who can deny that the reduction of time and space by a variation of 
four or five days from the maximum in the distance between and 
across two continents will, other things being equal, change the cur- 
rent of the commerce of the world? 

But not only so; let it come to be understood, as time will surely 
demonstrate the fact, that in these land and ocean transits to which 
the pending bill invites attention, there is that abiding safety in the 
climatures to be traversed which the prevision of commerce seeks 
and always desires to obtain, and soon that wide expanse of now com- 

tively undeveloped wilds, stretching along our northern borders 
tween the frontier lines of the two civilizations of this continent, 
will become the dwelling place of millions, the great internal high- 
ed of the world, dotted with towns and adorned with flourishin 
cities, bordered on either side with fields of golden grain, extende 
pastural ranges, and mining and manufacturing industries whose 
vitality shall ever increase e it shall be drawn from the inex- 
haustible stream of the trade and commerce of the world that shall 
flow forever on through their every midst as it circumtravels the 
nations and continents of the earth. 

The people of the Pacific States and Territories have struggled 
long and manfully with the trials and impediments incident to 
pioneer life, and which isolation always brings; but the empire of 
civilization, of political, social, and commercial power, which. their 
efforts are evolving, begins to promise a corresponding recompense. 
The wave of population, capital, influence, and power now setting 
in from the eastward is beginning to soften the asperities of the past, 
and give promise of better days in the future. The North Pacific 
coast, with its lengthened tiers of mountain ranges, decked with for- 
ests and gemmed with sands of living gold, filled with valleys and 
mapped with plains of unexampled fertility, all rapidly filling with 
energetic, enterprising, thoughtful, industrions, an vancing peo- 
ple, who bear onward in conquering triumph, amidst the dangers and 
solitudes of the wilderness, not alone the starry banner of a regen- 
erated republic, but also the equally invincible and no less hon- 
ored banner of human pro; the representative of the physical 
and intellectual achievements of mankind, adorned as it is with the 
trophies of ages, and unscathed by the scars of time, will, by the com- 

letion of this national enterprise in a great measure be lifted 

m the isolation that now envelops us, and by it the communities 

of that section of our common country will be advanced in some 

measure toward that position to which their geographical location, 

their enterprise, their indomitable will, their tenacity of purpose, 

their trade, their industries, their commerce, and their worth justly 
and honorably entitle them. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I am usually averse to taking the 
time of the Senate for the purpose of making speeches upon any sub- 
ject; but the importance of this one to my constituents, and I believe 
to the whole country, justifies me in departing from my usual rule on 
that subject. 

The bill before the Senate merely provides an extension of time 
for the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad. It contains no 
new grant of lands, and confers no additional or enlarged powers or 
privileges upon the corporation. It does, however, impose certain 
new conditions presumed to be in the interest of the public. First, 
it opens the lands, hereafter to be earned, to settlement at the price of 

per acre, thereby entirely removing the objection that the grant 
ties up the public domain and withholds it from the people, Second, 
with the consent of the company it reduces the amount of the grant 
some seven millions of acres by changing the location of the line to 
the south side of the Columbia River, and repealing the grant across 
the Cascade Mountains. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company presents to Congress a 
stronger case than is usually made by corporations asking its favor. 
It comes with “ clean hands,” asking only the right to live and to com- 
plete the great work it has begun. It nizes the fact that to con- 
struct a railroad in these times over twelve hundred miles of mount- 


ains and plains without other aid than the wild lands, whose practi- 
cal value, however rich their soil may be, is solely dependent upon 
the road itself, is a task of no small magnitude. The company as it 
exists to-day is in no sense a speculative organization. Its stock- 
holders and managers are the men who, having put their money into 
the road, now wish to finish it in order to save what they have already 
invested. They will be glad to have anybody take the task off their 
hands, They stand ready at any moment, as they inform me, to turn 
over all their grants and franchises to any o ization of capitalists 
who can give a reasonable guarantee of their readiness an WERT 
to complete the road. The work of construction was prosecuted wi 
great vigor until stopped by the financial disaster of 1573. 

pany was unable to pay the interest due January 1, 1874, or any succeed- 
ing installment, and in epar 1875, three half-yearly installments of interest being 
then in arrears, the bondholders instituted proceedings to foreclose. Thereupon 
all the railroad, property, rights of property, grants, liberties, and franchises of the 
company, orat iyt, the franchise to be a corporation, were sold under the dec 
foreclosure, and were purchased by and conveyed to a committee 
bondholders for all the holders of said bonds who should assent to 
ganization adopted by the bondholders at their meeting held June 30, 1878. 

The sale and conveyances to the committee were con ed bane court, and the 
holders of $26,660,000 of the prinotpal of said bonds (not including in that amount 
any interest) have assented to said plan of reo: and surrendered their 
bonds and coupons in exchange for the preferred stock of the new organization. 
Such assents and exc! es continue to be given and made, and there is not an 
instance of dissent on the part of any bondholder known or reported. 

The bondholders, having become the stockholders, organized September 29, 
1875, by the election of a beard of directors, and were put into full possession 
the property by the receiver appointed by the court during the pendency of the 
foreclosure proceedings. 

Thus those peranna; all or very aeiy all of whom are citizens and inhabitants 
of the United States, whose money made the property, have become the owners 
thereof, and they now seck to è it valuable, and to push to a successful com- 

letion the great Saara asad in which they embarked (in many cases nearty all) 
heirmeaus. The number of these is over ei: ae hundred; citizens of at least 
twenty States of the Union, North and South, and West, 


It has sometimes been said that these eight thousand five hundred 
stockholders, who have ta nearly $30,000,000 of actual cash into 
this enterprise, were the thoughtless victims of enthusiastic dreamers 
or dishonest speculators, and hence are not entitled to the favorable 
consideration of the country. I sagt, gnc wert this charge and 
will endeavor to show that it is wholly unfounded. Admitting, for 
the sake of argument, what in fact is basely false, that the original 
promoters were enthusiasts and dishonest speculators, by whose act 
were they put in the position to victimize those who trusted them 
with their money to invest in this enterprise? Congress passed the 
act of incorporation, made the grant of lands, and gave the assurance 
not only of its confidence in the enterprise, but of its intent and dis- 
position to have it completed. It does not, therefore, become Con- 
gress to say to the men who invested their money under these circum- 
stances, “ You are the dupes of a wild and baseless scheme and must 
bear your losses as the penalty of your folly.” But it is not true that 
the original company were visionary enthusiasts or dishonest specu- 


lators. I speak what I personally know when I say that the men 


who constituted the controlling power in the of directors of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, at the time the present stock- 
holders invested their money in its bonds, were the very foremost busi- 
ness men in this country, men whose integrity has never been ques- 
tioned, and whose inte 1 7 and business qualifications will not 
suffer in comparison with any others on the face of the earth. 
confirmation of this statement I have only to mention the names of 
J. Gregory Smith and Frederick Billings, of Vermont; Geo We 
Cass and Charles B. Wright, of Pennsylvania; R. D. Rice, of Maine; 
B. P. Cheeney, of Massachusetts; William G. Fargo and A. H. Barney, 
of New York; and William B. Ogden, of Chicago, who com two- 
thirds of the board and were the managing and controlling spirits 
in the directorship at the time, 
No better combination of names representing the highest and best 
type of business ability ever existed in any railroad organization in 
is country. All of these gentlemen had distinguished themselves 
and made large fortunes in other business enterprises, and they became 
interested in this one because of their honest belief in its merits, and 
of their ambition to link their names with an enterprise so colossal 
in its proportions, and which promised such d results in the devel- 
opment of the continent. There is not an iota of evidence to prove 
that the directors of this company, or any of them, managed this great 
work dishonestly, or ever attempted to makeit the means of personal 
gain at the expense of the stock or bondholders, The six hundred 
miles of road which they constructed were built when labor and 
materials of every kind were highest, aud when a spirit of extrava- 
gance pervaded everything and everybody in this country. There 
was doubtless some extravagance in this work as well as in all others, 
but when the great depreciation in the value of Northern Pacific 
bonds, after the financial revulsion of 1873, is cited to prove dishon- 
esty on their pun reply that 8 else fell in almost the same 
ee ven in the heart of New York City palatial blocks of 
ouses have depreciated until they are not worth much more than one- 
third of their sup value in 1872. And this is as true of many 
other cities as of New York. It is equally true of almost every other 
kind of property, even that which was regarded as of the most sub- 
stantial character. Is it then any evidence of fraud or dishonesty, or 
even of bad management, that the bonds on a transcontinental rail- 
road less than one-third completed, and whose success was not antici- 
pated until it had spanned the continent and united the great lakes 
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with the Pacific Ocean, should have depreciated to only 25 per cent. 
of their par value? 

This enterprise has frequently been charged with a large share of 
responsibility for the financial-revulsion of 1873, whereas it was, in 
fact, one of the prominent victims of an unsound financial condition 
which pervaded all kinds of business, and would have reached its 

vied oa inevitable culmination about that time, if ne Northern 
Pacific Railroad had ever been heard of. 

Since his failure, it has been quite fashionable in certain quarters 
to denounce Jay Cooke, and to reflect upon his honor and business 
one he because of the glowing terms in which he advertised this 

pe the country along its line. In my judgment nothing could 
be more unjust. It is true he was a man of sanguine temperament. 
What he believed at all, he believed with his whole heart. He sent 
his trusted agents over the proposed line of this road, from one end 


to the other, before undertaking the sale of its bonds. They saw its 
wealth of soil, of timber, and precious metals, and partly ap iating 
its boundless possibilities reported their conclusions to Mr. Cooke. 


He did what everybody else has done who has investigated the sub- 
ject, at once became an earnest believer in the future of the enter- 
prise, and threw himself into it with all the ardor of his enthusiastic 
nature. It failed, not from any lack of intrinsic merit, but becanse 
the times were ripe for failure, and now men who never possessed a 
tithe of his honesty or ability endeavor to show their own wisdom 
and integrity by sneering at him and his bubble, as they sometimes 
call it. 

Mr. President, the portion of road now in operation has already 
produced results which fully justify me in saying, that the time is 
not distant, when this t work will more than confirm all that 
has ever been said of it by Mr. Cooke, or any of its most ardent advo- 


cates, 

Let me briefly mention a few facts illustrative of the character and 
qualities of this enterprise, in its development of our national re- 
sou and in its economic relations to the people and to the Treas- 
ury of the United States. ; 

When completed it will connect the eastern + bang of navigable 
waters, via the great lakes, with the Pacific by a line six 
hundred and twenty-six miles shorter than from San Francisco to 
Chicago, and the distance from New York or Chicago to Puget Sound 
by this route will be less by three hundred and seventy-eight miles 
than by the Union Pacific and Central Pacific Railro o these 
savings in distance must be added at least one hundred and twenty 
miles more, representing the advantages of the northern route in 
gradients. Freights cau come east from San Francisco to Duluth 
via the Pacific Ocean and Northern Pacific Railroad with less dis- 
tance than from San Francisco to Chicago by the present route. The 
effect of this shorter line upon transcontinental business must be 


iy! . : 
t us now consider for a moment the results it has already accom- 
plished in 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE INTERIOR OF THE CONTINENT. 

Scarcely half a decade has elapsed since the Northern Pacific road 
was regarded by many as a wild and visionary scheme, and the 
country traversed by it was a silent wilderness, generally believed to 
be a “ bleak, inhospitable, and uninhabitable desert.” 

Less than eight years ago, in company with a party of gentlemen, I 
traveled over a portion of this country in Western Minnesota and 
Eastern Dakota. We had heard rumors of a rich and beautiful 
country, and the party was organized for the purpose of exploration. 
To avoid losing our way over the untraveled prairies, we employed 
the services of an experienced balf-breed scout. For hundreds of miles 
no sign of civilization met the 5 He No roads, or even foot-paths, had 
marred the rich green verdure of the plains. Camping in one of those 
beautiful spots, so numerous in the Red River Valley, and making a 
couch of the soft green sward that spread out in every direction, until 
the rich green of the luxuriant prairies met and mingled with the 
pure deep blue of the sky, I dreamed of the agricultural empire which 
would one day flourish in unrivaled magnificence, on this fertile and 
apparently boundless pai ; but even in my dreams I could not con- 
eae the transformation which five years of railway development 
has produced. That same country to-day is alive with a hardy, indus- 
trious, and enterprising people. Already it contains some of the 
largest wheat farms in the world. Every railway train from the East 
is crowded with land hunters 2555 to procure a quarter section or 
more of that “ bleak uninhabitable desert.“ One farm in Dakota, on 
the line of the railroad and in the Red River Valley, known as 

THE CASS-CHENEY FARM, 

embraces ten thousand acres, Its wheat crop in 1577 comprised 
thirty-four hundred and fifteen acres, yielding 79,413 bushels. The 
farming implements n for operating it embrace: 24 breaking- 
plows, 100 9 67 harrows, 26 broad-seeders, 26 harvesters, 
and 5 steam thrashing-machines. The crop of 1878 will be eight 
thousand acres. The crop of this year, if as large per acre as last, 
will be over one hundred and eighty thousand bushels, and will require 
five hundred and tory freight cars, or one train of Mahto cars per 
day ro a whole month, to transport the products of this one farm to 
market. 

Another known as 

THE GRANDIN FARM, 
also situated in the Red River Valley, and within the limits of the 


Northern Pacific land grant, contains thirty-eight: thousand acres. 
Its product in 1877, from twenty-six hundred acres was 62,660 bushels 
of wheat. Five thousand acres are to be sown in wheat this spring, 
and I understand the owners intend to continue their improvements 
on this scale. When their entire farm is under cultivation, it will 
produce nearly a million bushels, and will require twenty-seven hun- 
dred cars, or one train of eighteen cars, per ay, for fiye months, to 
carry its products to market. I am credibly informed that the crops 
of 1876 and 1877 have fully reimbursed the owners for their entire 
expenditure for their lands, outfit, and the cost of culture. At $1 per 
bushel for wheat the lands in the Red River Valley will pay an aver- 
age net profit of from $9 to $12 per acre. What more profitable busi- 
ness can be found? When a farm can be 1 for out of the profits 
of a single crop, why should the people lack employment? They are 
8 to learn these facts, and by the thousand the enterprising 
and industrious potina of our people are leaving the cities, villages, 
and densely settled parts of the Eastern and Middle States, to find 
homes and an honest living, on the fertile prairies along the line of 
the Northern Pacific road. 

The soil in this valley is a very rich black mold from twelve 
inches to four feet in depth, resting on a clay subsoil. The subsoil 
itself is thoronghly impregnated with the elements needed for the 
production of wheat, and hence is practicably inexhaustible. 

rer other farms similar to these I have mentioned are being 
opened, but I am glad to know that the agricultural operations of this 
1 region are by no means confined to such mammoth enterprises 
as these. 

By far the most important feature of this new development con- 
sists in the 

IMMENSE NUMBER OF SMALL FARMS 
which are being opened by men of limited means, but tireless energy, 
who gothere to make homes for themselves and families. For itis the 
homes after all that make the country. The general and long-con- 
tinued depression in business has driven out from the towns and vil- 
lages an industrious and enterprising class of men who, finding no de- 
mand for their services in offices, stores, and workshops, have wisely 
resolved to appeal to Mother Earth for employment and support. Peo- 
pie also, from the older sections of the country, where lands command 

igher prices, are selling their valuable, improved farms, and invest- 

ing the proceeds in larger tracts for themselves and their children, 
in this new wheat garden of the world. 

THE VAST EXTENT OF THIS COUNTRY. 

The area available for profitable agriculture, in this new Northwest, 
is as vast in its proportions as it is generous in its products. There 
is room not only for all the unemployed and hungry millions in the 
ee States, but also for a large part of the industrious poor of 

urope. 

Let us pause a moment to estimate the capacity of the country 
within the limits of the Northern Pacific land grant in Minnesota 
art lay ma 8 . eaa 1 ao area over two pran 
an es long by eighty miles in width—equal to twenty thou- 
sand square miles, or 12,800,000 acres. Of this, more than eight saillion 
acres are of the very best quality, and capable of producing two hun- 
dred million bushels of wheat per annum. With the improved lake 
and canal route to New York, and the improved Mississippi River to 
the Gulf, competing with each other for its trade, this t valley 
will be the very focus of competition, and its products will be landed 
at New York for from fifteen to twenty cents per bushel, and at Liver- 
pool for from thirty to forty cents. Iam not too enthusiastic when 

say that there is probably no locality on the face of the globe that 
combines so many elements of successful and penne wheat cult- 
ure as the Valley of the Red River of the North. 

On the western slope of the Rocky Mountains the line of the road 
passes through some two hundred miles more of country singularly 
adapted to the culture of breadstuffs and awaiting only the means 
of transportation to be afforded by its construction to spring into full 
development. The facts related of the production of wheat in this 
region would seein incredible, if they were not vouched for by gentle- 
men of the highest respectability, whoassert that fifty to sixty bushels 
per acre is not an uncommon yield. 

Lying between these two great agricultural sections are the mining 
regions of Montana, Idaho, and the Black Hills, themselves also sus- 
ceptible of most successful eg tice as well as mineral develop- 
ment. Recent discoveries in the Black Hills give assurance of mineral 
wealth unsurpassed on the continent. 

Along the entire line of the road the agricultural lands (usually 
treeless) and the wonderfully timbered regions in Washington, Idaho, 
and Montana Territories, are so interspersed as to make a railroad in- 
way te necessary to the development of the resources of either, 
and to insure a paying railway traffic from the one to the other. This 
~ also true of the great mining countries which intervene along its 

me. 

The section of road already built has opened up for settlement a 
belt of land in Dakota, two hundred miles long by eighty miles wide, 
that withont it would continue to be wholly inaccessible and unsal- 
able. One-half of this belt of land the Government reserves for itself, 
and puts it upon the market at double the price of public land outside 
the railroad grant. So that, while one-half of the land is given to the 
company as a bonus for constructing a road and making the other 


half available, the Government wholly indemnifies itself by charging 
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$2.50 per acre, or its equivalent, for those lands which previously could 
not have been sold at all. The number of acres thus already made 
valuable and available to the Government, on this section of two 
hundred miles is about five million, representing a salable value of 
$12,500,000. That these are no fancy figures is demonstrated by the 
large and rapidly increasing sales at both Government and rai 

land offices in that locality, and the vigorous stream of immigration 
that is pouring into the country now made accessible by the road. 
During the past year many thousands of people have settled along 
the line, ana. more than three thousand emigrants have passed over 
the road to find homes farther north, in the neighboring province of 
Manitoba. 

During the year ending June 30, 1877, three hundred and thirty- 
seven thousand acres of Government land were taken within the 
limits of the grant by actual settlers, under the pre-emption, home- 
stead, and tree-culture acts, representing an increased population of 
at least ten thousand on these lands alone. The Government sales 
for the current year have been very largely in excess of those for 1877. 
The register and receiver of the United States land office at Fargo 
report that the Government land entered at their office alone, under 
the tree-culture, homestead, and pre-emption acts, during the first 
twelve days of this month, amounted to forty-three thousand acres. 
‘There are three other United States land offices on the line of the road 
in Minnesota and Dakota. Over thirty-five hundred acres entered per 
day, for occupation and improvement, at a single office, will convey 
some idea of the demand for homes in that favored N I have 
no doubt that at least twenty thousand will be added to the popula- 


tion occupying Government lands, within the limits of the grant in 


Minnesota and Dakota by the close of the present fiscal year. 

The sale of railroad lands within the said limits during the six 
months ending November 30, 1877, foots up 365,634 acres, much of 
which is for immediate occupation and improvement. The tide of 
immigration pouring iuto that country has swollen wonderfully since 
November, and I have no doubt as much land has been sold by the 
company during the last ninety days as during the preceding six 
months. 

On the rich agricultural slope west of the Rocky Mountains, a simi- 
lar demand for lands has recently sprung up in anticipation of the 
early construction of the road. The president of the company in- 
forms me that they have received, this spring, over a thousand appli- 
cations for a quarter section each, from persons proposing to settle on 
the lands between Pend d’Oreille Lake and the Columbia River. This 
would represent some five thousand peoplé, and one hundred and 
sixty thousand acres of land. 

Here again the construction of the road would at once render avail- 
able for sale or improvement some five million acres of Government 
lands on this section of two hundred miles, which at $2.50 per acre 
amounts to an increased value of $12,500,000. 

The growth and development already attained along the line is 
indicated by the rapidly increasing earnings of the road upon a given 
number of miles. The Minnesota and Dakota divisions, four hun- 
«dred and fifty miles in length, show the following gross earnings: 


For the year ending September 30, 1875 $570, 920 84 
For the year ending September 30, 1876...-......-.-.. 839, 910 $9 
For the year ending September 30, 18777 1,008,808 64 


These carnings were not made, Mr. President, by high charges im- 
posed upon the products of the country. The Northern Pacific Com- 
pany have always acted upon the theory that through the develop- 
ment of the country, and thereby an increased volume of business, 
would be realized their proat profits, and hence their charges have 
been moderate, Their freight tariff last year, from the Red River to 
Duluth, two hundred and fifty miles, was only twelve cents per 
bushel, or only about one and three-quarter cents per ton per mile. 
The local charges on most of the eastern roads traversing densely 
‘populated districts are greater than this. Even in England rail- 
ways doing the largest business, im heavier tariffs than are 
charged by the Northern Pacific through its sparsely peopled regions. 
I am informed by the president of the company, that these tariffs are 
to be reduced this year from 15 to 20 per cent. below those of 1877. 
In this regard, as well as in many others, the company commends itself 
to congressional favor. 

As a further illustration of the progress of this northern country, 
I may refer to the rapid and healthy growth of some of its business 
centers. The sister towns of Moorhead and Fargo, on opposite sides 
of the Red River, are good illustrations. Five years ago I camped 
-on the site now occupied by them. Then, untouched by the hand 
of civilization, they were merely boundless, beautiful, virgin prairies, 
with a small skirting of timber on either bank of the river. Now 
they have a population of about two thousand, with a constantly 
accelerating progress, and are already in the fullenjoyment of churches, 
schools, and every other advantage of Christian civilization and 
prosperity. 

Two hundred miles west of Moorhead we find Bismarck, another 
active, enterprising young city, with a population of about two thou- 
sand souls, ve years ago this section of two hundred miles between 
Moorhead and Bismarck was the hunting-ground of the wild and 
savage Sioux Indian, from which were made his occasional bloody 
incursions into Minnesota, The magic transformation wrought by the 
construction of the railroad has driven out the Sioux, settled forever 


the Indian question over that wide sweep of country; introduced into 
the very heart of his hunting-grounds the remarkable farming opera- 
tions of which I have ig pushed the borders of civilization two 


hundred miles further West, and planted upon its very verge an en- 
bd tea little city of two thousand people. Ins of incursions 
of bloody saya; so recently dreaded from that country, we now 
have the load 9 bearing the golden grain to the hungry 
millions of Europe and the East. 

Being at the favorite point of departure for the Black Hills, and at 
the point of connection between the railroad and the upper waters 
of the Missouri, navigable in summer for a thousand miles to the 
Northwest, and actually occupied last season by a fleet of between 
thirty and forty steamboats, Bismarck seems destined to become one 
of the t cities of the North. It has been brought into being solely 
by the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

Another commercial development on the Red River of the North, 
quite as remarkable as any I have mentioned, has resulted from the 
construction of the road. A very few years since, no water craft 
larger than an Indian canoe had ever vexed the waters of that stream, 
and the trade of Manitoba and the Red River Valley with the rest of 
the world, was carried on mainly by means of the creaking wood 
cart, drawn by a single ox over a distance of five or six hundred miles 
to Saint Paul. Now, the Northern Pacific Railroad connects at Moor- 
head and Fargo with a line of steamers, seven in number, with thir- 
teen barges, which transported in 1877 13,747 tons of freight and 9,579 
passengers. Several additional steamers will be put on that river the 
present year. 

Referring again to the commerce created on the Upper Missouri 
River, the statistics show that in 1876 there were only twelve or four- 
teen steamers in that trade. In 1877 these had increased to thirty- 
seven steamers. This year there will probably be fifty or more. 

The commerce on the Yellowstone is also a creation of this road. 
Prior to 1876 it had scarcely been explored. 

In 1877 nine steamers were on the Yellowstone, and it is now a 
regular river route of travel and commerce. ; 

he new route to Deadwood known as the “Custer route” is an- 
other of the incidents of the Northern Pacific road. The eè line 
opened from Bismarck to Deadwood is only two hundred and three 
miles in 2 85 and is now occupied by a daily line of four-horse 
covered il-coaches, carrying a large number of passengers and 
making the trip in thirty-six hours. In addition to this, an immense 
wagon transportation is done over this line. These are the forerun- 
ners of the new line of railway soon to connect Bismarck and Dead- 
wood, for which a bill has already passed the Senate. 

In addition to these great results produced by the portion of road 
already completed, there are many other benefits to be anticipated 
from its completion, which commend it to the favorable dera- 
tion of Congress and the country. One of the most prominent of 
these will be its saving to the Treasury by the prevention of Indian 
wars. No such thorough and satisfactory mode of settling Indian 
troubles has ever been discovered as the construction of a railroad 
through the Indian country, The war-whoop of the savage is never 
heard within sound of the locomotive’s whistle. The civilization 
that is represented by the church, the school-house, and the farm, he 
regards as his legitimate prey, but when it comes clothed with the 
thunder of the advancing railroad train he retires from the contest. 
In the locomotive he discovers his master, and with a kind of super- 
stitious awe succumbs to its superior power. It was with a view to 
this that General Sherman wrote from “Cantonment on Tongue River, 
Montana,” under date of July 17, 1871, to the Secretary of War: 

I do not know a single enterprise in which the United States has more interest 
than in the extension of the Northern Pacific Railroad from its present terminus 
at Bismarck to the mouth of Powder River on the Yellowstone. that is done 
we can safely leave to time the extension of that road to the head of navigation 
on the Columbia River. 

Regarding this matter from a purely military stand-point, and 
after traveling over the Indian country and carefully studying all 
the instrumentalities by which peace may be maintained, the lives 
of our people be preserved, and the public treasures be saved, the 
General of your kay thus deliberately and forcibly expresses his 
confidence in the Northern Pacific Railroad as the great peace-maker 
and peace-preserver of the plains. 

In 1866 General Grant gave a similar expression of opinion as to its 
value in this respect. 

Quartermaster-General Meigs wrote of the Northern Pacific road: 

The enterprise is one worthy of the nation. As amilitary measure contributing 


to national security and defense alone it is worthy the cost of effectual assistance 
by the Government. 


All of our leading generals who have commanded in the Indian 
country agree as to its value as a peace measure. E 

The last annual report of the Northern Pacific Company puts this 
point so foreibly and so well, that I will venture to ask the indulgence 
of the Senate to quote from it the following extract : 


If the Missouri and Yellowstone divisions of the Northern Pacific Railroad had 
been constructed three years ago, cutting the Indian country from the west bank 
of the Missonri River to the mouth of Shields River, a distance of only five han- 
dred and forty-five miles, there would have been no wars with the Sioux. The road 
would have ended the deplorable loss of life and waste of money which have 
marked our endeavors to utilize that valuable region and make commercial and 
political connection with Montana Territory. The railroad would have settled the 
country and made the Army unnecessary on its entire line. It wonld have done 
for Northern Dakota and the Yellowstone Valley what the Union Pacific Road has 
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done for the Missouri and Utah. The Northern Pacific would have 
done for the Sioux country west of the Missouri River what it has done for the 
region east of it. Before construction of your road two hundred miles into 


Dakota 1 Indians roamed and hunted all over that distance from the river 

settlement impossible and the navigation of the Missouri us. The 
road in two years rescued two hundred miles’ width of buffalo and Indian rango 
andestablished wheat farms on it, from which food is now exported to Europe. It 


pacified except by a railroad. The region, as the breeding-nest of unceasing an 
costly wars, must be occupied by farms and towns. These cannot obtain even a 
foothold without the help of the Northern Pacifico Certainly it would be 
cheaper for the Government to hold the country between the M and Shields 
Rivers by building the road at its own expense than to hold it, and yet not hold it, 
ö in a line of forts, with the enormous cost of supplies by 
wagons. 


Mr. President, I have briefiy, and very inadequately sketched some 
of the grand and beneficent results, already achieved by the partial 
construction of this road. I have not attempted to estimate the 
future advantages and benefits to flow from its completion. That 
is a field which I would be delighted to enter, and, by analogy to sim- 
ilar enterprises elsewhere, draw conclusions as to what may be reason- 
ably anticipated from this, bnt I will refrain. The facts I have given 
are merely the indications of what may be expected from its com- 
pletion. Are they not enough to justify Congress in granting to the 
men whose money has produced these wonderful results, the right to 
live awhile longer in order that they may complete their great enter- 

rise? Who will be benefited, and what interest will be subserved 
a denial of this extension? Will the public domain be more valu- 
able to the Government or the people without the road? No; that 
rtion to be affected by it is practically worthless without this road. 
owever rich its soil or favorable itsclimate, it will remain awilderness 
forever, if no means be provided to transport its products to market. 
With the road, many millions of acres be rendered available for 
sale and occupation, thus enriching the Government and furnishing 
homes for the people. Without it, these millions of acres will remain 
a silent waste. Certainly, then, the extension cannot be denied in 
the interest of the public domain. 

Will the t 8 interests of Dakota, Montana, and Idaho be 
best served by the defeat of this bill? No; the rock-guarded treas- 
ure-houses of these Territories only await the arrival of the Northern 
Pacific trains to open their doors and pour the wealth of their rich 
mines into the channels of trade and commerce. 

Will the of the United States be better guarded by refusin 
this extension? No; this bill asks nothing from the Treasury, an 
those most competent to judge of its results say its construction will 
save many millions of do now annually thrown away upon useless 
and fruitless Indian wars. It will alsosave sums for transpor- 
tation of mails, and Indian and military supplies. The interests of 
the Treasury, therefore, demand the passage of the bill rather than 
its defeat. 

Will its defeat 333 the development of the great interior of 
the continent, an heeg increase the national wealth, and, by such 
increase, reduce taxation? This question answers itself. No one is 
insane enough to make such an ment. 

Will the ee ery homeless, hungry laborers of this country be 
benefited by its defeat? No, for the construction of the road will give 
employment to thousands of them; the now inaccessible lands that 
will be rendered available to settlement will furnish homes for mill- 
ions of them; and the additional supply of food from the increased 

icultural areas will make the means of living cheaper to all of them. 
none of these interests demands a vote against this bill, is there 
anything in the history, circumstances, or condition of the ra- 
tion asking this favor that will justify a denial on our part? Abso- 
lutely nothing, so far as I can learn. As I have y said, these 
men are not ators. They do not come to us asking something 
for nothing. ey have invested $30,000,000 in this work which we 
authorized and by our own act encouraged them to undertake. They 
now come to us saying: We have honestly invested our money in a 
t and meritorious enterprise, which by reason of the financial 
condition of the country was unable to proceed, and we ask you to 
permit us to go on and complete it. You may enjoy all its incidental 
advantages in the development of your resources; in the enhanced 
value of your own lands; in the settlement and improvement of your 
vast unoccupied public domain; in exemption from the sacrifice of 
life and treasure by useless Indian wars; and in the large savings of 
Government transportation, and we will put in more money to save 
bas we have already invested, and to make a legitimate profit on it 

we can. 

Shall we deny them this privilege? Shall we sacrifice all the great 
interests to be subserved by the completion of this road, to a sup 
popular prejudice (which in fact does not exist) against land ts 
to railroads? If Senators will investigate this question there will not 
be a single vote agaiust the proposed extension. Believing that there 
is not in the Senate a vote against it, I should like to have unanimous 
consent to put it on its passage. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I appeal to the Senator from l (Mr. 
Lamak,] who made some objection this morning, whether he is not 
willing to allow the bill to proceed at this time. 

Mr. LAMAR. Mr. President, I was not aware until this mornin 
that the Senator from Oregon had given notice that he would call 
measure up so early. Not having been present in committee when 
the bill was last up for consideration and voted upon, I am not as 
sufficiently familiar with the conditions which have- been ingrafted 


upon this extension as I wished to be before action. Ishall not insist, 
however, upon my objection. 
While Iam on ~~ feet I will state that as the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Pacific in the other House, I had occasion to 
investigate this — as to the extension of the time for the con- 
struction of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and I became satisfied 
that it was a measure demanded alike by justice, propriety, and policy. 
The parties who make application for this relief are tens of thonsan 
of people living in twenty States of this Union who subscribed their 
means for the constraction of this road. The disasters of 1873 and 
other causes produced a suspension of work. If there was any mis- 
e these parties were the victims of that mismanagement 
and of its authors. I had some objection to loading this bill with 
other conditions than those which provide for a simple extension of 
relief; but as its provisions are acceptable to those who are consid- 
ered best advised upon the subject I shall co-operate with them, and 
I trust there will be no opposition to the passage of the bill, as it is 
in my opinion, so meritorious and go slight is the objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I trast there will be no objection to the request 
made by my colleague that this bill shall be put upon its passage. 
The matter has been sufficiently diseussed now to inform the Senate 
fully upon the subject. It is a matter of great public and national 
importance, and it is desirable, if the measure is to pass, that it 
should be passed at an early day. I was not aware myself that it 
would be called up at this hour for passage; but certainly the Senate 
need wait no longer to act upon this measure, and I trust the Senate 
will pass the bill without objection. 

Mr. KERNAN. I wish to ask the Senator having charge of the bill 
what has become of the interests of the bondholders under the first. 
mortgage, under which this road has been sold. Tought to say that 
in the State of New York I know, generally, (no one in particular has 
said anything to me about it,) that bonds to a ve 8 amount 
issued by the original corporation were put off upon ‘that community. 
As Tunderstand, that mortgage has been foreclosed and the road bid 
in. What amount of money was it bid in for? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WINpox] per- 
haps can answer those questions more fully than myself. 

. KERNAN. I wish to get some information in reference to the 
rights of those people who are scattered all over the country. 
. MITCHELL. There is a satisfactory answer to the whole matter. 

Mr. KERNAN. I shall be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. WINDOM. In answer to the Senator from New York, I wilk 
state that the total amount of bonds sold was between $29,000,000 
and $30,000,000. The bondholders representing the majority of those 
bonds met in New York and decided to foreclose the mortgage. It was 
foreclosed and the road bid in for the benefit of the bondholders by 
trustees. Since the sale the holders of $26,660,000 of those bonds 
have exchanged them for preferred stock of the road; so that of the 
$29,000,000 only a little over $2,000,000 and probably not that amount, 
now of bonds are outstanding. Iam informed by the company that 
no one of the bondholders has ever objected to the arrangement b 
which their bonds were converted into preferred stock. That is sti 
open and will remain open to any bondholder who desires to avail 
himself of the opportunity to exchange. 

Mr. KERNAN. For how long a time have the remaining bond- 
holders the ee to come in and take preferred stock ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Indefinitely, as the Committee on Railroads are 
informed. It will remain open so long as they desire it; at least that 
is fhe present understanding. 

Mr. KERNAN, Is the property now held by trustees, or have they 
conveyed it to a new corporation? 

Mr. WINDOM. They have conveyed it to the new corporation 
elected by the new stockholders. 

Mr. KERNAN. Organized under an act of Congress or under some 
ehr. WINDOM. Q ized under th ngress; th 

r. rganized under the act of Co that is, un- 
der the original act, as they claim, and as the best counsel that could 
be proc in the country advised them was legal. 

r. KERNAN. Is the Senator able to state anything as to what is 
the value of this preferred stock, or has it any market value? 

Mr. WINDOM, I made inquiry of that a few days ago, and Ithink 
the answer was about seventeen or eighteen cents on the dollar. The 
preferred stock, however, is larger than the bonds. I think it amounts 
to nearly $50,000,000 in all. When the foreclosure was made and the 
bonds were converted into stock, stock was issued for 40 per cent. 
more than the bonds, in order to pay the interest in advance for five 
years. It included the interest on the bonds at 8 per cent., as they 
drew, for five years. The stock was issned for the face of the bonds 
and 8 per cent, interest for five years,so that the road is entirely 
unincumbered and is now pre if the extension be made, to go 
on without a e or a debt of any kind, and has money to com- 
plete it, as they think. 

Mr. KERNAN. As I understand, they gave the old bondholders 
stock to the face of their bonds and for 8 per cent. upon that sum. 

Mr. WINDOM. Eight per cent. interest for five years, making 40 

r cent. in addition. To illustrate: if a constituent of the Senator 

ad a thousand-dollar bond, he babel $1,400 of preferred stock, 
which paid his interest five years in advance, 

Mr. KERNAN. As I understand, then, the bondholders who come 
in under this bill get everything that was sold belonging to the road f 
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Mr. WINDOM. They own everything that is owned by the road. 

. They have the preferred stock for the amonnt you 
nam 

Mr. WINDOM. They have the preferred stock for the amount I 
named ; $26,660,000 of the bonds have been exchanged for stock on 
the basis named a moment ago. 

Mr. KERNAN. Is there anything given to the original stockhold- 
ers, or is their stock wiped out? 

Mr. WINDOM. The original stockholders have some general stock 
that comes in after the preferred stock is paid 8 per cent. When 
it pays an 8 per cent. dividend they may some time or other have 
a 58 55 to get something, but their chance is indefinitely post- 


ned, 

Mr. KERNAN. Please state how much more stock there is than 
this preferred stock. What is the amount of stock in addition to the 
preferred stock, the subsequent stock! 

Mr, WINDOM. I am not able to state that exactly. 

Mr. KERNAN. This stock has preference to the amount of 8 per 
cent. upon it? 

Mr. WINDOM. It has the preference. Common stock cannot vote 
and can receive no dividend until this $50,000,000 of preferred stock 
receives a dividend of 8 per cent.; and then whatever amount is 
back—I do not remember the amount—is entitled to some considera- 
tion. The fact is that under this transfer the bondholders, the men 
who paid in their money, have everything that belonged to the orig- 
inal company. 

Mr. KERNAN. I suppose the common stock of the old road never 
was paid for to any considerable amount. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think not. 

Mr. EATON. I hope this bill will not be pressed to-day. There 
are certain things about it that I confess I do not understand, if all 
the rest of the Senate understand it. My attention was directed to 
this bill this morning for the first time. I cannot to-day vote for it. 
Therefore I object to proceeding with this bill, if an objection is neces- 


A. WINDOM.. If th 

5 M. If there are any points about this bill upon which 
the Senator would like to cross-examine those of us who have studied 
it, I think we shall be able to satisfy him not only that it is very im- 
portant, but that, if it is passed at all, it should pass early. If it is 
necessary to make a motion, that course can be taken, and the Senator 
from Oregon, I believe, is about to submit a motion to test the sense 
of the Senate as to whether the bill shall be acted upon now. I hope 
we may have a vote upon proceeding with the bill. 

Mr. EATON. I do not desire to cross-examine my friend from Min- 
nesota; but there are certain matters in the bill that look to me ex- 
ceedingly imperfect. Ido not know quite why it should be rushed 
through here to-day. When it was taken up this morning for con- 
sideration it was simply to enable my friend from Oregon to submit 
some remarks upon it in the way of discussion, and not to press it to 
a vote. 

Mr. WINDOM. I did not understand that. 

Mr. EATON. I did so understand; or otherwise I think objection 
would have been made to the bill balap taian up this morning. 

Zar WODO (to Mr. MITCHELL.) Did you make any such state- 
ment 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was some objection made by the honor- 
able Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] at the time the matter 
was called up, or he intimated that he might desire that the bill 
should go over until to-morrow after certain remarks submitted by 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota and myself. But inasmuch as 
the Senator from Mississippi, on an appeal made to him a few moments 
ago, signified his willingness to allow the matter to proceed, I felt 
disposed to insist on procee with the consideration of the bill at 
this time. I will state that it is very important that there should be 
speedy action on the bill if the hope is to be entertained that it will 
receive the action of the other House at the present session, If there 
is anything about the bill upon which the Senator from Connecticut 
would desire information, perhaps if he will indicate what it is we 
may be able to satisfy him. I would appeal to the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut, unless there is some very 1 necessity for a 
postponement of the matter, that he permit the bill to be proceeded 
with at this time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. It will be recollected by the Senator 
from Oregon that I made an inquiry this morning whether the regular 
order, which is the Calendar, would not come up at the expiration 
of the morning hour. The Senator said it would, but he ho that 
no one would interfere with himself and the Senator from Minnesota 
if the Senator from Minnesota wished to speak to-day. I think it 
was very well understood this morning that after the two speeches 
were made we should return to the Calendar. I think the Senate 
will bear me out in that assertion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is true; but in order to test the sense of 
the Senate apon this matter I will move to proceed with the bill. I 
understand that the pending order, if called for, would be the Cal- 


endar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rolls in the chair.) That 
would be the re; order, if called for. 

Mr. MITC . I then move, in order to test the sense of the 
Senate, that the present order and all prior orders be postponed for 


the of proceeding with the consideration of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad bill; and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DAWES. I think, as the Senator from Connecticut desires to 
examine the bill further, it would not be good policy to press it toa 
vote now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope we shall have no formal vote upon this 
subject, but that the Calendar may bo laid aside informally if it be 
laid aside at all, because if it is laid aside by a formal motion it will 
not come up to-morrow, 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon, that if the 
Senator from Connecticut and others desire to look into the bill and 
ask that if may not be put upon its passage now, it is not an unrea- 
sonable suggestion. 

Mr, MITCHELL. If itis insisted by the Senatorfrom Connecticut 
that he would like to look at this matter further and we can have an 
understanding that the bill shall be taken up to-morrow morning 
and disposed of, I shall be glad to accommodate the Senator. 

Mr. EATON. It is not an accommodation to me, Mr. President. I 
have not read this bill; I have not seen it until to-day. Perhaps it 
may be my fault or misfortune. But I discover here that under cer- 
tain circumstances a road must be “ completed eastward on the Pacifie 
slope as aforesaid,” and that they shall also, “ within two years from 
the p of this act, construct and equip their said railroad around 
the portage at the Lower Cascades of the Columbia River.” On what 
territory is that? Does that land belong to Oregon or the United 
States? Are we legislating here to build a railroad within two years 
around certain cascades in the State of Oregon? Is it so? I do not 
know that it is. It has been suggested to me that it is. Therefore 
it is important before I vote upon the bill that I should have the oppor- 
tunity of looking into it; that is, before I vote favorably upon it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I said, if the Senator from Connecticut desires 
to look into the bill. asa matter of course it is nothing more than 
common courtesy that he should have that opportunity; but in con- 
nection with the proposition to permit the bill to go over until to- 
morrow I should like to have an understanding, if we can, that the 
matter be proceeded with to-morrow. 

Mr. EATON. I cannot make any agreement that this matter shall 
be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr, MITCHELL. Iam making an appeal to the Senate generally. 

Mr. WINDOM. In view of the request made by several Senato: 

I think it would be well to Resp song the bill until to-morrow, and 
shall be exceedingly gratified if the Senate will take it up then, with- 
out asking any bargain about it. Of course I do not expect that, as 
suggested by the Senator from Connecticut, but it is very important 
that the bill should be passed early, if at I, for one, am willing 
to consent that it go over until to-morrow in order that Senators de- 
sirous of doing so may look into it and gest any amendment that 
they think desirable, but I shall want to ap to the Senate to- 
morrow to let us consider it and pass upon it, if possible. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The matter goes over to-day. I give notice that 
to-morrow morning after the regular morning business, or as soon as 
I can get the floor, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
his motion to take up the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called for and 
the consideration of the Calendar will be resumed at the point where 
the Senate left off when the consideration of the Calendar was last 
before it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Abus, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolutions ; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4055) to create a revenue in the District of Colum- 
bia by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs per- 
sonal property, and for other purposes ; 

A bill ( No. 4222) to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the public printing and binding for the current 

A bill (H. R. No. 4413) to provide for the free entry 
imported for exhibition by societies established for encouragement of 
the arts or sciences, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. hy Aan the claim of the legal representa- 
tives of Captain John G. Todd, of Texas, to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (H. R. No, 4420) for the relief of Horace E. Mullan; 

A bill (H. R. No, 4422) to amend section 4695 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4425) to alter and amend a law of the District of 
Columbia relative to the inspection of flour; q 

A bill (H. R. No. 4426) relative to the Washington Market Com- 


pany; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) authorizing Lieutenant T. B. M. 
Mason, United States Navy, to accept a medal conferred by the King 
of Italy for extinguishing a fire on a powder-ship; and 
pA joint resolution (H. R. No. 162) for the relief of Bushrod B. Tay- 

r. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the 
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introduction of contagious and infectious diseases into the United 
States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 931) granting a pension to James Shields, with amendments, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The 2 01 5 further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: t 

A bill (8. No. 120) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue an American register to the Canadian-built propel- 
ler East by the name of Kent; 

A bill (S. No. 870) granting a pension to Rebecca and Augusta Mil- 
ler, daughters of Brigadier-General James Miller, of the war of 1812; 

d 


an 

A bill (S. No. 1045) to provide for the administration of the oath of 
office to collectors and other officers of the customs in the district of 
Alaska. 

DEATH OF HON. JOHN EDWARDS LEONARD. 

The m also communicated to the Senate a copy of the pro- 
eeedings had in the House of Representatives in reference to the 
death of Hon. John Edwards Leonard, late a Representative from 
the State of Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The m e further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of the executors of the estate of 
John S. Miller, å F ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1705 to e the sale of policy or lottery tick- 
ets in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1432) providing for the recording of deeds, mort- 
gages, and other conveyances affecting real estate in the District of 

‘olumbia ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious or 
infectious diseases into the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4242) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the rank of captain. 


PATRICK SULLIVAN. 


The bill (S. No. 455) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

and the same is hereby, appropria: out of 

Taak wo Ay ihe 5 a priated, ene rie ty eee 
ighty-second Illinois Volun Company K, for 
in arenes] subsisting, an — r 
5 the months of January and February, 1862; and the of 
r to pay, or cause to be paid, the said 
amount of $1,500 to said Patrick Sullivan, in full ent f. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MAJOR D. C. SMITH. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 800) for the relief 
of the heirs of Major D. C. Smith; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It relieves the heirs and bondsmen of Major 
D. C. Smith, late assistant paymaster United States Army, from the 
payment of $166.29, and the interest thereon, as appears due upon 
settlement of his accounts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Rolls in the chair.) There is 
a report. Is the reading of the report called for? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to hear the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Burn- 
SIDE, March 12: 


The passage of the accompan: bill for the relief of the heirs of Major D. C. 
Smith was recomm b; committee and the Committee of the 
House of the Forty. in consonance with the favorable reports of 

Cc of the House committee. 


and Mr. 
ped seth paing ep meen abe and made 
‘recommend that a vorable 


of this report. I concur, and 
report be again m: mmittee. 


o by this co 


the same, 
and submit the following report: 

Major D. C. Smith was a paymaster in the United States Army; was a 2 
-efficien’ meritorious officer. On October 27, 1864, Major D. Ü. Smith, in com- 
pany with several other paymasters, left Memp! ‘ennessee, on board of the 
steamer ef Saint for Saint Louis. At Randolph, Tennessee, this 
steamer started to land, and was boarded by some eight or ten guerrillas, while 
others from the shore began firing into the er. o on board un- 
dertook to force the engineer and officers of the boat to lan 

ors and D. C. Smith took their revolvers and hed the guer: 


Parmasto General: Arora nepante She dodorit of Majo D; O, Smilies follows, 


to Wit: 
His final accounts show that at the date of his death he was in- 
debted to the United States. $284 64 
From over-additions in his accounts ..........-..-.--cnseneeses-e- pet R 
64 
He is entitled to credit for pay from October 1 to 28, 1864. 146 85 
Wor shart addins / pees hevedencetinewl 21 50 
168 35 
Leaving balance due the United State 166 29 


Linclose a copy of his chief paymaster’s report, showing the very gallant man- 
ner in which he met his death defending the} property o the United States. I 
therefore most cheerfully recommend the passage bill as amended, as I con- 
sider it a just and meritorious one. 

The amendment su is to strike ont thirty“ and insert twenty,“ so 
that the bill as amen will read, “one hundred and sixty-six dollars and twenty- 
nine cents,” instead of one hundred and sixty-six dollars and thirty-nine cents. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the amendment sug- 


gested. 


[Forty-fourth Congress, first session, House report No. 735.) 


Mr. MacDougall, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the follew- 

ing report, (to accompany bill S. No. 548 :) 
he Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill No. 548, 
having had the same under consideration, report as follows: 

Major D. C. Smith was ne errillas on board the steamer Belle, on the 
Mississippi River, on the night o! etober 27, 1264, while gallautly defending the 
property of the United States in his e he lived and had. the settlement 
of his own accounts, it is clear that he would have been allowed the amount claimed 
F bill. The committee therefore recommend the passage of 


Mr. McMILLAN. This case was before the Senate at the last 
session, was fully considered, and the bill passed the Senate, and was 
only prevented from passing the other House because it was not 
reached upon the Calendar, as I understand from information received 
in regard toit. The bill was again introduced at the present session. 
I know the parties concerned in it, and it is certainly unobjectionable. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN A. TORRENCE, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 612) for the relief 
55 10 au A. Torrence; which was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Publio Lands with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, authorized and directed to pay 
to John A. Torrence, late receiver of public moneys at the land office at Harrison, 
Arkansas, the sum of $452.95, the same being duc him, as receiver, from the United 
States, and that $164.55 of the above sum be applied by the United States Treasury 
to the settlement of the balance against him as disbursing agent. 
Mr.GARLAND. There is a letter from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office which, if desired, the Secre will read, and 
which explains the bill in afew words. The bill is simply for the 
purpose of settling the accounts of a receiver who also acted in the 
capacity of a disbursing agent. The matter is succinctly and point- 
y stated in the letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. The Commissioner recommends the 3 in a different 
way from that prescribed by the original bill; and upon his recom- 
mendation the amendment rted by the committee is based. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported from the committee. 
he amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
TRANSFER OF FLORIDA HOMESTEAD LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 350) to amend 
section 2288 of the Revised Statutes of the-United States, so as to 
enable citizens of the State of Florida to transfer a portion of their 
pre-emptions or homesteads to aid in the construction of railroads; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that any person who has already settled, or who may hereafter settle 
on the public lands in the State of Florida, either by pre-emption or 
by virtue of the homestead law, or any amendments thereto, shall 
have the right to transfer, by warranty against his or her own acts, 
any portion of his or her 3 ox homestead to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads in that State; and the transfer for suck pur 
shall not vitiate the right to complete and perfect the title to their 
pre-emptions or homesteads. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands, with 
an amendment to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That any transfer of land under this act shall be void unless the rail- 
road in aid of which the same is made is constructed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This appears to be rather a pecu- 
liar bill. The provisions of it seem to be antagonistic to the home- 
stead and pre-emption laws of the United States, and I should like 
SEEI some explantion of it before I am called upon to vote for the 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. I will state in reply to the Senator's in- 
quiry that a very large portion of the people in the eastern part of 
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Florida are without means of communication. They are endeavoring 
to build one or two ag Sra yg railroads. They donot ask for any 
very large subsidies from the Government, but they think that by 
being permitted to donate a portion of their homestead entries they 
may be able to get communication with market. Iwill call the Sen- 
ate’s attention to the section of the Revised Statutes which this bill 
proposes to amend. It is in the following words: 

Sec. 2288. Any person who has already settled or hereafter may settle on the 
public lands, either by tion, or by virtue of the homestead law or any 
amendment thereto, Shall have the right to transfer, by warranty against his own 
acts, any portion of his 8 or homestead for church, cemetery, or school 
purposes, or for the right of way of railroads across such pre-emption or home- 
stead, and the transfer for such public purposes shall in no way vitiate the right 
to complete and perfect the title to their pre-emptions or homesteads. 


A very strong and extensively signed petition was left with me by 
people of the eastern part of Florida asking for this bill, Of course 
the whole matter is left with the homestead settler. There is noth- 
ing in this bill that compels him to part with his right. If he feels 
disposed to give away a few acres of his homestead for the purpose 
of securing transportation for the products that he may cultivate 
upon the remainder, I can see no rational objection to it; and if the 
railroad should be built it would go to increase the value of the re- 
maining lands, those belonging to the Government as well as those 
belonging to individuals, 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Flor- 
ida why it is necessary to “amend section 2288 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States so as to enable citizens of Florida to transfer 
a portion of their homesteads or pre-emptions to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads.” Why not let that section stand as a general law ? 
This bill would be ham as effective by pera, ee the title. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not object to that. 

Mr. SARGENT. The body of the bill does not seem to affect that 
section at all. The object seems to be to extend it. By amending 
the section you prevent its beneficial operation hereafter. 

Mr. CAMPERO: „of Wisconsin. I desire to ask the Senator from 
Florida a question. If the homestead settler takes advantage of the 

rovisions of this bill in the event that it becomes a law, transfers 
fis homestead to a company, will he or will he not have a 
right after that to make another homestead entry ? 
. JONES, of Florida, I think not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I presume he would not under the 
general law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the ameng- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading and read 
the third time. 

77 EDMUNDS, I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
34, nays 6; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
Allison, Dorsey, Kernan, Morgan, 
Bailey, Eaton, mar, Oglesby, 
Bayard, Gar! McDonald, Paddock, 
Beck, Gordon, McMillan, Plumb, 
Butler, Grover, McPherson, Sargent, 
Cameron of Wis., rris, Matthews, Teller, 
Cc erè Maxey, Voorhees 
k Jones of da, Merrimon, 
Davis of W. Va., ogg, Mitchell, 
NAYS—4. 
Conkling, Edmunds, Morrill, Rollins. 
Dawea, McCreery, 
ABSENT —36. 

Anthony, Cockrell, Howe, Saunders, 
mene Davisof Minois, Jo Bpeneci 

8 0 ohnston, r, 
Blaine,” Dennis, Jones of Nevada, urman, 
ETC 

ru TSON, a 
oes Hamlin, Randolph, yte, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill. som, Windom, 
Chri A Hoar, Saulsbury, Withers. 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend the title so as to make it read: 

A pill to enable citizens of the State of Florida to transfer a portion of their pre- 
emptions or homesteads to in the construction of railroads. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the amendment by making the 
title read, “A bill to t public lands through the medium of a 
ee entry to railroads in Florida,” which is the true character 
of the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I hope that amendment will not be 
adopted. That is not the object of the bill. If the Senator will look 
at the section of the Revised Statutes proposed to be amended he will 
see that the same objection could be made to that provision of the 
Revised Statutes which provides for doing other things, not grantin 
the land it is true, but ting the right of way torailroads. Now 
have received, as I said a while before the Senator came into the 
Senate Chamber, petitions from a large number of people in my State 
asking for this bill. They say they are remote from a market; they 
are without rtation; they cannot get their little crops to 
market; they want to try to build a little narrow-gauge rai and 


they think that by being permitted to donate a portion of their home- 


stead and pre-emption entries for that purpose they dan secure trans- 
portation for their products. That is the object of the bill. If the 
road is built the remaining portion of the en land lying along its 


borders belonging to the Government will be enhanced in value, as 

the Senator knows, and will 3 to the laws be worth 82.50 an 

acre whereas it is now not worth $1.25. 

. a MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Florida a single ques- 
ion 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to know whether a crowd of settlers might 
not be induced to go and make entry as settlers and in five minutes 
afterward transfer a good and sufficient title to any railroad that 
may be ee to be built, without cont ming as settlers but merely 
oe eclared their intention 
pat 55 of Florida. What would tk at be worth, let me ask the 

ator 

Mr. MORRILL. The railroad would get the title. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The settler would have to comply with 
the provisions of the homestead law; he would have to cultivate the 
land and remain upon it during the time required by the law in order 
to perfect his title. 

Mr. MORRILL. As I read the bill, the only condition afterward 
would be that the road should be built. It would not require the 
settler to remain upon the land at all. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, yes. That is not my construction of 
the law, I will state very candidly. I do not think anybody else can 
give it that construction. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Florida to state 

Mr, JONES, of Florida. The object of the bill is to make an effec- 
tual donation of the land after every condition of the homestead law 
is 57 75 with, after it has become the party’s property. . 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask the Senator from Florida to state how long 
this road is and how much land is involved. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I cannot state precisely the length of the 
road. According to my information it is a local road in Eastern 
Florida. The people of that part of the State are greatly in need of 
transportation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it ten miles or twenty miles long? About 
what length? 4 

Mr. DAWES. I voted against this bill, and 5 the Senator 
from Florida may relieve me of the objection. I should like to ask 
him if what he has just stated is true that it is to make a donation 
of land after every condition of the law is complied with, what is 
the need of any statute to enable a homesteader to donate land after 
he has complied with every condition of the homestead law ? 

Mr. JO. , of Florida. He is not able to do it in advance of ob- 
taining title. It is a mere pledge of the parties “that we will give 
ten or fifteen or twenty acres of our entry to this enterprise when the 
road is completed and we have complied with the requirements of the 
law.” It is binding only upon the individuals, not binding on the- 
Government. 

Mr. DAWES. It estops the A6 by means of his promise in ad- 
vance. Is he required personally to occupy the land during the years: 
3 ry to perfect a homestead entry, or may not his assignee do 
that 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Most assuredly he is required to occupy 
the land. There is nothing waived. 

Mr. DAWES. My objection was this: I inferred from hearing the 
bill read that a man could make his entry as sug by the Sena- 
i E Vermont and the railroad complete the right by occupying 

e land. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. If he has got to complete it by his own personal 
occupation and the title is dbtained by the railroad through the means: 
of his warranty of land to which he has not present title but which 
title he will perfect hereafter and that will inure to the benefit of the 
railroad, there is less objection to it than I supposed when I voted 
against the bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, I will say very frankly that that is the 
object of the bill as far as I am concern , and the citizens who are: 
interested in its seek nothing more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. President, I cannot question for a single 
moment that the object of the bill is what the Senator from Florida 
says it is. The object of the bill is one thing, but the bill itself may- 
be quite another. The bill says just this: 8 

That any person who has already settled or who may hereafter settle on the pub - 
lio lands in the State of Florida, either by pre-emption or by virtue of the home-- 
stead law or any amendments thereto, shall have the right to transfer by warranty 
against his or her own acts— 

That is by a warranty against any claimant claiming under them 
any portion of his or her pre-emption or homestead— 

That is any portion of the land— 
to aid in the construction of railroads in said State; and the transfer for such pur - 
pose shall not vitiate the right to complete and perfect the title to their pre-emp-- 
tions or homesteads— 

That is the part that they do not transfer— 

Provided, That any transfer of land under this act shall be void unless the railroad: 
in aid of which the same is made is constructed. 

What that means, to the unsophisticated eye of a mere ordinary 
lawyer or anybody who reads the statutes, to my mind, is simply. 
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this: that if I being a citizen of the United States make a homestead 
entry on the public lands in Florida to-day for one hundred and sixty 
acres, or whatever the quantity may be that I am authorized to 
enter, I may to-morrow transfer that land to the Jacksonville and 
Key West Railroad Company, and having so transferred it nobody 
claiming under me or in my right can oust the railroad ; that is, I 
warrant it against anybody claiming under my right, The railroad 
under the authority of this act becomes the proprietor of this land 
absolutely, provided the railroad line is built, if the amendment 
reported and agreed to is carried out. 

hat is what, in my opinion, is the plain construction of this act, 
reading it not in the light of what my honorable friend says the ob- 
ject of it is, but in the single light of the existing statutes which pro- 
vide that a man may make a homestead entry, and if he lives on the 
land and cultivates it for five years it shall be his absolutely and he 
may havea patent. Now comes in this act and says that anybody who 
has settled, that is, has started a homestead claim upon the public 
lands, may transfer any portion of his claim, his settlement, any part 
of the land—which would include the whole of it because the whole 
includes every part—or any future homestead settler, anybody who 
shall settle may immediately turn over his homestead claim, the sec- 
tion or the quarter section or whatever it may be that he claims, he 
may turn over to a railroad absolutely, with a warranty against his 
own conduct and acts; and what then? That it shall not be good 
unless the railroad is built. That, in my humble judgment—I may be 
wrong—will be held by the courts, and ought to be held by the courts 
and by the Departments, as the assent of Congress that anybody who 
has located a homestead entry or chooses to do so upon any of the 
public lands, may turn those lands over to a railroad corporation in 
the State of Florida and the railroad company shall own the land 
if they build the road. The idea of putting by intention upon this 
bill the notion that after the settler has transferred his right toa 
railroad company it is the duty of the settler still, instead of letting 
the railroad have the land, to go on and 2 it for the five years, 
is in my opinion in the neighborhood of absurd. 

There is the plain statement of the law, what we assent to, which 
is the latest expression, and that is that anybody who has started a 
homestead claim may turn the land which is the subject of it over to 
a railroad corporation to aid in the building of its road; and the only 

und upon which the company is to be deprived of that land, if it 
uilds the road, is that if it does not build the road then the railroad 
company shall not get any title. It is the ordinary land grant. That 
is what it amounts to, except that it is to be started by the railroad 
laborers, if you please, they being citizens of the United States or 
having declared their intention to become such, going to the land 
office and entering on the line the railroad wants to go, or near it, 
making a homestead entry, assigning that the next moment to the 
railroad company; and then, if I correctly understand this act, the 
railroad company has acquired an indefeasible title to that land, sub- 
ject only to the contingency that it must build the road. As such I 
would rather vote for a railroad land grant square out, which we 
have all promised not to do. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Now, if the Senator will allow me one 
moment, I will show him that the Jangoage of this bill is not new. 
Anxious to accomplish the object which I stated to the Senate was 
the purpose of this bill, I adopted the very language to be found in 
section 2288 of the Revised Statutes, and I do not think that any- 
thing which the Senator has said will apply to that section of the 
Revised Statutes. I do not think, for instance, that a church which 
might receive a donation under the provisions of this section could 
be put in the predicament in which he says a railroad company may 
be put by the provisions of my bill. I disclaim entirely the purpose 
attributed to me. Section 2280 of the Revised Statutes says: 

Any person who has already settled or hereafter may settle on the public lands, 
either by 88 or by virtue of the homestead law or any amendments th 
shall have the right to transfer, by warranty against his own acts, any portion o: 
his pre-emption or homestead for church, cemetery, or school purposes, or for the 
23 ee ste alin a A ARAT 

or 0 
the title Ag pop lyk gnarl! ae, or alt Cg a . * 

This section contemplates in my judgment nothing but the transfer 
of an inchoate right. The Government is not bound by it at all. It 
is the act of the individual; and unless he goes on and complies with 
every condition of the homestead Jaw as it now stands, anything that 
he might do under my bill would be ineffectual. That is my view of 
it. That is my p . That is the purpose of the men who seek 
the passage of this bill now. In order to guard that more sufficiently 
the committee thought proper to inte the proviso which has been 
added to the bill and which states that, unless the railroad is com- 
pea; even the inchoate right which is attempted to be transferred 

y the bill shall not be effective against the party transferring it or 
against the Government. This does not bind the Government. It 
only enables the settler in advance of the time fixed by law for per- 
fecting his title to the land under the homestead Jaw to make what 
may be called an inchoate assignment of a portion of his land, leay- 
ing the title to depend upon his compliance with the provisions of 
the general law. That is my understanding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, reading section 2288, that my hon- 
orable friend has referred to, I find that it states this: 


who has already settled or hereafter may settle on the 
‘virtue of * 


Any person blic lands, 
elider by pre-emption, or by the homestead law or any amen 


ts there- 


the title to their pre-emptions or 
Now, what is the spirit and object and sco 
is that these homestead and pre-emption settlers may give away for 


of that section? It 


these necessary public p of society, a grave-yard or a school- 
house or a church site, as part of their homestead entries, and the 
church and the graveyard and the school-house may be put upon that 
public land, and that that giving away of a part shall not interfere 
with his right to complete his title to the residue by the five years’ 
occupation. That was the object and spirit, and a very wholesome 
one, of the act; but when you come to railroads it is merely a right 
of way across the land. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator if the statute says “the 
residue!“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In my opinion upon any just construction it does. 
It says it 

Shall in no way vitiate the right to complete and perfect the title to their pre- 
emptions or homesteads. 


If they have already conveyed by a complete assignment their own 
title to a part, what is it that they are to complete the title to? It 
must be to the residue, as a matter of course, because they have no 
title to the part they have conveyed away by warranty against them- 
selves. As I stated, it must be obvious if you reflect a moment, that 
the scope and the he se of that section was to allow the public lands 
to be finally disposed of where there had been a homestead entry, for 
these little necessary public purposes of a grave-yard and a church 
and a school-house, or a right of way of a railroad to go across, and 
so far as being given away for those purposes the gift was complete 
as against the United States and everybody else, Ks to what was not 
given away, it should not affect the right of thd settler to complete 

itle. 

Now, then, this act comes in. It has passed, and there is nothing 
more to be said about it except to give it the true ear-mark. Now 
this act comes in and says a settler may give away his homestead 
entry in aid of building a railroad, any part of it, which of course in- 
eludes the whole as the whole includes every part. That is what it is 
and what in point of law in my humble judgment—I may be wrong 
it comes to; and there is very little use eae in my discussing that 
question with my honorable friend. The bill has passed; he has got 
his land grant; and I will withdraw my amendment, but my state- 
ment will explain my view in voting against the bill. I do not care 
what the title is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is withdrawn. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California, [Mr. SARGENT. ] 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to say just one word in reference to this 
bill. It was considered by the Committee on Public Lands, and all 
the questions which have been discussed here were considered there ; 
and it was not our opinion, and it is not mine now, that this pill 
gives any title or right to these railroad companies to this property 
unless the pre-emptor or the homestead settler shall fully complete 
what is required by law and obtain his patent from the United States. 
Until that time the title to the property remains in the United States. 
The provision of law requires that these parties shall acquire no title 
by going upon the 1 domain, but only in the case of a pre- emp- 
tor by proving up his pre-emption claim within the time limited by 
law and paying the purchase-money, and in the case of the home- 
stead settler by occupying and improving the land for the time pre- 
scribed by the law. It was not our understanding, nor is it mine 
now, that this bill confers any title whatever or any right on the 
railroad companies in respect to this land that is not subject to the 
title and claim of the United States, or ever becomes perfect in them 
until the parties from whom they bold these donations have acquired 
title in the manner prescribed by law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the mod- 
ification of the title of the bill as proposed by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. SARGENT] is agreed to. 

The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


T. AND J. W. GAFF & CO. 


Mr. McDONALD. I should like the Senate to pass over the inter- 
vening orders down to order No. 331, being House bill No. 2818. It 
is a very small matter and it will take but a moment to consider it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Can we not reach it in a short 
time ? 

Mr. McDONALD. Perhaps not for some days. It is a measure 
that 4 know will commend itself to the Senate as soon as they under- 
stand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks the 
Senate to pass over the intervening orders to take up the bill referred 
to by him. Is there objection ? i 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is it intended to pursue the Calendar from the 
number indicated by the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McDONALD. No, sir; I simply ask for the present considera- 
tion of this order, not to interfere with the regular order as to the 
Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will it require any considerable length of time? 
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Mr. McDONALD.. No, sir; it will require but a moment to con- 
sider it. It is simply to authorize certain parties to use for a ware- 
noana a building designated in the act under the circumstances stated 
in the act. 

Mr. ANTHONY. That will be reached in its order. 

Mr. McDONALD. Not to-day. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It had better be reached in its order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the hill proposed by the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. McDONALD. There is no objection I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 2818) to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use 
a certain building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification 
of distilled spirits. 

Mr. McDONALD. I will state that under the present law such a 
building must be six hundred feet in a direct line from the distillery. 
This is about five hundred and fifty feet in a direct line, but some 
seven hundred feet by the nearest road that can be taken to it. It 
stands on one side of a block and the distillery on the other side of 
the block, and the intervening houses prevent the possibility of their 
connecting their rectifier with their distillery except by going around 
through the street, which is some seven hundred feet, more than one 
hundred feet greater distance than that which the law now requires. 
The construction that has been put upon the law, in fact the act itself, 
requires that the distance shall be six hundred feet. This lacks fifty 
feet of that distance in actual measurement, but is more than one 
hundred feet over the distance by the only route they can use. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it a building erected by them for the purpose ? 

Mr. McDONALD. It was erected before this law. 

Mr. DAWES. Erected for that purpose before the law? 

Mr. MCDONALD. It was; yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. It was designed for this purpose before the law was 
enacted making the distance six hundred feet. 

Mr. MCDONALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill was fully considered by the Committee 
on Finance, and the request on the part of these parties was thought 
to be no more than reasonable, and one that would not result in any 
injury to the Government interests. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


h CARL JUSSEN. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will now resume the con- 
sideration of bills on the Calendar in their order. 

The bill (S. No. 902) for the relief of Carl Jussen was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to the Paymaster-Gen- 
eral of the Army to allow and pay to Carl Jussen, late adjutant of 
the Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, out of the appro- 
priation for the pay of the Army, the difference between the pay 
and allowances of sergeant-major of infantry and those of adjutant of 
infantry, from the 3d of August, 1863, to the 12th of December, 1863, 
inclusive, he having actually acted in the capacity of adjutant during 
that time and having received therefor only the pay of sergeant- 
major, not having been actually mustered as adjutant by reason of 
the non-receipt of his commission. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BURN- 
SIDE on the 12th of March: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Carl 
-Jussen, late adjutant Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, having had 
the same under consideration, report as follows: 
It appears from the following report, prepared during the last Congress by the 
present chairman of the committee, to whose examination a bill for the relief of 
the applicant had been submitted, that a favorable report should be made, and the 
comments hereby recommend that that report d as the report of the present 
committee: 
“ The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 798) for 
the relief of Carl Jussen, late adjutant Twenty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following 
re ` 


port: 
“ This is a bill to Carl Jussen, late adjutant Twenty-third Regiment Wiscon- 
sin Volunteers, the ce of pay between that of sergeant-major of infantry 
and adjutant of infantry from August 3, 1863, to December 12, 1863, which was dis- 
allowed by the accounting oflicers of the Government upon the ground that W “ea 
ment regulations forbid the recognition of any person as a commissioned otticer 
pie to the date he receives his co ion and enters upon duty with his com- 
in 


and. 
The record shows that Jussen enlisted as a private in the Twenty-third Regi. 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers, August 14, 1802, was made sergeant- major of said 
regiment, and on August 2, 1863, the position of adjutant became vacant. There- 
upon he was detailed to perform the duties of adjutant, entered upon the same, 
and was recommended to the governor of Wisconsin for commission therefor b 
tho colonel of his regiment. The then governor of Wisconsin, His Excellency Ed. 
ward Salomon, commissioned said Jussen in due form as first lieutenant and adju- 
tant of said regiment, to date from August 2, 1863; but, being in the field, the 
receipt of the commission was delayed until December 13, 1863, when he was mus- 
tered as such at Algiers, Louisiana, December 19, 1863, 
During the period between August 3 and December 12, 1863, the said Jussen 
tformed all the duties and ine all the responsibilities of the position of first 
eutenant and adjutant, was subjected to the incidental expenses of his rank and 
held accountable for property and duty in accordance therewith. Under various 
precedents established by Congress, notably the report of Senator Abbott on bill 
5. No. 527, for the relief of William F. Scott, Forty-first Congress, second session, 
Report No. 54, it has been held that an officer so promoted. performing the duties 
and incurrin bilities of his advanced rank, is entitled to pay therefor 
when so ormed in the field, withent being compelled to suffer loss for the time 
n FFT back his commission from the 
governor of his State, to the end that he may be duly mustered. 


This case certainly comes within the rule. Jussen was recommended by his 
colonel for promotion from the rank of sergeant-major to that of first lieutenant 
and adjutant to fill a vacancy, and entered at once upon the discharge of his duties 


mote field of military operations he issued his commission to Jussen, to date from 
August 2, 1863, the date on which the vacancy occurred and when Jussen entered 
upon the discharge of his duties under orders from his colonel. The delays inci- 
dent to the proceeding prevented Jussen’s muster until the commission was re- 
ceived, and for the time between his assumption of the duties of adjutant to fill 
said vacancy and the date of the reception of his commission he asks the differ- 
ence of pay between that of sergeant-major and first lieutenant and adjutant. Tho 
principle involved in the act of July 26, 1866, also covers this case. Your com- 
mittee, therefore, are of opinion that the claim is meritorious, and recommend the 
passage of the bill.” 

It appears from the above that Jussen susiy rformed the duties of adjutant 
from August 3, 1863, to the 12th of December o è same year. His commission 
from the governor covers the same period. There was an actual vacancy when he 
es appointed. He only received pay as sergeant-major for the period above men- 

oned, 


Mr. MORRILL. I think this bill is faulty in one respect. It 
ought to mention the amount. Then if there is any member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs present, I should like to inquire 
whether there will not be numerons cases of other officers, having 
discharged the duties of a rank superior to the one that they had a com- 
mission for, being presented here for the difference between the pay 
of one commission and the other. It strikes me that the principle 
of allowing men to receive pay before they have received their com- 
missions is perhaps a precedent that we ought not to establish. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not present in the committee at the time this 
bill was considered. I only know about the details as stated throngh 
the medium of the report which has been read. I understand the 
rule of the committee to be this: where a person in the Army has 
had a commission in a certain rank and he has not been able to 
muster in on account of no fault of his own and through no lack of 
his own, he shall be entitled to and receive the pay for that rank, 
provided he did duty in that rank and was not a supernumerary. I 
judge by the report in this instance that this is one of those cases, 
The committee has committed itself fully to that principle, and it 
has been recognized, I think, by the action of the Senate, for at least 
two years last past. Now, as to the number of cases, I cannot say 
certainly astothat. There are probably half a dozen pending before 
the committee now and on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORRILL. Half a dozen thousand, perhaps. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; there are only half a dozen or more pending 
before the committee and on the Calendar together, I think there 
have been only three or four reported at this session of the Senate. 
I do not now personally know of any pending before the committee. 
I think the number of cases is not very large, jadging from the in- 
formation that I have, but still it might be. 

However, the principle which has been recognized by the commit- 
tee, and which the Senate to some extent has heretofore committed 
itself to, is what I have stated, to wit: that where a man has a com- 
mission in a certain rank, has performed the duties of that rank, has 
failed to muster by reason of no fault of his own, and was nota 
supernumerary officer, so that no other person could have pay for 
the same period of time, the committee have recognized that as con- 
stituting an equity in his behalf which would entitle him to compen- 
sation for the rank in which he actually served. 

As I said, I did not happen to be present when this case was con- 
sidered. Ido not know anything about it, except as stated in the 
report. 

r. MAXEY. The rule of the Military Committee, as stated by the 
Senator from Kansas, is correctly stated. There was a general order 
issued by the War Department in 1861 which prohibited any officer 
from receiving pay anterior to the date of his muster in. That was 
the time that controlled it. On that account in all these cases, how- 
ever equitable they might be, where an officer has actually performed 
duty before he was mustered in in the rank in which he performed 
duty, the War Department, rightfully under the law, I think, refused to 

ay. Some of these cases have been presented to us. Where we be- 
ieved there was a controlling equity, that it was not the fault of the 
party that he had not been mustered, and where the actually 
performed the service to the Government and had not been mustered 
in without fault on his part, and the Government received the benefit 
of his services, it was but equitable and right that be should be paid. 

I will state to the Senator from Vermont that so far as my experi- 
ence goes the number of cases is very few; but there are some few 
eases which, in the judgment of the committee, are controlled by 
the equities which do control this rule. So far as this special case 
is concerned, I only know of it by the reports of the investigations 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island, which were satisfactory to 
the committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAMP DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No 740) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to relinquish and turn over to the Interior De- 
partment certain parts of the Camp Douglas military reservation in 
the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear the popor in that case; but 
I see it is a good long story. I think the bill better go over, in 
the absence of the Senator having it in ch 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill willi go over under the rule. 
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MASONIC HALL COMPANY OF ATLANTA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill Nel No. 426) for the relief 
of the Masonic Hall Company of Atlanta, rgia; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment 
to the Masonic Hall Company of Attas te, Geers of $475 3 
rented from them under contract by the United States, and for whi 
duly certified vouchers, now on file in the Treasury Department, were 
ven. 

siii SARGENT. I should like to inquire of some member of the 
Committee on Claims why the amount has not been paid? I see the 
bill is reported favorably from the Committee on Claims. Some 
member of the committee present can inform us why this account 
was not settled. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The claim is one for rent of buildings. Under 
the act of Congress the quartermaster of course could not allow for 
rent; but a contract existing for the rent of the premises, the com- 
mittee allowed the claim to the extent stated. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MACON, GEORGIA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1888) for the 
relief of Macon, Georgia. 

Mr. SARGENT. Isee that is adversely reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill will 

o over. 
£ COMPENSATION OF TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 770) fixing the com- 
pensation of the telegraph operators of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides that from and after the 30th of June, 1878, the compen- 
sation of the . operators of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives shall be $1,200 each per annum. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAND IN KINNEY COUNTY, TEXAS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 909) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to accept an absolute gift of the land necessary 
for military purposes; which was considered asin Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War, on the part of the United 
States, to accept an absolute giff or grant of land, donated to the 
United States by the San Felipe cultural, Manufacturing and 


igation Company, of the county of Kinney, Texas, comprising two 
Hundred acres of land in that county, to be used as a site for a mili- 


t if the same is in his ju ent needed for mili urposes 
be | e gift be unincumbe wie provisions ; e Sec- 
retary of War is authorized to accept the deed therefor. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WOMEN AS LEGAL PRACTITIONERS. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1077) to re- 


lieve certain legal disabilities of women, reported adversely by the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, SARG Let that bill be considered notwithstanding the 
adverse report. I want to make an amendment to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virgi Let it be reported with the under- 
standing that it is objected to. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. SARGENT. I wish to offer this amendment to that bill; and 
as I see my friend from West Virginia desires to object to the present 
consideration of the bill I will ask him not to object until I have 
exhausted less than the five minutes allowed me, and then I will move 
that the bill be ref with the amendment which I offer, to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Ae I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment is to strike out all after the 


enacting clause and insert: 
no person shall be excluded from practicing as an atto; and counselor 
„ United States on account of sex. icii 
Mr. SARGENT. Mr. President, the best evidence that members of 
the legal profession have no jealousy against the admission of women 
to the bar who have the proper learning is shown by that document 
which I hold in my hand, signed by one hundred and fifty-five law- 
yers of the District of Columbia, embracing the most eminent men in 
the ranks of that profession, [exhibiting a petition.] That there is 
no jealousy or consideration of impropriety on its part in the various 
States is shown by the fact that the Legislatures of many of the States 
have recently admitted women to the bar; and my own State, Cali- 
fornia, has passed such a law within the last week or two. Illinois 
has done the same thing; so have Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
and North Carolina; and Wyoming, Utah, and the Pistrict of Colum- 
bia among the Territories have done it. There is no reason in 
principle why women should not be admitted to this profession or the 
profession of medicine, en. they have the learning to enable 
them to be useful in those professions, and useful to ves. 
Where is the propriety in opening our colleges, our higher institu- 


tions of learning, or any institutions of learning to women, and then 
when they have acquired in the race with men the cultivation for 
higher employments to shut them out? There certainly is none. 

e should either restrict the laws allowing the liberal education 
of women or we should allow them to exercise the talents which are 
cultivated at the public expense in such departments of enterprise 


and knowledge as will be useful to society and will enable them to 
gain a living. The tendency is in this direction. I believe the time 

passed when it is considered a ridiculous thing for women to ap- 
pear upon the lecture platform or in the pulpit, for women to attend 
to the curing of diseases as physicians as well as nurses, to en in 
any literary 5 or appear at the bar. Some . 
lawyers in the United States are now practicing at the bar, behavin 
themselves with propriety, acceptably received before courts 
juries ; and when they have conducted their cases to a successful issue 
or an uns one in any court below, why should the United 
States courts to which an appeal may be taken and where their ad- 
versary of the male sex may follow the case up, why should they be 
debarred from appearing before those tribunals? 

In Shakespeare’s time it was thought unfit that a woman should 
1 upon the stage as an actress, but since that day a long roll of 
illustrious women have adorned and dignified that profession and have 
shown the possession of great histrionic abilities, and now a play pre- 
sented to the stage which left women out, if it were decent and moral, 
would be like leaving Hamlet out of the play of that name. So in 
the ranks of literature, from the first feeble beginnings of a few 
years ago of Miss Austin and others of that character we now find 
some of the most successful novelists of the present day and also 
writers upon general literature. There is scarcely any department of 
literature which they have not invaded, from the profession of jour- 
nalists up to the higher walks requiring sustained effort, and they 
have borne themselves successfully there. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to ask the Senator from California 
if the courts of the United States cannot admit them upon their own 
motion anyhow ? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think there is nothing in the law prohibiting it, 
but the Supreme Court of the United States 55 in passing upon 
the question of the admission of a certain lady said that until some 
legislation took place they did not like to depart from the precedent 
set in England, or until there was more general practice among the 
States. The learned Chief-Justice perhaps did not sufficiently reflect. 
when he stated that there were no English precedents. The fact is 
that Elizabeth herself sat in aula regina and administered the law, 
and in both Scotland and England women have fulfilled the function 
of ju The instances are not numerous but they are well ascer- 
tained in history. I myself have had my attention called to the fact 
that in the various States the women are now admitted by special 
legislation to the bar. Ido not think there is anything in the law 
properly considered that would debar a woman from coming forward 
into this profession. I think the Supreme Court should not have re- 
quired further legislation, but they seem to have done so, and that 
makes the necessity for this legislation which I have now offered. 

The chairman of the committee in ri ioe this bill back from 
the Judiciary Committee said that the bill as it passed the Honse of 
Representatives—and I gory in the fact that the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed this bill and by a very handsome majority upon a 
call of the yeas and nays, as I remember—said that it gave privileges. 
to women which men did not enjoy ; that is to say, . Court 
can by a change of rule require further qualification of men, whereas. 
in regard to women if this provision were put into the statute the 
Supreme Court could not them out, even though it may be neces- 
sary in its r to get a higher standard of 3 than 
their present rules prescribe. Although I observe that my time is up, 
I ask indulgence for a moment or two longer. As this is a question 
of some interest and women cannot appear here to speak for them- 
selves, I hope I may be allowed to for them a moment. Now, 
there is something in the objection stated by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary—that is to say, the bill would take the 
rule of the Supreme Court and put it in the statute and apply it to 
women, thereby conferring exceptionable privileges; but that is not 
my intention at all, and therefore I have proposed that women shall 
not be excluded from practicing law, if they are otherwise qualified, 
on account of sex, and that is the provision which I want to send 
back to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to ask one question of the Senator from 
California. Suppose the court should exclude them, but not on ac- 
count of sex, then what is their remedy? 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not see any pretense that the court could 
exclude them except on account of sex. 

Mr. GARLAND. If I recollect the rule of the Supreme Court in 
regard to the admission of practitioners, (and I had to appear there 
twice to present my claim before I could carry on my profession in. 
that court,) I do not think any legislation is necessary to aid them 
by giving them any more access tothat court than they have at pres- 
ent under the rules of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. SARGENT. I believe if the laws now existing were properly 
construed (of course Is with all deference to oy Minila Court, 
but I express the opinion) that they would be admitted to the bar 
of the Supreme Court, and the courts of the United States; but 
unfortunately the courts do not take that view of it, and they sa 
they will wait for legislation. I propose that the legislation sha 
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follow. If there is anything in principle why this privilege should 


not be granted to women, if they are otherwise qualified, then let the 
bill be defeated on that ground; but I say there is no difference in 
principle whatever, not the slightest. There is no reason because a 


citizen of the United States is a woman that she should be deprived 

of her rights as a citizen, and these are rights of a citizen. She has 

the same right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness and em- 

8 commensurate with her capacities, as a man has; and, as 
the question of capacity, the history of the world shows, from 

fne lizabeth or Isabella down to Mrs. Dudevant and Mrs. Stowe, 
at capacity is not a question of sex. 

The RESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
propos by the Senator from California. 

r. MCDONALD rose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from California to move 
to recommit the bill, 

Mr. SARGENT. I am compelled to do it under the objection. I 
a my friend from Indiana will be allowed to express his views, 

owever, 

Mr. MCDONALD. Ihave simply to say, Mr. President, that a num- 
ber of States and Territories have authorized the admission of women 
to the legal profession, and they have become members of the bar of 
the highest courts of judicature in the States. It may very frequently 
occur, and has in some instances I believe really ebe that cases 
in which they have been thus employed have been brought to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. To have the door of the Su- 
preme Court closed 8 them when the cause is brought there, 
not by them, or when in the prosecution of the suits of their clients 
they find it roi Per come here, it seems to me is entirely unjust. 
I therefore favor the bill with the amendment. The pro amend- 
ment is perhaps better because it does away with any tendency to 
discrimination in regard to the admissibility of ladies to practice in 
the Supreme Court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California moves 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have the promise of the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the bill shall soon be reported back, and therefore I am 
willing that it go to the committee, and I make the motion that it 
be recommitted. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask that the amendment which I propose be 


printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to print will be made. 
METHODIST CHURCH SOUTH. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the bill (S. No. 910) for the relief of 
the book-agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South some days 
ago was fixed asa order for the 18th of April. After the 
action of the Senate fixing it for that day, the resolution introduced 
by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. e was which 
gave a preference to the Calendar, and now this bill would be reached 
in the regular order of business if it had not been taken from its 
place and transferred to the head of the Calendar. I ask the Senate 
to take up the bill and consider it. Ido not care to press it to a vote 
this evening, as the Senate is very thin, and I think the Senate should 

a full body when a vote is taken upon the question. Itis a ques- 
tion of vay considerable interest, at all events to the persons con- 
cerned, and it may present some questions of interest to the Senate. 

I simply ask that the bill be taken up and made the order of busi- 
ness, and that it be laid over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Manifestly that bill cannot be eee under 
the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to ask further that the Senate shall 
rescind for the Fn gad of this case its direction limiting debate to 
five minutes. There should be no such limitation upon this bill; 
there should be the freest discussion of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then it should take its place at the foot of the 
Calendar, because we are going through the Calendar under the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand that unless there shall be some order 
it will take its place at the foot of the Calendar; but I trust the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island will not throw this case to the foot of the 
Calendar, I ap to him not to do it, and for the reason that it isa 
case of t interest and has to be settled here in the Senate one 
way or the other in time for the action of the House of Representa- 
tives. I assume that the Senator from Rhode Island does not wish to 
postpone action upon this case with a view to have it defeated by the 
want of time for its consideration in the House of Representatives. 
It is not that kind of a case, Mr. President. I urge its consideration 
in order that we may have time here fully to consider it and that the 
House of Representatives may have time fully to consider it. I ask 
the Senate, therefore, that the bill be taken up and made, not a special 
order, but the order of business for to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me suggest to the Senator from Taiao that 
it be taken up immediately after the nnobjected cases are dis of. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be called in its regular order, and let us go 
on with the other cases. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have no objection to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. All I want is the consideration of the bill in time 
for it to be acted upon by this body and receive the action of the 
House of Representatives. 
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Mr. TELLER. I do not see any reason why this case should be 
taken ont of the regular course, and I object to fixing a time for its 


consideration. Let it with the other special orders and be con- 
sidered when we get ugh with the unobjected cases on the Cal- 


endar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made; and the Secre- 
will repons the next bill on the Calendar. 
. BAILEY. I appeal to the Senate from the objection made b 
the Senator from Colorado and ask that some order be made in re; 
to this matter, either to take it up now or to fix a time for its con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
submit a motion? 

Mr. BAILEY. As suggested by the Senator from Iowa, I ask that 
the bill be taken up as soon as the unobjected cases are disposed of. 
I ask general consent for that purpose. 

Mr. SARGENT. After we finish the Calendar? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
that the bill be taken up for consideration immediately after the con- 
sideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, Mr. President. \ 

Mr. TELLER. LIobject to that. I insist on the case taking its reg- 
ular course unless the Senate takes some action otherwise. 

Mr. SARGENT. It takes the regular course in this way. 

Mr. TELLER. No, it does not. There is a special order on the 
Calendar ahead of it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the bill be made the special order imme- 
diately after the consideration of all the unobjected cases on the Cal- 


endar. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will come up as a special 
order as soon as the Calendar is gone through with. 

Mr. BAILEY. I take it the Senator from Colorado wants this 
question settled, and settled by a full Senate, and after due notice, 
so that all who take an interest in the question may be here. I take 
it that he wants the public questions which are involved in the con- 
sideration of this case determined, and determined fairly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. As I understand, it is altogether 
at the option of the Senate whether it will proceed with the con- 
sideration of the bill at this time, notwithstanding the objection of 
any Senator, without general consent to waive the rule requiring us 
to consider only the unobjected cases. Why not say that when all 
the unobjected cases are gone through with on the Calendar this bill 
shall be taken up immediately afterward? I hope the Senator from 
Colorado will not object to such an arrangement. If he objects I 
can see no way for the Senator from Tennessee (who certainly has a 
right to have his bill taken up if he desires it or if the Senate desire 
it) but to move to proceed with it now. That is his right. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I rise to a question relating to the constraction 
of the rules, I ask whether the bill having been made a special 
order, it does not come up as a matter of right? The consideration 
of this bill was some days ago made a al order, and it seems to 
me under our rules it comes up as a matter of right whenever any 
gentleman desires to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will come up after the con- 
sideration of the Calendar is gone through with. 

Mr. HERFFORD. It having been made a special order, it seems 
to me under the rules that we have a right to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that after 
the Calendar has been gone through with, under the rule the bill will 
come 1 as a 1 order. The rule itself sets aside special orders. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator from Tennessee does not require 
any order to secure the consideration of the bill. 

. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That being the ruling of the Chair, 
it will be generally understood that as soon as the Calendar of un- 
objected cases is through this bill will come up. 

. ANTHONY. It will come up itself as a special order, unless it 
is superseded 10 1 57 unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BAILEY. That being the ruling of the Chair, I withdraw my 


uest. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next case on the Calendar will 
be reported. 
DISAPPROVAL OF TERRITORIAL ACT OF ARIZONA. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
19) in reference to the disapproval of an act of the Territory of Ari- 
zona; which was read. 

Mr. TELLER. I object to the present consideration of that case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the joint 
resolution goes over under the rule. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. HEREFORD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed. 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-roads in the sev- 
eral States therein named; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 238) to extend the time for the construction 
and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and by a readjust- 
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ment of the ts, without 8 appropriation, to secure 
the construction of the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroad; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I movethat the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that we had better go on a while longer with the Calendar. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Oh, yes.. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Say for half an hour. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If it is the wish of the Senate, I will withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is the motion withdrawn to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. SARGENT. I renew it. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 22, noes 17; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business. After ten minutes 
sponi in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four 

clock and seventeen minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 22, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. HARRISON, 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORAL VOTE. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, which 
begins at five minutes past twelve o'clock. This being Monday, the 
first business during the morning hour is the call of States and Ter- 
ritories for bills and joint resolutions for introduction and reference 
to appropriate committees. During this call memorials and joint res- 
olutions of State and territorial Legislatures are in order for refer- 
ence, 

When the call of States and Territories was interrupted on last 
Monday at two o’clock by business of the Committee for the District 
of Columbia, the question was on the reference of the joint resolu- 
tion presented by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Swann] from 
the Legislature of that State authorizing judicial proceedings to give 
effect to the electoral vote of Maryland. The pending motion was 
that of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to refer the resolution 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUTLER. Was not there a prior order of unfinished business, 
to wit, a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules is the unfinished 

the unfinished business of the 


business after the morning hour; this 
morning hour. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MiIIs; and it was not 
to. 
The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. Swann to refer to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; and it was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call still rests with the State of Maryland. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Before the call is proceeded with, I would ask 
unanimous consent that the order be made that all the States and 
Territories be called to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That order was made on Monday last, but was 
not carried out; and the rule requires that the call shall be resumed 
to-day where it left off last Monday. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. What I mean is, that the morning hour be ex- 
tended until all the States and Territories have been called. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent, 

Mr. HUBBELL. I object. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not see why the gentleman should object. 


TAX ON SALES OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS. 

Mr. ROBERTS (by he gown introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4428) to 
Jevy a tax on the sale of spirituous and malt liquors in bar-rooms 
and all places where intoxicants are sold by the drink in the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN T. HENNAMAN, 

_ Mr. ROBERTS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4429) for the relief 
of John T. Hennaman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
Printe 

WASHINGTON CITY MONUMENTAL SOCIETY. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4430) to incorporate the 
Washington City Monumental Society; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Joint Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WALSH also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4431) giving the con- 
sent of Con to an ment or compact 3 into between 
the States of Virginia and Maryland 8 g the boundary between 
said States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MARYLAND AND DELAWARE SHIP-CANAL, 


Mr. WALSH also presented a joint resolution of the General As- 
ated of Maryland, praying for aid to the Maryland and Delaware 
Ship-Canal Company; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

JOHN OWINS. 

Mr. GOODE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4432) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of John Owins, of Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LAVERY. 

Mr. GOODE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4433) for the relief of 
William Lavery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WEATHER-OBSERVATION STATION AT AIKEN, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SMALLS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4434) to establish a weather- 
observation station at Aiken, Aiken County, State of South Caro- 
lina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ADOLPH NIMITZ. 


Mr. SMALLS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4435) making an 
appropriation to pay the claim of Adolph Nimitz, trustee of Meta 
Nimitz, his wife, for loss of property at Beaufort, South Caroli 
November 8, 1861; which was read a first and second time, refi 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOWERY INDUSTRIAL ACADEMY, ALABAMA. 


Mr. CAIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4436) for the endowment of 
the Lowery Industrial Academy, in the State of Alabama, and to 
accept a donation of buildings and land in aid of the same, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, MARIETTA, GEORGIA. 


Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4437) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presb ian church in Marietta, Georgia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES F. SEWELL. 


Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4438) for the relief 
of James F. Sewell, of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MEDICAL COLLEGE OF ALABAMA, 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4439) for the 
relief of the Medical College of Alabama; which was read a first and 
mare ta referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
prin’ 

ODD-FELLOWS, OKALONA, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4440) for the payment 
of certain property of the Independent Order of Odd-Fellows of Oka- 
lona, Mississippi, destroyed by the United States Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA J. MOHAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4441) for the relief of 
Eliza J. Mohan and Sophia G. Mitchell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JUDGMENTS ISSUED BY CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 

Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4442) to give effect to 
judgments and decrees rendered in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL COLLINS, 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4443) for the fur- 
ther relief of Samuel Collins, of Water Valley, Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF LOYAL CITIZENS. 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4444) for the relief 
of certain citizens claiming to be loyal and whose claims are now pend- 
ing before Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. CLARKE, 

Mr. MANNING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4445) for the relief 
of James M. Clarke, postmaster at Hernando, Mississippi; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
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HENRY HULL, 


Mr. ACKLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4446) for the relief of 
Henry Hull, of Pattersonville, Louisiana; which was read a first and 
oe time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

MRS. JULIA E. BARNES. 

Mr. VAN VORHES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4447) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Julia E. Barnes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed, 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. KNOTT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4448) to declare the mean- 
ing of chapter 230 of the Statutes of 1866, and title Sixty-five of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE RIVERS OF KENTUCKY. 
Mr. McKENZIE presented joint resolutions of the Legislature of 


the State of Kentucky, relating to the improvement of the rivers of 
that State; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4449) to amend sections 
193, 194, and other sections of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bilt (H. R. No. 4450) to amend sec- 
tion 494 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4451) to amend sec- 
tion 5498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

` ATOMIC STEAM COAL-GAS COMPANY. 

Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4452) to incorporate 
the Atomic Steam Coal-Gas Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON NOTES OF STATE BANKING ASSOCIATIONS, 


Mr. WHITTHORNE introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4453) to repeal 
section 3412 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which pro- 
vides for a tax on notes of State banking associations ; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL STATION AT CHARTANOOGA, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4454) to establish a signal 
weather observation station at Chattanooga, Hamilton County, in the 
State of Tennessee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HARVEY BURK. 

Mr. BICKNELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4455) granting a pen- 
sion to Harvey Burk; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NIMROD D. KINEASTER. 

Mr. BROWNE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4456) for 
the relief of Nimrod D, Kineaster, of Indianapolis, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LOWE. 

Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4457) granting a 

nsion to George W. Lowe, late captain Eighty-third Regiment In- 

iana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SUITS BY STATES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4458) to authorize 
the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, respectively, to commence 
and prosecute suits against the United States in the Sapreme Court 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ATTORNEYS PRACTICING IN DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. BROWNE also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3 to 
were in the Departments all attorneys and agents who have been 
isbarred without charges and notice; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
9 A. J. ARNOLD, 

Mr. HARTZELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2100) granting a pen- 
sion to A. J. Arnold, late a private in Company D, Eighty-ninth 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES O'CONNOR. 

Mr. HATCHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4461) for the relief of 
James O’Connor, of Cape Girardeau County, Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4462) to amend section 
1782 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


WEATHER-OBSERVATION STATION AT LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS, 

Mr. CRAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4463) to establish a 
weather-observation station at Little Rock, in the State of Arkansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. : 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4464) to 
provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SANITARY IMPROVEMENT OF WASHINGTON CITY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4465) for the improvement of the sanitary condition of apts pe 
and for deepening the river channel; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, 5 to the Committee for the Distriet of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LICENSES OF TRADES AND PROFESSIONS IN WASHINGTON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4466) imposing a license on business, and professions practi 
or carried on in the District of Columbia, and providing for the 
enforcement and collection of fines and penalties for carrying on 
business in the said District without licenses; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT BOARD OF CHARITIES, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4467) to establish a board of charities in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ROCK STREET, WASHINGTON CITY, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4468) to abandon a portion of Rock street, in the city of George- 
town, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT LEGISLATION. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4469) to amend sections 682 and 685 of an act approved June 22, 1874, 
relating to the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, FORT POINT, TEXAS, 

Mr. GIDDINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4470) to 
the erection of a light-house at Fort Point, Galveston Harbor, Texas ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


G. W. SAMPSON AND BENJAMIN HENRICKS, 


Mr. GIDDINGS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4471) for the relief 
of George W. Sampson and Benjamin Henricks; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND LAKE MICHIGAN CANAL. 


Mr. SAMPSON presented a memorial and joint resolution of the 
1 of the State of Iowa in reference to securing a commer- 
cial highway by water between the Mississippi River and Lake Michi- 
gan via the valleys of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SIGNAL STATION, DES MOINES, IOWA. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4472) to establish and 
maintain a signal-service station at the city of Des Moines, in the 
State of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND LAKE MICHIGAN CANAL. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa, presented memorial and joint resolution of 
the State of Iowa, in reference to securing a commercial highway 
between the Mississippi River and Lake Michigan; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

ONEIDA INDIANS. 

Mr. BOUCK presented a memorial of the State of Wisconsin, for 
enactment of law for the improvement of the condition of the Oneida 
Indians located in the State of Wisconsin ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4473) for the survey of 
public lands lying within meandered lines in the State of Minnesota, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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SIOUX INDIAN WAR. 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4474) for the relief of 
citizens who were engaged in the suppression of the Sioux Indian 
war in Minnesota, 1862; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVED ARMY TENTS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 163) au- 
thorizing the Quartermaster-General to have improved tents made as 
recommended by a board of Army officers March 16, 1878; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN BLAKELY, 


Mr. WELCH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4475) for the relief of 
Nathan Blakely, late receiver of the land office at ce, Ne- 
braska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATING CANALS, UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, presented a memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Utah, asking for appropriate legislation 
by Congress for the benefit of bona fide builders of irrigating canals 
and ditches; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, UTAH TERRITORY. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also presented a memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Utah, asking Congress to increase the 
number of days’ session of the Legislative Assembly to sixty days in- 
stead of forty days, as now allowed by law ; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

UTAH INDIAN WAR OF 1865-’67. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also presented the memorial of the Legi 
lative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, asking for an appropriation 
by Congress to reimburse that Territory for money expended in the 
Indian war of 1865~67; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

UNITED STATES MINT, SALT LAKE CITY. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also presented a memorial to Con for 
the establishment of a mint, assay and refining office at Salt Lake City, 
Utah Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

ABRAM HATCH & CO. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4476) for 
the payment of Abram Hatch & Co. for cattle sold to Uintah Indian 
agency, Utah Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHAPLAINS OF UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. No. a 
to reduce the number and to promote the 1 of chaplains o 
the United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MEDCALF. 


Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4478) for the relief of James Medcalf, of the United States Marine 
Corps; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN SHIP-BUILDING. ' 

Mr. CRAPO introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4479) for the encourage- 
ment of American ship-building; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN PRATT. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4480) grant- 
ing a A to John Pratt, of Worcester, Massachusetts, of Com- 
pany C, Fifty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. WARNER presented resolutions of the General Assembly of 
Connecticut, asking for a light-house at Stamford, Connecticut; 
which were athena to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARSHALL Oo. ROBERTS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4481) for 
the relief of Marshall O. Roberts, of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4482) to amend sec- 
tion 4903 of the Patent Laws; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’GOVERN. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4483) to direct 
the issue of an honorable discharge to William McGovern; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES B. HANVEY. 


Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4484) for the relief of James 
B. Hanvey, of Rochester, New York; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LYMAN F. MUNGER. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4485) for the relief of 
Lyman F. Manger, of Rochester, New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANN JANE MACKEY, - 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4486 
granting a pension to Ann Jane Mackey ; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH H. BRADFORD. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4487) granting a pension 
to Sarah H. Bradford, mother of William H. Bradford, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF WATERVLIET ARSENAL. 

Mr. LAPHAM also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of New York, against the sale of the Watervliet arsenal ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE. 

Mr. LAPHAM also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of New York, in opposition to the proposed transfer of 
the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Department; 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
giS | be printed. 
IMMIGRANT TAX. 
Mr. LAPHAM also ted a joint resolution of the slature 


of the State of New York, relating to an immigrant tax; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


FREIGHT ON RAILROADS. 

Mr. LAPHAM also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of New York, relative to freight on railroads and to equal- 
ize the same; which was referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


TERMS OF COURT IN NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill oe R. No, 4488) to amend the Revised 
Statutes, fixing the times and plages for holding terms of the district 
court in the northern district of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. z 

FOREIGN INSURANCE COMPANIES, 

Mr. PEDDIE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4489) regulating foreign 
insurance companies doing business in the United States of America ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. VAN PELT. 
Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4490) granting a pension to 
John W. Van Pelt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN DOBSON. 
Mr. ROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4491) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Ann Dobson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA FORDHAM. 
Mr. ROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4492) granting a pension 
to Martha Fordham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD DECKER, 

Mr. ROSS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4493) granting a pension 
to Richard Decker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GRUBBINS. 

Mr. SINNICKSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4494) granting a pen- 
sion to John Gruhbins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ST. CLAIR A. MULHOLLAND 

Mr. MAISH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4495) for the relief of St. 
Clair A. Mulholland, late colonel of the One hundred and sixteenth 
at, poe of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN 8. SPANGENBURG. 

Mr. WRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4496) for the relief of 
John 8. Spangenburg; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2709 


- ZIBA STEPHENS. 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4497) for the relief 
of Ziba Stephens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN S. WELCH. 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4498) for the relief 
of Stephen S. Welch; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. W. WARNER. i 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill Baz R. No. 4499) for the relief 
of W. W. Warner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL FITCH. J 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4500) for the relief of 
Nathaniel Fitch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. M. MAYNARD. 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H.R. No. 4501) for the relief of 
A. M. Maynard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. B. TEMPLETON. 

Mr. WRIGHT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4502) for the relief of 
A. B. Templeton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES EDWARDS, 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4503) for the relief of 
Charles Edwards, late second lieutenant of Company C of the Eight- 
eenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID J. JAMES. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4504) for the relief 
of David J. James; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF SECTION 2774 OF REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. OVERTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4505) to amend section 
2774 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET E. WEST. 


Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4506) 5 a pension to 
Margaret E. West, widow of Robert M. West, Iate colonel of Fifth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN s. M’MILLIN. 


Mr. ERRETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4507) for the relief of John 
S. McMillin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXEMPTION OF SAFETY MATCHES FROM STAMP TAX. 


Mr. WATSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. mew) to exempt safety 
matches from the payment of stamp tax; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The SPE R. The call of the States and Territories for bills and 
joint resolutions is now completed, and the Chair will receive bills 
from those members who were absent when their States were called. 

JAMES M. KIRKPATRICK. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4509) for the relief 
of James M. Kirkpatrick, of Columbiana County, Ohio, late quarter- 
master of Forty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. E 

_ SAMUEL W. FUTHY. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4510) for the relief of 
Samuel W. Futhy, a mail messenger; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4511) in rela- 
tion to the bd pea sng overflowed lands of the State of Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH B. FRANKLIN. 

Mr. DICKEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4512) for the relief of 
Sarah B. Franklin, of Chillicothe, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SIGNAL STATION, COLUMBUS, OHIO. 


Mr. EWING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4513) to establish and main- 
tain 9 station at the city of Columbus, State of Ohio; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS WORTHINGTON. 


Mr. EWING also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4514) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Worthington, late colonel Forty-sixth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JANE M’KEE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4515) increasing the 
pension of Mrs. Jane McKee from $30 to $50a month; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATION DISTRICTS. 

Mr. WIGGINTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4516) to authorize 
the organization of irrigation districts by homestead settlement upon 
the public lands requiring irrigation for agricultural pu 3 which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUGIO M. BOWLER. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4517) for the 
relief of Refugio M. Bowler, widow and administratrix of Thomas 
F. Bowler, deceased ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PASTURE DISTRICTS. 

Mr. WIGGINTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4518) to author- 
ize the organization of pasture districts by homestead settlement on 
the public lands which are of value for pasturage purposes only; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES FROM CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. WIGGINTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4519) fixing the 
time for holding the election for Representatives to the Forty-sixth 
Con of the United States in and for the State of California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE D. SEATON. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4520) for 
the relief of Jesse D. Seaton, of Louisville, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

KETURAH A. COLLINS. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4521) 
granting a pension to Keturah A. Collins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. f 

MONUMENT TO PRESIDENT ZACHARY TAYLOR. 

Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 164) for the erection of a monument over the grave of Zachary 
Taylor, near Louisville, Kentucky; which was read a first and second 
5 to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Kentucky, soliciting an appropriation from the General Government 
to aid in the erection of a monument over the grave of Zachary Tay- 
lor; which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

BRYAN TYSON. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4522) for the 
relief of Bryan Tyson, to indemnify him for moneys paid as a deficit 
for certain mail service; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. M'BRUYER. 

Mr. DURHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4523) granting a pension 
to John H. McBruyer, captain of Company K, Second Regiment of 
Kentucky Cavalry, in the Mexican war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALLY A. DUNN. 

Mr. DURHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4524) for the ben- 
efit of Mrs. Sally A. Dunn, of Garrard County, Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Co ttee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES o. ALLIBONE. 

Mr. KIMMEL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4525) for the relief of 
Charles O. Allibone ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS P. WESTMORELAND, 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4526) 
for the relief of Thomas P. Westmoreland ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES C. FREMAN. 


Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4527) for the relief of 
James C. Freman, of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
5 to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
Prin ; 
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ROBERT H. CALDWELL. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4528) for the relief 
of Robert H. Caldwell, of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN N. SWIFT. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4529) for the relief 
of John N. Swift, of Georgia ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CORNELIUS r. CASSON. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4530) for the relief 
of Cornelius P. Casson, of Georgia ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS G. W. CRUSSELL. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4531) for the relief 
of Thomas G. W. Crussell, of Georgia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CRISTIAN KONTZ. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4532) for the re- 
lief of Cristian Kontz, of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT WEBSTER. ' 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4533) for the relief 
of Robert Webster, of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AUSTIN WRIGHT. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4534) for the re- 
lief of Austin Wright, of Georgia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN SILVY. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4535) for the re- 
lief of John Silvy, of Georgia ; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Has the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired, but the Chair 
would state that there are some gentlemen who desire to introduce 
bills, who were not present when their States were called. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to anything that will not cause 
too much delay. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no e e the Chair will recognize 
gentlemen for the introduction of bills for reference. 

There was no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TOLEDO, OHIO, 


Mr. COX, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4536) to authorize 
the purchase of additional land for court-house and post-office lot in 
Toledo, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES C. MERRICK. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4537) for the relief of 
Charles C. Merrick, captain Company G, Fifty-first Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB PRINCE, 
Mr. BURCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4538) ting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Prince; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SPITZ DOGS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HUMPHREY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4539) declaring the 
keeping of a Spitz dog within the limits of the District of Columbia 
a public nuisance; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 


printed. 
DANIEL MURPHY. 
Mr. SCHLEICHER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4540) for the relief 
of Daniel Murphy, of Fort Davis, Texas; which was read a first and 
5 time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 


* 
PUBLIC BUILDING, FAYETTEVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. WADDELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4541) to provide for 
the purchase or erection of a public building in Fayetteville, North 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SEAMAN’S FRIEND SOCIETY, WILMINGTON, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. WADDELL also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4542) for the relief 
of the Seaman’s Friend Society of Wilmington, North Carolina; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HOSTAT. 


Mr. GLOVER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4543) for the relief of 
John Hostat, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, aud ordered 
to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF EXPERTS. 


Mr. GLOVER also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 165) au- 
thorizing the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay certain 
clerks and experts out of the contingent fund of the House; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of 
2 from the Indian Territory, respecting certain bills to organ- 
ize the Territory of Oklahoma; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr. MULDROW. Iask by unanimous consent that memorial be 
printed in the Recorp. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 


The undersigned delegates, representing the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, and Sem- 
inole Nations of Indians, respectfully call attention to the several bills and other 
propositions now before Congress to establish a territorial government for the Ter- 
ritory owned and occupied by their people and other Indian tribes, and having for 
their object in whole or in Re 

First. The ming to white settlers of country set apart by law and treaty 
exclusively for Indians, 

Second. The extension of the laws of the United States and of the jurisdiction 
of its courts to all causes of action, civil or criminal, on the part of one Indian 
against the person or proper of another Indian. 

Third. The abolition of tribal relations and the adoption of Indians as citizens 
of the United States. 

Fourth. The change of land titles from a national tenure in common to an indi- 
vidual tenure in severalty. 

All of which 8 are in violatiou of numerous treaty stipulations and 
a especially of the fourth article of the Choctaw treaty of 1830 and the 

ourth article of the Cherokee treaty of 1435, which provide that no part of the 
lands granted to either nation shall ever be included without their consent in the 
limits of any State or Territory, and secures to them forever the right to be gov- 
erned by their own laws. 

The fourth article of their treaty of 1856 contains a similar guarantee to the 
“ Creek and Seminole tribes of Indians.” 

The erase to the Choctaws are repeated in the seventh article of the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw treaty of 1855, which secures the “ unrestricted right of self- 


vernment and full jurisdiction over persons and property within their tive 
imits,“ and perida for the exclusion of all persons not “citizens or members of 
either tribe found within their limits,” . 


The same 8 in nearly the same words, is given to the Creeks and Semi- 
noles in the fifteenth article of their of 1856. 

The first article of the Cherokee treaty of 1846 provides that the Cherokee lands 
“shall be secured to the whole Cherokee le for their common use and benetit.“ 

The Choctaw lands were ceded by the United States to the Choctaw Nation, sec- 
ond article, treaty 1820, 7 Statutes, 211. The Chickasaws having subsequently ac- 
quired an interest therein, the first article of the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty 
of 1855 guarantees the lands embraced within their limits ‘‘to the members of the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes, their heirs and successors, to be held in common, 
so that each and every member of either tribe shall have an equal, undivided inter- 
est in the whole.” 

The ogee tie Creeks and Seminoles was originally ted to the “Creek 
Nation of In s” by the third article of their treaty of 1833, to be theirs “so 
long as ier shall exist as a nation and continue to occupy.” 

The article of the Creek and Seminole treaty of 1856 repeats the same guar- 
antee to the Creeks and to the Seminoles who had acquired part of the Creek coun- 


be third article of the two treaties, one with the Creeks, the other with the 
Seminoles in 1866, contains similar provisions. Their lands are to be held by each 
nation, in the one case as a home for said Creek Nation,“ in the other as the 
“national domain of the Seminole Indians.” 

All the treaties of 1866 with the five nations referred to in this memorial re- 

affirm the provisions of former treaties not inconsistent therewith. 

The twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh articles of the Cherokee treaty of 1866 
rovide for the exclusion from 3 of those who are ‘‘not citizens of the 
Sherokee Nation. The seventh article of the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty of 

1855 and the fifteenth article of the Creek and Seminole treaty of 1856 contain pro- 
visions of like character. A 

No one of the Indian nations embraced in the d guarantees has asked 
for any change in its relations with the United States. They have all done well 
under the system of self-government, isolation, and tenure in common intended to 
be secured in their treaties. Under that system they were growing in wealth and 
5 in their former homes. D and exposure, consequent upon removal 
and change of climate, cut off on an average one-third of each tribe. When thor- 
oughly acclimated they again increased in numbers, and were . other- 
wise Daproving when the war checked their progress and heavily reduced 
them, more than a third of the Cherokees, Creeks, and Seminoles having perished 
during the contest, and the two or three ensuing years after that they 
to increase and are now increasing in population. That they are in other respects 
doing well under the present id rae is abundantly proved by the official statements 
not only ef Government agents specially in charge, but also of heads of bureaus 
and of the board of Indian commissioners. 


the commission “in ulation, number of acres cultiv: products, wealth, 
nH 222 is organized Territory of the United 


The detailed statement on 14 shows that the 8 remarks apply chiefly 
to the Cherokees, Choctaws, Chic! iw, Creeks, and Seminolesas distinguished from 
twenty-one other enumerated bands, constituting more than one-fourth of the popu- 
lation, the pı rtion of wealth, acres cultiva! produced, schools, ers, 
and scholars ng overia gly in favor of the five nations and that too not- 
withstanding the fact noted by the commissioners on 13, that they “ had their 
lands devastated and their industries paralyzed during war of the rebellion in 
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‘ion as other parts of the South and have not fully re- 
effects.” 
They add that “the partially civilized tri (the five nations,) numbering abont 


covered from the 


fifty thousand souls, have in proportion to pop m more schools and witha larger 
average of attendance, more churches, ehurch-members, and ministers, and spend 
far more of their own money for education than the people of any Territory of the 
United States. Life and rty are more safe among them and there are fewer 
violations of law than in the other Territories." 
The undersigned bigs Sure that the foregoing statements and others of like tenor 
in the annual reports of the Indian Office may be compared with the official ac- 
counts of those Indians upon whom the e ents of United States citizenship, 
tenure in ry ose’ and contact with white settlers have heretofore been tried. 
Without going into detail it is sufficient for the purposes of this paper to refer to 


two of these accounts. 
839-852 of the Revision. Previous treaties having 
made the Wyandottes and Ottawas citizens with allotments in Kansas, the pre- 
— bang declares the experiment a failure, the object of the treaty so far as 
they are concerned being to restore them to their former tribal condition as Indians 
and to provide homes for them in the Indian Territory to be held not as individuals, 
in severalty, but as tribes in common. 

The other is the summing up by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his report 
for 1876, 25, of the results in the case of the Pottawatomies ‘ who, after be- 
sera tizens, squandered their substance, and have now returned as Indians 
de ing upon the bounty of the Government.” 

t is the conviction that disastrous consequences would result from the proposed 
ges which causes the nearly unanimous opposition to such measures on the 
part of the five nations. ‘Their own experience tells them exactly what the syare 
of allotment and citizenship means. Provisions for that 2 were made in the 
treaties of 1817 and 1819 with the Cherokees, of 1830 with the Choctaws, and of 1832 
with the Creeks. Hundreds of Indians entitled to patents for land under those 
treaties have never secured a single acre. Many more whose rights were recognized 
by the Government were shamefully wronged by the whites and have to this day 
been unable to obtain relief or redress, 

Themischievous working of that system under those three treaties induced Pres- 

ident Jackson to prohibit the introduction of similar features in other treaties 


rovisions were made under his successors until the accession of President Pierce. 
Bince then the experiment has been frequently re with results in the main 
such as those above indicated in the case of the Wyandottes, Ottawas, and Pot- 


tawatomies. 

Another serious objection to the proposed system of allotment and citizenship is 
found in the litigation which in case it is 3 must necessarily result from the 
land grants to railroads running through the Indian Territory to take effect “ when- 
ever the Indian title shall be ex! hed by treaty or otherwise.” 

The Indian title is held by each nation over whose land the railroads pass. It 
will of course be contended : 

First, That when any one of those nations by the dissolution of its tribal rela- 
tions ceases to exist, or, 

Second, When its title is transferred from the nation holding in common to in- 
dividual members holding in severalty, who have become citizens of the United 
States and have thus practically to be Indians, that the “Indian title” will 

_ necessarily be extinguished. 

While deprecating any action that might lead to such litigation, the undersigned 
wish to place on record the conviction universally prevailing among their people 
that the Indian title rests on too firm a basis to permit them to doubt the ultimate 
result of a judicial test. It is true that they regard the railroad land grants as a 
perpetual menace to the owners of the soil, and feel that they have been the main 
cause of the ority of the territorial bills introduced during the last ten years. 
That the grants do harm rather than good, the ane claiming them have 
to discover, and have signified their 9 have them 8 The un- 
dersigned trust that they will be, and that gress will relieve their people from 
further risk of annoyance on that account. 

But whether those grants are repealed or not, the undersigned feel confident that 
the courts will never decide that the Indian owners can be deprived of the soil 
without their own consent. 

Whatever words may have occasionally been used in describing the Indian title, 

on carefully the controlling decisions they will be found to concur in the 
inion that the Government interest in Indian lands is simply a right of pre-emp- 

ton, or rather of and the history of the country its earliest settle- 

mas aoon that such lands have almost invariably been acquired by purchase 
m the 


owners. J 

The ‘er of the main body of the southern nations to their present homes was 
preceded by the act of dr ga of May 28, 1830, authorizing an exchange of ter- 
ritory Nog the idea tual on, with the assurance to the “ tribe 
or nation making the exchange the United States will forever secure and guar- 
antee to them and their heirs and successors the ery Are exchanged.” 

‘The same idea runs through the treaties made imm ly before and after that 
act. The preamble to the treaty of 1828 expresses the "anxious desire“ of the Gov- 
ernment to secure to the Cherokees “a permanent home which shall under the 
most solemn guarantees remain theirs forever.” Its second article agrees to guar- 
antee it to them forever.” 


makes an 8 grant, withsat limitation or restriction 
837 they sold an undivided interest in the same 


In 1855 a treaty was made between the Choctaws, the Chickasaws, and the United 
States, by which the title was changed. The t of 1820 was from the United 
States to the Choctaw Nation. The treaty of “forever secures and guaran- 
tees " their lands to the members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes, their 
heirs and successors, to be held in common, so that each and every member of either 
tribe shall have an equal undivided interest in the whole.” 

Before this transfer to the “members of the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribes" two 
patents had been issued to the Choctaw Nation, one by President Jackson, the 
other by President Tyler under the treaty of 1330, which provides for a special 
conveyance of the country previously granted in 1820. These patents conform to 
the treaty under which they were issued in describing a smaller area and in cer- 
tain restrictions not in the original grant; but they had no effect in Lana | the 
Choctaw title, as the binding force and superior validity of the rise! of 1820, 
which was made under authority previously given by Congress, and under which 
the higher grade of title was acquired, was in various ways acknowledged both 
by cay Say and the making power down to 1855, when the convention be- 
tween the Choctaws, the Chickasaws, and the United States, by its twenty-first 
article, was made to “supersede and take ee of all former treaties,” For- 
tunately that convention is so framed that, while providing for and ing to 
the fullest extent the national existence and government of both Choctaws and 
Chickasaws, their title is placed ond the reach of interference in the event and 
because of tribal dissolution, should any such calamity befall them. Solong as a 
single Choctaw or Chickasaw is left, or the heir or successor of a Choctaw orChick- 
asaw, and occupies the country described in the treaty of 1855 cast of the ninety- 


eighth meridian, so long will the courts recognize and enforce the right to hold 
that country against all adverse claimants. 

The qualifying words in the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty and in the other 
treaties herein referred to, as Sepie to their title, eee mean nothing more 
than the general principle under which, in the absence of legal 5 
land always reverts to the State and by which it may be lost through a failure to 
occupy. The history of Indian legislation from the settlement of the country 
shows that the restrictions upon alienation were meant for the benefit of the Indian, 
having their origin in the desire to guard against danger from the designs of evil- 
disposed white men. The wisdom of retaining those restrictions and the ancient 
ee biras of tenure in common as a protection against fraudulent devices the un- 
dersigned cannot doubt will be appreciated by every member of Congress who 
carefully examines the subject. Such examina cannot fail to show the evils 
of the allotment system and of tho proposed disintegration by making citizens of 
such tribal members as may desire it, which can only serve to stimulate efforts in 
behalf of a few individuals to divide national funds held for the good of the whole. 

The Indians constituting the five leading tribes have felt that the various evils 
po out in this paper could be made known and by making them known could 

averted only through the active agency of delegations at Washington. The 
expense incurred, however heavy it may be, counts for nothing in their estimation 
compared with the ruin threatened in the bills p sd introduced in Congress. 
. W 
hoctaw 


W. P. ADAT 


D. M. DGE, 
YAR-TE-KER HARJO, 
Oreek i 
JOHN F. BROWN, 
THOMAS CLOUD, 
inole 
FRANCIS YATES. 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4544) for the relief of 
Francis Yates, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS KOTZ. 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4545) for the relief 
of Francis Kotz, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed 


CAREY THOMPSON. 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4546) for the relief 
of Carey Thompson, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN T. HARRIS. 


Mr. MARTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4547) for the relief 
of John T. Harris, of Jefferson County, West Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT TO ZACHARY TAYLOR. 


Mr. McKENZIE presented joint resolutions of the Kentucky Legis- 
lature in relation to the erection of a monument at the tomb of 
Zachary Taylor; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND LAKE MICHIGAN CANAL. 


Mr. SAMPSON asked that, by unanimous consent, the memorial 
and joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa in reference to secur- 
ing a commercial highway by water between the Mississippi River 
and Lake Michigan, via the valleys of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Memorial and joint resolution in reference to securing a commercial highway by 
water between the Mississippi River and Lake Michigan via the valleys of the 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers. 

Whereas the General Government has entered npon tho task of opening up a 
commercial highway from the valley of the Mississ ppt River to Lake Michigan 
via the valleys of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; an 

Whereas the people of the Western States especially feel an absorbing interest 
in the speedy and snecessful accomplishment of this desirable result: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we again repeat our request to our Representatives and Sena- 
tors in Congress that they be t in securing, if le, such legislation in 
Congress as will enable the commerce of the central States of the continent to pass 
unfettered and unvexed to the markets of the world. 

ee That the secretary of state be directed to forward a copy of this reso - 
lution to the President of the United States Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, with a request that the same may be laid before each House 
2 that a copy be sent to each Senator and Member of Congress from 

s 0. 

Approved March 13, 1878. 


BOARD OF ASSISTANTS UNITED STATES NAVY. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, reported, as a substitute for House bill 
Ne. 1974, a bill (H. R. No. 4548) providing for the establishment of a 
board of assistants for the Navy of the United States, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
printed, and recommitted. 

„Tho SPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 
NAVAL COURT-MARTIAL PRISONERS. 


On motion of Mr. DANFORD, by unanimous consent, from the Com- 
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mittee on Naval Affairs, that committee was disch from the 
further consideration of a letter of the Secretary of the Navy of March 
12, 1878, relative to expenses of prisoners sentenced by naval courts- 
martial to confinement in the penitentiary; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, For the purpose of settlement of tions of vital importan 
to the coun * Roane will renter and until marron mation — for the 
3 business at eleven o'clock a. m. instead of twelve o'clock as hereto- 


ENFORCEMENT OF REVENUE LAWS, 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I ask, by unanimous consent, to 
submit the following resolution : 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and is hereby, re- 
quested to inform this House of the number of United States marshals and other 

ersons employed in — the revenue laws since the Ist of November last, 
That have been killed or wounded by persons interfering with such enforcement. 


Mr. MILLS. I object. 


PROHIBITION OF SPECIAL LEGISLATION. 


Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 166) proposing an amendment to the Constitution pro- 
hibiting special legislation; which was read a first and second time, 
PERR, to the Committee on Civil Service Reform, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CURRENCY. 

Mr. BUTLER. I demand the r order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, pending when the House adjourned on Monday, 
8th instant, to suspend the rules and pass the bill (H. R. No. 4238) to 
supply a convenient currency by which the minor business transac- 
tions of the people may be done. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 


Be it enacted, dc., That the eee le eee ee a 
directed to issue United States notes of denominations for the fractions of a dollar 
representing fifty and twenty-five cents each, only to the extent and according to 
the provisions of sections 73,3 3574, 3575, and 3576 of the Revised Statutes. 

Src. 2 And the same may eemed either in other notes of the United 
States, as provided in section 3574 of the Revised Statutes, or in coin. 

Src. 3. Any A paying into the Treasury either United States legal: tender 
notes or coin receive for such amount of said fractional currency as he 
may desire, equal to the amount so paid in, until the limit of issue of frac- 
tional currency shall be reached. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Treasury shall pay out one-sixth of all payments 
made from the Treasury in redemption of national-bank notes in United States 
legal-tender notes of the denominations of one, two, three, and five dollars, each in 
er and all payments for the current expenses of the Government in 
like r until the amount of such notes in circulation shall be equal to one- 
sixth of all the -tender notes and bank notes shown by the books of the Treas- 
ury to have been ed, and to remain uncanceled until the amount of one-sixth 
thereof shall be reached. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall, from time to 
time, thereafter pay out United States legal-tender notes of such small denomina- 
tions, in payment of current expenses, in such proportion with the other notes as 
to tain the p rtion of one sixth of sı l -tender notes of the whole 

and -tender notes which shall appear to have been 
by the books of the Treasury of the United 


main 
amount of bank-no 
issued and to remain un 
States. 


Mr. ATKINS. Has that bill been before any committee? Has it 
been before the Committee on N and Currency ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been before the Committee on Banking and 
Carene ana has been reported favorably. 

Mr. EWING. The committee ordered it to be reported. It has not 


et been reported. 
7 Mr. EAMES. I object to debate. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts moves that 
the Committee on Banking and Currency be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and that the same be passed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That bill ought to be debated. It brings 
back the old, shabby, shinplaster currency. 

Mr. POWERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry: I should cheer- 
fully vote for so much of the bill as provides for the issue of small 
bills, but do not desire to vote to issue fractional currency. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot debate the bi 

Mr. POWERS. I do not wish to debate the bill, but I desire to 
make a operas inquiry whether the proposition is divisible. 

The SPEAKER, Itis not. The motion is to suspend the rules, 
‘and that rule with the rest which allows the division of a question. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the proposition 
covering both small bills and fractional currency is voted down, will 
it be possible under the rule adopted by the Chair as to a list on Mon- 
11 8 K a resolution to be offered immediately covering only the small 
pa ? Wil ue Chair entertain a motion to suspend the rules for 
that 9 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot do that. The Chair will con- 
form to the list. That is a matter of individual right. a) 

Mr. BRIGHT. Would it be in order to have the bill again read ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be again read. 

The bill was in read. 

Mr. HANNA. I call for the reading of those sections of the Revised 
Statutes which are referred to in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That would be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call for the yeas and nays, 


The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 46, noes 117. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) 
the yeas and nays were ord: - 

Mr. WILSON. Before the roll is called I would be very much grati- 
fied if the House would hear the gentleman from Massachusetts ex- 
plain the object of the bill. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121, nays 124, not 
voting 46; as follows: 


YEAS—121. 
Atkins, Davidson, Hooker, Robbi 
Baker, John H. Deering, House, 3 5 
¥ Dibre! 8 Robinson, M. S. 
Dickey, Jones, James T. yan, 
Bicknell, ell, Kelley, pp, 
Blackburn, Kenna, Sayler, 
Bland, Elam, Killinger, Sexton, 
Blount, Knapp, Shelley, 
Bouck, Evins, John H. Knott, Singleton, 
ng, Ligon, Sh rg 
Felion, Lynde, Smith, William E, 
Bright, v. key, th 
Browne, Fort, Manning, Sparks, 
Buckner, Marsh, Springer, 
Butler, Fuller, Martin, Steele, 
Cain, Garth, McKenzie, Stephens, 
Caldwell, John W. Gause, McMahon, Thornburgh, 
Caldwell, W. P. Giddings, Mills, ‘Throckmorton, 
Calkins, Glover, Money, Turney, 
P, Good Mo Vance, 
Caswell, Gunter, Muldrow, Wadi 
Clark of Missouri, egy 8 G. W. Witte’ Ha 
0 a W. to, 
Clark, Rush Harris, Henry R. Phillips, White, Michael D. 
Ch 5 Harris, John T, Pollard, Williams, Jere N, 
Cobb, Hartrid Price, Willis, Albert S. 
Collins, Hartzell” Rea, Wilson, 
Cook, Hask Wright. 
Hatcher, Reilly, 
Culberson, Her Rice, Americus V. 
Hewitt, G. W. Riddle, 
NAYS—124 
Acklen, Dean, Keightley Rice, Willlam W. 
Aldrich, Denison, Ketcham, Roberts, 
ley, Douglas, Kimmel, Robinson, G. D. 
er, William H. Dwight, Landers, 
Ballou, Eames, Lapham, Schleicher, 
Bayne, Eickhoff, Lathrop, Shallenberger, 
Ben 2 3 Banin 
Bisbee, Frye, Lorin Starin, 
Blair, Gardner, Lut Stenger, 
B EA Mekinis Stone, John W. 
rewer, X tone, Jo 
Harden Metcalfe.’ t, 
FFF 
andy, 5, . W. onroe, 0 mos 
1 8 Townsend, M. I. 
Campbell, ayes, er, 
Candler, Muller, Walsh, 
Carlisle, Hendee, N 
Claflin, Henkle, N Warner, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Henry, O'Neill, Watson, 
Honing Abram S. Overton, Whitthorne, 
Conger, Hub Wi ton, 
vert, Humphrey, Patterson, T.M. Wiliams, Andrew 
Cox, Samnel 8. Hungerford, ‘otter, Williams, James 
Jacob D. Hunter, Peddie, Williams, C. G. 
po, Ittner, Pound, Williams, Ri 
Cra’ James, Powers, Willis, Benj. A. 
Cutler, A 28 Randdpn Willits, 
ones, Ran 
Davis, Horace Joyce, Wren. 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aiken, Maish, Tipto: 
Bacon, 8 a Townshend, R. W. 
Banks, I. Newton M Tucker, 
Boon Evans, James L. Phelps, er, 
Brentano, Forney, Pridemore, Van Vorhes, 
‘oster, Veeder, 
Burdick, Garfield, Walt. 
pson, Williams, A. S. 
Henderson, Scales, Yeates, 
Chittenden, Hiscock, Smith, A. Herr Young. 
Clark, Alvah A. Jorgensen, Stone, Joseph C. 
Davis, Joseph J. Keifer, Swann, 
So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus- 


nded. 
ay ser the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I am paired with Mr. ELLSWORTH, 
of Michigan. If he were here, I would vote “ay.” My colleague, Mr. 
YEATES, is paired on this question with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
If Mr. YEATES were present he would vote “ay.” M colleague, Mr. 
SCALES, is paired with Mr. VAN VORHES, of Ohio. If he were present 
Mr. ScaLes would vote “ay.” My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is con- 
fined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. FORNEY. I am paired with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. My colleague, Mr. BOONE, is paired 
with Mr. Sampson, of Iowa. he were present, Mr. BOONE would 
vote“ ay. 

Mr. CABELL. I am paired with Mr. PUGH, of New Jersey. If he 
were here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I am paired with Mr. BANKS, of 
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Massachusetts; but as I understand he would vote “no” on this 
question, I desire to vote. I vote “no.” 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa. Iam paired with Mr. YOUNG, of Tennessee. 

Mr. CAMP. My colleagues from New York, Mr. Hiscock and Mr. 
VEEDER, are paired. 

Mr. VAN VORHES. On this question I am paired with Mr. SCALES, 
of North Carolina. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. JORGENSEN, of Virginia, is paired with Mr. 
PRIDEMORE, of Virginia. 

1 MAISH. Iam paired with my colleague from Pennsylvania, 

r. SMITH. 

Mr. TURNER. Iam paired with Mr. McGowan, of Michigan. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK, of New 
Jersey. If he were present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. SAMPSON. I am paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. BOONE. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am paired upon this question with the gentle- 
man from Virginia, Mr. TUCKER. he were present, he would vote 
for the bill and I should vote against it. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. REAGAN, By direction of the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port the river and harbor bill, and move that the rules be suspended 
and that the bill be put upon its K Iwill state that since the 
bill was printed there have been added to it eight items, amounting to 
$160,000, and some surveys that cost no money. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HUBBELL] was the next member upon the list entitled 
to move a suspension of the rales, but this is a public measure, and 
therefore the Chair has 1 the floor to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Iwill state that unless the gentleman from Texas 
had been recognized, I should have availed myself of my right to the 
floor to report this bill from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, although he recognizes the right of 
the gentleman from Texas to the floor on a poke bill, yet he strikes 
the name of the gentleman from 5 0 m the list. 

Mr. REAGAN. The list should not allowed to interfere with 
important public business. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair never has allowed it to interfere with 
important public measures, but the Chair is not willing to exercise 
his own choice in the recognition of members to move to suspend the 
rules or to take the responsibility of asking members for 8 pur- 
pose they wish to move to suspend the rules. The Chair thinks that 
that is not within his province. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Do I understand that the gentleman from 
Texas moves to suspend the rules and pass a bill which has not yet 
been read? 

su SPEAKER. The bill, of course, will be read before the vote 
is taken. 

Mr. KENNA. There is no desire on the part of the committee to 
suppress the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Parliamentary law covers that question. Every 
body of legislators have aright to hear what they are going to vote 
upon. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will make my point of order now, and 
it is, that there are items in this bill not within our constitutional 
power to appropriate. The Constitution, in section 8 of the first 
article, gives Congress power to regulate commerce with foreign na- 
tions and among the several States; but it never intended to pay 
money by the million for local improvements to inconsiderable 
rivers and creeks. Here isa bill for seven millions. It is sought to 
po it through without consideration in committee; and even if the 

ill were rigat in detail, it is a vicious practice, never to be done and 
cannot be done without protest. The shrieks of locality may be loud; 
for one I will not heed them by making precedents whose effect is 
to destroy constitutional limitations and beget a log-rolling system 
utterly subversive of fair legislation and actually destructive of the 
just 0 tr 20. in a bill loaded down to its sinking point. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman’s point of order is an objection to 
the bill ; it cannot lie against a motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KENNA. I submit that the gentleman’s remarks were not 
addressed to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is that the Constitution pro- 
hibits the passage of this bill for the reason that it contains items 
that are unconstitutional. That is a question for each member of 
the House to determine for himself, and not for the Chair. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I hope this House will not pass a bill which 
will not bear the test of discussion. 

Mr. FINLEY. And which looks like a steal. 

Mr. HUBBELL, LI object to debate. [Cries of“ Regular order!” 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to reserve all points of order upon the b 
until after it has been read. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to know the contents of 
this bill, butit is impossible to hear anything in the present condition 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from New York 
should have that right and the Chair will suspend all business until 
gentlemen are seated and are in order. 


The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FORT, (interrupting.) I trust the gentleman from Texas is not 
desirin 15 3 the House, as the bill now being read is not the 
print i 

Mr. REAGAN. I stated at the outset that there had been seven or 
eight items added since the bill was printed, increasing the amount 


160,000. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is introduced as an independent bill, as 
the Chair understands it. 

MOFORE The bill now being read is not the bill which has been 
printed. 

Mr. KENNA. It is except in regard to four or five items, and the 
gentleman from Texas stated that they had been added. 

Mr. REAGAN. It makes no matter whether the bill has been 
printed or not; it is before the House for consideration. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as follows: 


A bill making appropriations for the construction, repair, preservation, and com- 
pletion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, po for other purposes, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of ives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the follow sums of money be, and are 
hereby, appropriated, to” be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, for the 
separ, preservation, construction, and completion of the public works hereinafter 
named: 


For improving Chester River, at Kent Island Narrows, Maryland, $3,000. 

For improving harbor at Baltimore, Maryland, $75,000, 

For improving Wicomico River, Maryland, $5,000, 

For improving James River, V. é . 

For improving Appomattox River, Virginia, $30,000, 

For improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia, $222,000. 

For coat wg New River, from Lead Mines in Wythe County, Virginia to mouth 
of Greenbrier River, $15,000. 

For improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, $25,000. 

3 mouth of Occoquan River, Virginia —completing the improve - 
men „000. 

For improving Aquia Creek, Virginia—completing the improvement—$5,000. 

mi ee — of Nomoni K the improvement 


For improving the Ra annock River, Virginia, $13,500. 
For 8 South a of Elizabeth River, yigin $5,000. 

For continuing the construction of ice-harbor at New Delaware, $10,000. 
For improving harbor at Norfolk, Virginia, $20,000. 
ohn improving Nansemond River, Virginia—completing the improvement— 


For improving Roanoke River, North Carolina, $4,000. 

For improving harbor at Charleston, South Carolina, $5,000. 

For improving barbor at Savannah, Georgia, $70,000, 

For improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Florida, $20,000. 

For improving Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama, $10,000. 

For improving Appalachicola River, Florida, $8,000. 

For improving Chattahooche River, Alabama and Georgia, $18,000. 

For improving Alabama River, $25,000. 

For removing bar at Urbana, Virgini 310,000. 

For deepening the bar at the mouth of Saint John’s River, Florida, $10,000. 

For Port Clinton, Ohio, $10,000. 

For improving Flint River, bebe. al $10,000. 

For improving the Warrior and Tombigbee Rivers, Alabama and 3 
$40,000; of which sum $28,000 shall be expended on the Warrior and Lower Tom- 
bigbee and $12,000 on the Upper Tombigbee. 

For improvement of ship-channel in Galveston Bay, Texas, between Bolivar 
Channel and Red Fish Bar, $75,000 ; and the appropriation made for this work b, 
ne act * 14th of August, 1876, is hereby made available for the same part of sai 
channe 3 

For improving Mississippi and Arkansas Rivers: continuing operations, remov- 
ing ee and nek porn ee $1£0,000 ; of which sum $10,000 shall be used for 
removing the bar in the Arkansas River at FortSmith. 

For the survey of the Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City and estimates 
fur the improvement and maintenance of its navigation, $50,000. 

pe the improvement of the Missouri River: removal of snags, wrecks, &c., 

Al je 


For improving mouth of Mississippi River, Southwest Pass, $10,000. 

For improving entrance to Galveston Harbor, Texas, $125,000. ‘ 

For 7 Sabine Pass, Texas, deepening channel at the entrance and at 
Bine Buck Bar, $30,000. 

For improving Passo Cavallo Inlet into Mat Bay, Texas, $25,000. 

For improving Ouachita River, Arkansas and Louisiana, $10,000. 

For improving Yazoo River, dere $25,000. 

For removing raft in Red River and cl a my ier: Louisiana, $24,000. 

For improving Cypress Bayou, Texas and Louisiana, $15,000. 


For annual expense of gauging the waters of the Lower Mississippi River and 


its tributaries: Continuing observations of the rise and fall of the river and its chief 
tributaries, as uired by joint resolution of February 21, 1871, $5.000. 
For improving White and Saint Francis Rivers, Arkansas: building one stern- 


wheel iron snag-boat and operating the same ten months, $75,000. 
For improving the Missouri River opposite or near Saint Joseph, Missouri, 


„000. 

For improving the mouth of Red River, Louisiana, $50,000. 

For improving the Missouri River at Nebraska CiT, Nebraska, $20,000. 

For improving White River above Jacksonport, Ar : removing snags and 
wrecks and other obstructions, $10,000. 

For removing bar in Mississippi River opposite Dubuque, Iowa, $10,000. 

For improving Rush Chute and the harbor of Burlington, Iowa, $10,000. 

For improving harbor at Fort Madison, Iowa, $3,000. 

For improving Rock Island Rapids, Mississippi River, $30,000. 

For improving Illinois River, $75,000. 

For the improvement of the Mississippi River: removal of and obstructions 
between the mouths of the Ohio and Illinois Rivers, $240,000; of which sum $20,000 
shall be expended between the mouths of the Illinois and Missouri Rivers; $40,000 
on the improvement of Cahokia Chute, opposite Saint Louis; $40,000 between the 
foot of Dickey’s Island and the mouth of the Ohio River; and $10,000 between 
Islands Nos. 14 and 15, near the town of Kaskaskia, Illinois. 

For removing snags and otker obstructions from Red River, Louisiana, $25,000. 

For the improvement of the Missouri River above the mouth of the Yellowstone, 


,000. 
For the improvement of the Mississippi River: widening and deepening the 
channel from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids, $250,000. 

For widening and deepening the channel of the Mississippi River from Des 
Moines Rapids to the mouth of the Ohio, $100,000. 
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Gan of Mobile Harbor, including costs of survey and estimates, 
For the Nr of Cumberland River above Nashvill 


. 
thence to the foot of Smith 2 Shoat 8000; and Zo or Smith’ Shoals, $30,000; thence lines 
we to the foot of Smith's for 's 
eee: : 55 
te e y $10,000. 
of the 3 N 


the 5 of Duck River Shoals in the 
N ino Sash Tomer ee Thome aad 

‘or im n ween e, and e 
Dalton Railroad bri 85 


dge, Alabama, $75,000. 
he proving 8 3 oe 
‘or improving Ocm: ver, bee or: 
For tuproving Oostensnia and Coosawattee, Rivers, Georgia, $4,000, 
— 5 improving Little Kanawha River, West Virginia, $18,000. 
‘or im Wabash River, Indiana, $50, 

For dredging rior Bay, Wisconsin : improving natural entrance to Superior 

Bay, $3,000; continuing im ovement of the harbor o Duluth, $30,000. 


‘or improving harbor at tonsgon, $15,000. 
For improving Eagle Harbor, — — 000. 
For improving harbor at Marquette, } $2,000. 
For improving harbor at 8 isconsin, $10,000. 
3 T0 
‘or impi T entrance „ 
Tor improving * Steel ð * 2 618 000. 
‘or improvin, a o Rivers, i 
For 8 har bor at de Wisconsin, $. 
For improving harbor at Sheboy; 
For improving harbor at Port . Wisconsin, $5,000. 
For improving and deepening the channel of the Ohio River, including the re- 
moval of sn: ich sum 


wrecks, &c., from Pittsburgh to its mouth, $300,000 ; of w 
poe. e a eee an 
For improvement of the harbor at New Orleans, Louisiana, including the cost 


of s and estimates, $50,000. 
Fort e eee of Monongahela Ri — . 


tobe e in completing locie and dam at Hoar Rosi 
For 8 3 15,000; ; of which sum 
000 shall be expended for FT 

For the improvement of Gut o $17,000. 

For the improvement of Wad: Harbor, New York, 88. 

For the abo watt th of Oakland $80,000; but 9 sum shall 
not be arus til the mnt ng — the United § States to the bed of and 
training w: free of expense to the 5 in a 
manner 8 to We telre auker War. 

For improving harbor at . — We 815,000. 

For improving harbor at Racine, 810. 

For improving harbor at iga Wis 328 $ 

For removing rocks and other o! to navigation at Brazos Santiago, 


Texas, $6,000. 
For improving Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, $250,000, 
For im coving harbor at Chicago, Illinois: extending breakwater and dredging 


channel, 
For — —.— harbor at Calumet, Minois, $15,000. 
For improving harbor at Charlevoix, Michigan, $12,000. 


For improving harbor at rank fort Michigan, 
For improving harbor at Manistee, FAA 

For improving harbor at Ludington, Michigan, $15,000. 
Forimproving harbor at Pentwater, Michi $10,000. 
F proving harbor at White River, Mic 4 


River, Virginia. 8 
„ N Sabino River, Texas, 


‘or esac trv che channel — {he mouth of the Neches River, Texas, and remov- 
mont, 
nor imp improving Pascagoula River, Mississippi, and deepening the channel at its 
mout! 
For the protection of the wharf-landing and channel of the Mississippi River at 
Memphis, Tennessee, $46,000. 
For the improvement of Elk River, West Virginia, $5, 
For improving harbor at Some E "Cit: . $20,000. 
For improving 3 — rch T tise 
io, 84 $4,000. 


For Hap Sy at Wilmington, California, $20,000. 
For improving Sacramento and Feather Rivers, California, $15,000. 


EIE 3 Willamette and Columbia Rivers, from Portland, Oregon, 
o sea, 

For improving U Willamette River, Oregon. $20,000. 

For improving 7 — Columbia River, inclading Snake River, $20,090. 

For a canal around the Cascades of Columbia River, $75, 000. 

For rege improvement of 3 Sandy River, from Catlettsburgh, Kentucky, to the 
head of navigation, $12, 
pairs of rea mewn at Chester, liver, Georgia 8100) 

8 810. 00; of which sum 68,000 

tral Railroad bri 


009 bot 
Dublin — the Ocmulgee Ri dzo, and sa Sab. 
For th making a 8 of one hundred 


For the improvement bo! the e River at —— near t Vieksbarzh, Missis- 
of har! ksburgh, Mississippi, $40. 
Salem River, New J ain — pee removing obstruc- 


For improving the Missouri River at Omaha City, Nebraska, $39,000. 
zs the improvement of the Saint Croix River, Wisconsin, $10,000. 
For the improvement of the Missouri River, at Atchison, Kansas, | $20,000. 
For the improvement of the Neuse River, North Carolina, $20,000. 
For the improvement of the harbor, i survey and estimate for removal 
of wrecks at Florida, $4,000. 
——— the improvement of Currituck Sound and North River Bar, North Carolina, 


For the improvement of § River, North Carolina, $2,000. 
For the improvement of Eden North Carolina, $4,000. 
For completing the improvement of al Black River Harbor, Ohio, 81. 28 


For the improvement of the ee 3 Connecticut, $10,000; of which 
sum not less than one-half shall be ween the lower bridge and the 


For the improvement of Harlem River, New York, $150,000 ; but this sum is not 
to bo avaliable wail tho sight of way for this Work is secured to the United States 
free of cost. 

For improving harbor at Belfast, Maine, $12,000. 

For . Richmond Island Harbor, Maine, 86,000. 

For im Cocheco mue, New Hampshire, $4,400. 


For improving Providence River, Rhode sper age removing Bulkhead Rock, 


For improving Little N: Rhode 5 and 3 $10,000. 
For improving Providence River 2 — B Bay, $50,000. 
For the improvement of Echo Harbor, New ew York, Since. 


aS ee ent of Staten Island Sound, be owen ew JOY, 
Island, $15, 
Leonardtown, Maryland, $5,000. 


For improving the harbor of Breton Bay, 
For improving the inner barbor at Cam ridge, Mary. 
For improving the harbors and channels at Washington 


n and town, Dis- 
pele! of epee ni ok N d 8. — ges bee ded in 5 
ben 5 and channel. Aji ee 7 5 


Seg — ah Afr: Sao shall Connecticut River, below Hartford, Connecticut, gone 
shall be used for dredging the river between Hartford 10 Jud. 


. 
For improving harbor at Stonin Connecticut, $15,000, 
For improving Thames River, necticut, $10.000. 
For improving harbor at Milford, * — — = io 


fiver 
For im Proving East Chester Creek, New York, $10,000. 
For — harbor at Rondout, ‘New York, $30,000. 
For improving harbor at Pragan; Vermont, $20, 8 
For improving harbor at Swanton, Vermont, $20,000. 
For improving Otter eS ee $8,000 


For constructing piers in „near Lewes, Delaware, $20,000, 
For improving 8 at weer Pens riia E —.— 000. 

For improving 3 8 ennsylvania, 

For improving Delaware River, bel 0 “$100,000. 


qua ie improving Delaware River, —.— Trenton and White Hill, New Jersey, 
| 5 improving North and South Branches of Shrewsbury River, New Jersey, 


ä 
ids, an rating the 
ee . River, from fhe mouth x Sea ‘Wirois: re- 


ly the Legg herein ap 
yi estimates, 3 — Kho 
various works by poe or by hired labor, at his 3 aoa his judg- 


for p tary of War shall prescribe; 
and such 8 be made with the lowest responsible bidd ers therefor, 
„ by such securities as the Secretary of War shall quire: 
‘hat the Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause examinations or 
[ieren or bot = estimates of cost of improvements to be made at the follow- 


e d, 
outh Harbor, New Hampshire; 
Foulweath k, 38 its adaptabili harbor of raar; 
Gane 2 Oregon, to ada: asa 
The 8 Patsaligo, and Escambia Rivers, A — 
Carolina, between the bridge on the North Carolina Railroad 


tion 
— — Renee Sunflower, ‘Chickasaboy, Tallehatchio, eee Pearl, and Pasca 
pi; the spos of survey of the Pascagoula shall be defrayed 
out Laser the sum — riated for 


the improvement thereof; 
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The Mobile Harbor, Alabama; and the 8 of the survey thereof shall be 


defrayed out of the sum 855 herein for the improvement of said harbor; 
North Landing River, 


The Salem River, New Aorta; ng, SE Sharpstown and Delaware Canal ; 


i River, and above the city of Alexandria, Missouri; 
The mouth of Hillsbo: . and ee Bay, Florida; 

Coney’s Fork and oes vers, T. 

Bayou Bartholomew, Arkansas; 
eee VE from the raft up eee eee, 

ge; 
Aransas Pass and Bay, up to Rockport and Corpus Christi, Texas; 
Pie bak Saihai af tienen Bira Torm oSA Nga th 
0 FT upon the capac- 

ity of the harbor at the mouth of the Brazos, and D eso barter ot 
refuge and naval station ; 

The Missouri River at ‘Cedar 80 in Callaway County, Missouri; 

The Nottaway River, Virginia 

The coast of Lon, — New York, between Coney Island Point and Rocka- 


way peor ne New York Bay ; 


New York; 
Canarsie Bayi ow Sect 


The Chattahoochee River, Georgia, above Columbus ; 
2 Georgia, from Albany to Montezuma ; 3 
ver, 


Georgia; 
The Savannah River, above re Augusta, Georgia; 
Fouche La Fave, in Arka‘ 
Obispo, California, with a view to the practicability of 


ee of N 
The N of San Buenaventura, California, with a view to the practicability 
of building breakwater; 
The basbor of Santa Barbara, California, with a view to the practicability of 
buildin breakwater 
8 flississippi ver, to ascertain the practicability, cost, and utility of a dike 
Aang Taba opncaive the city of Saint Louis, north to the dike or 
dame opposite aron n, on the Illinois shore; 
cutionnte of E the if any, done, or to be done, to ri 
une of ta en and 5 thereon, at * in front of the town of 
Illinois, near Saint Louis, Missouri, ri, by reason of Government improvements 
or to be made, at or near said town of Venice; 
DAR IOS, Virginia, from Clarksville, via Danville, Virginia, to Danbury, North 
Staunton River, from Roanoke Depot, in Charlotte County, Virginia, to Brook- 


neal, in the county of ipee pers err bag og 
haa Genter Virgie Wythe County to the mouth of Wilson, in 


Gra: County 
ee, 


rbor z . — 
Tones payo) Bayous and Wincey, and Lakes Bayou Pierre and Cannasa- 


enice, 
made, 


8 River, Louisiana ; 


gan to er, Wisconsin 
The Arkansas River, from Fort — a e to the mouth of Little Arkansas; 
Woodbridge Creek, ‘Middlesex County, New Jersey ; 
Elizabeth River, New Jersey ; 
Rahway River, New Jersey; 
Charles River, E to the head of tide-water ; 8 
Manasaquan River, New Jersey; 
White River, Indiana, including the East Fork to the new saan in course of 
construction near Bedford, and the West Fork to the town of Gosport 
Portage Lake, Manistee County, Michigan, with a view to its ‘adaptability asa 
harbor of refuge ; 
65 port Harbor, Massachusetts ; 
Hole, Massachusetts ; 
ae River, from Cheraw, South Carolina, to the mouth of Uwharic River, North 
rolina ; 
The bars at the entrance of Annapolis Harbor, Maryland, with a view to accom- 
modation of bar ie a vessels at low tide 
West Branch of Patapsco River, Maryland, from Pores street bridge to head of 
3 and an estimate of the cost of making the same navigable for canal- 


The Kentucky River and navigable tributaries, Kentucky ; 
The Lickin; ver, Kentucky; 
Kentucky ; 


The Falls of the Cumberland, 
Clearwater mives, > 
The Missouri and Kansas Rivers, at and near their junction ; 
The Trent River, North Carolina 
Neuse River, from Smithfield to Goldsborough, North Carolina; 
The Tar River, North Carolina’ from Washington to Tar h; 
© Tar River, Nort 
Humboldt River, California, with a view toits N refuge; 
eee City Harbor, California, with a view to its adaptability as a harbor of 


rete examination of the Saint Croix River, in Wisconsin and Minnesota, and of 
the Chippewa and Wisconsin Rivers, in the ‘State of Wisconsin, to determine the 
practicability and cost of creating and maintaining reservoirs upon the headwaters 
of said rivers and their tributaries for the purpose of regulating the volume of water 
and improving the navigation of said rivers and that of the kind River, and 

an estimate of the vst to result therefrom to For of ay kin 

Te Colorado of the from Fort Yuma 2 orado Can 

The Muskingum River, O o, below the second dam, to 8 its adaptability 
for an ice-harbor, for the 1 of steamers pe other craft on the Ohio River; 

The Kiskiminetas and zy rg Rivers, Pennsylvania, from the mouth of the 

Kiskiminetas to the mouth of Stony Creek on the Conemaugh ; 

The Allegheny River, up to the mouth of French Creek ; 

The Kankakee River, IIlinois; 

Lincolnville Harbor, ; 

Lubec a: em 


so aie ‘york, at ite janction with Newtown Creek. 
ations and surveys herein provided for, and for inci- 
dental repairs of harbors for 2 there is no special appropriation, the sum of 
$150,000 is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 
This bill appropriates the sum of $7,293,700. 


Mr. FINLEY. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to make a parliamen 

Mr. COX, of New York. I made a point of o 
like to have a ruling upon by the Chair, 


inquiry. 
3 I would 


Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Should this bill fail to receive a two-third majority, 
would it still remain—— 

The SPEAKER. It would not be before the House. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Would it be competent then to refer it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The bill would remain with the Committee on 
Commerce, as that committee have instructed its chairman to make 
the motion he has. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My point of order is, that under the Con- 
5 regulating commerce between the States this bill is not 

or a a bill for the action of the House. 
SPEAKER. That is a question for each member to determine 
for himself, not for the Chair. 

Mr. KENNA. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am on a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My point of order is that the power to 
regulate commerce between the States does not mean commerce be- 
tween congressional districts or any individual districts. I would 
like, moreover, to amend this bill so as to provide water for some of 
these creeks mentioned in it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman’s point of order is not in order. 
8 this bill is constitutional or not, is a question for the House 

ecide. 

Mr. REAGAN. If there is a want of water in the composition of 
this bill, a stranger listening to the arguments of gentlemen opposing 
the bill would come to the conclusion that there was a superabun- 
dance of some other fluid in them. [Laugh ter.] 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I desire to make an inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It is whether, if this motion is voted on this 
bill can be reported from the committee on the re; cout and be 
referred to the € Committee of the Whole for diso 

The SPEAKER. It can at such times as the Committee on Com- 
1 may be called. 

Mr. MILLS. Everybody knows that. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. 1 have a point of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The latter portion of Rule 77 requires that bills 
shall state the amount appropriated by them. 

The SPEAKER, That applies to bills reported from the Appropri- 
ation Committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. This bill does state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. How much is it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is $7,293,700. 

wt KENNA. And even if it did not state it, this is a motion to 

nd the rules. 

p . RICE, of Ohio. I move that the House now adjourn, 

Mr. FINLEY. And on that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken apon ordering the yeas and nays; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 33, noes 138; not one-fifth in the 

rmative. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. FINLEY called for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering tellers; and there were 30 
in the affirmative, one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were ordered; and Mr. FINLEY and Mr. REAGAN were 


appointed. 
F, ‘he House a; again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 39, noes 1 

So (more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 33, nays 207, not 
voting 51; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 

Blackburn, Luttrell, Springer, 
ae ripak EPN Mackey, Stenger, 
Carlisl Hewit ‘Abram S. Me. on, Thorny N 
Clarke ot Kentucky, Jones, Morse, Townsend, M. I. 

lymer, Jones, John. N. Williams, James 
Cox, Samuel Killinger, Randolph, Willis, Albert S. 
Danford, Kimmel, Rice, Americus V. 
Dickey Knott, Southard, 
Finley, kw Sparks, 

NAYS—207. 

Acklen, Bo; Caswell, Davi 
Aldrich, koa Chalmers, 838 

t Brewer, Claflin, Davis, Joseph J. 
Bagley, Bri Clark of Missouri, Dean, 

ker, William H. Clark, Rush K. 
Ballou, Bright, Cobb, Deuison, 
Banning, Browne, Cole, Dibrell, 
Bayne, Buckner, Collins, Douglas, 
Beebe, Bundy, 7 ell, 
Bell, Burchard, J Durham, 
Benedict, Gin vert, es, 
Bicknell, Cox, Jacob D. Elam, 
Bisbee, Cale, John W. Crapo, Ellis, 
Blair, Caldwell, W. P. vens, Evins, John H. 
Blan Crittenden, Ewing, 
Bliss, k Camp, 5 Taes 
uD Cam umm: ‘orney, 

Bouck, — om — 
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Freeman, James, Starin, 
Fry Jones, James T. Peddie, Steele, 
Garth, Joyce, Philips, Stewart, 
Gause, Keightley, Pollard, Stone, John W. 
Gibson, Kelley, otter, Stone, Joseph C. 
Giddings, Kenna, Pound, Strait, 
Glover, Ketcham, Powers, Thom 
Goode, Kna Price, Throc 
Gunter, Landers, Rainey, Townsend, Amos 
Hanna, pham, Rea, urner, 
paren Ligon, Vi “i 
‘ance, 
i . W. Lin Reill; Van V 
. — Beas. R IL aT, Rice. William W. Warde” 
Harris, John T. Riddle, Walker, 
Hart, Marsh, Robbins, Walsh, 
H McCoo! Robertson, Warner, 
Haskell, McKinley, Robinson, G. D. Watson, 
Hatcher, Metcalfe, inson, Welch, 
Hayes, Mills, White, Harry 
Hazelton, Mitchell, Ryan, White, Michael D. 
Hendee, Money, Sampson, Whi 
a ree — n Wi 
Henry, M eicher, Williams, C. 
Herbert, Muldrow, Williams, Jere N. 
Hewitt, G. W. Muller, Shallonberger, Williams, 
Hooker, Norcross, Shelley, Willis, Benj. A. 
H Oliver, Singleton, Willits, 
Hubbell, O'Neill, Sinnickson, 
Humphrey, Overton, Slemons, ‘Wood, 
Hunter, Page, Wren, 
I à Patterson, G. W. Smith, William E. 
NOT VOTING—51. 
Aiken, Eic Hunton, Smith, A. Herr 
Baker, John H. — T Sw 
er, Jo er wann, 
Ban Evans, I. Newton Loring, Tip 
Evans, James L. R. W. 
Brentano, Foster, 1 ee Tucker, 
en, Fuller, McGowan, Veeder, 
Burdick, Garfield, McKenzie, Wait, 
tler, Hal Phelps, A.S. 
Chittenden, Hamilton, Pridemore, Wright, 
S A. Harrison, Pagh, Yea 
it, Hiscock. Zane. Young. 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


— 8555 6 the call of the roll the following announcements were made: 
Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. M 9 Mr. YEATES, is absent 
on account of a death in his family. My co 
absent by leave of the House, and paired on all political questions. 
My coll e, Mr. BROGDEN, is confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. GLOVER. I have been requested to state that Mr, JORGEN- 
SEN, of Vignis, is paired with his colleague, Mr. PRIDEMORE. 

Mr. MAISH. I am paired on the river and harbor bill with Mr. 
CLARK, of New Jersey, and therefore I decline to vote on this motion. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Iam paired with Mr. Yeates, of North Carolina. 
If he were present, I would vote “ay ” and I suppose he would vote 

no. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am with Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
If present, he would vote in the negative and I would vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I am paired with Mr. Banks, of 


Massachusetts. 

Mr. B of Indiana. On the river and harbor bill I am paired 
with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Foster. If he were present, I 
presume he would vote “ no” on this motion and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. SINNICKSON. My colleague, Mr. PUGH, is paired with Mr. 
Meera, of vigne If present, Mr. PUGH would vote “no.” 

Mr. HUNTON.. My colleague, Mr. TUCKER, is paired with General 
GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The question then recurred on the motion of Mr. REAGAN, to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. FINLEY. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to of piers inquiry. I desire to 
ask the Speaker whether Rule 121 applies to the bill now before the 
House, That rule reads as follows: 

. the en t of any bill makin of for works 
of internal improvement C 
member to for a division of the question, so as to take a vote of the 


The SPEAKER. This is a motion to suspend the rules, which in- 
cludes that rule among others. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is the mischief of it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MITCHELL. I observe, also, that by another rule of the 
ee red is required that the amount appropriated in a bill shall 

8 . 

The SPEAKER. That applies only to appropriation bills reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. This is an appropriation bill, as I understand. 
I wish to know, as a matter of information to which I think we are 
entitled, how much is appropriated by this bill. 


care Mr. ScaLEs, is | Bisbee, 


Mr. COX, of New York. Seven million two hundred and ninety- 
three thousand dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the amount to be what has 
just been stated by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Does that include all the appropriations in this 


bill? [Cries of “ r order!” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 3 yeas and nays, 
2 have been called for by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. FIN- 
LEY. 

The ye and nays were ordered. 

2 Face te IITCHELL. I gise to another point of order. [Cries of 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Gentlemen may call “Order!” but I have rights 
here as much as other members, and my constituents have rights 
equally with those of other gentlemen. I desire to know whether it 
is not the privilege of a member of this House to have before him in 
print a copy of the bill on which he is required to vote. I under- 
stand it is stated by the committee that certain items which they 
pro’ to appropriate are not included in the printed bill. 

. REAGAN. If allowable, I will state 

The SPEAKER. It is not allowable. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the fact about the matter? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a point of order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, [cries of “ Regular order !”] 
I desire to protest against this bill as omnibus legislation on the “ log- 
rolling” principle, “ You help me and I will help you.” 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have raised a point of order under the 
Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that he is not to construe the 
Constitution for members of the House. It is the province of each 
member to determine for himself such questions arising in regard to 
any proposed tion. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 167, nays 66, not 
voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—167. 
Ackil Dunnell, ce, Robertson, 
‘Atkins’ Eames, Keightley, Ross, 
Bagley, elley, Ryan, 
Baker, William H. Evins, John H. Kenna, Sam 
jou, Ewing, Ketcham, Sapp, 
Felton, Kimmel, Sayler, 
hele?! P Schleicher, 
Bicknell, Franklin, a A 
ey, 
Bland, Fry Ligon, Singleton, 
Bu Garth, Lindsey, 5 
Bow - Gauso, Lockwood, Siemons, 
Boyd, Giddings, Loring, Sı 
Brewer, Glover, Lynde, Smith, William E. 
Buckner, Goode, anning, Starin, 
Burchard, Gunter, Marsh, Steele, 
Cai Hale, Marti Stewart, 
Calkins, Hanna, McCoo Stone, John W. 
Camp, Hardenbergh, Metcalfe, Stone, Joseph C. 
Caswell, Harmer, Mills, Strai 
Chalmers, Harris, Benj Money, Throckmorton, 
Glare t Missouri, fae N Monies va y ee 
W, an Vor 
Cole, Hartrid a 8 
oreross, er, 
Cook,” Haskell, Oliver, Walsh, 
Covert, er, O'Neill, Ward, 
Cox, Jacob D. Hayes, Overton, Warner, 
Crapo, Hazelton, ê, Watson, 
Cra Hendee, Patterson, T.M. Welch, 
Cri en, Henderson, die, White, 
Cul Henkle, Phillips, Wigginton, 
C Henry, Wi s, A. 8. 
Cutler, Hewitt, G. W. Pound, Williams, C. G. 
Davidson, erbert, Powers, Williams, Jere N. 
Devin zomg. Homme Rea” Willis, Benjamin A. 
use, 
0 
Z umphrey, n, 
Denison, Hunter, Riddle, 
Dibrell, Ittner, Robbins, Wren. 
Jones, J. T. Roberts, 
NAYS—66. 
Aldrich, Collins, Knott, ‘on, 
Benedict, Cox, Samuel S. Lapham, Southard, 
Blackburn, Danford, Luttrell, Sparks, 
Dickey, Mackey, Springer, 
Bridges, Eickhoff, MoM Stenger, 
Bri; Mitchell, Thompson, 

v. Errett, Mo: 5 Thorn h, 
Caldwell, John W. Finley, M n, eee Martin I. 
Caldwell, W. P. Fort, N urney, 

Camp Fuller, Patterson, G. W. White, ‘Michael D. 
* D, 
Cannon, Hewitt, Abram S. Randolph, Wiliams, Andrew 
Carlisle, uni illy, Wil James 
Clarke of Kentucky, James, Tice, Americus V. Willis, 8. 
Clark, Rush Jones, Frank Rice, William W. W. 
Clymer, Jones, John S. Robinson. G. D. 
Cobb, Killinger, Robinson, M.S. 
NOT VOTING—S8. 
Aik Beebe, ht, Cabell, 
ary Blair, Bee Chittenden, 
meek cea Burdick, Pee 
0 
Bay ue, Brentano, Butler, Dwight, 
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Eden, Hiscock Phelps, Townshend, R. W. Mr. COX, of New York. Let the protest be read. 
Ellsworth, og Hungerford, Ss . — Mr. FORT. The title of the bill should be amended so as to read 
Sevens Tames L: alien i Vane “ An act to logaliso log-rolling,” for that is what it is. 
Fortan a 8 — Me 2 SP. DR. 5 from wee York * to have e, 
Kara vi Met Sith, e ä a e eper e * 0 remarks explanatory 0: © question o 
Harde Jaia T Mekina 8 * Mr. GARFIELD. No remarks can be allowed. i 

i Tipton, Mr. WADDELL. In the absence of any rule allowing this, I object. 


n, orse, 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill was d to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. ROBBINS. My colleague, Mr. SCALES, is absent on leave and 
is paired, but I do not know withwhom. My colleague, Mr. YEATES, 
is absent on account of affliction in his family, and is paired with Mr. 
MCKENZIE, of Kentucky. Mr. YEATES, if here, would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. TURNER. Iam paired with Mr. McGowan, of Michigan; and 
as his State is well provided for in the bill I presume he would vote 
“ay.” My State is not provided for, and if he were here I should 
vote “no” on the proposition to suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
because it cuts off all debate and amendments and all opportunity to 
get appropriations to the rivers of Kentucky, and does not do my 
section justice; and not because I am opposed to the policy of im- 
proving rivers and harbors. 

Mr. BEEBE. Iam paired with Mr. PHELPS. If he were here, I 
would vote in the negative. 

Mr. CABELL. I am paired with Mr. Pn. If he were here, I 
would vote in the negative and he would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MCKENZIE. I am paired with Mr. YEATES. If he were here, 


I would vote “no.” 

Mr. CARLISLE. Iam zoudin to announce that my colleague, 
Mr. 8 paired with Mr. BLOUNT, they having been called to 
the other end of the Capitol on a committee of conference. I also 
a that my colleague, Mr. BOONE, is absent on account of 
sickness. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I am paired with Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
He would vote “ay ” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I am paired with Mr. Banks. If 
he were here, I understand he would vote in the affirmative, and 
therefore as I also would vote in the aflirmative I ask to have my vote 
recorded accordingly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with Mr. BUTLER. ; 

Mr. GARDNER. I am paired with Mr. Evans, of Indiana. He 
would vote “ay ” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. BROWNE. I am paired with Mr. Warr. 

Mr. BAYNE. I am paired with Mr. MCKINLEY. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. Iam paired with Mr. Hiscock. He would 
vote in the affirmative and I would vote in the negative. 

Mr. STEELE. My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is still detained at his 
room by illness. If he were present, he would vote in the affirmative. 
Nr. GARFIELD. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia, 

Mr. TUCKER. I would vote “ay” and he would note “ no.” 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. On this question I am paired with Mr. 
FOSTER, of Ohio. If present he would vote “aye” and I would vote 
“no, 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose af 


ee N a protest against the passage of this bill, signed by mem- 
+ oe Con and I ask to have it read. 
r. 


IS, of Virginia. I move the House adjourn. 
Mr. CONGER. Has the gentleman any such right? 

The SPEAKER. The right was established in the Thirty-ninth 
Congress by the democratic side of the House—— 

Mr. KENNA. I rise toa 1 inquiry. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have the floor on a question of privilege, 
and I do not yield for debate. 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether the motion 
of the gentleman from Virginia is not of higher privilege, being a 
motion to adjourn, and having been submitted before the gentleman 
from New York took the floor? 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York was recognized 
by the Chair on a question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. Do the rules provide for the entering of a protest? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have read an instance in the nature 
of a precedent. 

Mr. MILLS. Is there ay rule authorizing it? 

Pater Sone Is the Chair to understand it is a protest against 

e bi 
Mr. COX, of New York. It is. 

RF io Then is it of any more effect than a vote against 

e bi 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Has it any effect upon the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has none. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Several gentlemen are signing it and more 
wish to sign it. I ask it to be read. 

Mr. WADDELL. Does it require unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. In the Thirty-ninth Congress a 
precedent was established in reference to a like condition of things. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 


The SPEAKER, It is universal custom—— 

Mr. WADDELL. Does it not require unanimous consent to go upon 
the Journal? 

—. COX, of New York. It is done in accordance with universal 
custom. 

The SPEAKER. It does not go upon the Journal. It is not read 
to go upon the Journal, but whatever occurs in the House goes in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as a part of the proceedings. 

Mr. KENNA. The reading of the paper has not yet taken place. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for its reading. 

Mr. KENNA. I rise to a point of order. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KENNA. My point of order is that this cannot go into the 
RECORD as a part of the gentleman’s remarks, because the remarks 
themselves are not in orđer under the rules. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is the point. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York rises toa question 
of privilege. 

Mr. KENNA. Then I insist he must state his question of privilege, 
in order that the House may know what action to take upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly the gentleman from New York has the 
tight to send forward this paper to be read as part of his remarks in 
groin Tt question of privilege. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Ought we not to know in the first 
instance what is the question of privilege? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move to N 

is SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
the floor. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I claim that this is a question of privilege 
on the ground of general for many years. . 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. . 

Mr. MILLS. Is it a privilege accorded to a minority of this House 
to protest against the action of the majority? 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rises to a question 
of privilege, and as a part of his remarks thereon submits this paper. 
The Chair is unable, until the paper is read, to rule whether or not it 
embraces a question of privilege. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. What is the question of privilege ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is trying to find out. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would suggest that the Chair might inspect 
the paper to see if it embraces a question of privilege or not, before 
mortig it to go upon our records. 

The SPE R. Not at all. The paper may contain charges 
against members. 

8 KLIN, Mr. FINLEY, Mr. BUTLER, and others addressed 

e Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot recognize any one until order 
is restored. The House will come to order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts is not on the 
floor for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is that the gentleman from New York has stated 
his object to be to protest against the passage of a bill. I submit 
that the protest itself cannot be admitted, and that it cannot be con- 
verted into a question of * the object of the paper having 
been stated when presen I the ruling of the Chair upon that 

uestion. 
iz The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rose in his place 
and was recognized, and stated that he rose to a question of privi- 
lege. He then sends to the desk a paper which he desires to have 
read as poang to the question of privilege. The Chair is unable to 
state whether it is a question of privilege or not till he hears that 
aper read. 
s There is an example of this: when Mr. James Brooks, then a mem- 
ber from New York in the first session of the Thirty-ninth Congress, 
had entered at length upon the record a protest against the conduct 
of the Clerk of the House as to the manner in which he made up the 
2 which was largely signed by democratic Representatives of that 
ongress. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I wish to inquire whether the question was then 
made. If not, that case has no authority. 

The SPEAKER. The question was raised. The Clerk declined to 
receive the prouet, but still it is in the RECORD, having been read. 

Mr. GARFIELD, But was the question raised whether it should 
go into the RECORD? If the question was not raised, it does not 
make a 8 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is on the floor on 
a question of privilege. He is entitled to be heard, and in that con- 
nection sends this paper to the desk to be read. 
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Mr. ROBERTS. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. [Cries 

“thir. BUTLER. I zise to make a parl wiry 
55 I rise to e a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 3 

Mr. BUTLER. My parliamentary inquiry is this: has any man 
claiming the floor on a privileged question a right to prevent the 
House from adjourning ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is on the floor, 
and declines to yield to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I call the attention of the Chair to the paragraph 
on page %9 of the Manual: 

Itis nota matter of rightand en to have received and entered 
upon the Journal a p: r 

I submit that the rule is explicit, and that the gentleman from New 
York cannot submit this matter as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled that the gentleman from New 
York is entitled to have this paper read as a part of his remarks on 
the question of privilege, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MILLS, I call the attention of the Chair to Rule 141, which 
states that when the reading ots paper is called for and the same is 
objected to by any member, it determined by a vote of the 

ouse. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending the appeal of the gentleman from Texas, 
I move that the House ogee adjourn. = 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to submit that the Chair has not yet 
ruled upon the question raised by the gentleman from New York, 
whether it be a question of privilege or not. [Cries of “ Re 
order!“ The Chair has stated that he would rule on that when the 
paper was read. 
he SPEAKER. The Chair did rule that the gentleman from New 
York had a right, rising to a question of privilege, to have the paper 
read as a part of his remarks, and from t decision the gentleman 
from Texas appealed. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to lay the appesi on the table. 

The SPEAKER. And 8 the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BUTLER] moves that the House do now adjourn. The Chair 
would prefer to have the gentleman withdraw that motion so that 


the House may vote on the ruling of the Chair as to the right of the | Blair, 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] to have the paper read as part 
of his remarks on a question of privile 
and I think we should ad- 


j Mr. BUTLER. It is after four o’cloc 
journ. 
Mr. BEEBE. I desire to make a point of order. 


Mr. BUTLER. I think if we adjourn now the appeal would be | © 


withdrawn in the morning. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish the House to understand the grounds on 
which I rest my appeal from the Speaker’s decision. The gentleman 
from New York arose and presented a protest. Afterward it was 
claimed that it was a question of privilege; but when he rose it was 
to present a protest against the action of the House. And I insist 
that as the protest was not admissible the pretense of its being a per- 
sonal explanation or a matter of privilege should not enable him to 
get it before the House. 

Many members called for the regular order. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York stated to the Chair | Culberso 


that he rose to a question of privilege, and was recognized for that 
purpose. He has the right to be heard on that, and the Chair has 
ruled that he has a right to have that paper read as a part of his 
remarks, showing in what the question of privilege consists. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Chair recognized me to make the motion to 
adjourn. If we can have a vote at once upon the appeal and then I 
can be ized to renew the motion, I am willing to withdraw it; 
if not, 1 stund by the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BEEBE. I rise to a point of order upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, and it is that my colleague [Mr. Cox] 


having the floor it was not competent for the gentleman from Texas 8 


to raise a point of order in order to allow any gentleman on the floor 
to move to 4 

The SP. R. The Chair thinks that an appeal from his decision 
is in order, and pending that, that a motion to adjourn is in order, 
but the Chair asks the gentleman from Massachusetts not to press 
that motion. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Is it in order for a member to have read a de- 
ciron upon this point at the Clerk’s desk? If it is I desire to have 
it done, 

Mr. BUTLER. I insist upon the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that the House will let the vote 
be taken upon the appeal. 

The question was taken on Mr. BUTLER’s motion; and on a division 
there were—ayes 120, noes 77. 

Mr. FINLEY. I call for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr, BUTLER, and Mr. Cox of New York, 
were appointed. 
The House again divided ; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, noes 


Mr. FINLEY. I call for the yeas and nays. 


81 


APRIL 22, 

The ys and nays were ordered, 
Mr. BEEBE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry: if the 
House adjourns will this matter come up as the unfinished business 


to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER. Asa question of privilege, it must be proceeded 
with until it is disposed of. 

Mr. MILLS. Will it not be in order to enter a protest against 
calling the yeas and nays? 

The SPEAKER. That is the constitutional privilege of one-fifth 
of the members present. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 120, nays 101, not 
voting 70; as follows: 


YEAS—120, 

Acklen, Danford, Hubbell, ot 
Bagley, Davis, He — Robbin 

ey, orace ones, James 
Baer ‘William H. Dean,’ ma Roberta; 
Ballon, Deering, Ketcham, eon 
Bell, Dibrell, Kimmel, Sampson, 
Benedict, Douglas, Sayler, 
Bicknell, Eames, Lap 3 Sinnickson, 
Bland, Elam, Ligon, Slemon: 
Bliss, Ewing, Lindsey, Southard, 
Blount, Felton, Loring, Steele, 
Bouck, Frantiin, i Stewart, 
a d, Era McCook, — Joseph C. 
Buckner, Garth, Money, Townsend, Amos 

Gause, . Monroe, Vance, 

Butler, Goode, Morrison, Van Vorhes, 
Cai Gunter, Muldrow, Waddell, 
Gams Harris, Henry R. x reross, Welch 

P, 01 ele 
Caswell, Hartridge, Oliver, — Harry 
Claflin, Hatcher, Page, White, Michael D. 
Cobb, Hayes, Patterson,G. W. Williams, Andrew 
Cole, Hendee, Peddie, Williams, C. G. 
Cook, Henry, Potter, Williams, Jere N. 
Cox, Jacob D. Herbert, Willis, Benj. 
Crapo, Hewitt, G. W. Randolph, 
Cravens, Hooker, 2 Wood, 
Crittenden, House, Wren. 

NAYS—101, 

Aldri Ittner, Rice, William W. 
Baker, John H. Cutler, Jones, Frank n, 
Bee! Dickey, Jones, John S. Robinson, G. D. 
Black Dunnell, Joyce, Robinson, 

y Durha pas e Sap 
Bragg, Eickho lers, Shelley, 
Brewer, Ellis, Lathrop, Smalls, 
Bri, Errett, Lockwood, Sparks, 
Bright, Evins, John H. Luttrell, Starin, 
Browne, Finley, Mackey, Stenger, 

Bu mdy, 5 Fort, Stone, John W. 
abell, Freeman, Throckmorton, 

Caldwell, J. W. Gardner, McKenzie, Townsend, M. I. 
Caldwell, W. P. Giddings, MeMahon, Turner, 
Camp Hamilton, Metcalfe, Turney, 
Candler, Hardenbergh, Mitchell, Walker, 
Cannon, Harmer, Morgan, Walsh, 

Sarlisle, Harris, Benj. W. Mo Warner, 
Clark, Rush Hart, O'Neil i 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hartzell, Overton, Williams, A. S. 
Ch A Haskell, Patterson, T. M Willi: James 
Colli Hazel Phillips, Willis, Albert S. 
Conger, Henderson, Pollard, righ 
Covert, Hewitt, Abram S. Price, 

Cox, Samuel S. Humphrey, Reilly, 
n, Hunton, Rice, Americus V. 
NOT VOTING—7. 
Aiken, Evans, James L. Maish, Springer, 
m, Foster, ie aena Stephens 

Ban Fuller, cGowan, wann, 

Ba Garfield, ' McKinley, Thompson, 
Bis Gibson, Neal, Thornburgh, 
Boone, Glover, Phelps, Tipton, 
Brentano, Hal Powers, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Brogden, Harris, John T. Pridemore, Tucker, 

B. ick, Harrison, Pugh, Veeder, 
Chalmers, Henkle, Sean Wait, 
Chittenden, Hiscock, Y, atson, 

lark, Alvah A. Hungerford, Scales, Whitthorne, 

Clark of Missouri, Hunter, Schleicher, Williams, Ri 
Davis, Joseph J. Jorgensen, Sexton, Willits, 
aaa © any soa co 

en, ey, n. . 
Ellswo: Koot. Smith, A. Herr 


Smith, William E. 


So the motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
forty minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, rela- 
tive to the improvement of the condition of the Oneida Indians—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers relating to the claim of R. H. Caldwell 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
Towa, favoring the construction of a commercial highway between the 
ee 628 River and Lake Michigan by way of the valleys of the 
Fox an isconsin Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce, 
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By Mr. COX, of New York: The 2 of William McGovern, for 


the erasure of “ deserter” from his 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Frederick Buckner and other pensioners of the 
war of 1812, to be relieved of biennial medical examinations—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, 
favoring the construction of a commercial us ghia between the Mis- 
sissippi River and Lake Michigan by way of the valleys of the Fox 
and Wisconsin Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of J. W. Moore and others, citizens 
of Blount County, Alabama, for a favorable consideration of House 
bill No. 1670—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: The petition of Hon. John Walz, of New Har- 
mony, Indiana, for the distribution by Congress of public documents 
to public libraries containing two thousand volumes and over—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GARDNER: The petition of T. Worthington, of Ohio, late 
colonel Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARTH: The petition of J. S. Collins, R. M. King, John B. 
Tally, jr., and other citizens of Jackson County, Alabama, for the 
favorable consideration of House bill No. 1670—to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the North Wisconsin Railway 
Company, asking that they may not be divested of the title tocertain 
lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of James C. Swassick, of Perrysville, 
Ohio, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIGON : The petition of citizens of Coosa County, Alabama, 
in relation to the cotton tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the appointment of M. G. Marsilliot to examine and 
report all the information that can be obtained upon the subject to 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States as to the produc- 
tion and manufacture of sugar from beets and melons in California— 
to the same committee. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of California, for the estab- 
lishment of a mail route, with tri-weekly mails, from Reno, Nevada, 
y Satoo; California—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. LYNDE: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the 
improvement of the condition of the Oneida Indians located on the 
reservation in the counties of Brown and Outagamie—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for an 
appropriation for constructing a harbor at Kewaunee, Wisconsin— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The petition of John T. Janney and others, of 
West Virginia, for the issue of $500,000,000 of legal tenders, the call- 
ing in of the 6 per cent. matured bonds, and for the repeal of the 
resumption act—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the petition of Franklin Ball, that his war claim be referred 
to the southern claims commission—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMAHON: The petition of George Karner, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. METCALFE: The petition of Nathan Coronna, to be re- 
funded certain taxes illegally assessed and collected from him—to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of merchants of Philadelphia, 
against the passage of the Wood tariff bill, on the ground thatin the 
present depressed condition of business it would be vitally injurious 
to manufacturing interests and disastrous to the mercantile com- 
munity—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MULDROW: The petitions of Mrs. Wincy Newbury and of 
Mrs. L. E. Sharp, for compensation for quartermaster and commissary 
aoe taken by the United States Army—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. OLIVER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, in 
reference to the construction of a commercial highway by water be- 
tween the Mississippi River and Lake Michigan via the valleys of 
the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. O'NEILL: The petition of James F. Larkin, that the record 
2 discharge may be changed to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

Also, the petition of the publishers and booksellers of Philadel- 
phia, against the reduction of the duty on books; against the ad val- 
orem system and the principle in the Wood tariff’ bill of placing all 
unenumerated articles on the free list, which would make free trade 
the rule and protection incidental; inst the passage of this tariff 
bill; and nage the importation of free of duty throngh the 
mails—to the Committee of Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. REED: The petition of John R. Bean and others, of Ken- 
nebunk, Maine, against the proposed change of the tariff, and against 
the reimposition of duties on tea and coffee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Annie W. Osborne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: The petition of Lewis K. Herbst, of Havre de 
Grace, Maryland, for compensation for damages sustained by the oceu- 
pation of his property by the United States Army—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


y record—to the Committee on 


By Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts: Papers relating to the claim 
of J. Nelson Trask—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of Mrs. Julia E. Barnes, fora 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

we Mr. WARD: The petition of 90 merchants and manufacturers 
of the city of Philadelphia and of Delaware and Montgomery Coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania, against any reduction of tariff duties—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The petition of Ann Jane 
Mackey, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of Keturah A. Collins, 
for a pension—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the bill for the relief of Jesse D. Seaton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: The petition of William M. Patton, for compen- 
sation for services rendered as a messenger in the Doorkeeper’s de- 
ee e House of Representatives—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of Stephen S. Welsh, Nat Fitch 
W. W. Warner, Ziba Stephens, A. B Tomp eton, A. M. Maynard, and 
John S. Spangenberg, for compensation for services rendered in the 
Quartermasters’ Department, United States Army, in the year 1865— 
to the Committee of Claims, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 23, 1878. 


Prayer by tne Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bill and joint resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4420) for the relief of Horace E. Mullan; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 109) authorizing Lieutenant T. B. M. 
Mason, United States Navy, to accept a medal conferred by the King 
of Italy for 5 fire on a 3 and 
í A joint resolution (H. R. No. 162) for the relief of Bushrod B. Tay- 

or. 

The 8 bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4055) to create a revenue in the District of Colum- 
bia by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, to make such dogs per- 
sonal property, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4425) to alter and amend a law of the District of 
Columbia relative to the inspection of flour; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 4426) relative to the Washington Market Com- 


any. 

5 The bill (H. R. No. 4413) to provide for the free entry of articles 
imported for exhibition by societies established for encouragement 
of the arts or sciences, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4416) referring the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Captain John G. Todd, of Texas, to the Court of Claims 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4422) to amend section 4595 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The bill (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for a deficiency in the appro- 
priation for the public printing and binding for the current fiscal 
year was read twice by its title, and 5 to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

JAMES SHIELDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 931) grant- 
ing a pension to James Shields; which, on motion of Mr. SARGENT, 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. MATTHEWS presented the petition of Thomas Worthington, 
of Ohio, late colonel of the Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 
praying that he may be placed on the retired list of the Army; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the memorial of the Leg- 
islature of Wisconsin, in favor of legislation by Congress for the im- 
provement of the condition of the Oneida tribe of Indians located on 
the reservation in the counties of Brown and Outagamie, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. WALLACE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the py d 
transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy 
Department; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also eg the petition of John Thomas and 100 other citi- 
zens of Hokendauqua, Pennsylvania, and the petition of John Will- 
iams and 400 others, citizens of Catasauqua, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the passage of the bill authorizing the construction of the Texas 
eee Mraitroad; which were referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roa 
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Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of John R. Bean and oth 
workingmen of Kennebunk, Maine, engaged in the manufacture o 
cotton twines, remonstrating against any reduction of the duties on 
foreign imports and against the reimposition of the war tax on tea 
and coffee; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSTON ee the ee of James Garland, of Lynch- 
burgh, Virginia, who served in the war of 1812 as a sergeant in the 
Second Regiment Virginia militia, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Rich- 
mond, Virginia, in favor of a uniform tariff on imported sugar and 
molasses; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of the Norfolk and Portsmouth Cot- 
ton Exchange, in favor of an appropriation for the establishment of 
automatic signal-buoys at the entrance of Norfolk Harbor; which 
were refe to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORGAN, I present a pit memorial of the Legislature of 
Alabama, in favor of a grant of land for the Tennessee and Warrior 
Rivers Railroad, As I desire to offer some remarks in regard to the 
subject-matter of this memorial before it is referred to a commit- 
tee, I move that it lie upon the table for the present and be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have been requested to present a memorial of 
the Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroad Company, which 
relates to the bill that was under consideration yesterday. I move 
that it lie upon the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 19) for the relief of Captain James M. Beeber, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
pe 827) to provide for the sale of certain portions of the Fort 

venworth military reservation, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a letter 
of the Secretary of War, transmitting a communication from the Gen- 
eralof the Army, recommending the amendment of section 1216 and 
the modification of section 1285 of the Revised Statutes so as to en- 
title the holders of certificates of merit to the additional pay of 82 
per month while in the military service, submitted a re thereon, 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1121) to amend section 1216 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and a bill (S. No. 1122) to amend section 1285 of the 


Revised Statutes. 
read twice by their titles, and the report 


The bills were several] 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY also, from the same committee, to whom was referr-d 
the petition of Lieutenant Marcus W. Lyon and other officers of the 
Ordnance Corps, praying legislation authorizing the Secre of War 
to amend the relative rank of certain first lieutenants of the ance 
Corps, United States Army, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam also directed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Albert Ivers, late captain Company C, 
Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, praying for an 
increase of pension, to submit an adverse report thereon. is peti- 
tion was first referred to the Committee on Pensions and afterward 
reported to the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. The Committee on Military Affairs report it adversely and 
ask to be disch from the further consideration of the petition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
and the report will be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 588) to change the rank of Robert C. Buchanan, colonel 
on the retired list of the Army, submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
bere was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 986) for the relief of William S. Morris, William 
S. Mann, Charles A. Oakman, at W. Hillman, the Union Transfer 
Company, all of Philadelphia, the Union Transfer Company, of Balti- 
more, Maryland, and John R. Graham, late of Philadelphia, now of 
Washington, District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I am also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 251) for the relief of James J. 
Waring, of Savannah, Georgia, to report it without amendment, and 
I ask for the present consideration of the bill, as it is reported unani- 
mously from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion, subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is objection, and the bill goes 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYARD. The bill is accompanied by a report. It is a House 
bill for relief. Probably if I state the case the Senator from Vermont 
will sce its justice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I dare say that it is perfectly right, but I am con- 


„tained, leave to int: 


stitutionally op to passing bills the moment they are reported. 
I have not the least objection to this bill; Ido not know anything 
3 it; but I think it is a bad practice, and that is my reason for 
objection. 

. BAYARD. As the Senator objects, I am aware that the bill 
goes over. I ask that the report be printed. 

The PRESIDENT oe tempore. The report will be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1889) for the relief of David W. Cheese- 
man, of Lake heed in Lake County, in the State of Oregon, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1048) for the relief of Ethan A. Sawyer, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that if be 
referred to the Committee on Claims; which was a; to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 151) directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to refand to the Society of the Sons of St. 
George, established at Philadelphia, the sum of $1,440.25 in gold, 
being the amount paid by said society upon a colossal statue of St. 


George and the Dragon, to report it adversely. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the ä ask present con- 


sideration ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I will, if there is no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _I object. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Objection being made, the joint res- 
olution goes on the Calendar. 


THE TWENTY-CENT PIECE. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4394) to prohibit the coinage 
of the twenty-cent piece of silver, to report it without amendment. 
As I presume there will be no objection, I ask the action of the Sen- 
ate upon this House bill. It is understood by all, I think, that the 
coinage of the twenty-cent piece was originally a mistake, and that 
being so nearly the size and weight of the twenty-five-cent piece the 
two are often confounded. I therefore move that the bill may re- 
ceive present action. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not object to the passage of the bill, but the 
measure itself would have been very effectual originally if it had 
been coupled with a provision doing away with the half dollar, mak- 
ing a forty-cent piece and a decimal system all the way through. I 
think the measure was originally designed as the commencement of an 
ced eles in that direction and to avoid the anomaly of twelve 
and a half cents, or half a quarter of a dollar, there being no coin in 
which such change can be made. But, as the twenty-cent piece has 
been coined and we have gone no further and as the twenty-cent 
p.es is very near in size to the twenty-five-cent piece, I think such 

slation as is now proposed is judicious. Iam sorry the committee 
did not take into consideration, however, the whole value of the deci- 
mal system and introduce a measure accordingly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and d. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 313) to repeal an act authorizing the coinage 
of a twenty-cent piece of silver, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a DECA No. 1123) to grant certain public lands in Alabama 
in aid of the Warrior and Tennessee Rivers Railroad; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1124) for the relief of the 
Winnebago Indians in Wisconsin and to aid them to obtain sub- 
sistence by agricultural pursuits and to promote their civilization ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DENNIS (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1125) to provide for the care 
of all animals to be slaughtered in the District of Columbia and to 
incorporate the District of Columbia Stock-Yard, Abattoir, and Ren- 
dering Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JOHNSTON (by request) asked, and by unanimons consent ob- 
uce a bill (S. No. 1126) for the relief of Moses 
Myers, executor of Myer Myers, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1127) to authorize the Washington, 
Cincinnati and Saint Louis Railroad Company to construct a narrow- 
gauge railway from tide-water to the cities of Saint Louis and Chi- 
cago; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Railroads. 

Mr. KERNAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1128) for the relief of Lyman 
F. Munger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1129) to amend section 4916 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to patents; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1130) to regulate the foreclosure of mort- 
gages, Ko., in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSTON, it was 


Ordered, That Maria B. Wolfe have leave to withdraw from the files of the Sen- 
ate the papers accompanying Senate bill No. 487 upon leaving copies. 


COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


On motion of Mr. CONKLING, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Commerce have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the Senate. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the Northern Pacific Railroad bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 238) to extend 
the time for the construction and completion of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad; and by a readjustment of the grants, without increasin 
the appropriation, to secure the construction of the Portland, Salt 
Lake and South Pass Railroad, the pending question being on the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Railroads as a substi- 
tute for the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before the bill went over yesterday the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] called attention to the fact that the 
bill provided that the road should run in part through the State of 
Oregon and that no provision was made for obtaining the consent of 
the State, or something to that effect. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator and of the Senate to the original act which I have this 
moment examined, and which I had not examined when I talked with 
the Senator this morning. The original act of July 2, 1864, incorpor- 
ating the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, provided in section 18 
as follows: 

orthern Pacific Railroad Com shall obtain the consent of the 
toute ot tee rink Green which an — of said railroad line may pass, 


previons to commencing the construction thereof; but said company may havetho 
right to put on engineers and survey the route before obtaining the consent of the 
Legislature, 


The law simply provides that they may put on engineers and sur- 
vey the route before consent is had, but they cannot appropriate 
property, they cannot commence work, they cannot do anything 
except to make the surveys until they have the consent of the Legis- 
lature of the State. 

It will be remembered, furthermore, that the greater portion of the 
completed road that has been constructed under and in pursuance of 
this act is constructed through the State of Minnesota, the compan 
first obtaining the consent of the Legislature of that State. I thin 
calling attention to this fact will obviate the objection made by the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. EATON. But this is anew bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has not the completed road been constructed in 
part through the State of Oregon? 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; no part of the road has been con- 
structed in the State of Oregon. A cousiderable portion of the road 
is constructed in Washington Territory, but no part has been con- 
structed in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Some part of it has been surveyed 
in the State of Oregon, I understand. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think surveys have been made, though I cannot 


speak positively upon that point. 
2 5 GROVER. Borte have been made in Washington Territory, 
but the line has not been surveyed in Oregon at all. 
A DAVIS, of West Virginia. No surveys have been made, then, 
on. 

Mr. GROVER. I think not; none have been necessary; they fol- 
low the river bank all the way through the State. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no question about the practicability of 
the route at all, and I think my co. e is entirely correct in regard 
to the matter of surveys. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend section 14 of the amendment, 
the print of April 16, by striking out in line 4 of that section the 
words “having due regard for the rights of said companies.” Those 
words, “ having due regard for the rights of said companies,” seem to 
have been im into this section out of the original Union Pacific 
act, and it was contended here in debate on the funding bill—I thought 
without good foundation but others thought it was with a good ſoun- 
dation—that those words had some effect in limiting the power of 
Congress, and that Con could not amend, alter, or repeal the act 
unless some court should say that it could be done with due regard 
to the rights of the companies. I do not want to set up this charter 
open to any such casnuistry as that, and therefore I wish to leave this 
section giving Congress the complete right, in the exercise of its own 
judgment and sovereign jurisdiction, to alter, amend, or repeal. I 
move to strike ont those words. 
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Vil 


The PRESIDENT are tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
to strike out the words he has named. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I do not wish to take up time in regard to this 
matter. I am one of those who believe that Con has no power, 
and if Congress had the power it is one that it should not exercise, 
to interfere with any corporation in such a manner as to affect the 
rights of the company that have vested under the act. But I cannot 
waste the time of the Senate on this matter now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Let the amendment to the amend- 
ment be 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 14, line 4, it is proposed to strike 
out the words: 

Having due regard for the rights of said companies. 

So that, if amended, the section would read: 

That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act at any time 


and the acts and resolations of which this act is amendatory or supplemental, and 
to provide by law against unjust discriminations and — fia charges on the part 
of said company. 

The amendment to the amendment was a to. 


Mr. TELLER. In section 4, line 6, before the word “years,” I move 
to strike ont “eight” and insert “five ;” so as to read: 
cultural or 


piration of five years from the completion and acceptance of the section of tho 
road opposite thereto, if said last-mentioned lands shall, at the time of such com- 


thereof, on which og fines have settled, 
exceeding $2.50 per pare, coping coal, iron, and timber lands 
th san of way for railroad : however, That this section shall not 
apply to the lands already earned by said company. 

I will state that the Union Pacific act peorien that this may be 
done within three years instead of five. I think five is a fair period 
of time after the completion of the road. It is two years more than 
was given to the Union Pacific. I think the friends of the bill ought 
not to complain if we make it five. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Personally I have no objection to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. Eight years was the time fixed by the com- 
mittee, however, and I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the amendment to the amendment will not 
be adopted. The Committee on Railroads have certainly imposed all 
the conditions and restrictions upon this company that ought to be 
imposed if there is ony hope of securing means to build the road. 
The conditions of the land grant are materially changed from any 
we have ever made before that I remember. The Senator from Colo- 
rado speaks of the difference between this measure and the Union 
Pacific act, and says that that act requires the lands to be sold in 
three years. If I remember aright, the Union Pacific act does not 
provide that actual settlers may go upon those lands to take prior to 
the constraction of the road. But the bill now pending before the 
Senate radically changes the primae heretofore acted upon in land 
grants, in this, thatit opens the whole of those lands to actual settle- 
ment at $2.50 per acre. I think that has never been done before. 
Has it been done within the recollection of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Railroads? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that principle was substantially incor- 
porated in the act ting lands to the Oregon Central Railroad. 

Mr. WINDOM. ell, with the exception of one or two, perhaps 
local roads, it has never been the principle acted npm by Congress. 
In this case you have departed from that principle so as to throw 
open these lands to settlement before the com Sloan of the road, 
Then the company will have control of them under the bill for eight 
years, and if not sold then they are thrown open again to actual set- 
tlers and 3 may go and take them. There is no tying up of 
these lands. There is no monopoly in the public domain ke: Tho 
committee have imposed these conditions, which I think are rather 
severe upon the company, but as they may be considered beneficial 
to the settlers I have to them. I hope the Senate will not on 
the motion of the Senator from Colorado go any further in this direc- 
tion. To go further in imposing conditions is to cripple the company 
so as to loso all hope of the construction of the road. 

Mr. TELLER. As to allowing these settlers to go upon this land, 
it is only until they have gained the land, and the time for gaining 
it will be extended, if the bill is passed, for ten years. It would be 
very unreasonable and very unfair to prevent the settlers from going 
on this land for ten es the committee believing that made a 
provision that until the road was completed a settler might go on 
the land, and instead of paying $1.25 an acre pay $2.50 an acre for the 
land, which goes to the company if it turns out to be their land that 
is taken. The act under which the Union Pacific Company was or- 
ganized provided that after the road was built and accepted the land 
should be theirs, but if they did not dispose of the land within three 
years it should be open to settlers at $1.25 an acre. I am quite will- 
ing that this company should have two years longer than the Union 
Pacific, and I think five years is ample time. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill ask the Senator if the land was open to set- 
tlement on the Union Pacific prior to the completion of the road? 


2722 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 23, 


Mr. TELLER. It was not. I think the friends of this bill under- 
stood very well that it was important to extend the time of this com- 
pany for ten 2 und it should be done upon the express condition 
that the land on the end of the road should be soe to settlement ; 
for there is no certainty that the road ever will be built, and to with- 
draw the land for ten years from the settlers would be a great hard- 
ship upon them. I think the friends of the bill ought to accept five 
years instead of eight. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Although something of this principle was incor- 
poruted in the act I referred to a few moments ago, no bill ever pre- 
sented to Congress, from any committee at least, given that fall 
and complete protection to settlers that is propona by this bill. All 
the lands along the line of the non-completed road are thrown open 
to settlement. All grazing lands, all agricultural lands, are thrown 
open to settlement at a price not ng $2.50 an acre. When the 
road is completed and accepted, or any particular section of it, then 
the lands are to be withdrawn for a period of eight years, under the 
provisions of the bill as reported by the committee. At the expira- 
tion of that time they are again, as stated by the Senator from Minne- 
sota, thrown open to settlement. It does occur to me that the provis- 
ion as it stands is one that the settlers cannot reasonably object to. 
The matter was carefully considered by the committee and 
as reported. 

Mr. TELLER. I would say, so far as the committee is concerned, 
that as a member of the committee I reserved the right to object to 
certain proyisions of this bill. 

Mr. CHELL. That is true. : 

Mr. TELLER. I believe other members of the committee did so 
also. We consented generally that the bill should be reported with 
the right reserved that if we saw fit we would move amendments, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly; that reservation was made by the 
Senator from Colorado. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out 
“eight” and inserting “ five.” 

© amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TELLER. I propose an amendment on page 10, which is not 
a matter of any interest at all, as I understand it, to this railroad 
company. I move to strike out the first proviso of section 10, in the 
following words: 


Provided further, That all persons who, under the restrictions of the existing 
laws granting lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, have taken home- 
steads of not exceeding eighty acres shall have the privilege of increasing tho 
be 


amount of their said en pe so that the taken by any one person 
shall not exceed one hundred and sixty acres ; to be done — wack regula- 


tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


This proviso pro an entirely different rule with reference to 
the disposition of the public land so far as the lands along the line 
of this road are concerned from what exists as to land in every other 
section of the United States. It seems to me that it is not fair to 
give the people in that section of country one hundred and sixty 
acres for a homestead when under like circumstances in other sections 
only eighty acres are given. It is not a matter of any consequence 
to the railroad company one way or the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope that the amendment to the amendment 
will not prevail. While it may not be a matter that the company 
is particularly interested in, it isa matter of vital interest to the 
people within the limits of this t. If the amendment to the 
amendment should prevail, the right of homestead is entirely taken 
away, as I understand it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The homestead would apply to eighty acres in- 
stead of one hundred and sixty. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The purpose of the Senator would be to simply 
leave it as it stands in the original act, to limit it to eighty acres; 
but I think the amendment goes further, and would exclude home- 


steads entirely. 
Mr. TELLER. My proposition is to leave the matter exactly as 
pornea for by the general law, and not to make an exception in 
'avor of settlers on the line of oy particular road. That is the only 
objection I have to the proviso. I am in favor of the general princi- 
ple of giving settlers one hundred and sixty acres as a ho ls 
Mr. Sure LL. This proviso, of course, relates solely to the 
even sections within the limits of this grant. It has no reference to 
the lands of the company. I have this to say, Mr. President, that it 
is known to all that an eighty-acre homestead is insufficient. A man 
desiring a homes requires more than eighty acres, There is a bill 
now pending before the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate 
ponang that the Jaw shall be so changed as to entitle homesteaders 
o one hundred and acres within the limits of all railroad grants. 
I admit the force of what the Senator from Colorado says when he 
refers to the fact that there should be no discrimination made, and 
that, if homesteaders are limited to eighty acres within the limits of 
other grants to railroads, they should not have one hundred and sixty 
acres within the limits of this t; but, if it is an evil, if it is an 
error, if it is an injustice to the homesteader, then the sooner we com- 
wende to correct that error the better; and no better opportunity 
could be presented than is presented now to give homesteaders the 
benefit of one hundred and sixty deres of the eyen scetions within the 


limits of this grant. Then there is no difficulty if Congress desires 


to change the law in reference to other railroad grants; they cer- 
tainly have the power to do it; so that it does not interfere with an 
of the rights of any company. That question cannot arise, and 
think the amendment should not be made, 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon if 
it is intended that they shall take contiguous land in order to make 
up the one hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This bill leaves that to the Secretary of the 
Interior under such regulations as may be prescribed. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then it leaves it, no matter who is Secretary of 
the Interior, to a very bad trib We have seen the effect of 
additional soldiers’ homesteads, the additional eighty acres being a 
mere float and the means of t frauds. It became at one time a 
matter of serious question in Con, whether we should not have 
to repeal the whole grant in regard to soldiers’ additional homesteads 
on account of the frauds. Where a person comes and shows that he 
has in a certain place an eighty-acre homestead and wants to increase 
it to one hundred and sixty acres by taking contiguous land, every 
objection is avoided ; but if the additional eighty acres is to be floated 
anywhere and everywhere, to be taken anywhere else, the man has 


to | either got to abandon his original eighty-acre homestead or not settle 


upon the eighty acres that he takes in addition, so that the idea of 
homestead app * 5 to the additional eighty acres is a fallacy. 

Mr. WINDOM. I would call the attention of the Senator from 
California to the provision in the eighth line and ask him if in his 
judgment that does not answer his objection? 

r. SARGENT. “Under the restrictions of the existing laws.“ 

Mr. WINDOM. “To be taken in conformity to the existing pre- 
emption and homestead laws.” 

r. SARGENT. No, sir; because the proviso goes on and makes 
provision for another class of persons: 

That all ms who, under the restrictions of the existing laws granting lands 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad 9 have taken homesteads of not exceed- 
ing eighty acres, shall have the privilege of increasing the amount of their said 
homesteads, so that the aggregate taken by any one person shall not exceed one 
hundred and sixty acres. 


I do not object to that. I believe with the Senator from Oregon 
that eighty acres is too limited a homestead, and that in that coun- 
try where there is so much wild land it is the interest of the Govern- 
ment to induce homesteaders to take it up and give them one hun- 
dred and sixty acres for reclaiming the wilderness; but I would 
require their land to be contiguous. A man cannot possibly keep one 
foot upon one homestead of eighty acres and another on some other 
place of cighty acres; one or the other becomes speculative. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just put in the word “contiguous.” 

Mr. SARGENT. I want to put in “by taking contiguous land,” 
and I move an amendment to insert after the word “ homestead” the 
words “ by taking contiguous land.” 

Mr. MITCHEL I admit the force of what the Senator from Cali- 
fornia says. It will have the effect, however, of making an invidious 
distinction between those who have settled on homestead lands, be- 
cause in very many cases it will doubtless have the effect that the 
party will be so hampered that it will be utterly impossible for him 
to increase his homestead. 

Mr. SARGENT. He may not then be able to take his additional 
eighty acres, but he has this consideration in his favor, that he is in 
such a thickly populated community, settled all around, that his land 
is increased in value, and it is not much of a hardship to him. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from California permit me to 
call his attention to the fact that in line 8 of section 10 it is provided 
that these homesteads and pre-emptions must be taken in conformity 
to the existing law? 

Mr. SARGENT. It does not so provide. The proviso refers to a 
particular class. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Butif the Senator will observe the portion of 
the section preceding the proviso commencing in line 8 refers to 
homesteads and pre-emptions under existing laws. Now, under the 
nelin laws the homestead must be, as I understand it, of contigu- 
ous land, 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no question but that part of the section 
provides that the new selections 1 be one hundred and sixty acres. 

McMILLAN. Then, if the Senator will observe, this proviso 
merely permits those who are upon lands under the claim of a home- 
stead to extend it to one hundred and sixty acres, and of course 
refers to the homestead referred to in the previous part of the section, 
and it requires no such amendment as the Senator from California 
su ts, and the increase would have to be in accordance with ex- 
isting law and must be contiguous land. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then the Senatorwill certainly agree to my amend- 
ment which makes it plain. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, if you consider it necessary. 

Mr. WINDOM, I do not think there is any objection to the amend- 
mert of the Senator from California, 

Mr. SARGENT. The tirst part of section 10 refers to homesteads 
hereafter taken up. The proviso refers to those now taken up. One 
does not relate back in its provisions to the other. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have supposed that the bill meant precisely what 
the Senator from California desires it should mean, and I have no 
objection to the amendment he proposes so far as I am concerned. 
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Mr. SARGENT. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor 


e. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10 of the committee’s amendment, 
line 13, after the word “homesteads,” it is proposed to insert “ by 
taking contiguous land.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose it would be proper that some bill of this 
kind, covering an extension of time for the building of the road 
should be in order to secure the completion of the road, and 
also if ible to protect those who have invested largely in the four 
or five hundred miles that have been completed. 

Now 1 desire to inquire of the Senator who has this bill in charge, 
as I discover by the report made that the committee have reduced 
the number of acres of land that was heretofore granted to the extent 
of eleven million acres, what additional burdens have been placed 
upon this road by which it may be possible, as it seems to me, that 
the road may not be completed; and if the Senator in charge will 
explain how much more this company has got to build in addition to 
the original main stem, and what the conditions are in relation to 
any other road taking possession of this t provided the Northern 
Pacific Company shall fail to complete the , and what the condi- 
tions are in relation to a combination of roads to take place hereafter, 
I should be very glad to hear from him. It seems to me that they 
have imposed large burdens upon this sompen , much greater than 
were contained in the original grant, while they have reduced the 
original grant as asserted in the report by the sum of eleven million 


acres, 

Mr. MITCHELL. In answer to the Senator from Vermont I will 
state that I do not understand that this bill imposes any burdens 
whatever in reference to building any branch roads, or any other 
roads whatever. In fact, so far from imposing burdens on the com- 
pany, they are absolutely released from the construction of some- 
thing like three hundred miles of road. There is no provision in 
this Sin from the beginning to the end authorizing the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company, or any other company connected with it 
or connected with this bill to build any branch road whatever. It 
simply extends the time for ten years within which they are com- 
pelled to construct and complete their main line of upon cer- 
tain conditions; for instance, they must resume work within nine 
months from the p of this act; they must construct and equip 
at least one hundred miles a year on the main line, because that is 
the only line they can construct any road on. It provides where a 

ortion of these hundred miles of road each year shall be constructed. 

hat is all. For instance, it provides that twenty-five miles shall be 
constructed the first year at or near the mouth of Snake River on 
the Columbia River, and to be constructed eastward. It also pro 
vides that within two years from the passage of this act they shall 
construct on their main line and às a part of their main line some 
four or five miles of road beside the Cascades of the Columbia River, 
and also within two years and a half from the p: of the act 
that they shall construct and equip as a of their main line some 
fourteen or fifteen miles of road around The Dalles of the Columbia 
River; so that there is no restriction, no imposition, no burden, as I 
understand it, placed by this bill upon the Northern Pacific Com- 
pany; none whatever. They are simply to construct one hundred 
miles each year on their main line of road, and that is all there is of 
it. There is no branch. Under the original act they were compelled 
to construct not only a main line down the Columbia River and to 
Puget Sound, but they were compelled to construct a branch across 
the Cascade Mountains to Puget Sound. It is not extended to that. 

Moreover, I will say to the honorable Senator from Vermont that there 
is no provision in this bill as I understand it but is consented to by the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company as it stands now. There were a 
number of provisions pa by the bill as originally introduced 
by myself, and by the bill as reported by the committee in the first 
instance before its recommittal, to which there was violent opposi- 
tion made by the company, and it was only because of that opposition 
and because of the fear the friends of this great enterprise had that 
they would result in defeating the legislation that the Committee on 
Railroads asked a recommittal of the bill and made the attempt to 
reconcile conflicting interests and to tender a bill to the Senate that 
would receive the approbation of Congress. 

The PRESID: pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] striking out 
the proviso which has been read. 

Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let the amendment be reported that we 
may hear what it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the following pro- 
viso in section 10 of the amendment of the committee: 


Provided, further, That all persons who under the restrictions of the existing laws 
granting lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company have taken homesteads 
of not exceeding eighty acres shall have the privilege of increasing the amount of 
their said homest taking contiguous lands, so that the aggregate taken by 
any one person shall not ex one hundred and sixty acres ; this to be done under 
such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I hope this amendment will not be adopted by 
the Senate. Certainly the extent of one hundred and sixty acres for 
a homestead is not too much. Settlers are permitted by general 


law of the country to have homesteads to that extent. The only 
de ure from that principle—— 
. PADDOCK. Not within other railroad grants. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am about to explain. The only departure from 
that rey pe is where a settler attempts to take a homestead within 
a grant of lands made to some railroad. Now if this company will 
accept this t and permit the settlers to have one hundred and 
sixty acres for a homestead when a settler on any of the public lands 
of the United States can have that amount, why not incorporate that 

rovision in this bill? Why restrict the settler to eighty acres of 

and on his homestead upon these railroad lands, when a settler upon 
the public lands can have a homestead of one hundred and sixty 
acres? What reason can be u in behalf of the public interests 
that would require any opposition to such a provision as thisin a 
railroad grant; and if this company is willing to accept such a pro- 
vision, certainly it is not a privilege to them but it is a privilege to 
the citizen of the country who wants to go anywhere on the public 
lands and get a homestead which he can cultivate and upon which 
and from which he can make a living? To ask a settler to go out 
apen the public land upon the line of this road and take a homestead 
of eighty acres, is asking too much of him; and it seems to me that 
there is no reason why there should be opposition to this proviso. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from Minnesota could make this 
provision general and applicable to other grants there would be no 
objection toit. I with him that one hundred and sixty acres 
is quite little enough for a homestead; but it is a discrimination 
against States in which there are other grants in favor of this particu- 
lar section which I should be ccs sorry to see made. If there is to 
be a change of principle it should be a general change affecting all 
the others as well as this, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I certainly concur with the Senator from Ne- 
braska in regard to what should be the policy upon all railroad land 
grants; but we cannot now adopt a general principle in regard to 
co tions who have existing rights and do not come here and ask 
for this change. these other corporations come here and ask for 
such a change then it will be advisable for Congress to grant it, and 
I certainly shall go for granting that privilege. But they are not here 
asking that privilege; and if a general law were passed to the effect 
suggested by the Senator from Nebraska it would still leave the ques- 
tion open whether or notthe particular privilege having been granted 
to a corporation under its organic law it is affected by a general 
law passed by Con upon a subject of the same general character. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota if the 
railroad companies have any interest in this at all, if it is not a sim- 
ple question of the disposition of the public lands? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not ask it in the interest of the railroad 
companies, I ask it in favor of the settler. This is a privilege 
granted to the settler, and I am in favor of conferring that privilege 
upon the settler, If any of our citizens choose to emigrate to the West 
upon the line of this road, I think they are entitled to a homestead 
of one hundred and sixty acres instead of being restricted to one of 
eighty acres. I ask not this in favor of any corporation; far from 
it. It is in the interest of the settler. I apprehend the proviso was 
inserted for that express pu , and not in the interest of the cor- 
poration; bnt if the corporation is willing to accept it, certainly we 
may well confer it. 

Mr. TELLER. The corporation has nothing at all to do with this; 
it has no interest in it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will allow me to explain. I merely 
referred to the corporation being willing to accept it in the sense that 
they are not here to . the granting of this privilege to the set- 
tlers on the public lands. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota a question ? 
Does he not think that it is a hardship to the settler to accept one 
hundred and sixty acres of land anywhere outside of a railroad grant, 
and if it be a hardship ought not the difference to be made up ata 
dollar and a quarter an acre to those who do not get their homesteads 
within a railroad grant. 

Mr. TELLER. My objection to this proviso is simply that it dis- 
criminates in favor of the settlers in a particular section of country. 
All that the Senator from Minnesota has said with reference to the 
3833 of giving abundance of land to the settler I a with ; 

ut why should you give to settlers on the line of this what you 
deny to settlers on the line of every other road that the Government 
has ever granted a subsidy of land to within the United States? 
Why give a homestead in Minnesota of one hundred and sixty acres 
while you deny that privilege to the citizen of Colorado, of Nebraska, 
of Kansas, of New Mexico, and of many other States and Territories 
in the Union? All I ask is that we shall legislate here with refer- 
ence to all the citizens alike. If anybody can show that the citizens 
of Minnesota and of Dakota, or the people who go there, are entitled 
to any greater pavus and rights than the people in, my State, 
then I will yield; but, until that isshown, I am opposed to discrimi- 
nating legislation in favor of the people of any particular section of 
the United States, whether it is under the pretense of helping a rail- 
road or under the pretense of helping the hardy settlers who go out 
to settle up the lands of the West. The rule should be uniform, not 
legislation for one section of the country that you deny to another. 
If there has been anything in the history oF aoi legislation for a few 
years that has made ill-feeling and trouble it is this very principle, 
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that you legislate for one section of the country differently from what 
you legislate for another. I demand that they shall be bound by the 
same laws on the line of this North Pacific Railroad that they are on 
the line of the Kansas Pacific or the Union Pacific and other roads in 
the United States that ha ve received subsidies of lands from the Gov- 
ernment. No reason can be given why a different rule should pre- 


vail. The land is as rich and as valuable there as in any other 

rtion; acre by acre it is worth ten times as much as the majority 
of the land that was granted to the Kansas Pacific outside of the 
State of Kansas, and to the Union Pacific on its whole course outside 
of the river belt of the Missouri River. There is no reason, then, why 
we should say here,“ You shall have one hundred and sixty acres, 
while citizens in other sections shall be content with eighty.’ 

Mr. PLUMB. One suggestion that I should like to make in con- 
nection with that matter that I have not heard adverted to, is that 
wo are undertaking to legislate in reference to the disposal of the 
eure lands in a bill to which that subject is really not germane. 

his is a bill, as I have understood it—I have not read it carefully— 
simply to extend the right of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
to acquire these lands for a certain period of years; and incidentally 
to that the right to control in some way the manner in which they 
shall dispose of their lands. It seems to me that is a good place to 
stop, and that we ought not to interfere with the disposal of the public 
lands within the same limits. It is mixing the legislation up. The 
main matter under consideration is that which pertains to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad. Why should that be connected now witha 
matter in reference to the disposal of the public lands? Why should 
not this other question as to the increase of the homestead entry, as 
to the right to enterone hundred and sixty acres within railroad limits, 
come up by itself? 

I may say as pertinent to that su tion that there isa bill already 
pending and now being considered by the Committee on Public Lands 

roposing todo thatthing. That is the proper committee to consider 
t. It is proper that it should be considered as a substantive propo- 
sition by itself, not in connection with a railroad grant; and that it 
seems to me is the one reason why this bill should be amended as 


e 
p There is a question, of course, as the Senator from Colorado has 
suggested, that this is giving privileges to one section of the country 
that are not given to another; and there are questions which will 
come up growing out of that; as, for example, where men have al- 
ready entered and mado final entries of eighty acres of land within 
the limits of this railroad grant, they will be wanting another eighty 
acres in order to make them equal to those who are to come after 
them; and that will bring up the question as to what shall be done 
within other railroad grants, because settlers there will want the same 
thing. The Committee on Public Lands, no doubt, will consider all 
those questions together in a manner in which it cannot be properly 
considered by the Senate in this connection, no previous considera- 
tion having specially been given toit by the committee charged with 
this branch of the public business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado to the committee’s amendment, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 4, nays 
50; as follows: 
e AS—4. 
Kirkwood, McCreery, Paddock, Teller. 
: NAYS—50. 
Allison, Cockrell, Grover, M 
Anthony, Coke, Hamlin, Morrill, 
Bailey, Conkling, Harris, Oglesby, 
Barnum, Conover, Hereford, Ransom, 
Ba: Davis of Illinois, Howe, Rollins, 
Beck, Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Sargent, 
Booth, Dawes, ernan, Saunders, 
Dorsey, T, Voorhees, 
Butler, Eaton, Maxoy, Wallace, 
Cameron of Wis., Eustis, McDonald, Whyte, 
Cameron of Pa., 5 McMillan, Windom. 
Cbaffee, Garland, Merrimon, 
Christiancy, Gordon, Mitchell, 
Armstro H F S 
rmstrong, ‘oar, 0 cer, 
Blaine, Ingal Patterson, urma: 
Bruce, Jones of Florida, Plamb Waclleigh, 
Dennis, Jonen N Randolph, Withers. 
munds, ellogg, Saulsbury, 
Hill Matthews, Sharon, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar under the 


rule. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. Ishould like to call attention to a point in this 
bill, so that it may be considered. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I ask thatthe regular order be laid aside inform- 


ally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks that 
the Senate proceed with this bill until the regular order is called for. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think we ought to proceed with 
the Calendar, Every day we try to lay aside the Calendar and take 
up something new. There is nothing made by it. One day’s work 
upon business unobjected to on the Calendar will make great prog- 


ress with it, and we know that the Senate yesterday evening unan- 
imously said that as soon as we acted on the nnobjected cases the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BAILEY] should call up a bill that he 
was interested in. I do not see any good reason why we shall not 
proceed in the order that we a few days ago resolved that we would; 
and without some very good reason Is ask that the Senate pro- 
ceed with the regular order. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lhope the Senator from West Virginia will not 
insist on a vote upon that question. We can finish this bill a great 
deal easier now than we can hereafter; it will take much less time 
now than if it be laid over. Certainly a bill that interests so large a 
portion of the country demands the attention of the Senate as much 
as private bills. We have given two or three days to the considera- 
tion of private bills. Why not let us finish this, as it is now before 
the Senate? It can be done within avery short time. I know of no 
speeches of any length that are to be made. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Senator from Minnesota is 
wrong when he speaks of private bills. Proceeding to the Calendar 
is not considering private bills alone. It includes a bill of this char- 
acter as well as any other bill that is unobjected to. We resolved a 
few days ago that we would proceed regularly. Now I suggest to 
my friend from Minnesota, why not go on as we have resolved, and 
finish up the Calendar, and then take up objected cases, and let this 
bill come up among others. I shall not insist on the order if other 
Senators do not. The Senator from Minnesota knows his power over 
me; he knows that his persuasive power I have never yet resisted. 

. WINDOM. If I have any blandishments that<I can exercise 
over the Senator, I hope they will have their effect now, for I should 
really like very much to have the Senate finish this bill. 

Mr. GORDON. I should like to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
how much time he thinks it will take? 

Mr. WINDOM. A half hour or so ought to finish it. I cannot say 
how many amendments there will be; but it cannot certainly take 


ong. 

Mr. GORDON. Then I think we had better go on and finish it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senate 
8 with this bill subject to a call for the regular order? 

e Chair hears none. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I wish to call the attention of the chairman 
or some member of the committee reporting this bill to sections 4 
and 11. Under section 4 actual settlers are authorized to enter upon 
these lands and become owners of them, and under certain limita- 
tions as to time to purchase them. Now I say vey frankly that but 
for that section I could not vote for this bill, I have seen so much 
of the evils of allowing large bodies of land to be tied up indefinitely 
in the States and Territories by railroad corporations and held by 
them year after year for the purpose of enhancing their value to the 
injury of the State or Territory where they may be, that, but for this 
section 4, I would not vote for this bill. 

Section 11 authorizes this company to mortgage all its property ; 
to issue bonds “and to secure the same by mortgage on the whole or 
oe or parts of its railroad and property and rights of property 
of all kinds and descriptions.” The qnery I wish to address to the 
committee is whether or not under this mortgage when it shall be 
executed these purchasers will not take subject to the mortgage, and 
thus in effect section 11 defeat what I conceive to be the good intent 
of section 4? 

Mr. HEREFORD. I desire to draw the attention of the gentleman 
in charge of this bill to an omission from the bill, as I understand, 
that ought to be supplied. I think that when the lands are segre- 
pated, set apart to the railroad 8 so that they know what 

ands they will get, the railroad should pay taxes upon those lands 

according to the laws of the State or Territory through which the 
road passes, the same as any private individual would have to do. 
If the Senator will turn to page 11, at the last part of section 10, there 
is this proviso: 

Provided 


That the grants, 8 and franchises herein made to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Compan areon express condition that said company shall, 
within five years from the of this act, definitely survey and 


of the passa; 
locate the whole line of their said railroad, and file in the Department of the Inte- 
rior a map showing such definite location. 

By that proviso the railroad company has, after the passage of 
this act, five years in which to have the lands segregated and set 
apart; but if we turn further on to section 12 we find this: 

That when said company shall sell or contract to sell, or shall convey, except by 
yey of morass or deed of trust, to aid in the construction of its railroad, any o 
said gran lands after the same shall be earned by said company as aforesaid so 
as to entitle them to sell or convey the same, the lands so sold, contracted, or con- 
veyed shall be subject to taxation according to the laws of the State or Territory 
within which the same may bo situated. 


So that this railroad company pays no taxes on these lands at all, 
to either State or Territory, until it shall have sold them, and then 
the private citizen of course,and not the railroad company, pays taxes 
upon them. I do not see, after the great donation to this road that 
we made by the original act and the extension of time in this bill, 
why, after the lands have been segregated and set apart to the rail- 
road company as they are by the last proviso of section 10, the rail- 
road company themselves should not pay taxes to the States and 
Territories through which they pass. Viy is it, I ask the Senator 
having charge of the bill, that as soon as the company parts withthe 
title and the private citizen obtains the title, then the private citizen 


1878. 


_CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2725 


ays taxes to the State or Territory? Why should the distinction 
be made between the railroad company and the private citizen? I 
ask the Senator who has charge of this bill what is the reason of this 
distinction? What is the reason that the railroad company, as soon 
as land is set apart to it and it owns specific land, should not pay 
taxes on that land? 
With these views of mine, I have prepared an amendment to come 
in at the close of section 10: 


So that it will read, as amended: 

5 grants, privileges, and franchises herein made to the North - 
ern Pacific d Company are on the express condition that said company sh: 
within five years from the date of the passage of this act, definitely survey an 
locate the whole line of their said , and file in the Department of the Inte- 
rior a map showing such definite location: And provided further, That when the 
map shall thus be flled all said lands shall be subject to taxation g to the 
laws of the State or Territory within which the same may be situated. 

I offer that as an amendment, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would say, in answer to the Senator from West 
Virginia, that the provisions of the bill upon this general subject of 
taxation are similar to the provisions in other bills which have been 
passed heretofore in aid of the construction of railroads. It is said 
that to compel the company to pay taxes on all unearned land—and 
that is the proposition of the Senator from West Virginia—would be 
to impose a burden on the cepa which would be very oppressive 
indeed. The amendment of the 3 from West Virginia, if I 
understand it correctly, is to the effect that whenever these lands 
are segregated by the filing of the map of definite location in the 
Department of the Interior, then all lands included in the grant, 
whether earned or unearned, are to be subject to taxation according 
to the laws of the State or Territory in which they may happen to be. 
That raises the very important question whether we should impose 
that restriction upon this company when the very object of the leg- 
islation is to aid the company in the construction of this great na- 
tional enterprise. 

Mr. BAYARD. The object of this amendment, as I understand it, 
seems to be a very fair and just one. It is to subject the corporate 
8 in land to the samo taxes that individual property would 

subject to; and further than that it gives them five years exemp- 
tion absolutely. If an individual settler shall become the owner of 
any portion of this domain, eo instanti he is subject to taxation upon 
his land. It certainly would be equitable that property held in 
corporate title or by artificial persons should be subject to the same 
taxation as that held by individuals, natural persons. Therefore, 
unless some such modification be made as is suggested by the honor- 
able Senator from West Virginia, by which there may be at some 
period a subjection to local taxation of lands held by the company in 
its corporate capacity, it seems to me the bill should not pass. 

While the United States Government desire to facilitate the creation 
of railroads in the country, they do not propose that the States 
whether 1 organized or States in embryo shall be deprived of 
the natural fund by which they may support themselves and their 
governments by taxation. I am therefore inclined to consider it 
reasonably just that some such amendment as that offered by the 
Senator from West Virginia should be adopted now, unless it is ex- 
pressly understood that the corporate property is not to bear its share 
ee in any community that applies to the property of indi- 
viduals. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I can readily see the force of the proposition to 
make the lands subject to taxation after they have been earned and 
patented to the company ; but the proposition to subject all the un- 
earned lands to taxation the moment they are withdrawn by the 
filing of a map would certainly impose a very heavy burden on the 
company, and it would be to inaugurate a policy in reference to this 
matter that never has been insisted on in any former legislation of 
this character. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The amendment that I offer is to come in at 
the end of section 10, and is in these words: 

And provided further, That when the map shall thus be filed all said lands shall 
be subject to taxation according to the laws of the State or Territory within which 
tho same may be situated, 

The Senator from Oregon says that these lands should not be taxed 
until the railroad company has earned them; but we know as a prac- 
tical fact that the citizens of California and Nevada and the Terri- 
tories east of them had to deal with this question in connection with 
the present Union and Central Pacific Railroad Companies. The 
States and Territories through which these railroads pass are deprived, 
and have been, of power to tax the lands of these companies. The 
3 operation in these cases—and I have no doubt it will be 

1ere—is that, if you wait as suggested by the Senator from Oregon 
until a patent is taken out, the railroad companies will not take their 
patents out at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Compel them to take them out. 

Mr. HEREFORD. There is no provision in this bill to compel them 
to take them out. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I have no objection to a provision of that kind. 

Mr. HEREFORD. There is no provision in this bill to compel the 
railroad company to take ont patents at any time. There is provision 
in it to have the lands segregated, surveyed, and a map filed showing 
what lands they claim, so that no settler can go thereupon without 


becoming an intruder on the railroad lands; but there is no pro- 
vision in this bill compelling the company to take ont patents at any 
time; so that we do not know as the bill stands ay when the 
company will commence to pay tax on these lands at all. The framer 
of this bill has been very careful to make the private individual, as 
soon as he buys from the company, although it may not have * 
a patent, pay taxes eo instanti on his making a purchase. If the pri- 
vate individual should pay tax, why not, the moment before the deed 
to him is executed from the railroad company, require the railroad 
company itself to pay it? Why should not the large incorporated 
property-holder pay taxes as well as the private individual? I sug- 
gest to the gentlemen who live in those States and Territories that 
in this way they can better than any other obtain taxes from the 
railroad companies to help support their States and Territories. 

Mr. WINDOM. A single word in answer to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from West Virginia. It would tax the lands 
before the road was completed. Theroad might never be completed, 
and if it never should be it would simply transfer this strip of Gov- 
ernment land into the hands of tax speculators, which I think would 
not be a good thing to do. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I do not think that is sufficient, because it would 
not pass the title. The Senator from Minnesota is too a lawyer 
to say that by their paying a tax on it that wonld pass the title. The 
title has not yet passed out of the General Government. 

Mr. WINDOM. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The patent has not yet been issued, and all the 
railroad would lose by that would be the taxes they had paid to the 
various States and Territories; but the title would not have passed 
by an ay machinery whatever, because the title yet remains in the Gen- 
eral Government, no patent having issued. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator proposes to authorize the Territories 
to tax these lands before the road is built, as a matter of course we 
must presume that the Territories will have some way of enforcin 
that taxation. There is no other way but by sale; and if his amend- 
ment would have any effect at all, it would have the effect to author- 
ize the Territories to sell the public lands and hand them over to 
speculators. 

Mr. McMILLAN, The General Government parting with her title. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota, granting 
the power of taxation in the territorial islature or in the Legis- 
lature of the State in which these lands may lie, does not that premise 
an ownership, and must not that ownership be in the company be- 
fore the company can be called upon for the tax? Then will not the 
case stand thus, that you are imposing upon the corporate owner the 
same duty of responding to his share of the burdens of government 
that you ask of the individual? Is there any hardship init? And 
can there be a taxation upon this corporation for which it and its 
property will be responsible, until the fact of ownership has accrued 
under this grant? 

Mr. WINDOM. Under the amendment pro by the Senator 
from West Virginia, yes; the land would be subject to taxation upon 
the filing of the map; but the company might never complete the 
road, an F wgee we authorize taxation upon the Government 
land and land that may always be owned by the Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I understand the object of the honorable Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, it is simply to put the corporate owner of 
real estate upon the level of the individual owner. Indeed I think 
the present amendment is more favorable to the corporate owner, 
because it provides for the 88 of a postponement of the assess- 
ment or collection of taxes from him for five years, whereas, as I under- 
stand, if to-morrow any individual natural person purchases land 
within these Territories, ipso facto he would become liable for taxa- 
tion to the Territory. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Delaware will observe that if 
the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia is adopted 
it is a consent upon the part of the Government of the United States 
that these lands, public lands of the United States, shall be taxed. 
The tax is in rem, and not upon the corporation. A tax upon land is 
a tax upon the land itself, and of course all the proceedings under 
the tax will be against the land, and the land may be disposed of, the 
General Government assenting to the taxation of her own land. 
That it is entirely competent forher to do; and all these lands would 
pass under a title of that kind to whoever should become the pur- 
chaser at a tax sale. 

Mr. HEREFORD. All there is in that is what the Senator from 
Minnesota is very familiar with, as are all Senators from the Western 
States. I know especially in the States of California and Nevada all 
that would amount to would be the taxing of the ae pares right of 
the railroad. In the States of California and Nevada ay, they 
tax the possessory right of parties there upon Government property. 
Persons are settled all over those States and Territories upon the Gov- 
ernment land, and the States tax their 1 right. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will look at his amendment he 
will see that it is not a tax upon the possessor’s right; it is a tax upon 
the land; it is a permission of the General Government that these 
lands belonging to the General Government shall be taxed, and of 
course any title obtained under a proceeding resulting in a tax sale 
would vest the title in the purchaser. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It seems to me this matter ought to go over for 
a day anyhow. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. To put the lands along this continual line of 
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railroad in such a position that tax speculators could acquire title 
to them would be a proceeding that I should not be willing to con- 
sent to. 

Mr. TELLER. It does seem to me, Mr. President, that neither this 
railroad company nor any one else ought to pay taxes on land until 
it becomes the owner of the land. Until it has earned the land it 
seems to me the company ought not to pay taxes on it. After it has 
earned the land, or at least within a reasonable time after, it should 
pay taxes. I had pro to strike out the twelfth section and in- 
sert in place of that a provision that after a certain time the lands 
should be subject to taxation. I think the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia goes too far in taxing the land in accordance 
with the rule adopted in Nevada and California, before the railway 
company had a legal title to the land. I think the amendment ought 
to be modified in that particular, or else it ought to be rejected. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it seems to me that this section 
12 is a fair provision in such a bill. It is to be remembered that this 
company takes nothing in the way of asubsidy. Nothing has been 
granted to it except this t of lands. From these it must receive 
all the proceeds for building the road. Section 12 provides that this 
land shall be subject to taxation when the company shall sell or con- 
tract to sell the land or shall convey it, except by way of poi 28 
or deed of trust. This exception must be made in order to make the 
lands at all available. Certainly they could not be used at all if they 
were taxed to a ter extent than Sk wean by this section. 

Now, with such a grant as is prop here, this 8 proposes 
to build a line of road across this continent, benefiting all the com- 
munities through which it shall pass, conferring greater benefits upon 
the Territories, upon the political communities who will be affected 
by it than any benefit they could receive in the way of a tax upon 
the lands. They will receive benefits indirectly from the construc- 
tion of this road, which will more than compensate them for this 

rivilege or reservation, partially reserved from taxation as these 
ands are; and it seems to me that the provision in section 12isa 
fair one, fair to the settlers, fair to the political communities along 
the line of this road, and fair to the road itself. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I think enough has been developed in the dis- 
cussion of this matter to satisfy the Senate that there ought to be 
some provision here, whether it take the form of the amendment I 
offered or that of the Senator from Colorado or some other, to com- 
pel this railroad company to take out a patent at some time and to fix 
a time when the rights of the States and Territories to tax the lands 
shall commence. Therefore I think the bill had better go over until 
to-morrow and then it can be completed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The object of the honorable Senator from West 
Virginia and also of the honorable Senator from Delaware is, as they 
have stated, to secure the same liability on the part of the company 
as on the part of the settlers, to make their liability to taxation the 
same. The amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia 
does not do that. The bill does not provide as it stands now that all 
lands as soon as contracted or sold to a settler or any person else shall 
be subject to taxation, but only those that are sold that have been 
earned by the company. Now, the proposition of the amendment is 
to make the company pay taxes on all lands, earned and unearned, 
within the limits of the grant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia to the amendment of 
the Committee on Railroads. 

aa WINDOM. I hope the Senators amendment will not be 
agi to. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will modify it, at the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, so as to read: 

And i at furie; That when the map shall thus be filed all said lands, 
when the same s have been earned by the ssid company, shall be subject to 


taxatiòn according to the laws of the State or Territory within which the same 
may be situated. 


Mr. WINDOM. I admit the plausibility of the argument of the 
Senator from West Virginia; but I call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that in the railroad grants which have been made hitherto 
the provision he seeks to insert not been im d. In some cases 
in my own State the courts have held that the loads were subject to 
taxation under the general provision. Now, I am perfectly willin 
that the same conditions that have existed heretofore shall exist wi 
reference to this road; but I want to say to the Senate that, if the 
object in passing this bill be to enable the company to raise money 
to construct the road, I think the amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia would defeat that object, for this reason: no one 
would buy the bonds of a company whose lands were subject to be 
sold out under taxation by one of the Territories. 1 do not think 
3 would purchase the bonds under those conditions. We 
know that legislation in the Territories is not always of the best con- 
sidered character, and everybody to whom the securities of the com- 


pan should be offered would see that under this amendment the 
= s * sold out from under them. I think that we might 
safely rest t 


as other companies have rested, upon the provisions 
which have existed in other bills, and leave the courts to construe 
this power of taxation as they have done in other cases. I hope the 
amendment will be voted down, and I will not take any more time. 

The PRESIDENT pro ea The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia. 
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Mr. HEREFORD called for the yeas and nays, and they were 


ordered. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. So far as any irregularity of legislation by the Ter- 
ritories is concerned, that is always within the remedial power of 
Congress. If any discrimination of a hostile character against this 
corporation or its property shall be made by a territorial Legislature, 
it will be within the power of Congress to remedy it always. I think 
that posos of that objection. But I submit to the Senate and to the 
honorable Senator from Minnesota whether there is not a very grave 
question at stake here in this amendment. It isthe exemption of 
any property within an organized government from a fait contribu- 
tion to the support of that government. It seems to me very plain 
that as the power of taxation is necessary, is essential to the mainte- 
nance of 121 autonomy worthy of the name of government 

77 85 WIN. a5 May I interrupt the Senator by asking a question 
at that point 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwas about to state a proposition, but I will hear 
the Senator. 

Mr. WINDOM. Excuse me. 

Mr. BAYARD. Therefore it is a very serious question, when you 
shall establish any pro within a government not subject to its 
jurisdiction as to taxation. I think it is anti-republican; I think it 
is dangerous under any form, and, with the amendment as it has now 
been modified by the Senator from West Virginia, the company is 
placed precisely, as to its corporate property, on a level with the nat- 
ural person who owns property inthe same jurisdiction. If I wanted— 
a desire which I am very far from entertaining—to create a popular 
7 55 against any class of property-owners within a community, 

should arbitrarily exempt them from their fair share of the public 
burdens, and when the inequity of that exemption should come to be 
known by the community, depend upon it they would find means in 
some way or other to e that property less secure. There can be 
no hardship in insisting in the present case upon the correlative duty 
of taxation and protection. erever there is the expense gone to 
of a government, then every description of property within that juris- 
diction should bear its fair share of the burdens necessary to carry it 
on. Corporate property should bear the same and no more than the 
Sopa of natural persons. 

. WINDOM. The question I wished to ask the Senator from Del- 
aware was this: his argument is based upon the theory that this bill 
does exempt these lands ; I do not find the provision exempting them. * 

Mr. BAYARD. Then this amendment goes no further than to sub- 
ject to taxation the corporate property equally with private property. 

Mr. WINDOM. But the Senator assumed that there was something 
in the bill which positively exempted them from taxation. 

Mr. BAYARD. If this shall provide for that expressly, it does no 


rm. 

Mr. WINDOM. No. The difference is this: without this amend- 
ment we say nothing on the subject; at least we do not prohibit tax- 
ation; there is no express exemption ; but with this amendment you 
expressly provide that these lands shall be put under the control of 
the Territories and the States for taxation. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the principle of the amendment is unobjection- 
able, I can see no reason why it should not be adopted. 

Mr. WINDOM. The principle of the amendment is very objection- 
able, and the Senator’s argument is objectionable too, because it is 
based on an assumption that does not exist in the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the amendment will be adopted. I can see 
no sound objection to it. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. President, as I shall vote against this amendment, 
I ought to give my reason, and I shall do so very briefly. Here is a 
bankrupt company coming to us asking for an extension of its time 
in order to be able to complete the ro: Now, in giving them that 
extension, it seems to be desirable and necessary not to inflict upon 
them new terms, differing entirely from anything that has been here- 


tofore prescribed, as I understand, for any railroad t. Ishould 
like to ask the chairman of the Committee on sif I am right? 

Mr. MITCHELL. What does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. EATON. I refer to the taxation of the lands granted to rail- 
roads as being different in this case from the exercise of any such 
power by Con heretofore. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ido not know that I understand the Senator. 


Mr. EATON. Here it is proposed to tax property unearned as be- 


ar og to the railroad company. 
r. CHELL. That is not the proposition of this bill; that is 
e Eda peter of the amendment. 

r. EATON. I know it is, and so far as I know it has never been 
ey SE which Con has heretofore approved. 

. MITCHELL. I understand the Senator now. It is entirely 
different from anything ever heretofore proposed. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Lexpressly provide in the amendment that they 
are to be subject to State and territorial taxation when they shall 
have earned a right to a patent for this land; or, in other words, that 
when they are in equity the owners of the land they shall pay taxes 


on it. 

Mr. EATON. And I understand that the same general law which 
heretofore has been made to apply to other railroad companies under 
similar circumstances will be made to apply to this road by the bill 
in this respect. That is all that I desire. I never shall give a vote 
hereafter, if I should live and a vote should come up, to grant lands 
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for railroad purposes so that there will ever be a discussion in this 
body with regard to taxation upon those lands. I never have done 
it, and I never will do it; but Ido not desire to inflict a punishment 
1 this company that comes here and asks for a concession at our 
an 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not precisely understand what the Senator 
from West Virginia means by saying “ when the land shall have been 
earned. 


Mr. HEREFORD. When they shall have conformed to the stipu- 
lations of the contract with the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. And received title to the land? 

Mr. HEREFORD. When they shall be entitled to demand a title; 
when they shall have done all that is required 8 Government; 
then they have the right to demand a patent. en that period has 
arrived, although they may not ask for sno parent, as they do notin 
the case of other railroad companies, yet if they have earned their 
right to it, then the amendment provides that they shall pay taxes 


upon it. 
Mr. ALLISON. Su the lands have not been surveyed? 
Mr. HEREFORD. The previous part of the provision provides that 


they shall be surveyed and the map filed. The Senator certainly has 
not read the first part of this same provision, 

Mr. SARGENT. Thesurveys proceed in accordance with our appro- 
priations, sometimes large, sometimes small, for the last two or t 
years so small as to be searcely enough to pay the office expenses, 
and complaint comes from the whole country they cannot get sur- 
veys made. Suppose that policy of stinginess in appropriations for 
surveying land continues, what then? How are people to acquire 
title to their homesteads? You arrest the settlement of the States 
and Territories, If that policy continues a few years more, of what 


advan is it to put a brutum fulmen in the bill that there shall be 
surveys? You pa the company in the position of having earned the 
land and not able to get a patent to it from the Government, and you 


say nevertheless it shall be taxed therefor and be liable to be sold 
out by territorial authority. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The Senator from California has said that there 
is a brutum fulmen in this amendment of mine and has said that by 
the stinginess of Congress these lands may not be surveyed. The pro- 
viso says, that has already been adopted 

Mr. ALLISON. What proviso? 

Mr. HEREFORD. This: 

Provi That thi rivil d franchises herein made to the North- 
ern Pacific’ allroad Company are cathe oxpeens condition th that 3 3 
within five years from the date of the of this act, definitely survey an 
locate the whole line of their said railroad, and file in the Department of the Inte- 
rior a map showing such definite location. 


So that I say, in answer to the Senator from California, it does not 
depend upon the stinginess of Congress; but the railroad company 
itself is compelled, after we have donated the lands, to survey them, 
so that it does not depend, and its right to a patent for the land can- 
not be thwarted by the stinginess of Congress. By the proviso the 
committee has reported, the company is compelled to survey these 
lands, and the time when it is entitled to the patent depends upon 
its own act. 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator from West Wirginia is entirely in error 
in regard to this bill requiring the survey of this land by the railroad 
company, or by the Government, or by anybody else. The provision 
of the bill which he has read on page 11 provides for the location of 
the railway line, not for the survey of the public lands. It is simply 
the location of the line, the track, and has nothing whatever to do 
with the survey of the lands. That location probably will be made 
twenty years before a good deal of this land will be surveyed by the 
Government; and if his amendment be adopted, the railroad com- 

any will be in the attitude of paying taxes upon land that had never 
een surveyed at all. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It may not be sectionized, but the part they 
are entitied to has been surveyed by them, for the proviso compels 
them to doit. There may not be a governmental survey and section- 
izing of it, but the provision is—there can be no mistake about it— 

That the grants, privileges, and franchises herein made to the Northern Pacific 

Company are on the express condition that said company shall, within 
five years from the date of the passage of this act, definitely survey and locate— 

Mr. McMILLAN. Survey what? 

Mr. HEREFORD. The whole line of their said railroad.” 

Mr. McMILLAN. The line” of the road. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Then the general terms of the bill fix where 
their lands are. 

8. MITCHELL. But the survey is had simply of the line of the 
road, 

Mr. HEREFORD. Does not the bill provide for that ? 

Mr. SARGENT. There my friend from West Virginia has demon- 
strated that he does not understand the bill, and that perhaps is the 
best argument against his amendment. This is pimp y a provision 
that within five Fears the company shall name through what valleys 
and over what hills they een to run their road; that is, they shall 
definitely survey and locate the line of their road, a narrow line indi- 
cating where the railway track shall subsequently be built. The hard- 
ship I pointed ont to him was that if there was any provision in the 
bill that the United States should survey this land, nevertheless on 
account of pinching appropriations the United States was not survey- 


ing these lands or any others scarcely in all the States and Territories. 
The appropriation for such purposes is pinched down so low that 
there is one universal complaint against the false economy of Congress, 
and I say it is retarding the settlement of the Western States and 
Territories, involving the land titles in inextricable confusion, and 
producing embarrassments of various kinds. 

The proposition is this: the company builds twenty miles of its 
road, and is entitled under this bill if it passes to receive patents 
therefor from the Government. Then by the amendment it is put 
within the power of the territorial Legislature or the State Loge: 
ture to impose taxes upon the land, because in the language of the 
bill they have earned that, they have built the road. Meantime the 
Government has not surveyed the land, sectionized it, so as to sepa- 
rate the odd from the even sections, so that the railroad can know 
which belongs to it, and it cannot sell the lands. It has a mass of 
inert land upon its hands, unsectionized, unsurveyed, upon which it 
is taxed enough to bankrupt any company, with no opportunity to 
derive any revenue from it unless it sells it at hazard. ere is the 
trouble with this amendment. If the amendment went only so far as 
to say that after the land shall have been sectionized by the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the ies are entitled to their pat- 
ents, then they shall be liable to local taxation, there would be no 
objection to it; I think it would be a wholesome provision, and I 
should vote for it; but providing that they shall be taxed merely be- 
cause they have earned the land, when they cannot receive it from 
the Government, shows that the amendment is wrong. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, I did not mean to vote for any 
bill granting lands or subsidies to railroad companies, certainly not 
with the lig ts now before me; and I sympathize with the apparent 
object of the Senator from West Virginia; and yet I cannot vote for 
his amendment, and for a reason that seems to me very obvious, 

This, as the Senator from Connecticut said, is an insolvent corpora- 
tion; it is a corporation into whose losses, unfortunately, great num- 
bers of meritorious people have been drawn. I can speak advisedly 
in that regard, because the people of the State of New York of al- 
most all sorts and conditions suffer seriously by haying and holding 
the bonds of this corporation. The purpose of the bill, not speaking 
alone in the interest of this unfortunate corporation, but speaking 
for the beneficiaries—I hope they will be beneticiaries at some time 
is to attempt to give an opportunity of retrieve, and thus it extends 
the time within which they may complete their work and re-establish 
themselves. It donates no added lands, but diminishes the quantity 
of lands to which the corporation was originally entitled. It im- 
poses, as I am assured by Senators better instructed than I am, con- 
ditions advantageous to settlers and advantageous to the Govern- 
ment, not found in the original bill. 

Now stopping my statement here, it must be perfectly manifest to 
every Senator that the proposal is to extend that measure of relief 
found in added time and somewhat restricted opportunity to this 
corporation, If that be our purpose, surely as the Senator from Con- 
necticut said, we do not wish to make avain motion, we do not wish 
to pass a bill in the name of relief for this multitude of parties con- 
cerned and at the same time throttle and defeat it. 

Then what does the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
propose? Taking hold of the words that the company are to survey 
the line of their road—not lands, but the line of their road—he hin 
upon that provision a condition that that survey being made and in 
the language of the amendment they having earned these lands 
(and I confess for one I am unable to construe that word, I think I 
can put at the moment half a dozen cases that might arise in which 
the Senator himself would have great doubt as to the operation of 
that word “earned”) but no matter, he pro when they have 
surveyed their line that all the lands to which they shall then be- 
come constructively entitled shall be subjected to the absolute will 
of the Territory in which those lands may be. Now every Senator 
knows that in the States and in the best conducted States there is 
among assessors, naturally enough, an inclination to distinguish in- 
vidiously against all non-residents, and especially against corpora- 
tions, and still more especially absent corporations. that the Sen- 
ator in the beginning, should his amendment prevail, would subject 
them to the will, to the hostility—using a word which I believe some 
other Senator has employed—of all the territorial Legislatures, the ma- 
jorities, the factions, the coalitions which from time to time may hold 
sway in those Legislatures. It is perfectly obvious to me, it seems to 
me it must be obvious tothe Senator, that that is a provision in deroga- 
tion and in defeat of the objectof the bill. The purpose is,in common 
phrase, to give this corporation another chance. It is ectly idle 
to assume to do that and hope that the bondholders will ever realize 
some part of their great losses if at the same time we so fetter them, 
we put manacles upon them so that we know that they cannot avail 
themselves of the provisions of the bill. I suggest, therefore, to my 
honorable friend that he and I are bound by our votes to express our 
judgments whether, with the existing state of case, we ought to give 
another opportunity to this corporation or not; if not, vote down 
the bill; if we should, do not be Indian-givers; do not give a fing 
and take it back by the provisions with which you impede it and loa, 
it down. 

Then it seems to me this bill, as Senators have insisted, is a fair 
exception to the general rule of jadgment which I hope prevails in 
the Senate, to set our faces like flint against subsidies for railroads, 
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against fresh grants to railroads. I do not say that some case might 
not arise which would be an exception. I speak of the general rule. 
Here is not a grant, but it is the continuance of a restricted oppor- 
tunity for this corporation, to retrieve itself not so much as to retrieve 
the fortunes of unnumbered people upon whom t calamities have 
fallen. It is within my knowledge that in the State of New York 

rsons not of that class most able to take care of themselves were 
induced by proper means or by others—I do not know—to invest in 
these bonds nearly the whole, if not absolutely the whole, of the earn- 
ings which they had accumulated or which had been bequeathed to 
them. In the interest of those persons, saying nothing about this 
corporation, if there is an 1 upon fair and just terms for 
them to work out the original destiny of this nt, let them do it, 
and particularly I say let them do it under a bill which has already, 
as Senators familiar with it assure us, numerous safeguards which 
were not originally found in the act under which they originally pro- 


ceeded. 

I shall vote for the bill upon that understanding; and I hope the 
honorable Senator from West Virginia will see that his amendment 
is so far in hostility to that general purpose that although we may 
all sympathize with his wish in that regard, he may see that he ought 
to withhold it in this instance. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. President, the Senator from New York has 
not satisfied me; he may have satisfied the rest of the Senate; but 
he has not given me sufficient reasons why the property of railroad 
companies should not be dealt with exactly as the property of private 
individuals; in other words, when they own land or are entitled toa 
deed therefor from the General Government, I do not see why they 
re not be compelled to pay taxes the same as a private indi- 
vidual. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will my honorable friend let me interrupt him 
for a moment? Can he put any case, whether the Government be 
the grantor or anybody else be the grantor, in which taxes are visited 
upon heirs or descendants or any parties until they become seized, 
until the title inures to their benefit. Does the Senator know of a 
case of taxes imposed ry ee an incorporeal right, at some future day 
to become possessed of land? Does the Senator know such a case ? 

Mr. HEREFORD. The Senator from New York is too good a law- 
yer to think that that is a parallel case. In the first place I will try 
to restate the question that the Senator puts to me. Do I know of 
any instance where the heirs or the devisees of an estate are taxed 
before they come into possession of it or have the title? I do not 
know that I do know a case where the heirs or devisees are so taxed ; 
but I will put this question as an answer to the Senator from New 
Vork: Does he not know that the property is taxed which those par- 
ties inherit? In other words, if A died and devised certain real and 
personal property to B, C, and D, although B, C, and D, the devisees, 
mee not eo nomine pay taxes, the property itself pays taxes; and that 
is all that we ask here, that this aio shall pay these taxes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The potperty elongs to the United States. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The property does not belong to the United 
States as soon as these parties have gained the title. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I desire to suggest to the Senator from West 
Virginia one difficulty in his way. He must recognize the fact that 
it is impossible to tax these lands as the lands of the company until 
they are identified. It is but a mere a until the Govern- 
ment has surveyed the lands into townships and sections so that the 
Government can identify its own alternate sections and so that the 
alternate sections of the company also may be ascertained. Until 
then it is utterly impracticable to impose any tax whatever upon the 
lands. That I think must be evident to every one. The company 
certainly have no authority to survey the public lands of the United 
States for the United States and to establish their principal merid- 
ians, their township and their range lines; nor is it likely the Gov- 
ernment would ever give to any corporation any such power. I sug- 

est this as one of the difficulties in the way of the amendment as it 
is now worded. If the Senator wishes to make his amendment spe- 
cific and to make it practicable at all, he should make the lands tax- 
able when the 5 become entitled to a patent. 

Mr. HEREFORD. That is exactly what my amendment does, if 
the Senator from Michigan will allow me. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I understood the Senator's amendment to be 
when they had earned the land. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Yes, sir. 

Mr.CHRISTIANCY. They may earn the lands five or ten or fifteen 
years before the Government surveys a foot of them, and those lands 
that are not yet surveyed certainly cannot be taxed. There is the 
difficulty. They cannot become entitled to their patent until the 
lands are surveyed, so that they can be identified. 

Mr. HEREFORD. That brings us back to right where the whole 
discussion started. In the latter part of section 12, to which I have 
drawn the attention of the Senate, is the provision—I will read the 
whole section— . 

aee va said 3 . Gree 8 to r = ener presets 8 except by 

101 or deed rus 0 A n the construction o railroad, an 
dail granted onda after the e, shall be earned by said company— 10 

Tho very language that I use with regard to the railroad; I will 
go back again: 

Sec. 12. That when said ges nad shall sell or contract. to sell, or shall entat, 
except by way of mortgage or deed of trust, to aid in the construction of its rall- 


yas 


road, any of said granted lands after the same shall be earned by said corn 
con- 


aforesaid so as to entitle them to sell or convey the same, the so sold, 
tracted, or conveyed shall be suljject to taxation. 


So that in the hands of a private citizen the lands are subject to 
taxation by the terms of this bill, subject to taxation when the rail- 
road company shall have earned them. I only desired to have the 
same restriction “ when they shall have earned them“ applied to the 
railroad company that is applied by the bill to the private citizen. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what 
he will tax before the Government surveys have been made ? 

Mr. HEREFORD. Allow me to ask the Senator from Michigan 
how they will tax the private citizen under that section. 

Mr, CHRISTIANCY. They can tax neither until there has been 
a survey to identify the land taxed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The answer to the Senator from West Virginia 
is that there will be no contracts made until the lands are surveyed. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I do not know about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not wish to occupy the time of the Senate, 
but to say that I shall vote against the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia; and, so far from misunderstanding its 
import, I think he has absolutely demonstrated that the amendment 
is totally impracticable, for the reason that it is impossible to tax 
these lands until they are surveyed. That must be evident. Now, 
the Government is to survey the lands. Here are two thousand miles 
of country for an extent forty miles in width, and no portion of the 
lands can be identified until the Government praves its surveys there. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then they cannot be taxed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then they cannot be taxed; but in the mean time 
they may be absolutely earned by the company; and that is the 
difficulty with the amendment, because, the moment the railway is 
completed in a given number of sections, that moment the company 
has earned the land. But the lands cannot be taxed until they are 
surveyed by the Government, and when they are they may be sold 
by the railway company; and even under section 12 those lands can- 
not be surveyed until the Government surveys are applied to them. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I think lands that this railroad company can 
mortgage or put a deed of trust upon can and ought to be taxed. 
They have a mats under this bill to mortgage or put a deed of trust 
on this whole line of road and all the ds; and if they have a 
right to mortgage or put a deed of trust on the land, why not tax 
that land which they mortgage, why not tax that which they puta 
deed of trust upon? They have got to find something to mortgage. 
They can identify it well enongh to 7 a mortgage upon it; they 
can identify it well enough to put a deed of trust upon it; and if it 
can be identified well enough for that purpose, why can it not be well 
enough identified to allow the States and Territories to tax it, to tax 
the very thing that they mortgage? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator will allow me, I will answer 
that question. A mere right, a mere floating right to land not yet 
identitied by a particular location, is subject to mortgage. It can be 
mortgaged ; but it is mortgaged as a mere floating right, and it does 
not become a mortgage on the land itself until that land is identified 
by an authorized survey. That is the difference. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Do I understand the Senator from Michigan to 
bie Aa when they give this mortgage it is not a mortgage on land? 

. CHRISTIANCY. It is not a mort on land strictly, It 
does not touch any specific piece or parcel of land. 

Mr. HEREFORD. But is it not a mortgage on land? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It is a mortgage on a mere right to have 
some particular tract of land to a certain amount set out by a survey 
and when thus set out it will be and will operate as a mortgage of 
the land itself, but not before. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Does not this mortgage and do not all similar 
mortgages profess to mortgage land? They do not profess to mort- 
gage a 3 right, an illusory something; they profess to mort- 


gage land. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It may profess what it pl and so you 
reed 5 to tax land when the land is not e eee by a survey 
and the grant is to consist of alternate sections of land when it is 
surveyed. But let me ask the Senator this question: Suppose land 
is sold under a tax of that kind, what sort of a title would the Sen- 
ator get if he bought it off? Can he tell me where his land is? 

Mr. HEREFORD. I cannot tell where the identical land is, 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Then it is not his land. 

Mr. HEREFORD, I can find no trouble in giving the States the 
right to tax that land according to the amendment I have offered. 

r. BAYARD. Mr. President, the phrase used by the honorable 
Senator from West Virginia, that the lands shall be taxed only when 
they have been earned by the company, seems to me to be a term of 
clear signification. In order to ascertain what you mean by “earned” 
you refer to the land grant, and by that grant ascertain that pari passu 
with the building of the road, the title to certain lands shall accrue 
to the corporation, and when they have performed certain conditions- 
precedent they shall become the owners of a certain body of land. 
Therefore it is not difficult of ascertainment; it is not a vague and 
uncertain phrase to say that taxation shall follow the period of the 
earning of the land. I think there can be no obscurity, because the 
terms of the act itself explain it. Now it is very plain that if there 
shall be such a lack of power to identify the land that is to be taxed, 
then the power of taxation will not be exerted, then the tax will not 
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be levied and it will not be paid, and no hardships whatever can ac- | same impositions, the same taxation, and the same burdens with the 


crue to the company. 

There was thrown out just now by the Senator from New York the 
suggestion that there should be a sense of personal sympathy accom- 
pe ying our legislation on this subject, because the land grants, made, 

may say, with such recklessness to this company, have entirely 
failed in their object, and because their mismanagement or misfor- 
tune has brought bankraptey and ruin upon a vast body of the most 
deserving citizens, and that therefore we should exempt this property 
from the ordinary burdens to which property every where else is liable, 
as a gratuity to a great body of distressed citizens. I respectfully 
demur to that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether 
or not in all instances heretofore that has not been the case, and that 
on departure from that would be an exception distinguishing against 
this company ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that this bill is in substance the re- 
creation of a new corporation, The old corporation, whether by fault 
or misfortune, has become practically defunct, and all the property. 

franchises, powers, privileges, and advantages which were of the old 
corporation are hereby vested in a new one in order that there shall 
be a new start, free and unembarrassed from the calamities caused 
by prior mismanagement or misfortune, as the case may be. It seems 
to me when we are providing for that and providing for it by a mere 
gratuitous act, if there were any omissions, any want of care in the 
acts that preceded this in regard to the original Northern Pacific Com- 
pany, we should take care to supply them. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. But I referred not to the original company under 
this grant, but to other railroad corporations to which grants 
have been made. That was the reference. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think that this act should stand or fall by its own 
merits. I do not think the demerits of other legislation should be 
suffered to control this present act. Ido not propose now to speak 
of the recklessness with which Congress has legislated in respect to 
the public domain and the public credit. The past I suppose cannot 
be recalled; but it may teach us something for the future; and now 
when it is ros to establish in these embryo States a class of 
property which shall have the right to claim protection from the laws 
and shall not be called upon to respond for any portion of the public 
burden that does so protect them, I must enter my protest and against 
it I shall record my vote. The grant is munificent enough without 
creating a class of property that shall not be responsible for its fair 
share of public expenses. 

I believe the amendment of the honorable Senator from West Vir- 

inia as now modified by him will prevent the assessment or the col- 
ection of one dollar of tax upon this property until it is as capable 
of identification and of subjection to taxation as the property of any 
private individual, and I do not think that more should be asked for 
the corporate property than for the 2 of natural persons, but 
that both should respond alike to a fair share of the public burdens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
grenon is on the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia to 
t S 5 amendment, upon which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, 

Mr. BAILEY. Is this amendment open to amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I move to amend so that the section shall read 
as follows: 

That when said lands shall have been surve and the company shall have be- 
come entitled to a patent for the same, they shall be subject to taxation according 
to the laws of the State or territory within which they are situated. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I accept that amendment. That will carry out 
the very idea. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I had prepared a similar amendment to take 
the place of section 12. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to vote for the bill, but I cannot do so if the 
lands of the company are exempt from taxation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Where does the Senator from Tennessee propose 
that the amendment shall come in? 

Mr. BAILEY. I propose to strike out all after the word “when” 
the second word in the twelfth section, down to the word “ conveyed” 
in the sixth line, and insert this. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will withdraw the amendment which I offered 
so that the Senator from Tennessee can offer the one that he has in- 
dicated. It meets my view. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask that the amendment be reported so that 
we may understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee will 
please send his amendment to the Chair. 5 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to say only one word. I wish to vote for 
this bill, because I think it is fair and right that the persons who 
have been encouraged by an act of Congress to invest capital to the 
amount of $25,000, or $30,000,000 in the endeavor to build this 
Northern Pacific Railroad shall not forfeit all their rights and forfeit 
all their capital simply because a great misfortune has befallen the 
country, simply because they have lost their rights under former 
acts of Con by reason of commercial disaster. But it seems to 
me that when this railroad company shall have become entitled to 
these lands, so that they have vested, or by any act of their own the 
title may vest in them, they should be subject to the same laws, the 


pone of the States or Territories in which the railroad lands may be 
ocated ; and Ifor one, shall never consent to vote for any bill that 
will give to a corporation powers, rights, and privileges, not neces- 
sarily incident to the corporate existence, that are not accorded to 
individuals. Therefore, I offer the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia is withdrawn. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Tennessee, 

Mr. ALLISON. That is so essentially different from the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia that it seems to me 
it can be agreed to without the yeas and nays. I see no objection to 
that amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for the yeas and nays will 
be recalled by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK, In the twelfth section, commencing in line 1, 
it is proposed to strike out the following words: 

Said company shall sell or contract to sell or shall convey, except by way of mort- 
face or deed of trust, to aid in the construction of its railroad, any of said 
ands, after the same shall be earned by said company as aforesaid so as to entitle 
them to sell or convey the same, the lands so sold, contracted, or conveyed ; 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The lands shall have beon surveyed and the company shall have become entitled 
to patents for the same, they; 

So as to make the section read: 

That when the lands shall have been surveyed and the company shall have be- 
come entitled to patents for the same, they shall be subject to taxation according 
to the laws of the State or Territory within which the same may be situated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I inquire of the Senator from Tennessee if he 
has any objection to inserting after the word “surveyed” the words 
“by the Government.” I think it will be satisfactory to all concerned 
if he inserts those words. 

Mr. BAILEY. Unless the bill provides or some previous legislation 
provides that these lands shall be surveyed by the companies them- 
selves and not by the Government. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the previous legislation provides 
tiay shall be surveyed by the Government. 

r. BAILEY. Otherwise those words would make the amendment 
inoperative 1 50 esa 

r. HEREFORD. Unless I am misinformed as to the law, it is 
true that the General Government surveys the lands. It reserves 
always that right, but it surveys them at the expense of the com- 
pany. That I believe is the ponera law. There is a law of Congress 
that does provide that while it is the duty of the General Govern- 
ment, and she reserves to herself the power, to survey these lands, yet 
it is to be done at the expense of the company. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That would not touch this question, would not 
affect it at all. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I think it would, unless it be said “surveyed 
by the Government at the expense of the railroad company.” 

Mr. WINDOM. No, Mr. President, I cannot consent to that propo- 
sition. I would rather have the vote on the amendment as it is. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Why not? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iunderstand the Senator from Tennessee assents 
to the proposition to insert the words“ by the Government of the 
United States.” Certainly there can be no objection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. My assent was given conditionally, as I do not 
understand what the former legislation upon the subject may have 
been. I understood it to be asserted in debate here that it was pro- 
vided by former legislation that the lands should be surveyed by the 


company. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Snrveyed by the General Government, but at 
the expense of the company. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am not aware of any provision of law by which 
railroad companies are permitted to make Government surveys. I 
apprehend that the Government, through its Congress, would never 
permit a railroad company to survey the public lands into subdivis- 
ions when the railroad company was to receive the lands that were 
thus surveyed. Certainly the Government has reserved that right to 


itself. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that 
nobody has asserted that right in the oyo pani I have distinctly 
asserted the contrary doctrine. Isay that the Government reserves 
to itself the right and power to survey these lands, but at the expense 


of the com nai 2 

Mr. MeMIL AN. Isup this amendment would merely serve 
to identify the lands which are to be taxed, that is, lands granted for 
railroad p or otherwise shall be surveyed by the Government 
of the United States, not by the States through which the roads may 
pass at their pleasure, in an bi There certainly can be no objec- 
tion to inserting those words. They fully identify the lands which 
are to be taxed. I hope the Senate will see the propriety of permit- 
ting these words to be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
accept the amendment? 

Mr. MITCHELL, I hope the Senator from Tennessee will accept 
it and let it pass. 


Does the Senator from Tennessee 
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Mr. BAILEY. Yes; let the amendment read “surveyed by the 
Government under the existing or any future laws.” 


Mr. MITCHELL. There is no objection to that. Say “surveyed: 


by the Government under the ry ON any future legislation.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment to the amendment, as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all of section 12 
down to and including the word “conveyed,” in line 6, and in lieu 
of those words to insert: 

That when the lands shall have been surveyed by the United States and the com- 
pany shall have become entitled to patents for the same, they; 

So as to read: 

That when the lands shall have been surveyed by the United States and the com- 
pany shall have become entitled to patents for the same, Sey att be subject to 
taxation according to the laws of the State or Territory wi which the same 
may be situated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. I accept the modification of my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] to suggest an amendment to the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Tennessee has accepted that 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the insertion 
of the words “under existing laws” after the word “surveyed” to be 


suggested, 
Nir. HEREFORD. Yes; “surveyed under ee Sweet 
Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Tennessee accepted my 
amendment that the survey shall be made by the Uni States 


simply. 

Mr. HEREFORD. “Surveyed under existing law.” We did not 
accept the whole of the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I made no such suggestion as that. : 

Mr. HEREFORD. The idea of the Senator from Tennessee, as I 
understand, is that it is to be surveyed by the United States under 
existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Tennessee has heard the 
amendment read, and I think it is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the amendment as it stands now substan- 
tially reaches the object. If the law already provides that the ex- 
pense of the survey shall be borne 1 e company, I do not see that 
this langnage changes that law in the slightest degree, and so I am 
content with the amendment as it stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment as modified. The call for the yeas and nays 
has been withdrawn. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD. I wish to call attention again to a matter that 
I alluded to a short time since in section 11. I move to amend that 
section by ce after the word “descriptions,” in line 7, the 
words “subject to the provisions of section 4 of this act;” so as to 
read: 

That the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company is hereby authorized to issue 
its bonds, from time to time, not exceeding $25,000 per mile, to aid in the construc- 
tion and equipment of its road, and to secure the same by mortgage on the whole 
or any part or parts of its railroad and property and rights of property of all kinds 
and descriptions, subject to the provisions of section 4 of this act, with the rights, 
privileges, and fraue thereto appertaining, &c. 


A single word, Mr. President, will explain my purpose and show 
whether my amendment affects it or not. As I before said, I could 
not vote for this bill did it not contain section 4, which opens these 
grants of land to actual settlers. In other words, I could never con- 
sent to vote for a bill that would allow a railroad company to hold 
the grant as lands are still held in the State of Iowa, and as they 
might be held under the former system of granting lands, for twenty 
years, in order to enhance their price and keep them from settlement. 
Section 4 allows these lands, under certain restrictions, to be occu- 
pied, settled, and brought into nse. Section 11 authorizes the com- 
pany to mortgage the whole of its property. The question has arisen 
with me whether or not section 11 does not nullify section 4. If they 
can mortgage their entire property, then the person who enters upon 
and settles the land and buys it and pays for it runs the risk of hav- 
ing to pay for it again under the mortgage. Therefore I move to 
insert the words I have named in section 11, so that when mortgaging 
the land the mort; will understand that they are taking the 
mortgage subject to the rights of the persons named in section 4 of 
the act. The result will be, I apprehend, that the mortgages would 
contain a stipulation that the moneys paid shall go into the hands of 
a trustee for the benefit of the mortgagees all the time, and thus the 
mort be made safe, and the company in no way a loser. 

Mr. WINDOM. I am not sure that I understand the effect of the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Iowa. If I do, I think 
there is no objection toit. He pro that when a mortgage is made 
the rights of the settlers under the fourth section shall not be dis- 
turbed, but that the amount paid for the lands shall go to the pay- 
ment of the mortgage debt. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD. I propose to provide that all moneys paid under 


section 4 shall go into the hands of a trustee for the benefit of the 
mortgagee, so as to save both parties. 


Mr. WINDOM. I think that is tho effect of the bill as it stands, 
and I make no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHE That is my understanding of the bill, and the 
amendment ony makes it plainer. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think that is the meaning of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kirkwoop] to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to propose an amendment to the sev- 
enth section, and to show the pertinency of the amendment I will 
read that portion of the section on which the question turns. It is 
provided here that the company— 

Shall transmit dispatches over said tel h line, an sport troops, 
munitions of war, supplies, and public Geman anon 224 17811 Tor the Gove, 
ment whenever red to do so by any department thereof ; and that the Gov- 
ernment shall at all times have the preference in the use of the same for all the 
purposes aforesaid, at fair and reasonable rates of compensation, not to exceed the 
rates paid by individuals for like transportation and ph service, 

Here is a discrepancy which arises in this way: the amount charged 
to individuals is made the measure of the charge to the Government, 
and among the things that are to be transported are the United States 
mails; it so happens that the United States mails are never trans- 

rted for individuals; and therefore there is no measure fixed as the 

ill now stands. The same difficulty exists in the act of 1862 in ref- 
erence to the Union Pacific and the Central Pacific, and some diffi- 
culties have already grown up between the companies and the De- 
partment growing out of that fact. To avoid that, I propose to 
strike out the word “mails,” between “transport” and “ troops,” in 
the fifth line, and to insert in the eleventh line, after the word 
“ services,” the following: 
. cabo which suall st say tae: DO IOAN fer Uke sorvioes on tall 
iv" which 8) an - 
pends te ths Seales of Sawn and KODEA: z orai re aaa ae Ne Sa 

I take those States simply as a measure. Perhaps some other States 
might be better or a single State instead of two, but that would fix 
a uniform measure and poe an end to all dispute between the Post- 
Office Department and the company. 

Mr. WINDOM. I 1. 471 to the Senator to insert “ Minnesota.” 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If it is preferred to have Minnesota inserted, 
Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think there is no objection to the amendment, 
unless the chairman of the committee has some objection to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I see no objection to the proposition. 

Mr. KERNAN. I submit that the eleventh section should be 
amended, and I wish to call the attention of the Senator in charge of 
the bill to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment to the amend- 
ment 1 55 
Mr. AN. Before we vote on that, or at some other time, I 
wish to call attention to the fact that section 11 provides that this 
corporation may “issue its bonds, from time to time, not exceeding 
$25,000 per mile, to aid in the construction and equipment of its 
road.” I think that ought to build the road pretty well. Then fol- 
lows this proviso: 

That such bonds or mortgages shall not be issued or executed unless on the 
affirmative vote of the holders of not less than two-thirds of the stock represented 
at a meeting of the stockholders of said company, duly called for that purpose. 

They may call a meeting, but very few of the stockholders may go 
to it. Two-thirds of those who are Scher hg there may mortga, 
the road away from the preferred stockholders. I think they should 
not have a right to mortgage the road unless at least they get the 
assent of two-thirds of the preferred stockholders, not merely those 
who are represented at a meeting. After the pending amendment to 
section 7 is dis of, unless there is some explanation given, I shall 
offer an amendment to section 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY ] to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERNAN. In line 14 of section 11, commencing with the word 
“ represented,” I move to strike out the residue of that line and all 
of line 15, so as to make the proviso read: “that such bonds or mort- 

es shall not be issued or executed unless on the affirmative vote 
of the holders of not less than two-thirds of the stock.” And before 
the word “stock” I would insert the words “ entire preferred;” so as 
to read, „not less than two-thirds of the entire preferred stock.” 

Mr. WINDOM. Would that require the presence of the owners at 
the 3 

Mr. KERNAN, The Senator can readily suggest an amendment so 
as not to require that. In our State in reference to corporations the 
law requires the written assent of the stockholders. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator will reduce his amendment to such 
language as will express that idea, so that it will not require the 
presence of two-thirds but allow them to vote by proxy, I shall make 
no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. KERNAN. Then I will move to strike out the words “the 
affirmative vote” and insert “the written consent;” so as to read: 

The written consent of the holders of not less than two-thirds of the entire pre- 
ferred stock. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to that amendment. I think 
there will be no objection to it. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest to the Senator to so frame his amend- 
ment as to insert the word * or,” and let it read, the affirmative vote 
or written consent.” 

Mr. WINDOM. Ithought that was the language of the amendment. 

Mr. KERNAN, I will modify it in that way. Lask the Secretary 
to report the amendment to the amendment, as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be reported as modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to insert after the word “ vote,” 
in the thirteenth line of the eleventh section, the words “or written 
consent,” and before the word “stock,” in line 14, to insert “ entire 
preferred ;” and after the word “ stock ” to strike out the rest of the 
section; so that, if amended, the proviso would read: 

Pro however, That such bonds or mortgages shall not be issued or executed 
unless on the affirmative vote or written consent of the holders of not less than 
two-thirds of the entire pref stock. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to make an inquiry of the chairman 
of the Committee on Railroads in reference to a provision of the bill 
which I find here. 

Mr, MITCHELL. On what page? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. On pages 7 aud 8. The provision is as follows: 

And in the event of any failure to complete and equip said railroad portages at 
the Cascades and The Dalles of the Columbia River, or either of them, within the 
times and in the manner hereinbefore 5 then all the rights, ts, privi- 
leges, and franchises herein granted to Northern Pacific road Company, so 
far as the same relate to the construction of a railroad between Portland and Dam 
tilla, Oregon, shall vest in and inure to the benefit of the Portland, Salt Lake and 
South Pass Railroad Company. 

I wish to ascertain what this Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass 
Railroad Company is, whether it is a corporation created by Congress, 
or whether it is a corporation crea by the State of Oregon, or 
whether it is iP as a corporation at all? 


Mr. MITCHELL. It is a corporation created some years ago under 
the general incorporation law of the State of Oregon. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Then I wish to say that I see some difficul- 


ties in the way of this proposed act, because the State of Oregon 
neither under a general law nor a ial charter can create a cor- 

ration extending from Portland, Oregon, to the South Pass or to 
Batt Lake, inasmuch aseither place is some hundreds of miles beyond 
her borders. I wish some information upon that point. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no proposition before the Senate to build 
aroad from Portland to Salt Lake or any other place except from 
Puget Sound to the Missouri River. That is a mere description of a 
particular corporation; it is the name of a company. Whether they 
ever build the road to Salt Lake or to South Pass is a matter for the 
future. Certainly this bill confers no rights upon them whatever. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest to the chairman of the committee 
whether in view of this difficulty it would not be better to strike out 
the language which the Senator from Michigan has just read, provid- 
ing for theforfeiture of franchises by the Northern Pacific to the Port- 
land, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroad Company. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is the very thing I have been insisting on 
from the first in re, to this bill. If that is stricken out I shall 
feel very much inclined to vote against the bill myself. 

Mr. McDONALD. I move to amend the bill by striking out that 
provision. It seems to me it is time enough to determine whether 
another corporation shall be entitled to these rights and privileges 
after the Northern Pacific Company shall have failed and when the 
rights thereof become forfeited. I move, if it is in order, to strike 
out those words, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Indiana moves to 
amend the bill as he has indicated. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out after the word 
“jurisdiction,” in line 49 of section 8, the words: 

And in the event of any failure to complete and id railroad portages 
the Cascades and The Dalles of the Columbia River. 8 of them, within the 
times and in the manner before specified, then all the rights, granta, priv- 
ileges, and franchises herein prn to the Northern Pacific Railroad C 

- 80 far as the same relate to the construction of a railroad between Portland an 
8 shall vest in and inure to the benefit of the Portland, Salt Lake 
and South Pass Railroad Company. 


Mr. MITCHELL. If the amendment of the Senator from Indiana 
should prevail, all that the North Pacific coast has been contending 
for for the last three or four months in reference to the constrac- 
tion of this road along the Columbia River would be defeated. It 
will be observed that under the provisions of this bill the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company are not compelled to construct any portion 
of the road aog the Columbia Riverexcept that portion around the 
Cascades and The Dalles until the road across the continent is com- 
picsa from the headwaters of the Columbia to the Missouri River, a 

istance of nearly twelve hundred miles. 

Mr. McDONALD. I will ask the Senator from Oregon if it is not 
the real purpose, then, of this bill, so far as that part of it is con- 
cerned, to confer these rights and privileges on the Oregon company, 
on the presumption that the company named in the bill will not com- 
ply with the provisions of it, and that therefore the road will be- 
come forfeited in the manner indicated in the words I have moved 
to strike out, and if it is not therefore the real purpose to make 
this bill cover a t to another company ? 

Mr. MITCHELL, The real purpose, so far as I understand it—and 


I think that is the real purpose the committee had in view when 
they prepared this bill—is to compel the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company not to build a road all along the Columbia River but to 


build these two roads at these two po within the next two 
years and a half. So are the arguments in favor of some meas- 
ure of relief for the people of the Northwest by the loosening of the 
fetters of the monopoly that now controls the Columbia River that 
it was thought by the committee that the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company ought to be compelled to construct that portion of the main 
line around these po It amounts altogether to less than twenty 
miles of road, or about twenty miles of road; about fourteen or fif- 
teen miles at The Dalles and about four or five miles at the Cascades. 

Mr. EATON. One is fifteen and the other is six miles. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say about twenty miles of road are re- 
= to complete both these nagar Now, then, it is believed 

at it is not asking too much of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany in the interest of all the people of the great Northwest, if this 
grant is extended to them as it is proposed to extend it to them b 
the provisions of this bill, in requiring them to complete that muc 
of their road where it will be of such infinite advantage to so large 
a section of the country as is to be benefited by its construction. 

Mr. McDONALD. I beg to state that I have no desire, of course, 
to affect any provision of this bill that is intended to enforce, so far 
as can be done by legislation, the construction of this part of the 
road by the Northern Pacific Company; but I do object to saying 
that in the event the Northern Pacific shall fail to construct this part 
of the line, then their rights and franchises to the whole line extend- 
ing from there to Portland shall become forfeited, and another com- 
pany, herein named, shall become entitled merely by that forfeiture 
to take the rights and 8 conferred by the bill and go on and 
= the road. I think it is enough if we declare the forfeiture, 
and leave it hereafter to be determined by what other company, if 
any, that part of the road is to be completed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator from Indiana will examine the 
other provisions of the bill, he will find it is provided in the bill that 
the road along the Columbia River between the town of Umatilla 
and the city of Portland shall be a common road not only for the 
Northern Pacific but for the trains of such parties as may hereafter 
build a road from Umatilla to connect with the present transconti- 
nental line; and furthermore that the use of this common road shall 
be on such terms as the two companies may agree upon, or, if they 
are unable to agree, then the use shall be spon the terms that may 
be fixed by three competent and disinterested persons to be appointed 
by the President of the United States. 

I would say to my friend from Indiana that the provisions in rela- 
tion to this common road and in regard to this forfeiture have been 
consented to by the Northern Pacific Company. I have never wished 
from the first, I do not wish now, and do not intend now to advocate, 
any single provision in this bill, in so far as im ing burdens on the 
Northern Pacific eee is concerned, that they are not willing to 
consent to, and I think that is saying considerable. I have labored 
zealously for certain conditions in reference to this matter that I 
thought the company ought to have conceded, which they did not 
concede; I abandoned those conditions because I did not wish to 
defeat a great national enterprise like this, nor did I wish to embar- 
rass a great national enterprise like this or to embarrass a company 
engaged in the construction of a great national as well as a t inter- 
national work like this is destined to be. As these provisions have 
received the assent of the gentlemen who represent this company, I 
do not think that we ought to undertake to mangle the bill at this 
stage of the proceedings. There is no necessity whatever and in fact 
there is no room really for a portion of the way for but one railroad 
down the Columbia River, through the great passes of the Cascade 
Mountains. There can be no kind of question but that the wants of 
the commerce of the great Pacific Northwest will at no distant day, 
aid or no aid from the General Government, force the construction of 
a railroad from the headwaters of the Columbia River to connect with 
the present transcontinental road. The Northern Pacific Company in 
all their negotiations for funds with which to carry on their enterprise 
must negotiate in the face of the fact that such a road is inevitable, 
that it is bound to be built, and at no very distant day. Is it not wis- 
dom, Mr. President? I spra to the Senator from Indiana to compel 
this work to be done in the manner provided by the bill. 

Mr. MCDONALD. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I thank the Senator from Indiana and I shall 
not continue my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 


is withdrawn. ’ 
Mr. EATON. I requested my friend from Indiana to withdraw his 
amendment because I had one or two that I desired to offer in the 
interest of the bill simply. I read now from the bill, beginning with 
line 7 of section 8: i 
That the extensi: franchises, and privileges ted by thisact to the North- 
ern Pacific e aa on 2 W ae that such com- 
pany shall, within nine months from the approval of this act, commence the con- 
struction of its said railroad at some point at or near the mouth of Snake River. 


That is one of the conditions. The whole act is to fail if that con- 
dition is not complied with. I go further down the page and come 
to where I desire an amendment. Here is another condition: 


And shall also, within two years from the passage of this act, construct and 
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portage at the Lower Cascades of the Colum- 
bia Itiver, on the south side thereof, to suitable points of junction with nayigable 
water in said river, above and below said cascades. 


I desire to amend by saying, instead of “ two years,” “three years 


equip their said railroad around the 


from the passage of this act, and by adding after the word “ cas- 
cades,” in the twenty-seventh line, “the State of Oregon consenting 
thereto ;” so as to read: 

| And shall also, within three years from the passage of this act, construct and 
equip their said railroad around the porta at tbe Lower Cascades of the Cclum- 
bia River, on the south side thereof, to suitable points of junction with navigable 
. 5 said river, above and below said es, the State of Oregon consenting 

I hold that it is absolutely necessary for the State of Oregon to 
consent. 

Mr.MITCHELL. TheSenatorfrom Connecticut proposes to change 
the time, I understand. 

Mr. EATON. I do, from two years to three years. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In what line? 

Mr. EATON. In line 23 I move to strike out the word “two” and 
insert “three; “ and in line 29 I move to strike out the words “two 
and a half” and insert the word “four;” so as to make that part 
of the eighth section read : 

And shall also construct and equip their said railroad around The Dalles of the 
8 River, on the south side thereof, within four years from the passage of 

ac 

I desire briefly to give my reasons for moving thus to amend the 
bill. There are other conditions in addition to these, as any Senator 
will see by reading the bill, such as that one hundred miles of rail- 
road are to be constructed in each year. Here is a poor company, a 
bankrupt company, What will be theexpense of constructing these 
twenty and a or twenty-one miles of road around these portages 
at The Dalles and the Cascades? Not less than $700,000. Gentlemen 
have said to me this morning that it would cost $1,000,000. The 
lowest sum is $600,000 that I bave heard mentioned. It is utterly 
impossible, in my mind, that this company can on and construct 
one hundred miles of railroad annually that it would be bound to 
construct under the bill, and in two years, or in two and a half years, 
expend from $690,000 to $1,000,000 upon these portages about the 
Cascades. One must suppose that there is a reason why my friend 
from Indiana should have insisted upon his amendment. One would 
almost suppose that the object was to so strip this company that it 
would be compelled to give up its franchises, that some other com- 
pany named in this bill might them. I do not say that, for I 
do not believe my friend from Oregon has any such idea. But I say 
to the Senate that this company cannot do this work in the time that 
is expressed in the bill; it would be utterly impossible; and we shall 
have them here again two years from now asking fora farther exten- 
sion of time. 

I think the amendment I offer ought to be made in the interest of 
the company and in the interest of the people. The United States 
have already expended $100,000 in the construction of a canal about 
one of these cascades. A further appropriation of $250,000 is required 
at the hands of Con this year for that very p Mr. Pres- 
ident, let us act fairly with this bantling of ours. first fixed the 
time at four years and five years, but in order to gratify my friend 
from Oregon I have put it at three years and at four years for the 
building of these two points about the cascade. 

I move, first, to strike out in line 23 the word “two” and insert 
“ three ;” so as to read: 

And shall also, within three years from 8 of this act, construct and 


td their said railroad around the portage at the Lower Cascades of the Columbia 
ver, &. 


I put it at three years, if the Senator from Oregon does not object. 

bai MITCHELL. The Senator can fix the amendment to suit him- 
gelf. 

Mr. EATON. It is fixed to suit myself. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Of course the Senator from Connecticut offers 
this amendment in perfect good faith. 

Mr. EATON. Ido. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And because he thinks the bill ought to be so 
amended. 

Mr. EATON. Ido. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator says in connection with the amend- 
ments suggested that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company will be 
unable in the next two years and a half to construct the twenty miles 
of road at this point; that it will cost $700,000, and that somebody 
has said it would cost $1,000,000. I have lived within sight of these 
cascades almost for the last eighteen years; I think I know some- 
mg about them. Although I know bat little abont railroad build- 
ing, I think I have some general knowledge of the character of the 
line at that point, and some general knowledge of what it would 
probably cost to construct those two portage roads. 

Mr. EATON. How much? 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator inquires how much. Although I 
am no railroad contractor or railroad builder, I should be very glad 
to get the contract for constructing these two portage roads at 
$400,000, and I think I would make a very nice bonus at that figure. 

Mr. EATON, Will my friend permit me to interrupt him right 


there? 
Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly. 


Mr. EATON. Then the Senator would propose to construct twenty 
miles of railroad at $20,000 a mile, when his very bill gives them the 
right to borrow 825,000 a mile on bonds. 

. MITCHELL. Why? Because any number of miles of that 
road that they will be compelled to construct in going across the con- 
tinent will cost perhaps twice $25,000 a mile. If that is not an 
answer to the proposi hon of the Senator I do not know what is. 

The effect of the amendment pro by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, should it prevail, would be simply to fasten upon the necks 
of the people of the 5 to continue it rather, because it is 
fastened now, a monopoly on the Columbia River that is very hard 
to be borne, to say the least of it. When the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company themselves, through their president and their repre- 
sentative, say that they can complete this road and will complete it 
within the time specified in the bill, namely, two years and a half, 
why should we insist that they cannot do it? Moreover, for the con- 
struction of these twenty miles, or whatever the distance may be, 
that amount is to go to make up the hundred miles that they are to 
build in the particular year in which these portages are constructed. 
They are not, under the provisions of the bill, to complete these port- 
age roads in addition to the hundred miles, but in the particular year 

ey are called upon to construct them they are to count these 
or whatever portion of them they may build around the portages, as 
a of the one hundred miles. 

is matter was discussed in committee at length and considered 
carefully and payed agreed upon, as I believe, unanimously. While 
I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate, because I am very 
anxious to get a vote upon tbis bill, I desire to state that I am in earn- 
est in my opposition to the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut. The representatives from the State of Oregon and from 
Washington Territory and from Idaho, feel instructed to have such 
reasonable provisions in the legislation for the extension of time to 
the Northern Pacific, that upon the one hand it will not be an em- 
barrassment to that company, and will, on the other, have the effect 
of opening up the waters of the Columbia River to free navigation. 
It is a sad commentary upon the history of things that a great river 
like the Columbia River, the second upon this continent, should be 
virtually owned, possessed, and controlled by one company, and that 
the commerce of that whole Northwest should be compelled to pay 
tribute in the shape of charges such as I adverted to 3 to this 
same company. I ask, Mr. President, in behalf of that people, that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut may be 
voted down, and that the bill as reported by the committee may be 
sustained. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I believe the amendments suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut are most reasonable in their character, and 
should be adopted by the Senate both as to the three years and as to 
the four TOE The Senator from Oregon has referred to the navi- 

tion of the Columbia River, to the fact that there are obstacles 

ere, and that there is some oppression under which the people of 
Oregon labor. If that be so, what reason is that for oe pape upon 
a railroad company the burden of relieving that people? The Gov- 
ernment has already appropriated $250,000 to build a canal around 
the Cascades in Oregon. It has entered upon a series of appropria- 
tions which will amount to millions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understood the Senator to say that the Gov- 
ernment had appropriated $250,000 for the construction of locks at 


those pona ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Connecticut also made a sim- 
ilar allusion. The Senators, both of them, are entirely misinformed 
upon that subject. 
eur McMILLAN. Will the Senator then state the fact in regard 

it 

Mr. MITCHELL. The fact is that two years ago in August—it 
was in 1876—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. The last river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the last river and harbor appropriation bill 
an appropriation of $90,000 was made to inaugurate the work, and 
there never has been a cent appropriated since, and not one dollar of 
that appropriation has yet been used except to procure the right of 
way and make the definite, permanent surveys. 

r. McMILLAN. Then the proceeding has been inaugurated. 
There is to be a canal built by the Government around the Cascades, 
and it will require a very heavy expenditure of money. But why load 
this railroad company with the relief of the people there? This rail- 
road company had this original land grant and it had the privilege 
of paming down the Columbia Riverupon the other side of the river, 
and would have received twenty sections per mile of land for the dis- 
tance it passed down that river, amounting to seven million acres. By 
this bill it is deprived of one-half the amount of the land and com- 
pelled to upon the other side of the river and pass the Cascades 
and The Halles, and all this burden which is imposed upon them is 
to be performed within the short period of time named in the bill. It 
is unreasonable that the burden should be imposed upon them at all; 
bnt if they are to assume it, certainly there should be a reasonable 
time to perform the work. The time indicated by the Senator from 
Connecticut is very reasonable. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota a ques- | Mr. EATON. Give it now. Place the time now at three years for 


tion? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from Minnesota if the repre- 
sentatives of the company do not agree to the bill as reported to the 
Senate? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not know what the representatives of the 
company have a d to. I know that the company have been called 
upon to submit to exactions here which no company should have sub- 
mitted to, and which they should not have a to. So far as all 
the other conditions are concerned, they are right and perhaps should 
pass, if the representatives of the company have to them; but 
with reference to the amendments su ted by the Senator from Con- 
necticut they are so reasonable in their character that I am surprised 
that the Senator from Oregon does not assent to them without hesi- 
tation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator from Minnesota knows that I could 
not consent to those amendments and represent the people who sent 
me here to represent them. Therefore why should he say that he is 
surprised that the Senator from Oregon does not consent toan amend- 
ment like that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Because I believe the Senator from Oregon can 
perceive what are the public interests, 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think I do. 

Mr. McMILLAN. And that the Senator would assent to the public 
interests. 

Mr. WINDOM. This is an old question in the Committee on Rail- 
roads. It was considered for several weeks. A great deal of discussion 
was had there upon it; there were consultations back and forth be- 
tween those who rep ted the interests of the company and those 
who desired to restrict them as far as ible; and after a great deal 
of thought and careful consideration the proposition contained in the 
substitute reported from the committee was unanimously agreed to, 
as being one that could be practically carried out. I hope that the 
Senate will permit the bill to pass as the committee has recommended 
it. I think that such a course would save a great deal of time. I 
believe that the company can carry out these conditions. Even if, as 
my colleague states, they are onerous, they are such as have been 
accepted by them, and I hope the Senate will not change them. 

Mr. EATON. A great deal has been said by my friend from Oregon 
with very great emphasis. Senators have been told that the company 
have agreed to these conditions and the question is asked why should 
the Senator from Connecticut stand up here and object to a matter 
that the company have agreed to? I have known people to agree to 
things sometimes when they were told “if you do not do this, worse 
will come.” I have heard of agreements of that character. I do not 
say this is one of them; Iam not about to say that this is one of them; 
but I am about to say that the condition of that company forbids me 
to believe that they can go on and construct this hundred miles of 
railroad. My friend says it is nota hundred. ‘True, it is only ninety, 
in addition to the track around the Cascades. My friend said that 
these twenty miles could be built for $400,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I will state in answer to that proposition that I 
heard the president of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company say at 
one time within the last month that he thought it could be built for 
a quarter of a million of dollars. He told me since, however, that that 
estimate was too low, and that it would cost considerably more than 
that. 

Mr. EATON. I heard an engineer say this morning that it could 
not be built for a hundred thousand dollars less than a million. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is nonsense. 

Mr. EATON. It may be nonsense; but whether it be nonsense or 
not, my friend from Oregon is not a good judge, for he has alread 
told the Senate that he knows nothing about the building of rail- 


roads. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I admit that, but I claim at the same time that 
I know as much as the Senator from Connecticut about building this 


Toad. 

Mr. EATON. I have not asserted that it would cost anything; 
they may build it for nothing; but my good friend says he knows 
nothing about the building of roads, and yet he says that the opinion 
of an engineer in regard to its cost of construction is nonsense. I 
never happened to see those cascades; I never lived in the neighbor- 
hood of them. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That is the reason the Senator knows nothing 
about them. 

Mr. EATON. I hope I know something about things that I have 
not seen. I know something about the nature of the soil in the neigh- 
borhood of those cascades. I know something about the amount of 
water-fall a mile, and I know it is rocky, and I know it will be ex- 
pensive to build a railroad through those rocky cuts. That I know; 
and therefore I believe what the engineers say, that it will cost from 
$700,000 to $900,000 to build those twenty and a half miles of railroad. 
Mr. President, do not let us make a harsh trade with these people. 
Let us do what is just and right. Do not crowd them; do not put 
upon them a duty that they will not be able to perform, so that they 
will come here two years hence and ask for an extension of time to 
be given them. 

. MITCHELL. I would be in favor of giving it if any misfor- 
tune should happen to the company. 


one point and at four years for the other point. Let us be reason- 
able, with this child of ours. It is a great work, as my friend has 
sai 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let me tell the Senator from Connecticut that 
this company by the construction of the road which they will build 
from Snake River in the next two years after the p of the bill 
will have one of the best paying roads, in my judgment, in the United 
States. It will run through one of the most fertile wheat countries 
in the world. It is settling up now thick and fast, so that there will 
be no trouble, in my judgment, (and I think that is the opinion of the 
company,) in their being amply able at the end of the time specified 
in the bill to go on and construct these roads which will be of such 
great N to our people. 

Mr. EATON. I certainly hope that the road which they build from 
Snake River, if that is the name, will be of vast importance to them 
and of great profit; but there is an old adage that we had better not 
forget, and that is not to count chickens too early. We have seen 
these things before. We have seen a deal of rose-color with 
regard to what the amount of freight would be upon railroads. I 
have had occasion myself to examine these matters not infrequently 
and with a great deal of care. Inserting the word “three” instead 
of “two” does not prevent, let me say to my friend from Oregon, 
the completion of this road if the company can complete it in two 

ears. They will desire to complete it if they can in two years, but 
et us give them three years in which to construct it. I hope the 
amendment which I have offered will prevail. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, this particular feature in the 
bill was a matter of very considerable discussion in the committee, 
The railroad company applied for an act of Congress extending the 
time within which they might complete their road and save their 
franchises and land grants. Although Portland by their own act 
had become the western terminus of the road, they desired to build 
a portion of the road that was intermediate between the termin 
commencing at the head of navigation on the Colambia River an 
8 to the interior in a northeasterly direction for a distance 

think of about two hundred and eight miles, for the reason that 
the construction of that portion of their road would be the most prof- 
itable to them immediately, on the ground that the line so constructed 
would pass through a very fertile region of country, the settlement 
of which was imminent, in reference to which they already had ap- 
plications for the purchase of large quantities of the lands belonging 
to their franchises. 

The committee was confronted with the fact that the navigation 
on the Columbia River as now necessarily pursued was in the hands 
of a monopoly, a navigation company owning a line of steamboats, 
and which had constructed around its two natural obstructions port- 
ages which enable them to handle as against every competition all 
the freight that was required to be transported and all the travel 
that sought to pass to and fro over that river, at any price that they 
saw fit to exact, and who, in point of fact, holding this monopoly, 
were doing just as others do who hold monopolies, they were improv- 
ing it to their advantage but to the detriment of the public, by charg- 
ing éxcessive rates for the transportation of freights on that great 
highway. Inasmuch as this very line along the banks of that river 
was the chosen and ultimate line for the location of this railroad, 
and inasmuch as this railroad company were seeking to enlarge their 
privileges and obtain new franchises from the public, it was thought 
no more than right and fair and just and equal that they should do 
5 relieve the public by way of compensation for that which 
they asked the public to do for their relief. 

It was pro) „therefore, that everything else should be con- 
ceded to them, and while nobody desired to throw a straw in the 
way of the successful prosecution and final completion of this great 
highway across the continent, it was nevertheless thought by the 
committee to be no more than a very reasonable thing to ask that 


they should expend a portion of their capital in the construction of 


two short portages which would enable other navigation companies 
to put upon the Columbia River other steamboats for the purpose of 
beg ee i competing lines of transportation between Portland and 
the head of navigation. The reasonableness of this demand was con- 
ceded by the company, and the point in dispute was as to the ques- 


tion of time. All they asked was that they should not be limited in- 


point of time in respect to the construction of these two portages in 
such a way substantially and materially to interfere with the prog- 
ress of their work in the selected place where it would be most profit- 
able for them to push it. Some of the committee were for a shorter 
time, others were willing to grant a longer time. The times as now 
fixed in this reported bill were the times fixed by the railroad com- 
pany itself. This is their proposition; this is their offer; this is what 
they say they are willing and able to do, and what joc propeen and 
consent to do as a consideration by them for that wh y have 
asked from the public. 

I understand the objection to be that this is oppressive upon the 
company; that it is a hardship upon the company ; that it limits 
them so in point of time as that they will not be able to comply with 
the conditions. Who is authorized to speak for the company in that 
behalf? Who knows what the company is able todo? Who can 
undertake to say that this is more than chew will be able to perform ? 
I suppose that the president of the corporation and the directors of 
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the corporation, those who are interested in its success and those who 
will be required to furnish the means, are better able to speak for it 
than any one else. It is a question for them to answer; it is a ques- 
tion directly between Congress and the corporation. It certainly is 
immaterial in this discussion to say that we neither know nor care 
what the company choose, or are willing, or are able to do, for the ee 
point of the objection is that this isa hardship upon the company. If 
the company saysitis not a hardship; if it says that it can undertake 
and will undertake, and does undertake to do this thing, certainly 
every consideration of public convenience and public policy not only 
authorizes but requires us to take it at its word, for the sooner that 
navigation is made free and open to competition the better it is for 
every man, woman, and child throughout the whole continent, for it 
benefits the entire public. If it could be opened to-morrow, it would 
be a great public advantage. 

I submit, therefore, that we ought not in the interest of the com- 
pany to make an objection which the company does not make of its 
own, and that the arrangements which are contained in this bill, and 
which were the result of conferences between the committee and the 
company, ought not to be disturbed inasmuch as in this particular at 
least it is what the company has offered and to do; and cer- 
tainly we ought, out of consideration to the m lic interest, to have 
this thing done in the speediest manner in which we can reasonably 
and practically obtain it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] to the amend- 
meut of the committee. 5 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the amendment to the amendment be 
reported at the desk. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed in section 8, line 23, to strike out 
“two” and insert “three,” and in line 29 tostrike out the words “two 
and a half” and insert “ four.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL. The effect of that is simply to give the company 
three years’ time in which to build five or six miles, and four years’ 
time in which to build fourteen or fifteen miles more. They have 
already two years’ after the passage of the bill to build the five or 
six miles, ated two years and a half according to the bill as it stands 
to build the remaining fourteen or fifteen miles. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 19; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDU NDS and Mr. MITCHELL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 38 ; 
as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Anthon Chri: 5 Harris, McCreery, 
Bailey,’ Davis of Hill, McMillan! 
Burnside, Eaton, Howe, Maxey, 
Butler, arlan Johnston, rrill. 
Cameron of Wis., Hamlin, Kernan, 
NAYS—338. 

Allison, Dawes, Kirkwood, 
Barnum, Lamar, Rollins, 
Bayard, Dorsey, MeDonald, Sargent, 
Beck, Eustis, Matthews, Saunders, 
Booth, Ferry, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bru Gordon, gan, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Oglesby, ‘a 
Chaffee, Herefi Paddock, Windom. 
Cok Jones of Florida, Patterson, 

Z Kellogg, olph, 

ABSENT—19, 

Armstron Edmuni Merrims Thurman, 
Blaine, = Hoar, i Plumb, Wadleigh, 
Cockrell, Saulsbury, Whyte, 
Conover, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, Withers. 
Davis of W. Va., McPherson, Spencer, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EATON. I desire to offer another amendment, and I hope it 
will not be subject to any objection. After the word “C ” in 
line 27, of section 8, I move to insert “the State of Oregon consent- 
ing thereto.” 

r. MITCHELL. I do not think there is any objection to that. 

Mr. EATON. I understand the Senator does not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know how it would read, if the 
two high contracting parties are willing to let us hear it. 

The CHIEF CLERK. If amended as proposed, the section will read: 


To suitable points of junction with navigable water in said river, above and 
below said Cascades, the State of Oregon consenting thereto— 


Mr.SARGENT. What shall be done then with the State's consent? 
What is the context? 
The CHIEF CLERK— 


and shall also, within two years from the 2 this act, construct and equip 
their said railroad around the portage at the Lower Cascades of the Columbia 
River, on the south side thereof, to suitable points of junction with navigable water 
is aa river, above and below said Cascades, the State of Oregon consenting 

ereto. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that is the present law. I do not think 
the amendment is necessary. 

Mr. SARGENT. When is the Legislatureto meet? It will require 
a new act. 


Mr. MITCHELL. It meets in September. There will not be any 
difficulty about that, although I think that is the law as it stands 
now. The eighteenth section of the original act provides: 


That said Northern Pacific Railroad 898 shall obtain the consent of the 
0 


ure of any State through which any portion of said railroad line may pass, 
previous to commencing the construction thereof; but said company may have the 
jor oA sa engineers and survey the route before obtaining the consent of the 


But I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. EATON. There is still another clause requiring the same 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. EATON. In the same section, line 32, after the word “ there- 
of,” I move to insert “the State of Oregon consenting thereto.” Itis 
the same amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see how that will read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. If so amended, the section will read: 

And shall also construct and equip their said railroad around The Dalles of the 
Columbia River, on the south side thereof, within two and a half years from the 

of this act, so as to connect conveniently with steamboats on the Columbia 
iver above and w said portages by means thereof, the State of Oregon 
consenting thereto. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suppose agreeing to that does not necessarily 
raise the implication that Congress would not have the power to au- 
thorize the construction of a railroad between two or more States; 
but it merely raises the implication that in this instance Con 
does not choose to exercise the power, if it has it, without the con- 
sent of that State. With that understanding, I have no objection to 
the amendment. ; 

Mr. EATON. That is not my understanding. My understanding 
of it is that Congress has no power to construct that railroad without 
the consent of Oregon. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is open to the other construction; so I 
will not raise any question about it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROVER. I desire to offer an amendment. In line 8, section 
9, after the word “lines,” I move to insert when completed from 
Portland to Umatilla.” : 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that is a very proper amendment. 

Mr. GROVER. It will make the bill more distinct. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Let the whole section be read as it will 
stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 9. The grants, privileges, and franchises herein granted are upon the fur- 
ther express 3 from the point of junction of the Northern Pacific and 


the pro Portland, Salt Lake and South Pass Railroads at or near the town of 
Umat in the State of Oregon, by the pass of the Columbia River, through the 
Cascade Mountains, tothe city of Portland, the said Northern Pacific Railroad shall 


be a common road for both lines when completed from Portland to Umatilla; and 
the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company shall receive such compensation from 
the other company and such use shall be on such terms as the said corporations 
max agree upon; and if they are unable to agree, then tho Northern Paciſie Rail- 
road Company shall receive from the other such compensation and at such times, 
and the use thereof shall be upon such terms, asa commission of three disinter- 
ested and competent persons, to beappointed by the President of the United States, 
shall determine to be equitable and just. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I supposed that was the construction of the sec- 
tion as it stood ; but it is not as clearas it should be, and the amend- 
ment of my colleague makes it plain. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROVER. I offer another amendment. In line 62, section 8, 
after the word “thirty-three,” I move to insert “ consecutive.” 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a proper amendment. 

Mr. GROVER. And in line 63 of the same section, after the word 
“twenty-five,” I move to insert “ consecutive,” and after the word 
“miles” to insert “commencing at the end thereof ;” so as to have a 
continuous road. 

Mr. MITCHELL. All right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROVER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If the Senator wishes to make any extended 
remarks, I hope he will yield to me to move an amendment. 

Mr. GROVER. Understanding that I hold the floor, I yield. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. At the end of section 9, for the pu of 
5 tad any implied recognition of this Portland, Salt Lake and 
South Pass Railroad Company outside of the line of Oregon, I propose 
to add the words— 

Nothing in this act shall be construed as hae nee, Hoe existence of said Port- 


land, South Pass and Salt Lake Railroad Company with any right or power of said 
company outside of said State of Oregon. 


Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that he put 
his “outside” a little further back, to make it a little more clear. 
e of said railroad outside of the State of Oregon” would 

T. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I think it is very clear as it is now. 

Mr. DAWES. _I think it would be clearer by a change of language. 

Mr. MITCHELL. For one, I do not know that I have any objection 
to the amendment; but there is not a thing in this bill from beginning 
1o oo that makes any provision for that company outside of the State 
of Oregon. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I presented a memorial this morning and asked 
that it be printed. It relates to this bill, I find. I want to inquire of 
those in charge of the bill whether they expect to bring it to a vote 
this evening, and, if they do, to allow the memorial to be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Certainly we want to dispose of this bill this 
evening. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I find that the memorial relates to this bill 
mainly. It is fromthe Portland, South Pass and Salt Lake Railroad 
Company. If the gentleman in charge will consent to the memorial 
being read, it will be all that is needed, and it will then not be nec- 
essary to print it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The memorial cannot be received 
now except by general consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object-to it, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. GROVER. Mr. President, I had not intended to address the 
Senate on this bill, fing sgn} rather to obtain a speedy vote upon it 
than to consume time in debate. But after the very able and inter- 
esting speech of the honorable Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. WI N- 
DOM, | delivered yesterday, exhibiting in a striking light the physical 
features and development and the promising future of the vast region 
of new country traversed and to be traversed by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad between Lake Superior and the Rocky Mountains, I deem 
it proper to add a few words, more particularly descriptive of that 
portion of country through which this road will pass lying west of 
the Rocky Mountains, known as the State of Oregon and the Terri- 
tories of Washington and Idaho and a part of Montana. These are 
all watered by the Columbia River and its tributaries. This great 
river of the West, the which flows into the Pacific Ocean from 
the American continent, is navigable for one hundred miles from its 
mouth for deep sea-going vessels, and, with the exception of occa- 
sional rapids, rendering necessary, ordinary river steamers 
can ascend five hundred miles into the interior. Three hundred and 
fifty miles from its mouth the Columbia opens out its branches like 
a fan, spanning more than twelve de of latitude, equal nearly 
to one-half the width of the domain of the United States on the 
western shed of the Rocky Mountains. The headwaters of this river 
meet and interlock with the headwaters of the Missouri at abont 
112° of west longitude, forming, with the exception of a single divide, 
ina pas of the Rocky Mountains less than five thousand feet high, 
a valley line for a railroad from the great lakes to the Pacific Ocean. 
The extent of region drained by the Columbia is three hundred thou- 
sand square miles, or one-tenth of the area of the United States. It 
is equal to the country drained by the Danube. It is as large as 
France and the British Islands, and yields products of these coun- 
tries. 

Lying within the latitudes of France, it possesses a climate of 
equal mildness and salubrity. There is a great river of the Pacific 
Ocean which affects the climate of the western coast of North Amer- 
ica in the same manner as the Gulf Stream of the Atlantic affects 
a climate of Western Europe. A late writer describes this as fol- 

ows: 


This thermal stream from “India's coral strand,” coming through the sea of 
Japan, along the Asiatic coast, and dividing into several branches, the greatest of 
which passes through Bohring Strait into the Arctic Ocean, and carrying the ice 
formed in those waters away from our shores; a considerable stream shoots to the 
northeast, striking with some force against the island of Saint Lawrence, again 
deflects to the eastward and finally to the southward and westward, laving the 
northern shores of the peninsula of Alaska and the Aleutian Islands. A consid- 
erable volume of this current crosses on an easterly course, washing le south- 

eastern base of Alaska, strikes the shores of British Columbia, and deflects to the 
north, northwest, and westward, as astrong counter-current along the Gulf 
of Alaska and imparting a double dose of heat to the shores fringing those waters. 
‘The westerly winds blowing over this thermal plateau temper the coast climate, 
and in passing through the Cascade Mountains are known as“ Chinook winds” in 
the broad basin of the Columbia River. These winds thus tempered exert vital 
influence along the coast, stimulating vegetation and dense underbrush. The con- 
densation of warm wind by the colder air on the main land produces moisture 
and heavy rains; hence the rank growth of trees, plants, and moss. Larger 
trees are found here than on the Atlantic slope on the same parallels, while gay 

Mr ue beautiful flowers flourish and give to those regions the appearance of 

udding fields. 


This is a description by one who has roamed these seas and traveled 
these lands. 

The soil of this region differs from that of other portions of the 
United States. It seems to be composed of 19 and wheat- 
produeing qualities. It is full of marine fossils and the sediments of 
a departed sea. It produces cereals, fruits, and vegetables in greater 
abundance than any other country. No failure of any crop oc- 
curred since its settlement. Oregon was represented at the centen- 
nial exhibition at Philadelphia in 1876. She was awarded diplomas 
“for,” in the words of the judges, approved by the commissioners, 
“ grains, grasses, cereals, dried fruits, and vegetables, for the extent 
and excellent quality of exhibit of all the above-named products;” 
again, “for a superior display of cereals, textiles, and timber re- 
sources, and the variety and excellence of her fruits, the salmon fish- 
ery and the educational system evincing the steady development of 
the State;” also “for forest wood, for interest and variety of the 
exhibit, some of the specimens of most gigantic size.” 


Oregon fruits were exhibited in considerable quantities, and not- 
withstanding a journey of four thousand miles by express, they were 
in good condition, and were universally admired. They received 
medals and diplomas “ for,” in the words of the judges, approved by 
the commissioners, a remarkably fine exhibit of fifty kinds of apples, 
and eight kinds of ; all were of unusual excellence ;” again, 
“ cherries of remarkable size and excellent flavor ;” “ ten varie- 
ties of superior excellence and size, ty, and flavor;” “ apples, 
twelve varieties of remarkable excellence, color, flavor, and size ;” 
prunes, four varieties, “superior, and illustrates how well the State 
of Oregon is adapted to their culture;” also for “pears, one cluster 
of Clapp’s Favorite, containing six large and handsome specimens— 
an evidence of the remarkable fruitfulness of that variety.” 

Flax in straw and in lint was exhibited and received medals and 
diplomas “ for,” in the words of the jud approved by the com- 
missioners, ‘ very fine quality, extraordinary length, good in strength, 
good color, superior gloss, and silky softness ;” and for the oil manu- 
factured at Salem, Oregon, from d, pronounced “of superior 
quality, fine color, being clear, fine, and free from sediment, of excel- 
lent body, and high merit.” 

Medals and diplomas were awarded upon wool from Oregon, pro- 
nounced by the judges and the commissioners ‘‘ Merino wool, very 
fine specimens, of fine fiber and good staple, very much asain, | 
Australian wool, and giving evidence that Oregon can produce woo 
of very great value;” again, for Merino wool.“ of fine staple and 
good strength ;” “ for fleece and eombed wool of fine fiber, and healthy, 
resembling Australian, also Oxfordshire and Lancaster wool ;” „for 
three samples of Leicester combing-wool, noticeable for long staple 
and bright luster ;” also “ fora sample of Cotswold wool, with twelve 
samples improved by a series of crossings pursued for many years, of 
high-bred Cotswold buck on high-bred Oxfordshiredown ewes, pro- 
ducing a combing-wool retaining the length of the original Cotswold 
bat with greatly increased fineness and softness, and total absence o 
hair.“ The Angora goat thrives in Oregon as well as upon its original 
pastures, and Cashmere wool will shortly be one of its leading prod- 
ucts. 

Not all the lands west of the Rocky Mountains in these latitudes 
are suitable for cultivation; but broad reaches of rolling upland and 
mountain-sides, which will never submit to the plow, yet are covered 
with an almost 8 verdure, and are the best natural pastures 
in the world. The meat- producing capacity of this region is very 
great. The rivers flowing into the Pacific Ocean between the forty- 
second and forty-ninth parallels of north latitude and the Puget 
Sound abound in salmon, the imperial food-fish. 

Oregon salmon, as prepared for the markets of the world, was 
exhibited at the Centennial, and awarded medals and diplomas “for 
very great excellence, the preparation being wonderfully sound and 
of choice flavor ;” “pickled, a very excellent preparation ;” again, 
“for good flavor and soundness.” £ 

Se tho export value of this product has reached $3,090,000 a 
year. ile speaking of fisheries permit me to say a word for 
Alaska. Mr. Seward was condemned and ridiculed in many quarters 
for purchasing Alaska for $7,000,000. The fisheries alone of this 
vast territory are worth more than the price. Not only do the many 
rivers abound in salmon, but the coast is fronted by fishing-banks 
broader than the Grand Banks of Newfoundland, where all the way 
from Queen Charlotte’s Island round into Behring's Sea can be taken 
every variety of sea fish which are found in the same latitudes in the 
Atlantic. Why give Great Britain money for the privilege of fish- 
ing in her waters while we possess better fisheries of our own ? 

ut the t staple product of the valley of the Columbia River 
is wheat; all kinds of wheat can be fore here, winter, spring, sum- 
mer, and fall wheat. A farmer told me he could sow wheat every 
month in the year and produce a good crop. The soil does not sur- 
render under cultivation, nor is there ever a failure of crops. During 
the thirty-six years in which general farming has been carried on in 
the country not asingle failure of crop has occurred. The qualities of 
the soil seem to be like those of Sicily and the regions about the Black 
Sea, which have been the e ing granaries of Europe for the 
last two thousand years. 

Several medals and diplomas were awarded by Centennial commis- 
sioners to Q; n exhibitors for fifteen varieties of wheat, five of oats, 
white rye iz grain with straw nine feet high; again, “ninety-day 
white wheat,” grain and sheaf, raised upon nd neither plowed nor 
harrowed, and ee thirty bushels per acre; also upon Oregon 
flour and oatmeal, all of excellent quality. 

The crop of last year, 8 by a population of about one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand, was six millions of bushels. The 
clip of wool was five million pounds. The product of cured meats 
was large; the export value of the year was sixteen millions, Dur- 
ing five months from the Ist of September last seventy vessels, aver- 
aging twelve hundred tons each, bound for foreign ports, went out 


of the Columbia River laden chiefly with wheat and flour for Euro- 
pean markets. 

The wheat market of Portland, Oregon, is as good as the wheat 
market of Chicago, for the grain once on board at Portland is not 
handled again until it is delivered in Liverpool, which can be done 
in less than four months, with the expense simply of seamen’s wages, 
costing less than export rates from Chicago. No grain products grown 
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west of the mountains will come east by the Northern Pacifie Rail- 
road, but they will go west, and find a quicker and better market. 
Then we are the nearest pointof supply to Japan and China who do 
not produce wheat, but consume much, and will in future consume a 

t deal. I make these allusions to show that farmers who go to 
Oregon are not going ont of the world, but are going to a new world, 
and that there are two sides to this continent. 

This railroad, when built, will have a way business running west- 
ward from the divide of the R Mountains, made up of the prod- 
ucts of the country traversed by it and of the business of the peo- 
ple who will live there, far greater than will come to the support of 
any like distance of the same road east, for the reason that the land 

ill produce more relative rts and will sustain a relative 
population. In ten years after this road is completed the wheat 
exports to foreign markets from the country tributary to it will 
exceed two hun millions of bushels, one hundred millions of 
which will go out of the Columbia River. The exports of wheat from 
the entire United States for the last year did not reach seventy mill- 
ions of bushels. 

Mr. President, allow me to say to my friends of the South, if you 
want a generous rivalry as to who shall be king in America, wheat 
or cotton, food or clothing, give us the Northern Pacific Railroad and 
yon take the Texas Pacific, and we will try the title. 

There is more new land on the line of this road than in any other 
section of our public domain. From the mouth of Snake River 
stretching away three hundred miles to the northeast, lie the b 
plains of the Columbia, smiling this day in their robes of greenest 
verdure, variegated with myriads of blossoms, and sparkling with a 
thousand fountains, awaiting the farmer as the bride awaits the 
groom ready for the marriage. If this railroad goes forward this 

ear an agricultural population of ten thousand will occupy these 
ands within twelve months, and they will attend the progress of its 
construction like the march of triumph over the mountain. 

The grades of this road, as compared with the Central and Union 
Pacific, should not be overlooked. 

As I have said, the Northern Pacific is a valley road. There is 
steamboat navigation on the Missouri now and on the Yellowstone, 
its main upper tributary, as far west as Utah, and the headwaters of 
the Missouri extend farther west than the Great Salt Lake. So that 
in crossing the continent, while the Union Pacific is passing the main 
chain of the Rocky Mountains at Sherman, at an elevation of eighty- 
two hundred and forty-two feet, and the Wind River Mountains at 
an elevation of seven thousand and 3 and laboring through 


the deep cafions and heavy grades of the Wahsatch, the Northern Pa- 
cific has not left the broad valley of the Upper Missouri, of the Union 
Pacific there are six hundred miles of road lying above the elevation 


of five thousand feet. Here all the snow-sheds are required and snow 
blockades are met, while for the same distance on the Northern 
Pacific no elevation will exceed twenty-five hundred feet, with no re- 
quirement whatever of snow-sheds. 

The Central Pacific crosses the divide between Salt Lake and the 
Humboldt at an elevation of sixty-one hundred and eighty feet 
and the summit of the Sierra Nevadas at an elevation of seven 
thousand and forty-two feet and with forty miles of snow-sheds. 
Two hundred miles of this road lie above the elevation of five thou- 
sand feet. The co nding section of the Northern Pacific has but 
a single summit, as I have said, the divide of the Rocky Mountains, 
at an elevation of less than five thousand feet, with regular and easy 
approaches from either side. And owing to the fact that the pass lies 
seven degrees of longitude on this road west of the pass at Sherman 
on the Union road, the temperature of the place is affected by the 
Pacific climate, having mild winters and light snows, showing that 
the constant and easy operation of the road will meet with no obstruc- 
bone the year round. No snow-sheds will be necessary on any part of 

e line. 

This road will command transcontinental business. As the grades 
will be no dividing of trains and doubling of locomotives will 
be requi to pass mountains, and regular s ean be kept up 
throughout its entire distance. The Cascade Mountains in Oregon 
correspond with the Sierra Nevadas in California. Through these 
mountains the Northern Pacitic road passes along the margin of the 
Columbia River, which like a giant bas eee this great barrier 
and invited the tides of the Pacific Ocean into its very gorges one 
hundred and fifty miles from its mouth. 

Mr. President, I have thus endeavored in a hasty manner to give a 
faint outline of the physical features of the country which I have the 
honor in part to represent as affecting the conditions of railway com- 
munication. 

But there are other attractions. The family from the North can 
come among us and find a new climate, mild and a able, and a 
new scenery of most attractive beauty and grandenr. The family of 
the South can come and plant the magnolia and the climbing roses 
and vines of their own home, and see them grow and bloom. Eng- 
land, France, and Switzerland may come, and each find his own 
climate and scenery. Oregon is a land of profit and a land of beauty, 
but she is sitting alone and 8 the world to come and meet 
her. This land was the dream of Thomas Jefferson a hundred years 
ago. In the second century of our Republic let it be made a reality 
and a living child of the Union. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Ihave but one more amendment to offer, and 
if it be adopted I shall be very glad to vote for the bill. I may as 
well say that this bill seems to be based on the idea of a reorgan- 
ization of this company. The SOROS as I understand, had become 
insolvent, a receiver had been appointed, and the stockholders, or most 
of the stockholders, and most of the bondholders have united in this 
reorganization. Some of them have not. The first section of the bill 
provides: 

That the righ rivil te d franchi includi; 
the franchise to bos corporation conferred apan the Merger Baie, afra 
Company by its charter and the various dint resolutions of Congress amenda: 

and supplementary thereto, be, and the same are hereby, confirmed, 8 
and continued to the said Northern Pacific Company, as now reorganized, 
except as hereinafter modified. 


Now, as Congress is not a court able to decide between those stock- 
holders and bondholders who have not come into these arrangements 
and those who have, and there may be paramount rights in some of 
these stockholders and bondholders which we ought not to assume to 
dispos Bei I propose this amendment: after “ modified,” in line 10, 

insert: 


And subject to any lawfully existing paramount right of stockholder in, 
the holder of any bout N the eal . er its rane organisation, if 
any such there be. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I do not see that there is any objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. BAYARD. There is an amendment I wish to propose that I 
think will not be objectionable. In line 10 of the first section, after 
the word “ modify,” it is to insert: 

And subject to any lawful adverse right. 


Mr. MITCHELL, An amendment of that character has just been 
agreed to, offered by the honorable Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was not in the Senate at the time. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think it will be satisfactory to the Senator. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The amendment just adopted covers the 


point. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Railroads as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 5 71 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, the title was amended by striking 
out all after the word “railroad;” so as to read: 


A bill extending the time for the construction and completion of the Northern 
acific Railroad. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 20th instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 484) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge abutment and approach within the 
Fort Riley military reservation, and the act (S. No. 1014) requiring 
the commissioner for preparing and publishing a new edition of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States to revise and perfect the index 
to the first volume of the same. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr, MERRIMON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-roads in the sev- 
eral States therein named; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSIONERS TO PARIS EXPOSITION. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. I move to reconsider the vote indefinitely post- 
poning the joint resolution (S. R. No. 17) supplemental to a joint res- 
olution in relation to the international industrial exposition to be held 
in Paris in 1878. 

Mr. CONKLING. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska has the 


floor. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I ask for the reconsideration of the vote simply 
that the joint resolution may be put on the Calendar. The vote was 
taken a few days ago, and it is n to have the question taken 
now if it is done at all. I move a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the joint resolution was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator merely wants to enter his motion I 


suppose, 
Mr. SAUNDERS. I want to put it on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will be en- 


tered. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I think the reconsideration had better be acted 
on now. I suppose there will be no objection whatever to the recon- 
sideration so as to put the resolution on the Calendar. 


1878. 
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Mr. SAUNDERS. So that ít is put on the Calendar, it is all I want 


at present. ` 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, then, will put the ques- 
tion on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, rose. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. The Senator will understand that I do not ask 

any vote on the main question now. 

à Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I understand it perfectly, and I 
have something to say about it. : 

Mr. PADDOCK. There can be no objection to reconsidering the 
vote by which it was indefinitely postponed. f 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Perhaps the Senator will hear what 
I have to say about it. DEES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia has 
the floor, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. This resolution, as I understand i 
was reported adversely from the Committee on Appropriations. 
see no use in this reconsideration unless Senators desire to make a 
talk on the subject. The joint resolution was reported adversely, 
when one of the Senators at least of the State of Nebraska was pres- 
ent; and unless there is some special object I see no use in recalling 
a resolution that has been reported on adversely and has by the Sen- 
ate been postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I think I have some good reasons and I could 
give them now, but I thought from the lateness of the hour if it was 
put on the Calendar I could do so at some future time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Senator does not desire to 
give any reason, let the motion be pending, and I object at present 
to the reconsideration. Let it be pending; I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. I have no objection to that. I can make my 
remarks on taking it ap f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will be 
considered as entered and pending. 


? PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make a statement. Yesterday, in 
submitting my remarks on the Northern Pacific Railroad bill, I read 
a statement handed me by a gentleman in which was contained an 
alleged statement of Hon. S. S. FENN in regard to the amount of 
freight paid by him to the Oregon Steam Navigation Company. 
Judge FENN, by a letter which he has handed me, informs me that 
the statement was incorrect in giving the weight of the freight. In 
all other respects it was entirely correct. I ask that his letter to me 
be incorporated in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1878. 

Dear Sir: I observe from tho RECORD of yesterday's ings that yon have 
fallen into an error in your & h on the Northern Pacitic Railroad bill. You are 
quoted in the RECORD as follows: 

„Hon. S. S. Fxxx paid the Oregon Steam Navigation Company for freight on a 
Pitt thrasher, weight not over two and a half tons, from Portland to Lewiston, 


I informed Mr. reise gg „(Who I ee is your informant,) in speaking ef 
freights on the Columbia and Snake Rivers, that the Pitt thrasher with which 
my grain was thrashed last year cost $372 freight from Portland to Lewiston, and 
the mach was hauled from farm to farm with a two-horse team and a four- 
horse team. ə weight I did not know.” Please make the correction. 

Very respectfally, 


Hon. J. H. MITCHELL. 


DEFICIENCY IN PRINTING APPROPRIATION, 1 


Mr. WINDOM. Lask leave to make a report from the Committee 
on Appropriations, and I ask consent of the Senate to make a very 
brief statement as to what it is. The bill that I am instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations to report back with a recommendation 
that it pass appropriates $200,000 2 0 deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the public 2 and binding for the current fiscal 
year. Ihave in my hand a note from the Public Printer, which is 
very brief and I will read it, addressed to me as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: 

Sim: The House passed a bill yesterday providing for a deficiency for public 
printing and binding, &. Will you please urge its passage by the Senate at once? 
as I cannot even order paper on which your bills are printed until it is passed. 

I think it is important that this bill (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for 
a deficiency in the appropriation for the public printing and binding 
for the current fiscal year be passed at once. It has the unanimous 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations. I ask for its 
present consideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object, Mr. President. Ido not think we ought 
to pass a two-hundred-thousand-dollar deficiency bill on the ran. It 
will not kill anybody to let it wait until twelve o’clock to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CONKLING. Irenew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seventeen minutes spent i 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock sae 
fifty-two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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S. S. FENN. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 23, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison, 


The Journal of yesterday was read. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL AND RECORD, 


Mr. SOUTHARD. I rise to make a correction of the Journal. 
Upon the final vote I am recorded as not voting; the same mistake 
appears in the RECORD. I was present and voted in the affirmative. 

‘he SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. CABELL. When the vote was taken upon the passage of the 
river and harbor bill, I announced that I was paired with Mr. PUGH, 
of New Jersey, and stated that if he were present he would vote in 
the affirmative, while I would vote in the negative. The statement 
in the Recorp is just the contrary. 

The SPEAKER, The correction will be made. 

The Journal, as corrected, was then approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2818) to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use 


a certain building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification 
of distilled spirits; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 4394) to prohibit the coinage of the twenty-cent 
piece of silver. 
The message further announced that the Senate had and 


requested the concurrence of the House in bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (S. No. 350) to enable citizens of the State of Florida to 
transfer a portion of their pre-emptions and homesteads to aid in the 
construction of railroads; 

A bill (S. No. 426) for the relief of the Masonic Hall Company of 
Atlanta, Georgia; 

A bill (S. No. 455) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan; 

A bill (S. No. 612) for the relief of John A. Torrence; 

A bill (S. No. 770) fixing the compensation of the telegraph oper- 
ators of the Senate and House of Representatives ; 

A bill (8. No. 800) for the relief of the heirs of Major D. C. Smith; 

A bill (S. No. 902) for the relief of Carl Jussen; and 

A bill (S. No. 909) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept an 
absolute gift of land necessary for military purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] to lay on the table the ap 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] from the decision of the 
Chair in relation to the protest against the p of the river and 
harbor bill presented by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say a word upon the appeal. 

0 ME COX of New York. Is the motion to lay upon the table de- 
atable 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not give way for a motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But I made the motion yesterday to lay the ap- 
peal on the table, 

Mr. REAGAN. It does not so appear in the RECORD. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It does appear in the RECORD and also in the 
Journal. Still if the gentleman desires to be heard 

Mr. REAGAN. The previous question has not been called, and I 
ask that in justice I may be allowed to be heard: 

Mr. CARLISLE. We asked yesterday to be heard on the river and 
harbor bill, but the privilege was not accorded to us. 

Mr. REILLY. Is the motion to lay on the table debatable? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that I be allowed a few minutes, because a 
wet § serious 5 gin has been done to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. That can be by unanimous consent only. 

Mr. REILLY. I object. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to debate the bill. If 
the gentleman goes into that, I am willing to meet him. I am per- 
fectly willing to have the gentleman address himself to the appeal. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is all that I ask. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And I ask an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. REAGAN, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is debate now in order? 

The SPEAKER, Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN, I understood that objection was waived. 

Mr. FINLEY. I do net understand it to be waived at all. 
upon the objection. 

195 REAGAN. Then I ask to be heard on a question of personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. There is one question of privilege already pend- 


Jinsist 


ing. 

Šír. COX, of New York. I rose to a question of personal privilege 
itae and the gentleman tried to cut me off. I will not do so 
with him, 
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Mr. THOMPSON. I call for the regular order. 
hes REILLY. I object to any debate and insist upon the regular 

order. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] says he 
is willing I shall be heard in opposition to the protest. 

Mr. ATKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The 13 will state it. 

t 


Mr. ATKINS. Would it be in order to move to lay the whole sub- 
ject— protest, appeal, and all- upon the table? i 

Mr. COX, of New York. There is a motion pending already to lay 
the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is a motion to lay on the table amendable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it the object of the gentlemen who signed the 
protest to deny the privilege of replying to it? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not deny it. The gentleman denied 
the privilege to me, and would not even allow the protest to be read. 

Mr. REILLY. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay on the table 
the appeal of the gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. ATKINS. Would it be in order to move to postpone the whole 
wie pis until the first day of the next session! 

. CARLISLE. The motion to lay on the table takes precedence 
of the motion to postpone. 

Mr. DUNNELL. If the motion to lay upon the table the appeal 
shall prevail does that carry into the RECORD or into the Journal of 
the House the protest signed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox] and others ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not carry it into the Journal of the House; 
but should the motion to lay upon the table the appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair prevail, it would cause the paper to be read as a 
part of the remarks of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] 
and would in consequence go into the RECORD. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman from Mississippi will allow me, 
I wish to say that if I can do so I will withdraw the appeal, so as to 
allow the gentleman from New York to present his question of priv- 
ilege, provided I can have the opportunity to say something in reply. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state distinctly the grounds 
upon which he based his decision; and he thinks he ought to be 
allowed to do so. The question before the House seems to the Chair 
to be a plain one. 

Mr. ELAM. If the gentleman from Texas sees fit (and I concur 
in that view) to withdraw the appeal, does not that dispose of the 
whole question ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But the gentleman cannot withdraw the appeal 
while the motion to lay it on the table is pence: 

The SPEAKER. Under Rule 40 it can be withdrawn at any time 
before it is determined. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But, Mr. Speaker, the ig ie which the gentle- 
man made is not now the immediate qnestion before the House; the 
1 question is on the motion to lay the appeal upon the table. 

ow I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas 

The SPEAKER. Laying the appeal on the table is only one of the 
ways to dispose of it. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A motion may be withdrawn at any time before a decision or amendment; and 
all incidental questions fall with sach withdrawal. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the appeal upon the table is 
anne opinion of the Chair an incidental question, as mentioned in 
rule. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Would 
it be in order to move the indefinite postponement of this whole 
subject 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. COX, of New York. How could the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi get the floor for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi 815 5 made the 

arliamentary inquiry whether he could do so if he should obtain the 


oor. 

Mr. HOOKER. I obtained the floor as much as the gentleman from 

Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. 

~The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas obtained the floor by 
appealing from the decision of the Chair; and that has a parliament- 
ary connection with the subject-matter. 

Mr. REILLY. Irise toa parens inquiry. Did I understand 
the Chair to state that he desired to communicate to the House his 
reasons for the ruling he gave yesterday? If so, I think that the 
Honse, as an act of courtesy, onan to listen to the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thanks the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, and will, before submitting the question, state exactly the 
position which he took in reference to this subject, and which he 
thinks impregnable. 

Mr. KENN May I ask in a parliamentary way this question: if 
the Chair, representing his view of the question, is allowed to state 
his reasons for the decision, will it follow that those representing the 
opposite view will be allowed to state their reasons? 

The SPEAKER. When the Chair decides a question of order, if he 


is not allowed to state his reasons for it, it would seem to be impossible 
for him to make his decision intelligible to the House. 

Mr. KENNA. That is not the question I asked. I am not asking 
whether the Chair has a right to state the reasons for his ruling. 
My question is this: if the Chair does make such statement of his 
reasons, will the other side be allowed to state their views ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair in deciding a point of orderstates the 
grounds on which he decides it; and that ends the matter 

Mr. KENNA. That, I understand, relates to the time of the rendi- 
tion of the decision. 

The SPEAKER. Just as the tleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA] hears opinions delivered in court, winding up with the de- 
cision of the court upon the question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I understand that, the appeal being with- 
drawn, the motion to lay the appeal on the table falls with it, and 
Iam on the floor. I therefore ask to have the protest read. I will 
not occupy the time of the House in further debate unless the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] desires to debate the question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask consent to place upon the 
record the reasons for the decision which he has given, if by any 
means he is edad of the opportunity to do so orally. 

Mr, REAGAN. When the paper of the gentleman from New York 
has been read I do desire an opportunity to respond. 

Mr. KENNA. If the Chair understood me as objecting to his stat- 
the reasons for his decision, he misunderstood me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand the gentleman. 

This question is a plain one in the mind of the Chair; and he would 

like to try and make it plain to others. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Can the appeal of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] be withdrawn without the consent of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. CARLISLE?] 

The SPEAKER. The House will observe one matter: the Chair 
has decided only that he was unable to decide, until the paper was 
read, whether it did embrace a question of privilege. The point 
whether it is a question of privilege to have the protest inserted on 
the Journal has not been touched upon by the Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall make no objection to the reading of the 
paper and putting it on the record, if it is desired that it should go 
there; but I simply wish to say that the gentleman from New York 
presented it as a protest and urged it for some time asa protest. The 
suggestion that it was a question of privilege came from the Chair. 
Now, if before the question of privilege can be decided the paper 
must be read and go into the record, that seems to me to admit the 
whole mischief, while it avoids the direct question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. This is a very plain matter. Yesterday it was 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio that the Chair ought to look 
at this paper to see whether it was a question of privilege. But if 
the Chair should do that, he would arbitrarily assume a right which 
might perhaps run to the extent of preventing the House from hear- 
ing @ paper upon which it might be called to vote. : 

Snr. GARFIELD. Ifthe Chair will allow me, thatis a matter which 
can always be rectified by an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
if the House thinks his ruling is wrong. 

The SPEAKER. On the contrary, it would be too late. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The point I wish to make is this: Ido not care 
at all about this particular question of a protest one way or the other, 
but the good order of the House is involved. Pappot any gentleman 
rises to what he may choose to call a question of privilege, and has 
read and printed a speech three-quarters of an hour long upon the 
merits of a bill already passed, and the Chair decides it must be read 
through before he can determine whether it is a question of privi- 
lege or not. This places the business of the House at the mercy of 
every member’s caprice, for under the pretense of a question of privi- 
lege he gets a 1 and accomplishes his purpose. The subsequent 
decision of the Speaker that it is not a question of privilege does not 
prevent the disorder. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the case here at all. Rule 141 pro- 
vides that “ when the reading of a paper is called for, and the same 
is objected to by any member, it shall be determined by a vote of the 
House.” In the Digest it is expressly stated in the same connection 
that the “ rule above recited is not construed to apply to the single 
reading of a paper or proposition upon which the Hause may be called 
upon to give a vote or to the several regular readings of the Dill, but 
to cases where a pa has been once read or a bill has received its 
regular reading ance ahotioes is called for, and also where a member 
desires the reading of a paper having relation to the subject before 
the House.” 

Farther, in relation to questions of privilege, when a proposition 
is offered which relates to the privileges of the House it is the duty 
of the Speaker to entertain it at least to the extent of submitting 
the question to the House as to whether or not it presents a question 
of privilege. Now, how could the Chair submit a question of privi- 
lege to the House, or a paper as to whether it involved a question of 

rivilege or not, if the paper was not read so it could be seen whether 
it involved a question of privilege or not? Under the rules it is the 
duty of the Chair to entertain it at least to the extent of submitting 
the question to the House as to whether or not it presents a question 
of privilege. The rule also provides that the gentleman has the right 
to call for the reading of a paper or proposition upon which the House 
may be called upon to give a vote. 
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Mr. GARFIELD. If the Chair will allow me I will remind him 
that yesterday it was declared by the gentleman from New York 
himself when he first addressed the Chair that all he wanted was to 

resent a proat against the action of the House on the river and 

bor bil 

The SPEAKER. And at the same time alleged that it involved a 


question of privilege. 

Mr. GARFIELD. That was later. At the first he stated to the 
House, and to the Chair, that what he wanted was to present a pro- 
test against the passage of the river and harbor bill. The Chair there- 
3 from the gentleman himself exactly what it is that is 
claimed as a question of privilege by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPE R. The Chair did not know until this morning when 
he read it in the daily paper what was contained in the protest, but 
if he had known under the rules of the House it was the duty of 
the Chair to entertain the question of privilege alleged by the gen- 
tleman from New York to the extent at least of submitting it to the 
House, and as it was a proposition upon which the House might be 
called upon to vote, the 8 of the paper was a right which the 

ntleman from New York could demand. The only question decided 

y the Chair is that under the rules the reading of the paper is in 
ord: 


er. 
Mr. COX, of New Yerk. I believe I have the floor, the gentleman 
from Texas having withdrawn the appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 

Mr. REAGAN. Of course it is understood that I shall have the 
right to answer. 

. BURCHARD. We have the right to know, Mr. Speaker, upon 
what ground the decision of the Chair is based. 

The SPEAKER. That is a legitimate inquiry. 

Mr. BURCHARD, I wish to be heard before the Chair rules. The 

int of order was made, not on the word of the gentleman from New 
York as a question of privilege in reference to a matter affecting him- 
self, to rise and send up a paper and have it read, but whether any 
member of this House at any time has the right to rise and protest 
against the passage of a bill, announcing he has the right to take the 
floor as a question of privilege on that matter. That was the position, 
as I understand it, and upon that the point of order was raised. 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentlemen from New York rose to a ques- 
tion of privilege and the Chair was bound to recognize him and take 
his word that the paper which he presented had at least the semblance 
of a question of privilege on which the House might be called to vote. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw the appeal, and I do so on condition I 
shall be 3 to respond to the remarks of the gentleman from 
New York. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be withdrawn conditionally. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not make any conditions with the 
gentleman from Texas. 

. REAGAN. I do not ask it of the gentleman from New York, 
but I ask it of the House. I do not withdraw the appeal, if I am not 
to be heard. I only ask it in common fairness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas cannot qualify the 
withdrawal of his ap . He can submit the question whether or 
not afterward he shall be heard on the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Can I have common consent to be heard? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas may 
be heard by consent. 

Mr. SA R. I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas has 
the right to be heard on a question of privilege. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Let me call the attention of the Chair to the 
en proceedings of yesterday as found in the Recorp on page 
2717: 

Mr. Cox, of New York. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the pape of presenting a 
protest against the passage of this bil, signed by members 8 

vo 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will read on, and not pick out a 
particular N 
FIELD. I have read every word thus far from the begin- 


Mr. G 
ning of the transaction. 

The SPEAKER. Read a little further on, and the gentleman from 
Ohio will find that the gentleman from New York did raise a question 


of privilege. 
Mr. GARFIELD. I will read: 
Mr. H of V. ia. I the Hi ourn. 
Mr, . — Wastes gentleman any maak ight? 
E 


The SPEAKER. The right was established in the Thirty-ninth Congress by thi 
democratic side of the House— 4 ben 


Here the Speaker was interrupted. 


Mr. KEXXA. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

Mr. Cox, of New York. I have the foor aa a question of privilege, and I do not 
yield for debate. 

It will be seen that the gentleman [Mr. Cox, of New York] there 
assumes to have the floor 

The SPEAKER. On a question of privil 

Mr. GARFIELD, He assumed to have the floor, assumes the right 
to have a protest against that bill read to the House; and that is all 
he asked at first, except that he wanted to make a speech as well. 
Now having clearly declared to the House his purpose and his only 
purpose, if seems to me the Speaker is bound upon that declaration 
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to rule whether the offer of such a protest is a question of privilege or 
not—— 
The SPEAKER. That appears to the Chair to be mere sophistry. 


The fact stands, nevertheless, that the gentleman from New York came 
to the Chair and was recognized by the Chair because he was taking 
the floor upon a question of privilege, otherwise he would not have 
been i And the Chair stated that the gentleman rose to a 
question of privilege. Before he could state what that was he was 
interrupted by members on the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to say a word. 

Mr. WADDELL. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 
Chair which authorizes this paper to be read under the circum- 
stances. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio renews the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was on the floor and did not yield it to 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is bound to recognize the appeal from 
his decision. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman makes his speech on the 
appeal and I have no chance to respond. I am on the floor all the 
time and yet he cuts me off by making a motion. 

Mr. FORT. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to be heard for a few moments 
on the question. 

Mr. FORT. I withdraw the motion to lay the appeal on the table 
that the Speaker may be heard. 

The SP. R. The question before the House is a plain one. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] presented a paper signed by 
members of the House, alleging it involved a question of privilege. 
Its reading was objected to upon the ground it could only be read by 
unanimous consent, The Chair decided it must be 80 it could 
be determined whether it did or not involve a question of privilege. 
From this decision the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] took an 
appeal. This morning he withdrew it, and it has been renewed by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD.) 

Rule 141 provides that when the reading of a paper is called for 
and the same is objected to by any member it shall be determined by 
a vote of the House. But in the Digest it is expressly stated in the 
same connection that the rule above recited “ is not construed to 
apply to the single reading of a paper or proposition upon which the 

ouse may be called upon to give a vote, or to the several regular 
readings of a bill, but to cases where a paper has been once read, or 
a bill has received its regular reading and another is called for, and 
also where a member desires the ing of a paper having relation 
to the subject before the House.“ 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires not to be interrupted. Fur- 
ther in relation to questions of privilege it is laiddown in the Digest: 

When a eee is submitted which relates to the privileges of the House, it 


is his duty to entertain it, at least to the extent of submitting the question to the 
House as to whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 


It will be observed that the Chair is compelled to entertain the 
gentleman’s question of privilege “at least to the extent of submit- 
ting it,” and as it is a proposition on which the House may be called 
upon to vote, the reading of the paper is in order. 

It has been the practice where bills involving millions, of appro- 
priations passed under a suspension of the rules without debate or 
amendment, to allow more than ordinary latitude to questions of order 
and 1 i But in this instance the Chair has accorded to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] only his right to have read the 
paper in reference to which he claims his right to be heard on said 
question of 1 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say that I withdrew the appeal not be- 
cause I did not believe it was well taken, but as a matter of courtesy 
in order that all parties might be heard in reference to it. 

Mr. FORT. I now renew the motion to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. GARFIELD and Mr. COX of New York rose. 

The bee The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] is 
recognize 

Mr. COX, of New York. I thought I had obtained the floor on the 
question of appeal. „ 5 

The SP. ER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who 
made the sppe should be heard in advance. 

Mr. GARFIELD. As to what transpired between the gentleman 
from New York and the Speaker before the gentleman from New York 
appeared in the forum of the House of course I have no right to have 
any knowledge, and I have none except what the Speaker has stated. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair only stated that as the reason of the 
recognition of the gentleman from New Tork, and then stated he took 
the floor on a question of privilege. i s 

Mr. GARFIELD. That is all right. But what appeared in the 
House was simply this: the gentleman from New York arose and said 
he did so for the purpose of presenting a written protest, signed b, 
members of the House, against the bill that had just been passed. 
Having thus declared to the Speaker and to the whole House the sole 
ground on which he claimed the floor, I hold that the Speaker and 
the House were perfectly able to judge whether that proposition con- 
stituted a question of privilege, and that it was the duty of the 
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Speaker to rule upon the case as put by the gentleman himself. The 
fact that the gentleman subsequently called it a question of privi- 
lege did not make it so. 

ow the gentleman from New York claims that he had a further 
right to have read as a part of his remarks on the alleged question of 
privilege a paper; and my point is that for him to o any re- 
marks, either oral or written, was to assume that he had the floor on 
an acknowledged question of privilege. I deny that it was a ques- 
tion of privilege; and I base that denial u the statement with 
which he set out declaring his purpose ; and I hold that the Speaker 
should have so ruled; ard if the peaker had so ruled there would 
have been no ground for the 8 obtaining the floor to make 
a speech. The refusal of the Speaker to rule upon the question will 
result in allowing a speech—perhaps half a dozen hes—which 
are not in order, if it shall finally be determined, as I believe it will 
be, that the offer of this protest is not a question of privilege. Any 
other view of our rules will result in disorder and serious delay to 
the business of the House, by allowing in this indirect and incidental 
way a debate upon a bill after it has passed and is no longer before 
the House, It is in behalf of good order and the public business 
that I have taken this appeal. 

The SPEAKER. In reply, the Chair desires to say that his ruling 
ran only to the extent—and the gentleman from Ohio must not mis- 
state that—that being on the floor on a question of privilege the gen- 
tleman from New York had a right to have that paper read tee part 
of his remarks, before the Chair could decide whether it emb; the 
question of privilege, and, as it seems to the Chair, before the House 
could be called upon to vote whether it was a question of privilege 
or not. 

Mr. REAGAN. In the early part of this proceeding I find that the 
Speaker said: “ Does the Chair understand that it is a protest against 
mo bill?” and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] responded 
that it was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized it as a question of n 
Habeas or the gentleman from New York could not have got the 

oor. 

The question now is upon the motion of the gentlemen from Illinois, 

Mr. Fort, ] to lay upon tho table the appeal from the decision of the 


hair. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 101, not 
voting 59; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 
Baker, John H. Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank Riddle, 
Banning, Dean, Jones, John 8. Robinson, M. 8. 
Bayne, Dickey, Jones, James T, Ryan, 
Durham, Killinger, Sayler, 
Errett, Sin 
Benedict, Evins, John H. Knapp, Smith, William E. 
Blackburn, Finley, Knott, Sou 
5 Forney, Landers, Sparks, 
Blount, For Lapham, Springer, 
e, Franklin, Ligon, Steel 
Bragg, Free Lockwood, Stenger, 
Bridges, Fuller, Luttrell, Stephens, 
Brig Gardner, Mackey, Thompson, 
Bright, Garth, Maish, Townsend, M. I. 
Browne, Gibson, Manning, ‘Turner, 
Bundy, Glover, Turney, 
Caldwell, Jobn W. Goode, McKenzie, Vance, 
Caldwell, W. P. Hamilton, McKinley, Walsh, 
Candler, Hardenbergh, McMahon, Warner, 
Cannon, Harmer, Mills, White, Harry 
— Harris 3 are 3 e eee D. 
enry organ, orne, 
Clark of Missouri, Hart, Morrison, Wigginton, 
Clarke of Kentucky, e uy Morse, Williams, A. S. 
Clark, Rush Hartzell, Muller, Williams, James 
8 Haskell, N Williams, Jere N. 
2 Hatcher, O'Neill, Willis, Albert 8. 
Collins, Henderson, Patterson, G. W. Willis, Benj. A. 
Cook, Herbert, Patterson, T. M. Willits, 
Covert, Hewitt, Abram 8. Phillips, Wilson, 
Cox, Samuel S. Hewitt, G. W. Reilly, Wood, 
Culberson, Hunton, Rice, Americus V. Wright. 
Davidson, James, Rice, William W. 
NAYS—101. 
Acklen, Crittenden, H Randolp 
Aldrich, Cammin; Hubbell, Rea, h, 
e der orace sera 
ey, g umphrey, 
Bs Deniso: Ittner, Robbins, 
Bicknell, Dibrell, Joyce, Robinson, G. D, 
Douglas, Keightley, 
Bland, Dunnell Kelley, Sampson, 
cen Dwight, KaR Sapp, 
uc es, throp, xton, 
Boyd, + Lindsey, Sballen 5 
Brewer, Evans, I. Newton Loring, Sinnickson, 
Te Moralta, Small 
0, G walls, 
Cam Monroe, Starin, 
Camp! Giddings, Muldrow, Stewart, 
Caswell, unter, No Stone, Joseph C. 
Chalmers, è, Oliver, Stone, John W. 
Cole, Hanna, Overton, Strait, 
ger. Harris, John T. P: Thornburgh, 
car Jacob D. Hars, E di = roci 3 
po, endee, g ‘ownsen 
Cravens, Henry, Pound, Van Vorhes, 
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Waddell, Watson, Williams, C. G. 
Walker, Welch, Williams, Richard 
Ward, Williams, Andrew Yeates. 
NOT VOTING—. 
Aiken, Eden, Keifer, Roherts, 
A Eickhoff, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Baker, William H. Ellis 2 Seales, 
h, arsh, Schleicher, 

Brentano, Evans, James L. Mayham, Shelley, 
— — Ewing. McGowan, Smith, A. Herr 
Bue 2 Foster, Money, Swann, 
Burdick, Garfield, Phelps, Tipton, 
Butler, Harrison, Potter, Townshend, R. W. 
Cabell, Hazelton, Powers, Tucker, 
Calkin a Henkle, Price, Veeder, 
Chittenden, Hiscock, Pridemore, Wait, 
Clark, AlvahA, Hooker, Pugh, Wren, 

utler, ungerford, Quinn, oung. 

Jorgensen, A 


— the appeal from the decision of the Chair was laid upon the 
e. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made : 

Mr. CABELL. Iam paired with Mr. PUGH, of New Jersey. If he 
were here, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. COVERT. My colleague, Mr. MAYHAM, is paired with Mr. 
HAZEŁTON. Ido not know how they would vote. I desire also to 
announce that my colleague, Mr. VEEDER, is detained from the House 
by indisposition. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Iam paired with Mr. Evans, of Indiana. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to state that I am paired with 
my colleague, Mr. QUINN. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I desire to announce that my col- 
league, Mr. BANKS, is paired with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to state that my colleagues, Mr. TIPTON 
and Mr. TOWNSHEND, are paired; and also my colleagnes Mr. BREN- 
TANO and Mr. HARRISON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. COX, of New York, I ask that the paper which I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk be now read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the paper, as follows: 

We, the undersigned, members of the Forty-fifth Congress, protest against the 

ge of the substitute report of Mr. ReaGas, of Texas, to House bill 4236, mak- 

appropriation for the construction, repair, preservation, and complotion of cer- 

pablic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, for the following 
reasons: 

1. The bill contains appropriations to the amount of $7,293,700, and is of such 
large amount that the rules of the House should not be suspended to facilitate its 

2. All 3 — Sally Rale 12¹ 1 licable to a iations 
for works of internal —— are intended poi poe . 
on such appropriations, and nire, for wise purposes, separate votes on each 
item, under certain conditions. e protest against the infraction of so salutary 
a rule on a bill where the tendency is to combine for general spoliation upon the 


Mr. CONGER, 5 .) I claim that that part of the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New Vork —for this paper is submitted 
asa part of his remarks—in which he charges the members of this 
House with the spoliation upon the Treasury shall be taken down in 
writing at the Clerk’s desk. ; 

Mr. McCOOK. If it is proper in this connection, I desire to say 
that I shall rise to a question of privi under the precedent set 
e enter my protest against the action of the House and ask that it 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would have no objection, but there is 
one question of privilege pending. 

Mr.CONGER. Lask that the last sentence, impugning the motives 
of members of this House, be taken down, as it forms a portion of the 
gentleman’s speech. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done after the paper is read. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; the rule requires it to be done at once. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will modify it. 

Mr. REED. There is no occasion to modify it. 

The SPEAKER. The words will be taken down. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to it as an insult to this House, and I call 
the gentleman to order for using that language, and I demand that 
he he P not permitted to proceed further until the question of order is 
settled. 

The SPEAKER. Rule 62 provides that— 

If a member be called to order for words spoken in de the person calli 
him to order shall t the words exoepted 60, and 12 2 taken “eens 
writing at the Clerk's table; and no member shall be held to answer, or 3 
to the censure of the House, for words spoken in de! if any other member has 
spoken, or other business has inte: after the wo: spoken, and before ex- 
ception to them shall have been taken. 


The Clerk will read the words excepted to by tho gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. CONGER.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We protest the infraction of so salutary a rule on a bill where the tend- 
ency is to combine for general spoliation upon the Treasury. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] to withdraw the words objected to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for a ruling upon the point of order which I 


1878. 
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Mr. CARLISLE. Those words do not charge that the members of 
the House—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have the floor now. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the gentleman’s speaking. until the 
question is decided whether he was out of order or not in using that 


language. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is hav- 
ing this paper read as a portion of his remarks. If he shonld make 
remarks not in order the Chair thinks he can withdraw them and 
proceed in order. 

3 pe CONGER. I wish the Chair to rule whether his remarks were 
in order. 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair is not called upon to rule now. 
The Chair would say, however, that this only confirms the position 
- he took this morning as to the propriety of having the paper read. 

Mr. CONGER. That is a remark by way of argument or opinion. 
I raised the point of order that the gentleman was out of order in 
using that language. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from New York withdraws 
the words re to. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to his withdrawing them until the Chair 
has ruled upon it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The language referred to is only to the effect that 
the tendency of this legislation is so and so. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not raise any such line of dis- 
tinction, because the gentleman from New York withdraws the words. 

Mr. CONGER. Iam not done with this point of order yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided it. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I demand that the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Cox] cannot under the rule proceed with his remarks unless 
permitted by the House so to do, and I ask that that question be put 
to the House. That is a part of the rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Rule 62 is not now applicable to any W 
used by the gentleman, for the reason that he has withdrawn the 
language objected to. 

Mr. CON ER. But if he has used offensive remarks, he must obtain 
pern from the House to proceed, even if he withdraws those 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman’s withdrawal 
of the remarks leaves Rule 62 inoperative as against him. 

Mr, CONGER. But it is for the House to determine whether it will 
permit him to go on. 

‘The SPEAKER. He does go on naturally, occupying the floor, in 
order, 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to make a suggestion on the point of order. 
The contest that has just been settled was upon the inclination or 
the ruling of the Chair to hear read the protest, in order to decide the 
question of privil The position of the Chair in that matter has 
been sustained by the House. The protest has been read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, it has not. 

Mr. HALE. The eee Y desired by the Chair has been brought 
to his mind by the reading of that protest. I now make the point of 
order, although it is always a pleasant thing, personally, to listen to 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox, ] that the Chair should rule 
upon the question of privilege. Certainly all the Sat dl eal that 
the Chair can ever bave upon that question is already before him. 

The SPEAKER. The paper has not been read through. 

Mr. HALE. Comments cannot add to the knowledge. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever it is propor for the Chair to decide the 
point, the Chair will decide or submit the question whether this 
paper is one of personal privilege or not. 

r. CONGER. The point of order I made has not been decided by 
the Chair. I ask that Rule 61 be read. 

The SPEAKER. Rule 61? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

If any member, in king or oth tran: the rules of the House, the 
Speaker shall, or an 8 may, o case, the aater 80 
called to order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to explain; and the 


House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, but without debate; if there be no 
appeal, the decision of the Chair shall be submitted to. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I was not called to order by the gentleman. 

The Clerk read the remainder of the rule, as follows: 

If the decision be in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at liberty 
to proceed ; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted to p in ease any member 
object, without leave of the House; and if the case require it, he shall be liable to 
the censure of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] 
called the attention of the Chair to Rule 62. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; some one else did that. 

The SPEAKER. The words objected to were read by the Clerk, 
and the Chair thinks that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
was permitted to explain, for he withdrew the language to which 
objection was made. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to made a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. This protest is signed by twenty-six men. Can one 
of them withdraw a part of it without the consent of his associates 7 

Mr. REA. That is the point I was going to make. 


The SPEAKER. That pes is not well taken because this paper is 
being read as a part of the gentleman’s remarks, and he chooses to 
modify or omit a part of his language just as a gentleman oftentimes 
does in reading a law-book, reading parts and omitting parts. 

Mr. REA. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to this point: 
the gentleman in the course of his remarks is having read a paper 
signed by certain members of this House. He pro now to with- 
draw from that paper the word “spoliation” and insert “ exhaust- 
ion.” I make the point that he has no right to make the signers of 
any paper say to this House what they have not said themselves. 

e SPEAKER. The paper is read as a part of the gentleman’s 
remarks. The gentleman withdraws the language excepted to by the 
83 from Michigan, and the Chair thinks he has the right to 

o so. As to the point that the withdrawal relates to language to 
which other names are signed, that is not a question for the Chair to 
determine. That is a question between the gentleman from New York 
himself and those whose names may ter be read as the signers 
of this paper. 

Mr. WADDELL. Can the gentleman withdraw the language with- 
out unanimous consent ? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly he can withdraw or modify his lan- 
guage; it is his right to do so, the words being excepted to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have the right to have that paper read 
under the ruling of the Chair; and these gentlemen who have appro- 
priations in this bill ought to bea little modest when I come here and 
make a proper representation, withdrawing any word that they may 
think opprobrious. Istand here asa member of Con to fight for 
honest, square practice in this House in the passage of money bills. I 
cannot be badgered by other members. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the gentleman proceeding without leave 
of the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York, and others addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated, and the House will 
come to order. 

[During the effort of the Speaker to obtain order an earnest col- 
loquy took place between Mr. Cox, of New York, Mr. HoUsE, and 
others, which the rapping of the Speaker’s gavel rendered inaudible 
at the reporters’ des af 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Cox, of New York, who still endeavored to 
make himself h ) The gentleman from New York will suspend. 

Mr. ATKINS. Has the * from New York the right to dis- 
cuss the merits of this bill 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has asked the gentleman to be seated. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman has not the right to do so he ought 
to take his seat. A 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am on the floor under the decision of 
the Speaker; and the poena from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] has 
no right to talk to me in that way. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ihave the right to inquire whether the gentleman 
is in order in discussing the merits of this bill—— 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will be seated. 

3 Mr. ATKINS. And if he is not, I have the right to object to his 
oing so. 

Me COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York willsuspend. The 

ntleman has made certain remarks to which the gentleman from 

ichigan [Mr. CONGER] objected. The gentleman from New York 
thereupon withdrew or modified the oar eas objected to. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, I say that he cannot withdraw the 
language so as to exempt himself from the action of the House; for 
the House may, if it chooses, censure him. Under Rule 61 the gen- 
tleman cannot proceed, if any member ee aren unless the House gives 
consent. Whether the gentleman withdraws his remarks or not, he 
may be censured; whether he withdraws them or not, any member 
may object to them; and whether he withdraws them or not, the 
House may refuse to let him proceed. Under Rule 61, I object to his 
proceeding further with his remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. I desire to say a word upon the point 
of order, The Chair will observe the language of the rule, “he shall 
immediately sit down unless permitted to explain.” Now, the gen- 
tleman could neither withdraw his remarks nor explain them with- 
out the consent of the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he conld. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. He has not had the consent of the 
House. Consequently the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Michigan mast be decided. Before the EN eman from New 
York can proceed with his remarks, objection being made, he must 
have the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Why,it is the most natural proceeding in the 
world when a member of a legislative body makes remarks for which 
he is called to order that he should immediately withdraw the offen- 
sive language. 

Mr. CONGER. He has not asked leave to withdraw it; he cannot 
get leave without the action of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Surely nobody will object to the gentleman from 
New York withdrawing language which may be considered offensive. 

Mr. CONGER. He cannot withdraw the language until the House 
has considered the case. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. The gentleman from New York has 
not yet asked permission to withdraw the language. 
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The SPEAKER. On the contrary, he did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. He attempted to withdraw the lan- 
guage without asking permission of the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did withdraw the language. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to make a parliamen ingniry. 
Was the gentleman from New York authorized to withdraw the 
remarks of other gentleman who had signed this paper? 

Mr. COX, of New York. So far as the reading has proceeded no 
names 3 

The SP SR. The matter is one between the gentleman from 
New York and the other gentlemen concerned; andas the gentleman 
from New York suggests, no names have been read. 

Mr. SPARKS. Iam one of the signers of that paper and so far as 
I am aware none of the signers object to this withdrawal. fa Bas 
the gentleman not withdraw the language if nobody objects ? ere 
seems to be a great effort to prevent this simple poea from going 
into the RECORD. I think that members of this House have a right 
to make their protest against vicious legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question raised by the 

ntleman from Michigan. The gentleman from New York Mr. Cox] 
fas made nse of certain language to which the gentleman from Mich- 
igan objects. The gentleman from New York then desires to with- 

raw the language, and the gentleman from Michigan objects to the 
modification. The Chair now submits the question, shall the gentle- 
man from New York proceed in order? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before that is decided I wish to inquire whether 
there is now pending a question of privilege—whether the gentleman 
has presented a question of privilege and whether he is making a 
speech on that question of privilege 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman claimed the right to have that 

per read touching the question of privilege that was raised. The 
Chair decided he had the right to have it read. Whenever the ques- 
tion is raised whether that protest, as it has been 
is a question of privilege or not, then the Chair will 
the question to the House. 

Mr. HALE, That was the question I raised a few moments ago. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the paper is read and is before the 
House, the Chair will decide or submit the question to the House, 

Mr. REAGAN. I trust the gentleman from New York will be al- 
lowed to proceed and let us get out of this. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I call the attention of the Chair to this fact that 
neither the Speaker nor the House has yet determined that these 
words were out of order, and therefore I think the rule providing 
that the question shall be put to the House whether the gentleman 
shall proceed in order does not apply. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the words might be construed 
into a reflection upon the House, and therefore the Chair i 
the gentleman from Michigan who took exception to the Wo 

Mr. CONGER. In order that there may be no question about the 
point I make—the Chair having decided the gentleman was out of 
order whether he changes his remarks or not, and that he could not 
do that without leave of the House under Rule 61, which says, if the 
decision be in favor of the member called to order he may y 
but if otherwise, as the Chair has decided in this case, he shall no 
be permitted to proceed, in case any member objects, without leave 
of fie Honse—now, sir, I rise as a member to object to his proceed- 
ing, and that is the question now for us to determine. 

Tue SPEAKER. It is the constant practice of gentlemen upon the 
floor to withdraw 5 that is offensive. The gentleman from 
Vermont the other day spoke of pettifogging, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky taking exception to it, the gentleman from Vermont 
was immediately allowed to withdraw the language. The Chair has 
never known that 3 denied. 

Mr. CON GER. But the words were not taken down. 

Mr. REED. No point of order was raised on the gentleman from 
Vermont; none at all. 


8 styled, 
ecide or submit 


The SPEAKER. Yes; the words were objected to by the gentle- 
man from . ji 

Mr. REED. The e will recollect no point of order was raised, 
but the 1 1 1 rom Kentucky objected, to be sure. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The facts are mainly alike in both cases. 

Mr. REED, Here the point of order has been raised and the words 
have been taken down. 


The SPEAKER, The question is, Shall the gentleman from New 
York be allowed to proceed in order, he having withdrawn or modified 
the language objected to? 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 103, noes 72. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York will proceed in 


order. s 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the finishing of the reading of 
that paper and then I will submit a few remarks, and I will show by 
ordinary uniform usage in this House and in other legislative bodies 
it is in order. 

Mr. HOOKER. As I understand it the Chair has not yet passed 
upon the question whether this is a question of privilege or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not. 

Mr. HOOKER. Then when that question comes up we shall be 
heard on it. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 


The Clerk proceeded and read as follows: 


3. The right of the House of Representatives to consider appropriations in 
Committee of the Whole House, or at least in the House itself, should be sacredly 
protected. This suspension of the rules deprives this House of our traditional 
paves and thus encourages similar attempts upon the Treasury to gratify local 

Mr. CONGER. Idemand that the words just read be taken down, 

The SPEAKER. What words? 

Mr. CONGER. The words “and thus encourage similar attempts 
upon the Treasury to gratify local interests.” 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will not take those words back. [Laugh- 


ter. 

ith. CONGER. I make the point of order that those words impugn 
the character of the members of this House, and I call the gentleman 
to order for making remarks impugning the motives of members of 
this House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. Speaker, I submit those words are not out 
of order; and to show what a late President of the United States 
himself has said in regard to a similar bill to this, I ask the Clerk to 
read a message which he sent to this House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Is this question debatable : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have marked what I ask to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 


In affixing my signature to the river and harbor bill, No. 3822, I deem it my duty 
to announce to the House of 8 my objections to some features of the 
bill, and the reason I sign it. If it was 57 1 55 upon the Executive to expend 
all the money appropriated by Congress, I should retarn the river and harbor bill 
with my objections, notwithstanding the great inconvenience to the public inter- 
ests result therefrom, and the loss of expenditures from previous Congresses 
upon incompleted works. Without enumerating, many appropriations are made for 
works of purely private or local interest, in no sense nat I cannot give my 
sanction to — — will take care that during my term of office no public money 


be expended upon them. 
There is very for economy of expenditures at this time growing 


prest necessi 

out of the loss of revenue likely to arise from a deticioncy of appropriations to in- 
sure a thorough collection of the same. The reduction of revenue districts, dimi- 
nution of s l agents, and total abolition of supervisors may result in great fall- 
ing off of the revenue. It may be a question to consider whether any expenditure 
can be authorized under tho river and harbor appropriation further than to protect 
works already done and paid for. Under no Trosmetanees will I allow expendi- 
tures upon works not clearly national, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 14, 1878. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Now, Mr. poorer the House received that mes- 
sage from the President of the United States and gave it a respectful 
consideration, and I submit to the House that the language used in 
that message with reference to a bill very similarin its provisions to 
this is at least as strong asthe language which thirty and odd members 
of this House propones, to use in reference to this bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL. The President is not a member of the House. 

Mr. CARLISLE. So much the greater reason why the House should 
not receive from him a disrespectful paper. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the language objected to does 
not reflect upon the House. It rather suggests the idea that there 
might be a combination outside seeking to advance local interests. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the paper, and read as follows: 


U. S. GRANT. 


The eighth section of the first article of the Constitution, to “regulate commerce 
snog the several States,” is virtually abrogated, and the very authority under 
which our legislation is conducted defied by a bill of this nature, which appropri- 
ates money for improvements of rivers located wholly within one particular State 
and of no national importance. Ina time of rie depression and with the Treas- 
1 with a deficit, it is unwise and unjust to the tax-payers to place such 
a en, as this bill proposes, upon them. 

W. A. J. SPARKS, 


JACOB TURNEY. 
HENRY S. NEAL. 
MILLS GARDNER. 
THOMAS M. BROWNE. 


8. S. COX. 

J. PROCTOR KNOTT. 
J. A. MCKENZIE. 

J. C. S. BLACKBURN, 
WM. M. SPRINGER. 


J. K. LUTTRELL. MILTON S. ROBINSON. 
HIESTER CLYMER. MILTON A. CANDLER, 
ALBERT S. WILLIS. WILLIAM S. STENGER. 
E. B. FINLE A. V. RICE. 

G. M. BEEBE. HENRY L. DICKEY. 
FRANK JONES. ANDREW H. HAMILTON. 


J. G. CARLISLE. 


me E. JOHN ELLIS. 
WM. P. CALDWELL. 


JOHN H. BAKER. 


J. A. MCMAHON, LEVI MAISH. 
ABRAM S. HEWITT. E. G. LAPHAM. 
G. L. FORT. S. A. BRIDGES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] raises 
the point that this is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. On that point I would like to say a few 
words. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas, [Mr. RxaAdAN, ] the 
Chair is advised, desires to speak upon that point. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] will first state his proposition. 

Mr. HALE. The Chair ruled that this paper might be read that 
the Chair might have knowledge of what was contained in it. Now, 
the paper having been read, that knowledge has come to the Chair. 
I have no objection whatever tothe gentleman from New York stating 
the grounds why this is a question of privilege; but he cannot upon 
that go on and discuss the merits of the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not intend to do that. 

Mr. HALE. To that I would object; because other gentlemen 
would wish to reply, and the result would be if a speech was allowed 
to be made with a protest as a part of it, in reference to any bill 


1878. 


passed of t or small importance, any member could make a pro- 
test and Gare would be no way, of ending any subject-matter. There- 
fore, upon that und, I for the ruling of the Chair upon the 
question of privilege, whether this is one or not. 

Mr. REAGAN $ “Betore the Chair rules I desire to say a few words. 
5 the first place I call attention to the following paragraph in the 

igest: 

It is not a matter of right and parliamentary privilege to have received and 
entered upon the Journal a protest of members against the action of the House. 


So that the protest is directly in the face of and forbidden by a 
rule of the House. I call attention to what is found in the Con 
sional Globe of the proceedings in the Senate on the 14th of Angust, 
185°, being the only case referred to in the Manual, and the only in- 
stance in which the question has come up for determination in either 
branch of Congress except the one referred to by the Speaker yester- 
day, when there was an unorganized House and when I understand no 
question was made as to the right of having the protest received and 
entered. The case in 1850 was upon the bill to admit California asa 
State of the Union and for other purposes. There is a paper signed 
by the two Virginia Senators, the two South Carolina Senators, Mr. 
Turney of Tennessee, Mr. Soulé of Louisiana, Mr. Jefferson Davis of 
Mississippi, Mr. Atchison of Missouri, and by the two Senators from 
Florida, pinteeting against the passage of the bill. Mr. Hunter, who 

resented this paper, used this language—and when I say Mr. Hunter 
speak of one of Virginia’s greatest and wisest sons: 

I rise not to present a petition, but to address a motion to the courtesy of the 
Senate—a motion which I am aware I cannot make as a matter of right and parlia- 
mentary privilege. It is to ask that a protest, which has been prepared and signed 
by ten members of this body, against the panngna the bill admitting California 
into the Union as a State, which 5 Fest y, may be received and spread 
u the Journals of the Senate. e ask it, because we deem it one of the most, 
if not perbaps the most important measure that bas passed during our experience 
here, and we wish to give whatever emphasis we iy omg pe can to our 9 
tion to it. We wish, so far as we can, to break the force of a precedent which we 
regard as mischievous and dangerous for the admission of States into this Union. 
I ask that it may be read and spread upon the Journals of the Senate. 

Upon that the President of the Senate, who, 1 believe, was Mr. 
King, of Alabama, made this decision, after some debate: 

The Chair feels some difficulty in deciding a case of this kind where there is 
objection made. In the Constitution there is nothing to authorize the putting of a 

rotest on the Journal. There never has been a case since the formation of the 

jovernment in which a protest has been entered on the Journal. There was at an 
early period of the Government an attempt made to authorize the entering of 2 
tests on the Journal, and it was refused. A motion was made that on the final 
question u a bill the op of the measure shall have a right to enter a pro- 
test and dissent upon the Journal, with the reasons for such dissent and protest, 

rovided that such protest be made within two days after the final passage of the 

ill. This was July 17, 1789. It was rejected by the vote of the Senate, and there 
has no instance that I can find, or that the ry has been able to find, on 
the Journals since that date to show that any such action bas been had. 

With regard to the protest presented in the case referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts there is nothing on the Journal which shows that the protest was 
— and refused. The only thing to be found is the Register of the Debates, 


which his colleague at that time is reported to bave said 


The Senator's colleague was Mr. Webster 


“And now, had the Constitution secured the privilege of entering a protest upon 
the Journal I should not say one word on this occasion; although, if what is 
now proposed shall be accomplished, I know not what would have been the value 
of such a provision, however fo: ly or carefully it might have been inserted in 
the body of that instrament. But as there is no such constitutional privilege, I 
can only effect my purpose by thus addressing the Senate.” 

The rules of the Senate, I may say, did not forbid such debate after 
the passing of the bill. 

“And I rise, therefore, to make that “Seng a in this manner, in the face of the 
Senate, and in the face of the country, which I cannot present in any other form.” 

On that occasion the Senator proceeded to give his reasons why he was opposed 
to the measure, 3 would have been in a form of a protest, had the 
Constitution antho ts being entered upon the Journal. The Chair stated 
when he rose that he was in doubt whetber a single objection would be sufficient 
to cause him to decide against its being put upon the Journal. He thinks the Sen- 
ate itself should decide the question. 

And then, after a debate which ran through a number of pages, the 
vote of the Senate was taken upon the proposition to lay the protest 

in the a tive by a vote of 22 


on the table, and it was decid 
yeas and 19 nays, 

I submit that this is the only case upon record in which such a privi- 
lege as is now asked has been accorded, and in that case it was decided 
ngaun the right to file the protest. The House prescribes its rules 
of debate and action on bills, and when action has been taken upon 
a bill and the sense of the members has been expressed either by 
speech or vote upon the pending measure, the matter is determined; 
for if one man can be allowed to protest against the bill, then an- 
other must be allowed to state his reasons for supporting the bill, and 
the debate might go on endlessly after the bill has been passed. I 
believe that under the statement of the gentleman from New York 
the measure that came before the House for action is placed in an im- 
proper light. The gentleman from New York yesterday presented 
this protest and asked that it be read. His attention was afterward 
called to it by the Speaker, who said, “ Is the Chair to understand it 
is a protest against the bill?” And the gentleman from New York 
answered, “It is ;” andthe Speaker afterward said that the gentleman 
from New York arose to a question of privilege. Nothing had before 
been said about its being a question of privilege. Under that idea 
the gentleman from New York proceeded to ask that the paper be 
read, not as a protest nominally, but as a question of privilege; and 
when he stated that he arose to a question of privilege it was mani- 
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fest from what had preceded that he really sought to enter a protest 
unwarranted by the Constitution and against the rules of the House 
and contrary to the decision of the Senate in its grandest aud palm- 
iest days. I shall now turn my attention to some of the other points 
made in this case. 

Mr. HOOKER. Irise to a question of order. I ask the Chair if it is 
proper for a gentleman in this preliminary stage of the proceedings 
to discuss the merits of the bill? Ihave no objection to a gentleman 
speaking upon the point whether this is or is not a question of privi- 
lege; but if he intends to discuss the measure, then he anticipates 
the decision of the Chair as to whether this is a question of privilege 
or not. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not going to discuss the merits of the bill, but 
charges have been made against the committee. If itis not our privi- 
lege that we shall defend our honor as individuals and defend the 
honor of the House which passed the bill, then I do not know what 
a question of privilege can be. Written charges have been made 

ainst the action of the committee and against the one hundred and 
sixty-six members who voted for the passage of this bill. Are we to 
have our mouths closed and be denied the right to respond to that 
assault? [Cries of “Good!” „God!“! 

Mr. HOOKER. I should like to have a decision of the Chair as to 
whether this discussion is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The discussion is in order as to the question, 
whether this is a question of privilege. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is it in order to discuss the proposition upon the 
question whether the protest is privileged ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not so said. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is the point I make; until the protest is 
received by the House, either through the decision of the Chair, or 
by action of the House, I submit that it is not proper to discuss 
the contents of the paper. I shall ask to be heard upon the question 
whether this constitutes a question of privilege, 

Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman think that when this paper 
has been read manhood or duty requires the committee to stand still 
and not reply to its allegations? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has a right to discuss 
the question as to whether this is or is not a question of privil 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not object to the gentleman speaking, but I 
do object to his speaking until the paper as been received. I can- 
not see how you can discuss a paper which has not yet been received. 

The SP. R. The Chair decided that it should be read, and the 
paper is therefore on record in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and it 
seems to the Chair that so far as the allegations therein contained are 
concerned, they are susceptible of debate by the gentleman from 
Texas. And, furthermore, the gentleman from New York yielded the 
floor to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. The first ground of objection to this bill 

Mr. FORT, I rise to a question of order, 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Illinois cannot take me off 
the floor when I am 8 

Mr. FORT. I can when I make a point of order. I understand 
that the gentleman is proceeding to discuss the merits of the bill, and 
I inquire of the Chair whether that is in order? 

Mr. REA I am not doing so and I do not propose to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is only answering the 
* used in the paper which has been read. 

r. REAGAN. The gentleman from Illinois has attacked the com- 
mittee and he ought not to be so unjust as to insist on shutting the 
mouths of the committee in reply. 

Mr. FORT. I insist that I have not attacked the gentleman, nor 
have I impugned his motives or the motives of others. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is a difference of opinion about that, and that 
is just what I wish to discuss, 5 

he first objection in the protest is as follows: 

The bill contains appropriations to the amount of $7,203,700 and is of such large 
amount that the rules of the House should not be suspended to facilitate its pas- 
sage without debate and consideration. 

I admit that the bill is a large one and perhaps if I could individ- 
ually have controlled it it would have been smaller, and I agree that 
the manner in which the bill came before the House is not a desirable 
one. I have thought much about the matter to see how we could get 
action upon the bill without a suspension of the rules. It was stated 
by the gentleman from New York that if the bill was passed in this 
way it would create a precedent. The gentleman has been long a 
member of this House and there are few members so familiar with 

recedents as he is and he must know the fact that bills of this kind 

ave not passed during the last thirty years without a suspension of 
the rules; I mean general bills for this 8 I do not say that 
they bad been regularly passed during the last thirty years in this 
way, but I do say that from 1866 to the present year they have been 
so passed at each session without exception, until last year, when no 
bill was passed. 

So that the precedent is established. As to the amount contained 
in the bill, I desire to call the attention of the House for a moment, 
without going further back, to the fact that in 1869-70, Congress 
appropriated for this purpose $3,947,900; in 1870-71 it appropriated 
$4,407,500; in 187172 it appropriated $5,588,000; in 1072-73 it appro- 
priated 86,102,900; in 187-74 it appropriated $5,193,000 ; in 187475 
it appropriated $6,643,517.50, about a half million less than in this 
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bill ; and in 1875~76 it appropriated $5,015,000. In all of these cases 
and many preceding the bills were pet through this House under 
a suspension of the rules without debate. 

At the last session of the last Congress the river and harbor bill did 
not receive a two-third vote and failed to pass. Consequently the pub- 
lic works were greatly the sufferers, as we learn through the proper 
official channels and by mal knowledge on account of the failure 
to pass that bill. So much, then, for the precedents. We are simply 
following established precedents, not of a pleasing kind I admit, but 
precedents fully established, and therefore the arguments rest against 
the whole system, and not against this particular bill. 

I would say also in relation to this of the protest that the bill 
for rivers and harbors having failed last year the public works seri- 
ously suffered for want of 1 If the amount appro- 
priated by this bill had been divided between last year, when none 
was made, and this, they would have amounted to about three and 
a half millions annually, which would be much below the average of 
appropriations for this popoe Some members of the committee and 
many members of the House sought to have the amount increased 
above the average, because of the failure of the bill last year and 
of the injury done to great public works in consequence of that fail- 
be so that they might be restored and proceeded with. 

r. 3 For what period of time does this bill appro- 
riate 
r Mr. REAGAN. It appropriates for one year; but there has been a 
year for which there was no appropriation. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. In fact it covers two years. 

Mr. REAGAN. It covers two years; that is, it is all the appropri- 
ations that are made for two years. In connection with this I desire 
to say a word, if not objected to. Gentlemen will remember that in 
the report that comes from the Bureau of Statistics on the internal 
commerce of the United States it is stated that the internal commerce 
of this coun amounts to from twenty-five to thi billions of 
dollars annually ; they will see that anything which will reduce the 
cost of transportation one-fourth of 1 cent. will give back to the 
people a revenue or a saving infinitely r than the amount of this 
ca il sia re 

ere may be reasons which perhaps do not occur at present to the 
8 from New York [Mr. Cox] why this appropriation should 
made and why those who attempt to comprehend the commercial 
and material interests of the country, who take a broader and more 
comprehensive view and pomibiy a wiser view of the subject, should 
favor the passage of this bill. 

Another thing. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]I believe 
is understood to be the special friend of the laboring-man. 
the bills that pass throngh this House this is the only one in these 
times of depression and pecuniary distress that goes direc tly to the 
people, that gives them employment, that pays them for it by im- 

roving the commercial facilities of the country, increasing the prof- 
its of the producers from the soil, and reduces the expenses of those 
fone consume those products. That is all I desire to say on that sub- 
ect. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REAGAN. Wait a moment; Iam not through yet. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman is speaking in my time. 

Mr. REAGAN. The second proposition of the protest which is 
made here as the ground of opposition to this bill is as follows: 


2. All our rules, and especially Rule 121, specially applicable to a; riations 
for works of internal improvement, are intended vif against oahi gross 
on such pi ob aa | and uire, for wise purposes, separate votes on each 
item under certain conditions. © protest against the infraction of so salutary a 
rule on a bill where the tendency is to combine for general spoliation upon the 


That language, I believe, has been modified by the gentleman from 
New York when the point of order was made againstit. I did not 
wish to see him disciplined for it, for I regarded it as one of his figures 
of ch. He certainly did not mean to charge a combination for 
spoliation upon the against members of the committee who 
reported the bill or the one hundred and sixty-six members of the 
House who voted for geod Arriah Rule 121, to which reference is here 
made, is a good and salutary rule. I would be glad if it could be 
enforced on the river and harbor bill as well as on every other. But 
we are confronted with the practical fact that if the river and harbor 
bill should be reported to this House and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole, where it would be open to debate and amendment, it 
could not come out of that committee in such a shape as would enable 
any member to vote for it. I believe that fact may be assumed; 
hence it is that we have to pursue this extraordinary course. 

But the vote yesterday was to suspend Rule 121 and all other rules, 
so as to take the sense of the House by a two-third majority as to 
whether this bill should be passed. The bill had been reported, 
printed, and laid on the table of member for weeks before they were 
called upon to vote on it. They had the means of knowing all its 
poo except some few items, embracing about $160,000, which 

ad been added to the bill after it had been reported. Therefore it 
cannot be said that any member was rised. 

I can have no objection to members exercising their judgment in 
disapproving a bill or the method by which it was proposed to pass 
it; that is their individual and representative right; but Ido object 
that they should put in their statements that which is equivalent to 


charging that there was a fraudulent and corrupt combination to 
plunder the Treasury for local benefit. The members of the com- 
mittee considered this bill day after day and week after week for two 
or three months. They heard every member of the House who chose 
to come before it, some of the Senators, and many delegations from 
different parts of the . They examined the two volumes of 
the reports of engineers and all the information which they could 
obtain in relation to these matters while they were engaged in the 
formation of this bill. 

I state in the presence of all these members that I never yet asked 
a living man to vote for this bill and I never intimated to a living 
man that if his State or section received an appropriation he was 
expected to vote for the bill. On the contrary, the bill contains appro- 
priations for parts of the country whose Representatives were known 
to be op to the bill. 

Now, I want to call attention to a remarkable fact. One gentle- 
man came before us asking for about $1,000,000 for improvements in 
which his State was interested. This request was made atter the 
bill had been matured. We gave him more than $160,000, and he now 
signs the protest against this bill because of itsextravagance! [ Laugh- 


ter and applause, ] 

Mr. PA Can the gentleman name a similar case of any other 
member? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not mean to be personal. Another member 


asked for $400,000—a hundred and fifty thousand dollars more than 
the estimate. We gave him $50,000, and now he signs the protest 
against the bill on account of its extravagance! [Laughter and 
applause and cries of “ Name him 1 

other gentleman came to us asking an increase of a certain a 
propriation, and we increased it ; and now he is so patriotic that he 
votes against the bill because it is a “ plundering ” bill. 

These are samples. I might go on with them; but I will only 
say that the real explanation of the hostility on the part of some gen- 
tlemen (I do not say all) to this bill is that we have not “ plundered 
the Treasury” enough, If we had followed the estimates we would 
have 8 riated not less than fifteen or sixteen millions. 

Mr. S. Will the as allow me a moment? I ask 
him to state to the House the names of the gentlemen signing the 
protest to whom he has referred. 

Mr. REAGAN, I will not because I do not propose to say anything 
personal, I state what I know and what all the members of the 
committee know and what gentlemen themselves know. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. I decline to be interrupted. I was stating that if 
we had appropriated the amount estimated for by the engineer de- 
partment the aggregate of the bill would have been sixteen or eight- 
een million do Again, if we had consented to appropriate in 
this bill the amount ur upon us by varions members, some of 
whom a ed to us to go beyond the estimates 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask the gentleman a question affect- 
ing the rights of members of this floor. 

. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me; I will 
be through in a few minutes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to inquire whether the remarks which 
the gentleman made in regard to certain members of this House re- 
lated only to those who signed the protest or to those who voted 
against the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas declines to be inter- 
sy ree and is entitled to proceed without interruption. 

3 MITCHELL. Then I will call the gentleman to order through 

e Speaker. 

Mr. FORT. Has the gentleman from Texas a right to discuss the 
merits of the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. I call the gentleman to order. [Laughter. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe I have precedence in calling the gen- 
tleman to order. I understood him to say that certain members of 
this House had asked of the committee of which he is chairman cer- 
tain tt ese and that those members had voted against the 
bill. I wish to know whether that statement related to any member 
who did not sign the protest. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not hear the 9 statement. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I ask whether that statement of the gentleman 
related to any member who did not sign the protest. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave stated all I have to say on that subject; 
and 1 do not care to continue the discussion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I insist as a matter of right 
upon having this question settled; for as I understood the remark of 
the gentleman from Texas, it was a reflection upon every member 
who voted against the bill. I am not personally interested in the 
bill one way or the other; but I understood the gentleman to make 
a remark here cists | all members who voted against this bill—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mrrcu- 
rig Econ a question of order, and objects to certain language used 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand the 1 from Texas has 
withdrawn his statement so far as it might have been understood to 
apply to others than those who signed the protest. I understood the 
gentleman to reflect upon every member of the House who voted 
against the bill. There are certain members who he states appeared 
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before the committee and asked appropriations. Now, I desire to 
state that I asked no such appropriation, and yet I voted against the 
bill. If I understood correctly the gentleman’s original remark, it 
would reflect upon me and my honor in that ie. age 

The SPEAKE The Chair does not think the gentleman from 
Texas made any remarks reflecting on the House or on the gentleman. 

Mr. REAGAN. I beg that I may be permitted to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is speaking, as he 
stated when he rose, by permission of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Cox.] How much time he has the Chair is unable to say. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I limit the gentleman to five minutes 


more. 

Mr. REAGAN. I beg pardon; the gentleman from New York can- 
not fix my time now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has fifteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I retain the floor, and am entitled to re- 
sume it whenever I choose. I wasextending my courtesy to the geu- 
tleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. The House will give the gentleman all the time he 
may want. I did not know I was speaking in the gentleman’s time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas stated himself, when 
he took the floor, that it had been yielded to him by the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have given the gentleman all my time 
but fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has fifteen min- 
utes remaining. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman from Texas took the floor on a 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman out of his own mouth stated he 
was on the floor through the courtesy of the gentleman from New 


York. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Speaker misunderstands me. I asked the gen- 
tleman from New York to give way to me tospeak first, and that then 
he could answer me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas could not get the floor 
unless the gentleman yielded to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. I took the floor, and was willing to give him the 
fioor to reply to me. 

Mr. ITTNER. Mr. Speaker — 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope by ee consent I may be allowed to 
finish, and the gentleman from New York can get unanimous consent 
to follow me. 

Mr. ITTNER, = aloud tone of voice.) Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri. Does the gentle- 
man rise to a point of order? 

Mr. ITTNE I merely wish to remark that I do not think there 
will be any disposition on the part of the House to take the time con- 
sumed by the gentleman from Texas out of the time allowed to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. REAGAN. We will get him all the time that he may desire, 
and I hope I may be allowed to proceed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Texas 
will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was proceeding to say, Mr. Speaker, that if we 
had appropriated the amount of money sought by the members them- 
selves and urged upon us from day to day, our bill would have been 
more than $15,000,000, instead of $7,000,000. We have not in the 
minds of most of those who came before us, all of them I might say, 
given them all they think they ought to have. I do not think any 
of them got quite as much as they sought. Protests, nevertheless, 
are made against our action on account of our not giving them as 


much as they asked; protests on the ground of our having given them 
too muon when they know we have not given them as much as they 
sought, 


ow, sir, we intended as a general rule in reference to these appro- 
8 to give about 40 per cent. on the amount of each estimate. 

e went above that percentage in many instances, but that was the 
rule we adopted. The committee was urged with great ability and 
zeal to t the whole of many appropriations in accordance with 
the estimates, and the most difficult of all the duties devolved upon 
ihe committee was to keep down appropriations instead of getting 

em up. 

Now, in regard to the charge of a combination, I have only this to 
say, speaking for myself, that I never inquired in considering the 
measure whether the member in whose district the work for which 
an appropriation was made would vote for the bill or not. I never 
asked a member to vote for the bill. My idea was to get a bill which 
would be just and equitable and submit it afterward, when printed, 
to the judgment of the House to determine whether it was a just or 
equitable bill or not. 

It is also urged as one of the grounds of the protest that we appro- 
priated money for the improvement of rivers which had no water. I 
am sure that suggestion came from a failure to know what rivers were 
appropriated for and their capacity. 

ow, what make the lar; gregate in the bill are not appro- 
priations for local objects, for small rivers and harbors, but for great 
national works of improvement in the gouni For instance, we give 
$350,000 for removing obstructionsin East River and Hell Gate, New 


York, the entrance to our greatest commercial city. Weappropriate 
$150,000 for the improvement of Harlem River and to give addi- 
tional wharfage and facility for handling the grain and other prod- 
uce of the West. We appropriate $100,000 to improve Detroit 
River. We i at sare over $100,000 for a harbor of refuge on Lake 
Michigan, for the protection of the vast shipping of the lakes. We 
appropriate $175,000 for Sault Ste. Marie Canal; certainly not too 
much for a work of that magnitude, to accommodate the vast com- 
merce of the lakes. We appropriate in one item $250,000 for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Illinois 
to the month of the Ohio. We appropriate for other objects specified 
$100,000 to improve the Mississippi River from the Des Moines Rapids 
to the month of the Ohio. We appropriate $250,000 to improve the 
navigation of the Mississippi and deepen its channel from Saint 
Paul to Des Moines Rapids. We appropriate $150,000 for the Missis- 
sippi and Arkansas Rivers below the mouth of the Ohio. Weappro- 
priate $300,000 for the improvement of the Ohio River. Weappro- 
priate $300,006 for the Tennessee River and to build the great canal 
around the Muscle Shoals. These and like appropriations included 
in this bill are for great national works of the most vital importance 
to the United States. The whole country will receive the benefit of 
the larger portion of these appropriations, and if gentlemen will look 
to the appropriations for the smaller rivers and harbors they will 
find them to be as low as they have been in any bill of money yet 


passed. 

Not to tax the patience of the House further, I will come now to 
the last point alleged by the gentleman from New York in his pro- 
test. It is u by him in the protest nst the passage of the 
river and harbor bill that it is unconstitutional, because it provides 
for the improvement of rivers wholly within the territory of a single 
State. I presume the gentleman who made that statement is a law- 
yer, and if he is I wish to show him that if he is right the Supreme 
Court of the United States and a number of other courts in the land 
are stupidly ignorant of what the law is. 

I happen to have it collated and right before me in some remarks 
that I delivered last year; and I will read from those remarks cer- 
tain conclusions deduced from the decisions of the courts. I shall 
read these first and then I shall give a statement of the decisions; 
after which I shall cease to trespass upon the time of the House. I 
laid down these as maxims of law established by the highest courts 
in the land: 

First. That all rivers are navigable in law which are navigable in 


t. 
Second. That they are panio navigablo waters in fact when they 
are used, or are susceptible of being used, in their ordinary condi- 
tion, as highways of commerce, over which trade and travel are or 
may be conducted in the customary modes of trade and travel on 
water. 

Third. That the doctrine of the common law as to the navigability 
of waters has no application in this country. 

Fourth. That the ebb and flow of the tides do not constitute the 
test of the navigability of waters in this country. 

Fifth. That they constitute navigable waters of the United States 
within the meaning of the acts of Congress, in contradistinction from 
navigable waters of the States, when they form in their ordinary 
condition by themselves or by uniting with other waters a continued 
highway over which commerce is or may be carried on with other 
States or foreign countries in the customary modes in which com- 
merce is conducted by water. 

Sixth. That the true test as to whether Congress can appropriate 
money for such works is, whether the object be of local character and 
local use or whether it be of general use to the States. 

Seventh. If it be purely local, Congress cannot appropriate mone 
for it; but, if it be general, it matters not whether in point of local- 
ity it be in one State or several, or whether it be of large or small 
extent; its nature and character determine the right. 

I now read extracts from some of the decisions of the courts and 
from elementary authority. 

In the case of the General Cass, in United States district court for 
eastern district of Michigan, January term, 1872, Mr. Justice Long- 
year says: 

Those waters are aA se in law which are navigable in fact, and they are pub- 
lic navigable waters in fact when they are used or are susceptible of being ased 
in their o condition as highways of commerce, or over which e and 


5 may be cond the customary modes of trade and travel on 
water. 


And he adds: 


That the Saginaw Ri in Michi from Saginaw City to its b, 
which 9 ee — ig have been 8 . The 
description above given, there can be no dispute. Itis therefore public, navigable 
water, and is clearly wi theadmiralty jurisdiction of this court. American Law 
Times Reports, volume 5, page 13. 

This river was navigable about forty miles and wholly within the 
State of Michigan. 

In the case of Daniel Ball, in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Mr. Justice Field, delivering the opinion of the court, (De- 
cember term, 1870,) says, (and he is a strict constructionist :) 

The doctrine of the common law as to the navigability of waters has no applica- 


tion in this country. Here the ebb and flow of the tide do not constitute the usual 
test, as in En or any test at all of the navigability of waters, 
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After giving the reasons for this, he adds: 

Those rivers must be regarded as public, navigable rivers inlaw which are navi- 
gable in fact. And they are navigable in fact when they are used, or susceptible 
of being used, in their ordinary condition, as highways for commerce, over which 
trade and travel are or may be conducted in the customary modes of trade and 
travel on water. And they constitute navigable waters of the United States with- 
in the meaning of the acts of Congress, in contradistinction from the 3 
waters of the States, when they form in their ordinary condition by themselves, 
or by uniting with other waters a continued highway over which commerce is or 
may be carried on with other States or foreign countries in the customary modes 
in which commerce is conducted by water.—10 Wallace, 563. 

Mr. Justice Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, section 
1273 of the edition of 1873, in treating the question of the appropriation 
of money for internal improvements, says: 

The true test is, whether the object be of a local character and local use, or 
whether it be of general use to the States. If it be 2 local, Con; cannot 
constitutionally e e money for the object. t, if it be general, it matters 
not whether in point of locality it be in one State or several ; whether it be of large 
or small extent; its nature and character determine the right, and Congress may 
appropriate money in aid of it, for it is then, in a just sense, for the general welfare. 

These authorities, and others of like kind, and these deductions 
settle the law, if any question can be settled by the adjudications of 
the highest courts, against the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York. And if he looks to the bill he will find there is no work 
appropriated for that does not come within the provisions of these 
definitions of the law as made by the supreme and circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States. 

The portions of this protest which have for their object to impeach 
the patriotism and integrity of the committee which framed the bill 
and the patriotism and integrity of the members of the House who 
voted for it are not, it strikes me, words to be said upon this floor by 
any member of another. That committee is constituted of eleven 
members, representing different sections of the country, the conflict- 
ing interests of the different portions of the entire country, each 
standing guard upon the other that no one gets appropriations for 
particular works or for a particular section which would be inequit- 
able or unjust. I do not know whether I should say it or not, but if 
Iam permitted to speak for the members of the committee and not 
myself, I would say that the committee labored, under their con- 
victions of duty, to give an honest bill, appropriating money where 
it was needed, and steadily refused to appropriate money where it 
would be merely an expenditure of money without benefiting the 
commerce of the conntry. 

If I have ever peeved. n a committee that labored faithfully, 
diligently, and earnestly, I believe that this committee did it. I feel 
after three months of solid, undeviating, almost ceaseless toil in 
maturing a bill that gave us very great Jabor that the committee is 
at least entitled to be regarded as having tried to do its duty without 
being impeached by e of combination and conspiracy for local 
interests to plunder the ury of the United States. If gentlemen 
can reconcile it to their own sense of justice to make such charges 
against their associates who framed the bill and nst their asso- 
ciates who voted to pass the bill, let them do it; I have nothing to 
say about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have occupied more of the time of the House than 
I expected to do. I know that I have not done justice to the subject, 
but I feel that I ought not to take up any more of the time of the 


ouse. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Texas need not have 
gone out of his way to affix an allegation of censure upon his com- 
mittee. There was none growing out of this protest, except that which 
is plainly expressed of a public nature. ere was no intention to 
call in question the honest intention and purpose of the gentleman 
and his committee. We grant that gentlemen here, upon all sides, act 
honestly according to their own belief. It isa part of the courtesy of 
our duty. When this committee brought in this bill they no doubt 
believed that they were acting in the public interest. Certainly, they 
thought it was in the interest of their own constituents, however it 
may affect others. 

Admitting all this, am I censurable if I claim the right, if possible, 
by this protest to reform this bad and too common practice of logs- 
lation, which the mode of passing this bill illustrates? Does it follow 
that in doing so I am impugning the honesty or integrity of the gen- 
3 who so ably represent the House on the Committee on Com- 
merce 

This practice has not, as has been said, been uniform of passin 
river and harbor bills by a two-third vote on Monday. We have ha 
such bills, like other appropriation bills, often discussed, and with 
advantage. 

Moreover, may I not say to gentlemen who are interested in this 
bill that they will in the end ‘Bet more ag better appuod, with 
less taxation justly levied, by fair discussions here, than by grinding 
such bills through by a two-third vote, with no challenge to wron 
items and no amendment for any purpose? What do you do? Sen 
this measure to the Senate to be riddled and ridiculed, torn to tatters 
and patched all over; and then to come out of a committee of con- 
ference changed in its items, sometimes for the worse, or, in the end, 
as was the case with some recent bills of this character, vetoed. It 
is not for the interest of localities or the country to drive the bill 
through under the whip and spur. Such hasty and ill-considered 
action recoils, 

I did not intend to debate the merits of the bill; I intended to call 


attention, Mr. Speaker, to the fact that in the nature of a question 
of privilege the opportunity has frequently arisen here of presenting 
protests. The case is pertinent, referred to by the Speaker yesterday, 
when Mr. Brooks presented a protest as to the organization of the 
House. That protest was mies bem by the House so far as reading 


ria in the RECORD. I also remember the case of the con- 
tested election of a member from Louisiana, Mr. Sypher ; he had been 
admitted though not elected. While he was out of the House tele- 
phing home that he was admitted to his seat, I drew up a protest. 
t was signed by some twenty-five members. It was sent to the 
Clerk’s desk without discussion, opposition, or comment. It was read; 
a motion to reconsider was entertained; and thereupon Mr. Sypher 
was debarred from membership. 

Reference has been made to the case which occurred in the Senate 
in the Thirty-first Congress. In that case a protest was made by 
eminent Senators against the admission of California. True, the 
question was whether the protest should go, not into the record, but 
into the Journal. Mr. Hunter, reasoning philosophically upon the 
nature of such presentments, then said: 

It does seem to me that there are occasions when members should be permitted 
thus to emphasize their opposition to a measure. 

That is all intended by this protest. This bill was passed without 
discussion. We would emphasize our adverse unexpressed judgment 
to such a pernicious practice. Being debarred the usual debate, how 
else can we doit? We know that it contains an enormons and mul- 
tifarious appropriation of money. We had no chance to show how 
inordinate some sections and localities were fed by this bill, and how 
others were compelled to pay for it without adequate consideration. 
In the bill Alabama gets less than half of Arkansas, and Connecticnt 
less than Alabama; Florida twice that of Delaware, and Indiana only 
half of Illinois; Iowa but $28,000, being one-tenth of Georgia, while 
Kansas received almost as meager a sum as Louisiana with her great 
commercial entrepôt; and each of these States a score less than Mich- 
igan with her bountiful $569,000, which is ten times the slim Massa- 
chusetts bounty, with its many harbors on her coast. We know why 
New York should receive attention in these matters ; but why should 
New Jersey get $246,000 while New Hampshire gets 84,400? Compare 
Ohio with her $120,000, and North Carolina with her $135,000, and 
Pennsylvania with her $358,000, Tennessee with her $461,000, Texas 
with her $283,000, Virginia with her $210,000, West Virginia with her 
$272,000, and then as a climax Wisconsin with $408,000, and you will 
be prepared to say what influences led to these varied sums for these 

culiar localities. It does not appear to be a sectional bill. Tho 

orth had in the printed bill $3,789,300, and the South $2,332,500, so 
that there is perfect impartiality in the general drain of money for 
such purposes. It is irrespective of any special favor on account of 
previous condition. Butsurely debate might have aided Congress to 
apportion more discreetly, if not to lessen, these sums according to 
the needs of commerce and the ability of the people to be taxed. 

But there was no chance for comparison, debate, or deliberation 
on any one of the hundreds of items of the bill. We know that it 
was what in common parlance is called an omnibus bill, a Jog-roll- 
ing bill. The gentleman from Texas showed ns that members came 
to him or his committee again and again to have amounts inserted 
or enlarged. Nay, it is asserted here that some of those who voted 
against the bill and signed the protest yesterday did so because they 
did not get the amounts they asked for. Does not this show that 
there is a tendency in such bills, as is shown in this protest, to com- 
bine for the exhaustion of the Treasury? Yes, and a tendency to 
fight when one is left out of the combination. 

I shall now read from certain authorities to sustain tho point of 
porig in presenting the protest. I read first from Wilson’s Par- 

iamentary Law, on page 163, where it is said: 

The entering of protests prevails in all of our legislative assemblies, and is 
generally re; ted and secured by constitutional pro ns. 

On the next page the author says: 

Members may not only express their opinion by vote, but also. with the grounds 
of it, by protest, which, with the names of all the members who concur in it, is 
en in the journal. 

This rule is summarized in Cushing’s Parliamentary Practice, where 
the protest is recognized generally as a parliamentary privilege, of 
great utility in the science of legislation. 

Now, sir, I have an extract from the constitution of the State of 
Michigan 9 1 7 this subject. 

Mr. CON GER. The constitution of the State of Michigan provides 
that members of the Legislature may protest. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will come to that in a moment. It has 
been the custom in various States, as Cushing remarks, to admit pro- 
tests both inside and outside of the organic law. The constitution 
of Michigan says: 

Any member of either house shall have liberty to dissent from or protest against 
any shp g. or resolution which he may think injurious to any person or 
the public, and have the reason for his dissent entered upon the journal. 

This goes to any act, proceeding, or resolution injurious to the pub- 
lic or to any person. It is an extensive privilege. We do not pro- 
pose to enter this protest on the Journal. In the interest of the 
public we rise to a question of high privilege, not only to reserve the 
constitutional rights of Congress against the wrongful use of public 
money, but, if possible, to stop an insidious and, I was about to say, 
a corrupt system by the comhjination of localities against the Fed- 
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eral exchequer and the national interests. Is not such an attempt 
as this protest worthy of commendation from unselfish men bent on 
the common weal and not scared by mere local clamor? 

There is a propriety, as well by acknowledged right as by custom 
of this House, to have the reasons emphasized by having them spread 
upon the record. This proceeding, I know, is post mortem. Itis after 
the bill has passed the House and on its way to the Senate. But we 
cannot help that. Our protest looks te the future, and is in the inter- 
est of good legislation. 

I could refer also to Alabama, where in her constitution the right 
of protest has been authorized, as follows: 

Any member of either house shall have liberty to dissent from or protest against 
ree act or resolution which he may think injurious to Se pablis or an individual, 
and have the reasons for his dissent entered on the jo 

So in Florida, Iowa, New Hampshire, Vermont, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Tennessee, and in Illinois, where two members signing a pro- 
test may call the attention of the public or of the house to a flagrant 
violation of parliamentary rules or to the unwisdom of the proposed 
legislation against which the protest is offered. So much for that 
branch of the case. 

The gentleman from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN, ] to whom I yielded the 
floor, has entered upon an elaborate discussion of this bill as to its 
merits. We should have had it before its passage. I cannot avoid, 
though reluctantly, following him to some extent; but I will endeavor 
to be guarded as to how far. The bill will not bear much discussion. 
Was that the reason it was rushed through here without debate? 
Why was it placed here in this House to be put in a machine and to 
come out just as they brought it in? One honorable member, whom 
I have in my eye, gave me the reason yesterday. He voted for the 
bill, but said he did not like it; he voted for it because there was 
some money in it for his State. I will not mention names, either; 
but said he, “ When we get a bill with only $5,000,000 in it, it is gen- 
erally lost. You have to put $6,000,000 in it and distribute it pretty 
evenly in order to make it carry. But when you have $7,000,000 in 
it, it is a sure thing; two-thirds will vote for it.“ This is a pregnant 
commentary on such legislation; but we know it is all too true. 

And yet I have to stand here with my friends who have signed this 

rotest and submit to the harsh language of gentlemen who are also 
Friends, because I dare, in the line of dutiful yet unavailing remon- 
strance, to protest against this specious practice of appropriating 
money without deliberation. Nor am I amenable to anyselfish charge, 
as my State has large appropriations in the bill, running up to $753,- 
000, Hell Gate included. 

This bill only needs a little examination to show of what it is made. 
There are propositions here for surveys, $140,000. Forsurveys? What 
are they but the entering wedge for future appropriations! I find in 
it propositions for surveying riversin States where there are perhaps 
scarcely any navigable water courses, where I have been told that 
even men cannot get water when they dig a hole iu the ground to 
boil potatoes. There is a provision here for the survey of a river in 
Kentucky, which a friend of mine near me says ought to be macad- 
amized. [Laughter.] That is the only way to make it a thorough- 
fare. [Lau Keng 

re aie AN. that the member who asked that it be inserted 
in the bi 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, it is a 1 who opposes this 
questionable legislation on principle. He does not ask, he scorns to 
ask, for an appropriation at the expense of good legislation and fair 
precedents. He is with me here in provine, I cannot got my.eye 
on him just at this time, but he has filled the second oflice in the 
State of Kentucky and is a parliamentarian of approved skill and 
ability. His approbation of this protest is consolation enough for 
being with the minority. 

Further than that, here are provisions for the survey of all sorts of 
little rivers, whose currents are local to States or districts of a State. 
Iam somewhat of a traveler, if not a geographer; I have traveled 
8 55 nearly all through our country. I have been to the State of 

exas. With its bayous and large extent of sea- coast, I know there 
is some excuse for gentlemen there who have obtained $283,000 of 
this appropriation. I will not complain of that, nor of the gentle- 
man for looking to it. The population is largely a commercial people; 
their bayous run away up into the land. They are arms of the sea, 
and much is to be said for them of a general nature. 

But if you would learn some of the prime merits of this bill go 
farther inland, where you find little “ creeks,” trout streams, 
and almost waterless rivers, which are half the year. In some of 
these waters you can hardly find water enough to run a mill-race; and 
if you should undertake to go out and find anything of utility on 
some of these streams, to find a mill-site for instance, some one will 
tell you the old story, that you“ Can't find a dam by a mill-site, and 
no mill by a dam site.“ [Laughter.] Many of the creeks and rivers 
in this bill are not worth a dam. [Great laughter.] If you examine 
them carefully you will find that there is not water enough in them 
to run the year round; and hence the sequitur of our logicians, that 
there is greater necessity of making an appropriation! They are 
navigable “ by law,“ according to certain authorities, and the effort 
of this bill is to make them navigable in fact! 

Some years ago an honorable member of Con from Ohio, now 
upon the supreme bench of this District, Judge Cartter, brought in 
an amendment to appropriate $10,000 for the Tuscarawas River, which 


runs into the Muskingum, and the Muskingum River runs into the 
Ohio River. It joins with another creek to make the Muskingum at 
Coshocton, in the district of my honorable friend, [Mr. SOUTHARD. 
It is the place where I had the happiness and honor to be born. 
have many associations with “the banks of that beautiful river,” 
the Muskingum. What was my surprise to find this stream, already 
improved at a great outlay by the State by dams, locks, and slack- 
water, for stern-wheelers, in this bill. What could be the reason for 
that appropriation? The Muskingum is hardly over a hundred and 
fifty miles from Coshocton to Marietta, all in one State. Perhaps it 
was the same reason Judge Cartter gave for one of its tributaries, 
the Tuscarawas, for which he asked a ten thousand, ironical, appro- 
priation. He urged that it had been navigable since the deluge; 
that the Indians had had their canoes upon: it, which ran both up 
and down on its bosom; that it was necessary as a tributary to the 
Muskingum ; that the Muskingum poured its stream into the Ohio; 
that the Ohio gave its volumes to the Mississippi; and the father 
himself of waters gave his rolling flood to the everlasting ocean. 
This was the nd climax: that, therefore, Congress should give 
$10,000 to the Tuscarawas River. [Laughter.] That is the nature of 
the argument that must be made here for most of these items. 

Why, sir, everybody knows that in the good old days of strict con- 
struction of the Constitution, when we had southern statesmen here 
to defend the canons of interpretation of our sacred political faith; 
when they discriminated between national objects like “inland seas” 
and merely local objects like county creeks and State streams; when 
they had the power to enforce their philosophical rules of criticism 
upon all appropriations according to the meaning and intent of those 
who founded the Federal system—in those days—ante bellum days, if 
you please—no such argumentation as that made by the active and 
energetic gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] would ever have been 
tolerated. Gentlemen of the South, have those days gone to the rear 
and abysm forever? Are we to have no more of the strict construc- 
tion of our Constitution and the rigid economies which such construc- 
tion taught? Or are we to float on a limitless sea of legislation, or, 
worse, a mercenary element which, when it stagnates, becomes death 
to our institutions? I do not say that the t body of these appro- 
priations in this bill belongs to the South. I have shown that it 
does not. Michigan, West Virginia, and Wisconsin get their big and 
respective shares. Why, we can tell the size of it in a moment when 
we see a gentleman from a favored State leap up in the air from his 
place and object to this protest. Minnesota gets her share; Wiscon- 
sin gets her share; Ohio, along the lakes, gets her share; Louisiana 
has her little share. All around, even in New England, there are 
nice little douceurs given for gentlemen in nearly every part of the 
country. This is a pretty arrangement. 

Mr. REAGAN. New York gets more than any two of them. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; and I oppose this bill, although you 
appropriate so much to New York. 

Mr. KENNA. How about your district? 

Mr. COX, of New York. My district is in one sense the United 
States of America. [Laughter.] Butmy friend from West Virginia 
[Mr. Kenna] gets $240,000 for the Big Kanawha and $18,000 for the 
Little Kanawha. There is where his district comes in; and he sup- 
ports the bill! He had better not interrupt me any more, 

Mr. KENNA. Ido not think the gentleman knows in whose dis- 
trict those streams are. A little knowledge of geography would help 
him wonderfully. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, this pro- 
testis in no sense offensive. It only calls the attention of the House 
and the country to a species of legislation that ought to be corrected ; 
a species of legislation vicious beyond demonstration, even in full 
debate. The protest simply refers to the large amount involved in 
the bill and the propriety of its consideration according to a special 
rule made for the consideration of the items in bills of this kind, and 
that these appropriations should not be considered en bloc, Then it 
refers to our time-honored privilege in this House to debate these 
appropriation bills in Committee of the Whole and out ofit. Then it- 
comes down to the constitutional idea that the General Government 
was established for general p ; that the States should take 
care of their local interests, and that in these regards there should be 
@ line of demarkation strictly drawn. 

Mr. Speaker, although this debate may go to the merits of the bill, 
and although the bill may not appear quite so presentable as before 
analyzed aud protested, and although the bill as printed is not the 
same bill as written, although the bill now goes to the Senate bap- 
tized by the two-third, reasonless rule, I hope the Senate, with the 
aid of both acy and fair debate, will eliminate all the errors, all 
the “log-rolling” from it, and give us a bill that will inure to the 
benefit of such commercial interests as are under the Federal author- 
ity and at the same time protect our rightful immunity under the 
Constitution from unjust taxation at a time when the country suf- 
fers beyond example, 

I now yield to the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. ELLts.] 

Mr. ELLIS. I would not now claim the attention of the House but 
for the fact that the chairman of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. 
REAGAN] in the course of his remarks alluded to certain gentlemen 
who had appeared before the committee and whom his nice sense of 
parliamentary propriety would not permit him to name; and a cry 
went up from a hundred lips, made brave in their utterances perhaps 
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because they were numerous, Name him!” Were it not for this fact 


I would not now claim the attention of the House, In response to 
that cry, “Name him!” “Name him!” I respond, his name is ELAus;“ 
he hails from iana; and he confronts you now with words of 
which he is not ashamed and with thoughts that will bear the keen 
scratiny of his watching countrymen. 

In regard to this protest, Mr. Speaker, which has occasioned all 
this debate, I cannot for my life see why any one should object to it; 
the offensive language has been withdrawn, and I for one say that 
in signing it I meant no reflection upon the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce nor upon any of the members of that commit- 
tee, (most of whom I am proud to claim as my personal friends,) nor 
upon any gentleman who saw fit to vote for the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, look at the protest. What is there in it, unless it be the 
enunciation of principles enshrined in the Constitution and made sacred 
by American usage? What is the first point made? It is that this bill 
appropriates the sum of $7,000,000 and that the measure is hurried 
through without discussion and without the chance for that sharp, 
close investigation which members should ever bestow upon any 
measure which sweeps away the money of the people, We live ina 
broad country: four thousand miles one way and two thousand the 
other, It is impossible that members of this House can be familiar 
with the physical geography of all these rivers in the different States. 
Discussion clears away the mists. Truth is like a torch: the more 
you shake it the more it shines. Investigation affects injuriously 
only the guilty, never the innocent. When the people’s money is to 
be voted away, when $7,000,000 are to be appropriated, how strange, 
Mr. Speaker, that we, sent here to legislate for the country, with the 
whole summer before us, ay, even until December, if need be, to 

` transact the legitimate business of the country, should shrink from 
full investigation and discussion of this important measure. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask my friend to yield to me one minute simply 
for a question. 

Mr. ELLIS. With great pleasure I yield to my friend for a ques- 


on. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman has signed a protest here in regard 
to a certain practice which has prevailed in this House for a lon 
series of years and has received the sanction of vory many very 
men—even of one so good as himself. I ask the gentleman in this 
connection whether he will not consent to have read the names at- 
tached to this protest and also the names of those who voted in the 
affirmative upon the last river and harbor bill which came before 
the House and was passed in the same way ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, that is not a question, and I do not yield 
for it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. It will occupy only a very few minutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not yield. My friend from Maryland, having 
obtained consent to ask me a question, tries to inject into my s 
a portion of the record of the last Congress, and I decline to yield for 
that purpose. 

0 Mr. . I have no doubt it will confirm all the gentleman 
as said. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then, sir, Iwill answer you thus; and Iwill make 
confession which a many of the gentlemen on this floor will 
have to make before their constituentsnext November. I was young 
and green then and did not pay attention to the real contents of that 
bill as I shonld have done. 

Mr. ROBERTS. My friend should go farther and make confession, 
as this is a day of confession, that he came to me and asked to get 
$250,000 for the harbor at New Orleans and $200,000 for Red River, 
instead of the amount appropriated. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will come to that; I will pay my ts to that 
thought before I close; the gentleman n not be afraid. There 
beats nothing here in my heart in regard to the public interest which 
he and every citizen in this great Republic cannot look at and wel- 
come. Now, sir, as to the second point of the protest. I ask the 
Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. All ourrul d 
jhe wastes eren at ai are inicaded yopsin trepa vote ts iter on 
such appropriations, an uire, for wise purno, separate yotes on each item, 
under certain conditions. ə protest against the infraction of so salutary a rule 
on a bill where the tendency is to combine for general spoliation upon the 8 


Retracting for myself the word “ spoliation,” Mr. Speaker, which 
was used there when I signed that protest, I ask could any rule be more 
salutary? I ask could any rule guard against combinations for large 
appropriations of this kind where the individual interests of the re- 
spective district, the interests of each member, are ag; ted in the 
whole bill, each member fighting for his district alone but we 
ont of sight for the moment the general weal of the whole country 
This rule was made to meet that very spirit of log-rolling in which 
members meet to make up bills of this kind. Now ask the Clerk to 
read the third point in the protest. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

2. The right of the House of Representatives to consider a: rintions in Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse, or at least in the Honse itself, should be sacredly pro- 
tected. This suspension of the rule deprives this House of our traditional privilege; 
and this encourages similar raids upon the Treasury to gratify local interests. 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly, sir. The privilege of discussing an immense 
appropriation in the Committee of the Whole, the privilege of exam- 


ti 


ining into the claims of the little creeks and into small rivers in the 
country, and ially of some in Pennsylvania the very names of 
which the Speaker of this House is ignorant of, the names of which 
t at ed find on the map of the United States—of rivers I never 
eard of. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Does the Fan refer to rivers for which an 
Bf rad er has been made 

r. ELLIS. They are named in the bill, and money poured out 
like water for their survey. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let me correct the gentleman for a moment. 
There is not a river or harbor in the bill that has not been surveyed 
by order of Congress by the Engineer Department of the Army, or 
for which a recommendation has not been made. 

Mr. ELLIS, That may be. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars 
are appropriated for the survey of numerous creeks—for Otter Creek 
and a creek in Pennsylvania, a creek with an unpronounceable name. 

Mr. DUNNELL. d in your State you have your full share of 


them, 

Mr. ELLIS. No, sir; we asked nothing for creeks, but something 
we did not get for onr greatrivers. I am informed by my friend, the 
gentleman from Kentucky, in one of these streams for which appro- 

riations are made you cannot float a saw-log except in rainy weather. 
PLanghter.} 

Now, when we discuss these measares in Committee of the Whole, 
1 is let in upon them. 

. REAGAN. If that is true, then I wish to say that the gentle- 
man’s colleague in asking for an appropriation for that creek commit- 
ted an imposition upon us. 

Mr. ELLIS, Iam not here to defend the one or the other. Let 
the chairman of the Commerce Committee look to his own knowledge, 
for he is responsible. Inow come to my part, the part I played before 
this committee in asking for an b pTANEN for the improvement 
of the harbor at New Orleans and for Red River 

Mr. DUNNELL. I insist the gentleman from Louisiana should ad- 
dress the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana will address the 


Chair. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will endeavor to speak so the Chair can hear me, 

I did appear before that committee. I appeared before it in behalf 
of two great objects: one was the harbor at New Orleans, and the 
other the great needs of Red River; two objects which in importance 

e can scarcely overestimate. 

The harbor at New Orleans, for which your original bill provided 
not one dollar 

Mr. REAGAN. For which there were no estimates and for which 
no money was asked. 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes; my colleague, General GIBSON, appeared before 
your committee and asked for an appropriation. 

Mr. REAGAN. Not till after the bill was reported and printed. 

Mr. ELLIS, But you got the estimates of the engineer officers of 
the United States; and it was shown that the harbor of that city is 
being undermined; that a portion of the river is wearing into its 
banks threatening the very harbor itself; a harbor where rides the 
commerce of twenty States; the harbor of the second exporting city 
of this Government; a harbor whose commercial importance cannot 
be overrated. Yet with the estimates of the engineers asking you 
for $476,000, and with Licking River and the unmentionable river 
in Pennsylvania fully provided for, you dole out the miserable sum 
of 850,000. Is this statesmanship? Is this looking after the great 
interests of the whole country ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman should not state what is not the 
fact. There is nothing for Licking River and nothing for what he 
calls the unmentionable river in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman forgets 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not forget. I state what is true. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman state that there is no item in the 
bill for Licking River? 

Mr. REAGAN. There is an item for surveys of rivers and we did 
pat into this bill the authority for surveys where members came be- 

‘ore us with evidence which showed that the rivers or harbors in 
question onght to be surveyed. 

Mr. ROBERTS. May I ask the gentleman from Lonisiana to name 
the unmentionable river. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will spell it, K-i-s-k-i-m-i-n-e-t-a-s, [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there a dollar appropriated for that river? Or 
is it simply that a survey is ordered 7 

Mr. SPARKS. There is an order for a survey with a view to future 
appropriations, 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman says he cannot pro- 
nounce these names. It is the Kis-ki-min-e-tas River he stumbles at. 
Freighter] The honorable gentleman’s education has been sadly 
neglected if he cannot pronounce that name. It is a musical Indian 
name, having a local association, and signifies, if I rightly remember, 
“ sprightly stream.” It is one of the tributaries of the Allegheny 
River. The survey of the Allegheny is provided for also. Of this 
stream, traversing the western extent of our State from Pittsburgh 
up into New York, I shall speak again. Steamboats have run up this 
stream from Fe to Olean in New York at different seasons of 
the year. It is one of the arteries of our wealth, if utilized. Twenty- 
seven miles above Pittsburgh the Kiskiminetas, so difficult for the 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2749 


Venere from Louisiana [Mr. . pronounce, empties into the 


Negheny, being one of its main tributaries. The Kiskiminetas is 
formed by the junction of the Conemaugh and Loyalhanna at Salts- 
burgh, a town of considerable size some twenty-three miles above its 
mouth, and the Conemaugh, being called for a tribe of Indians of 
that name, has its source in the Allegheny Mountains. The Kiski- 
minetas and the Conemaugh form a continuous stream of some sixty 
miles east from the Allegheny River. If the gentleman will look at 
the report of the committee of the Senate of the United States, made 
in 1874, of which Mr. WI Npou, Senator from Minnesota, was chair- 
man, on transportation routes to the seaboard, he will find these two 
rivers, Kiskiminetas and Conemaugh, mentioned and specially indi- 
cated by a distinguished engineer as linksin the great chain of water 
communication between the Ohio and the Atlantic seaboard. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Is there a steamboat on those rivers ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. There has been. I can bring evi- 
dence of a steamboat in former years when there was slack- water and 
canal navigation along these streams going up the Allegheny from 
Pittsburgh to the Kiskiminetas, thence up to Johnstown near the head 
of the Conemaugh. 

Mr. SPARKS. A stern-wheel, was it not? [Laughter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It was not a steamer of the heaviest 
draught, but, sir, we want the examination by the Government to see 
how far artificial appliances can improve these streams for naviga- 
tion and thus add to the wealth of the country. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to ask my colleague a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. What is the question? 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wis to know where that stream is; where is the 
stream that is called Conemaugh, Kiskiminetas, or some such name? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Why, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, my colleague, aspires to be the chief executive of that State, 
and if he does not know the location of these streams he is ignorant 
of the geography of his State and ought not to seek such a high po- 
sition. : 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not fish in such shallow waters for the nomi- 
nation of governor. If I had to go into the trout streams of Penn- 
sylvania for it I would abandon it. [Laughter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am glad to have given the gen- 
tleman an opportunity of explaining. e people of Pennsylvania 
may with him in this respect and relieve him of his fishing. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not know that these rivers have any existence. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am surprised that my colleague, 
who claims some intelligence and to be the special friend of the work- 
ing man and to know all about our industries, should declare before 
this House and the country that he does not know the location of 
the Kiskiminetas and Conemaugh Rivers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WRIGHT. Itis a new name; I never heard of it before. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, Whither are we drifting? The 

ntleman is an old democratic politician in Pennsylvania. He was 

amous when I was achild. He stood high in the councils of his 
party ; so high that he presided, I believe, in 1°44 over the national 
convention that nominated James K. Polk for President. Since 
then he has been in our State Legislature, member of Congress, 
chairman of democratic State committee, now candidate for governor, 
aud yet does not know the location of these streams! The gentle- 
man is older than he was, and his memory is possibly faithless to him. 
Let me give him a little history. Now, the gentleman cannot have 
forgotten the Pennsylvania Canal, the Pennsylvania public works, 
that the democratic party in our State controlled so long and manip- 
ulated so well to perpetuate their power. The Western Division ran 
from Pittsburgh to Johnstown, the western base of the Allegheny 
Mountains, thence over the mountains by the Portage Railroad to 
Hollidaysburgh, thence by the eastern base of the mountain, thence b; 
canal to Harrisburgh, {heno to Philadelphia, partly by canal an 
partly by rail ; and when these were sold for $7,500,000 the gentle- 
man’s party, he along with them, doubtless groaned and complained 
in sadness. Now, sir, the western division of this canal from Pitts- 
burgh to Johnstown was up along the Allegheny to Freeport, thence 
along the Kiskiminetas and Conemaugh Rivers. They were its only 
feeders, and along them were a number of dams built by the State 
and slackwater navigation over them a portion of the way. From 
some time in 1830 to 1850 all the travel and traffic from Philadelphia 
to Pittsburgh, from early spring to late fall, was over these streams 
and canal. In the statute-books of our State from the commence- 
ment of internal improvements in Pennsylvania until this moment 
are to be found the names Kiskiminetas and Conemaugh Rivers in 
connection with some public legislation. My friend does not know 
enough of geography to be our governor, I fear. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to know from my colleague if a survey is 
ordered in the bill for these two little streams. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. It is, and I am proud of my success 
on 2 obtained it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Are they navigable streams ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. They can bea portion of the year, 
and it is en iad in my opinion, and I have also the opinion of 
most distinguished engineers that they can be made navigable the 
greater portion, if not the whole, of the year. I want the survey to 
show this to the country for my part of the State. . 

Mr. WRIGHT. How wide are they? 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. At high water the gentleman could 
not swim across them; he would lose his wind before he got across. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I wish to ask the gentleman whether at low water 
you cannot step across them. 

. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. No, sir. There are ferries and fordings 
for horses at low water in some places across the streams. Only last 
week, ona trip home, missing the train and walking into Blairsville, 
some two miles, I had to pay a ferry-boat my ten cents to row me across 
the Conemaugh. This was nearly forty miles above the mouth of the 
Kiskiminetas, The gentleman is an old, old democrat, too. He has 
forgotten his geograp y. He does not know his own State. Let him 
come away from his anthracite-coal fields of Eastern Pennsylvania 
and visit the great diversities of resources in Western Pennsylvania, 
across the mountains. Come out and see our coal-fields, our coke- 
ovens, our fire-brick works, our agate our mills, our agricult- 
ural wealth, our furnaces and rolling mills run by natural gas welling 
up from the bowels of the earth ; our oil waue making wealth to the 
State and the country. Come, travel a little and learn what your 
State needs. 

558 ELLIS. That is the way they slipped in so easily, being so well 
oiled. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I know they are little insignificant streams. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is an old man. I 
want to be respectful, but must say he does not know what he is talk- 
ing about. I Want it to go to the country that these gentlemen from 
the eastern part of ourState who have spoken are against the improve- 
ment of our rivers, are against their examination and survey, are 
against giving us an opportunity of showing by scientific exploration 
that the Allegheny, the Kiskiminetas, the Conemaugh, can be made 
navigable at reasonable expense, and be of immense aid to our inter- 
nal commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] will 


proceed. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ithank the gentleman from Pennsylvania very kindly 
for his interruption, for it affords me a new argument in opposition 
to this bill. 

We have seen a gray-headed gentleman who has lived in Pennsyl- 
vania more than forty years and occupied some of the highest posi- 
tions in that State, and who is always right, who never heard of this 
river; and I was assured by the honorable Speaker that he did not 
know that there was such a river in the State. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that he had never heard of this 
application for appropriation for this river, for he did not suppose 
the stream was navigable. 

Mr. ELLIS. I stand corrected. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am glad that the Chair has made 
that explanation, for his own sake. 

Mr. ELLIS. Another gentleman from Pennsylvania, venerable in 
the public councils, contends that you can step over this river, and 
that it is not navigable at all. As I said before, the only way it crept 
into this 8 bill was because it was oily. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to ask the gentleman what harm can be 
done, even taking his own view of the character of the remarkable 
stream spoken of, by an appropriation for surveys or examinations ? 
If the streams are of the character spoken of no money will be spent 
upon them; not a single dollar. The engineers, if the streams are of 
the character described, would so report. The reports of the engi- 
neering department would show for the last ten, twenty, or thirty 
years that the Engineer Corps bas never expended a dollar on the 
surveys of rivers of the character alluded to. I want to say further 
that the Committee on Commerce did not insert in this bill any pro- 
vision for a survey which was not based upon a statement made to 
them by some gentleman upon this floor or other satisfactory infor- 
mation of the importance and magnitude of the streams and their 
navigability such as would make it worth a liberal appropriation and 
active efforts to improve them. When a gentleman comes before the 
committee and asks for a survey of a river which he states is navi- 
gable and of commercial importance, how in the name of God can 
any committee be protected from imposition, if the facts are not rep- 
resented, except by an official and proper survey! 

Mr. ELLIS, I must decine to yield further. I have but little more 


to say, 
Mr. FRANKLIN. I rise to a point of order. I ask that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana address the Chair. 

Mr. ELLIS. I did not know that there was any rule in this House 
that forbade a member from speaking to those whose hearts and con- 
sciences and judgments he wished to reach. I know that the S er 
is the organ of the House, but it is not the Speaker alone whom I 
wish to address, but it is the brains and the great hearts of all the 
members of this House that I desire to reach. And when I talk to a 
man I like to talk directly at him, and not through a third party. I 
propose now to meet the assertions and to answer the question of the 
gentleman from West Virginia, [Mr. KEN NA.] In the first place he 
says it was impossible for the committee to guard against mistakes 
and that they are not responsible for the appropriation inserted in 
the bill for this unpronounceable river. Ay, sir, there is a way and 
that is by bringing the bill under the rules and under the constitu- 
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tional usage into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
so that we may bring the local geographical knowledge of members 


to bear upon these o re points and it is only by close and search- 
ing investigation in the form of amendments and arguments when 
such a measure is before the House that such mistakes can be avoided. 

Mr. FRANKLIN, I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ELLIS. I decline to yield. I desire now to answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from West Virginia. He tells us that not a 
dollar is asked in the bill for the survey of rivers. 

Mr. Speaker, do you not know, with your great legislative experi- 
ence, does not every member of this House know that a survey is the 
entering wedge to an appropriation? The first step is to geta survey, 
to get the estimate of the Engineer Corps, and then base upon that 
estimate an 7 tans epee the next year. 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman misconceives my statement. I have 
not stated that no money is asked for these improvements for which 
surveys are. made. I say that, if upon proper survey it is found that 
the improvement is necessary to the interests of commerce, then it 
is 3 for, and I am willing to vote for the improvement. 
If, however, the engineer, upon examination, survey, or otherwise, 
ascertains facts about the character of the stream which show it to be 
unn to proper commercial facilities, he so reports and no 
appropriation is made. The survey is simply the official means of 
information. 

Mr. ELLIS. The injustice of the bill is what I object to. I ap- 

ared before the committee and asked for an appropriation for the 
Rea River, the second river in length of navigable waters on the con- 
tinent; the Red River that floats upon its bosom the commerce of 
$50,000,000 ; the Red River, the great artery of commerce for West- 
ern Arkan Indian Territory, and Western Louisiana; the Red 
River, which has twelve hundred miles of navigable waters and with 
two thousand miles of navigable waters tributary to it; the Red 
River, for which, upon the estimate of the Engineer Corps, $400,000 
was asked, and which must be improved unless the Government de- 
sires that the mouth of the river shall be actually closed; the Red 
River, which is dammed and choked year by year; the Red River, 
into whose miry depths have been sunk within the last ten years 
sixty steamboats worth $1,800,000, not including the value of the 
cargoes and of the precious lives that have been lost, for iu one single 
instance two hundred and fifty souls went to the bottom because the 
steamboat was snagged ; the River, which asked this appropri- 
ation, is doled out the miserable sum of $100,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman addresses me. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman from Louisiana opposes the bill, 
because the committee did not comply with his request. 

Mr. ELLIS. Not at all. 

Mr. DUNNELL, Then you should take your name from the protest. 

Mr. ELLIS. If you had hearkened to me, if you had mourned 
when I lamented, had danced when I piped, I would have taken the 
bill in its present shape and made the best of it. 

Mr. GAN. The gentleman addresses me as if he supposed that 
Ido not comprehend the character of that river, the extent of its 
commerce, and the dangers of its navigation. Every member of the 
Committee on Commerce will bear me witness that long before the 
geutleman himself appeared before the Committee I urged that lib- 
eral 1 be made for that river. 


Mr. S. Iam not putting the gentleman on his defense to-day ; 
he mu — his course otherwise than bere. 

Mr. F. KLIN. The gentleman said he would yield to me for a 
question. 


Mr. ELLIS. I will do so. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The pronen has signed this protest against 
the action of a majority of this House, and I desire to ask him a few 
questions, The confusion in this Hall has been so great that Ieould not 
hear all that he has said, but from what I could gather of the gentle- 
man’s remarks, oue of hisobjectionsto this bill is that it was not allowed 
to be discussed in Committee of the Whole. Another objection was that 
it contains appropriations for some streams which he considers of not 
sufficient importance to have 5 made for them. Now the 
questions which I desire to ask him are these: was he not a member 
of the Forty-fourth Congress, and did he not vote for a river and 
harbor bill which passed under a suspension of the rules, without ref- 
erence to the Committee of the Whole; and did he utter any protest 
then? Again I ask him if the river and harbor bill that in the 
Forty-fourth Congress did not contain appropriations for streams just 
as insignificant as are these? And I ask him if he had obtained a 
million of dollars as he desired from this committee for his river would 
he not have voted for this bill? 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman is barking on a cold trail; the same 
question has already been asked me and I have answered it. 

In conclusion I desire to say that it is not the size of this bill that 
I grumble at. I do not believe the American people are a mean 
ple; I do not believe they are stingy or narrow-minded. I believe 
that in the broad field of statesmanship there are prouder titles to 
be won than the very questionable one of watch-dog of the Treasury. 
I do not believe that statesmanship consists in meanness. 

I believe the American Congress should endeavor to meet the wishes 
and aspirations of the people, to respond to the spirit of progress that 
is all abroad in the land. I will vote for ten, twelve, fifteen millions 
of dollars to employ idle hands and to develop the hidden resources 


of this country. I would do that willingly panom the appropria- 
ee be just and wise and in accordance with the true object of legis- 
at ion. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Lask that the gentleman answer my question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. 5 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Will the gentleman from Lonis- 
iana [Mr. ELLIS] allow me to ask him a question? Can he set a limit 
to the power of Lonisiana to swallow up the public money ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I cannot yield. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] having 
risen to a question of privilege, and the point of order having been 
raised that the protest read here is not proper as a part of his remarks, 
I ask how the gentleman now undertakes to control the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair Sig een the gentleman from New 
York as entitled to the floor for an hour. The gentleman yielded to 
the gentleman from Texas, and it was understood that the time occu- 
pied by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] should not come out 
of the hour of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to ask another question. Under 
this new rule of passing a bill and debating it afterward, is there any 
limit to the debate? In saying this I do not mean to be understood as 
Zavorne tua bill which pa on yesterday, for I do not; but, sir, I 
wish to bring this unprofitable debate to a close, and to enter my 
objection to the new rule adopted this morning. 

r. SPRINGER. Ibelieve I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] is enti- 
tled to ten minutes of his hour remaining. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
Lr. ge : 

Mr. SPRING I hope this question, so far as it relates to the 
right of presenting a protest against the action of the majority of the 
House, will be decided, not with any reference to the bill which was 
paoa yesterday, bnt in view of the precedents that we may estab- 
ish by such decision. There are some questions about which, or con- 
cerning Which, the only remedy that members npon this floor can 
have is to present a protestin respectful language, and have it entered 
on the Journal. There are certain rights which members have under 
the Constitution ; certain things which the Constitution prescribes 
with regard to legislation. When any of these things are disregarded 
by a majority of the House, it is the right of the minority To prowns 
and have entered upon the Journal their protest in respectful lan- 
guage against such action. 

aoe instance, in article 1, section 5, of the Constitution, it is pro- 
vided: 5 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 

own members, and a gi Pa each shall constitute a quorum to do business; 


but a smaller number may urn from day to day, and may be authorized to com- 


pel the attendance of absent members, in such manner, and under such penalties, 
as each House may provide. 


Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its members for 


disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel u member. 

Each House shall keep a 5 of its proceedings, and from time to time pub- 
lish the same, excepting such parts as may in their judgment require secrecy, aud 
the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question shall, at the 
desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose that upon the passage of a bill comin 
before this House one-fifth of the members present should ee 
that the yeas and nays be taken and the majority should refuse to 
let the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal, that would be a case 
in which the constitutional rights of the minority would entitle them 
to have the facts spread upon the record; and for the majority to 
deprive them of that right would be in utter disregard of the consti- 
tutional rights of the minority. 

Suppose the House should undertake, by a majority vote, to expel 
a member. Would it not be a constitutional right of the minority to 
protest on the Journal against such action? 

Now, whenever members deem a bill that is passed to be in viola- 
tion of the terms of the Constitution, they have a right, and it is their 
only remedy, to place upon record their respectful dissent from such 
action. And ially is this the case when such bill was passed 
under a suspension of the rules, which admits of no discussion, and 
but one reading, and that from the Clerk’s desk. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr.Cox] has cited the precedents 
from the parliamentary authorities, I will not consume time by re- 
peating them. But it has been said that it would be dangerous to 
establish such a precedent ; that members would be constantly pro- 
testing and burdening the Journal with their grievances, This will 
not follow. It is pegs that members of Congress will not abuse 
a high privilege of this kind. In many of the States there are provis- 
ions in the State constitutions securing the right of protest to two or 
more members of the Legislature in all cases where they may deem 
their rights abridged in any manner. Such privileges have never 
been abused, so far as I have ever known. 

I respectfully suggest, then, that the spreading of this protest upon 
the Journal can do harm to no one. It is an important principle of 
parliamentary right, which any member of the House may at any 
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time feel it his privilege to exercise, to have his respectful protest 
entered on the Joonial I ask the Houso to reflect seriously before 
a precedent is set which would deny this right to the humblest mem- 
ber of this body. We cannot tell whose turn it may next be to ask 
the privilege of entering a protest in this way. Let us decide this 
question without any reference to the bill upon which it now arises 
and with a view solely to the individual rights of members on this 
5 which they cannot surrender without being derelict in 
their duty. 

Mr. HARTZELL. Will my colleague allow me to ask him whether 
voting against a bill is not a respectful protest against the passage 
of the measure? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would be a silent protest. But a members 
constituents could not understand why he voted against a bill, 
which had many provisions, but which he could not vote for on 
account of obnoxious provisions which he could not point out or ex- 
pose. Farther, this right of protest might be invoked when the yeas 
and nays were not called, although under the Constitution one-fifth of 
the members might demand to have the yeas and nays entered upon 
the record. 

Mr. HARTZELL, Did you not have the yeasand nays on the pas- 
sage of this bill ? 

SPRINGER. On this bill the yess and nays were recorded. I 
am not speaking about that. My colleague’s district has the Missis- 
sippi River on the one side and the Ohio River on the other. It is 
perfectly right that he should favor a liberal e for those 
rivers. Ido not object to that. But the next bill that comes up may 
not suit my colleague or the distinguished gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. REAGAN.] It may not suit the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 

;] and each of these gentlemen may then desire to have their 
respectful protests entered on the record. 

Mr. HARTZELL. Perhaps the appropriation for the improvement 
of the Illinois River was not satisfactory to my coll es. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will answer my colleague. I have no fault to 
find with the bill on account of the amount appropriated for the Illi- 
nois River which washes my district on the west line for seventy-five 
miles. The Committee on Commerce have acted liberally by my dis- 
trict; and in my action on this bill I am not influenced one way or 
the other on account of the appropriation for the Illinois River. 

Here the hammer feil.] 
r. COX, of New York. I yield five minutes to my colleague, [ Mr. 
Hewrrt, of New York.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has but five minutes, and the 
Chair understood him to yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, [Mr. HOOKER. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. If my time can be extended I would be 
glad to yield to others all the time that may be given to me. If 
there be no objection, I hope time will be extended to these gentle- 


men. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that his time be extended 
five minutes, 

Several members objected. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I yield all the time I have remain- 
meto or colleague. 

r. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be an 
impression that the protest to which some members (myself among 
them) have affixed their names is directed against the merits of the 
bill. That is not my case. I have had no chance tostudy the details 
of this bill; I do not know what it contains. The bill as it has 
passed ne House is, I am informed, not in the shape in which it was 

rinte 
* Mr. REAGAN, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, I decline to be interrupted. I have 

had no chance to study the details of this bill; but 1 find that it ap- 

ropriates the sum of $7,000,000. This is the amount which it takes 

rom the Treasury without discussion by a process of combination 
which is apparent upon the face of it. Now it is not against the bill, 
which may be right or may be wrong, but against the passage of it, 
right or wrong, without an opporre to discuss its provisions in 
detail in the Committee of the Whole, according to the wise and well- 
settled rules of the House that we protest. These rules were made 
to protect the Treasury. The suspension of them leaves its doors un- 
guarded and at the mercy of jobbers. 

I have heard gentlemen denounced here because, having gone 
before the committee to present respectful applications for proper 
works, they have still thought fit to vote against the bill and protest 
against its passage. This seems to me most improper and unjust. 
For one I can say that the city of New York has no grievance in this 
matter. I find on looking over the bill that $753,000 have been ap- 
propriated to works in the vicinity of the city of New York. It is 
the largest appropriation made to any locality in the bill, The dis- 
trict which I represent is more largely interested in these works than 
any district in this House. Yet I voted against the bill, not becanse 
my district is not fully cared for, but because I will never consent to 
any legislation which deprives this House of the opportunity of full 
and free discussion and denies to the people of the country the means 
of knowing how they are taxed, why they are taxed, and what is done 
with the proceeds of taxation. - It is for this reason I protest, and I 
should blush to avail myself of the excuse that my district is taken 


care of, and that therefore I should even tacitly assent to a kind of 
legislation which violates the fundamental principles of responsible 
government. 

I do not know whether the protest comes strictly within the rules 
or not; I am inclined to think it does not; but I say there are occa- 
sions when precedents are made which are so dangerous that it be- 
comes every man to do what he can to stop the progress of legisla- 
ion which tends to take out of the Treasury—I will not say to spo- 
liate and rob it, but which tends to take out of the Treasury the hard 
earnings of the people without securing an adequate return for the 
expenditure. Hence I protest; and if the city of New York never 
gets another dollar for these public works which concern the country 
at large far more than they do her, I shall still, so long as I have a 
seat on this floor, vote and protest against e oer which Speer 
priates e sums of money without being subjected to the crucible 
of discussion in this House. If it is right it need not fear discussion ; 
if it is wrong it should never be enacted without it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I think we can get along without any 
more of this discussion, and it is time to call the previous question. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the gentleman from Maine to yield to me for 
ten minutes, 

Mr. ELAM. I hope the gentleman will give me a few minutes. 
[Cries of “ Vote!” „Vote!“ 

Mr. WRIGHT. My name is not 
give my reasons for voting against 

The PEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks the previous 
question, 

Mr. REILLY. Iriseto a parliamentary question. Upon what does 
the gentleman demand the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER, He raises the question of order as to this being a 
question of pree 

Mr, REILLY. s the Chair passed upon that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not. 

Mr. REILLY. Would not that be the first thing in order? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iask my friend from Maine to withdraw the call 
for the previous question for ten minutes. But has the gentleman 
from Maine any right to demand the previous question! 

The SPEAKER. The previous question would terminate debate if 
sustained, and that of course would bring the Chair to decide, so far 
as he saw fit, the er or to say whatever he may have to say on 
tho ery of its ing a queran of privilege. 

Mr. HALE. Have I an hour if I choose to occupy it? Not that I 
mean to do it, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized, and has a right to 
an hour if he chooses to occupy that time. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; then I withdraw the previous question 
for the present. I will yield to the gentleman from Maryland five 
minutes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. How much time has the gentleman got? 

The SPEAKER, An hour. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman give me a little time? I be- 
lieve that he consents to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland has the floor for 
five minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I desire to have order before proceeding. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Have I the floor or not? 

The SPEAKER. No, the gentleman from Maine has the floor for 
an hour,and he has yielded five minutes to the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Then after the ——— from Maryland has con- 
cluded I shall ask to be heard, and I hope the gentleman from Maine 
will yield to me. . 

Mr. ROBERTS. After the very thorough discussion we have had on 
this subject I do not wish to intrude any extended remarks of mine 
on the House, but I simply desire to make a personal remark with 
respect to my connection with this river and harbor bill, and that is 
this: although 1 am a member of the Committee on Commerce, and 
although I presume I have perhaps as large a water front in my dis- 
trict as in most of the districts provided for in the bill, yet I have 
not asked an appropriation of a single dollar for my district. [Here 
Mr. Roberts was interrupted by a colloquy u the floor and by 
shouts of laughter, which were long-continued.] Mr. S er, if the 
House is not in a fit condition to w a reasonable and very proper 
distinction it is no fault of mine. I have only that remark to make 
in this connection. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to resume, I repeat that I have not in connection 
with the discharge of my duties on the Committee on Commerce 
thought proper to ask a single dollar for the district which I repre- 
sent. I admit that I did not vote for the last river and harbor ap- 
propriatioa bill, for the reason that I had grave doubts as to whether 
it was right and proper, and because of those doubts declined to give 
it my support. 

But, sir, I have had ample and satisfactory means of information 
as to the contents of the bill just passed, and I know further that I 
have sought by every effort in my power to prevent any wrong get- 
ting into this bill in any shape or form, and I think my colleagues on 
the committee will bear me out in saying that I have always sought 
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to prevent the Government being used for improper purposes by ap- 
propriating money to hunt up streams not to be found on the map of 
the country. 

But there is this to be said in connection with the vote on this bill: 
there are certain gentlemen who have to-day manifested great con- 
cern lest legislation may be taking a very improper course. I think 
if the river and harbor appropriation bill had provided certain sums 
of money for them there would have been a much larger vote than is 
at present recorded in favor of the bill. And in so far as my friend 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] is concerned I think I may say with justice 
to him as well as to myself that I earnestiy sought to obtain for him 
all he desired, and he generously said that in the event of obtaining 
it he would give to the bill his earnest support. Not, however, re- 
ceiving so much as he expected, but in lieu thereof only the sum of 
$50,000, I find he is amenn the immaculates who are not willing to 
give their assent to the bill and must needs place upon record a pro- 
test against so great a wrong. I desire to send to the Clerk's desk 
my protest, which will explain the position occupied in the pad by 
some of our protesting friends, and as part of it I ask the Clerk to 
read the second allegation in the protest and then the names which 
Ihave marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

.8 licabl ropriations 
JJ ĩðV2u 8 
on such appropriations, and require, for wise pu , Separate votes on each item, 
under certain conditions. We protest against the infraction of so salutary a rule 
on a bill where the tendency is to combine for general spoliation upon the Treas- 


ury. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Let the names be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
WILLIAM P. Suu 


IN. A 
ANDREW H. HAMILTON. 
MILTON A. CANDLER. 
E. JOHN ELLIS. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk to 
have read that which I have marked on page 2359 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of the Forty-fourth Congress, 

The Clerk read as follows : : 

On the of House bill No. 3022 making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, preservation, and completion of public works of rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now read the names of those I have marked who 
voted in the affirmative on the passage of the bill, which was on the 
motion of Mr. HEREFORD to suspend the rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

William P. Caldwell, Candler, Ellis, Andrew H. Hamilton, Robinson. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I t protot that in view of these 
facts the paper presented by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Cox, ] as a characterization of the conduct of the Committee on Com- 
merce and of those who have voted for this bill, is, to say the least 
of it, unwarrantable and improper. 

Mr. WRIGHT, Mr. HAMILTON, and Mr. TURNER rose. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Lask the gentleman from Maine to yield five 
minutes to me. [Cries of Vote!” “Vote!” 

Mr. TURNER. Lask the gentleman to yield me one minute for a 
personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HALE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. WRIGHT. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I should have preferred it if the gentleman had 
given me ten minutes, but must make the most of the time he gen- 
erously assigns me. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want to take in this House a factious 
position. I do not want to throw any obstacle in the way of just and 
proper legislation. I voted against the e of the bill, but refused 
to add my name to the protest. I think, however, it was no more than 
right that those of us who voted against the bill, if we did it in a 
proper and conscientious manner, should have the opportunity of stat- 
ang the reasons why we voted against it. 

ow, as far as regards the appropriation for rivers and harbors, if 
all these purposes were right and proper, I should not hesitate to vote 
for an appropriation of twenty or thirty millions of dollars. I believe 
it is a better way to expend the public money for proper and useful 
purposes in this hour of general calamity by giving laboring-men an 
opportunity of finding employment than to do almost any other thing. 
But what I protest against, and what I think must strike the judgment 
of the House with force and power, is that there are 8 
in this bill that ought never to have been introduced. I notice there 
are e omg new items introduced into this bill where money is 
appropriated for the purpose of commencing new enterprises. Per- 
haps a large majority of these will terminate upon an examination. 
It will be seen that any outlay upon them would be a useless expend- 
1 of money and they will be dropped. But why put them in at 
a 

Now, I do not want to say anything in opposition to the views of 
my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. WHITE] as to the appropriation 
for surveys of the two small streams on the Alleghen ountains ; 
bnt he knows and every one who is acquainted with the geography 
of Pennsylvania knows the fact that no good can result from an ex- 


nditure of money for the exploration and survey of streams of this 
ind. Two small streams, the Kiskiminetas and Conemaugh, that 
are not sufficiently large in dry weather to turn an ordinary grist-mill, 
are not the subjects that ought to be introduced into gencral appro- 
riation bills under the name of improvements of rivers and harbors, 
ey are small creeks and cannot be made navigable for steamers. 
Why waste the money in the Treasury for such a purpose? Is it 
proper and just to do so? Is this wise legislation ? 

So far as regards the development of the Mississippi in making 
navigable “the great Father of Waters,” I would appropriate millions 
without any hesitation at all. As regards the erection of fortifica- 
tions and defenses for the protection of the country, I would not give 
my assent to do any act that would cut short what is necessary to put 
our harbors in a perfect state of repair to meet all emergencies. This 
is a national orig ba it enters into the question of national safety and 
defense. What legislators would hesitate to appropriate money for 
ls purpose? It would not only be remiss, but the act of bad faith 

0 80. 

But what I want to bring to the attention, the judgment, and the 
reason of the House, if the House has its reason—and bogin to think 
from the last five or six hourg experience the House has lost its rea- 
son—what I want to bring to the attention of the House is that to 
these great measures of public necessities of making your great rivers 
navigable and putting your harbors in a state of perfect repair you 
should give and give liberally; but do not under this system of log- 
rolling, plainly shown in this bill by granting money for surveys of 
inconsiderable streams that can amount to nothing with the expend- 
iture of any sum and will only serve as an example in the future 
for wasteful expenditures of the public money. I know that the good 
sense of the Honse, if it can be brought to think of it as it ought 
will take this view of the case. I am far from opposing any usefu 
pt ae ya of money for the improvements of the rivers in Penn- 
sylvania. I am not influenced by any other than sound judgment. 
Where money can be used properly for this purpose I will hold up 
both hands for it. Where it cannot be done I will oppose the waste 
of public money as well in my own State as any others. 

his bill draws from the Treasury over seven millions, and that 
money, or at least half of it, can be appropriated to much better pur- 
poses. There are ways enough in which this can be done. There are 
none within the sound of my voice but can understand this. 

I would have voted for the bill if there had not been introduced 


into it all these new subjects. But for these I should have given it 


a hearty support, and I only regret it was not in my power to do it. 
And I think we, the minority, must not be condemned for not voting 
for the bill, because there are measures in it which ought not to have 
received the attention of the committee nor the countenance of Con- 
co Strike them out, and this opposition to the bill will cease. 

e are not fighting against sere perfect navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi and its t tributaries. We are not fighting against put- 
ting the sea and the lakes in a perfect state of deiense. We 
would grant all the money that is necessarily required for these pur- 
poses, We are not fighting against such a line of policy, but we are 
fighting against a combination bringing new measures, which never 
can be of the least benefit to the public and because every dollar thus 
granted is absolutely thrown away. The public moneys should not 

squandered by millions under such slender prctexts. There are 
famishing men to whom it would be more wise and provident to 
bestow it upon. 

3 the hammer fell. J 

. WRIGHT. Has my time expired? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time is out. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WHITE] five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield for the 
motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. HALE. Not at present. 

Mr. YOUNG. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am obliged to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] for his courtesy. 

Mr. HALE. There is a general idea that the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. WHITE] will finish the speech his colleague [Mr. 
irre te not able to finish. [Langhter.] 

Mr. ITE, of Pennsylvania. That is my intention, but not in 
the way my colleague would have finished. I shall pursue a differ- 
ent vein of thought. I again thank the gentleman Maine for 
the courtesy of the floor for a brief peri 

Mr. S er, I am picea my colleague [Mr. Wricut] made the 
apologetic speech he has just closed. Something of that kind was 
necessary after his utterances of a few moments ago. When we 
started on this discussion he was unable to pronounce the euphonions 
word Kiskiminetas. He has been instructed by the few minutes’ 
discourse we have had. He now rapidly pronounces that musical 
word smoothly and sweetly. A little more debate about our rivers 
and the necessities and requests of Western Pennsylvania, and the 

phy of my colleague from the Wilkesbarre district will im- 
prove as rapidly as his pronunciation. 

Now, sir, a few words about the policy of this bill. There may be 
some of its details objectionable and obnoxious to the severest criti- 
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cism. The amount appropriated is large, not too large, I trust, to 
embarrass the Treasury of the country. It will be drawn out d- 
ually and will be distributed like the dews of heaven upon all sec- 
tions of the country. Ihave no time to dwell in detail; if so, I could 
indicate various objections. But, sir, this measure is in the interest 
of public improvement—to make available for an internal commerce, 
at a time when labor is cheap and seeking some employment, the 
avenues for commercial intercourse constructed with such liberal 
hand by the Author of our being in different parts of the . 

A few years ago we did not have bills like this so general in their 
character. The earlier history of the country does not give us 
eral river and harbor appropriation bills. But, sir, the policy of — 
ernment aid in eee improvements in the development of our 
resources has obtained in the country for many years, and has ob- 
tained after a long struggle among the earlier statesmen. I am too 
young to have known ony CIAF, but I was brought up in that old 
8 of polities of which he was so conspicuous an exponent; 
which invited fostering, powerful hand of the Federal Govern- 
ment in promoting commerce among the States and with foreign 
nations by making more navigable our rivers, and more safe our har- 
bors. This attractive man, a liberal statesman, as early as 1824, in 
discussing “a bill authorizing the President to cause certain sur- 
we and estimates to be made on the subject of roads and canals,” 
said : 

Itis said that Se power to regulate commerce eee. the laying of 


imposts and duties. t Congress has no power to lay imposts and duties on the 

trade among the tates. The grant must mean, therefore, something else. 

What is it The power to regulate commerce among the several States, if it has 

any meaning, im authority to foster it, to promote it, to bestow upon it facili- 
i ed to our foreign trade. the po 


wers 
ould be interpreted in reference to its first, its best, a ma 

est ohject—the Union of the States. And is not that Union best invigorated by an 

intimate social and commercial connection between all parts of the confederacy? 


The subsequent practices of the Government have sanctioned this 
pole. But, sir, I have no time for extended remarks. There can 
now be no doubt of the clear constitutional power of Congress to 
make general 1 for the improvement of the rary e 
of the rivers of the country to make them convenient avenues for the 
trade of the 2 

It is to be found in that eighth section of first article of the Consti- 
tution giving Congress “power to re, te commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States.” In a noted case, Gibbons vs. 
Ogden, 9 Wheaton, 196, Chief-Justice Marshall says: 

This like all others vested in Congress, is complete in itself, may be 
exerci: to ils utmost extent, and acknowledges no tations other than are 
prescribed in the Constitution. 

And if any doubt this there is ample authority to declare that the 
power to regulate commerce among the several States does not stop 
at State lines, but may be exercised within the territorial jurisdiction 
of a State. Says Justice Johnson in the same case: 

The power of does not stop atthe jurisdictional lines of the several 
States. It would bea useless power if it could not pass those lines. Tho 
commerce of the United States with foreign nations is that of the whole United 
States, Every district has a right to participate. The deep streams which pene- 
trate our coun in every direction pass through the interior of almost every 
State of the Un and furnish the means of exercising that right. If it exists 
within the States then the power of Congress may be exercised within a State. 

So, then, sir, there is ample authority in the practices of the Gov- 
ernment and in the direct utterances of the highest Federal court of 
the power of ODER to make the appropriations of the character 
contemplated in this bill. It is wise at a time like this to do eo. Sir, 
labor is at a standstill in many parts of the country. He is a public 
pet who invents some useful employment for the idle thou- 
san 

It is said we are approaching hard-pan in the business of the coun- 
try, indeed have arrived there; if so, let us now take a new depart- 
ure on the hard-pan principle. Hard-pan prices have been reached; 
let the Government, then, at these low rates profit as well as the pri- 
vate citizen. Let the nation seize this opportunity to do so much 
good for itself and its idle subjects. Such, then, being a wise policy, 
why hesitate? Why findfault? The gentleman from Pennsy veal 
[Mr. WRIGHT] pauses at the threshold and complains at the appro- 

riations for the survey of the 3 the Kiskiminetas and 

onemaugh in Western Pennsylvania. y this? I have before, a 
few moments since, spoken of this, Let the distinct issue be made 
with him and others who object, right here on the record. Why shall 
Government aid be not given to improve the navigation of the Alle- 
gheny if it is practicable to do so? 

It is astream, not merely local in its character, rising in New York. 
By steamboat navigation it has long since borne commodities from 
Olean, from Jamestown, and other point in that State to the Ohio 
and Mississippi. The Allegheny and Monongahela, uniting at Pitts- 
burgh, form the Ohio. Much of the lumber trade to Pittsburgh comes 
down the Allegheny. vay; sir, steamboat navigation has existed on 
this stream from Pittsburgh up to Olean. Steamboats have run more 
than six months in the year more than a hundred miles up. At this 
very time, as I was informed a few days since, some of the manufact- 
urers and steamboat-owners at Pittsburgh and vicinity are raising a 
fund among themselves—a few thousand dollars—to dredge out the 
channel at what is called Garrison’s Island and Six Mile Island, above 
Pittsburgh, which, when done, will give a clear channel and steam- 
boat navigation tothe mouth of the Kiskiminetas, twenty-seven miles 
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above Pittsburgh. There are manufactories at Freeport, opposite, 
giving a market for stayes which come up the Ohio from West Vir- 
ginia to Pittsburgh. 

There are some two hundred thousand of these in barges lying at 
Pittsburgh in the Allegheny, waiting the rising of the water to go 
up the river to a market. A few thousand dollars judiciously expended 
in dredging, and possibly in the erection of a few dams, would make 
this stream navigable all seasons of the year. Then, sir, it penetrates 
the great oil region. With this river navigable to that point for 
barges and heavy hie ee it would relieve the great question to some 
extent of the discrimination in freights which is now so much tor- 
menting the trade of that region of country. Sir, the improvement 
of this stream helps the commerce of the nation. It is a feeder of the 
Ohio, the Ohio of the Mississippi, and thence to the ocean. With the 
improvement of the Allegheny, with such aid as will make it navi- 
gable at all seasons of the year, the improvement of the Kiskiminetas 
and Conemangh will follow as tributaries to the trade of the Alle- 
gheny and Ohio. 

Why, sir, I hold in my hand now an official document with ma; 
and charts. Itis tbe report of the Senate Committee (of 1874) on 
Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, a Senate document. The pur- 
pose of this committee was to discover and re upon such water 
routes of transportation between the States and to the ocean as were 
cheap and practicable. Ifind these very rivers, Kiskiminetas and 
Conemaugh mentioned favorably as links in the chain from the Ohio 
to Delaware Bay. Hearamoment from a distinguished engineer cited 
in this report, pago 96. The subject of great water communication 
seems yet to haveinspired no very active interest in Pennsylvania, yet 
Iquestion whether there is a State in the Union which has better claims 
for notice in that particular at the hands of the General Government. 
After explaining the question he says: 

The seaboard may be reached from the Ohio by three different routes 3 
at Pittsburgh. The first ascends the Allegheny River to the mouth of the Kiskimi- 


This route was spoken of favorably by the Senate committee. This 
mgineer, who is more familiar with our State than my colleague, is 
Colonel James Worrall, who is in full life and activity. It was wise 
then in this bill to provide for the survey of these streams and call 
for an estimate from scientific engineers of the expense of their utili- 
zation for constant navigation. I have no time to dwell, j 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, I cannot yield now. I have been 
induced to these remarks because of my colleague’s characterizing 
these rivers inconsiderable streams. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Do you say they are not? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Isaytheyare not. Isay that they 
are important and can be made valuable for internal commerce, 

Mr. IGHT. How large? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I refer the gentleman to the Pag 
of distinguished engineers which I have in my hand, from which it 
appears that these streams are twice the width of this Capitol. I 
have the map here. If he will look he can see for himself. 

Mr. WRIGHT. How large are they? 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Not less than three hundred feet 
across, 

Here the hammer fell.] 
. HALE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. 8 

Mr. TURNE It was at my instance that the survey of the Lick- 
ing River was placed in this bill. It has been stated that it is not a 
stream of any consideration. As far back as 1835 it was surveyed by 
order of the Kentucky Legislature by distinguished engineers and a 
report was made to the Legislature that it was navigable two hun- 
dred and fifty miles, slack-water navigation, opening up one of the 
richest fields for coal and iron and other resources. i 

Mr. HALE. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia, [Mr. KENNA. ] 

Mr. KENNA. Mr. Speakon I have no desire whatever to detain 
the House. I realize the condition of its sentiment in regard to this 
matter, but I regard it as a duty to the Committee on Commerce, who 
prepared and reported the bill under discussion, and to the members 
of this House who cast their votes for it, that I should say a word or 
two upon its merits. 

I shall not partake of the spirit which has characterized the dis- 
cussion which has been going on. My object is to ay a few things 
about the manner in which the bill passed by the House was pre- 
pared by the Committee on Commerce. In the first place I want to 
repudiate the idea on my own behalf and on behalf of all the mem- 
bers of the committee that any log-rolling was indulged in or was 
necessary to secure the passage of this bill. The evidence has been 
ample here that if a resort to that system had been necessary the 
strength of this bill could have been increased to a very great extent. 
There is no item in the bill for which one single dollar was * 
priated which has not been thoroughly examined, surveyed and 
reported upon favorably by the engineers of the Government and 
which the committee, upon full examination of the recommendationg 
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of the Engineer Corps and of every other available means of infor- 
mation, did not believe would be important in its relation to the com- 


mercial facilities of the country. I can vouch personally for this 
much. And let me say in this connection thatthe principal hostility 
which has been displayed both toward this bill and toward the gen- 
tlemen who have supported it, has not come from the fact that the 
bill takes $7,000,000 out of the Treasury, but from the fact that it 
fails to contain appropriations which the committee could not con- 
wince and properly put in the bill, and which were asked for by 
members. S 

Mr. COX, of New York. That does not apply to me? 

Mr. MAISH. Nor to me. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to make a point of order upon the 
remark of the gentleman. 

Mr. KENNA. Ifgentlemen will let me proceed they will see that there 
is nothing in my statement, if adhered to strictly, that reflects upon 
any gentleman. I did not intend, and upon an examination of m 
language the idea cannot be maintained, that it is susceptible of sue 
a construction as possibly to be an implication upon any gentleman. 
I do not accuse any gentleman on this floor of improper motive or 
action on this matter. But I do say and I mean what I say, and I 
stand by it, that there have been votes cast by 8 on this floor 
in opposition to this bill because of the fact that their propositions 
were not favorably entertained by the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Name those men. 

Mr. BEEBE. If the genten will not name the men, then, as one 
who voted against this bill and refused two years ago to support such 
a bill, I say that his statement does not apply to me. 

Mr. KENNA. The gentleman’s explanation is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. STENGER. I disclaim for myself. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. And I also. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I signed that paper, and I do not think I was 
before the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. CLYMER. And I ask the gentleman to except me. 

Mr. KENNA. If gentlemen insist upon imputing to me the idea 
of charging improper motives or conduct upon them in this matter, 
then it may be necessary for me to make myself better understood. 
But Ihave not intended to do any such thing and I have not done 
it. Ihave not used a word that indicates that any gentleman has 
been prompted in this matter by improper motives. 

Mr. STENGER. Does the gentleman think it would not be im- 

roper to cast a vote against this bill simply because a man’s district 
tas not been recognized in it? 

Mr. KENNA. That is just where the gentleman misunderstands 
me. I do not say that it was improper for any gentleman to cast any 
vote. I have not said that it was improper for any gentleman on 
me floor to vote according to his judgment either for or against this 

nu. 

Mr. REILLY. Did not the gentleman say in language as Ae as 
he could use that if more money had been in the bill it would have 
received more votes? 

Mr. KENNA. I did say that, and I stand by it. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, and others. Give the names. 

Mr. KENNA. I decline to be further interrupted or forced into a 
personal assault upon any member, 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KENNA. I have been interrupted and I ask the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] to yield to me a little further. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise toa aes of personal privilege. 

i The SPEAKER. There is already one question of personal privi- 
e nding. . 

PRENNA. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
insists upon a privileged question, when he is not included in the 
remarks. He was not before the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. When I can be recognized I desire to rise toa 
question of personal privilege. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I ask the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HALE] to 
yield to me for a few minutes. 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
2 few minutes further. 

Mr. NNA. I hope there may be order so that I-can proceed 
without farther annoyance. [After a pause.] I have stated clearly 
what I intended, and I want to be distinctly understood upon that 
8 ; I do not mean to be forced into personalities here, nor, if 

know myself, do I intend to be forced out of the position I occupy 
into a false one. 

I have repeatedly stated, and in order that it may be well under- 
stood, I will state it again, that applications were made to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, arguments were made before the committee for 
increase of appropriations already contained in the bill that was 
passed, and for additional a prope cone not contained in it which 
were rejected. All of them I have no doubt were made in faith. 
They were ae upon the committee, and passed upon after a fair, 
thorough, and laborious investigation of the merits of cach and every 
item, which involved the reading, in open and full committee, during 
the three months devoted exclusively to this work, over fifteen hun- 
dred pages of reports and estimates of the engineers of the Army. 
Some of those items were rejected, and in other cases the commit- 


tee refused to increase the amounts which had been allowed. The 
failure of the bill last year made larger appropriations this year abso- 
lutely n Works in many instances were left in a half-com- 
pleted condition. They were impaired by neglect, injured by time 
and storm, and hence a bill reported now, which practically covers 
two years, is necessarily large. 

I know that in some instances dissatisfaction was created by the 
action of the committee. Some of the gentlemen thonght the rights 
and needs of their section had not been recognized according to their 
merits. They were not content and acted accordingly. That is the 
extent to which I go, as far as I want to go or mean to go, and I can- 
not conceive that the statement can be contorted into a reflection 
upon any gentleman upon this floor. 

One word further in regard to these surveys. I was chairman of 
the subcommittee appointed to consider and report upon them. I 
thought, and I confess that nothing has occurred to divest me of that 
confidence, that when a member on this floor stated to that subeom- 
mittee the facts upon which his application for a particular survey 
was based, the subcommittee had a right to believe those facts to be 
true and to act accordingly. I say now to you, Mr. Speaker, and to 
this House, that I have seen nothing to divest me of that opinion. 

The bill provides for examinations or surveys as the case may 
be. One hundred and fifty thousand dollars is the aggregate sum 
appropriated for all the surveys authorized by the bill. Of that sum 
not one dollar is designated for any particular stream. The whole 
question of the propriety of surveying any stream is therefore left 
3 with the engineers, who of all men on earth ought to know 

eir business. Moreover, if 8 named in the bill is of the 
character which has been so recklessly asserted here, the engineers 
without expense or cost will report that it is inexpedient to undertake 
its improvement. 

I felt called upon to say this much in view of what has occurred in 
this House, an 3 in view of the very reckless and 
thoughtless declarations which have been made by members here 
and by the press throughout the country, declarations calculated to 
create the impression upon persons be po of the subject that the 
members of this House had combined together as a band of highway 
robbers for no other purpose on earth than to secure such a bill as 
would control a majority in its favor. God knows, sir, that no com- 
mittee of the House has striven more assiduously to perform its labors 
honorably and fairly than the Committee on Commerce has done. 
As one of its members, I feel authorized to make a remark applicable 
to all who constitute that committee. I do so upon my personal 
knowledge of the facts. Ido not believe that section or State or 
politics or any consideration has actuated them, save an honest de- 
sire to do their duty. The faithful performance of that duty has 
been abundantly vindicated by the action of this House. 

If the bill does not happen to meet the approval of twenty or thirty 

ntlemen representing a minority on this floor, the majority of this 

ody, representing nearly two hundred, ought no doubt to be very 
sorry for it. So fax as I am concerned I have endeavored to do my part 
fairly and faithfully; and I believe that every other member of the 
committee has done likewise. I believe that the overwhelming major- 
ity which passed this bill has been prompted by the same spirit. [Here 
the hammer fell.] One moment more. I wish to add that of all the 
times in the history of this Government there never was a period 
when public work could be done so cheaply as now. The advantages 
to be derived from the increase of our commercial facilities will com- 
pensate tenfold for every dollar expended. The bill contains a pro- 
vision authorizing the carrying on of the work by hired labor, and I 
desire to remind gentlemen here that it is the only bill passed or to 
be passed by this Congress in the present dis and ruined con- 
dition of the country which appropriates a farthing that will reach 
the hands of actual labor. Under the provisions of this bill, while 
the Government realizes full value received for all it expends, eve 
dollar of it will go to the relief of the unemployed millions in the land. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I now ask the gentleman from Maine to yield to 
me for a few moments ? 

Mr. HALE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. ELAX.] 

r. ELAM. lam very much obliged to the gentleman from Maine; 
but as I am allowed so brief a time, and as the House is evidently so 
desirous to come to a vote, I will not occupy time with any remarks. 

Mr. HALE. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. ee ? 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, because we allow a leech to suck 
a few drops of blood from our arms, are we to let that leech remain 
there until the last life-drop is gone? Because in the Forty-fourth 
Congress some of us saw fit to vote to give for these small streams 
the appropriations then asked, are members from those localities to 
come here in the Forty-fifth Congress and demand more? Is there 
no generosity in the world? Has it fled from the earth? Are we 
always to continue to give because we have once given? Is this 
iniquitous legislation to continue? It was iniquitous legislation in 
the Forty-fourth Congress to attempt to pass the bill under a suspen- 
sion of the rules. I do not propose to plead the “baby act” by any 
manner of means. But it was my first session in Congress; and I did 
believe then that committees might come with bills when it was a 
unanimous report which it would be safe to put throngh under a sus- 
pension of the rules. But, sir, I find I was wofully mistaken. I 
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now know that committees may 800 unanimously bills which we 
never ought to pass. At that time I had no opportunity of studying 
the bill. I did look over such provisions as affected parts of the 
country I knew something about; and I presumed that the bill was 
right because a proper sum was allowed to those portions of the coun- 
try. I had no opportunity at that time to examine the bill; and I 
took it upon the faith of the committee. 

The vote I gave in the Forty-fourth Con I regret. I never 
would do it again. The vote I gave on this bill in this House I give 
cheerfully, Pose I i my name to the protest willingly, and especially 
because I have found that important bills sppropsteting money 
should be carefully considered in the House and not taken on the 
report of a committee simply. I will never take another bill simply 
on the report of any committee—never! never! never! [Laughter 


and applause. 
pt HALE. ] I now yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. 

UNNELL. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that he thinks he could 
of his own volition bring this debate to a close; but as one side of 
the House has had one hour, he was willing that a like amount of 
time should be occupied by the other side. en, however, the gen- 
tleman from Maine yields to gentlemen who do not wish to speak, 
the Chair thinks the gentleman had better allow the question to be 
taken. 

Mr. HALE. I would be very glad if the Chair had originally 
brought the matter promptly to a vote. 

The SPEAKER. 
that it would not be exactly fair to both sides. 

Mr. HALE. I announ to the House in the first place that I had 
no desire to use any time. I was immediately appealed to personally 
by ease gentlemen, friends of mine, for a little time, which I could 
not well refuse, as T did not want to use it myself. I have been anx- 
ious all the time to obtain an early vote and to get rid of this matter 
as soon as possible, If the Chair is now inclined to inte to arrest 
the progre of the debate and bring the matter to a conclusion, I shall 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule now upon the points 
involved. In so far as this paper is concerned 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is debate closed? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

In so far as this paper alludes to the rules of the House, the Chair 
on yesterday decided that point: that a suspension of the rules vacated 
them and for that occasion made them inoperative. 

So far as the constitutional point alluded to in this paper is con- 
cerned, the Chair on yesterday stated it was not within his province 
to construe the Constitution any more than it would be in the case of 
an amendment to cut off the House from determining whether such 
an amendment was con to law or not. ` 

But in so far as this question of a protest is concerned and whether 
as a question of privilege it acquires the right to be read and the 
right to be p upon the Journal, the Chair desires to refer to 
the 8 former Congresses. In the Third Congress, pre- 
sided over by . Muhlenberg, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Garnett, of Vir- 
ginia, was allowed to spread upon the Journal the reasons of a vote 

iven by him. In the Journal will be found the reasons in full, which 
fhe Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Swift, of Maryland, moved that the House do reconsider the vote taken on 
Satarday last on the question Shall the declaration of Mr. Garnett then presented 
detailing the reasons for and motives of his vote on Thursday last on concurring 
with the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union in their agreement to 
the first resolution subjoined to the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs on 
the subject of a recognition of the ee the late Spanish American prov- 
renee Seer — the question Will the reconsider the said vote? it passed in 

And on the question Shall the said be placed on the Journal! it passed in 
the affirmative -yeas 89, nays 71. 8 


The SPEAKER. The next precedent which the Chair has been 
able to consider was in the Twenty-eighth Congress, over which Mr. 
J. W. Jones, of Virginia, presided. New Hampshire, Georgia, Mis- 
souri, and Mississippi elected their Representatives by general ticket. 
Mr. Barnard, of New York, and forty-nine other members signed a 
— against the admission of Representatives from said States. 

he Journal of the House says Mr. Barnard so framed his protest as 
to embody it in a resolution. Subsequently, on motion, the Journal 
was corrected so as to make it appear that the protest had got upon 
the Journal surreptitiously. It will be observed that the latter sug- 

tion was the ground given for refusing it to be on the Journ 
n both these cases, however, the papers were read and considered. 

The next case to which the Chair has had his attention directed is 
a case in the Thirty-first Congress, and is the one occurring in the 
Senate alluded to in the Manual. The decision quoted in the Manual, 
page 289, under the heading of “ Protest,” was 5 pre on the part 
of certain Senators against the of a bill admitting California 
into the Union as a State. After extended debate the Senate decided 
by yeus 22 to nays 19 to lay the whole subject upon the table. This 
peor was signed 7 Senators Hunter and Mason of Virginia, But- 

er and Barnwell of South Carolina, Soule of Louisiana, Jefferson 


Davis of Mississippi, and other Senators. That paper appears of 
record, but did not go, the Chair presumes, on Senate Journal. 
The next is a case in the Thirty-sixth Congress, when John B. 


he Chair would have done so, had he not thought | pea: 


Clark, of Missouri, (I believe the father of a 


sn taper member of 
this House,) claimed the right to submit a preamble and resolution, 
but the Clerk in that case declined to entertain it, on the ground he 
had not the power to do so pending the organization of the House. 


The same was read however. 

Again in the Thirty-ninth Con Mr. Brooks—it was the case 
alluded to yesterday—claimed the right to po upon the record a 
protest against the way in which the Clerk made up the roll of 
members. The record shows that it was inserted in the proceedings, 
but the Clerk declined to ize it, because he was then acting 
under the operation of law which instructed him as to the making 
up of the roll of members. 

It will thus be seen in every instance the Chair has mentioned the 
reading of the paper was allowed and that in one instance the Jour- 
nal contains the protest. 

The Chair, as an individual opinion, thinks that where a protest is 
respectful in terms no harm can come by allowing such courtesy as 
will place such respectful protest of record in the Journal, especially 
in a case where debate was not allowed and there was no possibility 
of amendment. Following, however, the rules which govern him in 
the administration of his duties as oe officer, the Chair sub- 
mits the question to the House itself to determine whether there is 
here presented or not a question va eh Those who think it 
involves a question of privilege vote in the affirmative and 
those who are of a contrary opinion will vote in the negative. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the “noes” ap- 
red to have it, 

Mr. STENGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 39, noes 142. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. I wish to make a suggestion. I think the 
House will agree that the protest shall be received and filed as a mat- 
ter of courtesy, not as a right. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question being taken on the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays were ordered, it was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

8 SPEAKER. The question recurs on taking the vote by yeas 
and nays. 

The question being put, there were ayes 33, not one-fifth of the 
last vote. 

Mr. BEEBE. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HALE and Mr. MILLS were appointed. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 47. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. Those who 
are of opinion that this paper contains a question of privilege and 
should be of record on the Journal will vote affirmatively and t those 
of a contrary opinion will vote in the negative. 

Mr. SAY. Idesire to make an inquiry of the Chair. Does 
the proposition submitted by the Chair to the House involve this 
additional idea that the offering of a protest is a privile; question 
in the sense that it takes precedence of all other business of the House ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides when a gentleman rises in his 
place and states he is on the floor on a question of privilege then the 
rule requires that that question should be disposed of at once, inter- 
rapting everything else. © 

Mr. SAYLER. In other words, that a vote in the affirmative is a 
vote to declare that the reception of a protest becomes a question of 
privilege when a gentleman rises to offer a protest. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair submits to the House whether the mat- 
J in the protest is a question of privilege or not. 

. BURCHARD. That is, whether a protest of a member is a 
question of 2 

Mr. KNOTT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire to know if the question now is whether a 
member has a right as a matter of privilege to ask that his protest 
be entered on the Journal. I wish to know whether that is in ques- 
tion or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the gentleman from Kentucky to 
eee his question. 

r. KNOTT. My question is this: If the question now submitted 
to the House is whether a member has aright as a matter of privilege 
to ask that his protest be received and entered of record. 

The SPE. R. The Chair will state the way in which the ques- 
tion arose. The gentleman from New York rose in his place and 
stated he rose to a question of privilege. He then submits a paper 
and asks that it be read as of his remarks thereon. The ques- 
tion that the Chair now submits to the House—and it is submitted 
in the manner provided in the Manual—is this: Is there a question of 
privilege involved in the matter set forth in that protest or that 


paper? 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. The question submitted to the House, in other 
words, is whether a pra s a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. It is whether the House will receive the matter 
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resented in the paper as a question of privilege, and not every pro- 
tae that may be offered. The question stated y the page: Rats 
Ohio is not involved. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to inquire whether the effect of this vote, if 
carried in the affirmative, is to receive and file the protest! 

The SPEAKER. Theeffect of a vote in the affirmative is this, that 
the House declares that this paper, which is submitted by the gentle- 
5 rai New York and which is described as a protest, is a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And should go upon the record? 

The SPEAKER, If the House decides that it is a question of privi- 
lege, it will go upon the Journal; not otherwise. 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 

understand that the vote is simply upon the question of whether this 

rotest is a question of privilege, and not upon the question whether 
t shall be entered upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair repeats, if it is a question of privilege 
it riage di m the Journal. 

Mr. „of Alabama. But that is not the question now sub- 
mitted to the vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question submitted is: is the matter in the 
protest a question 1 1 7 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 52, nays 180, not 
voting 59; as follows: 


YEAS—52, 
Baker, John H. Cobb, Jones, Frank Rice, Americus V. 
Beebe, ott, Robinson, M. S. 
Benedict, Cox, Samuel 8. Lapham, Sparks, 
Ratte Durka Tnttrell —— 
ges, ur] w tenger, 
Browne, Errett, Mackey, Turner, 
Caldwell, John W. Finley, Maish, Turney, 
gmawa W.P. Fort, on, 1 — 78 70 ses 11 75 5 
annon, Ken te, Harry 
Chalmers, Mitchell, Whit e, 
la Henderson, Morse, Willis, Albert S. 
Clark, Rush II o, Neal, ight, 
ymer, Hungerford, Reilly, Young. 
NAYS—180. 
Acklen, Jones, John 8. Riddle, 
Aldrich, Dibrell, oy: Robbins, 
Atkins, Douglas, Keightley, Roberts, 
Dunnell, elley, Robertson, 

y, Eames, e Robinson, G. D. 

Baker, William H. Elam, Ketcham, 088, 

ilou, Ellis, Killinger, Ryan, 
Bell, Evans, I. Newton Kimmel, 
Bicknell, Evins, John H. Knapp, Sapp, 
Blackburn, Ewing, 0 Say ler, 
Blair, Felton, Lathrop, Shallenberger, 
B Forne Ligon, Singleton, 
Blount, Frank Lindsey, Sinnickson, 
Boone, Freeman, ayaan Slemon: 
Bouck, Frye, anning, Sout: 
Boyd, Fuller, Martin, Starin, 
Briggs eats skin, aware 

8, ©. on, teow: 

Bright, Gur. Metcalfe, Stone, John W. 
Buckner, Gunter, Mills, Stone, Joseph C 
Burchard, Hale, Money, 
VVV 
en organ, rn 
Cam Harmer, orrison, ‘Throckmorton, 
Campbell, Harris, Benj. W. Muldrow, wnsend, Amos 
Carlisle’ . 8 
arlisle, ohn T. or an Vo! 
Cas wel Hartrid Oliver, „ Waddell, 
Clark of Missouri, Hartzell, O'Neill, Walsh, 
Clarkeof Kentucky, Hatcher, Overton, Ward, 
Cole, Hayes, ‘Warner, 
Conger, Hazelton, Patterson, G. W. Watson, 
Cook, Hendee, Patterson, T. M. ele: 
Henry, Peddie, White, Michael D. 
Cox, Jacob D. Her! Phillips, Wiliams, Andrew 
po, Hewitt, Abram 8. Poll Williams, C. G. 
Cravens, Hewitt, G. W. Potter, Williams, James 
Crittenden, House, ‘ound, Williams, Jere N 
Cummings, Hubbell, Price, Williams, Richard 
Cutler, Humphrey, Rainey, Willis, Benj 
Davidson, Hunter, Randolph, Willits, 
Davis, Horace Hunton, Rea, Wilson, 
Davis, Joseph J. Ittner, R W. 
Dean, James, Reed, Wren, 
Deering, Jones, James T. Rice, William W. Yeates. 
NOT VOTING—5S9. 
Som pa 3 — 

8, g orgensen, s, 
Banning, en, Keifer, Smith, A. Herr 
Bayne, Eickhoff, Loring, Smith, William E, 

„ Ellsworth, 3 Stephens, 

B Evans, James L. McGowan, Swann, 
Brentano, Foster, McKinley, Tipton, 
aoe Gardner, Phelps, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Bun ay, Garfield, Powers, Tucker, 
Burdick, ause, Pridemore, Veeder, 
Butler, Gibson, außen Wait, 

bell, Goode, uinn, Walker, 
Chittenden, Harrison, ales, Wigginton, 
Clark, Alvah A. Haskell, Schleicher, Williama, A. S. 
Culberson, Hiscock, ton, 


So the paper presented by Mr. Cox, of New York, was decided not 
to involve a question of privilege, 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. BROGDEN, is still 
confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. CABELL. Iam W with Mr. Puan, of New Jersey. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. I am paired with Mr. Banks. I do 
not know how he would vote upon this question, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I am paired with Mr. GIBSON, of Louisiana. 
If he were here,.I should vote “no.” 4 

Mr. FORNEY. My colleague, Mr. SHELLEY, is paired with Mr. 
Evans, of Indiana. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the protest be received and spread upon 
the Journal in cou: to the members who signed it. 

The question was taken and the motion was not agreed to, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SPARKS, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. No. 4549) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treat 
stipulations with various tribes for the year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPA I desire to give notice that I shall call up the bill 
immediately after the post-office appropriation bill shall have been 


pa te of. 
5 ene, And I desire to reserve all points of order upon 
e 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. DURHAM. I rise to a question of 22 I present a report 
of the committee of conference, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ tem clerks, and making approp: ons for the same; 
also making appropriations for detecting trespasses on the public lands and for 
bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other purposes, bavin 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do recommen: 
to their respective Houses as follows: i 

That the House recede from its . to the amendment numbered 7, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: in lieu of 40 insert 20;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 8, and 


arso to the same, with an amendment as follows: in lieu of said amendment sub- 
. ks, route agents, and mall- route agents, $7,000; and 
or railwa: ce clerks, rou -TOU an 
y * agen agen 000 


agree 
M. J. DURHAM, 
J. H. BLOUNT, 
JNO. H. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. DURHAM. The House will remember that the balance of the 
bill has been ip, bens to by the two Houses, and this is a compromise 
upon the two clauses upon which the two Houses disagreed. I now 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the report of the committee of con- 
ference was a; to. 

Mr. DUR moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS L. MOORE. 


Mr. HUNTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4550) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas L. Moore; which 
was read a first and second time, 

Mr. HUNTON. I will state that the bill is accompanied by the 
usual petition, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, two-thirds voting in 
favor thereof. 

APPROVAL OF BILLS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, informed the House that the President had 
signed bills of the following titles : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1135) to authorize the issue of a patent to certain 
lands in the Brothertown reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, to 
the persons selected by the Brothertown Indians; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4242) to authorize the restoration of George A. 
Armes to the rank of captain. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker si the same: 

A bill és. No. 120) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue an American register to the Canadian-built propel- 
ler East by the name of Kent; 

A bill (8. No. 870) granting a pension to Rebecca and Augusta Mil- 
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ar ease of Brigadier-General James Miller, of the war of 1812; 
an 
A bill (S. No. 1045) to peod for the administration of the oath 


of office to collectors 
of Alaska. 


other ofñcers of the customs in the district 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
1 unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 
cases: 
o Mr. TUCKER, for four days; and 
To Mr. PHELPS, for one wee 
FORT MACON LIGHT-HOUSE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. KENNA, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 2748, a bill (H.R. 
No. 4551) to establish a light-house near Fort Macon, North Carolina, 
and to provide cay perons to mark the channels of Cove Sound; 
which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution for 
consideration at this time. It is very important in relation to the 
public business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there shall be evening sessions of the H. of Representati 
22 at 7.30 o'clock p- m., Tanay, Wednesday. Thursday, and Friday of 
this vok ; Tuesday evening for eral debate — ednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday for the consideration of the Private Calendar. The call of the Calendar 
shall begin with the first bill and one objection shall prevent the passage of a bill 
unless it has been a objected to, in which case it shall agate five objec- 
tions. After all not o to have been disposed of the Calendar be 
called for consideration. 


Mr. CONGER. There are several bills to which I shall object at 
evening sessions, notwithstanding five objections have been made 
to them already. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. FINLEY objected to the 
resolution. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and 
fifteen minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of 274 citizens of Lehigh County, 
Pennsylvania, for Con to aid in the completion of the Texas and 
Pacific Railroad—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. CRAVENS: The petition of Isabel Richie, for a pension 
from the date of the death of her husband, James A. Richie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petitions of Hon. L. E. Hamlin and other 
citizens of Etowah County, and ef Hon. T. W. McMinn and other 
citizens of Cullman County, Alabama, for the favorable consideration 
of House bill No. 1670—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
$ 7 Bons F merchants and e of 

i ia, Pennsylvania, and vicinity, protestin inst the pas- 
sage of the tariff bill now before Congress on the 3 that in the 
présent depressed condition of the country such legislation would be 
injurious to the business community—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, remonstrating 
against the transfer of the life-saving and coast-guard service from 
the Treasury to the Navy Department—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Pi Kr HUMPHREY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
for the improvement of the condition of the Oneida tribe of Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Byur HUNTON : Papers relating to the claim of Charles Kirby— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of Joseph B. Collins, that he be 
reappointed an officerin the United States Army and placed upon the 
retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MACKEY: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Pennsylvania, requesting the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress to aid in the passage of a bill for the payment of arrears of pen- 
sion to soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: Memorial of the underwriters of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, and other citizens interested in commerce, urging an 
appropriation to enable the Light-House Board to use the Courtenay 
automatic buoy as beneficial to navigation—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PRICE: Memorial and joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Iowa, in reference to securing a commercial highway by water 
between the Mississippi River and Lake Michigan via the valley of 
the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSS: The petitions of Richard Decker, Martha Fordham 
and John W. Van Belt, for pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A r relating to the claim of D. W. Boutwell— 
to the Committee ao Was Ciaimas 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William O. Redden—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia: The petition of B. H. Wright, for 
the early resumption of specie payments and proposing a plan to 
accomplish this object—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. THO URGH: A paper relating to the claim of John 
Blankenship—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of William W. Hubbell, that the 
Government purchase his patent musket for the use of the Army and 
Navy—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of William W. Hubbell, for reasonable compen- 
sation for the use of his inventions in breech-loading fire-arms and 
ammunition—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Edward Kolb, of Washin s 
District of Columbia, for compensation for board of Richard Field, 
Delegate from the Cherokee Nation—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: Remonstrance of Mackellar, Smiths 
& Jordan, and other type-founders of New York, Cincinnati, Rich- 
mond, Boston, Baltimore, and other cities, against that part of the 
tariff bill which relates to duties on type materials—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Lucy E. Dowdy, executrix, &c., 
for compensation for property taken by the United Štates Army—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


IN SENATE. 


. WEDNESDAY, April 24, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the correction of the Journal in relation 
to the bill (H. R. No. 151) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refund to the Society of the Sons of St. George, established at Phila- 
delphia, the sum of $1,440.25 in gold, being the amount paid by said 
society upon a colossal statue of St. George and the m. It 
was reported from the Committee on Finance adversely instead of 
without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will be amended ac- 
cording to the correction . 

The Journal was approv 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem; laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the 18th ultimo, a report relative to the necessity for erecting 
beacon-lights to mark the channel on the line of inland navigation 
through North Landing River, Currituck Sound, and North River, 
North Carolina; which, on motion of Mr. MERRIMON, was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the Com- 
mercial Exchange Association of Philadelphia, against the transfer 
of the e i service from the Treasury Department to the Navy 
Department, and in favor of the e of the bill on the subject 
introduced in the House of Representatives by Mr. ROBERTS; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WALLACE. I present a memorial of publishers and book- 
sellers of Philadelphia, 5 inst the reduction of duties 
proposed by the bill known as the tariff bill, and in favor of a 
commission of inquiry upon the subject of duties apon imports. This 
memorial is largely signed by houses of repute, including such as 
Henry C. Lea, J. B. Lippincott & Co., Claxton, Remsen & Haffel- 
finger, Porter & Coaten, end others, the whole book-publishing trade 
of the city of Philadelphia. The memorial is brief, and I ask that it 
be read for the information of the Senate. It presents the points dis- 


tinctly and 11 5 
pro tempore. The memorial will be read, there 


The PRESID 
being no objection. 
The memorial was referred to the Committee on Finance, and read, 
as follows: 
To the Senate and Hi Representatives 
wie of the United States in Congress assembled : 


and 
ok in the tariff 
bill now before Congress, and we pray your honorable bodies that if any change be 
made it may be in converting ad valorem into specific rates. e unequal competi- 
manuf: 8 as rein strug- 

rendered 


paper and laden tapea 300 under an ad valorem rate his invoice at such cost may 
not unfrequently le him to introduce his goods at a duty of but 5 or 10 

cent. on the ordinary price, instead of 25 per cent., as is the intention of the ex 

ing tariff. Under such a competition the interests connected with the book manu- 
facture, including printers, binders, papor-makers, and others, are already suffer. 
ing severely, and the roposed reduction of the duty to 20 per cent. threatens still 
further prostration, while an alteration to a specific rate of twenty or twenty-five 
cents per pound or a judicious combination of specific and ad valorem rates would 
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ut an end to nndervalnations, would benefit the honest importer, would increase 
Tie revenues, and would lend a much-needed support to an 8 for 
reasons deserves the utmost considerat 


Wo further respectfull: resent that, in our opinion, in the existing depressed 
condition of all the indnsiciee of the country, the spisi of the question is 
ill-advised, and we especially deprecate the principle of the pending bill in placing 
on the free list all snoaumersted articles, thus making free trade the rule and pro- 
tection incidental. We therefore earnestly pray that the whole subject of tariff 
legislation be postponed until there may be an Sg for ca vestigation 
into details, and a measure can be framed which will be just alike to consumer and 
producer and may be regarded as anent, 

We also believe that in the bill for classification of mail matter, now before Con- 
wing books to be imported free of duty through the mails 

to all the industries concerned in the manufacture of books, 
and we therefore t against it as a fla t injustice and as a precedent of 
which the logical Revel ment would be to sfer a large portion of the importa- 
tion of general ee from the custom- house to the post-office, 


Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of Mary J. Padgett, of Allen- 

ton, Wilcox County, Alabama, praying compensation for property 
taken and be. papa by United States military forces during the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
ı He also presented the petition of the heirs of Thomas K. Beck, de- 
ceased, late of Wilcox County, Alabama, praying compensation for 
fifty-seven bales of cotton taken and e by the officers of 
the United States Government during the late war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, eg. a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of an act by Congress for 
the equalization of bounties; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Caspar Wolf, of palmu Maryland, 

raying to be allowed arrears of pay as captain of the Fifteenth New 

ork Artillery, in the late war, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom the subject was 
referred, reported a bill (S. No. 1131) for the relief of E. C. Clements; 
which was read twice by its title; and he submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 80) to reimburse the State of Kansas for expenses 
incurred by said State for the United States in e invasions 
and suppressing Indian hostilities, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 888) for the relief of James 
McGregor, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEREFORD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of M. L. Seger, praying compensation for property 
alleged to have been taken during the rebellion for the use of the 
Government, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Lientenant-Commander James 
H. Sands, praying to be advanced ten numbers in his e, submit- 
ted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1132) for the relief 
of Lieutenant-Commander James H. Sands, United States Navy. 
ore 8 read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 

rinted. 

. WHYTE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 973) for the relief of Charles O. Allibone, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Commander William Gibson, United States Navy, retired. 
praying for reinstatement on the active list of the Navy, submitted 
a ee thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1133) for the relief of 
William Gibson. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


be printed. 
: Mr. MORRILL, I am instructed by the Committee on Finance, to 
whom the following bills were referred, to report them back to the 


Senate: 

The bill (S. No. 71) to repeal the act entitled “An act to provide for 
the resumption of specie payments;” the bill (S. No. 597) to authorize 
the coin of silver do for circulation, and make the same a 
legal tender, and for other purposes; the bill (S. No. 565) authorizin 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and providing that gold and 
silver jointly, and not otherwise, shall be a full legal tender; the bill 
(S. No. 453) to remit the tax on insolvent banks in certain cases; the 
bill (S. No. 237) to authorize . of customs duties in legal- 
tender notes; the bill (S. No. ) supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” approved 
January 14, 1875; the bill (S. No. 157) providing for coinage Of silver 
dollars, and for making the same a legal tender; the bill (S. No. 86) 


moral as well as co at your 


to authorize the coinage of a dollar of 412} grains standard silver, 
and for other purposes; the bill (S. No. 70) to repeal section 3 of the 
An act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 


act entitled ‘ 


ments,” approved January 14, 1875; the bill (S. No. 68) anthorizin 
the coining of the standard silver dollar, and restoring its — 2 
tender character; and the bill (S. No. 31) to authorize the payment 
of 50 per cent. of customs duties in legal-tender notes. These bills 
relate to subjects that have already been acted upon by the Senate, 
or upon which bills have been reported. I move that the Committee 
on Finance be discharged therefrom. 

The motion was seroma to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lam also instructed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 273) to encourge and protect the 
shipping interest and to revive American commerce, to report it back. 
It is a bill that should originate in the House, if at all. I move that 
the committee be discharged from its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. EUSTIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1134) to provide ocean-mail steamship service 
between the United States and Brazil; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GROVER asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1135) to create an additional land district in 
the Territory of Idaho; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORGAN asked ana oy unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 11 ) for the relief of Miguel D. Eslava ; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1137) granting a pension to Harmon Vann; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (8. No. 1138) graning a pension to James E. Har- 
grove; which was read twice by its title, aud referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1139) granting a pension to Henry W. Altimns; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
Mr. EATON (by be py asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1140) authorizing the Southern Pacific 


Railroad Company to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Colorado River at Fort Yuma in the State of California, and in 
the Territory of Arizona; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DENNIS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1141) garang the right of way through the 
military reservation at Fort Yuma to the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FERRY asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1142) regulating the compensation for the 
transportation of mails on railroad routes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. WHYTE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1143) for the relief of Horace J. Gambrill ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr, BAILEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Mrs. 
see, be taken from the files and referred to the 

On motion of Mr. BARNUM, it was 


Ordered, That Chester N. Case have leave to withdraw his from the 
files of the Senate. 2 


Ann Manning, of Tennes- 
‘ttee on Claims. 


SURVEY OF ARKANSAS BOUNDARY. 


Mr. DORSEY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be instructed to inquire into 
and report to the Senate the result of the late survey of the western boundary of 
the State of Arkansas, and whether the title to any part of the public lands is in 
uy way thereby affected, and, if so, whether any, and, if any, what further legis- 

ion is necessary on the subject. 


A ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is exhausted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask that the Senate proceed with 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar will be taken up, if 
there be no objection, and the first case on the Calendar will be re- 


rted. 
shes McMILLAN, Before proceeding to the Calendar, I move to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 576) to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of merchandise. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will permit me, I will state the 
reason why I make the motion. The bill is a matter of some public 
importance. It relates to the transportation of merchandise in small 
packages. It amends the statute in regard to the transportation of 
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imported merchandise so as to permit trunks and small packages of 
goods and bales corded and ed to be transported under the regu- 
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury to inland ports 
where there are officers of appraisement, so that the goods shall not 
be detained at New York for appraisal. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether or not 
the bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Then it will be reached in the reg- 
ular order, I think it due to Senators who are not in the habit of 
pressing their bills out of order, but wait for them to be reached on 
the Calendar regularly, that we should proceed with the Calendar. 
We gave way yesterday morning, and the whole day was consumed. 
The day before that the Senate also gave way. There is a special 
order to proceed with the Calendar. T hepa the Senator from Min- 
nesota will not press his motion. 

Mr. Mc There is no local interest subserved in any wa 
in my State by the bill. It is a bill of general importance, and 
merely having reported it from the Committee on Commerce, desire 
to present the question so that the Senate may proceed to the con- 
sideration of it, if they will. I have discharged my duty, if there is 
objection made. Ishould be glad to have the Senate take up the bill. 
I appreciate the force of the remarks made by the Senator from West 
Virginia; but if he will, as to this particular measure, see proper to 
permit it to pass, I shall be obliged to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Does the Senator from Minnesota 
move to proceed to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Ibelieve the Calendar is the regular 
order, is it not ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, after one o’clock. It is subject 
to the order of the Senate at any time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. When the morning business was ex- 
hausted the Chair so announced, and I called for the Calendar. That 
I reckon has as high privilege as anything else. I do not want to 
make any special opposition eer tothis matter, as there is only 
half an hour left of the morning hour; but Senators will readily see 
that unless we es with the Calendar we shall not get through 
with it at all. The bill moved by the Senator from Minnesota will 
perhaps prove to be an unobjected case. We shall reach it certainly 
to-day or to-morrow, and a short time cannot make any difference. 
If each Senator has a special bill to be taken up out of its order on the 
Calendar, and it leads to controversy, we shall continue in the dis- 
cussion of that class of bills, and the unobjected cases on the Calen- 
dar will not be reached, which I think would be wrong. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the matter leads to controversy, I shall with- 
draw the fo peg but I do not think it will. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 1 ask that we proceed with the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I suppose one objection in the morning hour will 
not carry the bill over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to state to 
the Senator from West Virginia that he called for the regular order, 
pending which the Senator from Minnesota moved to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill indicated, and the latter motion was enter- 
tained within the morning hour. At one o’clock, what is known as 
the Anthony rule being enforced, the Calendar would be before the 
Senate, when it would require a motion to displace it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I concur with the Chair perfectly. 
I moved that we proceed with the Calendar, and I insist that the 
Calendar would be before the Senate unless the Senator from Min- 
nesota should move to lay aside that order, or to amend my motion, 
or something of the kind. My intention was to proceed to the Cal- 
endar. However, that is a question that is now settled by the Chair, 
and it is for the Senate to determine whether we shall go on with the 
Calendar now. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope there will be no objection to the bill moved 
by the Senator from Minnesota. It is a bill that has been petitioned 
for very generally by business men in all the larger towns of the 
West, Northwest, and Southwest. Itseems to me it ought to be con- 
sidered at as early a day as practicable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Minnesota has withdrawn his motion. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir, I have not withdrawn it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
the present consideration of the bill named. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope the Senate will go on with 
the Calendar. The bill is on the Calendar and will be reached to- 
day or to-morrow. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I see it will take more time to discuss this ques- 
tion than it would to pass the bill if it were properly before the Seu- 
ate, and I withdraw my motion to perce, to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn, and the 
consideration of the Calendar will be resumed at the point left off 
when it was last before the Senate. 


RANCHO LAS CRUCES. 


The CHIEF CLERK. The first bill on the Calendar at the point 
where its consideration is now resumed is the bill (S. No. 520) to 
authorize the claimants to certain lands in Santa Barbara County, 


California, to submit their claim to the United States district court 
for that State for adjudication. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It authorizes the claimants to lands situated in Santa Bar- 
bara County, California, known as the Rancho Las Cruces, who de- 
raign title through the original Mexican grantee of the rancho, to 
present their claim to the United States district court in and for the 
district of California for examination; and if, upon hearing of the 
case, it shall appear to the court that the claim of the original grantee 
was good and valid under Mexican laws relating to such cases, the 
court shall by decree confirm the claim. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
eg an amendment, to add to the proviso at the end of the first sec- 

on: 

Nor shall any decree of confirmation affect any valid adverse right of any other 
aS or persons, or give to the confirmees, or any of them, any claim upon the 

nited States for compensation for any land such confirmees may lose by reason 
of pre-emption or homestead claims or adverse rights as aforesaid ; 


So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That no lands shall be confirmed to said claimants by said decree to 
which there are valid claims existing under the ption or homestead laws of 
the United States at the date of the passage of this act, nor shall any decree of 
confirmation affect, &. 


Mr. GROVER. There is a written report from the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, which was unanimously presented upon the 
the bill. I ask that it be read. i 

The Rincon? p tem: The report will be read. 

3 5 the following report, submitted by Mr. GROVER 

arch 8: 


The Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
520) to anthorize claimants to certain lands in Santa Barbara County, California, to 
submit their claims to the United States district court for that State for adjudica- 
tion, submit the following report : 

The attorneys for the claimants have submitted a printed —_ containin 
their petition to Congress and copies of all affidavits and mai of record whic’ 
have been filed in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, for the 

5 eer cecal 5 tho — ae an from disposal —— 
Ent pen application, as well as for the purpose oi 7. — 
testimony. An examination . the original papers in the 7 — Land fice has 
paa made, sa the printed copies have compared with the originals and found 

true copies. 

By these evidences it appears that Miguel Cordero, a Mexican citizen, in the 
year 134, settled upon the lands since known as the Rancho Las Cruces, now in 
Santa Barbara County, California, but then within the domain of Mexico. Thatin 
the year 1837 said Cordero, on his petition, received from the p authorities a 
grant, evidenced of record in the usual form, to said rancho, two leagues in length 
and one league in width, marked by certain distinct natural boundaries, which have 
since been definitely ascertained by survey, according to the public surveys of the 
United States. That the usual judicial possession was given by the neighboring 
alcalde in due form required by the laws of Mexico. 

The keeper of the Spanish and Mexican archives in the United States surveyor- 
general's office for California certities that the original documents in this case are 
. ; that the coples are true translations ; and that they constitute what would 

ave been . a perfect pa under the Mexican government of California. 
He further certifies that he is liar with the section of country in which the 
said tract of land is located, and that the same can, without difficulty, be ascer- 
tained from the calls of the title papers and the accompanying map. In fact the 
record presents every link in the chain of a perfect e: ente. The treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, concluded May 30, 1848, between the United States and Mexico, 
by which California was uired by the United States, found Cordero and his 
family in 8 of Las ces, improved with orchards, vineyards, and grain - 
fields, and largely stocked with cattle and horses. 

The treaty pe (Article 8) that “ Mexicans now established in territories 
previously belonging to Mexico and which remain for the future within the limits 
of the United States, as defined by the present treaty, shall be free to continue 
where they now reside, or to remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, retain- 
eee pro which they in said territories.” 

he not tree the rights of 993 — property. They were conse- 
EERS reat of nations and protected by thetreaty. (United States vs. Moreno, 

By act of Congress of March 3, 1851, authority is given for a board of commis- 
sioners to ascertain and settle private land claims in California, originating under 


1855. 

In March, 1851, after the of the last named act, but before its promulga- 
tion in California, Cordero died intestate, in possession of the Rancho Las Cruces. 
The premises were distant from the sitting or the commission subsequently organ- 
ized to pass upon this class of titles. The family spoke none but the ish tongui 
read no newspapers, and were wholly illiterate. The Mexican authorities had cued 
for private titles with such certainty that no doubt was felt as to their rights. The 
limitation of the act of March 3, 1551, and its extension expired before the heirs 
of Cordero knew that their titles to Las Cruces was ndt fully protected. The Cor- 
dero title has been by all adjacent settlers from the time of his 
sion to the present day. The Commissioner of the General Land Office has directed 
the withdrawal of these lands from public disposal, and nothing stands in the way 
of justice to the ae of Cordero, except the absence of statutory authority to 


e ee 
nder these ces your committee recommend the passage of the bill 
with the following amendment: 

At the end of section 1 of the bill add “nor shall any decree of confirmation 
affect any valid adverse rights of any other person or persons, or give to the con- 
firmees, or any of them, any claim upon the United States for compensation for any 
land such confirmees may lose 
adverse rights as aforesaid.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
pro by the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


by reason of pre-emption or homestead claims or 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 753) to confirm 
a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. EATON. At my request the Senator having that bill in ch 
consents that it may go over for a day or two, and I shall then 
it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


WILLIAM W. SPIERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 594) for the relief 
of William W. Spiers, late assistant surgeon United States Army; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secre of War to pay to William W. Spiers, late assistant surgeon 
in the United States Army, such additional sum of money as will 
make his entire compensation equal to that of assistant surgeon dur- 
ing the period of his active service in that capacity and of his impris- 
onment in rebel prisons as a prisoner of war, estimating the period 
from the date of his commission as surgeon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think there had better be an explanation on the 
part of the Senator who reported the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that thereport beread. The 
bill, I see, is accompanied by a report. 

The PRESIDE Epro ees The report will be read. 

28 3 read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
0 7 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 594) 
for the relief of William W. his seas late assistant surgeon United States Army, 
have had the same under consideration, and submit the eagle Cay sy : 

It appears from the records of the War Department that on the of September, 
1863, Dr. Spiers was a private and acting hospital steward of Company H, Twenty- 
second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on the battle-field of Chickamauga; that he 
was ordered to remain with the wounded, and in consequence was oe by the 
enemy and held until April, 1864, when he escaped, entered the Union lines on 
the IÓth of that month. Not being aware that he was in the hands of the enemy 
the Secretary of War, 8 21, 1863, appointed him an assistant surgeon o. 
the Third United States Colored Troops, but he did not receive the notice of bis 
appointment until after his return. In the mean time, the services of an assistant 
surgeon being required, another person was appoin' 
was no vacancy for Spiers to upon his return. 
assistant surgeon of the One hundred and second 
‘Troops, was mustered, and joined for duty June 6, 1864. 

By the second section of the joint resolution of July 11, 1870, it was provided 
“ that persons held as prisoners of war by the enemy, or who may have been in 
hospital by reason of wounds or disability at the time of the issuing of their com- 
missions, shall be entitled to the same pay, emoluments, and benefits, under this 
e nace — if actually performing the duties of the grade to which they were 
com oned.“ 


actual receipt of the commission.“ 

The Adjutant-General of the Army, in declining to afford relief under the said 
joint resolation of ded 11, 1870, so construes the section last Juntes as to entirely 
neutralize the effect of the statute and to make it i tive for tho relief of any- 
body. The act was intended to reach that highly meritorious class of soldiers who, 
having been be pope by the enemy while in the 
fined in h on account of wounds received in service, were unable to present 
themselves for muster and duty. The Adjutant-General cites General 


appointment“ under which he desires to be mustered. It could not have been the 
intention of Congress to make its a on this * dependent upon that 
restriction, because in that case legislation would have been entirely in- 


effective. 
‘The same order also contains a provision that “no officer shall be mustered in to 
date back beyond the time that he has actually been performing the duties of the 
e into which he desires to be m Me think it perfectly clear that 
congress could not have intended that this order should apply to and control 
such cases as the one before us, otherwise its enactment wou. © been utterly 
without purpose, and the very class of persons whom it was designed to relieve 
could not possibly have been efited by it. 

The committee hold that the real intention of the third section of the act referred 
to was to 3 the muster in of officers to cover periods during which they could 
not have mustered, if present, owing to the reduced stren; of tbeir com- 
mands or some other legal disability. In this case there can be no question of 
that kind. The 5 of Dr. Spiers directly by the Secretary of War would 


imply that within the knowledge of the Department the vacancy existed and could 
be — filled. More than t, it was noted the letter of a tment 
signed by the Secretary of War that ‘acceptance of this appointmeut be your 


muster into service. This we think is entirely conclusive as any doubts 
that might otherwise have arisen as to the t of Dr. Spiers to be mustered at 
the time of his appointment. 

The bill simply allows Dr. Spiers the difference between the pay that he did re- 
ceive and the pay of an assistant during the seven months of his imprison- 
ment, and the committee recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT COLES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 312) for the relief 
of Robert Coles; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that, according to the laws of the State of 
Towa, Robert Coles is the rightful owner of indemnity certificates 
No. 92, for two thousand three hundred and Sixty-three acres and 
twenty-six hundredths of an acre, dated March 28, 1872, and No. 
for thirty-six acres and thirty-six hundredths of an acre, dated Ap 
10, 1872 ; and that the ownership of these certificates accrued to Coles 
by virtue of a contract between him and the board of supervisors of 
the county of Lucas, Iowa, dated November —, 1862, as provided by the 
laws of the State of Iowa; and that the list of swamp seleetions, upon 
which these indemnity certificates were subsequently issued, was 


approved by the surveyor-general for the State of Iowa March 3, 
1859, of which approval the county judge of Lucas County, Iowa, 
was notified by letter from the surveyor-general’s office of that date, 


and of which approval the then agent for the State of Iowa and of 
Lucas County by affidavit testifies ; and that the proof for indemnity 
under act of March 2, 1855, was submitted to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and filed for action therein June 20, 1860; 
and that the surveyor-general failed to certify his approval of said 
list of selections to the Commissioner of the General d Office, as 
required by the honorable Secretary of the Interior at the time of 
approval thereof; and that had the list of selections been certified 
up to the General Land Office at the time the same was approved by 
the surveyor-general, there were large quantities of public lands in 
the State of Iowa upon which indemnity certificates could have been 
located; and that a full and valuable consideration was paid by Coles 
for the interest of Lucas County in and to the swamp lands thereof, 
to wit, one thousand and ninety acres of land, valued at $6,000; and 
that at the time the certificates were issued there were no vacant 

ublic lands in the State of Iowa upon which the same could be 
ocated, abies Be the delay and neglect of the surveyor-general ; and 
as a part of the terms of the contract between Coles and the board 
of supervisors of the county of Lucas that “if compatible with the 
poris interest the patent for the lands granted in indemnity should 

issued in his name.” 

The bill therefore requires the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to issue warrants, in lieu of the indemnity certificates num- 
bered 92 and 93, to Robert Coles, in accordance with the legal sub- 
divisions of the public lands, in 8 not less than eighty acres, 
which may be located by Coles, his heirs or assigns, upon any of the 
public lands not mineral lands, or one-half the number of acres named 
in each warrant upon lands at $2.50 per acre, if the locations do not 
interfere with prior 3 or homestead e And patents 
may issue therefor the same as provided for itary bounty land 
warrants or lands sold for cash. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported the bill with an amend- 
ment striking out, after the word “ acres” in line 8, the words: 

Which may be located by the said Robert Coles, his heirs or assigns, upon any 
of the public lands not mineral lands, or one-balf the number of acres named in 
each warrant upon lands at $2.50 per acre. 

And in lieu thereof inserting : 

Which warrants shall only be received from actnal settlers in payment of pre- 
emption claims or in commutation of homestead claims, in the same manner and to 
. is now authorized by law in the case of military bounty land 
warran 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment. I have shown 
this amendment to the members of the committee and there is no 
objection to it, I believe, on the part of the committee. Imove, inline 
8, after the word “ acres,” to insert the following: 

Which may be by the said 
eee ree Mok or A eer 
pre-emption or under the provisions of the homestead act. 

And in line 12 of the committee's amendment to strike out the words “ shall 
only and insert may also.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask the Senator whether this is 
an amendment of the committee or an individual amendment of his 


own? 

Mr. ALLISON. An amendment which I have shown to the com- 
mittee and which they do not object to. 7 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is not an amendment of the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the committee accept it, very 


well. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe I did not show it to the honorable Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, [Mr. PADDOCK, ] but I have shown it to the other 
members of the committee, and I understand them not to object to it. 

Mr. McDONALD. I think the amendment is in accordance with 


the ar Se of the bill. 
Po 1 = SON. It is in accordance with the substantial purpose 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of ae Senator from Iowa to the amendment proposed by the com- 
mi ` 

The amendment to the amendment was a to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was a to. 

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SUSAN ROBB. i 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 847) for the 
relief of Susan Robb ; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It is a direction to the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and settle the claim of Susan Robb, mother and nearest 
heir of Levi R. Robb, late second lieutenant of Company H, Forty- 
fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and allow her the sum of $135, the same 
being “three months’ extra pay proper,” witha deed that nocharges 
stand against the officer on the books of the ry Department, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RAILROAD FROM PORTLAND TO ASTORIA AND M’MINNVILLE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 306) amendatory 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


2761 


of the act entitled “An act ting lands to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and tel ph line from Portland to Astoria and McMinn- 
ville, in the State of Oregon.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. Itis a general bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. The next case 
will be stated. 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 474) to anthorize 
the Southern Pacific Railroad Company to extend its railroad and 
telegraph line easterly from its present eastern terminus in Arizona 
toa gp on the Rio Grande at or near El Paso, and to aid in build- 
ing the same. 


r. EDMUNDS. That is a bill of the same character. It is a gen- 
eral bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 
TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 942) amendatory 
of and supplementary to the act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the construction of its 
road, and for other . approved March 3, 1871, and the sev- 
eral acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Let that go over. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

JOHN CUTLER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 906) releasing the 
title of the United Statesin acertain parcel of land to the assigns of 
John Cutler; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It releases to the assigns of John Cutler the title of the United States 
to that parcel of land containing thirty-eight and thirty-one hun- 
dredths acres, lying near Visalia, in the county of Tulare, State of 
California, which was conveyed to the United States by John Cutler 
on the 2d of October, 1865. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. BOOTH. There is no written report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can explain it. 

Mr. BOOTH. I can explain it in a moment. In 1863 there was a 
company of United States troops ordered to Visalia. Some of the 
leading citizens of that village subscribed and bought thirty-nine 
acres of land for an encampment which they supposed would be per- 
manent. They made an instrument, as they supposed, leasing it to 
the United States without any pay during its occupation. The troo 
only remained for a short time. After they were ordered away, the 
citizens, not knowing that they had conveyed the title and not intend- 
ing to conyey it, sold it and reimbursed themselves. The purchaser 
supposed he a perfect title until a year or two ago when he wanted 
to sell. Then the searcher of titles told him the fee was in the United 
States. The United States paid nothing for the property and paid 
nothing for its occupancy. This billis to confirm the title to the man 
who purchased under them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are there any buildings on it? 

Mr. BOOTH. I think not. The United States never put any im- 
rovements on it, never paid anything for it, and if the Senator will 
ook at the bill again he will see that it is so guarded that unless it 

is the identical land described in the bill nothing will pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the bill read , Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The bill was re to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. G. M. ADAMs, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 4550) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas 
L. Moore, of the State of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4236) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropria- 
tion for the same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass 
on public lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 


States, and for other purposes. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR DETECTING TRESPASSES, ETC. 
Mr. WINDOM. I ask consent of the Senate to make a report from 


a conference committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro The Chair will receive it. 


tempore. 
Mr. WINDOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ 1 clerks, and making an appropriation for the 
same; also making spre ations for detecting trespass on public lands, and for 
bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other purposes, having 


met, after full and free conference, have agreed te Nen and do recommend 


to their ve Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 7, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: in lieu of 40 insert 20; 
and the Senate a to the same. 

the ent to the amendment numbered 8, and 


eee eee as follows: in lieu of said amendment sub- 
tute the following: 
For railway post-office clerks, route agents, and mail route messengers, $7,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. M, 
S. W. DORSEY, 
M 3 72 Senate. 
lanagers on 
M. J. DURHAM, 
J. H. BLOUNT 
JNO. H. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WINDOM. The two items on which the second committee of 
conference di and which were referred to the committee whose 
report I now submit, were first $40,000, a deficiency for collectors of 
internal revenue, and $20,000 for additional post-route agents, &c. 
The conference committee have agreed to $20,000 for the collectors’ 
item, and $7,000 for the mail-ronte nts’ item ; ly upon this 
ground, that so much time has ela since this deficiency was asked 
for, nearly one-half the time that it was designed to apply to, that 
the reduced items will probably answer for the service of the residue 
of the year. It was not in either case what may be called an abso- 
lute deficiency. It was a deficiency in this, that if the money were 
not 5 every the service could not be so efficiently conducted as 
with it the case of the collectors, for instance, the money appro- 
pisen is to pay additional service in collectors’ offices in the various 
ocalities where there is an extraordinary pressure of business, and of 
conrse if they had not the money they could not employ them, and 
they have not been enabled to employ some that 8 should have 
been for the last two months, but this will enable them to do so for 
the next two. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is an efficiency bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is an efficiency rather than a deficiency Dill, as. 
my friend from Vermont suggests. 

© report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-roads in the sev- 
eral States therein named; which was ren to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL BANK OF WESTERN ARKANSAS, 


The bill (S. No. 250) for the relief of the National Bank of Western 
tat rege was announced as the business next in order on the Cal- 
endar. : 

Mr. GARLAND. There is an adverse report in that case, and I ask 
that it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


NICHOLAS WAX AND OTHERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 913) for the relief 
of Nicholas Wax, Michael Granary, and Moline Lange; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to Nicholas Wax, Michael Granary, and 
Moline Lange each the sum of $500, in refundment of so much money 
exacted from them as joint obligors on a bond taken by Colonel D. A. 
Pardee, provost-marshal of the district of Baton Ronge, Louisiana, in 
the year 1863, for the Spore of one B. F. Rhodes, the ra 
of which was improperly and 550 enforced by the marsha 

Mr. EDMUNDS. should like to hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. TEL- 
LER on the 20th of March: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of Michael G $ 
Nicholas Wax, and Moline Lange, praying to have refunded to them $500 - 
being for the amount collected from them, ively, on a bond given to the pro, 
vost-marshal of the district of Baton Ron na, in 1863, for the ap ce 
of one B. F. Rhodes to answer a criminal c preferred agains ve had 
the same under consideration, and make the fo rise | report: 

The facts connected with this claim, as ascertained the proofs, documentary 
and otherwise, as well as the sworn petition of the claimants, are, that while the 
district of Baton Rouge, Louisiana, was under mili law, a certain B. F. Rhodes 
was arrested by the order of Colonel D. A. Pardee, then provost-marshal of that 
district, and imprisoned upon a criminal charge; and that prisoner being sick, made 
application to its to enter into bond for 5 when required in tho 
sum of $1,500, the claimants to be bound in the sum of $500 each. The bond was exe- 
cuted, and the prisoner dise ; that, being sick at the time of his the 
prisoner went to the residence of his sister, where very soon he died of what was sup- 
posed to have been small-pox ; that in er the application of claimants to be discharged 
from their bond they were told by the provost-marshal that they were still 


ent 


prison. Receipts were given to the 

each. The committee are satisfied that the bond taken was conditioned for the 

F and that his death occurred before there was a forfeiture 
0 


It a by an extract furnished by the War t that Pardee 
this — 25 his hands, and was ed oie tie ue settlement saat 
with the Provost-Marshal-General. 


As the money has gone into the Treasury, and the claimants were not in default, 
the committee recommend that it be returned to the 
accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


its, and report the 
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The bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. KERNAN. Did the money go into the Treasury? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The report says it did. 

Mr. TELLER. The report does say so. 

Mr. KERNAN. All right. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

RICHMOND FEMALE INSTITUTE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 61) for the relief 
of the Richmond Female Institute of Richmond, Virginia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state that that bill passed the Senate at 
the last session of the last Congress, having been reported favorably 
from the Committee on Claims by myself, and it is now reported by 
the Senator from Massachusetts Bir. Hoar] at this Congress. The 


report may be read. 
r. EDMUNDS. We have a chance to review that now. Let us 
hear the report. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the bill go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin objects. 
The bill will go over. 
JAMES FISHBACK. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the 
relief of James Fishback, late collector of internal revenue, tenth 
district. State of Illinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been before the Senate 
on a prior occasion, read the third time, and the question was on its 
passage, apor which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
bas the bill in char The merits of the bill I do not want to say 
anything about. Iobjected tothe bill being considered the last time 
it was before the Senate upon the ground that Mr. Fishback was a 
defaulter when he went out of office. As I said before, I know nothing 
about the merits of this particular claim. He was not technically a 
defaulter at that time. I have reason to believe from correspondence 
from Illinois that, in order to enable him to pay his indebtedness to 
the Government, he borrowed a considerable sum of money from his 
sureties, and that a good portion of that money has never been paid 
to them. The object I had when I objected to this bill before was to 
see if there could not be in some way a substitution of these gentle- 
men instead of Fishback for the moneys that they had paid in his 
behalf; but I have considered the subject since then, and I do not 
know that the Senate can settle the equities between these parties. 
So far as that is concerned, I abandon my opposition if the Senate is 
satisfied that the bill is a proper one to be passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have been or- 
dered on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say simply that as the matter of the 
alleged defalcation of this officer has been mentioned in the Senate, 
it is perhaps due to him that certain communications from the De- 
partment that have been addressed to him should be submitted to 
the Senate, referring particularly to the facts of his accounts having 
been, in the various positions he has held under the Government, 
settled with the Government to the last cent of his liability. I 
believe the Senator from Illinois [Mr. OGLEsBY] has the custody—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Allow me one minute. I have no doubt 
that all his accounts were settled with the Government, and I stated 
that I withdrew my opposition on the ground that he was a defaulter. 
I still have no doubt that he obtained money in order to settle with 
the Government, from gentlemen who were on his bond and that that 
money has not been paid back; but as I stated before, I withdraw 
all opposition on that account, on the ground that the Senate cannot 
settle the equities between the parties. I have no doubt of that 


at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not misunderstand the Senator from Illinois, 
and the suggestion I made was simply this: in view of the fact that 
the question of defalcation had been mentioned in connection with 
this party and this claim, I am inclined to think that it is perhaps 
due to the gentleman that the communications from the Department 
touching that question and clearly vindicating him, as the Senator 
immediately before me from Illinois [Mr. Davis] admits, should be 
read. However, the Senator from Illinois on a right [Mr. OGLESBY 
has possession of these papers. Ishall not for their reading. 
have examined them, and am perfectly satisfied he has never been a 
defanlter to the Government. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I had supposed after the remarks submitted by 
my coll e that there would be no objection in the Senate to pass- 
ing this bill for relief. The Committee on Claims has reported it to 
the Senate, and there can be no doubt that so far as the claim is con- 
cerned it is entirely just and ought to be 45 e by Congress, and I 
er on a vote by yeas and nays the bill will pass. That being so, 
I get up and take up the time of the Senate by readin 
an affidavit or having read by the Clerk an affidavit of Mr. Fishbac 
which explains very fully how he borrowed this money, whom he bor- 
rowed it from, and he has a communication from one of the gentlemen 
from whom he borrowed the money whic 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If my colleague will allow me, what is the 


o not care to 


use of going into this when it has nothing to do with the question 
whether the Senate shall this bill? I withdraw my opposition 
to it and admit that the claimant was not technically a defaulter. 

Mr. OGLESBY. If my colleague will hear me a moment farther, 
I will say that I did not intend to submit any remarks upon it; but 
the Senator from Tennessee very kindly alluded to me as havin 
certain papers, and Mr. Fishback might feel that his interests h 
been entirely overlooked and neglected unless some explanation was 
made of the matter. I made up my mind not to ask the Clerk to 
read his affidavit and not to ask to encumber the Recorp with p e 
after page of exculpatory evidence from all the Departments o the 
Government where he has ever served as clerk, as assessor, and as 
collector, showing an entire official acquittal of all liability on his 
part at any time as a public functionary. I did not care to have 
that read to encumber the RECORD and take up the time of the Sen- 
ate; but it is perhaps no more than right to say in explanation of 
Mr. Fishback’s connection with what has been said of his borrowing 
money to pay this deficit, that it is true he did borrow money from 
certain honorable gentlemen in Jacksonville, Illinois, who loaned to 
him to settle his balance $2,000 or $3,000 I believe. He settled the 
balance and gave them securities with which to make them secure. 
Those men and Mr. Fishback have not yet settled. That matter 
between them is purely a private transaction. I do not care to put 
all this on the record, for I suppose there is no real objection to grant- 
Mf he PRESIDENT Th the passage of 

e tempore. e question is on the 0 

the bill. The roll. call will proceed. i: ; F 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 37, nays 
6; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allison, Davis of Minois, Hereford, lesby, 
Beck” „7 Bick 
wes, irkw 
— pennis Tamar g e 
us e Don mt, 
Cameron of Pa., Ferry, MeMillan, Teller, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Matthews, Win 
Cock rdon, Maxey, 
Coke, Grover, Mitchell, 
Conover, Morgan, 
NAYS—6. 
Anthony, Edmunds, Merrimon, Morrill. 
Burnside, McCreery, 
ABSENT—33. 
Armstrong, Lape Kernan, Thurman, 
Barnum, H: McPherson, Voorhees, 
Ba: Hill, ry Wadleigh, 
Brace, Hoar, Plumb, Wallace, 
Butler, Howe, 1 wayio 
Chaffee, Ingalls, Saulsbury, Withers. 
Christiancy, Johnston Saunders, 
Conkling, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 
Dorsey, Kellogg, Spencer, 
So the bill was passed. 


JOHN WATERS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 955) for the relief 
of the estate of John Waters, deceased; which was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill pppropsue $1,825, to pay to the estate of John Waters, 
for the rent of a house in Nashville, Tennessee, from December, 1863, 
to January, 1865, for the use of the Army of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. B. GOSA. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 250) r the relief 
of W. P. Grace, as the administrator of W. B. Gosa; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the parmons 
of $600, to pay to W. P. Grace, as the administrator of W. B. 
for the rent of houses in Pine Bluff, Ar from September, 1865, 
to February, 1866, for the use of the Army of the United States. 
Mr. McCREERY. I offer the following amendment: F 
Strike ont all after the words —— 
entuc 


James Trabue, of Louisville, 
counts issued to W. B. Gosa, of Pine 
Trabue. 


in line 5, and in lieu thereof insert: 
„ holder and owner of six certified ac- 
uf, Arkansas, as agent for said James 


Mr. SARGENT. Is that for the same transaction? 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky was 
not before me when I made the report of the Committee on Claims, 
It is now suggested that there was an adverse claim. Inasmuch as 
that committee has had no opportunity to consider the case in the 
light of this claim, I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, with the amendment. 
ee 1 I present the evidence in the matter to go with 

e bi 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will accompany the ref- 
erence, The question is on the motion to recommit. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MICHAEL CALLAHAN. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 957) for the relief 
of Michael Callahan. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report on that case. 
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The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Mor- 
GAN on the 20th of March: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred a bill for the relief of Michael 
Callahan, of Huntsville, Alabama, submit the following report: 

The claimant presents five certified quartermasters’ vouchers for rent of prop - 
=F at Huntsville, Alabama, — aao months of August. September, October, 
an e Mare! 


Septem 
The following is written on the face of the vouchers for the months prior to Au- 


ected this claim on the d that 
Ey thers Sader tha enka Go: mgress of 


ts. 
by the Third Auditor of the Treasury to the Quartermaster- 
In certifying the 
claims back to the accountin. 


, the Quartermaster-General 
says: “Payment is not conditional on proof of loyalty. The services have been 
reported to this office as required by the regulations.” 

In this case the loyalty of the claimant is vouched for on the face of each cer- 
tificate given him during the period of hostilities, and it is not to be presumed that 
2 aes of the Army would improperly or heedlessly give such a certificate to 
y T ir rr recommend that the claim be allowed, and re; as a substi- 
tnte for the bill referred to them (S. No. 271) the following bill, and recommend its 
passage. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know why this is not a claim 
that falls within the jurisdiction of the southern claims commission; 
and in the absence of an answer I object to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is objected to, and goes 
over. 

ANNULMENT OF A TERRITORIAL ACT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 878) to disapprove 
and annul an act of the islative Assembly of the Territory of New 
Mexico, passed on the 18th of January, 1878, by a two-third vote of 
both houses over the veto of the governor of said Territory; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill disapproves and makes null and void an act of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, entitled“ An act to 
incorporate the Society of the Jesuit Fathers of New Mexico,” which 
passed both houses of the Assembly on or about the 18th day of Jan- 
nary, 1878, over the veto of the governor, being in violation of section 
1889 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which declares, 
“The Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories shall not grant 
private charters or especial privileges,” said bill being a grant of a 
private charter or act of incorporation, with the “especial privileges” 
of an unlimited power to acquire, hold, and transfer all kinds of prop- 
erty, both real and personal, and the exemption from taxation of all 
the effects and property of a corporation. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on Territories were unanimously 
of opinion that the act of the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico 
was in direct conflict with section 1889 of the Revised Statutes, which 
I send to the desk and ask the Secretary to read for the information 
of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sc. 1889. The Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories shall not grant 
private charters or especial privileges, but they may, by general incorporation 
acts, permit ms to associate themselves together as bodies corporate for mining, 
manuf: g. and other industrial pursuits, or the construction oroperation of rail- 
roads, wagon-roads, peo e and the colonization and improvement of 
lands in connection therewith, or for colleges, seminaries, churches, libraries, or 
any benevolent, charitable or scientific 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is there any explanation of this bill? 

Mr. GARLAND. I stated that this act of the Territory of New 
Mexico is in direct conflict with section 1889, which the Secretary has 
just read, and the Committee on Territories, 17 such to be the 
case, without a dissenting voice reported the bill. It is an act that 
grants special ry dex without any limitation or restriction what- 
ever, which is forbidden by section 1889 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I did not hear the Senator before, 

The bill was passed. 


DEFICIENCY IN PRINTING APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. WINDOM. Lask unanimous consent to take from the table 
the deficiency bill for public printing which I reported yesterday. 
There isa prong necessity that action should be had on tbis bill, 
and I think it will require but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 
` The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the public printing and binding for the current fiscal. year. 

Mr. WINDOM. The estimate for the printing and binding for the 
current year was $1,991,727.51. The amount appropriated in the reg- 
ular appropriation bill for that purpose was $1,301,000, the amount 
received by the office from the sales of waste paper, &c., was $26,- 
424.78, making a total of $1,327,424.78 available under the regular 
appropriation and the receipts from the source named for the year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do the sales of waste paper remain to be ex- 
pended without being turned over to the Treasury ? 


Mr. WINDOM. I will say to the Senator that that is a fact entirely 
new to myself until this morning. I find it in a letter I have from 
the Printing Office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought not to be so. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it is not right myself, and my attention 
was never called to it until this morning, and I have mentioned it in 
connection with the state of the accounts of the office. It is a mat- 
ter which I think ought hereafter be examined myself. The amount 
then available for the year, was $664,302.73 less than the amount 
estimated. We have already passed a deficiency of $70,000; namely 
for the Post Office Department $35,000, for the Congressional Library 
$20,000, for the Supreme Court $15,000. There is also pending in 
House bill No. 3740 which is now in conference, for the Interior De- 
ea $40,000, for the War Department $18,000, and for the Navy 

partment $950. I will say, however, that these items, which are 
ding in that bill, are items which were put on by the Senate and 
ave not yet been agreed to in conference. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. All of them? 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not remember positively about that for the 
Interior Department, but I think it was not all added by the Senate. 
A portion of it was. The bill is not before me, and I cannot state 
exactly the amousat added by the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. My recollection was that some 
portion was put on by the House. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator from West Virginia is right, 
that some of that was included in that bill as it came from the House, 
I mention this, however, to show the amounts that have been asked 
for and are now pending. The total amount pending in House bill 
No. 3740 is $58,950. The amount asked for by this bill is $200,000, 
which will still leave the entire amount available for the year some 
$360,000 less than the amount estimated for. 

I have a letter from the Public Printer, stating more in detail the 
necessities of the office than the brief note which I read last evening. 
I think it is well to place it on record. It will take but a moment to 
read it. It is not addressed to me, but to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, in the House. I send it to the desk to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, March 25, 1878. 
to give the reasons why a de- 


y the expenses of the Government Printing 
e next fiscal year. 


Str: In compliance with your request I 
ficiency of „000 is asked for to 
Office until the commencement of 


$1, 300, 000 00 


CNRS CONG. haan Senses . . ane en 15, 000 00 

Deposited by this office from sales of waste paper, &o.............-- 26, 424 78 

1, H1, 424 78 

Amount expended to March 2 1, 061, 277 74 

Balance Mareh 2505-50-00 oo scone dig blies ig ardd 280, 147 04 
Estimated amoun aired claims against the office to March 

31 not ists r "= 1 60, 000 00 

Estimated balance March 3IũI . 220, 147 04 

The expenditures for the next three months, commencing on the Ist of April, 

will exceed, by a large amount, any other three months of the present year, 


for several reasons: 
First. The Oe mabey the RECORD will increase as the session advances, because 
more work will be done in Congress. No one can tell when Congress will 


Siaha tax the present fiscal year. 
It is possible that by deferring work that may be 
riment to the public interest until the next 
000 answer. 


Very respectfully yours, &c., 


ed without much det- 
year, this office can make 


JNO. D. DEFREES, 
Public Printer, 
Hon. O. R. SINGLETON, 
House of ives. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will add a single word. The Senate will observe 
by the reading of the letter from the Public Printer that the amount 
asked for in this deficiency was $250,000, while the bill ae but 
$200,000. He closes the statement, however, by saying that by post- 
poning a portion of the work until the next fiscal year he may pos- 
sibly get through with it. That seems to be the usual policy now- 
an ba to postpone; and the Committee on Appropriations have 
agreed to it in this regard. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to call attention to what now appears, 
that a large sum of money, twenty-six and odd thousands of dollars, 
has been received by the Public Printer for the sale of waste mate- 
rial and has been used by him, expended for the use of the office. I 
should be glad to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations whether in his judgment that is according to law. There 
may be a statute—although my eye does not fall upon it at this mo- 
ment—which authorizes the Public Printer to make these sales and 
to use the money instead of paying it into the Treasury. I do not see 
it. Ido not say that it does not exist; but there is another statute 
of the United States which says that every officer of the United 


TESSAN 
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States who receives any public money into his hands from any source 
whatever, except from an appropriation to pay it out, shall proceed 
© 


immediately to pay it into the Treasury, as he ought to do. 

Now I should be glad to know by what authority of law it is that 
the Public Printer sells what is called waste material of all sorts in 
large amounts, and then proceeds to expend the money obtained for 
that for the uses of the office. If it is the law, it ought to be cor- 
rected, becanso in every branch of the Government (unless some one 
has been omitted by accident or mistake) it has been hitherto pro- 
vided that every sum of money that comes into the hand of every 
officer in the Army or anywhere else from the sale of property of the 
United States shall be paid into the Treasury, as it ought to be, and 
that enables us to know what becomes of this property and enables 
us to know what actually the public service costs in each Depart- 
ment. 

Ishould be glad to have my honorable friend inform us what he 
understands to be the present state of the law on that subject as 
applied to the Public Printing Office. 

r. WINDOM. I stated to the Senator a moment ago that my atten- 
tion was first called to this item within the last ten or fifteen minutes. 
I have not examined the question and cannot give him the authority, 
if any exists, for the application of this fund. I had supposed, as he 
says, that the law required the proceeds of all sales of public prop- 
erty to be turned into the Treasury. I still know no reason why that 
is not the law, and am surprised to find this item in the account; but 
finding it there, and made by so reliable a gentleman as the Public 
Printer, I am inclined to think he must have some authority for it, 
and the Senator will have either to get a nement of this bill 
25 make inquiry into the statutes; I cannot give him the authority 

or it. 

Mr. BECK. I would ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

riations if it would not be well, in view of the question which has 
Been asked by the Senator from Vermont and the importance of know - 
ing the facts relative to it, to have the bill recommitted to our com- 
mittee, and the Public Printer can be sent for by to-morrow morning 
and all the facts ascertained. I am not able to answer the question 
put; and the chairman does not seem to be. I believe the law re- 

uires all money received from sales of public property to be paid into 
the Treasury. It is a mistake, if it does not. By to-morrow morn- 
ing we can give all the information desired. I think we had better 
pursue that course ape 

Mr. WINDOM. I think very possibly we may get the information 
here and avoid the delay. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Revised Statutes, section 3818, provide: 

The moneys received from sales of extra copies of documents, and from sales of 

r-shavings and imperfections, shall be deposited by the Congressional Printer 

K o Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the appropriations for publio 
rinting, binding, and paper, respectively, as designated by him, and shall be sub- 
fect to requisition in the manner prescribed by law. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I like the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kentucky. It will only cause a delay of one day, if any delay 
at all. I think the information asked for by the Senator from Ver- 
mont is 3 I agree with him and with the others who have 
spoken, that the law now requires that all receipts from the sale of any 
kind of materials shall be paid into the Treasury, and not taken out 
without an appropriation. I think it would be well for the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to ascertain all the facts. There may be other 
things than those which have been stated. I suggest to the Senator 
from Minnesota, the chairman of the committee, that it would be 
better to have the Public Printer before the committee to-morrow, 
and we can ascertain the fact here brought in question with one or 
two other facts that I have in my mind which it is unnecessary to go 
into here at present. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think there is no necessity for that so far as this 
fact is concerned. If the Senator will give me his attention, I can 
convince him, I think, of that. If he has any other reasons, of course 
I cannot answer as to them. The statute read by the Senator from 
Rhode Island says: 


The moneys received from sales of extra copies of documents and from sales of 
1 and imperfections shall be d ited by the Congressional Printer 


the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the appropriations for public 
rin! „ binding, and paper, respectively, as designated by him, and shall be sub- 
ject to his requisition in the manner prescribed by law. 


His letter uses this language: “ ited by this office from sales 
of waste-paper,” which, I think, clearly means that he has deposited 
pote to law. Certainly there is no indication that he has not. 
I would be entirely willing that the bill should go over were it not 
that there is a very. great necessity for money there, as I understand. 
The letter that I have been quoting from at some length is dated 
March 25, a somewhat old document, that I received when I sent over 
to the House for further information with reference to this appropria- 
tion; but the note of April 20, 1878, addressed to me, reads as follows: 


The House a bill yesterday providing for a deficiency for public 


Stn: 
rinting, binding, Ce. Will you please eh passage by the Senate atonce? as 


Sasser even order paper on which your are printed until passed. 
respectfull 
5 5 J. D. DEFREES, 
Public Printer. 


The letter now in the hands of the Senator from Vermont is a month 
old. This letter was written on the 20th of the present month, and 
the necessity is very much more pressing now of course than it was 


at that time. If any Senator has any doubt about the necessity for 
this, of course the bill ought to lie over; but I think it will be better 
to let it lie over until some time in the afternoon when the committee 
can consult upon any point they desire with the Publie Printer and 
avoid the e e of two days. If it goes over to to-morrow, 
a single objection will then carry it over to a second day. The Pub- 
lic Printer, I will say, can be brought here in fifteen minutes, and the 
8 can consult with him and give any information the Senate 
may desi 

r. EDMUNDS. The statute which the Senator from Rhode Island 
has said applies to moneys derived from the sales “ of paper-shavings 
and imperfections,” by which I suppose is meant prints that are not 
perfect, where the type has become irregular, or there is a blot, or 
whatever it may be; that isto bedeposited. Now the Public Printer 
ro Siena deposited by this office from sales of waste-paper, &c., 


iet is a very large sum from paper- sha vings and imperfections“ 
very large indeed. I do not by this mean to say that I doubt at all 
the propriety of the Printer paying into the Treasury everything 
that he gets from the sale of any waste material. There may be 
an old printing-press that is no Jonger of any use to him. It ma 
be that the law authorizes him to sell it; I think it ought to; and 1 
assume that it does; but if it does, there is a statute, to which I re- 
ferred, that says he shall pay that money into the Treasury; but this 
statute does not say he can take it out again. The only money that 
he can take out again is the money from ‘‘paper-shavings and im- 
perfections”—two particular descriptions. 

Now, I should be glad to know (withont meaning by this 5 to 
impute the slightest want of diligence to the Printer) exactly how 
that thing is done, and how that item of 826,000 is made up, so as to 
know for the future whether he is drawing upon the public funds 
under this section of the statute upon money derived from some other 
source than that which the statute authorizes him to draw upon. 
The bill being laid over for a little while will undoubtedly meet the 


purpose. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iam entirely wung that the bill shall be laid 
aside for the pont, and wo will get the information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside tempo- 
rarily and the Senate will proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. WINDOM. If Senators are not satisfied when the Public 
Printer is heard from, the bill can be laid over until to-morrow. Is 
that satisfactory to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am 3 I think well of the 
5 of the chairman to make the inquiry now or at any time 

e can. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose we can do it in half an hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very likely. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The bill will be laid aside for the 
present and the consideration of the Calendar resumed. 

Several Senators. All right. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar in 
order is the bill (H. R. No. 923) supplementary to the act entitled 
“An act to carry into effect the convention between the United States 
and China concluded on the 8th day of November, 1858, at Shanghai,” 
approved March 3, 1859, and to give the Court of Claims jurisdiction 
in certain cases. . 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


DWIGHT W. HAKES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 644) for the re- 
lief of Dwight W. Hakes; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to settle with Dwight W. Hakes, first lieutenant and regimental 
„ of the Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 

fantry, who was taken prisoner of war at the battle of Winchester, 
Virginia, June 14, 1863, and lost all his books, papers, funds, and 
vouchers, which fell into the hands of the enemy, upon such evidence 
as he may be able to offer and upon his own depositions, when no bet- 
ter evidence can be 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. t us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
on the 26th of March: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the accompanying bill 
(S. No. 64) for the relief of Dwight W. Hakes, respectfully submit the following 


report: 

The said Dwight W. Hakes was, on the 18th day of Juno, 1863, in the military 
service of the United States as first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster of 
the Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers. On said date he was taken 
prisoner by the confederate forces, having on his person certain vouchers for sub- 
sistence stores issued by him, which vouchers were then and there lost by reason 
of such capture. Lieutenant Hakes remained a prisoner for about twenty months. 
On his return to duty he found charged to him the sum of $145.46, on account, as 
he alleges, of supplies issued by him and covered by the vouchers so as aforesaid 
lost. As the vouchers were never recovered and as, by pee of time, other con- 
clasive proofs could not be furnished by Lieutenant kes to show the popen 

is 


issuo of the oppna covered by this he bas never been able to settle 
eee and obtain the certificate of non-indebtedness necessary to enable him to 
raw his 


y. The Commissary-General of Subsistence, referring to this bill, says: 
From the affidavit of Lieutenant Haken Iam of the opinion that it would bea 
matter of justice to pass the e pat ng bill, S. No. 644, Forty-fifth Congress, 
second session.” The Secretary of War also recommends tho passage of the bill. 
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The affidavit of Lieutenant Hakes, with the corroborating circumstances, seems 
to show to a reasonable certainty the loss of the vouchers mentioned. This, cou- 

led with the recommendation of the Commissary-General and the Secretary of 
War seems to be sufficient to warrant the passage of the bill, which the commit- 
tee therefore recommend. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had the impression that there was a statute now 
which authorized the accounting officers to ust accounts where 
vouchers were lost. I do not see in his seat the Senator who has 
charge of the bill. The case as stated is apparently a very merito- 
rious one, but I dislike very much to set the precedent of authoriz- 
ing an accounting officer at the War Department to settle an account 
on the affidavit of the person to whom the property has been in- 
trusted. I should much prefer to avoid such a precedent and to sim- 

ly provide that the proper officers of the proper Department may in 
Pasir discretion, and upon such evidence as is satisfactory to them 
settle these accounts. If in this instance, although it isa very small 
one and ap tly a very proper one as far as we can judge, we say 
that the athdavit of the party concerned himself as to the loss of 
vouchers shall be sufficient evidence on which to relieve him from 
responsibility, then we have established a 80 which would 
apply to all other cases of persons who were not in bad repute ; that 
is, that a person who is bound to account for public property may 
be authorized by law and ought to be authorized by law to discharge 
himself on his own affidavit. Now, if we are satisfied from the gen- 
eral circumstances and the opinion of the Secretary of War, &c., that 
in this little matter this gentleman ought to be relieved, as I see no 
reason to doubt that he ought, I think it would be better to say in 
the statute either absolutely that he is relieved, or without saying 
that his affidavit shall be taken to say that the Department may 
receive such information as they believe, whatever it may be, is cor- 
rect. 

I only make this su; tion; I do not wish to interfere with the 
Mili Committee; but to lay down the proposition on ever so small 
a case that a person who is bound to account for public property or 

ublic money may discharge himself on his own affidavit is rather a 

0 step to take. 

. BURNSIDE. I suggest, as the Senator from Kansas who has 
ch: of the bill [Mr. PLUMB] is not present and it is not a matter 
of sufficient magnitude to have made any impression on the other 
members of the committee—I have an indistinct recollection of it—it 


be Bg over. 
. EDMUNDS. It is a very small matter, and this poor fellow 
ibe likely ought to be relieved, so let the bill be laid aside tempo- 


Mi. BURNSIDE. That will do. } 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside tempo- 
5 DEPOSITS FOR LAND SURVEYS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 801) to amend 
section 2403 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation 
to deposits for An 

Mr. BURNSIDE. e Senator from Kansas who has charge of this 
bill [Mr. PLUMB] is absent. I su t that it also go over. 

The PRESID tempore. The bill will be a over. 

Mr. SARGENT. Has the Senator from Rhode Island any objection 
to the bill 1 Beha My opinion is that it is an important bill. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. No objection whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Public Lands report an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and 
in lieu to insert: 


That section 2403 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and is hereby, 


amended so as to read as follows: 
“Sec. 2403. Where settlers make d in accordance with the ions of 


eposits 
section 2401, the amount so deposited shall go in ent for t lands situ - 
i = s 


Mr. BURNSIDE. Ihave no objection to it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. This bill was reported by the Senator from Kan- 
sas who is pow not in his seat, and I su gost that the bill go over. 

Mr. SARGENT. Nevertheless it is KD l very well understood by 
Senators who know anything about the deposits for surveys of the 
public lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ihave no objection to the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a matter of a good deal of importance to all 
the western country. : 

Mr. SARGENT. The privilege exists by law, on account of the 
madequate 8 made for public surveys, to the settlers in 
any township to have the township surveyed, to advance the mone. 
which is put into the hands of the United States surveyor-general, 
and they are credited with it in the purchase of their lands. This 
bill . the ap ence 

Mr. P. K. I understand the bill myself. I did not know 
but that it might be necessary to have an explanation from the Sen- 
ator who reported the bill. It is all right, I think. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

H. A. MYERS, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 260) for the relief 
of H. A. Myers; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to H. A. Myers, late a private Eleventh 
Kansas . a sum that shall be equal to the pay of a pri- 
vate soldier from the 17th day of September, 1862, to the date of his 

i from the service of the United States, deducting therefrom 

any amount that may have been paid to him as such private soldier. 

e Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment to add 

to the bill the words “and any amount that may be due from him 
to the Government.” 

Mr. BURNSIDE. There is a written report in that case which can 
be read if desired. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BuRN- 
SIDE on the 26th of March: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 260) 
for the relief of H. A. Myers, have had the same under consideration, and submit 
tue following report: 

I suggest that the bill for the relief of H. A. Myers be recommended favorably, 
and refer for my reasons to the report of the Adjutant-General, attached hereto, 
which I desire to make a part of my report: 

„ OFFICE, 


arch 15, 1878. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

It ap ; Biss the records of this office that Hiram A. Myers was enrolled 
September 17, 1862, and mustered into service from that date as private Company 
D, Eleventh Kansas Cavalry, and served honorably from date of enrollment to 
July 7, 2 A — the muster - out roll of company, September 13, 1865, he is 

“This man enlisted 8 served faithfully as a soldier from enlistment 
to July 7, 1864; his old enlistment papers were lost, new ones were made ont, and 
upon examination he was rejected by T. Sinks, surgeon board district 

orthern Kansas, July 7, 1604, when he was dropped from company rolls, 

There is due him for use and risk of horse and equipments from date of last 
payment to June 20, 1864, and he is indebted to the Dnited States for horse equip- 
ments $31. He was last paid by Major Bowen to February 29, 1864." 

There would appear to be no objection to this bill ae a law. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant · Generul. 

It is clear, in view of this report, that the bill should pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
h 1 to be engrossed f third reading, read th 

e bill was orde: en, or a 0 
third time, and passed. : 
WILLIAM BOWIIN. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 334) for the relief 
of William Bowlin, late of Company L, Second Arkansas Cavalry ; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment to strike out in lives 7 and 8 the words “10th of Oc- 
A ep and to insert “13th of February, 1864 ;” so as to make the 

read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereb: - 
iam Bowlin, late of Com yL, 824 Arkansas . — el 
tho Treasury not ap riated, a sum equal to the pay and emoluments 
of a captain of cavalry, from the ith of February, 1864, to the of March, 1864, 
dedu whatever pay he may have received for that period as an enlisted man. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
q. W to be f h 

e bill was o engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES, 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3068) for the 
allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
ee Department ; which was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secre will read the bill, 
and the amendments will be acted upon as reached. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I should prefer to wait until the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims comes in, who has the bill in 
charge, so that he can explain the amendments if necessary. I do 
not wish to ask that the bill go over because undoubtedly almost all 
these matters are meritorious things. Let the Clerk read through 
the bill and then let us take up the amendments afterward. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be pursued. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the committee 
will now be reported and acted upon. 

The first amendment was, in the name of John R. Shackleford, line 
111, to strike out “ R” and insert K.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, in line 118, before the word “ Smith,” to 
strike out the word“ Eliza” and insert Elijah ;” so as to read: 


Elijah Smith, Whitley County, $26.50. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 141, before“ W. are to strike 
out “ Nathaniel” and insert“ Nathan; 3 80 as to 

Nathan W. Alnutt, Montgomery County, ge. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 215, before the words “ L. King,” 
to strike out “ William” and insert “Samuel ;” so as to read: 

Samuel L. King, trustee of John Hager, Washington County, 884. 

The amendment was agreed to 

9 8 next amendment Was, in line 285, to reduce the appropriation 

ay the claim of Archibald Bacome, Monroe County, from $2,700 
5 400. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment Was, in line 401, before the word “ deceased,” 
to strike out“ Lindse Nathaniels » and insert “administrator of 
estate of Nathaniel L. Lindsey ;” in line 402, before the word“ Da- 
vidson,” to strike out “ estate M insert “ late of;” and in line 404, 
after the word “ dollars,” to insert “ upon filing due proofs of his ap- 
pointment;“ so as to read: 

Administrator of estate of Nathaniel L. 1 late of Davidson 
County, $1,875, upon filing due proofs of his appoin t. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 539, before the word “ Cullen,” 
to strike out “ Gabriel ” and insert “ Gilbert ; so as to read: 

John P. Graver, administrator of the estate of Gilbert Cullen, deceased, late 
of Clermont County, $50. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was in th line 558, to increase the appropriation 
to pay the claim of J.T. Fracker, Muskingum County, from $75 to $135. 

e amendment was 

The next amendment was, in Tine 576, before “ Hamilton, ” to strike 
out“ Antony Hitts,” and insert “Anthony Hilts, junior ;” so as to read: 

Anthony Hilts, janior, Hamilton County, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 578, after the word “ Andrew, “ to 
strike ont “ Hoffman” and insert “ Huffman ;” so as to read: 

Andrew Huffman, administrator of the estate of Cornelius Wilkins, deceased, 
late of Brown County, $90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 595, after the word“ Daniel,” to 
strike out “ Leap ” and insert minal 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, in * 639, after the word “ Daniel,“ to 
strike out Rondebush” and insert“ Roudebush.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 651, after the word “ William, ” to 
strike out “Svy” and insert “ oer 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, in 9 1 0 682, after the word “ Alfred,” to 
strike out “Trieze” and insert “Frieze.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 690, before “L. King,” to strike 
out “Jones” and insert “Jonas.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section : 

Src. 2. No claim shall hereafter be allowed by the accoun: officers, under the 

May ery aga approved June 16, 3 6 Court of Claims, 
Con where such claimant or those under whom he claims 
sa i willful, ino owingiy, and with intent to defraud tho United States, have 
ue respect of such claim, or presen’ 
to Congress or to to any De Department or court in support thereat. ** 

The ee was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill by 
striking out the word “ allowed” in line 9 and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “passed upon ;” so as to read: 

And 3 the same to be taken and accepted in each case as a full and 
final discharge of the several claims examined and passed upon by the proper ac- 
counting officers. 


That is necessary to render the bill sensible. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, In line 317, I move to insert the word “dollars” 
after the word “twenty-five ;” so as to read: 

David H. Dickey, Monroe County, $725. 

The amendment was ere a 
. Those are all the amendments I wish made to 

e 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ROLLIN J. REEVES. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Before proceeding with the Calendar again I 
desire, from the Committee on Claims, to report back the bill (S. No. 
366) tor che relief of Rollin J. Reeves, which was reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. I move that the Committee on Claims be dischar, from 
the further consideration of the claim. This motion is ə at the 


réquest of the claimant and for his convenience, that he may pro- 
ceed with his claim before the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DWIGHT W. HAKES, 


Mr. PLUMB. I have been informed that during my absence the 
bill (S. No. 644) for the relief of Dwight W. Hakes was temporarily 
laid aside. If so, I ask that it be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Roruuxs in the chair.) The 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS] p proposed to amend the bill. 
The proposed amendment will be read by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 10, 11, and 12 it is proposed to strike 
out the words “evidence as he may be able to offer San POE ge hisown 
depositions, when no better evidence can be prod and insert 
“evidence or information as shall satisfy them thee "his claim is 
just; “ so as to make the bill read: 

That the accountin, 8 the Treas of the United Sta an 
hereb: are, euthocined ty oe ut W. es, first eee bare 8 a 
er quartermaster of “the Ei —— ment Connecticut Volunteer 

try, who was taken prisoner of war at the battle of Winchester, V. Jane 
14, 14 0 and lost all his books, pa pepers, fanda; and vouchers, which fell into the 
F ormation as shall satisfy them that 
his claim is just. 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PHBE HENRIETTA GROESBECK. 


The bill (S. No. 342) for the relief of Phobe Henrietta 8 
was 8 as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the to pay to Phebe Henrietta Groesbeck, of San 
Antonio, Texas, 255 7200, being the amount due her for rent of property 
occupied under contract by the United States, and for which a proper 
voucher, now on file in the Treasury 3 was given. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read 
4 The PRESIDING OFFICE The reading of the report is called 

or, 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Har- 
m March 27: 

e Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill hog Jo. 342) for the 
niat of Phæbe Henrietta Groesbeck, submit the following report 

That this claim is based upon a voucher issued by W. H. Brows, captain and 
assistant quartermaster of the United States Army, to tho claimant (in the name 
of Henrietta Groesbeck) in September, 1865— 

For rent of one building at San Antonio, used for the headquarters and offices 
of the commander of the post at San Antonio from August 1 to September 30, 1865, 
two months, at $150 per month, $300.” 

To which is added The following 

“ I certify that the above pion is correctand just; that the services were ren- 
dered as stated; that they were n y for the public service, and that tho serv- 
ices have been = me according to the — 95 regulations tions, as per my 
report of persons, month of September, 1365. 

“W. H. BROWN, 


“ Captain, Assistant Quartermaster.” 


2 See eneral, who, on the 15th 
Feb Mk is referred it to 9 Tira ditor of the Treasury, who, on the Sth 
ed the claim, as follows : 


March, 
4 «The ela claim, Aving on originated ie an nwt garg! Rance the 3 
rebel m settlemen' 0 of Fe’ le 
It is therefore ee 0 eg 
The committee, being or opinion that the claim is just and should be paid, report 
the bill back, with the recommendation that it pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. S. DRAUGHN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 471) for the relief 
of M. S. Draughn; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to M. S. Draughn, of 
Tennessee, his heirs or legal representatives, $60, in full of property 
rented from him and occupied under contract, and for which rent 
vouchers now on file in the Treasury Department were giren 

Mr. HARRIS. That is exactly the same character of case as the 
one preceding it, which has just been acted upon; itstands upon the 
same character of vouchers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILL R. HERVEY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the 
relief of Will R. Hervey; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Will R. 
Hervey, of Louisville, Kentucky, $3,639.25, in full satisfaction of loss 
occurring to him by the payment of a forged check, as cashier of the 
United States Depository at Louisville, Kentucky. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the report be read. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICE The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. COCK- 
RELL March 27: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the 


This voucher was presented to 
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relief of Will R. Hervey, have fully considered the same, and submit the follow- 


ing report: 
fhis bill appropriates to claimant the sum of $3,639.25, the amount of a forged 
draft, purporting’ to be drawn by H. C. Ransom, brevet lieutenant-colonel, chief 
quartermaster, Department of the Cumberland, and also depot quartermaster 
at Louisville, Kentucky, dated at Louisville, 3 1870, payable to Albert 
— k, — bearer, and drawn on the depositary of the United States at Louisville, 
entucky. 
Claimant, Will R. Hervey, was cashier, and was appointed March 15, 1865, and 
served to June 30, 1874, when the deposi: was removed. 
Claimant bases his rights u certain alleged facts, to wit, that said check was 
farnis ed . to be used in drawing money 
to Mr. Fink, or bearer, and that Mr. 
Fink was a gentleman of business, to w. such checks were being given by dis- 
bi th such a ect imitation 
of the genuine handwriting and signature of Colonel Ransom that he, as such 
2 the exercise of dne diligence and care, and without fault or neglect, 
failea to the r paid it in the usual course of Prose 
and after the forgery was d id 


This affiant states that he is United States d itary at Louisville, Kentucky ; 
that a check, pexpoiding to be drawn by H. C. Ransom, brevet lieutenant-colonel 
and quartermaster, on duty in Louisville, for $3,639.25, was paid by Will R. Her- 
vey, cashier, on the 2d day of February, 1870, which afterward proved to be a for- 

ry; and, as soon th er as said Hervey could arrange to do so, he paid the 
Fait amount into the d tory. He knows personal] at said Hervey made 
e effort to discover the forger, and bas not yet remi his efforts; but up to 
— ti of said check 
an 


a careful compari: 
uine, he found the imitation so Psat as almost to aeiy detection. He me 
said Hervey has been cashier for a number of years, for the last four of which 
under affiant, and during that time has d his duties faithfully, devotin, 
himself to his business and exercising all the care and attention which any could. 
In testimony whereof the affiant has hereunto subscribed his name and made 


oath thereto, January 7, 1873. 
JAMES P. LUSE, 
Deposita 


United States Ty. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 7th day of 5 1873 
JNO. T. McQUIDDY, 


Notary Public, Jeferson County, Kentucky. 

Also the affidavit of A. Gig rece special agent of the Government: 

I do hereby certify that, in February, 1870, and for some time su nent thereto, 
I was a special t of the 6 my business being to detect 
frauds upon the Govecument. particularly in the Internal-Revenue De ent, 
by counterfeiting stamps and otherwise; that at the request of Mr. Luse, sur- 
veyor, and Mr. Hervey, cashier United States depository, and by the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I endeavored to discover the person or persons enga 
in the forgery of a check purporting to be drawn by Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel H. 
C. Ransom, quartermaster, for $3,639.25 on the United States depository, and which 
was _ by Mr. ronda d I labored earnestly in this matter, with assistance 
of Mr. Luse and Mr. Hervey, but could not obtain sufficient proof to fasten the 
ch upon any one, although I found enough to fix a strong suspicion upon some 
parties. It was the best executed forgery I ever saw, an the nature of m 

usiness and long practice therein I consider myself an expert. The check Boe 
was taken from a book furnished by the Department for the use of disbursing ofli- 
cers. I satisfied myself that it did not come out of Colonel Ransom's book, but 
from that of another disbursing officer who occupied an apartment in the same 
building. The filling up and the signature were perfect imitations of Colonel Ran- 
som's handwriting, and well calculated to deceive any one, evén on close inspec- 
tion; and several persons familiar with Colonel Rausom's writing expressed to me 


the same opinion. 
A. HOAGLAND. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of January, 1873. 
W. A. MEREDITH, 
United States Commissioner. 


Also the affidavit of Walworth Jenkins, chief of police of the city 
of Lonisville, Kentucky, and in February 1870, chief clerk to Colonel 
Ransom, to wit: 

STATE OF KENTUCKY, 
Jefferson County, act : 


Personal, before the undersigned, a duly-commissioned zo mblic 
in and for ssid £ tate and county, Walworth Je Sr Louisville, Kentuc 1 who, 


onel and chief bag ae pre Department of the Cumberland, and paid at said 
depository by William R. Hervey, cashierof said depository ; that the filling up and 
signature of said check are so well executed, and so sim’ to the handwriting of 
said Colonel Ransom that a close examination would not, in his opinion, detect a 
- forgery. To all letters and official papers relating to the business of Colonel Ran- 
som, as chief quartermaster of the department, e signatureinvariably was H. 
C. Ransom, Bt. Lt. Col. & C. Qm. D. C.,” and to all checks and papers relating to 
his business as depot quartermaster, the signature was II. C. Ransom, Bt. Lt. 
Col., „ the offi designation being written below his name. This check was 
S in the former manner, and I have compared the signature with hissignature 
to letters in the copying book, piecing the letter over the check and the signatures 
in several cases fitted so closely that I was satisfied the forgery was done by tracin 
a genuine signature. I have always believed that the filling up and s ture oj 
ioc check were either original or traced from some of Colonel Ransom's original 


ting. 
: 5 
Sworn and subscribed before me, this sth day of January, 1873., o 
Notary Public, Jeferson County, Kentucky. 
Nnmerous witnesses testify to the high character and 8 of Mr. Hervey, 
his close attention to business. and his great care, prndence, and diligence. 
Your committee addressed a letter of inquiry to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and received the folowing answer, to wit: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 25, 1878. 


Sim: Referring to your letter of the 15th instant and your conversation of the 22d 


instant with the chief clerk of this a relative to House bill No. 1224, for 
the relief of Will R. Hervey, late er of the United States deposi at Lonis- 
ville, Kentucky, for having paid a check popin g to be drawn by Colonel Ran- 
som upon that office Februrary 2, 1870, in favor of Albert Fink, or bearer, for 
£3,639.25, alleged to be a forgery, I have the honor to inform you that it appears 
from the records of this Department that Will R. Hervey was upOinted in the office 
of the United States deposi: at Louisville, March 15, 1865, and that he remained 
in the office until it was abolished on June 30, 1874. 

The blanks for checks drawn upon that office by all officers were furnished by the 
Department, and were uniform in design and color, and the check in question ap- 
pears to have been drawn upon one of the usual blanks. 

An examination of the paid checks of the depository in question on file in this 
Department shows that Soron o amounts were paid upon checks drawn to 


bearer without indorsement, an e serial numbers of checks were frequently 
changed 1 Bros drawers. 

At the time the depository was abolished the amount of public money turned over 
was found to be correct. 


From July 1, 1865, to June 30, 1874, the office in which Mr. Hervey was cashier 
3 sponi pr negara! er disbursed . — Nee 4 4 wes 
e copy of the report of balances, herew: closed, shows the num o 
3 to whom the money belonged on February 5, 1870, the date of the 
report nearest that of the all dulent check, from which it will be seen that 
the office had open accounts with forty-two disbursing officers. 
The check in question inclosed in your letter is herewith returned as you request. 


Very respectfall 
“id = JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. F. M. COCKRELL, 
United States Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL, for the committee, made a comparison of the check with 


genuine checks drawn by Colonel Ransom about the same time, found the sig- 
nature to the forged check an almost perfect imitation of the genuine signature, 
not only in general appearance, but also in the smallest minuti and forms of the 
letters, &c. On February 5, 1870, pep pine to the statement sent with letrer of Sec- 
retary, there was on deposit, at said depository in Louisville, the sum of $631,751.84 
in the names of some forty-two different depositors. 

Your committee believe from the evidence that Mr. Hervey was attentive, dili- 
got and careful, and without e or want ot care this forged check, 

onestly believing it genuine, and the resemblance of the forged signature to 
the genuine was so very great and perfect that nv business examination would de- 
tect the forgery, and as a matter of equity and fair dealing, the Government 
should refund the said principal sum to him. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of said House bill, reported 
back without amendment. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. This is a very dangerous precedent to set. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator from Illinois that this 
is not a precedent. This is simply following what the Senate has 
done in more than fifty cases. Instead of establishing a prerai, 
it is rather following the rules and precedents which have heretofore 
been established. I made the report, and I confess very frankly that 
when I started into the investigation I did it for the purpose of kill- 
ing the bill if it were possible. If I could have found any reasonable 
or just ground upon which I could have based an adverse report, I 
should have reported adversely upon it with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The objection I have to itis that no person 
ought to be relieved for paying a forged check, and the many officers 
of this Government who are Pam ye with money should snffer the 
same as men suffer in private life. I do not see any difference between 
the two cases. I think it opens very widely the door to applications 
of this kind. 

Mr. MORRILL. And prevents watchfulness. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. And prevents watchfulness on the part of 
the public depositaries. I do not know when the precedent was set, 
but whenever it was set it was a very bad one. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think we had better have the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There is no use of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would rather take the question by rising. I 
withdraw the call for the 8 and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those who favor the passage of the 
bill will rise and stand until counted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought the yeas and nays were demanded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The demand was withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not want to break up a quorum, but I am 
not satisfied that this bill should pass unless a majority of the Senate 
are in favor of it, and I would rather let it go over until a majority 
is in the Senate, and then it may be taken up and I will ask for the 
yeas and nays upon its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the yeas and nays if a vote is insisted 
upon, but I am willing the bill should be passed over. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
su tion of the Senator from Vermont. . 

r. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. This bill was reported by the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. COCKRELL.] There are a number of 
Senators on this side who were not present when the report was read 
and they desire that the Senator who reported the bili should make 
a statement in re to the claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. Hervey was the cashier of the United States 
depository then located at Louisville, Kentucky, and he had charge 
of it from the time it was first established until it was removed; I 
have forgotten the exact dates; but during that time he received 
about „000,000 of public funds and disbursed about $63,000,000. 
These disbursements were made upon drafts or checks drawn by the 


The question is upon the passage of 
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United States disbursing officers upon the United States deposi 


itory 
at Lexington. He paid and accounted for every dollar of funds that 


came into his 3 1870 a fo draft or check was presented 


for the amount of this bill, $3,639.25. He paid that check. 
: = . It was a check purporting to be drawn by 
whom 


Mr. COCKRELL. It wasa check purporting to be drawn by Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Ransom, a disbursing officer of the United States in 
that department, and the check purported to be payable to a gentle- 
man by the name of Albert Fink, who was the superintendent or pon 
son in charge of the railroad from Louisville to Nashville, and in 
whose favor large drafts or checks were constantly being drawn b 
the different disbursing officers of the United States there. The chec 
was drawn upon one of the printed embellished blanks of the Treas- 
ury Department, the blanks that are sent out, almost like a bank 
bill; and there was nothing upon the face of the draft orcheck which 
would lead any prudent, discreet, judicious man to suspect that it was 
a forgery. I sent to the Treasury Department and had the chief 
clerk bring to my room some thirty or forty of the original checks 
drawn by Colonel Ransom, just before and just after the payment of 
this forged check or draft. I compared the handwriting of the gen- 
uine draft with the handwriting of the forged and' I say it 
would take an exceedingly accurate expert to distinguish the differ- 
ence between the signatures. There was but one point that I thought 
might have attracted his attention, and that was the number of the 
draft. I went so far as to compare the drafts. The Treasury De 
ment assured me that there was no regularity in the numbering of 
the drafts which were drawn upon the United States depository there, 
that some officers would number them by months and some would 
number them by years, and some by shorter periods ; that some would 
number them by a book; so that there was nothing in this orged 
draft which presented anything to give Mr. Hervey a clew to the for- 
gery. As the report states, he paid it with the exercise of the utmost 
care, with the exercise of the utmost diligence, and no laches, no fault, 
no blame can attach to him. If he were the cashier of a private bank, 
or if he were the cashier of a corporate bank, I guarantee that there 
is not one in the United States that would undertake to hold him re- 
sponsible for having paid such a draft or check as that out of the 
funds of the bank. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question for 
information f 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. Was the depository a bank or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was a United States depository where large 
smounia of funds were deposited to be paid out to the various depart- 
ments there. 


Mr. COCKRELL. It was presented as other checks were being 
presented daily. They donot know by whom it was presented, 

Mr. HOWE. He paid it, then, to a stranger? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He paid it just as he paid all checks to the 
bearer and this was the only forged check that was ever presented. 
After that they changed the system. The blanks were printed here 
at the Treasury Department, being regular printed drafts and the 
had in print the words “or bearer,” and never until after that di 
5 5755 the drafts 8 the words “ or order.” 

. HO Is it the habit of depositaries or cashiers of banks to 
par obee to strangers? 

. COCKRELL. It is where the check is make payable “to 
bearer.” That was the universal rule there, and they paid out 
$63,000,000 in the same way. Checks were drawn by Le dese | 
by commissaries, and by paymasters for ms doing labor here an 
there in the various De ents, and they were payable to a certain 
person “or bearer,” and were paid to the person who presented them 
at the 8 pe 

Mr. HOWE. the Senator quite sure that he can get a check pay- 
able to bearer cashed at a bank in New York, where he is a stranger? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not familiar with the rules there. Iam 
not 9 fo anything about that. I only say what was the rule here 
and what is the rule in the country Sanka far as I know—I do not 
know about the! city banks—that where a check or draft is pay- 
able “ to bearer” whoever presents it gets the money, unless there is 
some suspicion to show that the man did not rightfully come by the 
check, or something of that kind. Mr. Fink was superintendent of 
the railroad and large checks or drafts were drawn in his favor. It 
is not known at the 3 he ever presented one of these 
drafts in his life in person. He was the superintendent, and they 
were drawn to him and presented by his clerk or employés in the 
office of the railroad company. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is it not the rule of all banking institutions that 
where an instrument is drawn payable “ to bearer” it is paid to the 

rson presenting it without identification ? 

Mr. EATON. It is, if the signature is right. That is the only thing 
sig ee exawines in such à case. He is to see that the signature 

enuine. 
r. COCKRELL. The signature to the draft or check? 

Mr. EATON. Les. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I do not know what the rule is in New York but 
the rule all over the West is as I state it. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is it not also the general rule or instruction of the 
ee ix ie that instruments of that kind shall be drawn 

arer 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was the rule up to that time. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is it not now? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know how it is now. I understand that 
they changed the form, at least at that office, and made the drafts pay- 
able “to order.” 1 

Mr. SARGENT. My impression is that it is the rule of the Treas- 
ury Department now that an instrument shall be drawn to bearer on 
— unt of the great difficulty or trouble there is in reference to iden- 
tification. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not aware of that, but as I understand 
eet changed the form at this office. 

r. MCMILLAN. In examining this claim the ground upon which 
it was allowed was that there was no negligence that could be im- 
puted to the person who paid this draft. all claims of this kind, 
if there is any ground which we regard as negligence at all in the 
party, that is always re ed as a sufficient ground for rejecting the 
claim. Whatever ma; the judgment of the Senate in regard to 
the principle involved in the matter, that is the ground on which the 


claim rests. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose that if any Senator here had a deposit 
in a bank he would y feel under any obligation to pay any forged 
checks that might be presented against him. The United States have 
these depositories all over the country; and if we shall set the exam- 
ple of liberating every n who s take a forged check, Iam very 
sure that there will be less care and scrutiny in these payments than 
there has been heretofore. It has been said that this n was not 
guilty of any neglect. I take it that there was a very decided neglect 
on his part in paying this money to a person whom he did not know ; 
and, it being a ee check, he did not exercise that care which he 
ought to have taken in order to ascertain that the person to whom 
he was paying the money was a responsible sag ; and if he had ex- 
ercised the proper care, the forged check might have been recovered 
from him if paid. Under these circumstances I do not see how it is 
possible for me to vote for this bill. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, I differ somewhat with the Senator from Ver- 
mont in that respect. A check that is pera to bearer I think 
does not impose the duty of inquiring whether the person is a re- 
sponsible party or not, unless there is some suspicious circumstance 
to call the ier’s attention to him, and I think it is found there 
was none in this case. I think the holder of such a check has the 
le or to payment if it is a . check. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the 
bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 31, nays 
11; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allison, Cockrell, Hereford, 
Bailey, Coke, Lamar, Plumb, 
Booth, Tee ahs Moter Tell 
wes, ~% ‘eller, 
Bruce, Dorsey, McDonald, Voorhees, 
Cam St Wis, Gord a Mitchell” Whyte. 
eron o: te! 
Christiancy, Gror Pad 
NATS—11. 
Anthon Edmun Howe, Morrill, 
Davis of uns, Hamlin, Kellogg, Rollins. 
Merrimon, 
ABSENT—34. 

Arm Den: Kernan, Sar 
Barnum, = Kirkwood, Sharon, 
Ba: Ferry, McPherson, Spencer, 
Blain Hill, Mai hurman, 
B Hoar, M adleigh, 
Butler, is, Oglesby, Windom, 

o! Randolph, Withers. 
Conkling, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 

er, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
So the bill was passed. 


GEORGE M. HAZEN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1000) for the re- 
lief of George M. Hazen; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the Secre of the Treasury to pay to Geo 
M. Hazen, of Tennessee, $175, in full settlement of his account 
rent at Knoxville, Tennessee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. TEĻ- 
LER March 27: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom were referred the tion and accom: 
of Tennessee, have had same under 


laim of G. M. Hazen is for rent of build for officers and a stable in 
Knoxville, Tennessee, from An; 1, 1865, to December 15, 1865. 

A voucher was given Hazen for $175 by the captain and assistant quartermaster, 
and the voucher was Saree by command of or-General Stoneman. It was 
reported to the office of the Quartermaster-General at Washington, and it appears 
that the contract for rent was neither allowed nor disallowed. : 

The premises having been occupied under a contract made by the assistant 
quartermaster, and duly reported to the department at Washington, and not having 
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been disapproved, and the account and reni ha been approved by General 
Stoneman, the committee think the claim . 
the accompanying bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I must ask that the bill go over, in order that 
we may see what this voucher is. If there was a written contract in 
advance, it is one thing; but if it was an occupation and an implied 
contract, of course it might be quite a different thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 

o over. 
5 Mr. HARRIS. I desire to wey to the Senator from Vermont, if he 
will withdraw his objection, that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] can inform as to the character of the voucher now. It 
is simply the voucher of an assistant quartermaster, I take it for 


granted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Vermont 
witlfaraw his objection ? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. For the time being, subject to the right to renew it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that the case falls within the rule under 
which we have been allowing such claims. It was a contract made 
and approved by the commanding general, reported, and carried on 
the files without disapproval. I see no reason why the claim should 
not be paid. We have paid many other claims that were not as well 


supported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So we have, a great many, too many other claims 
not as well wi apes as this; but I sup we have got to stop 
somewhere. I do not know that this is the right place to stop, but 
I should like to inquire now whether this contract was implied, was 
not written? z 

Mr. TELLER, Ido not recollect whether it was in writing or not 
but it was certified to the Department. The voucher was a proved 
by the commanding general, carried on the rolls of the Quarter- 
master’s Department, as buildings on which the Government was to 
pay rent. e papers are clear. I do not remember whether the con- 
tract was in writing or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are the papers with the case? 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose so. They ought to be with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill go over, Mr. President, and I shall 
look at the papers. Of course a youcher can be given after there is 
an occupation, which may be called a contract; but it is not one. 
The mere fact that some quartermaster has given a voucher, a certifi- 
cate stating that the party’s property has been occupied, is not enough 
for my judgment in paying a southern claim. If we made an express 
contract after the war, or perhaps during the war, in advance, to pay 
a man a certain sum forthe rent of his property, that of course stands 
upon a different ground, and it may be right to pay him; under gen- 
eral circumstances I should say it would be; but if you take posses- 


sion of his property and occupy it, and he afterward wants a voucher |$ 


to see what he can make out of it, and the voucher merely states that 
we have occupied that property and it is worth so much, that leaves 
the question entirely open as to whether he ought to be paid or not; 
and the exact character of the transaction, therefore, would decide 
as to which side of the line the case would fall. For that purpose I 
should like the bill to go over until we may see what the exact char- 
acter of the case is. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator from Vermont 
that this is a case where the Government by the assistant quarter- 
master made a contract to pay a certain amount of rent before they 
took possession of the building, and issued a voucher, and thereupon 
the commanding Nee approved the voucher, it being a proper 
subject for a voucher. It is not a case where property was taken pos- 
session of by the Army by virtue of the war right, but it was a con- 
tract. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over under the rule. 

SAMUEL H. CANFIELD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the 
relief of Samuel H. Canfield, aster at Seymour, Connecticut, 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Canfield 8352.12, for money-order 
funds to the amount of $158.76, and ge-stamps to the amount of 
$193.36, stolen from the post-office in Seymour, on the night of the 
30th of March, 1874, without his fault, and for which stamps and 
money-order funds he has since that time fully accounted and settled 
with the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BURN- 
SIDE March 28: 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No, 2884) for the relief of Samuel Canfield, postmaster at Seymour, Con- 
necticut, parte had the same under consideration, submit the following report: 

Samuel H. Canficld was pacana at 8 Connecticut, and on the 30th 

safe in his office was blown open 2 Moot! ay and 
e-stamps amounting to $193,36 
as ever been recovered. 
of the Post-Office Department. Let- 


Investigations were made by the autho: 
agent of wa Pose Omics Department dated A 


from the 


VII — 174 


the United States at the time of the date of the letter of the Auditor of the 
for more than the amount the current business of his office required. 
VVVVVVVVVVVVVWGWWW NONE 
ment 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL SECURITY LIVE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 694) to incorporate 
the National Security Life Insurance Company, of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The Senator who reported the bill is not 
here. Probably it may be of some importance, and it had better be 
postponed I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will go over under the rule. 


DIVORCES IN THE TERRITORIES, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 242) in relation 
to the jurisdiction of district courts in the Territory of Utah in mat- 
ters of divorce; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the respective district courts in each of the following Territories of the 
United States, to wit, New Mexico, Utah, W. hington, Dakota, Idaho, 
— Montana, shall have exclusive ori 


such Territo 
jet F be proceeded with therei: d writs of bills of ti peals 
ect to u; an error, ex on, OF a 

Wal be allowed in nee 4 


to the supreme court of such Territories ar agen in the same manner as in all 

other civil cases heard or tried in said district courts; Provided, That such appeal 

or writ of error shall be taken within thirty days after the date of the judgment or 

decree. And 1 or decree shall have no effect to authorize either party 

to marry again until expi: 

error or appeal being taken, the judgment or decree of the district court shall be 
‘ification by the errans court. 


tory at the time of the passage of this act, 
court; and 


taken for that rg fea namely, first, for the cause of adultery of the party 

defendant, and not for this cause if it shall be made to ap; 

ainant has been ity of the like offense; second, for impottuce; ben 
rtion for the peri 


And no decree of 


answer or 
shall the 


m g by afda 
of that fact, and showing also the last place of residence of such d riant poled 
spondent known to the complainant or plaintiff, the court shall make an order for 
publication of notice of the pendency and object of the suit, in some newspaper in 
said Territory, naming it, and also in the een nearest the place of the last- 
known residence of such defendant or respondent, at least once in each week, for 
rior to the time when such defendant or ndent shall 
uired to appear and defend. And in such after such publication has 
been duly made and 1 the court 5 the 5 a personal 
service, except that, if such non-resident defendant or respondent appear, in 
person or by counsel, and ask to defend, at any time prior to the final jad t 
or decree, he or she shall be entitled to make a full defense in the cause. No per- 
son shall be allowed to appear or act as attorney for either party in a suit for di- 
vorce without first filing in court a power of attorney duly executed by such party, 
with due proof of such execution. 

Sec. 3. All laws of any of said Territories, so far as they may be inconsistent with 
any of the provisions of this act, are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHRISTIANCY, the title was amended so as to 
775 5 A bill regulating divorces in the Territories of the United 

tates. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I ask leave to report back from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, in order that they may accompany the divorce 
bill just passed, certain papers e 3. brace evidence on the subject. 
I ask that the committee be discharged therefrom, so that the papers 
méy go to the House with the bill. 

he committee were discharged. 


ALBERT TOWLE. > 

The bill (S. No. 51) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at Bea- 
trice, Nebraska, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
appropriates $365 to reimburse Albert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, 


twelve successive weeks 
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Nebraska, for eee stolen from his office at that place on 
the night of October 25, 1869. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Ferry 
on the 2d instant: 
8 Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 


Beatrice, Nebras' revenue-stamps 


were stolen therefrom. These facts are 
‘owle, the postmaster. The affidavits of five 
8 business men = Beatrice ve 8 hai 3 yel 88 
‘owle. appears from the pa that the utmos: gence, hfulness, an 
care had been exercised in the 9 of the affairs of the office; that the 
said post-office was kept in a new and substantially constructed building used 
exclusively for such purpose; that the doors were securely locked and the win- 
dows carefall fastened; that the stamps were deposited in the drawer of a table, 
which was locked. It being a small office there was no safe. 
It further appears that one of the windows of the office was entirely broken out 
in the night-time, the drawer of the table forced open, the stamps taken th 
and other property of much greater value stolen from other parts of the office by 
3 It mex 3 that Poe and „ efforts 2 0 
o petitioner for the recovery of the property and the ion. un- 
enk of the thieves. A communication fren the Post- O fes Department, Pred 
ing that Postmaster Towle had at the time of the robbery a somewhat 
amount of stamps in his possession than that named in his memorial, accom es 
this report. A petition, 5 by all the t citizens within the post-office 
delivery, ind the high character of the petitioner as a man and a public offi- 
cer, is also one of the e accompanying this report. He is still the postmas- 
— and has had the longest continuous service of any oflicer in the State of Ne- 


e all the facts in the case, the committee unanimously recommend that 
Albert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, Nebraska, be reimbursed for the loss of 
revenue-stamps to the amount of $365; and to secure that result present the accom- 
panying bill, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire why there has been so much 
delay. Has this case heen presented to Congress before ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The same bill has passed this body twice, but 
failed in the other House. 

Mr. KERNAN. When was it first presented? 

Mr. PADDOCK. A year before I came here. It has been twice 

since I came, but failed in the other House. 

Mr. KERNAN. Why were there so many stamps in that office? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwill say to the Senator that the town is a small 
one; Mr. Towle was an agent of the Treasury Department as well as 
postmaster and had charge of the internal-revenue stamps at that 
time which were to be disposed of as business might require. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPAYMENT OF TONNAGE TAX. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 185) to amend 
section 2931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to 
allow repayment by the Secretary of the of the tonnage 
tax where it has been exacted in contravention of provisions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a general bill. It had better go over. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope my colleague will not object toit. I have 
all the pa and documents in relation to it, and I should like to 
say what I have to say upon it at the present time. 

in. EDMUNDS. I will not object to my friend making a speech, 
of course; I am 5 to hear him. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. The objection is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to renewal. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to 
report an amendment to come in at the last part of the bill on page 
2, striking out all after the word “ nor,” in line 14, and inserting what 
I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that is an 
amendment to an amendment re by the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is a substitute for an amendment originally 


1 ches 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read and the amend- 
ments stated. 

The bill was read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It declares that the provisions of section 2931, of chapter 6, title 
34, of the Revised Statutes shall not apply to cases of the payment 
of tonnage tax on vessels where the Secretary of the ry shall 
be satisfied that the exaction of such tax was in contravention of 
treaty provisions; and he may draw his warrant for the refund of 
the tax so illegally exacted, as is provided in section 3012} of said 
statutes. This act is not to be construed to authorize the refunding 
ot any tonnage duties whatever exacted prior to the Ist day of June, 


The first amendment reported by the Committee on Finance was, 
in line 6, after “Secretary of the ury,” to insert “and Attorney- 
General. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to insert at the end of the bill: 
NN of Te nz Hopabtion er 8 and Norway. “ 

Mr. MORRILL. That amendment is for the pope of limiting 
the application of the bill so that there shall not be any other claims 
which it is proposed to ust than those that have come to the 
knowledge of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. President, I desire to say that this is a bill of some little im- 
portance. It relates to a matter that has been pending before the 
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Department of State and the Treasury Department and the Attorney- 
General’s Office for some years. There can be no doubt in relation 
to the fact that these tonnage duties have been claimed from states 
and nations with whom we have treaties, in contravention of treaty 
stipulations, and even in some cases in contravention of positive 
law, for the law imposing duties provided for the exception of those 
countries with whom we had treaties. I will read a single article in 
relation to the matter now pending that occurs in the treaty with 
Belgium of July 17, 1858: 

Steam-vessels of the United States and of Belginm - 
tion between the United States and Belgium iy te e 
from the payment of duties of tonnage, anchorage, buofs, and light-houses. 


A similar provision exists in treaties with several other nations. 
With Sweden we have this article in the treaty of 1783: 


The King and the United States engage mutually not to grant hereafter any 
particular favor to other nations in respect to commerce and navigation which 
Pah not 3 become 9 veh 1 the 3 — 5 eo enjoy the same 

freely, e concession was made, or on allo ` 
sation, if je concession was conditional. „ 


Some of these claims have been before the courts; the courts have 
decided in favor of them, and it was understood by the Department 
that the other claimants standing on the same basis should be guided 
by the decision of the courts. I have several communications here 
from the Treasury Department in relation to these claims, and I do 
not conceive that there is a particle of doubt that our treaties with 
the countries mentioned in the bill as amended have been violated, 
and that we are under obligations of law as well as of honor to pay 
back anything of this kind that has been unjustly and wrongfully 
demanded on the part of our custom-house officers. ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many years back does this go? 

Mr. MORRILL. We have limited it to 1862, and then limited it to 
the Hanseatic Republics, and Sweden and Norway. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has there been any diplomatic complaint from 
those countries ? 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, yes. I have long reports here. I ask to have 
8 last communication from the Treasury Department, dated 

ril 15. 
© Chief Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 15, 1878. 
our communication of the 


al proviso, 


“of any such duties, demand yment of which not have 
been duly made to Ji 1878.” „ as it was NN that 
the sums 


this amendment might prevent the refunding of any but a small part o 

referred to in of this Department ad to you on the 2ist of Febru- 
ary last, = invite my attention to a substitute proposed for the amendment in 
question in the words following: Nor shall it apply to cases of the pa: tof 
ton: tax on vessels other than those of the Hanseatic Republics, and Sweden 


and Norway. 
feo the —— of this eee of the gar tn February ori ee was made 
estimate an approximate maximum sam w. t possibly imed under 
the provisions of the bill. The sum ctimated tor oleic of the Norse American 
line of steamships was $6,447.60, and for the North German line $124,058.19. On 
careful re- exam FFV „It is 
found that the claim of the latter line is likely to be $130,800.09. But this Depart- 
ment sees no reason to review its estimate of the total amount, either of principal 
as likely to be claimed by the latter line under the provisions of the 
That amount, it is believed, not exceed $120,000, and no claims are akory 


Republics of ber 20, 1827, or of the 
e e eee cen 
on on July 1. e um ci 
valid at the G 
The actual claim ht before this iv erate by the agents of the North 
German Lloyd's line was for a refund of $758.40 to: tax taken at New York on 
the st t amount from — bes A 
to 


15 


t portio 
in violation of law and treaty provisions. Its 
entire claim was not presented © com but that which was put forward 
for refund of duties exacted of etinnahig ew Sock was as a test 


in this Department w. 
rapa that te the obligati 

wi upon the o 

3 to, sti 


r gi by the act to the principal would carry a sim. 
not follow wer given 8 wi a sim- 
wer to pay . But whether pend on should be paid would, motwith- 
8 the passage of the bill, still be an question. 

‘ou call my attention tothe fact in a communication from 


i page theory ye minister himself that no claim shoul 
be made on part of the North German 


the company was 

thereafter relieved from payment of the tax. 
In a communication to Department of the 12th of December, 1872, the Sec- 
of a confidential note of the same date ad- 


© 
the steamers of that line should be thereafter 
An exemption was prania the line in January, 1873; but the abro- 

ager of the Belgium treaty July }, 1875, compelled this Department to reim 
tax. The North German Lloyd line of steamers, therefore, had the benefit of 
an exemption for but little more than two Bing which was equivalent to relief 
from two ts on each steamer of the line, amounting, in round numbers, to 
about $20,000, This was not such a discontinuance of the tax as was sought by 


1878. 
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the company, nor does it appear to have been such a discontinuance as was con- 
templated by the German minister when his assurance of non-intervention was 


given. 

Even if the confidential note addressed to the Secretary of State is to be regarded 
as an offi document, and of suflicient force to modify the terms of a treaty, this 
Government never ted such an exemption from the tax as that to which refer- 

made in the note. And whether the German minister may or may not 
properly intervene through the 8 a channels to press the 
cannot affect the fact that the money of which refand is demanded was taken in 
violation of law and in contravention of treaty stipulation ; and that the exaction 
was an infringement of the Tight of German citizens. 

In conclusion, I would say that as some restriction of the power of this Depart- 
ment to make refunds in these cases is advisable, I approve of the prohibition con- 
tained in the amendment to refund tonnage tax on other vessels than those of the 
Hanseatic Republics and of Sweden and Norway; but would recommend that the 
amendment be still further restricted, and that it be made to read a sfollows: 

“Nor shall it appl to cases of the payment of sanige heretofore made on vessels 
other than those of the Hanseatic Republics and Sweden and Norway.” 

I return herewith the copy of the bill transmitted with your communication. 


Very respectfully, 
ii j JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. Jusrix S. MORRILL, 
Chairman of the Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I dislike very much to interfere with my col- 
league’s wishes; but this is exactiy one of that class of questions 
that are usually disposed of by an international commission. The 
claims of the subjects and citizens of Sweden, Norway, and the Han- 
seatic Republics against the United States for illegal exactions or any 
other injury to their property, if they take the course that the claims 
of other nations take, would be the subject of diplomatic intercourse 
and adjustment under a commission fixed in the treaty. Now, it is 
pro by this statute to confide to the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Treasury or the Attorney-General of the United States, or some 
one person, an unlimited draft, within certain boundaries, upon the 
Treasury of whatever any foreigner in these various countries chooses 
to claim and which he chooses to believe falls within the spirit of 
this statute. I doubt very much the propriety of that species of 


beaien 

r. MORRILL. Icall the attention of my colleague to the phrase- 
ology of the bill. It is provided here that there shall be a repay- 
ment of the tonnage tax “where the Lemans of the Treasury and 
the Attorney-General of the United States l be satisfied that the 
exaction of such tax was in contravention of treaty provisions.” I 
desire to ask him if it is ible that he is not willing to submit 
this to our own Attorney-General to say whether this money has been 
exacted in contravention of treaty stipulations. I may say that this 
subject was very thoroughly and carefully considered by every member 
of the Committee on Finance and the bill was reported unanimously 
in favor of, as it has been pushed by the different Departments of 
the Government, the State, the Treasury, and the Attorney-General’s 


Office. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I will answer my respected colleague by sayin 
that I am unwilling to allow the Attorney-General of the United 
States to take money at his pleasure and on his n that has 
been once paid into the Treasury, and pay it back on his decision as 
to whether it falls on one side or the other of a line. We sometimes 
allow the accounting officers of the in respect of claims that 
are regulated and defined by law to settle them; we must; but here 
is an entirely different provision. You createa tribunal for this special 
purpose. Suppose the Attorney-General decides in favor of the Gov- 
ernment, because these are pre large sums, in respect of some im- 
portant item of a claim; what then? Does that bind the citizen of 
the foreign country? Notabitofit. The foreign government imme- 
diately makes complaint and says: “You must appoint a tribunal 
which we havea choice in the selection of; and the decision of yourown 
Attorney-General and your own Secretary of the Treasury is not bind- 
ing upon us in the forum of nations at all; you have not discharged 
your amicable duty to us as a friendly nation, and you cannot bind 
our citizens conclusively by refusing the paymanta: this money merely 
because two of your officers have said that it was legally paid; and 
we call upon you still to take the usual course among nations by 
creating a tribunal in the composition of which the government of 
Sweden and of Norway and of the Hanseatic Republics shall have a 
voice.” So in a case of any dispute, where the decision is in favor of 
the Treasury, you have accomplished nothing in the diplomatic sense 
or in the sense of public law. Where it is against the Treasury of 
course the claimants will very readily take the money. 

But if the Finance Committee think this is a good way to do things, 
ae altogether too modest to interpose my simple objection to it all 

one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the committee. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

'Fhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY IN PRINTING APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senate now to lay aside informally the 
Calendar and take up the appropriation bill that was partially dis- 
posed of this morning. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for 
a deficiency in the K for the public printing and binding 
for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, when this bill was under considera- 
tion this morning the only question that was raised with reference 
to it, I believe, was as to the Sepasi of $26,424.78, being the proceeds 
of waste-paper, &c., mentioned in a letter of the Public Printer. 
Since the discussion occurred at that time the Committee on Appro- 
priations has further investigated the matter, and has come to the 
conclusion that the account is entirely regular and in accordance with 
the statutes. 

There are two classes of receipts. The proceeds of all property, 
except the items named in section 3818 of the Revised Statutes, are 
turned into the Treasury and cannot be drawn upon except by an 
appropriation from Congress ; but the receipts from the sales of “ ex- 
tra copies of documents,” sales of “ paper-shavings and imperfections,” 
are turned into the Treasury under that section, are credited to the 
amount appropriated to the appropriation for the printing, and are 
drawn upon by the Public Printer as any other e for the 

urpose. The committee I think are unanimously of the belief that 
the proceedings are entirely regular under the law as it exists. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
postions if any portion of this $200,000 is applicable to the use of the 

atent Office and the Post-Office ? 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Those two Departments I understand are suffer- 
ing and their business is suspended for want of appropriations for 
3 

Mr. WINDOM. I will say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing that there is another bill pending which is no before a 
committee of conference, House bill Ko. 3740, which provides $40,000 
for the Interior Department, and we have already passed $35,000 for 
the Post-Office Department, That was included in the bill passed 
ship moming; I think, It is included in a bill already passed, cer- 
tainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is in a conference committee now, is it not! 

Mr. WINDOM. Iought to have said with reference to the sales of 
paper-shavings, imperfections, &c., thatthe Public Printer givesnotice 
once a year to al number of firms, a dozen or more, who are en- 
gaged in the manufacture of paper, that bids will be received for the 
three classes of shavings which he has for sale. They are ed 
according to their value. He receives those bids, and the articles are 
sold to the highest bidder. For instance, the highest class sells, we 
are informed, for four and three-quarter cents per pound. With ref- 
erence to the other two classes the Public Printer could not give us 
the exact facts, but they are sold for a fair price and upon public 
notice and public bidding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is all this $26,000 derived from that source ? 

Mr. WINDOM. All derived from that source, unless there may be 
a few documents included in it. 

Mr. SARGENT. There are a few surplus documents, which are 
named in the law, sold in the same way. 

Mr. DOM. The entire proceeds come from the articles named 
in the section I quoted a moment If a press is sold or any other 
article not mentioned in section 3818, the amount received is turned 
into the Treasury and cannot be drawn upon unless reappropriated. 
But as to these articles it needs no appropriation as the law now 
stands, as the committee believe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN F. SUTHERLIN AND BROTHER. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I report from the Committee on Finance, with 
an ee bill — — R. No. 1951) for the relief of John F. 
Sutherlin and Brother, of Parke County, Indiana. I desire to ask 
the action of the Senate on it at this time. It is a bill for relief that 
has been agreed to by the committee, and I presume there will be no 
objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana reports 
a bill from the Committee on Finance and asks for its present con- 
sideration. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is reported to-day, I must object. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It can hardly be said to be reported to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It can be reached to-morrow on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, let it go. 


AMENDMENT TO THE POST-ROUTE BILL, 


Mr. WALLACE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-roads in the several 
States therein named; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Afterten minutesspentin executive session the doors were reopened, 
and (at four o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 24, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. P. Harrison. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A e from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, and requested the 
concurrence of the House in, a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. No. 238) extending the time for the construction and com- 
pletion of the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, from the Committee on Rules, reported 
back with an amendment, the following resolution : 

Resolved, for th f ttl tof tio f vital im- 
portance to aac country this ls will 83 ‘and antil farther notice N for 
— 5 . of ess at eleven o'clock a. m. instead of twelve o'clock m. as 

ore. 

The amendment was to strike out the words “hereafter and until 
further notice” and to insert in lien thereof “on and after Tuesday, 
the 30th instant.” 

The question was upon agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I suggest that the resolution should be modified 
so as to read, “during the present session,” and not make it a perma- 
nent rule for the next session. I think that during the present ses- 
sion it would be well for the House to meet at eleven o’clock. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I have no objection to that modifl- 
cation and will make it by consent of the Honse. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was modified accord- 


ingly. 

St. O'NEILL, I would like also to suggest to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he add to the resolution the words “ and continue in ses- 
sion until five o’clock in the afternoon,” so as for the present at least 
to avoid night sessions, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. ‘The House can determine that mat- 
ter each day for itself. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I presume that a session from eleven o’clock in the 
morning until five o’clock in the afternoon would enable us to do all 
the business that we could do by holding two sessions a day. 

Mr. SAYLER. The objection to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] is that it would imply that the 
House necessarily should adjourn at five o’clock. Now it may be 
that the House will want to remain in session until seven o’clock or 
nine o’clock, or even eleven o’clock. Certainly the House is compe- 
tent to determine the length of its session each day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that there could be an 
agreement among members to sit until five o’clock. But as suggested 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] and the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. SAYLER, ] the House might want to sit later than five 
o’clock, or it might want on some days to adjourn before that time. 

Mr. O'NEILL. During a session of six hours a day we could do 
much more business, and do it more satisfactorily than by holding 
night sessions, 

Mr. MILLS. We ought to have evening sessions for the considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WOOD. I think it is desirable that the House should proceed 
to the consideration of some business. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I call for the regular order, 

Mr. WOOD. We have spent two days in N highly dis- 
creditable to the House, and I think we should now continue in ses- 
sion day and night, if necessary, in order to complete the business 
before us. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I call the ee question. 

The previous question was ordered and the main question was or- 
dered ; and under the operation thereof the amendment was 
to, and the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

r. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH B. COLLINS. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4552) for the relief of Joseph B. Collins; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. MAISH. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs for immediate action a joint resolution to fill 
vacancies in the board of managers for the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which there 
will be opportunity for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and the House ve £c., That Colonel Leon- 
ard A Harris of Ohio; Richard Coulter, of Bennaylvenia; ind Colonel John A, 
Martin, of Kansas, be, and they are hereby, appointed managers of the National 


Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to fill the vacancies caused expira\ 
on the 2ist day of April of the terms of eines ot Louis . Ganze! ot Obie $ pm 
S. Negley, of Pennsylvania; and John S. Cavender, of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
joint resolution? 

Mr. FORT. I object. 3 

Mr. MAISH. It is a unanimons-consent report from the committee, 
and these appointments ought to be made now. 


ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER-GENERAL, FRENCH EXPOSITION. 


Mr. MONROE. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs upon a little matter which must be 
acted upon speedily, if it is to do any foot. It is simply to enable 
the Department of State to find a suitab person to write the great 
report which we all expect in regard to that gy sence 

he SPEAKER. The report will be read, after which there will 
be opportunity for objection. 

Mr. MONROE. I forward also a letter from the Secretary of State, 
explaining the necessity for this legislation. I ask that this letter, 
as well as the resolution, may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of N ives, dc., That the Presiden 
appointing an assistant 8 mantel ye the international industrial e 5 

ion to be held in Paris in 1878, with the powers and duties prescribed by the 
second section of the joint resolution of Congress in relation to said exposition, ap- 
peers December 15, 1877, may select such assistant commissioner-general from 

e country at „and not be restricted in such election to States from which 
no one of the additional commissioners provided for in said resolution is appointed. 

Mr. MONROE. I now ask that the letter of the Secretary of State 
may be read. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
resolution? 

Mr. SPARKS. I object. 

GENEVA AWARD. 


Mr. KNOTT. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were re- 
ferred sundry bills in relation to the distribution of the undistributed 
balance of the Geneva award, have instructed me to present a report 
A apon paying bill, and to ask that these be printed and recom- 
mitted. 


There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 4553) to provide for 
the further distribution of the moneys received under the Geneva 
award was read a first and second time, recommitted to the Commit- 
— on ee Judiciary, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

rinted. 
r. KNOTT. L also ask that my colleague on the committee, the 
ntleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON, ] have leave to submit in writ- 
ng and have printed the views of the minority of the committee, and 
that my colleague, the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE, ] may have 
printed an amendment to the same bill. 
There being no objection, leave was granted accordingly. 


SUPPRESSION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR, by unanimous consent, presented the petition of Au- 
gustus Elwell, Mary A. Woodbridge, and 1,610 other citizens of the 
nineteenth congressional district of the State of Ohio, praying for 
the appointment of a commission of inquiry into the statistics of the 
yaa traffic and for an amendment to the Constitution so as to pro- 
hibit the manufacture and sale, importation, exportation, and trans- 
portation of distilled liquors, except for medicinal, mechanical, and 
scientific use, from and after the year 1900; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that this petition be printed 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 


REPORT OF BOARD OF HEALTH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SINGLETON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, 
with an amendment, the following resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 1,500 
oon of thee report of the N of health of the District of — tor the year 
1877 be printed for use and distribution by said board. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

After the words “ be printed“ insert the following: “and bound in paper covers.“ 


The amendment was to. 

The resolution, as amended, was concurred in. 

Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING THE REPORT OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


Mr. BALLOU, from the Committee on Printing, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the following resolution of the Senate: 
Resolved the Senate, (the House of Representatives concurring,) That 10,500 
e the enori of the Balian an ee tor tine ear IST ke Tinted ; 1,000 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate; 3 copies for use of the 
ntatives, and 6,500 copies for the uso of the Smithsonian Institution: 
Provided, That the number of shall not exceed 500, and there 
be no illustrations except those furnis by the Smithsonian Institution. 
The resolution was concurred in. 
Mr. BALLOU moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
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was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The . order of business being demanded, 
the arni hour beg at twenty-five minutes past twelve o’clock, 
umd the call rests with the Committee of Claims. 
JAMES G. HARRISON. 


Mr. WARNER, from the Committee of Claims, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4554) for the relief of James G. Harrison; which was a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
8 Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM M. SHEPEARD, 

Mr. WARNER also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 4555) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and W. M. She 3 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES B, VARNEY. 

Mr. DICKEY, from the same committee, reported back favorably 
the bill (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varney, and asked 
it be now put on its passage. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Charles B. Varney, of Portland, Maine, the 
sum of $200, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, as compensation for the use and occupancy of a certain 

iece of land situated in said city of Portland, 8 to said 
y 15 by the United States, during the years 1867, 1868, and a part 
0 iy 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DICKEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 


F. W. GOLLODAY. 


Mr. DICKEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4556) for the relief of F. W.Golloday ; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary of the Treasury, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ad ara to pay the 
sum of $96 to F. W. Golloday, being compensation in full for services 
rendered by J. G. Golloday, the minor son of F. W. Golloday, as assist- 
ant doorkeeper from January 12, 1877, to March 1, 1877. 

Mr. EDEN. Is that bill reported by a committee? 

The SPEAKER. It is, by the Committee of Claims. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DICKEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME, INDIANA. 


Mr. DICKEY also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 2323) refunding to the University of Notre Dame 
du Lac, of Saint Joseph County, in the State of Indiana, the sum of 
82,334.07 in gold coin, that being the amount paid on certain imported 
articles, &c.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the ri peas Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
WILLIAM G. FORD, 

Mr. DICKEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4557) for the relief of William G. Ford, of 1 Tennessee; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN LEE AND CHARLES F. DUNBAR. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD, from the Committee of Claims, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. No. 1284) for the relief of Franklin Lee and 
Charles F. Dunbar; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN N. REED. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 4558) for the relief of John N. Reed; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

J. FRASER. 


Mr. REILLY, from the Committee of Claims, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (H. R. No. 2217) for the relief of J. Fraser; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS F. PERRY AND ELIZABETH H. GILMER. 

Mr. REILLY also, from the same committee, reported back favor- 

ably a bill (H. R. No. 3624) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and 
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Elizabeth H. Gilmer, of Chambers County, Alabama; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF NEHEMIAH GARRISON. 


Mr. REILLY also, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No, 966) for the relief of 
the executor or administrator of the estate of Nehemiah Garrison, 
assignee of Moses Perkins; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS A. WALKER. 


Mr. CUMMINGS, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 954) for the relief of Thomas 
A. Walker. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Lask that this bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point of order that as this bill makes an 
er e it must have its first consideration in Committee of the 

ole 


The SPEAKER, The point of order is sustained. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There cannot be any objection to the bill, and I 
hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw the point of order. 
I ask the attention of the gentleman from Illinois. He does not seem 
to be hearing me. 

Mr. EDEN. If the gentleman is making a speech for my benefit, 
he may as well dispense with it. 

The SPEAKER. The . from Illinois objects to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. It is referred to the Committee of the 
ween the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report will be 

rinted. 

r PEKIN DISTILLING COMPANY. 

Mr. CUMMINGS also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2604) for the 
relief of the city distilling company of Pekin, Illinois. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As I suppose the gentleman from IIIinois will 
again make the point of order, I ask that this bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF ASBURY DICKINS, 


Mr. CUMMINGS also, from the same committee Sees back, 
with an adverse recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 216) for the 
relief of the heirs of Asbury Dickins. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As this is a case of considerable importance, I 
ask that the bill and the adverse report thereon may be put upon the 
Private Calendar. 

The bill was referred to fhe Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


H. K. BELDING. 


Mr. LINDSEY, from the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 737) for the relief of 
H. K. Belding; and the same was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SABIN TROWBRIDGE, 

Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4559) for the relief of Sabin Trowbridge; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

AARON MILEY. 

Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 4560) for the relief of Aaron Miley ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

D. D. WEAD. 


Mr. LINDSE also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 16) to reimburse D. D. 
Wead, postmaster at Sheldon, Vermont, for stamps and money stolen 
from him December 31, 1873; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 
EBENEZER WALKER. 


Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 771) for the relief of 
Ebenezer Walker ; and the same was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

EDGAR A, BEACH. 


Mr. LINDSEY also, from the same committee, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill No. 17, a bill (H. R. No. 4561) to pay Edgar 
A. Beach, of Essex, Vermont, the sum therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
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PEASLEY AND M’CLARY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, from the Committee of Claims, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (S. No. 364) for the relief 
of Peasley and McClary, of Nashua, New Hampshire and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. ABBOTT, 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1761) for the 
relief of Samuel W. Abbott, postmaster at Menominee, Michigan ; 
and the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


M. D. TITSWORTH. 


Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, Sy ae back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. ) for the 
relief of M. D. Titsworth, postmaster at A Center, New York ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. PIPER. 


Mr. HENDERSON also, from the same committee, re back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 2200) for the 
relief of William J. Piper, of Frankfort, New York; and the same 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOEL A. BILLUPS. 


Mr, HENDERSON also, from the same Sie ich oe rted adversely 
upon House bill No. 245 for the relief of Joel A. Billups, and (by 
request) the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

n. W. CLARK. 

Mr. HENDERSON also, from thesame committee, reported adversely 
upon the petition of R, W. Clark, for relief; and the same was laid 
upon the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the peti- 
tion was laid upon the table; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FAVORABLE REPORTS. 


Mr. HENRY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the following; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying reports ordered to be 


printed ; 
A bill (S. No. 99) for the relief of the estate of Amos Ireland, de- 


; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 917) for the relief of Sidney P. Luther. 


ISAIAH PICKARD, 


Mr. HENRY also, from the same committee, reported back, with 
an amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 916) for the relief of Isaiah Pickard; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JACOB J. FLEISHELL. 


Mr. HENRY also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
4562) for the relief of Jacob J. Fleishell, of Washington City; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FAVORABLE REPORTS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, from the Committee of Claims, re- 

rted favorably upon the following; which were referred ‘to the 
Bommittes of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing reports ordered to be printed. 

4 DAL (H. R. No. 1655) for the relief of Edwin De Leon, late United 
States consul-general in Egypt; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2220) to provide for the adjustment and settle- 
ment of certain internal-revenue taxes erroneously assessed and col- 
lected from the Cumberland Valley Railroad Company ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2436) for the relief of William H. Rhett. 


JENNIE K. MOORE AND OTHERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, also, from the same committee, re- 
the following bills; which were severally read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill R. No. 4563) for the relief of Jennie K. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4564) for the relief of A. F. Whitman, adminis- 
trator, &c., of Samuel Kimbro and E. V. Kimbro; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4565) for the relief of Lieutenant George M. Willis, 
Marine Corps. 

EMIGRANT LINE TO LIBERIA. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back a 
bill (H. R. No. 3808) to establish a line of mail and emigrant steam 
and sail vessels between certain ports of the United States and 
Liberia, Africa, and moved that the committee be discharged from its 


further consideration and that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, RARITAN BAY. 

Mr. ROSS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. No. 3531) to erect a light-house on the shoals known as 
Great Beds, Raritan Bay, New Jersey, and moved that the committee 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that the same, with 
the accompanying report and communications from the Secretary of 
the Treasury and the Light-House Board, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, CHATHAM, MASSACHUSETTS. 


Mr. OVERTON, from the Committee on Commerce, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill No. 3298, a bill (H. R. No. 4566) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house at Stage Harbor, Chatham, Massachusetts; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report of the committee, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


FOG-WHISTLE AT POINT WILSON, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. REA, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back a me- 
morial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington, 
asking an sppropriavion to build a fog-whistle and bell on Point Wil- 
son in that Territory; which, with the accompanying report of the 
committee, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

NORTH LOUISIANA: RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. REA also, from the same committee, 8 back, with a favor- 
able recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. ) to authorize the North 
Louisiana Railroad Company to construct a bridge over the Ouachita 
River at or near Monroe, Louisiana, and a bridge over the Red River 
at or near Shreveport, Louisiana, and asked for its present consider- 
ation by the House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £t., That the North Louisiana Railroad Com; a corporati 
the State of Louisiana, be, and is hereby, authorized to 3 a bridge 2 5 — 
Ouachita River at or near Monroe, in the State of Louis and a bridge over the 
Red River at or near Shreveport, Louisiana, on the surveyed line of said railroad. 


spans of said bridge be less than two hundred feet in i, er dere 


bridge shall be lel with the current of the river, an main span shall be 
over the main ¢ el of the river, and not less than two hundred feet in length: 
And provided also, That if one or both of said bridges shall be built as a draw- 
bridge the same oted as a pivot draw. bridge with a draw over the 


pier, the N spans to be not less than two hundred fest in the clear; and 

said Spans 8 not be less than fifty-six feet above extreme low-water mark for 

the bridge over the Ouachita, and not less than thirty-six feet above extreme low- 

water mark for the bridge over the Red River, and not less than ten feet above 

extreme high-water mack meas to the bottom chord of the bridge; and the 

ers of . be parallel to the current of the river: And provided also 
draw be opened 


‘hat said promptly upon reasonable notice or 81 for the 
TTT g the said 
w after the of trains. 


Wpa pers 
in the cities of New Orleans, el Little Rock, Monroe, and Vicksburgh, and 
shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
of the bridges and piers, and a map of their location, giving, for the space of at 
least one mile above and one mile w the gee gre cation, the topography of 
the banks of the rivers, the shore-lines at hig tion of the 
currents at all stages, and the sound accuratel te bed of the streams, 
the location of any other bridge or brid; and shall furnish such other informa- 
tion as may be required for a full and sa: tory understanding of the subject by 
the Secretary of War; and if the Secretary of War is satisfied that the provisions 
of the law have been complied with in to location, the building of the piers 
may be at once commenced; but, if it shall appear that the conditions prescribed 
by this act cannot be complied with at the tions where it is desired to con- 
struct the boig, the Secretary of War shall, after consid any remonstrances 
filed against the building of said bri and furnishing copies of such remon- 
strances to the board of engineers provided for in this act, detail a board composed 
of three experienced officers of the Corps of Engineers te examine the case, and 
may, on their recommendation, authorize such modifications in the Se Netra) 
of act, as to location and piers, as will permit the construction of the bridges, 
not, however, diminishing the width of the spans contemplated by this act; Pro- 
vided, That the free navigation of the rivers be not materially 7 1 85 ereby. 
Sec. 4. That said bridges, when constructed under this act, & be lawful struct- 
and shall be recognized and known as post-routes; and no higher charge 
be made for the transmission over the same of the sarr oopa, and muni- 
or r 


tions of war of the United States than the rate per mile pai transporta- 
tion over the railroads or public highways leading to said bridges; and in case of 
any litigation arising from any obstruction of the na n of the said 


river, created by the construction said bridges, or in the construction of this 
act, the same shall be tried in the district court of the United States for the district 
in which said alleged obstruction is located. 

Sec. 5. That all railway companies desiring to use the said bridges shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the pasigo of the same, and in 
the use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the approaches thereto, 
under and upon such terms and conditions as shall be 5 the 
of War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties, in case they 
not 


managed as to offer reasonable and proper means for the 

other vessels 5 and the 
changed, at the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, as the 
Secretary of War may direct, s0 as to preserve the free and convenient navigation 


— 


of said rivers; and the authority to erect and continue said bridges shall be sub- 
ject to revocation by law a wen Be the public good shall, in the judgment of Con- 

SEC. 7. That the right to alter or amend this act, in case of violation thereof b; 
said com or to prevent or remove all the material obstractions to navi- 
gation of sald rivers by the construction of said bridges, is hereby expressly 
reserv: 


Mr. REA. I willnotcall for the reading of the report, unless some 
gentleman desires to hear it read. I will state, for the information 
of the House, that this bill has been submitted to the Engineer De- 

artment and its provisions have been approved by that department. 
4 think the provisions of this bill protect, as faras they can, the com- 
mercial interests upon these rivers, and unless some member desires to 
hear the report read I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be en, 
and read a third time, and it was accordingly read the third time and 


Mr. REA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT GRAND MARAIS. 

Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on Commerce, reported ad- 
versely upon the petition for the establishment of a light-house at 
Grand Marais, on Lake Michigan; and the same was laid on the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. ? 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the petition 
was laid on the table; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL. In connection with that report, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Minnesota a question. I would like to ask 
whether, when a proposition to build a light-house carries with it an 
appropriation, it is properthat it should be referred and reported upon 
by his committee? 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is customary to refer to the Committee on Com- 
merce all petitions and memorials for light-houses, and upon the re- 
port of that committee depends whether an appropriation shall be 
made or not. 

Mr. O'NEILL. That is the information that I wanted to obtain; 
but the Committee on Appropriations, I understand, have final juris- 
diction over this matter of the establishment of light-houses. 

Mr. DUNNELL. They have final jurisdiction according to the 
practice of the House. 


EXTENSION OF THE OPERATIONS OF THE LIGHT-HOUSE BOARD. 


Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, with 
a recommendation that it do the bill (H. R. No. 2486) extendin 
the operations of the Light-House Board over the Illinois River, an 
for other purpose 
The bill was read. It provides that the 8 of the Light- 
House Board, created by the act entitled “An act pest appropri 
tions for Mab boiei ae ae buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the . and for other parpena 
approved July 31, 1852, is thereby extended over the Illinois River, for 

e establishment of such li ‘hts, day-beacons, and buoys as may be 
necessary for the use of vesse. 858 that stream; and the said 
board is thereby authorized to establish a new light-house district, to 
be com of such part or parts of the Mississippi, Ohio, and Mis- 
sonri Rivers as it may deem expedient, to be in all respects similar to 
the already existing light-house districts; and is thereby authorized 
to lease the necessary ground for all such lights and beacons as are 
used to point out changeable channels, and which, in consequence, 
cannot be made permanent ; and, further, that the said Light-House 
Board is thereby authorized to use any balances remaining unexpended 
from any appropriations heretofore made for the maintenance of lights 
on the Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers, not to exceed $27,000, 
for the purpose of building a steam-tender for the use of the Light- 
House on the western rivers. 

Mr. KENNA. I ask that the papers accompanying the bill may be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 18, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of r letter of the 12th 
ent House bill No. 24386, introduced 
y you, 


over the 


j tion of the board over the Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers have been 
so satisfactory that, in its opinion, the interests of commerce and navigation would 
be greatly benefited by the uean d buo; of the Ilinois River under its 
direction in the same manner t western rivers named are now cared for. 
The board is of the opinion that as the bill provides that unexpended balances 
from appropriations heretofore made for the maintenance of lights on the Missis- 
pi. issouri, and Ohio Rivers not to exceed $27,000 may be used for the purpose 
a steam. tender for the use of the Light-House Board on the western 


rivers, no additional a will be necessary. 
a oe transmi: y you is herewith returned. 
ery respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. B. M. Kxarr, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
OFFICE OF THE LIGHT-HOVSE BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., February 2A, 1878. 
e honor to transmit a letter dated Jan 17, 


1878, addressed to the House Board by Hon. B. M. Kxarp, M. C., and H. R. 
bill 2486 . e extension of the o ns of 
Light-House Board over the Illinois ver, and for other pi 


r. Knapp desires to be informed as to the views of the ht-House Board on 
tho subject-matter of this bill and as to whether any appropriation will be needed 
to carry the same into execution. 

In reply, I beg leave to say that the results of the extension of the jurisdiction 


of the iht. House Board over the Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers have 
been so satisfactory that the Light-House is of the opinion that the inter- 
ests of commerce and navigation would be greatly benefited by the lighting and 


buoyage of the Illinois River under the direction of the board, in the same manner 
that the western rivers named are now cared for. 

As the bill provides that the une ded balances from appropriations hereto- 
fore made for the maintenance of ts on the Mississip ri, and Ohio 
Rivers, not to exceed §27.000, may be used for the of building a steam- 
tender for the use of the Light-House Basin’ on the NOSI rivers, no ad 
pores will be necessary. 

ery respectfully, 
J. G. WALKER, 
Naval Secretary. 

Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
oa KENNA. I move the previous question on the passage of the 

ill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ord to be engrossed 
and read a third time ; and being engrossed it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KENNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paesed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HAILING-PLACE OF UNITED STATES VESSELS. 


Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1968) to provide 
for vessels of the United States hailing from places where they are 
owned or built. 

The bill was read. It provides that the hailing-place of every regis- 
tered, enrolled and licensed, or licensed vessel of the United States, 
as provided in section 4178 and section 4334 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, may hereafter be the town or city where said ves- 
sel is built, or where the husband or managing owner or owners of 
said vessel shall reside; and the name of such town or city shall be 
painted on the stern of such vessel in the manner and subject to the 
penalties 3 in said sections. 
ng a ERTS. I move the previous question on the passage of 

e bill. 

The bill was ordered to be opok and read a third time; and 
being Sy eee it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROBERTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pa and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CUSTOMS-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. ROBERTS also, from the same committee, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. ) to amend sec- 
tion 23 of the act approved June 22, 1874, entitled“ An act to amend 
customs-revenue laws and to repeal moieties.” 

The bill was read. It provides that the twenty-third section of an 
act entitled“ An act to amend customs-revenue laws and to repeal 
moieties,” approved the 22d day of June, 1874, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended, to take effect from that date, as follows: after the 
words “ to the naval officers of the districts of Boston and Charles- 
town, Massachusetts; and San Francisco, California; and Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania,” insert the words “and Baltimore, Maryland; 
and New Orleans, Louisiana;“ and after the words“ to the surveyors 
of the ports of Boston, Massachusetts i and San Francisco, Califor- 
nia; and Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,” insert the words “ and Port- 
land, Maine; and Baltimore, Maryland; and New Orleans, Louisiana.” 

Mr. GARFIELD. What committee does that bill come from? 

The SPEAKER. From the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GARFIELD, It seems to me that that is a matter that ought 
to have gone to the Committee of Ways and Means. I know noth 
about the merits of the question, and it seems to me that it belongs 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ROBERTS. It was referred to the Committee on Commerce 
and has received the consideration of that committee, and we report 
it with a recommendation from the Secretary of the Treasury in favor 
of its ay 
Mr. GARFIELD: I reserve all points of order upon the bill until 
I can have an opportunity of examining it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say for the information of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] that this subject was brought to the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce by a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury himself, supplemented by a communication from the 
Commissioner of Customs explaining the necessity for this change 
in the law. The reason for desiring the passage of this bill is that 
it will relieve the Treasury Department very much in keeping its 


accounts. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Lask that the letters of the Secretary of the Treas- 
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committee, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 28, 1878. 

Sm: T have the honor to call your attention to the inclosed copy of a communi- 
cation of this date from the Commissioner of Customs, an amen 
to section 23 of the act approved June 22, 1874, commonl wn as the act to re- 
peal moieties, and to express my concurrence in hia view that this amendment 
should be adopted. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. S. J. RANDALL, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


ury and the peepee a of Customs, together with the report of the 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE o THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor to inclose a draft of a bill to amend the 23d section of the 
act approved Jane 22, 1874, entitled “An act to amend the customs. rovenue laws 
and to repeal moieties,” and to state my reason for calling your attention to the 
matter, 


Massach) 
York ; 5 Pennsylvania; Baltimore, Maryland; New Orleans, Louisi- 


re Baltimore, Maryland. r. 
55 0 excepting Baltimore, Maryland; New Orleans, Louisiana; and Portland, 
e. 

There was apparently no reason for the omission, the omitted officers having 
been paid, prior to the passage of the act of 22d June, 1874, under the same law 
and the same rate of compensation as those included in the act. I therefore feel 
justified in supposing the omission to be accidental and should be corrected. 

I also deem it but just to the parties interested that the correction should date 
from the time the omission occurred. 

I would further state that, under a misconception of the law, collectors of cus- 
toms have advanced money to the surveyors, which money has been retained by 
the surveyors to make up the deficiency of fees and now stands as balances nst 
them, and while it is possible that these sums may be recovered in a suit at law 
the equities of the case seem to be in favor of the surveyors. 

Besides, the business at the ports mentioned in the inclosed draft has so de- 
creased that the fees, the only source of emolument to the officers designated, no 
longer Jeg the 5 compen: ore 1 

ery respec y, your ent servan 
n H. C. JOHNSON, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
Hon. Joux SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The Clerk also read the report of the committee, as follows: 
‘The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No.3828) tering 


ties,” beng yy noses by said atts 5 in 


to be made. There appears to be no jus 
not have incorporated in the inal act, and the committee agree with the 
Commissioner of Customs in s the omission to have been accidental, and 


— 8 corrected. The letter of versiones apron ee to y 
retary © ireas „ SU esting e amen cov 

herewith submitted 8 T this report. The committee eee jeg 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to say that I will not make any point of 
order 

Mr. BURCHARD. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Originally the subject manifestly belonged to 
the Committee of Ways and Means; but as it has been referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, who have had correspondence with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which seems to me to indicate that the 
proposed change in the law should be made, I do not care to defend 
the rights of the Committee of Ways and Means in the matter, if no 
other member does. 

Mr. BURCHARD. From the reading of these papers I am unable 
to say whether this bill should pass or not. The act of 1874, to which 
the bill refers, was by the House after a gi, at nearly two 
months before the Committee of Ways and Means. The subject was 
a long time under consideration in the House, and I think there was 
no mistake on the part of those who favored the action of the com- 
mittee at that time. I was not a member of the subcommittee that 
had especial 8 this subject, but the bill then passed was, I 
think, purposely ed to apply only to the ports named in the act, 
because under the then existing law the custom officers at those ports 
received excessive fees, and the intention was to limit their compen- 
sation. It was the purpose, if my recollection is correct, not to ex- 
tend the act any further. Now, as to the reasons for extending that 
legislation to the ports named in this bill, and what change it would 
make in the rates of compensation, I would like to hear from the 
committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not undertake to dispute the statement that 
the subject-matter of the original law may have been considered by 
the Committee of Ways and Means; but this bill proposes a simple 
change in the law to remedy an omission which, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, occurred through inadvertence. The omis- 
sion of certain ports from the act of 1874 causes, as he says, difficulty 
and complication in keeping the accounts of the Department without 
any counterbalancing advant He simply asks that the customs 
officers at the ports named in the bill be brought under the same pro- 
visions of law which apply to officers of the same rank at other ports. 
His main reason for urging the passage of this bill is that under the 
existing Jaws he is required to keep two sets of accounts, involving 
acta? trouble. I do not think there is anything objectionable 

the bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire the chairman of the committee to state 


the exact effect which this bill will have upon the salaries or com- 


pensation of the custom officers at the tive ports named. The 
object of Congress in passing the act of 1874 upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee of Ways and Means was to limit the compen- 
sation paid to the collectors and naval officers at the ports named in 
that act. That compensation was found in certain cases to be excess- 
ive. The forfeitures and fines amounted in some instances to $200,000 
or $300,000, so that the share of the customs officers was sometimes 
$50,000 or $100,000. By the act of 1874 we undertook to limit the 
compensation of these officers, and provided for paying them accord- 
ing to the terms of that act. 

aa N. Does the gentleman see anything objectionable in 

is 

Mr. BURCHARD. If it tends to increase the compensation of these 
officers I object to it; if it tends to diminish it I have no objection. 
As to the effect of the bill upon the compensation of these officers I 
egies hear from the chairman or the gentleman having charge of 

e bill. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I think my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
BURCHARD] is somewhat mistaken in regard to the original purpose 
in the passage of the act of 1874. So far as my information goes that 
act was prepared simply because of the fact that the fees had gener- 
ally diminished all over the country; the compensation was uncer- 
tain and indefinite ; and the Department recommended the passage 
of that act for the same reasons upon which it founds its recommen- 
dation of this bill. 

The bill is reported at the ‘ial instance of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, in consequenoe of 8 in the accounts of the surveyors 
at Baltimore and New Orleans and the naval officers at Portland, Bal- 
timore, and New Orleans. The Department sees no reason for makin 
any distinction between these ports and those named in the origin 
act, and for that reason suggests the passage of this amendatory bill, 
oe that justice may be done to all without discrimination as to 

ity. 

But, sir, without going further into the matter, as the House is 
pretty well acquainted with the facts and cireumstances, I now de- 
man 8 question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Has not the morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired and the bill goes 
over. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ELAM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No, 2818) to authorize T, and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use 
a certain building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification 
of distilled spirits; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4394) to prohibit the coinage of the twenty-cent 
piece of silver. 

HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


Mr, COX, of New York. I move to go to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask the gentleman to yield to me to introduce 
a resolution for reference only. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois for 
that le 

Mr. S GER, by unanimous consent, submitted a resolution au- 
thorizing the Committee on Civil-Service Reform to ascertain the 
number of employés of the House and what changes are necessary, if 
any, to secure the efficiency of the service ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


ROSARIO AND CARMEN MINING COMPANY. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report in 
writing from the Committee on Foreign Affairs on the petition of the 
Rosario and Carmen Mining Company of California for some provis- 
ion for the investigation and 5 of its claim against the gov- 
ernment of Mexico for injury to its property and interest in Mexico 
in the year 1864 and to move that it be printed and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to be considered 
in connection with the bill (H. R. No. 2117) to provide for the distri- 
bution of the awards made under the convention between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded on the 4th 
day of July, 1868. 

ere was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr, CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
A re aes to report back the amendments of the Senate to the 
bat (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and to ask for 
the present consideration of the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report from the Commit- 
tee on ry aes epee 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee Ee ego to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 3822) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the year ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other ther with the amendments of the Senate thereto, having 
consid leave to report as follows : 


They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 6, 19, 
15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 31, 32, and 36. 


13, 14, 
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They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 
8, 9, 10, 11, 18, 19, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, and 41. 

Mr. CLYMER. Mr. Speaker, as the naval appropriation bill passed 
the House it appropriated $14,038,684. The Senate returned it to this 


House with amendments increasing the appropriation to the extent 
of $200,844.70, making a total of $14,239,523.70. The Committee on 
Appropriations have recommended concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments amounting to 830,902.20. They have recommended non-con- 
currence in amendments making appropriations to the amount of 
$169,942.50. 

If it be the desire of the House I will explain specifically each 
amendment of the Senate. I can only say now, however, that the 
Committee on Appropriations have given the subject grave and thor- 
ough consideration, and that if the House should adopt the report 
which I have submitted from that committee I do not think, from 
the knowledge which I have of the subject, the committee of confer- 
ence between the two Houses will have much difficulty in coming to 
an agreement. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no demand for a separate vote the 
question will be on the adoption of the report of the committee as a 
whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not know anything about the merits of the 
several amendments, but I do not think it is a good practice for the 
House unless it iscrowded for time near the end of a session to throw 
a whole batch of amendments before the House and act upon them 
in gross. It is substantially taking out of the supervision of the 
House all the matters embraced in the amendments of the Senate, 
We will be acting more intelligently, it occurs to me, to have the 
amendments separately read, and then, if desired, gentlemen can ask 
for a F N. vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio can demand a separate 
vote on any amendment as it is read. The Chair, however, would 
suggest that on the amendments of the Senate in which concurrence 
is recommended there be a single vote. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Very well; let the vote be taken in gross on the 
amendments of the Senate in which concurrence is recommended, 
and then on the other amendments, in which non-concurrence is rec- 
ommended, we can have a separate vote on each amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands a division of 
the question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The question then recurs on the amendments of 
the Senate in which concurrence is recommended by the Committee 
on Appropriatioris. 

The motion was agreed to; and the amendments indicated were 
concurred in. 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the amendments of 
the Senate in which non-concurrence has been recommended, and the 
Clerk will read the first amendment ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I am told by the age pegs from Pennsylvania 
these are minor amendments about which the committee generally 
are st i and that being the case I withdraw my objection to allow- 
ing the vote to be taken on the amendments in i 

The SPEAKER. There being no further demand for a division of 
the question, the vote will now be taken on the amendments of the 
Senate in which non-concurrence is recommended. 

The report of the Committee on Appropriations was agreed to,and 
the amendments of the Senate indicated were non-concurred in. 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SCHOONER GEORGE L. TREADWELL. 


Mr. DOUGLAS, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4567) allowing the owners of the schooner George L. Treadwell, of 
Baltimore, Maryland, to change the name to Nassau; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT T. CHAPMAN. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, ws unanimous cénsent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4568) to remove the political disabilities of Robert T. Chapman; 
which was read a first and second time, 

The bill, which was read, provides, two-thirds of each House con- 
curring therein, that the political disabilities im upon Robert 
T. Chapman, of Wharton County, Texas, by the fourteenth amend- 
ment of the Constitution of the United States, on account of partici- 
pation in the rebellion, be removed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Is that accompanied by a petition? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. It is accompanied by the usual petition. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds concurring therein, 

BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I now insist on my motion that the House 
proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT DECATUR. 


The first business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting report on bill (H. R. No. 3515) to provide 
for a bridge across the Missouri River at Decatur, Nebraska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting Indian depredation claims of 
Manuel Trisani, William A. Rankin, Jones Russel & Co., Edward 
Morin, E. C. Whitcomb, Jacob Herman, Henry Carpenter, and Alex- 
ander Middlemist ; which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


ABANDONMENT OF MILITARY POSTS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the Sec- 
re of War, transmitting copy of report of General Hancock re- 
specting the abandonment of mi itary posts in the military division 
on the Atlantic; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

irs. 
FISH RESERVATION ON MC’LOUD RIVER. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Interior, recommending an extension of the 
fish reservation on the McCloud River, California; which was referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 


MILITARY WAGON-ROADS IN ARIZONA. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting abstracts of reports in relation to pro- 
et military wagon-roads in Arizona; which was referred to the 

ommittee on Military Affairs. 


CLERICAL FORCE IN DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the 
8 the Interior, relative to proposed reduction of the clerical 
force in his Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was a letter from the 
Postmaster-General, relative to an Sppropr anon of $14,583.33, to pay 
George H. Giddings for services ren under a contract with the 
Post-Office Department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

CAPTAIN G. W. SMITH. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting copies of the general court-martial 
records in the case of Captain G. W. Smith; which was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


MILEAGE OF DISTRICT ATTORNEYS, 


The next business on the 8 Ts table was the bill (S. No. 58) to 
revent abuses in respect of the mileage of district attorneys of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the bill be read. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. BUTLER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
Mr. LYNDE. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
Mr. BUTLER, I have no objection to that reference, and with- 
draw my motion, 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice. 


SECTIONS 3739, 3740, 3741, AND 3742 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 


The next business on the mpokea table was the bill (S. No. 851) 
to amend sections 3739, 3740, 3741, and 3742 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let that bill be read. } 

The bill was read and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 706) 
authorizing the President of the United States to make certain nego- 
tiations with the Ute Indians in the State of Colorado; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. PAGE. I ask that the bill be read. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and empowers the President of 
the United States to enter into negotiations with the Ute Indians, in 
the State of Colorado, for the consolidation of all the bands into one 

ency, to be located on the White River, or near said river, and for 
the extinguishment of their right to the southern portion of their 
reservation in said State, and to report his proceedings under the act 
to Congress for its consideration and wf tend the expense of such 
negotiations to be paid by the United States, and to be hereafter 


appropriated, 

Mr. PAGE. I have been instructed by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to request that this Senate bill be put upon its p in lieu 
of House bill No. 3021, which was referred to the committee. The 
bill has been carefully cousidered by the committee. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to inquire if there is eg) in the bill pro- 
viding for the removal of these Indians to the Indian Territory f 

Mr, BOONE. There is not. 
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The bill was ordered to be read athird time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


‘CULTIVATION OF TIMBER ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


The next business on the S ers table was the bill (S. No. 396) 
to amend section 2464 of the Revised Statutes, relating to cultivation 
of timber on the public domain; which was read a first and second 


The bill was read. Itamends section 2464 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to read as follows: 


1 cag being an — — of . United 2 or i declared 
become a citizen, who plants, protects, and keeps in a healthy grow- 
ing condition for ten years ten acres of valuable forest timber, the trees thereon 
not being more than four feet apart each way, on any quarter section of the public 
lands, shall be entitled to a patent for such quarter section at the ration of ten 
years, on making proof of such fact by not less than two credible witnesses: Pro- 
vided, That only one quarter in any section shall be thus ted, and only one 
uarter section shall be thus ted to aay ons person: And provided further, 
who shall have heretofore planted and cultivated trees not more 
each to the extent of twenty acres or more on one quar- 
ter section, and who shall in other respects comply with the requirements of 
=o be entitled to its privileges and benefits to the extent of one quarter 
section only. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I desire to say that that bill or a 
bill almost similar to it was considered by the Committee on Public 
Lands and that that committee ordered it to be reported to the House 
3 I therefore move that this bill be put upon its pas- 
sage. I believe it meets the unanimous approval of the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the bill has already been considered by 
the Committee on Public Lands I have no objection to its ge, 
as te DUNNELL. It has been adopted by the Committee on Public 

Mr. OLIVER. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BEEBE. Does not this bill dispose of public property ? 
The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then should it not have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The point of order would be well taken if it had 
been made in time. 

Mr. BEEBE. Cannot the question be raised upon a motion to 


commit! p 
int of order had been made in time it 


The SPEAKER. If the 
would have been held 8 

Mr. BEEBE. I think it only right that a bill of this character 
should be referred to a committee. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The subject has already been considered by the 
Committee on Public Lands and they have agreed to a bill almost 
the same as this. 

Mr. WELCH. ‘I call for the reading of the bill again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BEEBE. ere is nothing in that bill to prevent any person 
from planting a number of trees and g up as many quarter sec- 
tions of jee ey lands as he desires. There is nothing that requires 
that hes reside upon the lands so taken up, either under the 
Lao Pegs ore or the homestead laws. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The object of the bill is simply this: there has 
been a law in operation for the last five years granting the right to 
enter a quarter section of the public lands upon which trees were to 
be cultivated to the extent of forty acres, and after eight years of resi- 
idence or cultivation, if the trees were found to be in good health and 
condition, a patent was to be issued to the party cultivating the land 
for the same. The bill now before us reduces the quantity of acres 
to be cultivated although it provides that the same number of trees 
shall be planted. It has been found by practice that a larger area 
was required for this number of trees by the law than was necessary. 

Mr. BEEBE. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Minnesota 
whether under the law asit now stands any individual can avail him- 
self of more than one quarter section? 

Mr. DUNNELL. No more. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. Is not this the bill which has been substan- 
tially a em i the Committee on Public Lands of the House? 
Mr., D . I understand that it is substantially the same. 

Mr. BEEBE. If an individual has already pre-empted a quarter 
section of land, is he allowed to pre-empt another quarter section 
under this law? 

Mr. DUNNELL. He may; this is additional to the right to enter 
under the homestead or pre-emption law. 

Mr. BEEBE. Are the Committee on Public Lands unanimous in 
their 3 roval of this bill? 

Mr. I understand so; Iam not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, but I would say further that under the exist- 
ing law no claim has yet been completed. 

Kr. BEEBE. I am given to understand that this bill is not the 
5 its particulars as that agreed to by the Committee on Pub- 

0 


Mr. DUNNELL. In its general and essential features it is precisely 
the same bill, and I trust that it will be passed. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I ask that the bill be put upon its 


passage. 

Mr. EDEN. I think the bill had better be referred to the Commit- 
a on Public Lands, as there seems to be some difference as to its 

eatures. N 

The question was taken upon Mr. OLIVER’s motion; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 66, noes 53; no quorum voting. 

. were ordered; and Mr. BEEBE and Mr. WELCH were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 87, noes 70. 

So the motion to refer was to. E 4 A 

Mr. OLIVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 
The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 659) 
for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


FORT FETTERMAN, WYOMING TERRITORY. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. No. 901). 
to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish certain portions of 
the United States military reservation of Fort Fetterman, Wyoming 
Territory; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

R. F. LEHMAN, 


The next business on the 8 table was the bill A No, 767 
authorizing the Secretary of War toallow the interment in the nation: 
cemetery at New Berne, in the State of North Carolina, of the remains 
of the late R. F. Lehman, late a commissioner of the United States 
circuit court in the eastern district of North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. BEEBE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS J. CHOATE AND OTHERS. 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 333) 
forthe relief of Thomas J. Choate, Erastus Foster, Milton d, Clar- 
ence E. Haney, William A. Hilt, Kneeland F. Huckaby, and William 
Blackburn, late privates in Company F, Third Regiment Arkansas- 
Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BEEBE. I move that this bill be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM L. HICKAM. 

The next business on the Speakers table was the bill (S. No. 378). 
for the relief of William L. Hickam, of Missouri; which was read a. 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to cause the pension 

nt at Saint Louis, Missouri, to issue and deliver to William L. 
ckam a duplicate of the check No. 61872 for the sum of $1,616.33, 
in favor of William L. Hickam, the guardian of the minor children 
of Hilary J. Jenkins, for one lost in the mail November 30, 1876, pro- 
vided that the Secretary of the Interior is satisfied that the same has. 
not been paid, and that said Hickam give bond, with security ap- 
pom by the Secretary of the Treasury, to hold the United States- 

armless against the payment of the original draft. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will state for the information of the 
House that a bill similar to this passed both Houses of Con at 
the last session of the last Congress, but was not signed by the Pres- 
ident. It is simply for the issue of a duplicate check in place of the 
original which was lost. ‘ 

e bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM D. ADAMS. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 997)- 
= 5 relief of William D. Adams; which was read a first and sec- 
on e. 

Mr. EDEN. I think this bill should be referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it go to the Committee on appropriations, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it should referred to the- 
Committee of Claims. 

Mr. EDEN. I make that motion. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of Claims. 
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PACIFIC RAILROAD FUNDING BILL, 


The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. No. 15) 
to alter and amend the act entitled “An act to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and taperen line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 
Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other p approved July 1, 1862; and also to alter 
and amend the act of approved J uly 2, 1864, in amendment 
of said first-named act; 85 ich was read a first and second time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move to put this bill upon its passage. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be read first. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas on the Ist da: ree Agent D. 1862, Congress passed an act entitled An 
act to aid in the p eraa of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to 7 — . en and to secure to the Government the use of the same 
for and other pu 

— 8 e July A. D. 1864, Congress passed an act in 
amendment of said fitst-mentioned act; and 

Whereas the Union Pacific Railroad Company, named ins said acts, and under the 
reof, undertook to construct a the passage thereof, over 


fornia, undertook to construct a railway, after the passage of said a over some 


the line mentioned in said acts; and 
pany, have heretofore issued, 8 1 loan and as provided in said acts, to and 
n thirt: 


ae California, did, 
. 
ro n act of Con on 

n o said act 


acts 

mento, in California, an 

of 3838 of the bonds of the United pen 
as to the Central 33 7 


Railroad Com ed an: A e g Sarapan 
amount of its own bonds equal to the amount so issued by the United States to it, 
and secured the same by mortgage, whi ch are, if lawfully issued and disposed of, 
A pelor yap pannou Ha the United States, as stated, and secured there- 


ede, said Western Pacific Railroad Compan: 6 
and consolidated with said Central Pacific under the name of 
Pacific Railroad road 


the demand of the said Union Pacific Railroad 
e Ab feng hohe on nr 


in thi ears from 
e até 8 * Eeay t the principal sums 2 lich 
amount to 238818 1 wich $ nited 8 d over $10,000,000 inter- 
est over and snore ali reim reimbursements ; ‘which raa 2 * have been sold in the 
market or otherwise disposed of by said on; and 
Whereas said corporation has 221 and disposed of an amount of its own bonds 
equal to the amount so — to it by me United States as aforesaid, and 
the samo by mortgage, and which are, if ye pes peng noes gow wey prior 
and 8 lien, in the mentioned in said acts, to that of the United 
States, as gine and secured and 
‘Whereas the total liabilities ri of interest to accrue) to all creditors, 
including the United States, of the said Central Pacific Company. amount in the 
ay to, more than $96,000,000, 2 those of the said U ‘acific Railroad 
y to more 
hereas the Valted States in in view of the indebtedness and operations of —— 
hada railroad com ively, and of the 8 their 
secure in their inter: 
and 5 either as men- 


; and 
rE eee u 
Company, have heretofore 
tho bond of tho United States, s, pa 


W 


sev 
incomes, are not, an thout further 
ests in and con 8 
8 Tegard to the b companies, e eee 
reas a due 
mentioned in said . security to the United States in the 
premises, and in of all tue matters set forth in said act, require that the 
mee IS Ds T and 
„ 


reason of the p.emises ser her as well as for other causes of public 
rovided 
amendment and alteration 
enacted: Therefo: 


the powers reserved in said act of 1864 for the 

FVV 
. House of 

America in 


cannot 
d 


the United States of 


tho amount of — respectively, the n e act 
paid within the year in ng the samo and r!!! ine atace of 10 
and also the sum tively, within the year in disc! of 

terest on their 3 ae toed whose lien has priority over the lien o ae 

United States, and exclu iet consideration a all sums N Speed! 

com ies, e ng anA terest u; nd taken ag m of th 8 

and the foregoin, pa) taken as an amendment of said 

8 tif aid at of Ie This section shall take effect on the 30th 


le to all computations of net earnings thereafter ; 
ere shall not affect any Hight of the United States or of either 5 said railroad 


companies existing prior 
Sec. 2. That the whole atone of compensation which may, from time to time, 
be due to said several railroad com; tively, for services rendered for the 
© United States, one-half thereof to be presently 
d be paid by the United 5 


— 


States a 
in bonds of 


d corporations 
into the sinking fund hereinafter 
for the ue therein meni 


Sec. 3. there shall be established 33 the United 
sinking fund, which shall be invested by the Secretary of the Treasury i 


the United States, and the semi-annual income thereof . from 

time to time invested, and the same shall accumulate and be disposed of as herein- 

after mentioned. And in such investments the Secretary shall prefer the 

5 per cent. bonds of the United States, unless for good reasons appearing to 

and which he shall report to Con; he shall at any time deem it advisable to 

invest in other bonds of thet United States. All the bonds rey te to said fund. 
t they belong: 


ao ursuant to 
pening 8 to the credit of the said fund, on the 1st ay 
9 of the compensation for servioss hereinbe 
ed, the Government by said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, not 1 in liquidation of interest; and in addition thereto the said com- 
pent eee said day in each year, pay into the Treasury, to raias of ere 
king fund, the sum of $1,200,000, or so much thereof as 
eons e 5 per cent. of the net earnings of its said road 
States under said act of 1862, and the whole sum earned by it 
5 ‘or the United States, together with the pen 
te be paid, amount in the aggregate to 25 cent. of the whole net earn- 
fii said railroad company, ascertained and de as hereinbefore provided, 
on the 31st day of December next 


for the year en penang 
there C A 
ruary in each year, the one-half of the nsation for services hereinbe 


8 for the Goverument b said: nion Pacific Railroad 9 
liquidation of interest; and in addition thereto, the said company shall, 
on said day in cach year, pay into the Treasury, to to the eredit of said sinking fund’ 
$850,000, or so much thereof be necessary to make the 5 per 
cent. of the net earnings of ita said ond payablo t to the United States under said. 
5 for services rendered 


act of 1 and the whole sum earned b; 
for the United States, together with thes sum by this section required to Dopa 
amount in the to 25 per cent. of the whole net earnings of said 
company, ny defined as ee provided, for the year ending on 
the 31st day of December next 

Src. 5. That whenever it 


ali 
d out of such net 8 he 
and it is = duty, to remit LTS year so much of t 
uired to be paid into 


pe cent. of net 8 be the sinking fand, as Eas 
have been thus plied and used in tho payment of interest aa aforesaid, 
mec. 6. That no di d shall be voted, o, or paid for or to any stockholder 

or stockholders in either of said owe rs respectively at any time when the said’ 

as afore ae be in 1 in NN . 3 the sums required 


said cent. o 
den of which, or of de debe onw. 
United States; and any officer or person who ho shall voto, declare, make, or y, and 
of ay A dividead con 
a theta tor o 


rtheamount 
paid into —.— sinin — a Aaa W 


lesper Ade N ty. 
SOLNO JORI by a fine tee. ex- 


satisfaction th 88 
said eee all e aoe nited 8 
thereon, and not en subject to the Sie bore) 

Sec. 8, That said sin deg 80 esta 
to the interest and nh ieee 
the pro! security, and dent of the law 
or lien debts of such com) 

ted States, 


tive lawful ri! 
ciples of equity, to the end that 


2 acoumulated rding 
5 LA of e 
2 rights — 


. That 

spectivel , whether ble presently or no 

to the United States 8 to the 8 

3 ate sede B ra Aapo iee A ‘Sone 

5 th estate migita, and franchiso panies ti 
or conve: 0 any o com 

fim f e 


tly, and also u Dir the oaie and Deer, assets 
and . — ot the said d several veral railroad — respectively, whatever 
2 ferret, . d param e, lien, or 
construed to prevent said companies 


res) dee s ghia poo york — 55 of their property or assets in the ordi- 
5 5 -£ 333 in good 


Src. 10. „ made the duty of the 3 Be uae 
3 8 e of thom, and others, all the f the 
Falerd vely or or either 0 0 no ae 
States un lis act and under the acts ght 


F in weeps of matters 
sack or before Seca to, it nil 


1 
SEC. 11. That if either of said railroad com es shall fail to perform all and’ 
singular the requirements of this act and of ti the acts hereinbefore mentioned, and 
of of SAY ae OS KOATA EN SIA company, to DA by ik pete. for he podad at 


six months next after such ice ma; operate as 
a forfeiture of all ne! rights, Peet abet be on 5 derived or obtained 


be construed or taken in an; Tire fo aok 
further to 


to deny, exch 
ee impairs — eta or remedy in the premises now existing in favor of the Uni 


See 13. That each and every of the provisions in this act contained shall severally. 
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and . ee taken, and held as in alteration and amendment of said 
act of 1862 and of said act of 1864 respectively, and of both said acts. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUTLER. This bill, as nearly as I can ascertain by 9 
the reading the printed Senate bill I have ascertained is quite dif- 
ferent in many re ts from the manuseript bill which has just been 
read—this bill proposes that certain moneys due from several railroad 
companies to the United States, and which ought to go into the 
Treasury of the United States for the general use of the people of 
the United States, shall be put into a sinking fund and invested in 
that sinking fund for a long series of years, and that the sinki 
fund is to be used to pay certain private claimants against these rail- 
road corporations who have an undermortgage. t, it takes ont 
of the ry of the United States, or keeps from going into the 
Treasury, money that ought to go into it, and puts it into a sinking 
fund to be invested; and, secondly, it disposes of that money by pay- 
ing it to private individuals without further appropriation by law. 

Low, it may be answered that the United States would have to 
redeem that mortgage because it is an r But that 

nestion ought to be determined when it comes u x the proper 
ouse of Representatives making an appropriation for that pu 
It may not be worth while when that question comes up to redeem 
that morgage ; the road may not be worth it in those days. It is here 
pro y this bill to provide a sinking fund for the redemption 
of mortgage, and the whole amount is hereby appropria 

I think, if there ever was a bill that was a “money bill” in the 
language of the old law, a funding bill providing a sinking fund for 
the efit of private mo: is one of those “money bills,” and 
should receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be kind enough to direct the 
poe of the Chair to the exact language of the bill upon which 

© relies. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will as nearly as I can, following the printed bill 
leben does not in all respects correspond with the bill read by the 

erk. 

The first section of the bill provides: 


That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1862, of said railroad com es 
respectively, shall be ascertained by deducting from the gross amount of their 


ively the necessary and actual ses of the same, and 
3 same ia state of repair, and not e ee from con- 
es ely for interest upon 


sideration all sums owing — — y said com 
portion of their indeb ess; and the foregoin; 
taken as an amendment of said act of 1864, as 
Sec. 2. That the whole amount of compensation which may from time to time be 
due to said several railroad companies Chee ti dat for rendered for the 
Government shall be retained by the United States, one half thereof to be presently 
applied to the liquidation of the interest paid and to be paid by the United States 
upon the bonds so issued by it as aforesaid, to each of corporations severally, 
and the other half thereat to be turned into the sinking fund hereinafter pro- 
vided for the uses therein mentioned. 


Then the third section provides : 


That there shall be established in the rony of the United States a sinkin; 
fund, which shall be invested in bonds of the United States ; and the semi-ann 
income thereof shall be in like manner from time to time invested, and the same 
shall accumulate and be disposed of as hereinafter mentioned. 

The fourth section provides: 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, on the 1st day of Feb- 
ruary in each year, the one-half of the compensation for services hereinbefore 
named, rendered for the Government by said Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
not applied in liquidation of interest; and, in addition thereto, the said company 
shall, on said day in each year, pay into the 8 gg Cy the credit of said sinking 
fand, the sum of $1,500,009, or so much thereof as ben to make the 
5 per cent. of the net 5 of its said road payable to the United States under 

d act of 1862, and the whole sum earned by it as compensation for services ren- 
dered for the United States, together with the sum by this section 
paid, amount in the aggregate to 25 par cent. of the whole net earn 
rail company, ascertained and defined as hereinbefore provided, for the year 
ending on the 31st day of December next preceding. 


Then the same provisions are applied to certain other railroads and 
their compensation. 
Sections 5, 6, and 7, provide for supervision to see that the sinking 
fund gets what belongs to it. Theu the eighth section provides : 
That said sinking fund so established and accumulated shall, according to the 
interest and proportion of said companies respectively therein, be held the 
22 security, and benefit of the lawful and just holders of any 3 
debts of such companies eee lawfully paramount to the rights of the 
United and for the claims of other creditors, if any, vedere chargeable 
upon the funds so required to be paid into said sinking fund, according to their 
3 — — = as von as for beng eae eee = e rin- 
es A end that persons any claim upon sa: 
fund tay be entitled thereto in due order: but they — of this section sha 
not operate or be held to impair any existing legal right. 


Then it is made the duty of the Attorney-General to prosecute ; 
and what is rather remarkable Seg it has not anything to do with 
the point of order) the bill directs the Supreme Court how they shall 
decide the question. 

Restating my point of order, I would say there are certain moneys 
now due and to become due as compensation from the United States 
to certain railroads—very large amounts of money. Of these moneys 
a part is to be paid for a certain 3 into the Treasury of the 
United States and a part is to be devoted to other p Now, 
this bill takes those moneys and puts them into the sinking fund to 
be held with all the interest accruing thereon by the Secre of the 
Treasury, as custodian of the fund, and at the end to be paid to the 
private m of the road. Here is a fund to pay them in any 
event. Now, suppose that for any reason at the end of this time— 


provision shall be deemed 


an 
an las of said act of 1862. 


twenty years hence, as it will be I doubt not—this road, by reason of 
the improvements that may be made within the next generation, 
should not be worth tothe United States or anybody else fhe amount 
of the first m yet that first mor is to be paid out of the 
sinking fund, not leaving to the men who come after us at that 
day the Ris to judge whether they will appropriate the money of 
the United States for that purpose at that time. 

In stating my point of order, as the Speaker will observe, I have 
carefully avoid 5 to other objections which I may have to 
the bill. I submit that the bill appropriates money which belongs 
to the Treasury of the United States, is therefore a money bill, and 
should receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Is not the gentleman in error in insisting that 
this bill makes an appropriation from the Treasury of the United 
States of money belonging to the Government? Does it not simply 
provide what disposition shall be made of money belonging to the 
railroad companies, which is held by the United States in trust for 
them and their creditors ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam very much obliged to my friend for the ques- 
tion. My proposition is that this money, or at least a portion of it, 
this compensation of the railroad companies, is now by law to go into 
the Treasury of the United States for the benefit of the Treasury. I 
do not say that the money is there now. But a bill appropriating the 
public lands of the United States is treated as a money bill, because 
it takes away what belongs to the United States and would go into 
the e de not otherwise disposed of. Therefore I say that this 
bill takes from the Treasury money which belongs to the United 
States and diverts it to a sinking fund for the benefit of mortgagees, 
whom the Government is to pay, though the mort; when it be- 
comes due — Ae be worth the paper on which it is written. 

Mr. MORRISON. I think that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BUTLER] is in error in saying that any money which now 
into the Treasury of the United States by the provisions of this bill 
will be paid into the sinking fund, Under the law as it now stands, 
the Government is to receive 5 percent. of the net earnings and one- 
half of the cost of the corey ing done for the Government. Now this 
bill does not provide that this one-half of the cost of service shall go 
into the sinking fund at all; nor does it provide that the 5 per cent. 
shall go into the sinking fund. But the one-half that is now paid to 
the Government, and the 5 per cent. are taken into consideration in 
making up the 25 per cent. The companies pay into the sinking 
fund only 25 per cent, after deducting what under existing law goes 
to the United States; and the Government continues to receive that 


sum. 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman will allow me to call his attention 
to the provision of the bill in respect to one of these companies, the 
same provision being repeated as to the others: 

That there shall be carried to the credit of the said fund, on the Ist day of Feb- 
ruary in each year, the one-half of the com ion for services hereinbefore 
named, rendered for the Government by said Union Pacific Railroad Company, not 
applied in liquidation of interest ; and, in addition thereto, the said company shall, 
on said da each year, pay into the Treasury to the credit of said sinking fund, 
the sum of $350,000, or so much thereof as shall be necessary to make the 5 per 
cent. of the net earnings of its said road payable to the United States, under said 
act of 1862, and the whole sum earned by it as com tion for services rendered 
for the United States, together with the sum by section required to be paid, 
ee ay V Pf ores — 
com „ an * e 
on the dist day of December next preceding. phic x 

Mr. MORRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not only the half of the compensation but 25 per 
cent. in addition must go into the 1 fund. 

Mr. MORRISON. No, sir; only the half of the cost of carrying for 
the Government which the Government does not now receive is to go 
into the sinking fund. The other half which the Government now 
receives is only mentioned in the bill for the purpose of ascertaining 
what shall be the 25 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. The language of the bill is, shall be paid in.“ 

Mr. MORRISON. As to repam the gentleman makes as to taking 
money belonging to the United States and putting it into the Treasury 
for the purpose of paying ultimately the first-mortgage bonds, this 
bill is constructed upon the hypothesis that the first mortgage isa 
prior lien and must be first paid; and further, that the money which 
we pro to compel the companies to pay into the sinking fund 
is not the money of the United States, and never will be until that 
first mortgage, which is a prior lien, is extinguished. If this money 
is requi to discharge the first mortgage it should be first applied 
to that purpose, as that mortgage is first in right; when that is dis- 
charged the Government will have the first 5 57 This is not the 
money of the Government; it is not intended to be the money of the 
Government until this other mo is e Me 

Mr. BUTLER, I respectfully submit, then, Mr. Speaker, we have 
nothing to do with it. 

The SPEAKER The Chair is ready to decide the point of order. 
(Criesof Question!“ The Chairthinks that the rule upon which the 
ponnu from Massachusetts relies, that all proceedings touching 

he appropriation of money and all bills makin, approprianons of 
money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or 
authorizing payments out of appropriations already made, shall be 
first disc in the Committee of the Whole, applies to public money, 
to public land, or to public property, and that, consequently, it does not 
apply to money coming into the Treasury of the United States in 
trust for purposes which are indicated. The rule evidently applies 
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to public money going out of the Treasury. This bill in its general 
scope is to bring money into the Treasury of the United States for 


8 trust pur! and therefore, in the opinion of the Chair, 
ule 112, which has just been quoted, does not apply to it. The point 
of order is overruled. ; 

Mr. BEEBE. Now let us have the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HAS 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. HASKELL. Does the decision of the Chair, just made, cover 
the case where a trust fund in the hands of the Government is sought 
to be 1 825 in a bill to any specific purpose? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule, is called only to de- 
cide upon questions before the House. He has decided the question 
raised upon the bill now pending. Whenever the case which the 
gentleman from Kansas may have in his mind comes up and the point 
of order is raised the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. 
If I call the previous question now will I be entitled to an hour after 
the main question has been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The rule provides only for the member reportin 
a measure to be heard after the previous question has been called. 
This bill is before the House for consideration, and as the gentleman 
has been recognized he is entitled to an hour if he chooses to take the 
floor for debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then I give notice that at the end of my 
hour I will demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. Under the rules is anybody entitled to debate a 
proposition after the previous question been seconded and the 
main question ordered except the member reporting the measure ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so decided, and such is the rule. 

Mr. CONGER. How, then, does the gentleman from New York be- 
come entitled to the floor to debate this question for an hour? 

The SPEAKER. By parliamentary oont reny the member upon 
whose motion a subject is brought before the House is first entitled 
to the floor, and as it was on the motion of the gentleman from New 
York the House went to the business upon the Speaker’s table for the 

urpose of reaching the pending bill, the Chair recognized him as 
first entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the rule apply to him as being entitled to an 
hour for debate after the previous question has been seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York did not report 
this measure, and therefore is not entitled to an hour after the previ- 
ous question has been seconded. But that is not the case here. He 
has sought the floor on the pending bill and is recognized by the 
Chair, and is entitled to be heard for an hour to debate the question 
before calling the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. d I give notice that at the close of my 
hour I shall demand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not object toan hour now before the previous 
question is called and seconded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York would not be enti- 
tled to another hour after the previous question has been called, as 
he is not the reporter of the measure. 

1 Mr. COX, of New York. I do not intend to occupy the whole of my 


our. 

The SPEAKER. The practice has been heretofore at times to test 
the sense of the House by making a demand for the previous ques- 
tion, and if the disposition of the House has been in favor of debate 
and the previous question has not been seconded, under the courtesy 
to which the Chair has referred the gentleman on whose motion the 
subject was brought before the House has been recognized. 

. BUTLER. How is the rule? 

The SPEAKER. Only the reporter of a measure is entitled to an 
hour after the main question has been ordered. The gentleman from 
New York has an hour, the bill being under consideration. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Very well; I will take my hour now and 
demand the previous question when I have concluded my remarks. 
Mr. BUTLER. Will you divide the time with us? 

Mr. COX, of New Yor I intend to speak but a short time. 
Mr. BEEBE. The gentleman says he will divide the time with 


ou. 
7 Mr. BUTLER. That is fair. 

Mr. FRYE. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry, The gentle- 
man from New York has moved to pass this bill in concurrence with 
the Senate, and on that demands the previous question. I wish to 
inquire of the Speaker whether or not under Rule 54 the demand for 
the previous question will cut me off from making the motion pro- 
vided there, to commit to the Judiciary Committee, as I have been 
instructed to do by that committee? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will read Rule 42 he will find 
it provides that when a question is under debate no motion shall be 
received but to adjourn, to lie on the table, for the previous ques- 
tion, to postpone to a day certain, to commit or amend, to postpone 
indefinitely; which several motions shall have precedence in the order 
in which they are arranged. The rule is express on that subject. 

Mr. FRYE. Under Rule 54, if the Chair pleases, to be found on 
page 112, will be found the order to be observed when the House 
goes to the business on the Speakers table at the expiration of the 


I rise for the purpose of asking a parliamentary 


morning hour. In the third place, under that rule, “that bills and 
resolutions from the Senate, on their first and second reading, be re- 
ferred to committees and put under way,” I think the motion to refer 
to the Committee on the Judiciary is clearly in order. 

The SPEAKER. The rule goes on to provide “ and if on reading 
a second time no motion being made to commit, they are to be or- 
dered to their third reading, unless objection be made j in which case, 
if not otherwise ordered by a majority of the House,” Ke. The ma- 
jority of the House can order otherwise; the majority of the House 
may refuse to second the demand for the previous question, and if 
the majority of the House does refuse to second the demand for the 
previous question the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maine 
or any other gentleman to move to commit the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. But does not the demand for the previous question 
cut off the motion to commit at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. If the demand for the previous question is sec- 
onded and the main question ordered, of course it will cut off the 
motion to commit. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Speaker to read the first portion of article 3 
under that rule. It is as follows: 

3. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second reading, that 
they be referred to committees and put under way. 

Is not that the first proposition, and does it not take priority over 
every other? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s view is that a motion to com- 
mit is first in order. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks that 
Rule 42 is clear and distinct on that subject, and that the reserva- 
tion made even in the paragraph of Rule 54 to which the gentle- 
man directs the attention of the Chair, “if not otherwise ordered by 
a majority of the House,” agrees practically with the order given in 
Rule 42, the principle being that a majority of this House have a right. 
to conduct their business in the manner they see fit and to dispose of 
a bill as they shall see fit when it is up for consideration. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I ask the gentleman from New York to allow me 
a word in relation to that motion to commit. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ifit does not come ont of my time. My 
time is limited and I have agreed to give half of it to the other side. 

Mr. FRYE. I will not take two minutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will give the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. TheJ udiciary Committee, nine members being present 
and voting, instructed me to make the motion to commit this bill to- 
the Judiciary Committee. Two members were absent. Those two 
absent members have since informed me that they were opposed to- 
the committing of the bill to the Judiciary Committee, so that if they 
had been present and voted the motion would not have been made 
here in pursuance of a majority vote of the committee. But, under 
the instruction which I received at the regular meeting of the com- 
mittee, I deem it my duty and propose now, if the opportunity is at 
any time offered, to move to commit this bill to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done, if the House desires, by voting 
down the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON. ] 

Mr. MCMAHON. I desire to state in that connection that the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary had previously determined that the gentle- 
man from New York should be permitted to move to proceed to busi- 
ness on the Speakers table and pass this bill, and that this Was. 
agreed to by a vote in the full committee. The action adopted by 
the vote the gentleman from Maine speaks of was at a time when no 
member of the committee had notice that this particular matter was 
coming up; and it is true, as has been stated, that a majority of the 
rd udiciary Committee prefer this bill to be acted upon and passed 

ere. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now yield for a moment to the gentle- 
man from eo [Mr. HARTRIDGE. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I desire to make just one statement in addi- 
tion to what my colleague on the committee has said. It is this: 
that four out of the nine who voted against this reference reserved 
to themselves the right to oppos the reference in the House., 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. KNOTT.] 

Mr. KNOTT. I desire simply to say that during the last Congress 
I devoted a great deal of time to the consideration of this subject, 
and was then in favor of the passage of a bill substantially the same 
as the bill now pending, which I believe passed the House with but 
nine dissenting voices. I am in favor of passing the bill as it has 
come to us from the Senate, and so voted in committee. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. STENGER. ] 

Mr. STENGER. I desire to say in this connection that I have ex- 
amined the bill fully as a member of the Judiciary Committee. Iam 
one of those who favor taking it up and passing it without any delay 
whatever. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield a moment to my colleague, [Mr. 
. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Although I am in favor of this bill and expect to 
vote for it whenever the question comes before the House, yet it is a 
bill of such magnitude and importance that I thought it should take 


the usual course of a reference to the Judiciary Committee, and I 
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voted in the committee for the reference. I still hope it will be sent 
there by the House. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The trouble about the reference is this: if this 
bill is referred to the Judiciary Committee with the limited time now 
intervening between the probable call of that committee and the 
present time, the committee could probably give it no further con- 
sideration than they have already, and it would interfere with the 
other public business the committee has to consider. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to remind the House that the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad have had this same bill under consideration, 
and have d to and reported the same to this House. 

Mr. CONGER. The other members on the Judiciary Committee 
haying made their statements, if the gentleman from New York will 
yield to me I will make mine. ' 

Mr. COX, of New York. I suppose all this comes out of my time; 
but I will yield for a moment to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. Several members of the Judiciary Committee have 
stated their desire that this bill be referred to them. While I am in 
favor of the P of the bill, I felt, as some others did, that it 
should have the consideration of the Judiciary Committee, and asked 
it be referred. But if that should delay or jeopardize the passage of 
the bill, I certainly do not care to have it referred. 

Mr. COX, of Now York. The House is in no sense responsible for 
any delay in passing this bill. We were abont to reach it by a sum- 
mary method when the Senate concurrent resolution for adjourn- 
ment reached us. By the rules that resolution, being on the Speaker's 
table, had priority of this measure. An unscrupulous lobby had de- 
layed action for years, It was not the fault of the popular branch, 
for the Lawrence bill, even more stringent than this, had passed the 
House in the last Congress. If we are to believe what is reported as 
to the lobby and what our own eyes have seen, the most impudent 
attempt ever made to prevent legislation on this subject has been 
persisted in up to this hour, 

It was tot and is not necessary to refer this bill to any committee. 
The committees which have jurisdiction of such subjects have already 
agreed to its provisions. It will be found, I trust, that the methods 
by which railroads have been stolen, watered, and gutted through 
the tameness or corruption of other Legislatures will not prevail now 
and here. Even yet we are threatened that, if this bill passes, the 
Supreme Court will be found pliable enough to nullify it in the inter- 
est of stock-jobbers and monopolists. 

The dictation of railway kings may assume that Congress which 
created them is attempting to intrench upon their private property 
and corporate franchises; but, sir, no amount of money is compen- 
sation enough for this Government for allowing corporate irresponsi- 
bility. There is not money enough represented by the public debt to 
pay for the imminence of the danger to our institutions if we suffer 
such corporations not only to enrich wrongfully the few who control 
them, but to become masters of the people. One of these magnates 
boasted that he could win his way by electing his agents by corrup- 
tion at the polls at less cost than at the seat of government. It has 
been his boast that even our best Senators had their price. Gentle- 
men should remember the uprising of last summer, when ten millions 
of people arose under a wild sense of injustice. It was a terrible 
protest against partial legislation, corporate chicanery, and over- 
reachin 4 

Our — ways should be managed in harmony with commercial, in- 
dustrial, and public interests. No reserved power of legislation should 
be given away which lessens or destroys this power either by compro- 
mise, inaction, or indifference. 

Plausible attempts were made to turn over to the United States 
twelve millions of acres of the land it had given to propitiate oppo- 
sition and make a fair-seeming compromise. The attempt was a 
failure. 

A bill of this nature which passed this House last Congress had 
no party aspect. It reached into the higher equities, where no party 
seat could reach. It is very clear that under this bill the Govern- 
ment may be secured, and still there will remain assets and profits 
sufficient to cover the stock rightly computed and pay handsome 
dividends upon that stock at its real value. 

This bill is important in the sums, interests, and questions involved. 
It involves $120,000,000 at simple interest, and more—$170,000,000— 
if the interest is compounded. It involves the public interests con- 
nected with the transportation between two oceans. It comprehends 
a trust of unexampled magnitude. It is bound up with the question 
of the power of Congress to restrain and control its great railroad 
creatures—corporate franchises of gigantic proportions. In its con- 
sideration we consider lands by the million of acres and money by ste 
million of dollars. The East India Company, the Hudson Ba m- 

y, and other great artificial bodies known to history are the only 
ustrations with which adequately to compare these enormous mon- 
sters of legislative creation, and yet England dealt with them sum- 
marily. hese questions have been before us for two years. They 
have been thoroughly discussed ; they are well understood. Weshould 
not hesitate to grasp promptly from the Speaker’s table this bill so 
honorable to the Senate, and make secure the vast sums invested by 
the United States. 

From the Senate report ef 4th of March last we learn the magni- 
tude of the sums and interests involved. It appears that the dav- 
ernment loaned the Union Pacific $27,286,512. On this the Govern- 


ment has paid as interest $15,969,801. Deduct from these sums added— 
the interest repaid by half transportation and the balance due the 
Government January 31, 1878, exclusive of interest on interest, is 
$38,071,985. These figures are not denied. They are authentic. The 
annual interest paid by the Government is $1,634,190, There is a prior 
mortgage of about the same as the Government debt, with interest 
on this prior lien to the amount of $1,634,190. The total funded in- 
debtedness of this company is $78,733,712. I need not indicate the 
nature of this indebtedness. It includes a floating debt of less than 
a million. It can easily be paid. So of the land-grant debt, as is 
abundantly shown by the government directors’ report, (p. 821.) 
The average net receipts of this road, according to the Attorney- 
General’s mode of computation, is $6,547,149. Bat the companies 
endeavor, by a forced and selfish construction, to construe the net 
earnings to be what is left after paying all its debts and obligations. 

This is a flagrant violation of the sixth section of the act of 1862. 
At any rate, as will be seen, Congress has the right to determine for 
the future what are net earnings. In determining that, we deduct 
in future the operating expenses and interest on the first mortgage. 
Taking the average net earnings of the past four years this interest 
and the 5 per cent. would be only $245,661. The right to this should 
not and cannot be gainsaid. So, too, of the pay for Government 
services, the half of the average for six years per annum was $421,- 
311.87. It will increase. On page 5 of the Senate report the state- 
ment is made that after paying all the interest and the other half of 
the transportation service there will be left a dividend of 6} percent. 
of the present market price of the stock, while the United States will 
get the sum of $1,938, This would sink the principal annually 
only $304,092. Is this a harsh proceeding toward shareholders or the 
companies ? 

By similar computation as to the Central Pacific, about the same 
sum is to be paid into the fund. Itis made up on 8 of the 
report, at $1,900,000. This, too, will leave handsome dividends for 
the stockholders. Why, this company has made 10 per cent. dividend 
on the nominal amount of their stock. After paying into the sinking 
fund, there will be still 6.4 per cent. dividend on the nominal stock. 

Who can complain of any severity in this law? Does the sinking 
fund do any one injustice, unless it be the United States? It is a 
sinking fund for all the creditors, and not of the Government alone. 
It changes no relation of other creditors to the fund. It would act 
as a chancellor, and marshal the assets and distribute them accord- 
ing to the equities, If the bill becomes a law it enhances the value 
of the first-mort; bonds, which are preferred to the United States 
debt, for it gives them additional security. It is in other ects 
favorable to the roads. When in any one year 75 per cent. of the 
net earnings will not be sufficient to pay all the operating expenses 
and the interest on the first mortgage, au abatement may be made. 
In no event will more than 25 per cent. be required for that year; 
neither from the half-transportation account nor the 5 cent. 

The Senate report shows that the companies can pay all the interest 
to both preferred and inferior creditors, and all expenses, and have 
dividends for shareholders larger than any other railroads in the 
United States. They have little floating debt, and as things now 
go with them they will be richer in money, mines, and franchises 
than any railroads or corporations ever constituted. The eleventh 
section gives them time, in case of default, to make their pay- 
ments, and is not a harsh provision. Nor is it illiberal in regard to net 
earnings. As that question as to past earnings is before the courts, 
the bill accepts the wrong construction of the companies, and seeks 
only to define the net earnings of the future. Nor is it illiberal as to 
interest, for it does not compound; and thereby, Whatever the right 
8 5 5 to interest on interest, the right is not claimed by 

this bill. 

It is not a hard measure on these corporations to require them to 
make a sinking fund as prescribed by section 6 of the act of 1862. 
Not a dollar due the Government has been paid. This bill does not 
compel parmons as it might, It compels the net profits, not as 
defined by the companies, but as we all know it means—to be laid 
away in a sinking fand—as security; so that in 1898 the means shall 
be ready to save the Government from all loss by reason of specula- 
tions, insolvency, or other hazards with which the few owners of 
these roads may becloud or dissipate these properties. 

But we are met with the question of reserved power. It would 
seem that Sy pers eee the enormous private interests adverse to public 
rights could so distort the meaning of the laws of 1862 and 1864 as 
to make them irrevocable. No impartial man, or good lawyer, or 
honest judge, can doubt for a moment the power of Congress to amend 
or repeal such laws. It is expressly in section 22 of the act 
of 1864. There is no question as to our right to add to, amend, or 
repeal these statutes, 

e Supreme Court, in (1 Otto, 350) Union Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany vs. Hall, held that the acts of 1862 and 1864 were to be taken 
together, But there is nothing in the act of 1864 to abridge, and much 
to strengthen, the eighteenth section of the act of 1862. It has been 
seriously argued that the unqualified reserved power to alter, amend, 
and repeal a charter does not carry with it a power to take away the 
possession, use, enjoyment, and proceeds of the property from the cor- 
poration. In other words, that when power is reserved it is no power 
at all; that rights are vested beyond the power to control, even when 
that very power to reserve was a part of the charter. A mere state 


1878. 
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ment of such a non sequitur is sufficient to show its sophistry. An un- 
limited power to amend is held to be limited according to the wishes 
and interests of those who desire no limitation. I hold that under 
the pone reserved we may make new ruies to capture, seize, ay, 
confiscate these roads; and it is not for the roads to set up any 
estoppel upon Renate as the giver of the cana and the dictator of 
its uses forever. It is sovereignty; not to be abridged or despoiled. 

Mr. Jefferson laid down the general proposition in his letter to 
Madison on the question “ whether one generation could bind an- 
other?” No society can make perpetual law. The earth belongs to 
the living. Jeremy Bentham has enforced this principle with invin- 
cible sense and logic, But does our Constitution guard these roads 
against alteration of their charter? Certainly not. The charter was 
granted under that instrument and is still under it. There is no im- 
pediment but our own legislative negative, and that is within our 
control. Whether the terms of the laws of 1862 or 1864 allowed 
amendment or not, the right is as indestructible as society. 

England has compelled the repeal of charters in the public inter- 
est—compelled. Massachusetts, Ohio, and other States have substan- 
tially reserved that power. We did the same in our banking law ; 
and in 1870 we exercised the expressed reserved right to cut down 
the circulation, and without saying “ by your leave” to the banks. 
No one can doubt, who reads the decisions quoted on pages 9, 10, and 
11 of the Senate report, the principle that one Congress cannot limit 
the constitutional power of a subsequent Congress. 

Ah! but it is claimed that it is sheer oppression and wrong to im- 
pair the grant by amendment and that they cannos be inflicted under 
the guise of alteration. Op ion to secure one’s own! Wrong to 
exercise the power to make a generous Government safe in its invest- 
ment! One looksin vain for such insolence and impudence outside 
of these pampered, law-defying, press-subsidizing, lobby-employing 
corporations, who for private ends disregard the public good. Who 
is to judge of the general welfare—the corporations or the consery- 
ing power of the Legislature? Are we to be limited in our regulation 
of these roads to the postal and military purposes, as to which these 
roads are specifically bound to render service? Why, if it be confessed 
that for such purposes we are bound to see these roads run honestly 
and run on forever, why may we not, by securing it against insoly- 
ency and even seizing the properties, assure the execution of these 
postal and military provisions ? 

I ask on this legal question to insert the report made on this sub- 
ject from the report N . 459 Forty-fourth Congress first session: 


Your committee entertain no doubt of weet pie of Congress to this bill. 
y 1, 1862. it is dec that— 


, and other purposes, Con, 
ts of said companies stow. herein, add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act.” 


peal this act.” 

It has been argued that this Hane applies only to the act of 1864, and does not 
authorize any alteration or amendment of the act of 1862. Were this so, it would 
not defeat the bill af your committee, for it might well be sustained asan amend- 
urent to the act of 1864. But when the circumstances of the case are considered, 
when it is remembered that nothing had been done toward actual construction of 
said railroads under the act of 1862 and before the act of 1864, that the ts to 
che railroad companies named in the first act were greatly by the latter 
act, that the and telegraph lines have been constructed under the provisions 
of the two acts, and that those provisions were almost inseparably interwoven, it 
seems to your committee that said acts should be considered as in pari materia— 
as constituting for purposes of interpretation but one act, and that, consequently, 
the power to alter, amend, or repeal, reserved in the act of 1864, which is the last 
expression of the legislative will, applies to both said acts. 

then, is the power thus reserved, that is to say, the general power to 
aiter, amend, or the charter? 

It was defined by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Tomlin- 
son vs. Jessup (15 Wallace, 458) as follows: 

The power reserved to the State by the Jaw of 1841 authorized any change in 
the contract as it ras, gpa existed, or as subsequently modified, or its entire revo- 
catio; original corporators or subsequent stockholders took their interests 


m, The 
-with knowledge of the existence of this power and of the possibility of its exercise 
-at any time in the discretion of the Le; ture. 


The object of the reservation, and of similar reservations in other charters, is 

to prevent a grant of corporate rights and privileges in a form which will preclude 

legislative interference with their exercise, if the public interest should at any time 

uire such interference. It is a provision intended to preserve to the State con- 

trol over its contract with the corporators, which without that provision would-be 
. , and protected from any measures affecting its obligation.” 


fore beter ay cor ambit deg igh its true ground. It gives to the Legis- 
lature the right to interfere when the Wolle 33 3 It pre- 
serves to the State control over its oon with the eee and the latter, 

in advance that such con shall exist. No one 


accepting the $ 

deny that if the bill new zener ean id 

railroad co: ions, it d thenceforth be binding upon them. But their accept- 
the reservations aforesai 


4 pee —.— = P: Wallace, and In this lai 

o corpo! a. College cases, 13 213 214.) this latter 

case the court spoke of the reserved right to alter or amend a charter as a ‘‘ reser- 

vation to the State to make any alterations in the charter which the Legislature in 

its wisdom may deem fit, just, and = to enact.” 

aioe the case of Sherman Se hes k, => the Su pome ea of me auer 
es seem to recognize a e Legislature, when wer to alter or 

8 a charter is reserved, to add to the liabilities of the etek holders: They 


“Another view of this question, even assuming that the stipulation of the stock- 
holders in the article of association amounted to a contract, is equally conclusive 
against the stockholders. 

“According to the fifteenth section the association was authorized to establish 
a bank of discount, deposit, and tion upon the terms and conditions and 
soono to the liabilities prescribed in this act. Itwas not competent for the asso- 

to organize their bank upon any other terms or conditions or subject to 
any other liabilities than those prescribed in the general charter. Now, the — 5 5 
second section, which reserved to the lature the power to alter or repeal 
act, by necessary construction reser ved the power to alter or re: all or any one 
of these terms and conditions or rules of liability prescribed in act. The arti- 
cles of association are dependent upon and become a part of the law under which 
the bank was or, and subject to alteration and repeal, the same as any 
other gan of the general system.“ 

In Miller ve. The State (15 Wallace, 498) the Supreme Court said: 

Power to legislate, founded upon such a reservation in a charter to a private 
corporation, is certainly not without limit, and it may well be admitted that it can- 
not be exercised to take away or destroy rights acquired by virtue of such charter, 
and which by a legitimate use of the powers granted have become vested in the 
corporation ; but it may be safely affirmed that the reserved power may be exer- 
cised, and to almost any extent, to carry into effect the ori; purposes of the 
grant or to secure the due administration of its affairs so as to protect the rights 
of its stockholders and of creditors and for the proper disposition of the assets.” 

In Holyoke vs. Lyman (15 Wallace, 500) the court held that— 

“The provision of the Revised Statutes of Massachusetts, chapter 44, section 
23, and General Statutes, chapter 68, section 41, declaring that acts of incorpora- 
tion shall be subject to amendment, alteration, or repeel, at the pleasure of the 
Legislature, reserves to the Legislature the authority to make any alteration or 
amendment of a charter j orere subject to it, which will not defeat or substan- 
tially impair the object of the grant or any rights vested under it, and which the 
Legislature aay deem necessary to secure either that object or other public or 
private rights.” 

Many decisions of the State courts might be referred to to the same effect, but 
it is unnecessary to cite them here. A numberof them are cited in No. 440 

the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives at the present 
session. Your committee would also refer to that report for many important and 
valuable facts and tables 88 the subject under consideration. 

If there was any room for doubt as to the power of Con; when that ri dec 
was made, it has been completely removed by decisions of the Supreme Court since 
made in the following cases: Munn vs. Illinois, 4 Otto, 113; C. B. and Q. R. R. Co. 
vs. Iowa, iò., 155; Peik vs. C. and N. W. R. R., ù., 164; C. M. and St. P. R. R. Co. 
vs. Ackley, t., 179: Winona and St. Peter R. R. Co. vs. Blake, i., 180; and Stone 
vs. Wisconsin, ib., 181. 

Being fully satisfied that Congress, under the reserved right to alter, amend, or 

the charter of these companies, possesses the right to pass this bill, we do 
not consider it nec to say what would be the case were that 
in the charter. Had it omitted, it might still be ed with much force that 
the power to alter, amend, or repeal legally existed. o State can make a law 
8 the obligation of a contract, that is prohibited by the Federal 
Constitution. 


Because, Mr. Speaker, Congress has given imperial for 
pate purposes, it does not follow that Congress has not reserved 

r power to control. Otherwise, what co nences would follow ? 
The answer to this is found in the judicious and judicial reasoning 
contained in the cogent extracts from the Senate report. The com- 
mittee appointed in 1873 reported that such power existed. The best 
legal * have so decided. How, then, s the power be exer- 
c 


The action of Congress by this bill may not give us all we should 
have to save public interests; but it does assert unmistakably that 
no consolidated power liable to be perverted and already perverted, 
already in full force here in the lobby, and subsidizing the press with 
venal and selfish devi ing political and worse objects with 
brazen audacity, that such power shall not be used for mere private 
or selfish purposes, at the expense of a forbearing and distressed 


people. 

The grants of Con were for g pobio, continental objects. 
Let us rescue them while we can. if thi ill does not effectuate the 
object and make the Treasury secure, let us find supplemental means 
that will do it. 

It is a contest between the brawn of this country aided at last by 
honest brain, and those speculators who have failed in a great trust. 
I hope Congress will not fail to distinguish where brawn and brain 
are, and where the corrupt speculation, where the general, commer- 
cial, industrial, national, and international interests are, and where 
the monopolizing and consolidating schemes are, and legislate accord- 


ingly. 

Ar. HARTRIDGE. I had desired to discuss at some length the 
question involved in this bill, presenting as they do grave and serious 
questions not only of e interests and practical pi but 
of legal and constitutional points. But in the few moments which 
my friend’s courtesy allows me I should be unable to do justice to 
the subject or to myself, and I shall therefore ask the permission of 
the House to print my remarks and shall confine myself to the simple 
announcement that I am opposed to the reference of this bill, believ- 
ing that the people at large through the discussion of it elsewhere 


reservation not 
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have received all the light they desire upon the subject, and that 
there is hardly a member upon the floor who has not made up his mind 


how he shall act in to it. Under these circumstances, Pam 
opposed to the reference of the bill and am in favor of its immediate 


passage. ; j 
Mr. COX, of New York. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman 


from Kansas, [Mr. PHILLIPS. } 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I rise to say but a few words. I hope the previ- 


ous question will be sustained upon the bill, and that it will not be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, for the reason that at 
this stage of the session every experienced member of the House 
knows that if the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
it is equivalent to saying that we shall not vote upon it at this ses- 
sion. The bill in brief is a measure to provide for securing the in- 
terests of the United States in the amount invested in this road. The 
Government advanced to the company upon its bond to the extent 
of $27,500,000. They authorized, by law, the company to issue first- 
mortgage bonds which came in before the bond held by the United 
States for the same amount. In addition to this the Union Pacific Rail- 
way Company have added to it of bonded debts of various kinds some 
twenty-two millions more. It was provided that when this com- 
pany should do the transportation for the Government it should re- 
pay to the Government half of all such amounts in payment, or to 
reimburse it for paying the interest which the Government pays an- 
nually upon its bonds. 
Every oneis familiar with the fact that the company hasnot paid the 
amount sorequired. The . has built it at a nominal cost much 
ter than the real cost, and has multiplied expenses and run in 
ebt so as to prevent the United States Government from ever recov- 
ering any part of the money thus expended. In the report made to 
the best & upon this subject I find that if the company was man- 
aged with rigid economy the Government is entitled to t the 
interest would be paid upon the first-mortgage bond and also upon 
the bond guaranteed by the Government, and there would still be 44 
per cent. left to pay the interest on the stock at its nominal value, 
and 6} per cent. per annum on its real value. It is very well known 
that this company has multiplied its expenditure, that it has so man- 
aged its business that if it were permitted to be carried on as it now 
is a debt of one hundred and fifty millions would be entailed and 
the Government would realize nothing of what is justly due to it. 

This bill is in substance simply a measure by which the United 
States may step in, which by law it has aright to do through the pro- 
visions of the charter which gives cin ir the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal, to provide that the road shall be so economically and hon- 
estly managed that the United States shall be so reimbursed in some 
degree at least. In the name of every just and legitimate enterprise 
we are called on to see that there is no sacrifice of the just interests 
of the Government and no sacrifice of the money of the people. Cor- 
porations have too long acted defiantly of law, and it is time they 
should be placed under its just restrictions. The bill is therefore 
eminently just; it is one that we as representatives of the people 
are called upon to vote for; itis one that willnot cripple the if 
there is any fair effort to manage the road honestly an economically, 
and I hope the House will speedil passit. It has been carefully con- 
sidered by the Senate Judiciary Committee, a body of eminent law- 
vers; has been before Congress before, and Thope that its opponents 
will not shelter themselves by motions of delay. The unanimity of 
support it received by the Senate, and Which I hope it will receive in 
tha Hones; is one of the wholesome evidences that the power of cor- 
porations over legislators no longer exists. 

- I desire to puta question to the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will hear it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I conceive that it is exceedingly important that 
a sinking fund for paying the indebtedness of these roads to the Gov- 
ernment should be established. There is a great danger that spolia- 
tion and waste may come if we wait for the maturity of the bonds; 
but the thing I want to ask of any gentleman who may speak is this: 
are we sure that the bill here drafted and now before us is one that 
will stand the pressure of the courts and accomplish its object? I 
desire information on that point. We have had t misfortune in 
our legislation heretofore in thisrespect. I believe the United States 
has been beaten in almost every appeal to the courts in the legisla- 
tion that we have passed in the attempt to limit and restrict the 
power of these roads and to protect the interests of the United States. 

Now I desire very much that some gentleman who has studied this 
bill, as I have not, shall say to the House clearly, and give the grounds 
for it, that this bill is in a shape where we can safely trust the cause 
of the United States in the courts. 

To make sure of this it seems to me that it would be safer to refer 
the bill to our Law Committee, with authority to report it back at 
any time; and unless that committee has considered the question and 
made up its mind that the bill will meet the objects we desire to 
reach, it ought to be so referred. But if it will secure the objects 
set out in its provisions, and secure them by means of the courts 
then this bill should certainly receive the approval of a majority of 
this House. That is the simple question which I desire to ask. 

I desire to say now that I am paired with the gentleman from Vir- 

inia [Mr. TUCKER] during his absence; and as I do not know how 
e would vote on this bill if he were present, I shall withhold my 
vote. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I do not intend to take up any time in 
reply to the question of the e | from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, } 
except to say that eminent lawyers of the Senate, including an ex- 
judge of the Supreme Court of the United States, have stated that 
they thought this bill would hold water in any court. I will not set 
up my legal 8 after the opinion which has been given. 

Now as to the disposal of the time. I propose to hold the last ten 
minutes for this side of the House, and will yield twenty minutes to 
gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me; no man has spoken against your prop- 
osition yet that I have heard, and I agreed with you that those op- 
posea to passing the bill at this time should be allowed thirty min- 
u 


Mr. PRICE. I ask to be allowed five minutes on this bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was about to say 

Mr. BUTLER. If we are to be allowed half an hour 

Mr. COX, of New York. I Will yield to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts Mr. BUTLER] one-half of the hour, if he will settle the ques- 
tion with gentlemen on that side of the House. 

The SP. R pro tempore, (Mr. VANCE.) There are only thirty 
minutes of the hour remaining. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly; that is all I want. 

Mr. COX, of New York. A great deal of the first half of the hour 
was taken up by preliminary di ion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope that every one will consent that ten minutes 
additional be given to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. BEEBE. Task unanimous consent that the time for debate 
be extended ten minutes, so that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BUTLER] will have thirty minutes, and that ten minutes be al- 
lowed to my colleague, [Mr. Cox.] And I give notice that I shall 
object to any further extension of the time after that. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. That requires unanimous consent. 

No objection was made, and the time was extended accordingly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BUTLER] is recognized as entitled to the floor for thirty min- 


utes. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. 9 

Mr. PRICE. I have y little to say in reference to this bill. I 
will commence by saying that if the bill comes to a vote in its pres- 
ent shape I shall vote for it; but I shall regret very much being com- 
pelled to do so, for the reason that I have examined this bill carefully 
again, again, and again, and I undertake to say now without fear of 
successful contradiction that the fourth and fifth sections of this bill 
can be interpreted to mean two diametrically different things. If 
they shall become law they will open the door for just such litigation 
as we have had in the courts in years past in to these corpora- 
tions. For that reason I thought and still think that this bill should 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary to be examined in reference to 
these matters so as to make the language of those two sections free 
of the ambiguity that now certainly attaches to it. 

Gentlemen upon this floor know full well without my saying it that 
we are brought every now and then face to face with a proposition 
upon which we are compelled to cast our votes, and there is very 
great doubt in the minds of many gentlemen upon this floor how 
those votes should be cast. It is not a singular thing; but very fre- 
quently men on both sides of this Chamber are compelled by the rules- 
of the House to vote upon a proposition when they are not certain 
biran the votes they give are in accordance with right and justice 
or no 

Now, I do not want to delay action on this bill. Iam as anxious 
as any other gentleman upon this floor to get through with the legis- 
lation that is pressing upon us and to adjourn this Congress. And if 
the bill was right, or as near right as it could be made in my judg- 
ment, I should say that we should vote upon the bill as it is. 

But believing as I do that it ought to have consideration by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, e e in regard to the two sec- 
tions to which I have referred, I must vote against the previous ques- 
tion so as to obtain a commitment of this bill. I might say in the 
language of another, familiar to us all, “if it were done, when ’tis 
done, then ’twere well it were done quickly.” But the fear with me 
is that when we have done this it will not be the “ be-all and end- 


all” of the matter, but it will come up in the courts in the future as. 


in the past, especially in regard to these two sections. 

Now, I make this prophecy, and I want gentlemen to mark it: if 
this bill shall pass in its present shape, I will risk all the judgment I 
possess upon railroad matters, and all the ability I have upon any 
question, that it will in the future, as it has in the past, give rise to 
litigation. For that reason and that reason alone I want this bill 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary, so that they may ex- 
amine these two sections particularly, and take from them the am- 
biguity and uncertainty which I believe is now in them, and give us 
a bill about which there will be no question; so that the Government 
will know what it has, the railroad companies will know what they 
have to do, and there will be no ground for litigation in the future 
upon these points. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope my friend from Iowa, [Mr. 1 
he has time, will point out the ambiguity of which he speaks, so that 
we aay know what he means. 

Mr. PRICE. The ambiguity is simply that sections 4 and 5, partic- 
ularly section 4, are liable to two interpretations in reference to the 
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sinking fund, in reference to the 5 per cent. and the half that is due 
from the road and the 25 per cent. No man can tell whether that 
provision means one thing or another. I have not time, in my five 
minutes, to go into a detailed statement; if I had half an hour I 
might do so. 

t has been as an objection to the reference of this measure 
that the Judiciary Committce will not have an opportunity to report 
it. Sir, that committee, judging from the course of business in this 
House during the last two weeks, will probably be called within the 
next two weeks. There are only about three committees ahead of 
them after the Committee on Commerce shall have concluded its re- 

rts. The Judiciary Committee will have ample time to examine 
the bill and report it back on the regular call of the committee, aud 
no interest can suffer from this delay. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire the ear of the House for the 
few minutes I have to speak. I shall not undertake to discuss the pro- 
visions of the bill. In the other branch of Congress it was discussed 
for weeks with t ability on the one side and on the other; but 
it was a discussion of generalities; there was no discussion such as 
this Honse gives to a measure when considering a bill section by 
section under the five-minute rule. I add my prediction to that of 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Pricx,] that this bill will not “ hold 
water.” The very men who drew it up were fearful that it would not 
“hold water,” for they undertake to fix by legislation what the court 
shall do and how it shall decide, If I were a judge and such legis- 
lation came before me, I would say, “The legislative and the judicial 
departments of this Government are independent; the legislative 
department cannot legislate as to what the judiciary shall do or say.“ 
If that can be done the judiciary is gone. Observe this provision: 

It shall bo the duty of the court to determine the very right of the matter, with- 
out regard to matters of form, joinder of parties, multifariousness, or other matters 


not affecting the substantial rights and duties arising out of the matters and acts 
horeinbeforò stated and referred to. 


: “Joinder of parties!” In other words, the court, in making a de- 
cision which may affect the rights of citizens or of the Government 
to the extent of millions, shall not see to it that proper parties are 
before the court. If the proper party is not before the court, the 
court is still by this bill ordered to go on and make adjudication 
withont reference to that fact. Well, sir, unless the action of last 
winter has debased and debauched the Supreme Court far below 
what I believe it is and ought to be and ever has been, that court 
will throw this legislation back in your faces and say, “ You cannot 
control our judgment by legislative direction; it is your part jus dare, 
it is ours jus dicere; you may make the law, but we must determine 
under the Constitution its construction, and to determine the rights 
of parties under the law, when, and when only, the party to be af- 
fected by our decision is properly before us.” 

But this is not for discussion now. It will be remembered that I 
stood here a short time ago one of an overwhelming majority of this 
Ilouse in the matter of the remonetization of silver and demanded 
that the House should consider that bill foritself. A panic had then 
seized the majority as it has now, and they would not listen to a 
single amendment or even to a consideration of the bill. The c 
was, “Let us take what we can get now, and get what we can af- 
terward.” To that majority of three-fourths I said, “Let us stop and 
consider ; this is the only bill we shall pass on the subject; let us get 
it as perfect as human ingenuity and human learning can make it, 
so that it may be a measure of relief to the financial distress of the 
people.“ But my appeal was in vain. Although the bill had been 
pened under a suspension of the rules in the House without debate, 

t was urged that it had been debated in the Senate, and that the Senate 
had got it just right. So men rushed like sheep over a wall, but with- 
out a leader, for they had no leader—rushed to make that silver bill 
alaw. But, “like Dead Sea fruit which tempts the eye, it turns to 
ashes on your lips.” The silver bill is not worth, for the purpose for 
which it was passed, the paper on whichit is printed. By the Senate 
amendments to that bill all the relief to the people promised them by 
Congress to be given them by the bill was struck out. 
| Again, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,] who is so anxious 
now to pass this bill without a word of debate except what he has 
written out and printed, occupied the time of the House all day yes- 
terday to argue a bill after it was passed—to kick a dead horse—and 
his thesis was the danger of passing a bill involving $7,000,000 with- 
out debate. Yet he tells us that this bill involves $150,000,000, and 
we are not to debate it at all, for an hour’s debate is naught; in that 
time members cannot even read the bill. Now I will venture to say, 
and I put it to the conscience of each man here, there is not a man of 
you that knows what is in that Senate bill that you are going to vote 
upon. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am quite sure that Iam nearly right. Gentlemen 
here do not spoil their eyes by reading written documents, and this 
Dill has not been printed as it lies now on your table. I ask no man 
to accuse himself before the House, but how many of you have read 
that long written bill? There may be two or three, but I should be 
willing to be stoned by each of you who would get up and on your 
honor aver that you had read the bill on tho Speaker's table, just as 
i stands, every word of it. I think I should be the safest man in the 

ouse, 
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Mr. CRITTENDEN. You have the “bricks” in your hat; we have 
not any. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely so. But there are no “bricks” hard 
enough to throw at those who are in such a hurry to pass this bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen to pause for another reason. I 
cannot discuss this bill. I should vote for some sinking-fund bill. I 
believe in dealing with this question. I believe in the right of Con- 
gress to deal wi uestions about these roads within certain limits; 
aud I do not know but that this bill is within those limits, But I was 
amazed, nay, I was more than amazed, I was shocked, when I heard 
the learned and eloquent gentleman from New York, speaking of the 
railroad riots of last summer, say that they involved the loss of some 
$10,000,000, the result of the “ wild justice of the people.” Gentle- 
men, do you follow that lead? Do you say that a strike which was 
organized by train hands of the railroads, because they were deprived 
of their fair wages for their labor, and was carried out finally by 
others in robbery, rapine, arson, murder, and death—destroying not 
only railroads but other property—do you agree that such acts are 
the “wild justice of the people,“ or only spoliation and robbery ! 
And are you acting under the spur of that occasion in depriving theso 
railroads of their property ? 

I do not agree to another thing which the gentleman has said, that 
Congress has the right to p “even to confiscation ” of the prop- 
erty of these roads under the words “alter, amend, and repeal” a 
charter. None of your property is safe under such an interpretation. 
And here we are, without consideration, without reference of this 
question to the wig ng committee, about to pass upon these 
grave questions; trne this Pacific Railroad Committee say they havo 
examined it while upon the Speaker's table, but Iam certain the 
examined it with clean hands, for if you look at the paper on whic 
the bill is written you will not find a single finger-mark where they 
have turned over the leaves; but they say they have examined it. 

. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a single 
question 

Mr. BUTLER, Yes, if it be not long. 

Mr. DICKEY. It will not be a long question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well, go on. 

Mr. DICKEY. As I understand it, you are in favor of some meas- 
ure requiring the settlement of this indebtedness. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does not the gentleman believe these roads will 
litigate any measure Con may pass, and delay and fight us in 
every effort to make them come to a settlement ? 

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman’s question, when resolved to its 
simple elements, is this: Do I believe these roads belong to men who 
act from seltish motives? Yes, I do. 

Mr. DICKEY. So that any action on the part of Congress will be 
litigated by them and defeated if possible 7 
: Mr. BUNUL Fe piss ao t darp tue it i and 

f you seen Congress as they have seen Congress year by year 
pel laws which when brought before the Supreme Court were de- 
cided to be utter nullities, you would be encouraged as they to keep 
on henge 3 the laws passed against them in the same way for the 
future. When they see Congress pass a law involving money, mill- 
ions of property, without even referring it for revision to so poor a 
committee as the one I have the honor to be on, I should advise them, 
if they ask me to do that, to litigate this law, because we have never 
considered it; no one in the House knows anything about it; no one 
even debated it. I should not say there were ten men in the House 
who read the bill. There were not ten lawyers who read the bill at 
the time they voted on it, and they knew nothing of what was in it. 
And were I the court, when I came to consider it as a judge I would 
say we are not to attach much weight to the provisions of this bill, 
as it was passed without debate or consideration, it was l with- 
out examination by the law committee of the House, as it was passed 
in the Senate on general debate ouly; therefore we are at liberty to 
use our own judgment as judges abont it. 

Do you want to vote this bill, as you are called on to do, as an act 
of “wild justice and confiscation?” Are these roads open to that? 
There are a great many things which can be objected against them. 
They are very opan to objection and many of their acts are not well, 
but nosuch penalties as these can by you be enforced them. But 
it is objected they have paid no money into the United States Treasury, 
in accordance with their charter. Why? Because the Supreme 
Court of the United States said there was no clause in the act b 
which they should pay anything. Do you expect anybody, railroad 
men or others, to pay money that is not due under their contract, and 
which the United States courts say is not due? You say now they 
shall pay it in. That you perhaps may do. But what I say now is 
this, and I tell you, gentlemen, what I want: I want, if ible, to 
have a bill you cannot drive a coach-and-four through in double har- 
ness. That is the kind of bill I wish. The best legal minds in this 
House—and there are some as good on the other side of the House I 
know, for I have met them, as there are in the land—I want their 
examination of a bill to adjust its provisions so that litigation may 
be avoided, Something was said about this bill having been ex- 
amined in the Judiciary Committee. It was never read in the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and no session of the committee was ever held in 
which its provisions were discussed for an hour—not for a moment. 
Therefore we stand here without any examination of the bill, What 
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is the use of us two hundred and eighty men if we are to vote a bill 
just as the Senate send it to us? Where is the old democratic pride 
for the independence of the House against the property-representa- 
tive body, the Senate? You lie down before them, and a republican 
Senate, too, like whipped spaniels whenever they pass a bill. They 
sent you a silver bill and you gobbled it up as a duck would a frog. 
[Langhter.] They send you a funding bill and you jump at it as if 
you answered the dictate of your candidate for the Presidency. 

Now, then, I want to say a word about those Pacific roads. As I 
have said they are human institutions, but this country owes them 
a debt of gratitude even if they should run away to-morrow with 
all they have received. I know some of you on the other side do not 
feel that debt of gratitude as strongly as I do; but in 1862 the future 
of the country was a little dark up here, and it was still darker on 
the southern border. A cloud no bigger than a man’s hand was rising 
inthe West. The doubt was whether California and the Pacific States 
would not come to think it best to set up for themselves an empire 
on the western ocean, and, as a war measure, as a measure to bind 
this country ther with chains of iron and hooks of steel, we 

a Union Pacific Railroad bill, and a Central Pacific Railroad 
ill, and gave this Pacific Railroad endowments out of our Treasury 
when the very life-blood and treasure of the country was pouring out 
like water. We did it as a war measure to bind the North together 
from ocean to ocean, and it was a very successful measure. We did 
it to show you, my friends on the other side, that we meant business, 
and that we coul 1 on this Government aud preserve our work 
with one hand and fight you with the other besides. We did it for 
the same reason that, when taxes were piling apon ns—step by step, 
up, up, up—we went on with the building of this Capitol, appropri- 
ating year by year a half million of money ; although we needed every 
dollar for war purposes and our currency had gone down to thirty 
cents on the dollar, we still Beray pe up the stones of these 
wings of the N in one of which I am now speaking, although 
the war was going on. And why? To show you that we meant 
business and that we felt ourselves strong enough to build a road to 
connect two oceans and build a Capitol which should be more grand 
and magniticent than any other public building of its kind on the 
surface of the earth. 

Now is it possible that, without any thought or consciousness on 
the part of a portion of you, enmity—hostility will bea better word, 
want of confidence a better word still, for I do not mean to say any- 
thing harsh—toward these roads may arise from a little feeling about 
these roads being built at that time out of that money, the proceeds 
of the public lands, and would now in part be yours, and these roads 
are of no use to you? Do not you southern gentlemen want me to 
vote for a Texas Pacific road so as to make this matter equal for your 
section? I shall anyhow, whether you vote this bill down or not, 
because I go for fair play now that you are back with us. We gave 
away part of the public lands for this road and I am willing to give 

art of the public lands for the other. I mean to be fair if I know 

ow. I wish to act with all fairness and justice. But Isay look into 
your heart of hearts and see if part of your hostility against these 
roads is not your determination to crush even to confiscation the prop- 
erty of these roads, The managers of this have been too shrewd to 
put forward anybody from the South to say that; nobody down South 
talked about the “wild justice ” of the people when depots were burned 
and men were murdered; but I say is it not the fact that a part 
of the hostility arises because the building of these roads was the 
most efficient of all the most efficient instruments in binding this 
country together at a time when everything seemed to go asunder? 
: Now, why treat this great measure differently from what you would 
any other measure! Why not let it be examined? There is nosuch 
haste about it. You have got a majority. What doweask? Simply 
that a committee, on which you have got a majority, shall examine 
the bill—a committee, too, a majority of whom do not want to examine 
it. I do not for one, but I think it due and right to advocate this 
course as I did on the silver bill. What do we ask? We ask you 
simply to let us examine this great measure covering millious. Let 
us have it examined by acommittee, let us have it debated a reasona- 
ble time in the House, every objection being brought against it that 
can be, and then pass it. 

I want but one thing more. I want this bill when so perfected to 
be a finality when it is done. I want to get a bill that will be final 
against the railroad, and which you will make final against your- 
selves. Stop the lobby—— 

a BRIDGES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIDGES. The gentleman has asserted this bill has not been 

considered in the Committee on the Judiciary. Is that the fact? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is. It never has been read in the committee. It 
never has been in the committee. Not a copy of it to-day is to be 
found in the committe-room or in the drawer of any member of the 
Judiciary Committee in this House. 

Mr. ITTNER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Iwill fora moment. I believe I have five minutes 


more. 
Mr. ITTNER. I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if the only 


reason he has for asking this bill to go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary tr eg perfect it and if he is in favor of the main principles of 
the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have already said I am in favor of the main prin- 
ciples of the bill; and I was saying when I was interrupted, before 
my friend asked the question, that whenever you pass these main 
features of the bill to indemnify everybody rightly and get it so it 
cannot be interfered with by the courts and then say this shall be 
final on this subject I will vote for it; but I will not vote for any 
man’s property to be confiscated either by a republican Congress or 
by a democratic Congress whenever a lobby thinks it can make money 
by so doing or some dishonest servant of the company chooses to 
mako charges against it, because no property is safe against such 
attacks as those. 

Ido not believe in the “wild justice” of the ple. Ido not 
believe that Congress is any better than the rest of the people; and 
I do not believe that Congress has a right to reserve the power of 
confiscation under the phrase “to alter, aud amend, or repeal” the 
charter or to give the right of confiseation under our form of gov- 
ernment, I will vote for a bill to put aside a proper amount to secure 
the mortgagees. Ido not say this is not a proper and fair amount, 
carefully ding other things; and let this thing be settled for- 
ever and I will give the best talent I have as a lawyer in perfecting 
such bill so that no court can find fault with its provisions. 

One thing further. Do gentlemen remember—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed ten minutes more. 

Mr. FINLEY. I object. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The objection comes too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was heard by the Chair in time. 

Mr. BEEBE. I do not mean any discourtesy to the geutleman from 
Massachusetts, but when the original extension of ten minutes was 
made I gave notice that I would object to a further extension of time, 
but I think I can stand ten minutes more if that will be satisfactory 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not want to wear on the constitution of the 
gentleman from New York any more, but I warn him that he has a 
great deal to stand in the heat of the weather before we get through. 

Mr. BEEBE. The gentleman refers to my constitution, and I insist 
upon my rights and object to a further extension of time. 

Mr. STEELE. I also object and shall insist upon the objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentlemen on the other side of this 
e have already occupied half of the time. The gentleman 

m Massachusetts complains that these things were done in war 
times. The act of 1864 giving priority to the twenty-seven-million 
ody in bonds was passed during our troubles in the civil war. 
This bill has been pending for years. It has been upon the Speaker’s 
table for over two weeks, and we all understand it; it is not a snap 
judgment on the House. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. CHALMERS, I cannot undertake to discuss this question in 
five minutes, I thank the gentleman from New York for his court- 
esy, but will not avail myself of it for the purpose of discussing the 
bill. I could not undertake to discuss this question in five minutes 
and therefore I do not desire to enter upon any constitutional argn- 
ment, but at the request of a colleague upon the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad I desire to make this statement. A bill almost word 
for word as this which now comes to us from the Senate was exam- 
ined and considered in the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, a com- 
mittee which has upon it I believe lawyers of long standing, perhaps 
of as much standing as those who have the honor to be upon the 
Judiciary Committee, and I say that if this bill is committed or re- 
ferred to any committee it should go to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, and not to the Committee on the Judiciary. Sir, by the rules 
of the House the Committee on the Judiciary is only authorized to 
consider matters touching judicial jurisdiction and decisions, This 
question was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary in the Senate 
W a resolution. It went to the Committee on the Judiciary of this 

ouse in the Forty-fourth Congress by a resolution directing them 
to inquire into legal questions involved in the resolutions. From that 

w up the bill. But the bill itself is a bill in regard to Pacific 

ilroads, anditshould be properly referred, if at all, to the Committeo 
on the Pacific Railroad. A similar bill has been referred to that com- 
mittee and i considered by men who have some standing as 
lawyers at home,if not in this House. They have reported it almost 
unanimously, and therefore I think that it is almost treating that com- 
mittee with contempt for a gentleman to rise and say that the House 
has not considered the question at all. The gentleman from Massi- 
chusetts might well say that he had not considered the subject, for ho 
showed it by the first argument he made, that it proposed to take 
money from the Govérnment, and a member of the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad [Mr. MORRISON] showed that he did not understand 
the bill. He had no idea what was in it so far as he was concerned, 
and he has rightly said that he as one member of the House did not 
understand it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a simple 
question ? 

Mr. CHALMERS. Certainly. 
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Mr. BUTLER. Did 7 read this bill in print or in manuscript? 

Mr. CHALMERS. We read it in print? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has never yet been printed, as it now lies on the 
Speaker's table; never. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Isay to the gen tleman that, with the exception 
of some few verbal changes, this is the very bill introduced by my- 
self, considered by our committee, aud reported to this House. 
When the gentleman talks about this bill undertaking to dictate to 
the Supreme Court what they shall decide, it simply indicates that 
gentlemen like himself shall not be employed by these railroad 
companies to take advantage of legal technicalities. The bill says it 
shall be decided in the courts upon the very right of the case. When 
was it ever known that a law of that kind was either unconstitutional 
or ill-advised or was attempting to dictate to the courts? It is but 
a matter of pleading and practice, a practice adopted in many of the 
States. When important questions are to be decided, in the decision 
of which a large number of interests are involved, just such language 
is used: that no technical exceptions shall be taken on account of 
multifariousness, on account of parties, or anything of the kind, but 
the courts shall go to the very right and justice of the matter. That 
is all there is in it to which the gentleman now excepts. 

I say to the gentleman that the whole spirit of this legislation is 
in the line of thut which is sought when we have not a remedy for 
the evils of to-day, and Congress or the Legislature is called upon to 
provide a remedy. Here is a corporation growing in debt which at 
maturity will amount to $177,000,0U0. The country has as security for 
that debt a second mortgage on about two thousand miles of road, 
or 888,500 per mile. 

No gentleman will pretend that this is security for the debt. Rail- 
road men contend that a better new road could now be built for half 
this price. The stockholders are growing rich on the dividends they 
make annually to themselves. The Government and the people with- 
out some such legislation as this at the end of twenty years will be 
left without remedy for their money. 

[Hore the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. SPRINGER. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall give this bill my cordial support. It is 
important that it should at once be put on its p o without refer- 
ence to a committee. It has received a most careful consideration in 
the Senate, and after one of the most learned and exhaustive debates 
on record has passed that body by a most decided majority. Perhaps 
there is no measure that will be considered this Congress which is of 
more consequence to the people than this bill. Its passage is a strik- 
ing evidence of the fact that the powa: of tho people is at last greater 
than that of the corporations. Having case O Senate by a large 
majority, I hope this House will show that it is equally in earnest on 
this subject, and that the bill may pass here by such a majority as 
will make a veto unavailing. I believe it will pass. Its provisions 
are just to the railroads and at the same time fully secure the rights 
and protect the interests of the people. 

For many years the people have looked in vain for some legislation 
in their interest. It is to be regretted that for fifteen years past the 
majority of the legislation of Congress has been in the interest of the 
protected and favored few at the expense of the great mass of the 
people. But now there is a change, and that, too, for the better. The 
people can now have their fair share of the benefits of wise legisla- 
tion, and therefore I hail the passage of this bill as the dawn of a 
political millennium, 

One word in reference to the fifth section of the bill and I will 
yield the balance of my time to my colleague [ Mr. Morrison] who is 
a member of the Committee on the Pacific Railroad and has much 
more carefully considered the subject than I have. The fifth section 
is apparently in conflict with the first section of the bill, in this: 
that upon a casual consideration there may be other liens recognized 
as prior to that of the United States than the first-mortgage bonds 
of the roads. A careful examination of all the provisions of the bill 
will show that this is not the case. The first section of the bill 
clearly indicates what lien shall be regarded as prior to that of the 
United nee pia in defining what shall be regarded as the net earnings 
of the road. I refer to the following provision in section 1: 

That the net earnings mentioned in said act of 1862 of said railroad companies 
respectively shall be ascertained by deducting from the gross amount of their earn- 
ings respectively the necessary expenses actually paid within the year in operating 
the same and ere the same in a state of repair, and also the sum paid 1 
respectively within the year in se of interest on their first-mortgage bonds, 
shlarstson all seine oWing oe pal hy oald companies renpoouively foc interest upon 
ny other portion of their in phted ness. ait 4 th 

If this section be compared with section 5, the apparent inconsist- 
ency will be seen. Section 5 is as follows: 

Sec. 5. That whenever it shall be made satisfactorily to appear to the 
of the Treasury by either of said companies that 75 cent. of its net earnings, as 
heretofore defined, for any current year are or were insufticient to pay tho interest 
for such year upon the obligations of such company, in respect of which obligations 
there may exist a lien mount to that of the United States, and that such inter- 
est been paid out of such net earnings, said Secretary is hereby authorized, and 
it is made his duty, to remit for such current year so much of the 25 per cent. of 
net earnings required to be paid into the sinking fund, as aforesaid, as may have 
been thus applied and used in the payment of interest as aforesaid. 

There can be no obligations ount tothat of the United States, 
according to section 1 of the bill, except the amount necessary to keep 
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the road in repair, to running expenses, and the interest on the 
first-mortgage bonds. ATEN on the author of this bill to-day, and 
asked an explanation of this apparent inconsistency. He informed 
me that section 5 was in the original bill as referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary in the Senate; that section 1 as it passed was 
an amendment to the original section as referred ; and that in the first 
section of the original bill the words “and also the sum paid by 
them respectively within the year in discharge of interest on their 
first-mortgage bonds, whose lien has priority over that of the United 
States” did not appear. After these words were i in the first 
section, then there was no longer any use for the fifth section. Hence 
the latter section may be considered as out of the bill. It forms no 
e of it as it now stands, and is mere surplusage. This explanation 
eaves the bill free from all ambiguity or possibility of misconstruc- 
tion hereafter. LI yield the remainder of my time to my colleague, 
(Mr. 4 10 

Mr. MORRISON. The purpose of the bill under consideration is 
to secure repayment of the money paid and to be paid by the Gov- 
ernment on its bonds issued to aid the construction of the Pacific 
Railroad. Besides the grant of corporate powers, valuable franchises, 
and lands equal in acres to the seven smaller States of the Union, 
made by the acts of Congress of July 1, 1 and July-2, 1864, the Gov- 
ernment issued and delivered to the Pacific Railroad Companies bonds 
amounting to $34,623,612 upon which we pay, and must continue to 
pay for thirty years from their date, interest exceeding $3,000,000 per 
annum after deducting what the Government now receives from the 
railroad companies. e pay this excess of $3,000,000 interest semi- 
annually, but it is to be repaid to us only at the maturity of the 
thirty-year bonds at which time principal and unpaid interest will 
far exceed the value of the railroad and property on which the Gov- 
ernment has only a second lien, the railroad companies having issued, 
and secured by a first lien or morgage, their bonds equal in amount 
to the bonds so issued to them by the Government. In short, without 
some amendment to said acts of Congress so controlling a portion of 
the earnings of the roads as to make such portion of their earnin 
applicable to the payment of the bonds issued in aid of the at HA 
construction, the money so paid and to be paid by the Government, 
amounting to many millions, will be lost. 

What was the nature and purpose of this transaction and what are 
the relative rights of the Government and railroad companies under 
it? Certainly the Government did not issue and deliver its bonds to 
the railroad companies as an investment, for the Government was 
then a borrower, and the money paid for the railroads 1 7 05 to its 
own obligations would have saved a hundred and any millions of dol- 
lars, even if the money and interest paid shall be refunded when the 
bonds are payable. Neither were these bonds issued as a donation, 
else it would not have been enacted in section 6 of said act of 1862 
and section 5 of said act of 1864 that said e ee might pay “in 
the same or other bonds, Treasury notes, or other evidences of debt 
of the United States, to be allowed at par;” that after said road 
should be completed “at least 5 per cent. of the net earnings” annu- 
ally and half the compensation for services rendered the Government 
should be applied in payment until the whole amount of said bonds 
and interest is fully paid. 

The national and public purpose of Con in affording aid in 
building their roads by issuing bonds to said companies, as expressed 
in said acts, was “to secure to the Government at all times, (but 
particularly in time of war,) the use and benefit of the same for 
postal, military, and other r 

By the provisions of said acts, as well as from the reason of the 
thing, the Government had a right to have the roads kept in repair 
and use and to have preference in their use for the transportation of 
its mails, troops, and munitions of war for reasonable rates of com- 
pensation. For these 15 ae the railroad companies were the agents 
of the Government which gave them corporate existence, life, and 
sustenance. For these p they were instrumentalities which 
by the law of their creation the Government had aright to use. The 
power to enforce such a right would seem necessarily to go along 
with the right itself, but that there might be no misunderstanding 
about it Congress reserved to itself the right to “at any time alter, 
amend, or repeal” said acts. 

That this expressly reserved power to amend, alter, and repeal may 
be exercised at any time to secure to the Government at all times the 
transportation of mails, troops, and public soret does not ap to 
be seriously questioned, Whatever opinions may have obtained in the 
past, now it is conceded apparently by the most strenuous advocate 
for the sacredness of vested rights that State Legislatures, as to cor- 
porations chartered by them, have, and that Congress, as to corpora- 
tions chartered by it, has, power to compel corporations to do that 
for which they were created and for which they have been invested 
with a portion of the sovereign power; but it is insisted by the oppo- 
nents of this bill that neither payment of debts nor keeping obliga- 
tions to refund what has been advanced in the construction of their 
roads is among the duties which such corporations may be so com- 
pelled to perform. 

When we would so amend said acts as to enforce the duty to carry 
the mails, troops, and stores of the Government we are admitted to 
be in the just and proper exercise of the reserved power of amend- 
ment. When we wouldso amend as to compel the application of a part 
of the road's earnings to the repayment of money which went into 
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its construction, without which there could be no earnings, then it is 
insisted by the eo tered of this measure of justice and ewes | 
that we are breaking faith, impairing the obligation of contracts, an 
violating the Constitution. 

The companies have a property in the franchise and road with 
which they earn money no less inviolable than in the money earned, 
and it is difficult to conceive a legal distinction in the exercise of the 
reserved right of amendment applicable to one and not to the other. 
The law itself makes no such distinction. Yet upon such distinction 
is based the argument advanced here and elsewhere that Congress, 
seeing the affairs of the road so administered as to endanger the right 
of the Government at all times, and especially in time of war, to have 
its troops and stores carried, may rightfully exercise its reserved 
power to amend or repeal the franchise, and may put the roads out 
of which come all the earnings into other hands; but that, seeing the 
earnings so misappropriated as to necessarily result in a loss of the 
Government advancements, Congress canuot so exercise its reserved 
power of amendment as to compel such just administration of the 
corporate rights conferred as will prevent such loss. 

It is further said that this advancement of bonds was a mere con- 
tract of loan between the Government and railroad companies with 
the terms of payment unalterably fixed in the law itself, which ex- 
empt it from the power of alteration and amendment reserved in the 
same law; that while Congress has power to “borrow money on the 
credit of the United States,” no power has been conferred to lend 


money. That it may and does borrow, therefore, as a sovereign, but 
can, like a bank or insurance company, only lend as a civil corpora- 
tion. 


Now, sir, I will not waste words to show that if power has not been 
conferred on Congress to lend money, then it cannot lend either as a 
civil corporation or a soverei Ihave already said that the Gov- 
ernment did not issue and deliver its bonds to the railroad companies 
by way of investing the many millions of dollars it thereby obligated 
itself to pay for them while it was itself a borrower. Nor, sir, was 
it done as a loan, The Government exercises the power to build 
military and post roads through the instrumentalities of private cor- 
porations or otherwise, to provide for the common defense and pro- 
mote the general welfare—if rightfully at all—as a sovereign. a 
sovereign and to attain the purposes enumerated in said acts of Con- 
grons it created one corporation, recognized others, and issued and 

elivered the bonds as a means and incident to the end for which the 
sovereign power wasexercised. This is true, or the whole transaction 
was without warrant in the Constitution. And so, Mr. Speaker, the 
effort to so divide the contract between the Government and its agen- 
cies as to limit its power of amendment, unlimited in the terms of 
the law, to the control of the franchise and the road, and forbid it as 
to the road’s earnings, must fail, it seems to me, for want of law as 
well as lack of justice to support it. The reserved power to alter, 
amend, and repeal may be invoked to secure such a just and equitable 
administration of the affairs of the companies and such disposition of 
the earnings as will protect and enforce all the rights of the Govern- 
ment and the people. And I so understand the law to be interpreted 
by the courts as declared in Tomlinson rs. Jessup, 15 Wallace, 458: 
The object of the reservation, and of similar reservations in other charters, is to 
vent à grant of corporate rights and privileges in a form which will preclude 
egislative interference with their exercise, if the public interest should at any time 
uire such interference. It is a provision intended to preserve to the State con- 
trol over its contract with the corporators, which without that provision would be 
irrepealable, and protected from any measures affecting its obligation. 

And in Miller rs. The States, 15 Wallace, 498: 

Power to legislate, founded upon such a reservation in a charter to a private cor- 

ration, is certainly not without limit, and it may well be admitted that it cannot 
i 3 to take away or destroy rights acquired by virtue of such charter, and 
which by a legitimate use of the powers granted have become vested in tho corpo- 
ration, but it may be safely affirmed thatthe reserved power may be exercised, and 
to almost any extent, to carry into effect the ori purposes of the t or to 
secure the due administration of its affairs so as to protect the rights of its stock- 
holders and of creditors, and for the proper disposition of the assets. 

And by the whole current of authority as shown by numerous 
cases cited in its support at both ends of the Capitol pending the con- 
sideration of this question. And so, too, it would seem the railroad 
companies understood the law. It was shown by a report of a com- 
inittee of this House in the Forty-third Congress (the Credit Mobilier 
investigation committee of which Hon. Jeremiah Wilson was chair- 
man) that the Union Pacific Railroad and the Credit Mobilier were 
identical in interest ;” that Credit Mobilier stock paid dividends of 
300 or 400 per cent.; and that the agent and representative of therail- 
road went about the Senate and House of Representatives distribut- 
ing this stock among Members and Senators. Railroad companies 
are usually so managed as to get money for those who manage them, 
and yet it did appear that in this case they believed they put this 
valuable stock “ where it would do most good ” when so distributed. 
The railroad acts had been passed; the ts had been made; the 
bonds had been issued; what other“ good” was to be obtained by so 
distributing Credit Mobilier shares but congressional forbearance in 
the exercise of the right to so alter and amend said acts as to compel 
the companies to surrender a part of their earnings in repayment of 
what the Government has advanced for them? 

This reserved power to alter and amend has been exercised in rela- 
tion to the national banks when some of them have been compelled 
to surrender part of their circulation, to which they had a right un- 
der their charters. Itis by the exercise of this power alone that they 
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can be compelled to surrender their circulating notes before the expi- 
ration of their charters. 

Good faith, it is said, requires that we should forbear the exercise 
of the power of amendment until the railroad companies are in de- 
fault, and that they are not and will not be in default as to repay- 
ment of the money paid on the bonds issued to them until their ma- 
turity. The ablity of the roads to pay is not and cannot be disputed. 
Yet Mr. Dillen, representing the Union Pacific, more than three years 

advised us of his purpose to pay in his own time and upon 
his own condition when in a communication to the Secretary of the 
Treasury making an offer of adjustment wholly inadequate he said: 

The bonds are accumulating an interest Soroan also uncollectible until the prin- 

cipal is due. Sayer ed and interest, when due, amount to the very large aggre- 

very amount the Government has only a second mort, , and if 
it be allowed to accumulate without any provision being made to meet it, the com- 
pany will probably be utterly unable to pay it. 

At the same time it is equally manifest that the Government will be unable to 
collect it, except upon the assumption that it will advance the money to discharge 
prior and run the road on Government account—a policy which wise 
8i p could not advise. { 

Mr. Huntington, on the part of the other road embraced in the fund- 
ing bill, the Central Pacific, advised us of a similar purpose on the 
pr of his company when referring to principal and interest of the 

nds. He said to the Senate Judiciary Committee : i 
By the time both mature and become payable it is not at all likely the property 
will be worth their aggregate sum, and if the shrinking and settling of prices should 


continue further it may happen that it will not suffice to pay more than tho firs 
m 


With the ability to meet their engagements and notoriously making 
large dividends among stockholders, we have notice of their purpose 
to be in default, which is at once a default and a fraud. It is not 
on the part of either company a “ due administration of its affairs.” 

What faith these companies have kept with the Government and 
the people will appear in the report of the Wilson Credit Mobilier 
committee, before referred to, wherein it is shown— 

That the moneys borrowed by the corporation, nnder a power given them, only 
to meet the necessities of the construction and endowment of the road, have been 
distributed in dividends among the orators; that the stock was issued, not to 
men who paid for it at par in money, but who paid for it at not more than thirty 
cents on the dollar in road-making: that of the Government directors some of them 
have neglected their duties and others have been interested in the transactions by 
which the provisions of the o ic law have been evaded ; that at least one of the 
commissioners roe y the President has been directly bribed to betray his 
trust by the gift of $25,000; that the chief engincer of the road was largely inter- 
ested in the contracts for its construction; and that there has been an attempt to 
prevent the exercise of the reserved power in Congress by inducing influential 
members of Congress to become interested in the protits of the transaction. 


The railroad companies which this bill is to affect received about 
$11,000,000 annually of net earnings, after deducting all the costs of 
operating and management of their roads and the interest on their 
first-mortgage bonds. The reasonable and just provisions of this bill 
require them to apply or place a par not exceeding one-fourth of 
such net earnings where it may, with all its constantly accruing and 
compounding interest, be applied to the like just and reasonable de- 
mands of the Government that its money which built the roads shall 
be refunded. 

More than this bill requires might in justice be demanded. And 
the fifth section ought not, in my judgment, to have been made a part 
of it; but we have still the power to alter, amend, and repeal, if the 
bill does not afford all the relief which justice demands. 

Mr. Speaker, something has been said, and much more might be 
said, of the danger to be apprehended from the exercise by the Na- 
tional Government of ungranted power. I am not ummindfal of that 
danger. I have witnessed its approach year by year and day by day 
with apprehension, quickened, g trust, with something of attach- 
ment for the good Government it may convert if not overthrow. 
But, sir, may I suggest that I have yet to see the first advance of this 
dangerous power in the direction of any undue restraint of overgrown 
grasping corporations and monopolies. It is said that no danger is to 
be apprehended from these, because there are agencies, Congress 
among them, by which they may be controlled. Let us then see to 
it that they do not control the agencies, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask consent that members desiring to do 
so be allowed to print in the Recorp remarks on this funding bill. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. [See 


Append] 
. SPRINGER. I now yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAnoN.] 

Mr. MCMAHON. In the five minutes’ time allowed mein the close 
of this debate it is impossible, of course, to make an argument upon a 
legal proposition. But where there are so many lawyers as there are 
in this House a short statement of one’s views is sufficient to enable 
them to form their judgment on such a question. 

The main objection to this bill, coming from the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER, I and implied in the question of my dis- 
tinguished colleague from Ohio, [ Mr. Ganvrstp, is that it violates a 
contract. They rely of course upon the law as laid down in the famous 
Dartmouth College case and in the line of decisions following it. Now 
let me put an analogous case. Take the settled law of the United 
States to-day, in the matter of bankruptcy, upon the power of a State 
to pass a bankrupt law in the absence of a general national bankrupt 
law. A State may pass a bankrupt law which will operate upon all 
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contracts entered into a/ler its passage between citizens of the same 
State. But it cannot pass a bankrupt law which will operete apon 
avy contract made prior to its passage. This is settled law ay, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts well knows, because when 
there is no bankrupt law of the United States in force, there is a 
State bankrupt law in his own State. 

Now, why is a State bankrupt law which acts upon contracts en- 
tered into prior to its passage unconstitutional? Because it violates 
that provision of the Constitution of the United States which says 
that no State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of a con- 
tract. Therefore a bankrupt law affecting contracts entered into 
before its passage impairs the obligation of contracts. But a State 
can pass a bankrupt law, and it will operate upon contracts made 
between citizens of the same State after its passage, because the 
bankrupt law, in contemplation of law, enters into all contracts be- 
tween the parties. And this is the law, although the parties con- 
tracting may be in fact ignorant of the existence of thelaw. The 
right to be discharged from the contract upon compliance with the 
bankrupt law is regarded as a part of its obligation. Hence such 
diseharge does not violate its obligation. 
| The Pacific Railroad Companies stand precisely in this position under 
the laws organizing them. We passed certain laws which, under the 
unfortunate decision of the Supreme Court of the United States to 
which I have already alluded, were not only charters to the Sens 
but were as well contracts. But I would say tomy friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] that in the very so-called contract we 
reserved the right to alter, amend, or repeal the charter and the con- 
tract; and, having this absolute right, the exercise of it is a part of 
the contract and does not violate its obligation. But this is not simply 
a contract between individuals, but a charter, or, if you please, a 
contract entered into by the Government in its sovereign capacity, 
acting as a sovereign and using sovereign powers, in building under 

rivate instrumentalities great national highways to the Pacific coast. 

t did not intend to create a great monopoly beyond its control. It 

did not intend to donate the many millions of dollars it advanced. 
But it reserved the right to alter, amend, or repeal, not the franchise 
merely, but the whole law; not any particular section, but every sec- 
tion. Those who organized the companies under these laws took ail 
the risks of amendment, alteration, or repeal. It wasa part of their 
contract, compensated by its other liberal terms. 

My friend says that “this bill will not hold water when it comes 
before the Supreme Court of the United States.“ I do not believe 
that he really expressed his opinion as a lawyer when he said so, 
because it was not five minutes afterward that 1 said, in answer to 
a question, that he was in favor of the main features of this bill. 

' 1 never took him to be a man who was in favor of anything that 
would not “hold water.” But if he favors the main features of this 
bill he must favor the very parts of it which he pretends to say will 
not “hold water;” for they are not only the main features, but they 
are the only ones. All there is in this bill is contained in the very 
sections which he says will not hold water. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we do not want this bill to go to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. It would be safe there, but it is safer here. This | 


democratic House is not following the bidding of the Senate of the 
United States, as the gentleman from Massachusetts says. We do 
not follow the bidding of any person. But there is one thing that a 
democratic House never yet did within my recollection. h never 
bowed down before the railroad corporations of this country. If the 
gentleman can say as much for the political party with which he 
now finds himself associated he will have to violate the trath of his- 
tory. All the tremendous power of these great corporations was the 
voluntary gift of the republican party. History, as written by repub- 
lican statesmen, says that pike Berg taken by republican Congresses 
in their favor was marked by fraud and corruption. I welcome the 
day when some justice is to be done for the Government and the 


ple. 
ae is trne that we passed the silver bill as it came from the Senate. 
Why? Because we felt that the Senate was hostile to the general 
scope of the bill as passed by the House; that amendment would be 
absolute defeat of everything, and we took what we could get. This 
was sound policy, We do not propose to pass this bill at the dicta- 
tion of the Senate. It meets our views exactly. The record of the 
House is far in advance of that of the Senate upon this question. As 
the Senate becomes more democratic it begins to do more justice to 
the people and leans less to corporations ; and we welcome the pas- 
sage of this bill by it as a good omen for the future. We take great 
pleasure under the circumstances in disre ing the warning of our 
friend from Massachusetts as to the fate of this bill in the conrts. 
We prefer to take the judgment of the many able men who have given 
their opinion upon it at the other end of the Capitol; and the coun- 
try, having almost implicit confidence in the ability, statesmanship, 
and integrity of the distinguished Senator from Ohio who led the 
fight in that body, will thank him and the democratic party for the 
sentiment which bas finally compelled these enormous corporations 
to deal justly with their creditors, the people of the United States. 
are ae millions in this bill, but for the first time it is millions for 

e 0. 

Mr C OX, of New York. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. PRICE. I want to ask a question in reference to the condi- 
tion of the bill before the House. Has it been read a second time? 


_The SPEAKER, It has not been; but it will be now read a second 


time. 

Mr. PRICE. I only wanted to know whether the bill had been 
read the second time and now comes up on its third reading. 

The SPEAKER. It has not yet been read a second time. 

The Clerk read the bill a second time by its title. : 

Mr. FRYE. The bill having now been read a second time, I move 
that it be referred to the Judiciary Committee and “ put under way.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not on the floor for that pur- 
pose, the gentleman from New York having demanded the previous 

nestion. E 
3 Mr. COX, of New York. Ido not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FRYE. I make the point of order that under the rules the pre- 
vious question cannot be demanded to preclude a motion of this kind. 
The rule declares distinctly and positively that this motion shall be 
first in order. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill, like every other, 
is under the control of the majority of the House. The bill has now 
been read a second time by its title, and the Chair thinks that it is 
in order under Rule 42 to demand the previous question on the en- 

ssment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I insist on the demand. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I wish to inquire what is the main question. Is 
it not on the third reading of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now on its third reading. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Then that is the main question ; and on that the 
gentleman demands the previous question. Now does not the motion 
to commit come in and take precedence of the 5 question ? 
Do not the rules of the House expressly so provide? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. On the contrary, Rule 42, 
providing the order in which motions shall be submitted, recognizes 
distinctly the priority of the demand for the preron question. That 
nee rule which has uniformly governed, in the experience of the 

air. 

Mr. SAMPSON. It has been constantly held in this House, it seems 
to me, that the motion to commit takes precedence of a motion to 
postpone or a motion for the previous question. 

* The SPEAKER. Rule 42 states differently. The majority of the 
House, if they desire to commit the bill, have only to vote down the 
previous question. 

Mr. SAMPSON. If the Chair will wait a moment, I am certain I 
can find the rule to which I refer. 

The SPEAKER. Rule 42 is the rule that controls this question. 
The rule to which the gentleman refers may be Rule 132. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam notin favor of a motion to commit; but it 
occurs to me that Rule 42 is a general rule 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. CALKINS. And that this other rule is a special rule operatin 
in a case of this kind and taking it out of the operation of Rule 4: 

The SPEAKER. This bill is before the House, and is to be gov- 
erned by the rules of the House. Rule 42 is as explicit as language 
can make it. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Chair very respectfully —— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask the Speaker, very respectfully, to state what 
Rule 54 means: 

After one hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees and resolu- 
tions, it shall be in order, pending the consideration or discussion thereof, to en- 
tertain a motion that the Fons o now proceed to dispose of the business on the 
Speaker's table, and to the orders of the day—January 5, 1832; which being de- 
cided in the affirmative, the Speaker shall dispose of the business on his table in 
the following order, namely: 

First. Messages and other executive communications. 

Second. Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate to 
bills of the House. 

Third. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second reading, 
that ay be referred to committees and put under way; but if, on being read a 
second time, no motion being made to commit, they are to be ordered to thoir third. 
reading, unless objection be made, 

Now, under the ruling of the Speaker, to which I respectfully sub- 
mit, (for I simply ask this question for information,) what does this 
rule amount to? 

The SPEAKER. It does not amount to what the gentleman sup- 
poses, in the face of a rule specifically stating that the previous 
question shall have priority of a motion to commit, and if sustained 
cuts off that motion, 

Mr. SAMPSON, I call the attention of the Speaker to page 272 of 
the Mannal, where he will find the positive language of therule. As 
1 understand, this bill afterit had been read a second time was open 
to debate. That being the case, this rule steps in and provides— 

When a question is ‘under debate, no motion shall be received, but to adjourn, 
to lie on the table, for the previous question, to postpone to a day certain, to com- 
mit or amend. 

It does seem to me that this is the positive language of the rule, 
which ought not to be violated. The gentleman from New York was 
recognized to make the motion for the previous question. Then any 
other gentleman had the right to rise and move to lay on the table 
or commit, and they must take precedence, 

The SPEAKER. Rule 42 recognizes the right to lie upon the table 
but makes the motion to commit a subsequent motion to the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the previous question. i 


2790 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Apri 24, 


The previons question was seconded and the main question ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing, and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COX, of New York, demanded the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. BELL demanded the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 243, nays 2, not voting 46; as follows: 


YEAS—243. 
Aldrich, Danford, Hunton, Rice, Americus V. 
Atkins, Davidson, Ittner, eei William 
n, Davis, Horace James, Riddle, 
ley, Davis, Joseph J. Jones, Frank Robbins, 
Baker John H. ace Jones, James T. Rol 
Ballon x K Deniers to Robinson, George D 
N jou, mish oyee, 8 
Bfbrell. Keightley, Robinson, Milton S. 
Bayne, Dickey, Kenna, Ross, 
Beebe, Doug Ryan, 
Bell, Dunnell, Killinger, Sampson, 
Bicknell, Durham, Kimmel, Sapp. 
Bisbee, Eames, Knapp, Sa 5 
Blackburn, Eden, Knott, Schleicher, 
Blair, Elam, Landers, Singleton, 
Bliss, Errett, Lapbam, Sinnickson, 
Blount, Evans, I. Newton Lathrop, Slemons, 
Boone, Evins, John H. Smalls, 
Bouck, Ewing, dsey, Smith, William E. 
Boyd, Felton, Lock wood, Sou 
Bragg, Finley, pene. Sparks, 
Brewer, Forney, Luttrell, Sp A 
Bri Fort, Mackey, Starin, 
5 8 
t man, r. 
Browne. Frye, Marsh, Step 
Buckner, Fuller, vue Stewart, 
Bundy, Gardner, McCook, Stone, John W. 
Bare! Garth, McKenzie, Stone, Joseph C. 
Cal G McKinley, t, 
Cain, Gibson, McMahon, paa; 
Caldwell, John W. Giddings, Metcalfe, Thornburgh, 
Caldwell, W. P. Glover, Mills, Throckmorton, 
Calkins, Goode, Mitchell, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Camp, Gunter, Money, Townsend, M. 
85 pe Monroe, Turner, 
Candler, Hamilton, Morgan, Turney, 
Cannon, Hanna, Morrison, Vance, 
Carlisle, Hardenbergh, Morse, Waddell, 
Casw Harmer, Muldrow, ‘alsh, 
Chalmers, Harris, Benj. W. Teal, Ward, 
Chittenden, Harris, Henry R. Norcross, ‘Warner, 
Claflin, Harris, John Oliver, Watson, 
Clark of art, O'Neill, Welch, 
Clark, ee a Overton, White, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hartzell, ge, White, Michael D. 
Clymer, Haskell, Patterson, G. W. Whitthorne, 
Cobb, Hatcher, Patterson, T. M. LL eee 
Cole, Hayes, Peddie, W. Andrew 
Collins, Hazelton, Phillips, Williams, C. G. 
Conger, Henderson, Pollard, illiams, James 
Coo Henry, Potter, Williams, Jere N. 
Covert, Herbert, Pound, Williams, Richard 
Cox, Jacob D. Hewitt, A. S. Powers, Willis, Albert S. 
Cox, Samuel 8. Howitt, G. W. Price, Willits, 
drapo, Hooker, Pugh, Wilson, 
Cravens, House, Ralney, ood, 
Crittenden, Hubbell, Rea, ren, 
—— Hanges Rea Wright, 
Jummings, ungerft Reet 
Cutler, Hunter, Reilly, 
NAYS—2. 
Butler, Lynde. 
NOT VOTING—46. 
Acklen, Ellsworth, M 
Aiken, Evans, James L. Muller, T R. W. 
Bank $ Phelps, ker, 
ct, Garfield, demore, Van Vorhes, 
Bland, larrison, Guinn, Veeder, 
Brentano, UHendee, olph, Wait, 
B Henkie, Scales, Walker, 
aiaa a. ee MEETA 
z o 5 á 
Dwi; Keifer, Shelley Young. 
Fic Kelley, Smith, A. Herr 
yham, Swann, 
So the bill was passed. 


During the vote, 

Mr. H N said: My colleague, Mr. TUCKER, who is absent by 
leave of the House, is paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
GARFIELD. If he were here, he would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan. Iam paired with Mr. BANKS. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to announce that Mr. Warr is paired with 
Mr PHELPS, and that Mr. SHELLEY is paired with Mr. EVANS, of 

diana. 

Mr. BLISS. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. VEEDER, 
is detained from the House by severe illness. 

Mr. NEILL. My colleague, Mr. SMITH, is absent by leave of the 
House, and if present, would vote in the affirmative. Judge KELLEY, 
who is temporarily absent, would also, if present, vote in the affirm- 


ative. 
Mr. JONES, of Obio. My colleague, Mr. VAN VORHES, is absent 
by leave of the House. If present, he would vote in the affirmative. 


Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, on all 
political questions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. TIPTON is paired with Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Ii- 
nois, and Mr. BRENTANO with Mr. Harrison. I believe they would 
all vote in the affirmative, if present. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. Mr. Dwiacut, of New York, is paired with his 
coll e, Mr. EICKHOFF. 

Mr. LANDERS. My colleagues, Mr. Warr and Mr. PHELPS, who 
are paired on all political questions, if present would both vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. KEIGHTLEY. My coll es, Mr. McGowan and Mr. ELLS- 
WORTH, who are absent, would, if present, vote in the affirmative. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


The SPEAKER. The next business on the Speaker’s table is æ bill 
(S. No. 35) to repeal the bankrupt law, and the bill will be read. 
ea McMAHON. I desire to make a statement in regard to that 

ill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will first be read. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the House do now adjourn. We can consider 
that to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McMAHON. It was to anticipate that I desired to make a state- 
ment. It is exceedingly important to the country that some action 
should be taken. Men are being driven into bankruptcy by the ex- 
pected action of the House, which I think may be different from what 
the publie generally expect, but we cannot tell. It is a bill which 
should be acted on right away. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania both move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Then I hope it will be voted down. 


EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE, 


Mr. DURHAM. There are several gentlemen whe desire to make 
speeches on various subjects and they ask the House to sit to-night 
for debate only, no business whatever to be transacted. 

Mr. MILLS, and Mr. WHITE of Pennsylvania, withdrew the motion 
to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to a session this evening for 
debate only, no business whatever to be transacted ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I give notice that immediately after 
the morning hour to-morrow I shall move to take up this Senate bill 
re ing the bankrupt law. 

he SPEAKER. It will come up as unfinished business. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Ne Van Vorues, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness; an 
To Mr. Dickey, for ten days, on account of important business. 
APPOINTMENT ON COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. GIBSON as a 
member of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to fill 
a vacancy. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House now take a 
recess until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Before the oa is taken on that motion, I 
wish to ask the Chair whether the bill repealing the bankrupt law 
will come up as unfinished business to-morrow ? 

The 8 KER. The Chair thinks it will. 

Mr. WOOD. [hope the Chair will investigate that and let us know 
9 I doubt it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the motion for a recess 
to allow the consideration of the bill to repeal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. KNOTT. I move that the House take a recess until half past 
seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. McMAHON. I hope that will be voted down, 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is not the bill on the Speaker's table? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. It is before the House. 

The question being taken on Mr. KNorr's motion, there were—ayes 
93, noes 89. 

Several members called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MCMAHON and Mr. Knorr were ap- 


in 5 
Perhe House again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 103, noes 
not counted. 

So the motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that Mr. 28 
North Carolina, will occupy the chair at the evening session as Speaker 


tempore. 
The result of the vote was then announced; and accordingly (at 


1878. - 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2791 


four o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 
seven o’clock and thirty minutes p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at seven o’clock 
and thirty minutes p. m., Mr. VANCE in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thesession of the House this evening 
is for debate only, no business tə be transacted. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Mius] is entitled to the floor. 


TARIFF REFORM, 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, in their efforts to reform our revenue 
laws the Committee of Ways and Means have felt the force and proved 
the truth of the remark made by Burke to Adam Smith that “he 
might send forth his theories about the freedom of commerce as if he 
were lecturing upon pure mathematics, but legislators must proceed 
by slow degrees, impeded as they are by the friction of interest and 
the friction of prejudice.” A hundred years have flown since then, 
but tho truth remains the same. The path of legislation is obstructed 
to-day by the same friction of interest and prejudice, and we are 
compelled to advance toward the emancipation of our people by 
gradual and tardy steps. Those who are interested in the spoil 
gathered by an oncrous tariff have hang around the committee-room 
and interposed every impediment they could to its progress, Public 
demonstrations have been gotten up by the deluded victims of preju- 
dice to manufacture public opinion, that most potent of all influences 
in a republican government. 

The vast masses of the people whose prosperity and happiness are 
80 inseparably connected with and dependent upon snecess in thor- 
ough reform have been so stunned and stupefied by their distress 
that they have remained silent and despondent spectators in the 
presence of the struggle. The committee have found themselves 
compelled to inquire what measure can we pass instead of what 
measure should we pass. The bill they have reported is a ste 
and only a step in the line of march. It scotches but does not kill 
the snake. Perhaps it is all we could expect at the present time 
and under the pressure of the present circumstances. Before we 
can expect complete deliverance from our fetters the people must 
be aroused and public opinion must form and make its power felt 
for the vindication of their rights. When that is done and with 
such force and determination as to command obedience they will be 
freed from the slavery of the present revenue system. It is and has been 
our boast that we are a free people and enjoy the blessings of a free 
government. This is indeed a bright picture, and one upon which we 

ove to look. But every time we fix our eyes upon it we see a black 
spot that mars its beauty. Our commerce is in fetters and our pco- 
ple are enslaved by cunningly devised revenue laws to merciless and 
grinding monopolies. Their revenue laws are not made in the inter- 
est of the people, but in the interest of a few thousand persons, and 
require annually of the millions a sacrifice of the products of their 
labor in value safficient to pay three-fourths of the national debt. 

Can such things be, 
And overcome us like a summer's cloud. 

How is this vast sum taken from the pockets of the laboring masses 
and deposited in the pockets of Government favorites? By the in- 
strumentality of customs laws in whose arithmetic, as Adam Smith 
well says, “two and two instead of making four only make one.” 
Protection, falsely so called, has run down our revenues, annihilated 
our commerce, filled the Jand with smugglers, swept our ships from 
the ocean, and overwhelmed the land with suffering and distress. It 
compels our people to purchase over four billions in value of the prod- 
ucts of American manufactories at prices on an average of 33} per 
cent. higher than they could purchase them in other markets to which 
they are forbidden to go. It 8 the wealthy from taxation for 
the support of the Government and Jays all the crushing burden upon 
the shoulders of the poor. It robs the laboring people of more than 
five hundred millions annually to bestow as a bounty upon a few rich 
favorites, and to effect its object destroys for them over five hundred 
millions more. It n Congress to lay a tax of sixty millions 
on twenty millions’ worth of whisky consumed Dy he people and that 
costs them in consumption not a farthing less than $200,000,000. It 
caused Congress to lay a tax of forty millions on thirty millions’ worth 
of tobacco consumed by them at a cost of not less than a hundred and 
fifty millions of dollars. The consumption of whisky, tobacco, and 
the products of mannfactories protected against competition are made 
to cost the people of the United States at least sixteen hundred mill- 
ions more than they otherwise would but for the infamous revenue 
laws that curse this land. This enormous spoliation is more than one- 
fourth of the annual products of all the labor of the country. 

Our present revenue laws not only enhance the prices of all the 
articles we purchase but lower the price of all the articles we sell, 
and thus it marches upon us with both hands extended, binds the 
strong man, and spoils his We cannot sell without we buy, 
and we cannot export (except to pay debt) without we import; and 
the foreigner cannot take our cotton, wheat, corn,and beef unless we 
take in exchange his iron, or cotton goods, or woolen goods, or what- 
ever else he may have and we may want, and we must confine onr- 
selves to an oversupplied home market aud the limited few in foreign 


markets wko may be able to buy with money or exchange with arti- 
cles whose prices are increased from fifty to a hundred per cent. above 
the price in the foreign market. The same protection that shuts out 
imports shuts in exports, and there being no sufficient demand for them 
they sink in value and the producer must take whatever he can pet. 
If the people of England, France, and Germany could send us their 


woolens, cottons, silks, and hardware without Government hinderance 
they wonld gladly exchange them for our raw cotton, wheat, corn, 
beef, and bacon, 

That would increase the demand, and the increased demand would 
increase the prices, and increased prices would encourage our labor, 
increase our productions, increase our wealth, and bring again con- 
tentment and happiness to the bosoms of our people. If protection, 
so called, did not prohibit us from building or buying ships, the ocean 
would be covered with our sails, a vast number of our people would 
find profitable employment, and the profits of the carrying trade would 
bring to the pockets of our people a hundred millions annually that 
are now taken from us. If it did not forbid the free movement of 
commerce our railroads would find employment at profitable rates for 
the largely increased transportation for all commodities going and 
coming whithersoever want invited them and paid for them the high- 
est poon Seventy thousand miles of railroads would rise out of 
bankruptcy and giveemployment to hundreds of thousands of persons 
now idle and miserable. If it did not forbid prosperity to the millions 
of consumers the American manufacturer would find markets all over 
the world for his wares at remunerative prices and make larger profits, 
do a more secure business, and give employment to many thousands 
of starving people. If the law would cease protecting forty millions 
of people out of fifteen or sixteen hundred millions of their earnings 
annually they would increase in wealth that much faster, and be able 
to buy and pay for the products of our manufactories and mines. 

But until the present system of embargo on our commerce is 
abolished and all classes of labor emancipated we shall have pros- 
tration and distress throughout all our hive. Just in proportion as 
we lower our duties will we increase our imports and exports. The 
highest commerce would be reached by the repeal of all tariffs, but, 
as we must depend on taxing commerce to obtain a part of our reve- 
nue, some duties must be imposed, and to whatever extent they are 
they give an advantage to the American manufacturer. England 
obtains one-fourth of her revenue by customs, and that laid upon 
non-competing articles. France raises one-tenth, Belgium one-six- 
teenth, Austria one-eighteenth, Italy one-fifteenth, Russia one-tenth, 
Netherlands one-eighteenth, Turkey one-twelfth, and the United 
States largely over half, and until within the last two years over 
two-thirds. The committee, in revising the tariff, should have directed 
their attention to two objects: first, to relieve the people, and 
second, to replenish the Treasary. In solving the question of revenue 
they ought to have made the six propositions of Mr. Robert J. Walker 
the platform upon which they stood, and every step taken should 
have been in strict conformity to it. In his report as Secretary of 
the Treasury, dated December 3, 1845, he lays down the following 
general principles to be observed in imposing duties: 

1, That no more money should be collected than is necessary for the wants of tho 
Government economically administered. 

2. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate that will yield 
the amount of revenne. 

3. That below such rate discrimination may be made descending in the scale of 
C) 

4. That the maximum revenue duty should be im on luxuries. 

5. That all minimum and all ific duties should be abolished and ad valorem 
duties substituted in their place, care being taken to guard against fraudulent 
invoices and undervaluation and to assess the duty upon the actual market value. 

6. That the duty should be so imposed as to operate as equally as possible 
throughout the Union, discriminating neither for nor against any class or section, 


If we look simply to the question of revenue these propositions 
clearly enunciate the true doctrine. And in addition to these the 
Secretary informs us that “experience proves that as a general rule 
a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem will yield the largest revenue.“ To 
this general rule he says there are a few exceptions above and many 
below this standard. As a general rule the committee ought to have 
adopted an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent., and gone more frequently 
below it than above. The bill they have reported is in allits features 
a protective tariff instead of a revenue tariff, 1 improvement 
on the present law. There is another object to be kept in view in 
framing our tariff, not considered by the in his report and 
not considered by the committee in framing their bill, and it is, in 
my opinion, the chief object to be attained, and that is to lighten the 
burdens of taxation on the people, to increase consumption, to en- 
courage trade and the growth and diffusion of wealth among the 
masses. To accomplish this some large portion of the necessary 
revenues must be obtained from other sources and fall on other peo- 
ple. We should not strive to find out the lowest duty that will bring 
the highest revenne, but fall as far below that as possible, and iu 
doing so whatever loss to the revenue may occur should be supplied 
from some other source. We should remember that the lower the 
duties the greater will be the imports, and the greater the imports 
the greater will be the exports, and greater will be the values made 
both ways, and greater will be the satisfaction of wants and the 
enjoyment of comforts, 

The tendency of all tariffs is to concentrate wealth in the hands of 
the few, and it should be prevented from doing so by every possible 
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means. The concentration of the wealth in a nation in the hands of 
a few produces congestion in business and paralyzes the whole indus- 
trial system. This is not all of its pernicious results. It is a menace 
to free government more dangerous than a standing army, because 
more insidious. The army is constantly before the eye, and moves 
toward its purpose upon the surface, where it may be seen and counter- 
acted, but money moves underneath you by sapping and mining and 
lets down the fabric of government when no eye beholds it. The first 
question to be considered is how to increase our commeree, or, in other 
words, how to increase our imports and exports, for as we increase them 
we buy more and sell more aud have more. When we go above 20 per 
cent. as a general rule we cut down imports, cut down exports, decrease 
the revenue, lessen consumption, and lessen the comforts of life to 
the poor, and depress and plunder the labor of the country. When 
we below 20 per cent. we decrease the revenue derived by the 
tariff, but increase our commerce, increase consumption, add to the 

rofits of labor, and produce the largest prosperity to the conny: 
The loss to the revenue could be supplied more justly and more ad- 
vantageously from other sources. 

Let us examine the commercial policy of Great Britain and see how 
she has built up her enormous foreign trade which is to-day three anda 
half billions of dollars per annum while ours is only one billion. She 
has only thirty-two millions of people and we have forty-five. She tried 
both the protective and the free-trade 8 During the war with 
Napoleon her exchequer had sunk to the bottom under the heavy duties 
levied upon her foreign commerce in a vain effort to obtain money; but 
Pitt displayed as much wisdom in managing her finances as he did her 
diplomacy. He found her trade expiring under heavy duties. The 
country was greatly depressed and the revenues disappearing under 
the fostering care of protection. One-third of her imports were 
smuggled, the duties being so high that importers preferred running 
through the whirlpool rather than over the rocks. With a strong 
hand he cut down the duties, lowering tea from 120 per cent. to 124. 
He supplied a large part of the revenue by imposing a tax on incomes, 
What was the result of this policy? The country and the revenue 
were soon recuperated, and he soon found money enough in the goy- 
ernment coffers not only to defray the expenses of government, but 
to use lavishly as a powerful auxiliary in his foreign diplomacy. His 
policy did not look to revenue alone, but he sought to increase con- 
sumption by the British people, and that would increase their exports 
and thus give employment to the people, increase their wealth and 
the wealth of the nation, bring prosperity to their homes and hap- 
piness to their bosoms, and keep the national spirit alive in the ter- 
rible struggle in which they were engaged. For present revenues he 
did not hesitate to lay the hand of taxation on the piles of accumn- 
lated wealth. 

In 1802 the income tax was abolished and reimposed in 1806, and 
continued until 1815, when it was again abolished and the burdens of 
government piled upon the shoulders of consumers. From 1815 un- 
til 1840 protection had a feast and the r had a fast. During that 
period England passed the darkest night of her financial history. 
The landed property of the kingdom passed into the hands of afew 
as did all other kinds of property, and destitution and poverty were 
left as the inheritance of the poor. In the discussion of the tariff of 
1832 Hon. John Bell, of Tennessee, a distinguished leader of the old 
whig party, op the protective policy, and in a speech delivered 
on the 8th of June of that year thus graphically describes the con- 
dition of Great Britain: 

At the same period (1821) about 100,000 families were relieved in workhon: 
400,000 were permanently relicved in the common way, and 400,000 during a part ot 
the year, showing that the number of 500,000 families received relief from t © pub- 
lic during the whole year and that the whole number receiving relief during part 
of the year was 900,000, or nearly one-half the population, 

In an average of five years, from 1816 to 1821, the population of England and 


Wales increased 35 per cent. In the same period, by the successful operation of 
the protective policy, by improvements in machinery and increased skill, the prod- 
nce of British labor, consisting of manufactures only, more than doubled in quan- 


tity, as has alread shown, In the same term o wee years it has also 
shown that the prices of British manufactures fell one-half, or 50 per cent. But, 
strange as it may appear, it is a well-established fact that the number of paupers 
increased in the same or in a nearly equal ratio with the increase of production. 
Thus it is evident that in proportion to the increase of the articles of subsistence 
and comfort in that country the inhabitants declined in condition. To state the 
proposition in a differnt form: in proportion to the increase of the national wealth 
the mass of the population became more and more impoverished. Whatever in- 
crease of consumption took place in eran in consequence of increased pro- 
duction was confined to the opulent and independent classes. The whole p ofits 
derived from increased labor, increased skill, and increased uction went into 
the pockets of the er, It is scarcely necessary to state that crime and the 
victims of the gibbet kept equal pace with tbe progress Si pangerten; Thus, sir, 
however inconsistent in terms it may appear, it is demons: to be true in fact 
that the operation of the British protective system has been to increase the two 
extremes of wealth and poverty. The rich have been made richer and the poor 
poorer. In proportion as wealth increased in the hands of the few the condition of 
the many became still more and more degraded. 


In what a deplorable condition were the ple of Great Britain, 
and how keenly do we . ee it now. e are to-day where Great 
Britain was in 1821, and from precisely the same cause. We have 
obstructed commerce. We have destroyed values in the hands of the 
masses. We have cheapened the products of our laborers andincreased 
the value of the products of others. We have destroyed our markets. 
We have transferred the earnings from the pockets of the millions to 
the pockets of the few. We have by enormous profits to manufact- 
urers stimulated unnatural growth and production largely in excess 
of the home markets and destroyed all foreign markets. We have 


made onr people paupers, destroyed all our prosperity, and filled tho 


land with distress, and all for protection! The unhappy condition 
of Great Britain continued till 1840, when the revenues had again 

one down below the requirements for the annual expenditure, and 

eficiencies were staring the administration in the face in every 
department of the government. The same condition of affairs will 
continue with us until we shall remove the causes that produced 
them, as they did. Our revenues are sinking year by year, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury informs us there will be a deficiency of 
eleven millions at the end of the next fiscal year. 

How did England extricate herself? Sir Robert Peel adopted Pitt's 

lan to restore the revenue and bring prosperity again to the people. 

e reduced the tariff and restored the income tax. What was the re- 
sult? The deficiencies that were seen from 1841 to 1843 disappeared, 
and in 1844 there was a surplus of $13,000,000 in the treasury, and it 
was increased in the following years. The exports of British prod- 
uce that had fallen from two hundred and sixty millions in 1839 to 
two hundred and thirty millions in 1842 increased to two hundred 
and sixty millions in 1843, to two hundred and ninety millions in 1844, 
and three hundred and thirty millions in 1845. In the last-named 
peer four hundred and thirty articles were stricken from the dutiablo 

ist, and in the succeeding year the duties on linen, woolen, cotton, 
and silk were reduced 50 per cent. In 1849 the corn laws and the nav- 
igation laws were abolished. The importation of grain was made free, 
and free competition for English freights with all vessels was por- 
mitted by law, Her protectionists could see nothing but disaster and 
ruin to her shipping interest, but she has not lost a spar by the aboli- 
tion. On the contrary, it was a source of strength rather than weak- 
ness to her and the amount of freight now earned far exceeds what 
was received in former years. In 1852 the income tax was again ro- 
pealed. A tax on wealth is a hard tax to retain. It is so hard to 
pay, so odions, so inquisitorial, so demoralizing, that there is a con- 
stant complaint against it by the few who pay it. It seems to them 
so much more just that the tax to support the government should all 
be paid by poor laboring people. 

In 1853 Mr, Gladstono, finding Europe disturbed by the accession 
to the French throne of Napoleon III and requiring a largely in- 
creased revenue, began, like Pitt and Peel, by reducing the tariff and 
reimposing the income tax. He abolished the duty on soap; that 
brought to the treasury $5,000,000; the duty on tea was reduced over 
50 per cent., and duties on all duty-paying articles were cut down and 
123 of the 424 duty-paying articles were transferred to the free list. 
In 1860 “the last anchor of protection” was swept away, and only 65 
articles left on the duty-paying list; and to-day there are less than a 
score, and none of them competing with any British industry. Every 
dollar of taxation imposed upon the British people goes into the pub- 
lic treasury. What have been the results to her of this policy? Her 
commerce has been constantly increasing throughout the.world. It 
increased from $1,300,000,000 in 1855 to $2,700,060,000 in 1870 and to 
$3,500,000,000 in 1877. Mr. Léon Levi, in his history of British com- 
merce, may well say that “a trade of that amount annually by a 
population of thirty-one millions of people (in 1870) means immense 
activity, large increase of comforts, and great accumulation of 
wealth,’ 

The total annual exports of the world are about four and a quarter 
billions and one-third of that vast amount is exported by British 
traders from the United Kingdom and British India. The same author 
says: 

Assuming the lation of the world to be considerably over a thousand million 
human beings, that at the very minimum they will require food and clothing to the 
value of ten pounds ($50) per annum each, and that not more than half that amount 
is produced in the same countries in which the consumption takes place, the aggre- 
gate exports would need to be above five thousand millions (of nds") worth of 
produce and goods, whereas they are at present considerably under one thousand 


So there seems to be no sufficient grounds for the fear that we will 
be drawn into overtrading — the emancipation of our commerce. 
How has the increase of English commerce affected the prosperity and 
happiness of the people? In 1849 5 pe cent. of her population were 

aupers, now only 2 per cent. In 1854 only 2 per cent. of her popu- 
lation attended the primary school, now 8 per cent.; then one person 
in every thousand was committed for crime, now one in every two 
thousand; then there were a million and fifty thousand people who 
had deposits in savings-banks, now a million three hundred and eighty 
thousand. ` 

In 1862 their property assessed for income amounted to seventeen 
hundred millions, and three years ago it amounted to twenty-eight 
hundred millions. In 1840 they consumed 15 pounds of sugar 
head, now 41; then 1 pound of tea, now 3; then 42 pounds of wheat, 
now 124; then 1 pound of butter, now 4, and in the same proportion 
other articles of daily consumption.. Do the advocates of commer- 
cial obstruction think these trifling facts? Do they not show a great 
increase of comforts by the people? Would not the protectionists of 
Pennsylvania prefer to see their laboring people eating more bread 
and meat, drinking more coffee and tea, and wearing more comforta- 
ble clothes, than to see them transported at Government expense to 
the wild lands of the West to prevent them from enduring hunger 
and starvation at home ! 

We have seen it in the papers that the kind-hearted gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WricuT] on Christmas morning stood upon 
the steps of his door and gave to the poor two thousand loaves of 
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bread. However commendable to the warm and generous heart of 
the man, the fact that such a condition of things could exist in Penn- 
sylvania to warrant it is a terrible sarcasm on protection. The con- 
dition of the working people of the United States to-day under the 
protective system is in fearful contrast with those of Great Britain 
under the free-trade system. The le of Great Britain now do a 
foreign trade of $109 per head and we only $25 per head. If our 
commerce were as t as that of Great Britain in proportion to 
population, it would amount to four and three-quarter billions instead 
of one as it now does. Instead of the gloomy picture of no navy, 
no shipping, no commerce, we should see our ships plowing all the 
waters of the earth, carrying our surplus products to exchange for 
the surplus 8 of others, giving employment to our people on 
sea and land. 

In contemplating the results to Great Britain of the removal of all 
restrictions upon her foreign commerce, not the least gratifying feat- 
ure is the diffusion of wealth among her poorer Peop e. Before she 
embarked in free trade her wealth grew more slowly and was con- 
fined to the few. Now it is spreading among all the poorer people 
and accumulating with gigantic strides. The income-tax returns 
show that the number of persons for incomes under $1,500 
increased from 1854 to 1870 at the rate of 47 per cent., those from $1,500 
to $5,000 at 61 3 and those above $5,000 at 63 per cent. Iu 1811 
the people of Great Britain consumed foreign imports to the value of 
9! per head. In 1878 their imports had so increased that they con- 
sumed over $60 per head. This seems to mea very satisfactory show- 
ing for a country of paupers, so called; it is an increase in consump- 
tion of 9 per cent. pa head annually of foreign products. How isit 
with us under the beneficent (?) influences of protection? In 1860, 
the last year of low tarifis, we consumed foreign imports at the rate 
of $11 per head, and in 1877, after sixteen years of protection, we con- 
sumed $10 per head! While the national wealth increased over 100 
per cent. the capacity of the people to satisfy their wants decreased ! 
This is exactly what occurred in Great Britain under protection, as 
stated by Mr. Bell in his speech before referred to. What a contrast 
between England under free trade and the United States under pro- 
tection! While England increased her wealth 41 per cent. per head 
her people increased their capacity to satisfy their wants 600 per cent. 
per head. How are these foreign pau able to live so highly while 
our protected laborers are fighting hunger at their doors, and over 
twenty thousand form one congressional district in Pennsylvania 

titioning the Government to furnish them aid in fleeing from their 

omes to escape starvation? In 1850, under low tariffs, we consumed 
under $6 per head of the products of foreign countries, and in 1800 
had increased our consumption nearly 100 per cent. and the national 
wealth about 100 per cent. This was during a decade of the lowest 
tariffs we have ever had, and these figures show that the growth of 
that wealth was general throughout the land. In 1870, after ten years 
of high tariffs, the scene had changed materially. The national wealth 
had increased over 90 per cent., but the consumption of foreign guods 
only increased 5 per cent. per head—} of 1 per cent. per annum. 

The wealth of the country is increasing rapidly, but it is in the 
hands of the few, while poverty is the inheritance of the many. 
England exported per capita in 1861 and we 87, and she exported 
$43 per capita in 1877 and we $13, and al portion of ours to pay a 
foreign debt. The strange feature in all this odious system of free 
trade is that the English paupers sell four times and buy six times as 
much as we. The reason of this is they make more money by their 
free and unfettered labor than we do with our shackles on and use 
that money to purchase the comforts of life. 

England took her taxation off of consumption, labor, and poverty 
and laid its exactions at the doors of wealth. For nearly forty years 
she has clung to that policy, and it has made her the most powerful 
nation in the world and her people the most prosperous and happy. 
England would consume more of our exports if we would take her 
exports in pamat and at much lower rates than we can getsimilar 
articles at home. She buys in the markets of the world one hundred 
millions of bushels of wheat every year, but we only supply forty of 
it; why may we not supply the other sixty? She buys fifteen hundred 
million pounds of cotton; but we only supply nine hundred; why 
may we not supply the other six? Only because we cannot under the 
tariff take her products in exchange and other countries will. She 
takes our exports just in proportion as we take hers. After exchang- 
ing with us tothe extent of forty millions of bushels, she has to 
offer her wares elsewhere and finds them accepted by Russia, Ger- 
many, France, and other countries. 

If we would remove the restrictions on our commerce it would grow 
just as the English commerce did. In 185253 we had restrictions 
on our commerce with the Dominion of Canada, and ourtrade amount- 
ed to twenty millions. The nextyear a treaty of reciprocity was made, 
and the trade rose to thirty-three and a half millions, and continued 
to increase year by — till in 1866, when the treaty was repealed, it 
was eighty-four millions. The year after the repeal and the reim 
sition of the tariff, the trade fell from eighty-four to fifty-eight mill- 
ions; and in 1877, eleven years after the repeal of the treaty and the 
large increase of wealth and population, and yet the trade was not as 
great as it was in 1866. We have the same results in our commerce 
with the Hawaiian Islands. In 1876, under tariff restrictions, our 
trade with them amounted to two millionsannually. The year after 
their removal by treaty of reciprocity our trade was nearly four mill- 


ions, It had increased 100 per cent. in one year. If to-day we could 
sweep all restrictions from our commerce and make it as free as the 
air, in one year our trade with foreign countries would amount to two 
billions of dollars instead of one; and in ten years we would have 
the largest commerce and the most prosperous people in the world. 

How can we unfetter our commerce and obtain means sufficient to 
support the Government? We cannot levy direct taxes except in 
proportion to population, and that would be as odious, unjust, and 
oppressive as the tariff. Taxes should not be imposed in proportion 
to people, but in proportion to property. Direct taxes” must be 
excluded from onr plan, What are they? A capitation tax and tax 
on land. All other property in the country is at the disposal of Con- 

„and the sources of revenue are sufficiently large. The com- 
mittee could have imposed duties at 20 per cent. as a general rule, 
making a few exceptions above that standard and many below, and 
raised one hundred millions, instead of one hundred and forty-one, 
The next year the same duties would bring one hundred and twenty 
millions, because the imports would be largely increased by the low 
duties. Our policy should be to take the smallest amount of taxes 
that we can by customs, and we should gradually decrease the 
amount until our customs taxes come alone from non-competing 
articles entering our custom-houses. 

Our expenditures require two hundred and fifty millions annually, 
including the sinkin, nd, or two hundred and twenty millions ex- 
cluding it. If we raise one hundred millions with the tariff we have 
only to raise one hundred and fifty by other means. We now have 
over a hundred millions from whisky and tobacco and other internal 
taxes, but they are on the same principle as the tariff taxes on con- 
sumption, and fall on the poor and should be largely decreased. Not 
over seventy-five millions should be raised from these sources. We 
lack yet seventy-five millions. Where is if to come from? There 
are two hundred and fifty thousand people in the United States who 
have an annual income of eight hundred millions. It would not be 
unjust to require of them the whole sum. It is the fairest tax that 
can be im It comes out of clear profits, while a tax on con- 
sumption denies bread to the mouth and clothing to the back of the 


poor, 

The income tax raised in 1866 about sixty millions. Those hav- 
ing incomes over $5,000 paid thirty-four millions, and the same class 
can to-day easily pay forty millions, and that amount should be re- 
quired of them. There are five billions of railroad property in the 
United States, enjoying an income of one hundred and eighty-five 
millions. It paid an income tax in 1866 over $11,000,000, and could 
easily pay ten millions now. Insurance companies paid in 1866 two 
millions in income taxes, and can easily do the same to-day. Brokers, 
on sales of stocks and bonds, orsign exchange, and gold, paid in 1866 
three and a half millions, and can do so in. There are two billions 
invested in manufactures in the United States, and they paid in 1866 
over a hundred millions. It would not be oppressive to tax them 
ten millions now. Telegraph and express companies paid in 1866 one 
million, and can do it again. The taxon banks and other miscel- 
laneous taxes bring us now eighteen millions, and by correcting the 
exemptions of savings banks two millions more may be obtained from 
the five hundred millions deposited and paying no taxes. There are 
seventeen hundred millions invested in bonds that should pay a tax 
and could easily pay a tax of $10,000,000, and it ought to be deduc 
from the hundred millions of interest we pay their owners annually, 

Why may not a sufficient amount of money be obtained from a 
these sources to support the Government without destroying our com- 
merce, destroying our labor, banishing our prosperity, and making 
our people poor, wretched, and miserable? Let the people of the 
United States answer these questions. 

RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


Mr. SOUTHARD addressed the House on the subject of the re- 
8 of specie payments. [His remarks will appear in the Ap- 
pendix. ] 

TRANSFER OF INDIAN BUREAU TO WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I arise to address the House upon the bill 
providing for the transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War Depart- 
ment, profoundly impressed with the importance of the question it 
involves and the grave responsibility which its consideration and 
proper solution imposes upon me and the other members of this body. 
When it is considered that the gta ey operation of this or any other 
measure for the regulation and conduct of our Indian affairs affects 
and controls the well-being, civilization, and even the very existence 
under any conditions of a whole race of people, it will be readily con- 
ceded by every thinking man upon this floor and throughout the coun- 

without meer to party distinctions, that it should be most care- 
fully examined, calmly and dispassionately discussed, before it receives 
the stamp of legislative sanction or disapproval. It should not be con- 
sidered as a measure of partisan legislation nor as a mere experiment 
in governmental policy with no higher aim or purpose in view than 
to test the excellence of some sip theory in comparison with 
others as measured by the standard of economy, expediency, or con- 
venience, but it should be looked at from a higher stand-point, com- 
manding a survey of the entire field of policy and legislation back in 
the past and far in the future which is included within its scope. 

That the members of this House should differ so widely in their 
judgment and opinions upon a measure of the significance and im- 
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portance which attaches to this one, and which is both favored and 
opposed by influences so respectable and reasons so nt, is what 
might be expected and excites no surprise. While the differences in 
opinion exist, however, it is gratifying to know that they are defined 
by no party lines and arise from no sectional prejudices, but that they 
are engendered and grow out of honest convictions that have led 
minds equally candid and sincere to divergent conclusions. Whena 
bill very similar to this one was offered in the Forty-fourth Congress— 
with the examination which I had then given the subject and the 
convictions I then had—I deemed it my duty to oppose it, but a closer 
study and more 83 understanding of the question it presented 
has led me to the conclusion that I should, perhaps, have pursued a 
different course. Candor compels me to say, however, that I am not 
giving my support to the present bill I believe it to be the 
best one that could have been framed for the purpose, nor because it 
in any way meets the approval of my judgment, except as it is com- 
mended to me in the of a choice between evils. 

I confess that it is a matter of but little concern vrat R 
methods are adopted or what ial agencies are selected to 
out in detail any measure which may be proposed having reference 
to the Indian tribes upon our borders, unless it is intended to chan; 
the whole theory and policy of the Government in that respect. It 
is not therefore so much for the purpose of urging the of this 
bill that I address the House to-day as to denounce the and 
wicked system of legislation upon this subject which has for a hun- 
dred years and more been a curse to the Indians and a shame to the 
white people of this country. It will not be denied that the policy 
and conduct of this Government toward the Indian race from the 
day when the white man first set his foot upon the shores of the 
New World down to tho present hour have been marked 1 horrors, 
eroon = outra x heres a. eee nee 0 * man- 

ind. No page o tory records such gigantic wrongs, such scenes 
of murder, rapine, and outrage as we — — eee ele these 
helpless and defenseless people. Our whole conduet toward them has 
been marked by a that knew no bounds, a rapacity that has 
never been staid, and a cruelty more ferocious than savages ever 
inflicted upon their enemies. We have pursued them with fire and 
sword from the shores of the Atlantic to the frozen regions of the 
Rocky Mountains, seizing their vast domain without compensation, 
driving them without scruple from their ancient homes, over the 
graves of their fathers, with apparently the constant purpose in view 
of their final and utter extermination. 

In this march of violence, lawless conquest, and crime, we have 
violated every law, human and divine, outraged every principle of 
justice and humanity, and brought disgrace and reproach upon a 
Government that boasts of its ee and enlightened 
civilization. If it be the purpose of the Government to continue this 
monstrous policy until the extinction of the race is accomplished, 
then it is wiser, cheaper, and more humane to select and put in opera- 
tion the agencies that will attain this end as quickly as possible, and 
in that view, if in no other, I should advocate this measure. As an 
engine of sure and speedy destruction, an army of armed men would 
be more effective than a horde of robbers and murderers that will 
effect the purpose only slowly by deceit, false pretenses, plunder, and 
eventually death from starvation, and the vices which they originate 
and teach. For thirty years past the latter agents have been employed 
and the result is before the country, in a story of constantly recurring 
wars, wide-spread corruption, and debauchery in an important branch 
of the public service and a cost to the Government of more than 
$400,000,000. That the work of pillage and murder has been well 
done, there can be no question, but the 3 is too slow and expen- 
sive; hence the necessity of selecting other and more speedy methods. 

If the shadow of national death is still to hang over the Indians, if 
they are still to be followed up with the same relentless ferocity and 
cruel rapacity which has already bereft them of four-fifths of a great 
continent, destroyed nine-tenths of their race, and inflicted upon the 
remainder all the vices and taught them none of the virtues of civil- 
ization, then we should only look to the instrumentality most ready 
and convenient of use. If the decree of extermination which has 
gone forth against the Indians is to be irrevocal, and if it is the 
settled p of this Government to execute it, then, sir, let the ter- 
rible t y be enacted as quickly as possible. Do not protract the 
agony through another century of slow, wasting, cruel torture to the 
Indian and of shame and disgrace to ourselves. not stand still and 
see an entire race through long years of intolerable misery melt awa: 
with famine and want and the terrible diseases which the white man’s 
civilization has planted everywhere among them. a 

The heartless, cruel pote of total extinction has been protracted 
too long. Let us finish the work, commenced so many years ago, by 
a sharp and decisive stroke. Send the Army out over the paun and 
into the fastnesses of the mountains, to strike down and destroy the 
Indians of every age and sex until not one of that unfortunate 
ple shall be left to tell the melancholy story of their wrongs, their 
sufferings, and of the least crime that has been committed against 
them, theirdestruction. Let their very name be forgotten among men 
and the record of their existence pass from history, and then let us, 
if we can, blot from the memory of mankind the shameful part we 
have played in this horrid drama of human woe, this appalling 
crime against civilization and the teachings of Christianity. Thus 
to end at once and forever this long, lingering agony with which a 


powerful civilization has afflicted a rude and defenseless people for 
so many years will bea mercy to the Indians and a relief to the Chris- 
tian sentiment of the country, which has so long been shocked by 
the monstrous barbarity of our conduct toward them. 

With our refined ideas of Christian civilization we have looked with 
horror upon the eruelties sometimes practiced by the Indians upon 
those of our race who have fallen into their hands and been made the 
victims of their savage vengeance, but we have been blind to the eru- 
elties, wrongs, and persecutions which provoked the savages to this 
stern and terrible system of retaliation. Our histories of Indian wars 
and outbreaks abound with graphic, startling pictures of wretched 
captives of the white race, bound to stakes and writhing in flames, but 
no historian has recorded in truthful terms the dark story of wrong 
which has brought the savage to inflict this frightful retribation upon 
those who were in some measure answerable for their perpetration. 
These savage acts naturally shock the feelings and arouse the passions 
of civilized men, when Indians are theactors, but when compared with 
the slow, yet constant torture with which we have for three centuries 
been gradually diminishing theirnumbers from more than five millions 
to less than three hundred thousand, the balance is not so much 
against the untutored savage as our civilized historians would lead 
us to believe. 

It is asad truth, but one abundantly proven to the satisfaction of 
every one who thinks fairly and impartially by facts and results that 
cannot be denied, that the policy of the white man toward the In- 
dians of this country in wickedness and oppression has no parallel in 
the annals of history. Even in the darker ages of the world, when 
mankind were instigated by savage passions, the love of conquest 
or the lust of gain, to wage war upon each other, there is no autlien- 
tic instance to be found where one race of people has pursued another 
to the extreme of total extinction, but it was reserved for one of the 
most powerful, progressive, and enlightened nations of modern times 
to present this anomaly in history and to inaugurate this horrid theory 


of progress. 

Pao not charge the long catalogue of crimes I have recounted to 
any party that has administered the Government, nor to any partic- 
ular agency alone which has heretofore had charge of this depart- 
ment of the public service, but it is a sin which rests upon our whole 
people, and for which all parties and all agencies are equally respon- 
sible. 

I am frank to admit that under the system now 8 many of 
the wrongs and abuses in the management of our Indian affairs which 
ealls so loudly for redress had an existence and were fostered and 
encouraged for a long period of time, but under the one which suc- 
ceeded it and which is now in force they have been increased and 
aggravated a hundred-fold, so that while no one of the evils of ear- 
lier origin has been removed a thousand new ones have been added 
to the list. When the Indian Bureau was formerly under the control 
of the War Department it was conducted better in this respect, at 
least. The petty pilfering, shoddy contracts, and general system of 
thieving and rascality which it is conceded now exists was in a 
measure unknown. The Indians were perhaps not so gently cared for 
and their rights so carefully preserved and protected as they should 
have been, yet the expenditure was not so lavish nor the irregulari- 
ties so great as they have since grown to be. 

I am free to grant that soldiers are not the best educators that 
could be selected to teach Indians the lessons of virtue, Christianity, 
and civilization, but if they are not so well qualified to teach them 
these things, neither are they so likely to teach them treachery, 
deceit, and robbery as their present guardians of the Interior Depart- 
ment, whose amazing villainies would astound the sturdiest felon. 
I have made a careful examination and comparison of both the sys- 
tems of dealing with Indian affairs adopted at different times by 
the Government, and while both deserve unmeasured reprobation, [ 
find that in every respect the one now pro is preferable to the 
existing one. I am aware that it has been claimed upon high author- 
ity that to transfer the control of Indian affairs to the War Depart- 
ment means war instead of with the Indians, tumult instead of 
quiet, and finally the complete subjection of the Indian tribes by force 
of arms or their entire extermination. I deny that any such result 
would necessarily follow, but on the contrary these evils might be to 
a very great extent avoided, unless it should be a purpose of the Gov- 
ernment to bring them about. 

And I am supported in this belief, not only by the experience of the 
paes but by the testimony of nearly every officer of the Army who 

as spoken upon that subject as well as by almost every one else at 


all acquainted with the Indian character, except those who have gone 


among them as agents, speculators, and contractors under the present 


item. 
is 1849 the control of Indian affairs was transferred from the De- 
partment of War to the Department of the Interior, and for the thirty 
years that they have remained under the direction of the latter I 
think it can be easily shown that there have been more Indian disturb- 
ances, a larger and more wasteful expenditure of public money and 
with fewer good results, than during any former period. It is true 
that Indian wars were of frequent occurrence previous to this time 
and that large sums of money were expended in their prosecution, 
but then it must be remembered that the Indians were vastly superior 
in numbers to what they are now; that during most of the years 
preceding 1849 many of the Southern and Western States were in a 
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great held by large and warlike tribes, and that these were 
e e and removed west ward of the Mississippi River 
previous to the transfer of the Indian question to the Interior Depart- 
ment. Four of the 1 and most powerful of these tribes were 
placed upon a reservation west of the Arkansas, and have adopted 
the habits and customs of civilization under a stable government 
organized and conducted by themselves and which is suited to their 
social and political wants. 

I have no data at hand from which I can estimate all the cost of 
conducting our Indian affairs and prosecuting our Indian wars during 
the period when the matter was exclusively under the control of the 
War Department. No doubt it was a vast amount, and I have no 
question but that much of it was needlessly and uselessly expended ; 
but it will scarcely be pretended that any great portion was stolen 
by dishonest agents of the Government in so open and shameless a 
manner as is practiced at the presentday. Whatever may have been 
the expenditures, faults, or crimes of any and all previous systems 
for the management of Indian affairs, it is ne that any 
which has ever existed, or may hereafter be devised, could be worse 
than or even half so bad as the present one. I have no di ition 
to speak harshly of any one, though justified in doing so by the most 
abundant cause; but 15 feel it a duty of the highest and most impera- 
tive character to denounce to the whole American people the brutal 
and unchristian conduct which has for oe and is now being p 
sued toward the Indian race, and to hold up to the execration of all 
mankind the heartless miscreants who are every day perpetrating 
so many crimes against them and practicing so many frauds upon the 
Government. I am not the accuser of these base and unprincipled 
vampires. The story of their villainies is told by a thousand tongues 
and is recorded upon every page of Indian history for a quarter of a 
century past. 

As ministers of peace, let us see how the agents of our Indian Bu- 
reau have succeeded. At the time they assumed control of Indian 
affairs profound quiet prevailed all along the line of our Indian fron- 
tier, and for a decade of years there was no serious disturbances be- 
tween the white and the red man upon our borders, but the exactions, 
frauds, and deceptions which they soon began to practice finally 
drove the savages to madness and then to war. So in 1852 and 1854 
the Sioux war, with all its horrors and savage outrages, burst upon 
the northwestern frontier, and which required the use of the Army 
for two years to conquer a peace at the cost of many hundreds of lives 
and $40,000,000. Then followed, in 1864, the war with the Cheyennes. 
the inception and moving cause of which was the most devilish and 
diabolical crime ever before conceived by either savages or civilized 
men. The Cheyennes were a small tribe living in 8 peace and 
quiet in the northern part of Colorado Territory. In 1864, when the 
war between the States was being waged with terrible fury, a regi- 
ment of Colorado volunteers invaded their country and commenced 
an indiscriminate pillage and massacre of their people without giving 
the slightest warning of their bloody purpose; and finally, when they 
sought protection under the flag of the United States, their savage 
pursuers cha like demons among them and slew men, women, and 
children with a brutal ferocity never equaled by the most barbarous 
Indian tribes. 

Upon a subsequent investigation of this cowardly and horrid mas- 
sacre, the fact was disclosed that the bloodthirsty poltroons who per- 
petrated it were instigated to the monstrous crime solely by a desire 
to incite an Indian war in order that they might not be called to the 
field to fight for the maintenance of the Union, against a foe from 
whom more danger might have been apprehended than from a hand- 
ful of unarmed and fleeing savages. I do not refer to this shameful 
butchery alone for the purpose of illustrating the inefficiency of our 
present vicious Indian system nor to demonstrate the superiority of 
the one proposed, though it might constitute some part of the bol 
ment to prove that proposition, but I mention it in support of wha 
I have already said in reference to the faults of our entire policy in 
that respect. It would hardly be credited that civilized men in this 
age of the world could have been guilty of such a crime, unless it 
were proven by the most conclusive and overwhelming testimony. 
That testimony is found in the report of Major E. W. Wynkoop, the 
commanding officer at Fort Lyon, Wyoming Territory, under date of 
January 15, 1865, in which he says: 


All this, and more equally horrible, was testified to by numerous 
witnesses, whose truth there is no reason to doubt. No wonder the 
Indian should hate and detest a people that could be guilty of such 
a crime, and bear a fierce and implacable hostility to a government 
that would sanction and approve it by not inflicting upon the guilty 
Led tigne a merited punishment, 

ollowing this came the war with the Sioux Indians of Dakota, 
which was equally unprovoked, attended with similar horrors, though 
not in such horrid and diabolical form. 

Then came the war with the Navajos, in which more butcheries and 
5 5 and resulted well-nigh in the entire destruction 
of the 


Then came the Sioux war of 1876, and the massacre by the Indians, 
this time of the t Custer’s command, upon the banks of the Big 
Horn, and lastly the war with the Nez Percés,which is not yet ended. 
So that to-day under the so-called peace 4 some part of nearly 
every tribe in the Northwest are engaged in hostilities with the Gov- 
ernment or awaiting a favorable opportunity to engage in the con- 
flict and avenge their wron These wars that I have enumerated 
do not embrace one-half of the outbreaks and disturbances that have 
occurred. To recite them all with their attendant horrors would fill 
a volume so sickening in detail and so monstrous jn the iniquities 
that it would disclose that Christians, civilized poopie; would be 
amazed by its perusal. I might add to the dark and bloody story an 
acconnt of the shameful and fiendish massacre of an entire vil 
of Oregon Indians, consisting of old men, women, and children,when 
they were wholly defenseless and a 1 number of them were sick 
with the small-pox. While in this condition, apprehending no harm 
save from the terrible plague which afflicted them, a detachment of 
American soldiers, belonging to a race of Christian, civilized people 
and led by an educated officer of the regular Army, marched stealth- 
ily in the night-time upon this undefended vill and, without a 
single sentiment of pity or humanity, mercilessly the wretched, 
plague-smitten inhabitants of every age and sex, though the distress 
and sufferings of their situation should have appealed to the gentlest 
sympathies of the human heart. 

And I might also tell of the war with the Modocs; how it was po 
voked by the most cruel and wanton injustice; how nearly the whole 
of that brave tribe was exterminated and their chief murdered when 
he had laid down his arms after the white man’s manner of conduct- 
ing Indian wars and dealing with Indian captives, 

t may be said that if officers of the Army committed these crimes 
(for they were crimes of the most shocking character) it would fur- 
nish a very good argument why the Army should not bo entrusted 
with the conduct of Indian affairs; but I answer that this is not so, 
for the disturbances which set the Army in motion were brought about 
by the improper workings of the civil agencies; and then the Army 
has to be kept on the scene anyway whether in sole control of mat- 
ters on the border or merely subordinate tothe worthless and inefficient 
agents of the Indian Bureau. And the Army and its officers must be 
taught respect for the wiser and more humane policy which I trust a 
22 Christian public sentiment will soon compel the Government 
to adopt. 

An accurate computation of the enormous cost of all this needless 
strife and bloodshed is impossible, but it may be safely estimated at 
more than three hundred millions of dollars. I will not undertake 
to say that some of these wars and disturbances would not have 
occurred and some of this vast sum of money would not have been 
expended if the Indian management had been under vontrol of the 
War Department during the period mentioned, but I do say that there 
is the strongest reason to believe that the wars would have been fewer 
and the expenditure less if such had been the case. 

Many witnesses have been examined upon this subject, and they 
concur almost unanimously in the belief that every Indian war for 
the past fifteen years at least has been provoked by the inefficiency, 
rapacity, and dishonesty of the nts in charge of Indian affairs, 
Among these witnesses I may mention Major-General Pope, Brigadier- 
General Carlton, Major Wynkoop, and the veteran mountaineer and 
eee, Colonel Christopher Carson, who spent nearly his entire 

ife among the Indian tribes of the West. 

The methods by which Indian . ee contractors, post-traders, and 
others sent out by the Indian Bureau, defrauded the Government, 
cheated and deceived the Indians and enriched themselves, are so 
curious and unique and were carried into effect with such boldness 
and ingenuity that it is difficult to tell which most excites our won- 
der, their amazing villainy or astounding hardihood and assurance. 

A glance at some of their operations will demonstrate the correct- 
ness of this conclusion. On the 2d day of March, 1865, the two Houses 
of Congress created by resolution a joint committee charged with 
the duty of inquiring into the condition of the Indian tribes and their 
treatment by the civil and military authorities of the United States. 
This committee subsequently made a report, after a thorough inves- 
tigation of the subject, which revealed a condition of affairs in the 
Indian Bureau and its mode of conducting its business which should 
at once have brought about its entire abolition. And while I do not 
coincide with all the views which they expressed or the conclusions 
which they reached, they satisfied me entirely that no more corrupt, 
fanlty, or vicious system could exist than the one under which Indian 
affairs are at present * 

Some of the operations of these Indian agents are of a somewhat 
os character, and serve to relieve the eye while contemplating 
the darker picture of their more heinous rascality. Senator Nesmith, 
a member of the committee to which I have referred, thus speaks of 
the doings of some of these worthies: 


Another t cause of complaint is the worthless quality of the goods which 
are bought in the Atlantic and sent out for distribution among the Indians. 
From the personal m which I have given and on comparing 


t to make the purchases are accomplices in these 
ve archases 


invoices of made by the Department or its 
sgonn in Eastern cities, where the prices charged were from 50 to 100 per cent. 
above the market value of good articles. Upon an examination of them, were 
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„steel spad 
best brogans,” with pa soles; “blankets,” made of shoddy and glue, which 
came to shreds the first time they were wet, &c. 


No doubt the Senator was convinced, as any other honest man 
would have been from the facts he relates, that the“ Indian con- 
tractors and agents” are guilty of the most ‘outrageous and sys- 
tematic swindling and robbery ;” and nobody will doubt that he 
sclected the proper terms to designate the character of their conduct. 
No milder words than swindling and robbery could have been truth- 
fully used in describing the nature of these transactions. The worst 
feature of the matter is revealed in the statement“ that there is evi- 
dence to show that persons employed in the Department to make the 
purchases are accomplices in these crimes.” it seems that this 
corruption, fraud, and rascality exists in one of the great Departments 
of the Government, and extends from the national capital all the 
way to the western plains. If the “swindling and robbery” de- 
nounced by Senator Nesmith had only been committed by contractors, 
speculators, and others owing no official obligation to the Government, 
the case would not have been so bad; but when sworn officers and 
agents of the Government are the accomplices and confederates of 
public plunderers, it becomes a crime of ap g turpitude. 

The gentlemen who conducted the operations referred to certainly 
evinced no little enterprise and ingenuity in prosecuting their nefa- 
rious scheme, and are entitled to a forward position in the ranks of 
the most distinguished of shoddy cheats and thieves. No common 
operators would have undertaken or succeeded in palming off “sheet- 
iron” spades and “cast-iron” axes for the genuine article which the 
Government contracted to purchase, nor ventured upon the experi- 
ment of furnishing “brogan shoes” with “paper soles” and “blankets 
held together with glue;” but such achievements exhibit an = 
rience and ability in rascality as well as nerve and audacity which 
none but veterans in this line of business could have acqui Men 
who could perpetrate such impudent frauds must be of both 
a cheek and conscience very like the material of their axes and spades. 
But perhaps they may have considered that as spades are implements 
for which Indians could have no possible use even if disposed to handle 
them, it was not a matter of much concern what kind they were sup- 
plied with, and that as under the present management the Indians 
are not much accustomed to use axes for any pur except to scalp 
white men, they perhaps thought it better that they should be made 
of the least dangerous materi 

Under the teachings, however, of the so-called peace agents and 
the habits of idleness and debauchery which have been inculcated 
by their example and have grown up with their system, it is not 
Likely that the Indians will know by actual use within the next fifty 
years what materials enter into the manufacture of any article of 
industry or manual labor. But these are only small specimens of the 
frauds practiced in the purchase of Indian supplies, as will appear 
from a further examination of the testimony on this subject. 

Senator Nesmith examined other invoices which contained a list of 
many curious articles purchased by Indian agents and contractors, 
the practical uses of which in the education and advancement of the 
Infdians would be extremely difficult to discover. For instance, take 
the following: 

Many articles— 

Says that gentleman— 
are purchased which would be utterly useless to the Indians if Sat wate wee 
ever so good, such as iron spoons, mirrors, gimlets, Jew's-harps, hair-oil, finger- 
rings; and in one case which came under my observation forty dozen pairs of 
n sent out to one tribe in which there was not a single pair of 
8 gs. 

Doubtless some of these articles were attractive to the ladies and 
children of the tribe, especially the mirrors, hair-oil, finger-rings, and 
Jew’s-harps; but to clothe the belles in elastic. alone with- 
out stockings would scarcely conform to the requirements of fashion- 
able life, even in the wilderness; and to equip the braves with “ cast- 
iron axes and gimlets” would not fit them very well for either the 
war-path or the avocations of peaceful husbandry. From the same 
report we learn that “one agent made a requisition for small steel 

plows ” and they sent him“ fancy mirrors.” He asked for “harness 

or ponies” and they sent him“ ing-pans” and “knitting-needles.” 
He asked for “axes and grain-cradles” and they responded with “ scis- 
sors and iron spoons.” Perhaps the knitting-needles furnished in this 
latter invoice was designed to enable the Indian ladies to supply by 
their industry the omission of stockings in the former one, to be worn 
with the garters, which had already been sent in such large quanti- 
ties, and possibly too scissors and iron spoons were thought to be more 
harmless and quite as useful as cast-iron axes, 

It may have been concluded, also, by these quick-witted Indian pur- 
veyors that pen pan would supply a better purpose than pony har- 
ness and grain-cradles, Cast-iron axes and iron ms seem to have 
been a choice commodity with these Indian contractors, for we find 
in another place that one invoice of goods contained as many as six 
iron spoons for each Indian in the tribe, while in another case a large 
number of ax-handles were sent to a distant tribe, at heavy cost, 
without a single ax! 

Whatever may be said, however, about the quality of the goods 
furnished to the Indians, no complaint can be made as to their abund- 
ant variety; for glancing over the invoices we find them to contain al. 
most every imaginable article except such as would beof any practical 


es,” made of sheet iron; chopping axes,” which were purely cast-iron; 


benefit or use to the Indians, and all furnished at the most enormous 
and extravagant prices. Ishall not undertake to maintain that some 
abuses of character would not exist if the Indian Bureau were 
transferred to the War Department as is proposed by this bill, but I 
scarcely think if probable that educated Army officers would be 
found making requisitions for spoons, gimlets, hair-oil, Jew's-harps, 
and such like articles for the use of the Indians, and they would cer- 
tainly have a better idea of the fitness of things than to give them 
handles without axes, elastic garters without stockings, and frying- 
pans without rations. 

But if the frauds and peculations in the Indian Bureau were con- 
fined to the purchasing and delivering to the Indians worthless, shoddy 
articles of clothing, and mechanical and N. uri implements of a 
kind and quality totally useless to them, the villainy would not be so 
enormous and unpardonable; but the provisions furnished for their 
support, as has been shown by abundant testimony, were more infe- 
rior than any other character of Indian supplies. To compel the Gov- 
ernment to pay the most exorbitant prices for iron spades, shoddy 
blankets, gimlets, ax-handles, and iron spoons, and then compel the 
Indians to receive them at the same extravagant valuation is an 
offense against honesty and fair dealing that should receive the 
severest punishment; but to pers these poor creatures with unsound 
and tainted food is a horrible crime, for which its authors should 
answer upon the scaffold. 

It has shown in investigation directed by Congress, by testi! 
mony too emphatic and trustworthy to be doubted, that at many of 
the agencies where large numbers of Indians had been collected by 
order of the Indian Bureau or Commissioner the provisions furnished 
were not only far too scant in quantity to meet the demand, but so 
inferior in quality as to be unfit for human consumption. Moldy 
bread alive with vermin, flour and meal musty with age and exposure 
to weather, and tainted meat so far decomposed as to give out the 
most offensive odor before being removed even from the barrels and 
boxes in which it had been shipped, constituted the or part of 
many invoices of provisions, h meat was supplied from the 
putrid flesh of beef-cattle slaughtered when nearly dead from starva- 
tion or disease and issued as rations to the hungry multitude. This 
loathsome, repulsive food, upon which wild animals would hardly 
banquet and from which vultures of the air would almost wing their 
flight in di t, the Indians were compelled to eat or starve. If 
they complained it only brought curses, insults, and abuse, for the 
heartless knaves who had them in e seem to have had neither 
mercy, honesty, nor conscience, and paid no heed to the demands of 
justice or the piteous supplications of helpless suffering. Shivering 
in their shoddy blankets before the freezing winter winds that sweep 
from icy mountains across the western plains and starving of hun- 
ger or pekeng and dying from unwholesome food, the Indians have 
experienced all the horrors of cold and famine, and it is not surpris- 
ing that they should leave their agency and go in quest of game to 
relieve the pangs of hunger. i 

But vary few not permitted this poor resort, for no sooner do they 
leave the bounds of their prison than they are declared to be “ hos- 
tiles,” and the soldiers are sent out to hunt them down, bring them 
back disarmed to camp, and then if the Indian, exasperated to mad- 
ness by this y and wrong, makes the least resistance he is shot 
down like a wild beast. Forthwith an Indian war is proclaimed, 
and the work of butchery and destruction begins. Just such things 
as this, added to the perfidy of violated promises, broken treaties, 
and lawless invasion of their reservati have precipitated half 
the Indian wars in the West that have occurred in the past fifteen 
years, and notably the Sioux war, which ended with the destraction 
of General Custer’s command and the wonderful retreat of Sitting 
Bull and his escape across the line to Canada. 

When we look at the cheats, frauds, robberies, and rascalities of 
Indian agents and contractors, the reproach they have brought on 
the Government and the evil they have wrought the Indians, one 
cannot forbear the wish that erf had com the little army that 
followed Custer in his fatal conflict with the stern chief of the Sioux, 
so that the latter might have carried some of their scalps as trophies 
of war with him into the domain of his mother, the British Queen. 
And the thought comes unbidden that if he should recross the bor- 
der into his own country again, followed by any considerable num- 
ber of his trusty braves, our good and patriotic President might in- 
vite them to Washington and utilize them with great public benefit 
in carrying out his cherished theory of civil-service reform. 

If these adventurous savages could only have free entry into the 
Interior Department and be turned loose with their tomahawks and 
scalping-knives among the attachés of the Indian Bureau, they could 
accomplish more satisfactory results in reforming that branch of 
the civil service in one hour than could be attained in a whole life- 
time by the utmost efforts of our metaphysical Cabinet minister who 
conducts that branch of the Government. If they were allowed to 
set up their stake in the corridors of the Interior building and roast 
some of the rascals who have been robbing their people so long, it 
would have a most wholesome effect in the future conduct of our 
Indian affairs. While it has been shown by the most indubitable 
proof that nearly every article furnished the Indians which it was 
proper and necessary for them to have was of the most inferior and 
worthless kind, it is equally well proven that they have been fur- 
nished in abundgnt quantities with arms and ammunition of the most 
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approved pattern with which to fight our soldiers and slaughter de- 
fenseless settlers on the border. In nearly every conflict with the 
western Indians, they were found to be better armed than the sol- 
diers of the eee with weapons and ammunition manufact- 
ured in our own so that when driven by starvation and 
other wrongs to make war upon the whites they are first supplied 
with means for its successful and efficient prosecution. 

Our present Indian system is a most complex and awkwardly con- 
structed concern, the power to control and operate it being vested in 
the head of the Interior De ent, the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and a body styled the board of Indian commissioners, the 
latter having been created by act of Congress approved April 10, 1869, 
and is composed of nine persons, appointed by the President. It is, 
in my judgment, a proper subject of inquiry whether the large ex- 
pense attendant upon the creation and continuance of this board is 
not largely inadequate to any good that it has or may accomplish in 
the disc however faithfully, of any functions which legiti- 
mately pertain to it. The most important duty with which it seems 
to be charged is to keep a vigilant watch over the Indian Bureau, to 
prevent as far as ible the frauds that are confessedly practiced 
and to eradicate the evils which are known to exist in that Depart- 
ment. How far it has succeeded in accomplishing this object after 
nine years of experiment let its chairman tell in the conclusion of his 
report for the year 1877: 

j ISDIAN RINGS, 

Tho belief is almost universal that the transactions of the Indian Bureau are 
tainted with fraud in every part and that it is incumbent upon those who manage 
the Dej ent to “ break up the Indian ring,“ which is presumed to be enriched 
by the Government spoils. The idea of ing up “rings,” so long as the Gov- 
ernment is a purchaser of supplies to the extent of millions annually, is a fallacy, 
and it should at once be dismissed from the public mind. Contractors would be 
more or less than human if, in view of operations of such magnitude. they did not 
enter into combinations or preconcerted plans whereby they could obtain the best 

ible prices for their commodities. Sach has ever been the case and ever will 
not only in this but in every other Government department which is under the 
necessity of contracting for large amounts. The most that can reasonably be 
ected of the Department officers is that every means available shall be used to 
defeat fraudulent schemes and protect the Treasury and the Indians against the 
rapacity of contractors, It is in this direction especially that this board has en- 
deavored to assist the Government in its pressing meek and, it may be — A 
claimed, with a good degree of success. The measure of its otticieney must depend, 
manifestly, upan the degree of cordiality which may be maintained between it and 
the officers of the rtment; forif the two work at cross-purposes both are sure 
to be hindered in their respective spheres of action. 


Here we have the confession that the board of Indian commission- 
ers has utterly failed of its mission, that the shameless debauchery 
which pervades our entire Indian system is incurable, and that rin, 
and corruption in the administration of the Indian Bureau are ev: 
which no remedy can reach. 

No more emphatic condemnation of the present policy could be 
pronounced, for I cannot agree with the Commissioner in his con- 
clusion that these abuses are unavoidable, nor can I accept as true 
the 3 that there is a necessity for their longer endurance. 
Neither can I recognize as a fallacy the idea of breaking up rings and 
purifying the public service any more than I can agree with him in 
the opinion that the hope of doing so should be dismissed from the 
public mind, though I am frank to admit that if there is any single 
reform which may be regarded as hopeless it is most likely to 
found in that one looking to the conversion of Indian agents into 
honest men. As such an undertaking does not promise any desirable 
results, the remedy easiest of application and most effective in its 
operation would be to adopt asystem which will dispense with their 
further service. 

I would not be understood as including all persons connected with 
the Indian service in the band of thieves and plunderers whose 
crimes have made it a reproach to the nation, for no doubt many 
honest and upright men have held itions in the Indian Bureau 
who have discharged their duties wit: sorup ous fidelity ; but their 
number has been sosmall, and the system itself is so faulty and vicious, 
that they have been powerless to prevent the frauds and villain- 
ies that have been perpetrated under it. And I know that thousands 
of Christian men and women, animated by the broadest philanthropy 
and the highest and purest aims, have labored with a zeal and devo- 
tion that knew no limit to change the hideous, savage policy of the 
Government which has doomed the Indians to ceaseless outrage and 
utter extermination at a day near in the future. But until a stronger 
power than the Indian Bureau stands by to aid them in their good 
work, and drive back the ravenous horde of lawless marauders that 
carry debauchery, pestilence, and death to the Indians, the temples 
they erect will be profaned and the flowers of and civilization 
planted by Christian hands in the wilderness will wither and die. 

I have had time to point out only a few of the evils and bad results 
that have attended the workings of our Indian system since it has 
been under control of one of the civil departments of the Government, 
and to show how far it has failed as an agency of peace and civiliza- 
tion. In the matter of economy its record is equally disparaging. I 
have not been able to examine this phase of the subject in detail, but 
these items and comparisons I gather from the able report of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. From this I learn that there are eighty-two 
Indian agencies, which cost the Government in the aggregato 2,907 
nt for salaries of employés alone, without including the sala- 
ries paid the clerks, laborers, and messengers employed in the Indian 


Bureau here in Washington, and as these latter compose a small army 
of themselves, the amount paid them must constitute another very 
considerable item of expense. I find in the sum I have mentioned one 
item of $9,000 for salaries of three inspectors at large. What particular 
duty is assigned to these officials I am not advised, and am therefore left 
to the conjecture that it may be to examine and pass upon the qualit; 

of cast-iron axes, shoddy blankets, frying-pans, iron spoons, hair-oil, 
&c., furnished by contractors and agents for the use of the Indians. And 
perhaps the vie of their labors may embrace an inspection of the 
spoiled flour and tainted meat with which the Indians have been fed 
at many of the agencies. I have noinformation as to the manner in 
which these duties have been performed, nor that the evils of the 
Indian system have been in any way diminished by their efforts, but 
it may be hoped that the traffic in the articles I have mentioned will 
not be quite so flourishing in the future. l 

Another item of expenditure in addition to those I have enumer- 
ated is the sum of $45,000 for printing distributed among one hundred 
and fifty newspapers, This amount is sufficient to have published 
the biography of every Indian chief on tho plains, and more than 
enough to have printed spelling-books for every child in all the tribes. 
For the ten years 3 the transfer of the Indian Bureau to tho 
Department of the Interior, it was conducted at a cost of 817, 611,837.98, 
and in the ten years 1 period it was 834,100,799.83, while 
for the latest period for which I have any estimate, that is from 1870 
to 1876, the cost was $44,303,332. It must be borne in mind that all the 
time of this rapid increase of cost the numberof Indians wasconstantly 
decreasing, and the expense of their management, it would seem, should 
have grown less instead of greater. If the cost of Indian affairs con- 
tinues to be graduated upward in the same ratio as their number 
continues to decrease, it may be reasonably estimated that by the time 
they are all destroyed, as is being done under our present system, the 
whole revenues of the Government will have been swallowed up in 
the Indian Bureau, After meat | up all the items of expense, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs calculate that $1,000,000 may be saved 
annually by making the proposed transfer to the War Department, 
and I see no reason to doubt the correctness of these figures. 

Some portion of the present Indian machinery might be necessary 
under the changed system contemplated by this bill, but the larger, 
more expensive, and worthless part could be dispensed with, and a 
porer d of both economy and efficiency be at the time secured. 

ut after all there is something higher and better to be accomplished 
than a mere change of agencies. There must be a thorough and 
radical change in the entire policy of the Govornment and the pre- 
vailing sentiment of our people in respect to the Indian race. Justice 
and humanity must take the place of cruelty and wrong, the spirit 
of Christianity and civilization must prapa our actions instead of 
lawless conquest and unbridled violence. e must discard the mon- 
strous doctrine that the Indians alone, among all the races of mankind, 
are beyond the reach and influences of civilization, and must there- 
fore be singled out for the terrible doom of extermination. Such a 
belief and such a purpose is too repugnant to every noble and generous 
impulse of enlightened Christian men to find a moment’s lodgment in 
any intelligent mind. It is contradicted by history, and must be dis- 
carded by reason and experience. Every other nation in the world, 
except our own, that has had to deal with savage tribes has brought 
them under the influences and taught them to accept the habits and 
conditions of civilized life. 

Indian tribes, tributary to the British government, live all along 
the Canadian border, and for fifty years they have made no outbreak, 
and committed no violence. Mexico has them in large numbers within 
her territory, and they make no war upon the white race of that 
country. Even the fierce tribes of our western frontier, who now 
battle for their homes and country with such savage fury, lived in 
peace for a hundred years with the few whites among them, and 

uitely submitted to the mild sway and Christian teachings of the 
Catho ie priesthood. Let us see if we cannot do what others have 
done. Let us bak Sin experiment of dealing fairly and justly with 
the Indians by observing the obligations of our treaties and respect- 
ing a few of their rights, and see the result. Put them in the chargo 
of the Army, not to wage war upon them, but to protect them from 
the intrusion, the vices, and robberies of white men, and we may at 
last subdue their savage instincts and have peace upon our borders. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, addressed the Honse on the proposed 
repeal of the bankrupt law. [His remarkş will appear in the Ap- 

ndix. 

E ROBBINS. Mr. Speaker, it was not until after the House took the 
recess this evening that I had any idea of occupying even a moment’s 
time on this occasion. But there is an important bill which the 
Speaker announced would come up to-morrow morning as unfinished 
business; and I desire to present a few points in relation to that sub- 
ject by way of explaining my course upon it and to indicate also what 
I conceive the House ought to do. 

The bankrupt act has many defects. It is a very faulty law and 
in its execution it works t hardships and great injustice in many 
particulars. One of its objectionable features is the at expensive- 
ness of its administration and the great amount of assets of bank- 
rupts that is consumed in paying costs. Bat, Mr. Speaker, faulty as 
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the law may be and wise as it may be to repeal it, I submit that the 
repeal of the voluntary bankruptcy feature ought not to take effect 
immediately on the passage of the act. 

If there ever was an occasion when a bankrupt law was needed in 
this country—and it is very doubtfal whether there ought not to be 
on the statute-book of the United States a permanent bankrapt law 
of some modified character—whatever necessity has existed for a 
bankrupt law, it certainly exists just at this time as greatly as it ever 
did. Every morning paper I pick up contains colunins of notices of 
bankruptcies and failures on the part of men of business all over this 
land. The present policy which has been adopted and is being car- 
ried out now in opposition to the views of many of us here—the early 
resumption of specie payments by forced means—is producing wide- 
5 ruin from one end of the country to the other. 

Now, I submit that this is not exactly the time when we ought to 
repeal that law; or at least if we repeat! it now there ought to be in- 
serted in our act a provision that the repealshall not take effect until 
some time hence. If the bill is amended so as to take effect on the 
1st of next January, and if other features of the bill do not strike me 
as wrong, I should probably be willing to support the repealing act. 
On the Ist of next January specie resumption is to begin according 
to the present policy. Let us give time, Mr. Speaker m now till 
then for the men who will be ruined by hundreds and thousands in 
that process to find some refuge, even though it be no better refuge 
than the bankrupt act. This mayat least save them from utter beg- 


ary. 
s But the special reason why I speak on this occasion is that in my 
own State there is a condition of affairs calling upon us to grant 
some time to men who are in distress before the bankrupt law is 
utterly destroyed. Ten years ago when the State of North Carolina 
was reconstructed those who established the new government inserted 
in the constitution a provision allowing a homestead of a thousand dol- 
lars’ worth of land and an exemption of five hundred dollars’ worth 
of personal property ; and the language of the provision was that it 
should not be subject to execution for debt. I suppose that most 
lawyers would agree that this homestead and exemption could only 
have relation to debts contracted subsequently to the adoption of 
that constitution, But upon the broad language of the constitutional 
provision the question was raised whether the homestead provision 
of the North Carolina constitution was not retroactive, applying as 
well to debts contracted before as after it. Upon that question a case 
was taken to the yg court of North Carolina about ten years ago, 
the case of Hill vs, Kessler, in which our supreme court decided that 
the homestead provision was retroactive, so that debts contracted 
pane to its enactment as well as subsequently were entitled to its 

enefit, That decision has been reaffirmed in several cases which 
have since gone to our supreme court involving substantially the 
same question. The people of North Carolina under this decision have 
been saved from being utterly crushed by their debts. Recently, how- 
ever, a case 8 question was brought up by appeal from 
the supreme court of North Carolina to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the case of Edwards vs. Kearsey; and just ten days ago 
the Supreme Court of the United States reversed the decision of the 
State court, which had been standing for ten years, and declared that 
the homestead provision of the constitution of North Carolina could 
not be construed as retroactive; that to hold it so would be in viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States which declares that 
“no State shall pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts.” 

Under this decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, all 
debtors in North Carolina who have been allowed to retain a home for 
their families upon the homestead secured by State law are at the 
mercy of their creditors to-day. Ineed not undertake to depict what 
wide-spread ruin and distress is likely to fall on that land when all 
the executions which are now lying in court ready to be issued shall 
be issued in pursuance of this recent decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Men will be sold out by the hundred, by the 
thousand—utterlyrnined, beggared—their wives and children turned 
into the fields and woods without a home, without a spot upon which 
to plant their feet and call it theirs, almost without a dollar’s worth 
of property to meet the ordinary necessities of life. For the old ex- 
emption law of North Carolina was of such a limited character—so 
small an amount of goods was exempt from execution of debt, no 
land whatever being included in the exemption—that when you take 
away the benefit of this homestead provision, as it is taken away by 
this recent decision, and remit men owing old debts to the small ex- 
emption which the State law previously allowed, the distress must be 
indeed extensive and demand our sympathies. There may be individ- 
uals who have used the homestead law as a shelter for fraud on their 
ereditors; but to the great majority of those who resorted to it it 
was the sole re from real want, 

Now I submit that if this decision be followed just at this moment 
by the repeal of the bankrupt act, and this repeal is made to go into 
effect immediately, you will greatly aggravate the distress and hard- 
ships which will overspread my State. I have not heard from my 
constituents on the subject, but in the views which I present I am 
following only my own judgment, (Bolded as I always am by an eye 
single to the interests and needs of those who sent me here. 

The people of North Carolina were ruined by the war. They were 
yery much in debt when the war closed, and very nearly all their 


property was gone except their lands. They were deprived by the 
results of the war of the means of paying their debts. The home- 
stead provision was inserted in the constitution as an act of mercy. 
For whatever reason it was sustained by the supreme court of North 
Carolina, contrary to the opinion of most good lawyers as to the 
legal soundness of the decision, it was certainly almost a necessity 
pac ae it should be sustained, to prevent intolerable evils to the 
people. 

I am glad the gentleman of the Judiciary Committee, the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. McMauon,] who has the bill in charge, is here 
to-night. What I desire to suggest to him is that a measure be offered 
in the nature of a substitute for the Senate bill, and that the substi- 
tute shall contain a provision postponing the time for the repoal to 
take effect to the Ist day of January next. 

Mr. MCMAHON. If the gentleman will allow me, I will read the 
third section of the bill which I have been instructed to offer: 

Lad bill abat —— from its — to an tara es 

as provi n the sec: as un cations 
— after the Ist day of Fare, en e ‘a 

Mr. ROBBINS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am yer gaa to know that the 
Judiciary Committee propose to do exactly what I wish done, and if 
that amendment is proposed to the bill and this House agrees to it, 
I believe as a compromise I shall feel warranted in giving my vote for 
the bill. But I am very frank to say that unless that is done I shall 
be entirely unable to record my vote in its favor. I concede much 
that has been said just now by the eloquent young gentleman from 
ors tgs LAE WILLIS] noae the bankrupt law and in favor of its 
repeal. hile I do that, 1 ask that this House adopt the su tion 
of the Judiciary Committee and allow the people to have the benefit 
of the bankrupt law until resumption of specie payments has finished 
its ruin. Then we can fall back upon what ought possibly to be the 
normal law of the country and dispense with the bankrupt law. As 
to involuntary bankruptcies, I am perfectly willing that the repeal of 
that provision shall take effect from date. It is,as to the other, tho 
voluntary feature of the law that I desire the postponement. 


I am very much obliged to the House for the attention it has given 


me in these brief and unstudied remarks. All I desired to do was to 
express my sentiments on the subject because I supposed there would 
be no opportunity to do so to-morrow morning when the bill comes up 
for action. By way of explaining my own intended votes and for the 

urpose of . as far as I could the votes of other gentlemen 
in favor of delaying the day for the repeal to take effect, I have sub- 
mitted these remarks to-night. To take the benefit of the bankrupt 
law is but a dreary refuge and a dernier ressort, it is true; but let us 
agree to leave it at least a little while longer to those who may find 
it necessary to fly to it as the ay shield against actual beggary for 
themselves and their families. Extend mercy to the impoverished 
and unfortunate. 


TARIFF AND ITS RELATION TO AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. MULDROW. Mr. Speaker, I am liberal in my impulses toward 
every industry in this country. I believe that all should be encour- 
aged, and that none should attempt to impede the progress and pros- 
perity of the one by invidious discrimination in favor of another, but 
that the arm of each should be strengthened in proportion to the 
penons to 8 derived for the prosperity of the country and happiness 

the people. 

3 an agricultural district, and sincerely believing that 
of all the industries of the country it is the most deserving of the 
fostering care of the Government, in considering the pending measure 
I desire to make an appeal for it. In discussing the tariff bill now 
pending I desire to en upon the interests of this industry, the 
Grosser of all in this country, and show some of its general needs so 

as Federal legislation is concerned. 

The tariff bill now before Congress, in my judgment, while in many 
respects it is better than the present law, and I may vote for some of 
its provisions if no better are offered, is not what it should be, and 
before it reaches any degree of excellence must be shorn of many of 
its imperfections. 

It does not conform, as a whole, in its average percentage of cns- 
toms duties which prevailed under the Walker tariff of 23} per cent. 
when the country was most prosperous, but is very far in excess of it. 
I cóuld but notice the striking contrast and want of harmony between 
the admissions, 3 arguments of the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Woop,] who reported the bill, and thé 
bill itself in reference to this. He admitted that the laws on the 
tariff, the creation of the last fifteen years, embracing the startling 
number of one hundred and eight in ail, were for the creation of some 
special domestic interest or to subserve some partisan purpose, and 
yet the percentage, as a whole, of the bill reported by him is insig- 
nificantly smaller than that of the present law, which he decried so 
much, and which he declared to be so outrageous that it is difficult 
to speak of it with patience, and of the provisions of which he said— 


They are immoral in theory, utterly indefensible in practice, and without any 
ae 3 which their most ingenious and well-paid eliciaries can maintain 
ense, 


Listening to the declaration of his ideas, theories, arguments, and 
statements of facts, one would have supposed that he never could 
conscientiously have reported such a bill, still bearing down with 
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such cruel force npori the masses of the people and the principal in- 
dustries in which they are engaged as that brought in by his com- 
mittee and now crac, upon the House. N 

Mr. NEAL. Does the gentleman from Mississippi hold that the 
consumer pays the taxes imposed by the tariff? ‘ 

Mr. MULDROW. I do hold that the consumer pays every tax im- 
posed under the tariff system. y 

In presenting the following forceful picture, we are disappointed 
that the hand that could draw and the eye that could scan it, when 
he took the brush of the master to apply it to the correction of its 
defects, should fail in so many signal particulars. He says: 

The farmer, whose whole mind is bent on his agricultaral pursuits, has neither 
the time nor opportunity to investigate the influence of the tariff tax on his bouse- 
hold expenses; it is a fact, however, that every article he uses is either directly 
subject to a tariff tax or enhanced by the tariff. Let us enumerate these burdens; 
the farmer's house in the West, where lumber is scarce, pays either a direct or 
enhanced tax of 20 per cent. on the lumber his house is built of; a tax of 8 
cent. on the paint it eye pe with; of 90 per cent on his window-glass; of 35 

r cent. on the nails; of 53 per cent. on the screws; of 30 per cent. on tho door- 

ocks; of from 35 to 40 per cent. on the hinges; of 35 per cent. on the wall. paper; 
of from 60 to 70 per cent. on his e. t; of 40 per cent. on his crockery; of pe 
cent. on his iron hollow-ware; of 35 per cent. on his cutlery ; 40 per cent. on his 

lasswaro; of from 35 per cent. to 40 por cent. on the linen he uses in the houso- 
Feld ; of 51 per cent. on the common castile soap he uses; 48 percent. on the starch. 
When he into his stable, barn, or workshop he will find that he pays 35 per 
cent. on the iron he uses; 53 per cent. on the halter-chains ; 45 per cent. on the 
and rasps he may use; 47 per cent. on the backsaw; 49 per cent. on the cross-cut 
saw; 38 per cent. on the bandsaw, and 35 percent. on any sheet-iron he may require. 
On his medicines he pays 20 per cent. ; on the quinine pills he swallows, 20 per cent.; 
on blue-pills 40 cent., and 40 per cent. on at medicinal preparations. The 
femal portion of bis houso cannot even go into hysteria without paying a tax of 
20 por cent. on asafetida that may be required to quiet their excited nerves. On 
his sugar he pays a tax of at least GO percent. As for the clothing he and his 
family uses, lot me enumerate the tax separately: on his wool hat he pays from 60 
to 80 per cont. ; on his far hat, from 45 to 60 per cent. ; on his suit of woolen clothes, 
some 55 cent. on the leather for his boots and shoes, B per cent.; on his 
hosiery, 35 per cent.; on his wife's and daughter's eee dress he pay: 
65 to 70 cent, ; on spool-thread, 70 per cent., and on the needles, 35 per cont. If 
I were inetined to pursue these topics further it would take up too much time; 
suflice it to say that the furnishing of i 
is finally buried pay a direct tax or are enhanced in price by our tariff system. 


Tho ruinous rates of taxation here presented are enough to startle 

the nation, and the wonder is that it has been so long endured by a 
patient and suffering people, and still greater the wonder that he 
who has presented it so forcibly has not 1 the pruning-knife 
with a more liberal hand to correct the evil. While he shows the 
enormous tax of 20 per cent. on the lumber in the farmer’s house 
under the present law, his bill still reqnires him to pay, by his own 
showing, 15 per cent.; while under the present law he must pay on 
his matte 35 pe cent., under the proposed he must still pay 32 
cent., and about the same on his screws, hinges, and door-locks; 
while under the present law he must pay 40 per cent. on his crockery, 
he under the proposed must pay 38 per cent; while under the present 
he pays 35 per cent on his cutlery, under the proposed he must pay 
32 per cent.; while under the present he pays from 35 to 40 per cent. 
on his linen, under the proposed he will still pay from 30 to 35 per 
cent.; while on the iron he uses in his shop under the present he pays 
35 per cent., under the proposed he will pay 32 per cent., and in the 
same proportion upon every article of which iron is a component 
part; while on his sugar under the present he pays a tax of 60 per 
cent., under the proposed it cannot be less than the enormous sum of 
80 or 90 per cent.; while under the present he must pay on his wool 
hat from 60 to 80 per cent., under the proposed he will pay from 50 to 
7U per cent.; while under the present he pays on his fur hat from 45 
to 60 per cent., under the proposed he must still pay almost in the 
samo proportion; while under the present he pays 55 per cent. on his 
woolen clothes, under the proposed he must still pay 43 per cent.; on 
leather, 25 per cent. under the present and 20 per cent. under the 
proposed law, and so on to the end. 
In some cases, for instance those of sugar, molasses, and sirups, 
there is an increase of the tax, and where reduction is made in the 
main it is so trifling as to afford but little relief. It is true that on 
cotton goods the reduction from nearly 54 to 28 per cent. is consider- 
able, and if the remainder of the bill conformed to this standard it 
would be a vast improvement on the existing law, and for the present 
might meet with general acceptation and would approach what the 
people demand, tariff legislation for the purpose of revenue and not 
for the purpose of the protection and aggrandizement of the few at 
the expense of the many. 

Under existing tariff legislation so onerous and blighting to all 
other industries than manufactories the average percentage on duti- 
able goods is less than 50 per cent., and under that which is proposed 
by the gentleman from New York it will still be nearly 40 per cent. 
Can any practical man see much relief in this? 

The principle of protection is wrong. This Government has no 
moral right to tax the people of Illinois and Mississippi for the ben- 
efit of those of Georgia and Massachusetts. It has no moral right to 
tax the cotton-planters of Alabama and Texas for the benefit of the 
rice-producers of Carolina and the sugar-planters of Louisiana. 

In the earlier history of the country it might have been more par- 
donable than now to give monopoly by the General Government to 
manufactories, because in case of war without manufactories the 
people would be unable to obtain comfortable clothing. But like 
other unjust and harsh rules the necessities of war should be tolerated 
only so long as demanded by the exigencies which give rise to their 


his child's cradle and tho coffin in which he. 


adoption. Indeed most of the arguments in favor of this theory were 
bottomed upon the idea of the necessity of preparing for war in time 
of peace and making ourselves in the event of war independent of 
foreign Rowers. 

Should the different States desire the the erection of manufactories 
upon their own domain, let them by proper State legislation furnish 
such aid and assistance as may be compatible with the general wel- 
fare. I would be glad to see this country, North and South, dotted 
over with manufactories, and thus adding year by year to the com- 
mon wealth of the people; but I protest against this sweeping and 
consuming taxation which an opprepsod people have been forced to 
bear until ruin and devastation have marked the fairest fields and 
the happiest homes. 

For nearly a hundred years manufactories have had the fosterin 
care of the Government. It has stood watch over them by night an 
by day. It has been their faithful sentinel from infancy to mature 
manhood, watching first their tottering steps of infancy and after- 
ward their proud strides of matured manhood. It has upheld and 
supported them until now they stand the peers of the proudest man- 
ufacturing establishments of the world, exporting annually large 
quantities of their goods rivaling in artistic beauty and intrinsic 
value the best fabrics of the eastern hemisphere. This is surely 
enough for the General Government to do for them, and they can now 
stand alone and fight the battle of competition, relying upon their 
own excellence and strength furnished to them by theirfoster-mother. 

Mr. Speaker, the condition of affairs in our country is anythin 
but promising. The conflict between the producers who support an 
the monopolists who have used this Government for their own ag, - 
dizement is not yet ended. Each party is but resting to recruit his 
forces for another conflict. The passage of the silver bill in the shape 
in which it became alaw has not given satisfaction to the people, and 
the battle must go on until there is a disposition shown by those who 
have not made, and yet have reaped the benefit of, the annual harvest 
of the husbandman, to legislate for the benefit of those whose earn- 
ings and toil make up the wealth of the Republic and furnish the 
revenues of the National Treasury. There is scarcely a lull in the 
storm; and the dark surroundings must awaken a solicitude as wide- 
spread as the continent and as all pervading as the light that breaks 
with the opening of the day. 

And in this connection the question occurs, What aro the primary 
causes of this conflict; what the reasons for distress in the land? 
That there are many, it must be confessed ; far too many to be dwelt 
upon in a single speech; but one of the greatest, in my judgment, is 
the legislation of the past several years against our agricultural in- 
dustries. If there had been a settled determination on the of 
capitalists through mercenary selfishness to prostrate and destroy 
this overshadowing interest, they could scarcely have succeeded bet- 
ter than to have adopted the policy which has been sanctioned by 
Congress and molded into law, That they are responsible for it 
can scarcely be questioned. At every session, armed with the powers 
of bonds, banks, and manufactories, they are seen moving through 
the corridors of the Capitol to control legislation. Mocking at the 
calamities of the people, thoy have turned aside almost every shield 
sought to be lifted up for their protection, Instead of its being a 
Government by the people and for the people, to insure domestic 
tranquillity, and under which life, liberty, and property are made 
secure, with the seal of perpetuity impressed, as was intended when 
its rising glory was announced a century ago, it has become in many 
instances one of exactions, usury, and penalties. 

For a decade and more it has been conducted in the interest of the 
few and in violation of therights of the many. Aud not satisfied yet, 
but encouraged by success in the past, the mercenary favorites are 
ever here, both by representative and in proper person, to see what 
still can be utilized to themselves, from the results of the toils of the 
husbandman, and very often obtrude themselves upon committees 
whose time should be employed in devising ways and means to relieve 
the distress of a prostrate country and a suffering people. 

But no one ever hears of the farmer in the lobbies of the Capitol. 
Petitions but seldom come from him. A distinguished man has per- 
tinently said: 

Delegations crowd the official chambers of the Government in behalf of every 
human enterprise except that which is greatest of all, the cause of labor. 

To supply the coffers of capitalists, Congress has robbed the - 
eTa IDLA of this country of well-nigh all thatit has been Sits 
power to despoil them of. It could not take from them the science 
which is independent of legislation, independent of human agency 
since first evoked for the benefit of mankind, and which enters neces- 
sarily every department of industry, penetrates the bowels of the 
earth, enters the workshops, analyzes the soil, speeds along with the 
iron courser of the rail, tramples upon the billows, and defies the 
tempest; but wherever it could strike a blow to cripple and blight 
the agricultural interests of the country it has fallen with relentless 
power. It has laid the mailed hand of the tariff upon it. It has 
taxed it both directly and indirectly. It has by its deguiation aided 
and encouraged nearly all other industries, while it paralyzed 
and prostrated this. It has bloated bondholders and piled up idle 
money in their ies as aa be put in circulation again only on gilt- 
edged security. It has destroyed the value of their lands, and 
caused them to be sacrificed in many cases under the hammer of mar- 
shals and sheriffs, and they ejected from their homes and the homes 
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of their fathers in old age, and in penury sent adrift upon the heart- 
less charities of the world. This and more have been enforced by 
the action of the Federal Congress. 

The people have been made to yield to the exactions of the monop- 
olists till patience has ceased to be a virtue, and crippled, care-worn, 
and sore though they are, they intend to have it understood that they 


are tired crouching between privileged masters, and demand that 
their interests must and shall be respected, and the cruel fingers of 
legislation taken from their throats. They are rapidly learning their 
strength. The 5 education they are TATE in all parts 
of tbe country is rapidly developing in them the laudable ambition 
to have their power recognized, and the place of advantage they hold 
in the prosperity of this 2 appreciated by every department of 
the Government. They know full well that when wey. desire it the 
can utilize an awakened power which has so long slumbered, an 
mold and shape legislation to conform to their interests. The ham- 
mer of Odin is in their hands, and with it, when they see fit to use it, 
they can repeat the stroke of Teutonic mythology, and shake from 
center to circumference the political fabric of this Government. It 
may be said that they are becoming impatient, and not without cause, 
so far as Federal legislation isconcerned, Although there is no inter- 
est so deeply concerned in legislation, State and national, and none 
that so ask deserves the careful aey of legislators and statesmen 
and the fostering care of those whose duty it is to make and execute 
the laws, yet it has received less encouragement, less aid, and less 
protection in this country than in almost any other civilized country 
upon the habitable globe. Nearly all the countries of Europe are in 
advance of ns in their appreciation of thisinterest. England, France, 
Belgium, Austria, and enai have for many years applied them- 
selves to its encouragement. There is indeed scarcely a country in 
continental Europe where the important interest of agriculture is not 
sheltered and encouraged by state permen and they have shown 
more disposition to regulate public affairs in accordance with the wishes 
of the people and in conformity with the real interest of the State 
than has agricultural America. Even monarchical Prussia, looking 
to the interests of commerce and the general p rity of her realms, 
is in advance of usin protection to this industry, while France has an- 
nually expended very large sums of money to promote the science 
and give it encouragement, and Belgium is doing a work of incaleu- 
lable benefit to her farmers in making a monthly publication of the 
agricultural statistics, giving information to the producers of the 
state of the crops, so at the time of harvest they can have the data 
upon which they can reckon their value and not be entirely at the 
mercy of brokers’ reports and commercial corners. 

The advancement and growth of every country is marked by the 
advancement of agriculture. It settles new states and gives employ- 
ment to unemployed labor all over the land; it constitutes the basis 
of foreign and domestic commerce by furnishing the products of the 
soil to supply the demand both at home and abroad. It employs the 
tonnage of ship-builders and creates the necessity which demands the 
construction of railways, levees, and canals. All other industries 
are but its handmaids. Manufactories and commerce are fed upon 
its bounties. It furnishes food to the laborer who puts the wheel of 
the engine in motion; it supplies the fiber for the spindle, and it fur- 
nishes the life-blood of every human npr yi It is difficult to mag- 
nify its importance upon the commerce of the world. The cotton trade 
alone seems to have been sufficient to revolutionize it. Wherever a 
bale of cotton goes, it is a symbol of the intelligence, industry, and 

wer of our country. It has been said that the abolition of the corn 

aws of England, opening the ports of Great Britain to American 
breadstuffs and provisions, was a triumph achieved by American cot- 
ton-growers over the feudal aristocracy of the Old World. It has 
furnished bread to the laboring masses of Great Britain and Ireland, 
at the same time that it clothed them, and formed the first step 
toward the amelioration of their condition. Who, then, can fail to 
understand its importance ? 

It is admitted by all that this country is grievously oppressed with 
debt. Federal, State, municipal, corporation, and private indebted- 
ness is estimated at one-half of the entire property of the country, 
The interest of this great debt, and eventually the debt itself, must 
be paid from the agricultural resources of the country. At no time 
in our history was it more important to foster this interest than now. 
We want a balance of trade with foreign countries. We want our 
shipment of cotton and breadstuffs and other products of the farm to 
Liverpool, Bremen, and Havre to more than balance the articles of 
merchandise which we must import; and this very desirable thing, 
if our country is prosperous, must be superindu by the products 
of the field which leave our shores for foreign ports for sale or ex- 
change. We should have international commerce and a foreign as 
well as a home market for every product of the soil; a commerce that 
will send our cotton, corn, and wheat to Europe, as well as to Lowell 
and New York, and transport to our shores in return the fabrics of 
the English looms and the wine of French vineyards; a commerce 
that will send to South America other needful products of our soil 
and bring back to us in return the raw hides of Buenos Ayres and 
Montevideo. Adam Smith has said that “a home trade is the best 
trade for 5 but we want both, and proper legislation and 

Sons appliances in making treaties with foreign powers will give 
th. $ 


P 
us 
In order to create this balance in our favor it is necessary to pro- 


tect, foster, and encourage this great industry. For this and other 
3 auring ane present session I introduced a bill to make the 

epartment of Agriculture, already created, an Executive department 
of the Government, with a commissioner at its head, to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and when so appointed to be recognized as a Cabinet officer. For the 
protection of the agricultural interests and to promote the general 
popan I believe that this Department should have a voice in that 

ranch of the Government which exercises supervisory power to the 
extent of the veto over the legislation of Congress, and which with 
the concurrence of the Senate has the power to make treaties with 
foreign powers. When the question of establishing a separate depart- 
ment for agriculture was before Co in 1862, it was admitted by 
even the enemies of the bill that there was no interest in this country 
comparable with it. A distinguished Senator at that time who op- 

osod 570 measure said in a speech upon the floor of the Senate 
È r: 


l 

All tha: 

Ea earners is the basis of our national prosperity ; that itis 0 

It is singular that, with these admissions upon the part even of 
those who seem to have no disposition to foster and encourage it, 
it has received so little in the way of Federal legislation. For more 
than fifteen years petition after petition from honest farmers was 
sent to Congress asking for a recognition of their rights by the estab- 
lishment of this department, and it is a shame that, when Congress 
was impressed with the importance of this great interest sufficiently 
to establish a separate department for its encouragement, it dealt out 
with a niggardly hand the small pittance of importance it was to 
receive. Asif jealous of the rights of this great body of American 
freemen, although every other separate department was recognized 
in executive councils, this seemed to be purposely excluded, 

When Mr. Thompson was Secretary of the Interior he manifested 
his expen ened of its importance to the country by appointing a 
special superintendent of agriculture; and this was the first distinct- 
ive recognition of it by any of the Departments at Washington. 
Himself largely interested as a southern planter, he appreciated the 
struggle that had been made for years by the farmers to obtain the 
recognition by the General Government of their important business 
a business which 5 more than 84,000,000, 000 and a pur- 
suit in which nearly one- of our entire population are engaged and 
directly interested. 

When the question of a Department of Agriculture was before Con- 
gress in 1862 it was char; by the opponents of the measure that 
ultimately an effort would be made to elevate it into an executive 
de ent, with representation in the Cabinet of the President; 
and so little was the great proportion of this industry recognized, 
80 little was the power of this class appreciated, that the timid advo- 
cates of the then ding bill were afraid to claim that if such de- 
mand should ever be made it was right and that if was an interest 
sufficiently important and powerful to justify such recognition. 

The opponents of the bill attempted to defeat its passage altogether 
by the subtle and adroit representation that the farmers of the coun- 
try wanted no such recognition as the establishment oven of a sepa- 
rate Department for the 8 of their interests; that all they 
wanted of the American Congress was to be let alone; that the inter- 
ests of the agriculturists would not be promoted by the movement; 
that that policy is best for the farmer which does the least for and 
interferes the least with him. This statement of the case, cunning 
and adroit as it is, does not deceive the intelligent men of the coun- 
try connected with agriculture; for, while the cry may be, “ Let the 
farmer alone!” they know too well that the farmer has never yet been 
let alone, from the time the Government was formed to the present. 

It is said that Mr. Webster, in the latter days of his life, attempted 
to extricate the question of manufactories and the tariff as related 
to manufactories from the political arena, and that he strenuously 
and perseveringly devoted himself to thatend. It is too well known 
how little was hissuccess in that direction toneedaffirmation. Almost 
every Congress from the formation of the Government down to this 
has had before it some scheme for a protective tariff for the benefit of 
manufactories, and every scheme ever yet devised has been in direct 
antagonism to the interest of the land-holders and agriculturists of 
thecountry. Legislation has at all times in the history of our country 
been for th protection and encouragement of commerce and manu- 
factories to the exclusion of culture. By the consolidation of the 

wer of their wealth, they have been enabled to command to the 

ullest extent the attention of the Government, to the great detri- 
ment of this interest, and this, too, while the census shows that it is 
not only the largest interest of the country, but involves more than 
every other branch of industry combined. 

Professor Johnston in his lecture on agricultural chemistry says 
that “nine-tenths of the fixed capital of all civilized nations is 
embarked in agriculture.” Even in the State of New York, which 
contains the great commercial metropolis of the continent, with its 
enormous wealth, the agricultural interest pays four-fifths of the taxes, 
Of the population of this country about 46.30 per cent., or nearly one- 
half, are immediately engaged in this industry, while in England onl 
15} per cent., or less than one-sixth, are so engaged. And Just here 
desire to incorporate some statistics in order that this Congress may 
act advisedly, not only on the pending question before us but also 
upon all others which may hereafter arise affecting the interests of 
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this class of our people, The industry of our country, as shown by 
the census of 1870, is divided in the main between four t classes 
nited States 
was 28,222,945; those engaged in all classes of 
, of which number 10,669,635 were males and 
They were distributed as follows: 


of occupations. By that census the population of the 
over ten years of 


occupation, 1% 
1, ne 
gaged in agriculture 


ts 
„ 
Stock-herders 5, 500 
. eo 
ne farmers . 
Tu ane dere T T T E AEVO e e 117 
Viesgeewens o 0000 25 112 
17 Ee Dron EAR A CAEL cn rN An “5, 922, 471 
This exhibits that, as before asserted, eyo | one-half of our people 
are engaged in culture, while in England and Wales, which are 
doin, = for this interest than we are, less than one-sixth are so 
emplo 


In England and Wales at the last census (in 1871) out of 22,712,266 
persons, aged twenty and upward, there was the following distribu- 
tion of the occupation of the people: 


Total ..... 5 OPAKERE LAN „7777 10, 811, 911 
These figures present the most striking and faithful picture which 


can be drawn to exhibit the grand proportions of this industry in our 
country and portray the prominent character it plays and the im- 
portant bearing it has and is destined to have upon the commerce of 
the world. They are dull and dry ordinarily, but when compared 
with those of any other industry or interest they speak with an elo- 
quence and a power greater than any language can express, 

Again, take the figures in exports from the United Btates in 1866 
8 from the official report of the Bureau of Statistics to August 

y : 


Twelve months ended June 
30— 


z 
E 


28838527 
3 
z 


8 


SEN 


— 
oe aot ep 


SEB 


BA m 
E 
L 88 888333882 


HEB 
BRIS 82 35 


2 
8 
2 
a 


HS 
83 


5 
E 
— 
B= 


— 
= 
to 


BE 


B 
38588 8823 


R Papas 
ES 
zeae 


55 
BS 
882 


Th 
43 


g 
g 
g 


VII——176 


There were, then, during the years 1866 and 1867, ending June 30, 
of the product of the farm, shipped in the state in which it left the 
farmers’ hands, more than two-thirds of the entire exports of every 
character, and from every source of the country, and this estimate 
does not include the manufactured cotton goods, amounting in value 
to the sum of $7,722,978 for the year 1876 and $10,235,843 for the year 
1877, the product of our own Loins; supplied exclusively by Amer- 
ican cotton, and which should be added to the grand gate after 
2 the cost of manufacturing. Of the 54,1 ae hundred- 
weight of wheat imported by the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Ireland in 1877 40 per cent. was imported from the United States 
and of the 1,356,635,728 pounds of raw cotton nearly 68 per cent. was 
taken from us. 

Again, to show its importance, take the principal field crops for 
the past three years. 


1, 340, 000, 000 $670, 000, 000 
360, 000, 000 360, 000, 000 
22, 000, 000 22, 000, 000 
390, 000, 000 195, 000, 000 
35, 000, 000 35, 000, 000 
140, 000, 000 140, 000, 000 
Bales. 
Cotton 4, 885, 000 244, 250, 000 
Pounds, 
Weesen . 440, 000, 000 88, 000, 000 


—— ů·:hh zy [oaecescoesaeces= 


But this does not include the products of the garden, the dairy, and 


the orchard, which aggregate millions more, to say nothin of the 
hundreds of millions that are yearly added to the wealth of t ` pana: 
try, by the raising of horses, cattle, hogs, poultry, and other 

products of the farm, making a grand aggregate of about four bill- 
ons annually. 

There has heen no difficulty at all in procuring the acknowledg- 
ment upon the part of politicians and statesmen of the paramount 
00 and interest of this industry, but the difficulty has been 
to have accorded to it substantial acts of justice. 

Mr. Webster, in his agricultural address at Boston upon his return 
from England, said: 

N in England i high as to be ind dent of this great interest, 
man oo ow as — to bo affected by its Prosperity or decline. ry 

The same is true, emphatically true with us; spaas feeds, toa textent 
it clothes ns; without it we would not have man ries, we would not have com- 
merce; they all stand together like pillars in a cluster, largest in the center, and 
that agriculture. 

The able committee who reported the bill for the establishment of 
a department said: 
intereste and tho primary source of national prosperity. ‘The outline of tho vise 

an i o 
and decay of the — ä — oh in the fields which ‘on 
e capital as well as in her libraries and historical The cultiva- 
tion of the earth was the first duty assigned to man, and it will of necessity be his 
latest work. When its culture shall have reached its highest pons of perfection 
under the peta eee me fee and skill, man may hope to find the whole earth 
transformed into the beaut garden that he left in the olden time. 

Alexander Hyde, who has contributed so much to the cause of 

agricultural literature and knowledge, said of it: 


The adaptation of culture to all ranks and conditions of society is not less 
wonderful. The king himself without any loss of ty can be a r, most 
of the Presidents of the United States have retired their high positions to 
the cultivation of their broad ares. as a er, we are 


Of Washington 
almost as proud as of Washington the President. Adamson his farm at A 
Jefferson at Monticello, Jackson at the Hermitage, were just as dignified as —— 


in the presidential chair. Van Buren prided himself as much upon his 
of cabbages at Kinderhook as npon his sharp diplomacy at Washington. y sur- 
rounded by his short-horns at Ashland, as when with delight by his 


compeers in the Senate Chamber. The massive intellect of Webster was as con- 
pager in the guidance of his farm at Marshfield as when he guided the affairs 
of state. 

* 


* * * * * 


Prince and peasant alike feel that in cultivating the soil they are fulfilling the 
— esa which the Creator gave to man when he placed him in the Garden of 
en 


Stephen A. Douglas said of it: 

Agriculture in this country is hly respectable, and at the same time a most 
e It is . to as a means of acquiring an honest 
independence, but as a dignified and pleasurable occupation it is sought * kea of 
science and letters, by statesmen and tele er ee and navigators; in short, 
by all who bave gathered wealth, honor, and distinction in other pursuits of life. 

* * * * * * > 

Yon may recall with pride that illustrious race of cultivators who, from Cincin- 
natus to Washin graced and ennobled agriculture, and which in turn graced 
and ennobled them. 


* * * * * * * 
Agriculture stimulates every species of indus: itis the and supporter 
of them all. What, I would ask, would be 8 3 of pan adai 


what the condition of our mercantile navy, in steamers and mag hipu outstrip- 


The allusion of Mr. Douglas to a mercantile navy in steamers and 
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sailing-ships was when the legislation of Congress was moro friendly 
to this industry than it has been fora past decade and more. It was 
when ships with a tonnage of over five millions lay ready in the ports 
of our country to bear the products of the labor of the people to all 
of the earth and bring back in exchange the necessaries and 
uxuries which soil, climate, and the habits or necessities of other 
regions enabled them to produce for us more cheaply than we could 
for ourselves; ships that have been driven from the seas by our sys- 
tem of tariff taxation for the benefit only of manufacturers. It was 
at a time when our Republic was ually pushing to the front 
among the foremost nations of the earth; when the white sails of 
our vessels were to be seen on every sea and our was floating in 
every port, the symbol of our rising 3 with a marine that 
was scarcely inferior to that of Great Britain, and manned by sailors 
and seamen whose prowess and dauntless courage was recognized 
with admiration by every people in every country, and with a place 
in their estimation of foemen worthy the steel of the gallant tars of 
a Van Tromp, a Nelson, or a Decatur. 

The farming class justly complain that, while there has been no 
stint of words of adulation for them and their avocation, yet they 
are practically ignored. They now want substance, not shadow. 

It is a singular fact that it received so little recognition from 
the Government that it was not until 1840 that it was even noticed 
and included in the Federal schedule. Since the organization of the 
Government only $3,216,114.37 have been appropriated for its promo- 
tion. As to its neglect in comparison with other Departments, the 
its own tale: 


Expenditures for 1877 and 1878. 


following table te 


4 
5 


Department of State hor psesassos $1, 188, 797 50 | $1, 147, 660 48 
‘Treasury ico pa A E SR R ORS AES * n eii — 1 — a = 
ar Department „37, 67 3 
Mili establishments 29, G51, 769 88 0... 
Navy ent ... 388, 588 24 365, 966 67 
Naval lishments......... ---| 12, 739, 790 90 | 14,536, 432 90 
ment of the Interior 3, 418, 432 89 | 3,450,627 14 

Ah 5. 147, 897 63 4,877,990 00 
Post-Oflice Department. 567, 860 29 936, 549 20 
Postal %%% oe 5,917,498 00 | 2,939,725 00 
Department of Justice 385, 876 20 412, 622 05 
Department of Agricultur 174, 686 96 208, 640 00 


Yet our farmers have submitted to all of these discriminations 
against them almost without a murmur. This unobtrusive class of 
our population, with always power enough to dictate their own terms 
in the organization of the different departments of the Government 


as well as the legislation of Con if they had been disposed to 
exercise it, either from inertia, indifference, or an overweening con- 
fidence in the rest of mankind, have until of very late years permitted 
their great avocation to be practically ignored in the administration 
of Federal power. But I repeat that the time is now rapidly coming 
when it can be no longer ignored. The population along the great 
rage Valley and its tributaries, embracing a territory of over 
two-fifths of the national domain, to say nothing of the other great 
agricultural regions, are rapidly becoming educated to understand 
their interests and to insist upon their rights. They are learning to 
properly regard their calling, not as an art merely, in which the iey 
are concerned, but a t avocation, worthy of study of the best 
minds of the country, and that it is a substantial, powerful industry, 
deserving the fostering care of the Government which it supports and 
upholds. The farmers of Kansas and Illinois and Ohio and other 
great agricultural regions are moving with determination in the mat- 
ter, and they have through their organized societies passed formal 
resolutions approving of the objects of the bill which I have introduced 
making the Department of Agriculture an Executive Department of 
the Government, and have earnestly requested their members of Con- 

irrespective of party, to give their influence to and cast their 


votes in favor of the measure. 

The greater the number of our people that can be turned into this 
channel of industry the more will our prosperity be apparent; but it 
is a painful and startling fact that the proportion of our population 
engaged in 1 is becoming smaller year by year. The cen- 
sus of 1820 exhibited the fact that of our population for both sexes 83 
per cent, were engaged in 3 while the census of 1840 shows 
only 77 cent., in 1850 only 50 per cent., and in 1870 only 46.31 per 
cent. It therefore behooves those interested in this industry to arouse 
themselves to the necessities of the hour, and strike for the protec- 
tion of their interests while they yet have the power. Every man 
who ceases to be a practical tiller of the soil, to that extent, by the 
axiomatic laws of political economy lessens the substantial wealth of 
the Republic. Ceasing to produce he yet consumes, and every ounce 
of food taken to sus his life isso much extracted from the common 
wealth of the people, And not only those immediately interested, 
but every one who wishes to see “life in the old land yet,” who de- 
sires her importance increased and her commerce extended, should 
engage in the task of encouraging this industry. 

he influence of American iculture upon the commerce of the 
world ought to be immense and it ought to be extended year by year 


asitsimportance increases. Reciprocity treaties should be made with 


foreign countries, opening a market for their surplus productions. 
Restrictions, where they exist, should be removed and facilities 
afforded for seeking the best markets of the world in which to sell our 
surplus productions. In order to accomplish these desirable ends, a 
mind devoted to this subject at home and abroad, made comprehen- 
sive by study and research upon the great qnestions connected with 
this interest, and which will have the responsibility of its fostering 
care, should be in a position where it might be accomplished as far 
as human agency could effect it; a man who would be thoroughly 
posted as to the amount of subsistence in the country and its true 
value, tested ytho laws of demand and supply, through a system of 
statistics which should be organized under his direction; one who 
could advise exportation and importation as the ability or wants of 
the country might demand, to prevent suffering on the one hand or 
extortion on the other; an officer who could advise the planters upon 
reliable data of the probable value of their crops and save to them 
millions which go into the hands of speculators annually in conse- 
quence of their want of information as to the value of their property ; 
one who could be prons in person when the subject of treaties is 
being discussed, and to see how they affect this great interest. It is 
difficult to magnify the importance of the treaty-making power as 
affecting agricultural industry. The diplomatic and consular sys- 
tems seem to have been organized to only the interest of com- 
merce and manufactories; but they could be made equally subserv- 
ient to that of agriculture and its co-ordinate branches. The same 
reports which are required in reference to commerce and manufact- 
ures should also be required in regard to the different agricultural 
3 and the improvements which from time to time may be 

ntroduced in their culture, and such other general information as 
would tend to promote and encourage them. Not only this, buta 2 
variety of legislative enactments need constantly the guiding d 
and uently the counsel of one whose mind is trained in these chan- 
nels of interest, whose business it is to know all that concerns their 
prosperity, and whose duties require that he shall study and learn 
and watch all legislation that imperils them, 

And at no iod in the history of our country, I repeat, does this 
seem to be of more importance than now. Under the discriminations 
of Congress inst it a general pervading gloom has been spread 
over the face of the country. In all that region which stretches itself 
from the shores of the Potomac to the Gulf of Mexico and across the 
Mississippi, where all the arts of civilized life once triumphed, the 
arm of industry is now zed; large and ample estates, once the 
seats of opulence, which supported their proprietors in affluence and 
comfort, are now thrown out to waste and decay. And I am told that 
the effect is scarcely less perceptible in the great Northwest. Every- 
where they are deplorable in the extreme. Property of all kinds is 
depreciated beyond example; a gloomy despondency beginning to 
prevail everywhere; estates are sacrificed to pay the last installment 
on obligations given for the purchase money; nobody will buy be- 
canse there is no protection for the landed proprietor, Who can look 
upon this horrible state of things, in a country upon which God has 
lavished the most splendid gifts of nature, without concluding that 
there are defects somewhere in the governmental machinery which 
prevent its people from being prosperous? What is it that withers 
and blasts these choicest bounties of nature except the miserable 
legislation enacted with a total disregard of the intelligence of these 
bounties? Who can believe that this disregard would have been so 
long persevered in had there been in the executive department of 
the Government, clothed with the power of the veto, and upon which, 
with the 5 of the Senate, is bestowed the power to make 
treaties with foreign countries, a wise man to invoke the aid of these 
powers when the interest of agriculture wasimperiled? The legisla- 
tion—at least much of it—which has infracted upon these interests I 
believe would have been spared had there been such a man in the 
Cabinet of the President whose duty it was to point out its danger 
and appeal for its safety. Who believes that the presny tariff law. 
which trenches so harshly against the farmers of the country, would 
ever have been enacted, or, if enacted, would have been so long 
allowed to remain to spend its cruel force inst them ? 

The tariff! this extortionate foe of agricultural industry, nurtured 
by the Government in the interest of manufactories, has pursued it 
with greedy and cruel exactions. The enormities of it have been 
very properly criticised by Sidney Smith, in language published many 
years ago, and the caustic criticism then made by him could be truth- 
fully intensified if he had written after the existence of the present 
law. Says he: 

We can inform Jonathan what are the inevitable consequences of being too fond 
of pe: ee upon every article which enters into the mouth, or covers the back, 
or is pl under the foot; taxes upon everything which is pleasant to see, hear, 
feel, smell, or taste; taxes upon warmth, light, and locomotion; taxes in everything 
on carth, or ev ing that comes from abroad or is grown at homo; taxes upon 
the raw material; taxes on every fresh value that is added to it by the industry of 
man; taxes on the sauce which man's to and the drug that restores 
him to health, on the ermine which decorates the and the rope which hangs 
tho criminal, on tho man's salt and the rich man’s spice, on the brass nails of 
the coffin and the ribbons of the bride; at bed or board, conchant or levant, we 
must pay. The school-boy whips bis taxed top, the beardless youth manages his 
taxed ee ho a taxed bridle, on a taxed road, and the dying Englishman, pour- 
ing his medicine, which has paid 7 per cent., into a spoon which has paid 15 per 
cent, flings himself back upon his chintz bed, which has paid 22 per cent., and ex- 
pires in arms of an a who has paid a license of a hundred pounds for 
the privilege of putting to death. His whole property is then immediately 
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taxed from2 to 10per cent, ; besides the probate large fees are demanded for burying 
him in the chancel; his virtues are handed down to posterity on taxed marble, and 
he is then gathered to his fathers to be taxed no more. 

In this country under the name of tariff more than two thousand 
articles, the most of which either directly or indirectly are used by 
the farmer, are now subjected to this crucible; and a ceaseless stream 
is flowing from the veins of the husbandman, from wounds inflicted 
by the stealthy stiletto of the tariff. : : 

A thrust at the system has been made with a keen and polished 
rapier in the hands of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Cox.] He 
says: ° 

The farmer s' from his work has a shoe put on his horse with nails taxed 
67 per cent., driven with a hammer taxed 54 per cent., cutsastick witha knife taxed 
50 per cent. hitches his horse to a A gcd taxed 50 cent. with chains taxed 67 per 
cent. He returns to his home at t and lays his wearied limbs on a sheet taxed 
58 per cent, and covers self with a blankot that hus paid a tax of 250 per cent. 
He rises in the morning, puts on his bumble flannel shirt taxed 80 per cent., his 
coat taxed 50 per cent., shoes taxed 35 per cent., and hat taxed 33 opens 
family worship with a Bible taxed 35 per cent., and kneels to his God on a carpet 
taxed 250 per cent., sits down to his humble meal from a plate taxed 40 per cent., with 
a knife and fork taxed 35 per cent., drinks his cup of coffee with sugar taxed 70 
per cent., seasons his food with salt taxed 130 per cent , pepper, 297 per cent., and 
spice, 397 per cent.; he looks around on his wife and children all taxed in the same 
way, takes a chow of tobacco taxed 100 per cent, and leans back in his chair and 
thanks his stars that he lives in the freest and best government under heaven. 

More than two hundred millions annually are collected from the 

le by the tariff. Its iron fingers are on the throat of every man 
Ie e land, but upon none does it close them with such inexorable 
and merciless grasp as upon the tiller of the soil. Pretending to be 
for the purpose of revenue, tariff laws are for the protection of favored 
monopolists. They aredeceptivein their title, fraudulent in their pre- 
texts, oppressive in their exactions, partial and unjust in their opera- 
tions, and ruinous alike to commerce and agriculture. 

The progress of the tariff legislation in this country presents a 
study of great interest, and it is one of very deep concern to our 
entire ple. So subtle has been its movements, so deceptive its 
demands, so artful its pretexts, so covert its attacks on other indus- 
tries than manufactories, that but few of the people of the land have 
been aware of its stealthy tread, secret approaches, and its silent pres- 
sure and relentless grasp upon them. 

In 1833 the rate on goods paying duties was 31 per cent., and this rate 
continued until modified by what was known as the Walker tariff in 
1846, which continued in force until 1857, and under it the duty on 
imported s was 234 per cent., when it was again reduced to 19 
per cent. In 1862, under the Morrill tariff, it rose to over 33 per cent., 
and in 1866 to 47 per cent. on dutiable imports. Since which time it 
has remained with but little modification or cee and its crushing 
power has been exercised and has been continued to grind agricult- 
ural industry into powder. But, say the protectionists, protection 

ives us a home market, and therefore a high tariff benefits the farmer. 

he fallacy of this idea is aptly and terse { Stated by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] in a speech delivered upon this subject 
in the last Congress. Says he: 

Tho home market is another cheat and catchword of the protectionists. After 
8 unequaled for half a generation the home market has not come to us, 

ut is as far as ever removed from the fields of agriculture ; our bape carne ain has 
outgrown the wondrous wth of our population, and it has not abated and will 
not abate. Not only is true of the country gencrally, but it is truc of Penn- 
aylvania, the chief seat of protection. We now produce and export to the person 
t as much as in 1860. Pennsylvania produced to the person in 1860 4} bushels 
of wheat, 9.7 bushels of corn, and in 1875 44 busbels of wheat and 111 bushels of 
corn to the person; and so the pretense of building a home market for the products 
of pa ficlds is a sham and a cheat. 
1860 5 per cent. of our manufactures had to seek a foreigu markot, in 1875 only 
2 per cent. found a market abroad, 98 D cent. at home; for manufactories protec- 
tion has given a bomo market. In 1 not 10 per cent. of our own agricultural 
poan were exported for market, estimating by export of wheat and corn ; and 

1875 22 per cent. of our whole agricultural product had to find a foreign market 
in competition with the products grown by that pauper labor“ inst which we 
have been protecting ourselves at a cost of unnumbered millions, For agricultural 
products protection has not and cannot give a home market. 

Seck the world over and a parallel scarcely can be found where 
agricultural interests are so completely subordinated to those of 
manufactories as in this. Do our farmers know that to-day they pay 
for the protection of manufactories five times as much as the farmers 
of Great Britain, four times as much as those of France, six times as 
much as those of Germany, twice as much as those of monarchical 
Russin or Spain, four times as much as those of Italy, and twenty- 
five times as much as those of Belgium ? 

Under the system of a protective tariff established by the American 
Congress the agriculturists of this country must pay tribute to man- 
ufacturers year in and year out, and with all their numbers and 
their strength they have up to this time seemed powerless to resist 
it. Let Congress hereafter do justice to them by reducing the tariff 
on imported goods and aid them by placing in the executive council 
a friend to them and to their industry, whose 3 will entitle 
him to the ear of the President, and whose duty it will be to seruti- 
nize every treaty with foreign powers and watch every act of legisla- 
tion by Congress, and to advise him how far they encourage or mili- 
tate against this interest. 

I care but little what you may call him, whether a Commissioner 
or — f of Agriculture, it is substantial results which our farm- 
ers seek. Should it be said by those who oppone this proposition that 
it is an innovation upon established ideas, Í reply that itis no new 
thing to add a Cabinet minister to the Execntive Department when 
the interest of the people demand it. Go into the President’s room 


of the Capitol and upon the walls you first see the picture of Wash- 
ington, and then on the panels around are the heads of five Depart- 
ments: Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of State; Alexander Hamilton, 
Secretary of the Treasury; Henry Knox, Secretary of War; Samuel 
Osgood, Postmaster-General; and Edmond Randolph, Attorney-Gen- 
eral; and all of these were not at first recognized as Cabinet officers. 
Indeed, the Postmaster-General was not recognized as an officer of 
the Cabinet for many years after the creation of that Department. 
His first recognition was, I believe, about 1830, by President Jackson. 
The artment of the Navy was not created until 1798, nearly nine 
years after Washington became President, and after the five Depart- 
ments before named were created. And the Department of the Inte- 
rior was not established until 1849. The idea, then, of creatinga new 
Department is not novel,and the only pertinent question to be asked 
is, is it demanded by the necessities or best interests of the country f 
There are but few duties now devolving upon the present members 
of the Cabinet, when viewed with reference to substantial interests, 
at all comparable with those which would devolve upon a Secretary 
or Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Under the present laws the Secretary of State is intrusted with 
the duties assigned to him by the President relative to foregn affairs, 
to correspondence, commissions or instructions to or with public min- 
isters or consuls from the United States, or to negotiations with public 
ministers from foreign states or princes. The Secretary of War, to 
duties relative to military commissions, military forces, warlike 
stores, or other matters respecting military affairs; to collection of 
flags, transportation of troops; to metevrological observations and 
storm-signals. The Secretary of the Treasury, to digest and prepare 
plans for the improvement and management of the revenue and for 
the support of fhe public credit; superintend the collection of the 
revenue; grant warrants for moneys to be issued from the Treasury 
in pursuance of appropriations by law; and, generally such services 
relative to the finances as he shall be directed to perform; to the 
collection of duties and imposts and tonnage, and to regulate the ap- 
prepa of imports. The Attorney-General, to give his opinion to 
1eads of Departments on any question of law arising in the adminis- 
tration of his Department; argue causes in the courts of the United 
States in which the Government is interested; exercise general super- 
intendence and direction over the attorneys and marshals and other 
officers of the United States courts of all the districts in the United 
States and Territories as to the manner of discharging their respective 
duties, and publish his opinions at the expense of the Government. 
It is the daty of the Postmaster-General to establish and discontinue 
8 to control the expenses incident to the service of the 

partment; to superintend erally the business of the Depart- 
ment, and execute all laws relative to the postal service and make 
postal arrangements and treaties with foreign countries. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy is to execute orders from the President relative 
to naval stores and materials and the construction, armament, equip- 
ment, and employment of vessels of war, as well as other matters con- 
nected with the naval establishment, collect flags, standards, and 
colors taken from the enemies of the United States by the Navy, and 
have prepared for navigators nautical books, charts, and maps rela- 
tive to and required in navigation. Tbe Secretary of the Interior is 
charged with the supervision of public business relative to the census, 
to the public lands of the Indians, to pension and bounty lands, to 
patents for inventors, to the custody and distribution of publications, 
to the office of education, to the Government Hospital for the Insane 
and the Columbia Asylum forthe Deaf and Dumb, and to the exercise 
of the powers and duties prior to 1873 performed by the Seeretary of 
State in relation to the Territories. 

This constitutes a brief summary of all the duties of importance 
relating to the positions of the members of the Cabinet as at present 
organized ; and while I am not disposed to belittle their importance 
or to detract from the magnitude of the duties confided to them, yet 
I submit that but few if any are of more commanding concern than 
those I have mentioned which would devolve upon the head of the 
Department of Agriculture should it be made an executive depart- 
ment of the Government. 

It may then be pertinently asked again why does Congress with 
parsimonious hand dole out the protection and encouragement due 
to this great industry, and why bleed it year by year with the stiletto 
of the tariff? There is no interest, either great or small, that has 
ever asked and received so little from the Government. Modest and 
unpretentious in their demands, suffering from year to year for the 
benefit of every other interest in which any part of our people are 
concerned, it does seem that their patience and long suffering entitle 
them now surely to something more than a callous ear. When they 
ask that their great interest which underlies the prosperity of the 
whole Union shall receive the graceful ition to which itis enti- 
tled, by giving it representation in the Executive Department of the 
Government, and by making annual appropriations commensurate 
with its importance, and arresting the greedy hands of tax-gatherers, 
these reasonable requests surely should be granted. 

I know that this appeal will fall idly upon the ears of those who 
desire to use the Government for purposes of self 3 and 
unhallowed gain, but I speak for those whose hands are unstained by 
praen, upon whose shoulders the burdensof thenation must fall, and 

can but indulge the hope that the dawn of a better day is at hand and 
that Congress will no longer refuse to accord the aid, encouragement, 
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and protection to this industry which is demanded by eve 
eration of patriotism, duty, and public policy. But 


no longer violated. We should not wait for th 
when agriculture is prosperous the 


to progress, idleness into industry, and despair into hope. 
PROTECTION TO AMERICAN INDUSTRY. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the tariff question is not 

a new re of inquiry and controversy. It has received the pro- 
y and earnest discussion of generations of statesmen, both 

in the Old and New World, and has vexed and perplexed the nations 
for centuries. The names of some of the most distinguished states- 
men and publicists of England, France, and Germany are inseparably 
with the discussion of this subject and the antagonistic 
ed from it. 
our own country it has been, since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment, a fertile source of controversy, to which many of the most 
illustrious men in our history have contributed their great ability 


found stu 


associa 
pra of protection and free trade which have 
n 


and high authori 


| Remembering, eee the vast consideration, continued through 


generations, which these policies have received, the mass of argn- 


ment, theoretical and practical, bestowed upon them, and the great 


ability with which their respective merits and demerits have 


illustrated, I have not the presumption to suppose that in address- 
ing myself to this subject at this time, which I shall do with as little 
elaboration as possible, I shall either add materially to the weight 


of what has hitherto been said in behalf of the cause that I espouse 
or tly weaken the influence of what has been uttered in support 
of the opposing policy. But whatever the effect, whether it be much 
or little, I obey the promptings of a sense of duty as the representa- 
tive of a community deeply interested in the action that te ine 
shall take upon this question of the tariff, when I seek to give direc- 
tion to legislation in this particular, which I am convinced beyond 
all doubt is the best the highest interests of the country deman 

Sir, there is a very wide-spread apprehension, arising from the pro- 

bill by the majority of the committee, which I believe to be 
well-founded, that the policy of protection to American industry 
reinangurated in 1861, and which for nearly seventeen years has stood 
as a grand bulwark against the overflow of the cheap-labor products 
of the furnace, the forge, and the factories of Europe, and behind 
which the inventive genius, the industrial energy, and the commer- 
cial enterprise of our people have been encouraged and permitted to 
grow and expand, is in imminent danger, 

Mr. Speaker, the advocates of protection, the friends of American 
industry, of the laborer not less than the capitalist—for the latter is 
not more deeply concerned in this goanian than the former—must 
meet this issue, not with abstract theories that are comprehensible 
only to the learned few, but with the impressive and irresistible logic 
of facts and experience. Upon this plane the protectionists need have 
no fears or misgivings. The history of protection in the United States 
is a vindication of that policy complete and overwhelming, while 
that of free trade presents som® of the darkest and most deplorable 
chapters in the nation’s experience. Let me passin brief review 
some of the salient facts of the record. 

The policy of 1 was first asserted in 1789. In March of 
that year, “ the first petition presented to the first Congress, before 
Washington’s inau tion, came from the mechanics and other titi- 
zens of what was then the town of Baltimore,” asking that Congress 
by imposing protective duties on foreign manufactures would render 
the country “independent in fact as well as in name.” The citizens 
of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Charleston, and other cities pre- 
sented petitions of like character. A bill introduced in the House of 
Representatives by James Madison embodied the views and wishes 
of the petitioners. This bill was , and on the 4th day of J uly, 
1789, received the signature of Washington and became a law. It 
was our first protective tariff, “and it was the first act of general 
legislation passed under the new Constitution of the United States.” 
This act settled the right as well as the expediency of impost duties. 
In 1791, Alexander Hamilton, then Secretary of the Treasury, sent to 
Congress an argument for protection to American industry, which in 
its masterly and statesman-like treatment of the subject has not been 
since surpassed, and which supplied the principles upon which the 
tariff le tion down to 1816 was chiefly based. It is to be ob- 
served, however, that the protection sought by the legislation of this 
period was but partially realized, for the reason that the advantage 
enjoyed by Europe in capital, skill, and other resources, was too t 
to be overcome by the duties imposed, the general range of which 
was not above 15 per cent. England continued to send us, up to the 
beginning of the war of 1812, large supplies of manufact: 
which were thrown upon the American markets at prices Jess than 
the same articles were sold at in London or Liverpool, sacrificed to the 
object of repressing and breaking down our rising industries. With 
the doubling of duties at the of the war of 1812 and the 


exigencies of the country, our manufacturing industries were greatly 
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ny consid- 
should it be re- 
fused, I believe that the time will speedily come when they whose 
rights have been menaced and trampled under foot will dictate the 
imperial decree that they are the fountain of power and will take 
care that their interests are no longer jeopardized and their rights 
for when and only 

macnn f revives; only then lan- 
guishing industries start into life, hope and confidence are inspired, 
verty is converted into plenty, barrenness into fertility, stagnation 
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stimulated, and in the succeeding three years Tea vigorously—many 
new industries being created. ‘The arrival of peace found the coun- 
try, says Mr. Greeley in his Political Economy, “dotted with fur- 
naces and manufactories which had suddenly grown up during the 
few last preceding years, under the 8 shelter of embargo 
and war. These, not yet fairly established in a country whose com- 
merce was almost wholly external or confined to the seaboard, steam 
navigation being yet in its infancy, and canals or railroads unknown 
sooni us, found themselves suddenly exposed to a determined and 
resistless competition from abroad.” 

To meet this the tariff act of 1816, chiefly the work of John C.Cal- 
houn, then a protectionist, and William Lowndes, was devised. But 
it proved utterly inadequate, except as to two or three compara- 
tively unimportant industries. Great Britain continued to flood the 
American markets with the eee of her manufactories at prices 
with which the home manufactories found it impossible to compete, 
and one by one in rapid succession American manufacturing estab- 
lishments were closed and products of American manufacture disap- 

from the markets. All the devastation of the war,” observes 
a distinguished writer,“ had been nothing compared with the devas- 
tation and losses of manufacturing capital under the tariff of 1816.” 
„Our manufactures ” says another, “ went down like before the 
mower, our agriculture and the wages of laborspeedily followed. In 
New England I judge that fully one-fourth of the property went 
through the sheriff’s mill, and the prostration was scarcely less gen- 
eral in any part of the country. I judge that more New England fam- 
ilies were reduced from comfort to want in the years 1817-20 than 
in the next half century.” The testimony of this nature would fill 
volumes and illustrates most forcibly the disastrous effect of that sort 
of tariff legislation which is now demanded by a considerable faction 
under the specious title of a tariff for revenue with incidental protec- 
tion, Under such a tariff from 1816 to 1824, a few unimportant indus- 
tries did indeed escape the assaults of foreign competition, but these 
trifling exceptions were not sufficient to relieve this period of its 
memorable character as the most disastrous in our early history, a 
period referred to in 1832 by Henry Clay, as without a llel since 
the formation of the Government inits exhibition of “ wide-spread 
dismay and desolation.” Out of this universal gloom of “ dismay and 
desolation” the country was lifted by the tariffs of 1824 and 1828, and 
there ensued a period of seven years in striking contrast to a similar 
term that had just preceded. Never were the comparative merits of 
two antagonistic policies more fully and decisively illustrated. The 
energies of the country were revitalized, the spirit of enterprise again 
walked abroad in the land, capital sought labor, and labor responded 
to the appeal, and in their union and mutual efforts each won honora- 
ble and just reward. The nation grew in wealth and everywhere the 
people were prosperous, tranquil, and happy. At the very height of 
this grand fruition and splendid promise came the compromise tariff 


of 1833 with its provision for a gradual reduction of duties on manu- 
factures to a revenue stand 

The cause of the business revulsion and the financial disaster of 
1837 is as clear as the sun at noonday without a cloud in the sky, as 
the following figures will show: 


Value of imports, 


Free of duty. | Paying duty. 


These facts are worthy of careful study, and as like produces like, 
we ought to know that a reduction, as proposed by the bill before us, 
of the tariff in 1878 will produce the same effects upon the country 
that was 2 by the ruinous tariff of 1832 and 1833. After its 
p e the country was flooded with foreign manufactures, and our 
manufacturers were driven to the wall and e bankrupt. There 
are hundreds iring to-day and in active business, there are men in 
this House who still vividly remember the unhappy era from 1835 to 
1842, with that desolating year of 1837 standing like a great, black, 
appalling chasm in a wilderness of wreck and ruin. This compromise 
measure, this “tariff for revenue only,” bore its legitimate fruit in the 
final collapse alike of industry and revenne, and the despoiled and 
suffering country again turned to protection for the restoration of its 
crushed and shattered industries. It was given in the tariff of 1842, 
and for four years business revived, and by comparison the country 
was prosperous; but hardly had the wounds of the preceding disaster 
healed over when the act of 1846, reducing duties, stepped in to 
reverse the wheels and start the country again upon a retrograde 
march. Writing of the effects of the new tariff, Professor Bowen, in 
his Principles of Political Economy, states “ that within three yeurs 


1878. 
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after they be to be felt one hundred and sixty-seven out of three 
hundred and four blast-furnaces in Pennsylvania were out of blast 
and the remainder produced 49 per cent. less iron than the quantity 
previously manufactured, while the product of the two hundred 
establishments for the manufacture of wrought iron in Pennsylvania 
was reduced 33 percent.” He estimates also that in the iron business 
of the count: one forty thousand laborers were thrown out of em- 
ployment. England promptly accepted the invitation which the 
reduced tariff offered her, and flooded our markets with her products, 
at first at extremely low prices, but when American manufacturers 
were driven to the wall, former experience was repeated, “the prices 
of foreign commodities were advanced and the foreign manufacturer 
reaped a bountiful harvest.” But in spite of this disastrous and 
humiliating experience, Con in 1857 legislated in the still further 
interest of the foreign manufacturers, and the prompt response to this 
aggravation of folly was the financial crash of that year, predicted 
by the advocates of protection as an inevitable consequence of the 
abandonment by Congress of the industrial interests of the country. 

We shall not find in our history any term of four years more pro- 
lific of evils to the material affairs of the people of the United States 
than were the years 1857, 1858, 1859, and 1 At no previous time 
in the country’s history did want and wretchedness hold so wide-spread 
a reign. Never before was industrial prostration so universal and 
complete. Never before was the investment of capital less profita- 
ble or the rewards of labor more meager. For fourteen years we had 
tried a tariff for revenue only and most expensive and bitter was the 
price the country paid for the e The alternative presented 
was one of utter and universal bankruptcy, public and private, or a 
return to the policy of protection. The Morrill tariff became a law 
in 1861, and was the beginning of a series of protective enactments 
which are still in force. What that measure and those which have 
supplemented it accomplished for the country is within the experi- 
ence and knowledge of every member of this House. It found the 
country prostrate, capital without confidence, and labor without de- 
mand, sloth in the marts of commerce, hungry thousands appealing 
for bread, profitless ventures sapping the foundations of w th, the 
rust of inaction eating its way into the very vitals of the national 
being. The Government, sharing inevitably in the common disaster, 
found its resources insufficient to meet the lar and necessary de- 
mands upon it, and the administration of James Buchanan was com- 
pelled to borrow money at a rate of interest which bore ype 
testimony to the deterioration which the national credit had suffered. 
The remedy supplied for the cure of the prevailing evils operated with 
immediate and wholesome effect. It may be fairly assumed, I grant, 
that the occurrence of war coincident with the enactment of this 
tariff operated in an important de; as a stimulus to the growth of 
certain industries; but without attempting to estimate the force of 
this influence, I have the right to say, reasoning from analogous cir- 
cumstances, that the — effect produced in the restoration of 
industrial activity and the return of the country to a condition of 
prosperity was due chiefly to the re-establishment of the policy of pro- 
tection. The Morrill bill was reported to the House of Representa- 
tives in March, 1860, and passed that body in the following May; and 
my own recollection is that the work of improvement began in antici- 
pation of its assured final adoption by Con so that when it passed 
the Senate in February, 1861, and received the approval of President 
3 the current of the new industrial life had already been set 

n motion. 

No man at this day, I venture to presume, will assert that without 
this poliey the country could have maintained its energies during 
the four years’ des te struggle from 1861 to 1865, or so speedily 
repaired the desolating effect of that contest after its close. The 
protective tariff of 1 61 was as necessary to the preservation of 
the National Government as were the courage, patriotism, and self- 
sacrificing devotion of the people, for it stimulated the development 
of those resources which supply the sinews of war, and rendered us 
in large measure independent of a nation whose capitalists generally 
were not, in that trying era, the friends of the Union ; and when the 
bitter trial was passed it remained as a beneficial influence, encour- 

ing the 1 to inereased endeavor, keeping open the 5 
of the land for the employment of the thousands returned from mil- 
itary to civil life, and adding month by month, and year by year, to 
the wealth, power, and prosperity of the nation. But, sir, the argu- 
ment in behalf of protection does not-stop when if is shown that it is 
the only policy under which this country has ever attained to pros- 
perity or can hope ever to reach that development of its vast resources 
or acquire that commanding position among the nations of the earth 
which ought to be the aspiration of every patriotic American to hope 
it may yet achieve. The facts are no less conclusive in support of 
the proposition that a wise system of protection, such as we have had 
for the past seventeen years, ultimately cheapens the prices of com- 
modities to consumers. A few points in illustration of this will be 
pertinent. The wholesale price of heavy domestic sheetings ranged 
as follows, after our cotton manufacturers were protected: 1816, 30 
cents a yard; 1819, 21 cents; 1826, 13 cents; 1829, 8} cents; 1843, 6} 
cents. English calicoes made in Manchester once sold in this coun- 
try at from 25 cents to 40 cents a yard. The printing of American 
calicoes was not successful until after the passage of the tariffs of 1816 
and 1824, because not sufficiently protected. Since the latter year 
the prices by the package of Merrimac prints, equal to the best 
Manchester, have ranged as follows: 1825, 23 cents per yard; 1830, 


16} cents; 1835, 16 cents; 1840, 12 cents; 1845, 11 cents; 1850, 9} 
cents; 1855, 9 cents; 1875, 8 cents, which is about the present figure. 

Domestic brown drillings were first made about 1828, and sold at 
15} cents a yard by the package. In 1860 the price had fallen to 7} 
and 9 cents. The domestic manufacture of linen lawn was intro- 
duced under the stimulus afforded by the tariff of 1812, and were first 
sold in 1847. Similar goods imported from England in 1846 were 
sold at from 28 cents to 30 cents. Both foreign and American lawns 
were sold in 1847 at from 12 cents to 15 cents. American lawns sub- 
sequently sold as low as 9 cents a yard, and foreign lawns were driven 
from the market, In 1842 the prices of towel-cotton fabrics declined 
from ł to I of a cent per yard. Within three months after the pas- 
sage of the tariff, imported cotton of an inferior quality sold at 22 
cents a yard before a single cotton mill existed in the United States. 
“When a protection duty of 8 cents a yard was im and cotton 
mills built, the competition between the English and American man- 
ufacturers soon reduced the price of cloth to 7 cents a yard.” Asim- 
ilar state of facts might be cited respecting the course of prices of 
standard woolen goods under protective tariffs. 

The record of prices in the steel and iron trade, under low and high 
tariffs, is still more forcible and convincing as to the cheapening ef- 
feet of protection; and indeed there is hardly an article manufact- 
ured among us the production of which has grown up under protect- 
ive tariffs that is not to-day sold ata greatly cheaper price than was 
paid for it when its sappy came exclusively and chiefly from the 

oreign manufacturer. e conclusion is inevitable, therefore, that 
protection tends to lower the 1 of manufactured while it 
tends also to increase the market value of agricultu nets and 
the wages of labor. These irrefutable facts wholly dispose of the 
free-trade assumption that protective duties are a tax upon the con- 
sumer. Upon this head Mr. Greeley, summing up the results of his 
investigations, observes : 

While there has been an advance in the prices of our agricultural staples since 
the passage of our first decidedly protective tariff in 1824, there is no single manu- 
facture protected by that tariff and by its protective successors which has not been 
reduced in cost to great mass of our consumers; and that reduction is gener- 
ally greatest on the articles which have been m mtly and — 

g 


rotected. Iron and its manufactures, woolen fabrics of kinds, 
elaines, ginghams, and even salt illustrate this truth. 

No less erroneons is the argument that protection is the servant of 
monopoly, the facts being that the fault is rather in the opposite 
direction, since it not unfrequently operates too vigorously as an in- 
centive, and stimulates to competition. There is, perhaps, no locality 
in the country which furnishes a stronger illustration of all these 
propositions than the congressional district which I have the honor 
to represent. When the present tariff went into operation there was 
scarcely a respectable manufacturing establishmentin or about Cleve- 
land, and the value of the annual product of the generally starving 
apologies for manufactories would be overrated at $1,000,000. To- 
day, within a territory less in extent than that of the District of 
Columbia, there are a score or more of 8 among the 
largest of their kind in the country, with a host of smaller ones, and 
in the five or six years preceding the panic of 1873 the value of the 
annual product of these establis nts ran from twenty-five to 
thirty-five millions of dollars. In the d e from 1864 to 1874 the 
production w with wondrous rapidity, and the pro of the 
community in wealth and all the conditions which contribute to the 
prosperity, comfort, and happiness of a people furnishes a notable 
pap le in the history of the country’s advance in material possessions 
and power. 

In order to further illustrate the cheapening influence of protec- 
tion, I would call your attention to an exhibit farnished by the Cleve- 
land Rolling Mill Company, whose mills are among the largest in the 
United States, and who enjoy the enviable reputation of having con- 
tinued in active operation throughout the period of business depres- 
sion which began in 1873 and still prevails. In this exhibit will be 
found some very interesting data relating to the course of prices of 
the products of these mills: 


The tariff question is simply one of protection to the American 
laborer; and view it as you may, sir, from any and from every stand- 

int of observation, it resolves itself into this, protection to the 
aborer, as the price of an article is according to the price of produc- 
ing it. Now, it takes the same number of pounds of iron ore, the 
same number of pounds of lime-rock, the same number of pounds 
of coal, and the same number of days’ work to make a ton of Pig iron 
in England or Germany as it does in Ohio. What makes the differ- 
ence in the price in the market? Why is pig-iron worth more per 
ton in Ohio than in England orin Russia? Simply because the wages 
paid the laborer are higher in Ohio than in the countries named. In 
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the manufacture of iron the average weekly wages paid to puddlers 
(in gold) are $16.24 in the United States, $8.75 in England, $8 in 

France, $6 in Belgium, $1.39 in Russia. (Special report of David A. 
Wells, in 1568.) 

If the American laborer is willing to work for the same Tagas, to 
live in the same way, with as few of the comforts of actual life and 
with none of its luxuries, as the laborer in Europe, then let him ask 
for the removal of all duties on iron and its manufacture, and he will 
be at once accommodated, and his wife and his children will enter 
upon a new kind of existence, and if he does not they will soon find 
out the difference, and call loudly upon the Congress of the United 
States to protect the laborer in his wages, so as to give his family a 
better house, better food, better furniture, better clothes, and better 
everything that enters into the things that make life happy. 

Sir, I stand up here to-day to speak for labor, always honorable 
always useful; to speak for willing and skillful hands, educated well 
and thoroughly in all kinds of mechanical work, so that the profits 
may be divided between capital and labor, and both be benefited 
mutually. The laborer is only 3 when capital is profitably 
employed; and the workman who is paid regularly his wages should 
remember that he assumes no risk, that he takes no hazard, that he 
invests not in furnaces and rolling-mills, shops, and factories; that 
he has no chances of destruction by fire or water, no fear of bad 
debts or failures, as the capitalist has who puts his money into busi- 
ness, He only wants to be sure of his wages, and he knows not of 
the sleepless nights or anxious days of the employer. When capital 
has good dividends and the laborer has good pay their interests are 
mutual and the same, and there should be no antagonism between 
them in this land, where the apprentice and the journeyman of to- 
day is in a few years, by industry and skill and economy, the capital- 
ist and employer of to-morrow. 

I represent, Mr. Speaker, a district largely interested in the pro- 
duction of iron and its manufactures, consisting of blast-furnaces, 
steel and iron rail mills, boiler-plate, sheet, and wire mills, founderies, 
bridge-works, spring-works, steel screws, &. The number of tons 
of iron and steel of all kinds produced in these works per annum is 
377,000 tons and the number of workmen employed some 7,000. 1 
regret to say that all these industries are now greatly depressed and 
are anxiously waiting for the dawn of a better day. It will not 
come if the protection to labor is removed. The city of Cleveland 
contains about 160,000 inhabitants; 7,000 workmen are employed in 
the furnaces and mills. If each workman represents a family of 5 
persons, then 35,000 of the 160,000 are supported 8 by the ca 
ital invested in these iron and steel works; nearly one-fourth of the 


population of Cleveland are dependent for their daily bread upon 

these establishments. It is not strange, then, sir, that I am interested 

for the laborer and stand here to protect him and to ask for him good 

wages, in order that he may live well. I would call special attention 

to the 8 of one establishment in my district for the past 
o Cleveland Rolling Mill Company, and to the wages paid. 


year, T 


Pig. iron, manufactured 5 
Fuel consumed in producing the above: coal. = 
Fuel consumed in producing the above: coke. .......-...--+0+seeencseeees 

Pay-roll during the year, 81,123, 174.44. 

Let the tariff duties on iron and steel alone; do not by reducing 
them cut the sinews of the right arm of the laborer, and when con- 
fidence is again restored, capital again employed profitably, and labor 
every where in demand, the pay-rol of this and all other establishments 
will be largely increased, and the agriculturist, the gardeners, the 
grocers, the merchants, the traders, will all again be prosperous. It 
is idle for an American Congress to talk about free trade or to under- 
take to legislate in behalf of free trade with two thousand millions 
of public debt upon us, the interest and 83 of which must be 
paid, or our Republic be “a hissing and by-word among the nations 
of the earth.” 


Make changes where changes are demanded; let in raw material 
free of duty that we do not poapoa and give our labor the profit of 
its manufacture, and all will be well. But to impose duty on raw 
material and to lessen the duty on the manufactured product, like 
the proposed duty of 10 per cent. (in the first bill) on raw silk, is a 
policy at once suicidal and ruinous to the silk manufacturers in our 
country, as the product of the silk factors amounted in value, for the 
year 1876, to 82 3,103. 


THE FARMER INTERESTED IN PROTECTION. 


Here is an important fact, and one that clearly shows how much 
the farmer is interested in the success of man tures and in the 
building up of manufacturing villages and cities. Fifty-seven of tho 
counties in Ohio have each a less 5 than the iron and steel 
establishments and industries in the city of Cleveland give employ- 
ment and support to. In other words, the families of the men em- 
ployed in these iron and steel works consume more of farm products 
than either one of the fifty-seven countivs in Ohio. The counties of 
Geauga and Lake, forming part of the district of my honorable col- 
league on this floor, [Mr. crank! Dave not so large a population 
as is represented by the workers in the iron and steel establishments 
of Cleveland. 

Can the free-traders say with any truth or reason to the farmers of 
Ohio, your interests lie in the direction of foreign markets for your 
wheat, corn, beef, pork, butter, and cheese? A home market is the 
best market, and this we can make only by protecting the labor of 
our country, employed in the manufacturing establishments, and by 
producing at home articles we consume in our families, 

Mr. Speaker, a tariff bill in the interest of the importers of foreign 
goods, wares, and merchandise, and of a few hundred sugar planta- 
tions of the South, never can pass this House and become a law; 
neither is it reasonable to ask for such a law. 

As a still further proof of the correctness of the Tonon I take— 
that a protective tariff, properly adjusted, has a tenc noy to cheapen 
rather than increase the price of our manufactured products—I will 
call your attention to the better grades of cast steel, commonly called 
„best cast steel.“ In 1857 English manufacturers imported this steel 
and paid a duty of 12} per cent. ad valorem. If we take the custom- 
house valuation of the steel, the rate of duty paid was about 14 cents 
per pound. Notwithstanding that low rate of duty the consumer had 
to pay for “best cast steel,” on an average, 15 cents per pound, the 
maximum price being 16} cents, while now the same quality of “best 
cast steel” can be purchased from the same English steel mannfact 
urers’ agents on this side of the Atlantic at 13 cents pet pound, and 
this, too, it must be remembered, when we have the highest rate of 
duties on steel ever before levied by the Government, 

The question naturally arises, What has caused this reduction in 
the price of “best cast steel?” Why is it that the consumer can now 
pure a quality of “ best cast steel,” equal to any ever imported 
to this country, at a cost equal to $40 per ton less than he was com- 
pelled to pay under the lowest tariff ever levied on steel? The an- 
swer is plain; the cause is obvious. Immediately upon the enactment 
of our present tariff laws, capitalists, feeling encouraged, invested in 
the manufacture of steel about $11,000,000. Workshop doors were 
thrown open to thousands of skilled artisans, who received employ- 
ment at remunerative miem and notwithstanding the many per- 
plexities and vexations attendant upon the iutroduction of this then 
comparatively new branch of industry, with determination, energy, 
and perseverence, the venture was highly successful, and notwith- 
standing the sharp competition, home and foreign, which caused the 
enormous reduction in the price of cast steel to the consumer, the 
manufacturers received a fair living profit on their investments. The 
same can be said of the lower or cheaper grades of steel, which to-day 
can be bought at prices far below what the consumers were compelled 
to pay for cast steel of foreign manufacture when the duties levied 
upon the importations of this article were the very lowest. 

Onr protective tariff has done even more. Under its fostering in- 
fluences our once Tt and weak industries have been enabled to 
grow up strong, and able to cope with their formidable adversaries 
on the other sdo of the Atlantic, so that now our manufacturers by 
reason of our improved machinery are gradually getting a footing for 
the sale of their products in the markets of foreign nations, as will 
be seen by reference to the following table: 


IRON AND STEEL AND MANUFACTURES OF. 


engines when sopa- 
rate from engines. 


ene xe E EEN R E 
Austria = wa 
Belgium 
Brazil 


Dno 


Iron, and manufactures of. 


Steel, and manufactures of. 


$4 2 5 ; 
„„ ; 
2 E 2 5 32 4 
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Pounds. Dollars. Dols. 
41, 300 eee. tt) eae E Pee IR 
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Tron and steel and manufactures of—Continued. 


Tron, and manufactures of. Steel, and manufactures of. 
8 85 
123 FE F 
g% 250 23 
8 8 — 8 E 
Seg Fa E 
285 285 
EE a A 
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5 R, 46, 
6 20, 279, 
7 3, 
8 3, 
9 1, 
10 ENA 46, 
11 West Indies and French Guiana. 
12 | Miquelon, Langley, & St. Pierre Islands. 
13 | French ions in Africa and adja- 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 


, Rupert's Land, and the 
erritory een 
British Columbia J 


SBE a 


8 


90, 588 
18, 535 
077 
381 
861 
869 
921 


wa 
pak 


i 7. 500 e 6, 211 
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Azore, Madeira, and Cape Verde Islands. : 

Dane E in Africa and 
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140, 686 | 15,661 | 38,714 | 721, 012 30 


This wonderful result, I submit, could never have been attained | ther with a view to ascertain what has been accomplished by way 
under the fallacious policy of free trade. But let us go a little fur- | of exportations in other branches of manufactures and industries. 


DOMESTIC EXPORTS. 


Mineral, refined or manufactured. 


Crude, (including all Naphthas, (ben: 
natural oils, without TTEN 3 
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DOMESTIC EXPORTS—Continued. 


Oils. 


Countries. Tar and pitch. Mineral, refined or manufactured. 
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anteile without | Naphthas, (benzine, 
regard to gravity.) gasoline, &. 
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Under the influence of the policy of protection inaugurated in | earth will pay tribute, and there is no reason why we cannot 
1861, we are fast becoming a nation to whom the nations of the | supply the markets of the world with everything our workshops, 
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farms, and mines are capable of producing. The following table | we are doing in the way of exporting some of the products of the 
of statistics, collated from the most reliable sources, shows what | farm: ; 


Table of statistics showing domestic exports to different countries. 
PROVISIONS. 


1 
2 
3 
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Statement No. 14). .. 


In the exportation of the one article of cheese alone a wonderful | 30, 1877, the exportations amounted in pounds to the enormous sum 
progress is exhibited. Eighty-seven 2 ago the exportation of | of 107,364,666. The progress made by this branch of industry will be 
this article was 144,734 pounds, while for the year ending June | best seen by reference to the following table, showing for every fifth 
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year the amount of cheese exported for that year and also for the 
years 1876 and 1877: 


* oe — 
SARSA 


882825 


See Bos 
2258385 
2888888238888888882 


EEE 
$32 
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twenty-nine millions; sugar, four and a half millions. The amount 
realized in agricultural implements exported has been, for the year 
ending June 30, 1877, fanning-mills, $10,534; horse-powers, $24,297 ; 
mowers and reapers, $765,249; plows and cultivators, $129,235; all 
others, $886,538; total, $1,815,873. The Indian corn exported amounted 
to nearly forty-two millions; wheat, nearly twenty-two millions ; 
glass and glassware, $672,400; stoves and parts of stoves, $742,300 ; 
wearing-apparel, nearly $700,000; household furni 1,700,412 ; 
9 8007,532 2883 of which amount 8515, 104, 208 was carried 
by foreign vessels. That we are steadily gaining ground under the 
protective policy of the Government is readily seen by comparison 
of our exports when our manufacturers received little or no protec- 
tion from the Government with those when the Government threw 
its protecting care around the industries of our country. Notwith- 
standing the depression in trade everywhere and business generally 
during the past year, a most encouraging showing is presented in 
the following table, compiled from the data collected by the Bureau 
of Statistics, showing exports and imports for the twelve months end- 
ing December 31, 1377 : 


Statement showing the imports and ‘or the twelve monihs endi 
g por ones f ng 
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Exports, domes tio . . 0e> 2. 136, 311 47, 973, 762 
Exports, foreign 1. 256, 551 8,380. 713 


Excess of exports over imports 
Excess of imports over exports........-..++ 


a Bran merchandise and speciet 
Exports, domestil 250500110 0r esemme 64 446 
Exports, foreign A 2 — 000 
Total 668, 585, 446 
Banepecesvetsusacevovavensducseundsusbbusec 503, 901, 174 
Excess of exports over imports ..........-......- 164, 684, 272 


Statement showing the imports and exports, §-c—Continued. 


For the twelve 
months end- 
ing Decem. 
ber 31. 


For the month 
of Decem- 
ber. 


623, 709, 546 

23, 311, 538 

647, 021, 104 
461, 818, 499 


185, 202, 605 


Mr. Speaker, in view of all these facts, which stand out along the 
pathway of our national history like so many beacon-lights to show 
us the way in safety to the harbor of our destination, prosperity ; in 
the full light of all the lessons learned through hard and bitter strag- 
gles such as few other nations have ever experienced; in the vivid 
recollections of the cost of past blunders and in the presence of what 
we witness to-day as the result of a wise and judicious policy fairly 
tried and tested through a period of seventeen years, I ask shall we 
now, at the instigation of political ambition or from whatever influ- 
ence or combination of influences, turn upon and rend ourselves by 
dashing down the barriers which staid the tide of desolation and ruin 
which threatened to ingulf the nation, and whose maintenance has 
proved such a signal benefit to our people? I have not time durin 
the hour allo’ me to discuss in de the provisions of the tariff 
bill reported to this House by the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
can only refer briefly to a few of its provisions. 

On cotton goods, glass, iron, steel, and many other articles, the com- 
mittee have reduced the rate of duties. On pig-iron the duty is now 
per ton, in the bill of the committee it is $5 per ton, a redaction of 82. 

crap-iron is now $6, in this bill it is $4 per ton, a difference of $2. 
Wrought-iron is $8, in this bill $6, a difference of $2. Is there any 
necessity, is there any reason for this reduction? Can our depressed 
iron interests stand up under this reduction? Can the Representa- 
tives on this floor from Tennessee, Missouri, Michigan, Ohio, Penusyl- 
vania, New York, and New Jersey stand here and consent to see the 
great iron interests of their States thus slaughtered, and that, too, at 
an hour when hundreds of furnaces are out of blast and the machinery 
of rolling-mills is silent, and millions of capital and tens of thousands 
of laborers are awaiting anxiously the action of Con, on this bill? 
I confess to the greatest surprise when I heard my distinguished col- 
1 e [Mr. SAYLER] utter on this floor, during the debate upon this 
bill, on the 15th ultimo, the following language : 

I would like to say to the gentleman from Pe: Ivania that I represent proba- 
biy as much iron as any rand when he makes the broad statement that the 


‘bod. 
edule proposed in this bill is destructive of the iron interests of tho country ho 
makes a statement that is not justified by the opinion of the most intelligent men 


engaged in that b 


If this be the sentiment of the iron manufacturers in his distric 
I answer him and this House, it is not the sentiment of those located 
in mine; they protest against this bill with unmistakable emphasis, 
I am told by those who are en in the mannfacture of woolen 
goods that under the provisions of this bill three-fourths of all the 
woolen mills in the country would be compelled to stop operations. I 
submit the following carefully prepared table, showing the compara- 


tive duties under the present tariff and under that proposed by this 
Wool exhibit. 


bill: 


Mestiza Sb Set pos with = 
California, and Oregon. 

Australian Fres yaris 
AO 2¹ 


t wools not grown in the 
nited States 


The propad bill puts the duty on Mestiza wools at .8 of a cent less 
than that imposed by the tariff of 1864, under which there were im- 
ported in 1866— 


Pounds. 
Mestiza th American) Wools ....20.ccccccnascccccescocee cos .. 37,000, 000 
Cape of Lope sc co denen bussano onsonccucccsucepeccusecesecucesac 7, 500, 000 
Total. nn „„ 44, 500, 000 
Nearly all are wools competing with our Merino wools. 
In 1868, the year after the present tariff went into operation, the im- 
portation sank to 6,250,000 pounds, a diminution of 35,250,000 pounds, 


or sixth-sevenths of the whole amount imported in 1866. 
The place of this diminished importation was supplied by the growth 
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of California and Texas wools which were stimulated by protection 
with the following results: 

pe the wool production was 60,000,000 pounds. In 1866 it 
reached— 


In 1877 it reached— 


ih ne OFM Seabee . 117, 000, 000 
In the Pacific States.. * 1, 000, 000 
lll / 208, 000, 000 


A prodigious increase in the class of wools especially canyons by 
the present tariff and especially 5 7 7 by the Wood bill. 

Ohio had in 1870 223 woolen mills; Massachusetts, 185; New York, 
252; Connecticut, 103; Illinois, 109; Indiana, 175; Tennessee, 148; 
Pennsylvania, 457. 

Can the Representatives from the New England States particular] 
permit this? Who is asking for this measure? I have watched wit 
care the records of the present House, and can recall no interest which 
has demanded the passage of this bill; on the contrary, there has 
been an almost universal prayer from all classes for its prompt and 
certain defeat. 

I will leave, for discussion, the specific articles in detail in the bill 
as they come up in their regular order, and will content myself at 
this time by saying that the average reduction of the duty on im- 
ported sa 6 in this bill as compared to the present law is about 8 

r cent. 

5 a careful computation, taking the receipts from customs for last 
ear as a basis, the decrease in the revenue under this bill will be 

„403,000. This is a long stride in tho direction of free trade, and 
directly antagonizes the principles of protection to American manu- 
factures, and is framed more in the interests of foreign nations than 
of our own country. I am confirmed in this opinion by the London 
Engineer of February 22, 1878, from which I quote an editorial article 
referring to this bill: 

British ironmasters may take heart when Pittsburgh wails. An fron trade 
which maintains a tottering and miserable existence with all the help of a tre- 
mendous tariff, has little chance of a prolonged life; and our contemporary may 
rest assured that America cannot 2 iron as cheap as British ironmasters will 
make and sell it before they retire from the competition. As we have said, we 
must make and sell iron. America has no such necessity, and it is easy to see that, 
do what American ironmasters may, the end will be the same. They will be under- 
sold by England until capital is driven out of the American trade, and its dimensions 
are reduced to reasonable limits, and its o 
production of those special brands for which certain districts have long enjoyed 
a high reputation; and the end is probably not far off. Already the American 
iron trade is contracting. In the whole of Missouri and its borders not a pound of 
iron is being made, twenty-three furnaces having been put out of blast. Let but 
a moderate reduction be made in the tariff—and there is every prospect that the 
free-trade party will achieve at least a pa success—and the well-blown bubble 
will burst, and the iron trade of the United States will recede to the legitimate 
limits which we have indicated. The pinch may be felt severely for a time, but 
the country will be better without than with an exotic manufacture, which cannot 
live without what is, in plain terms, a national subsidy. 

This is the construction og ee puts upon this bill—this is the 
exultation English capitalists feel at the now, what they term, “ tot- 
tering” condition of the great iron interests of this country. Sir, is 
this the feast gentlemen on this floor are invited to attend? Is this 
the splendid banquet that the Congress of this nation is about to pre- 
pare for the iron manufacturers of this country?! I tly over- 
estimate the intelligence of this body and mistake its sentiments if 
this Age exultation is not doomed to an early disappointment. 

I do not plead for a prohibitory tariff. I believe in nid, e but 
not ruinous ä I am not among those who would surround 
our country with a Chinese wall and declare all those not within its 
hallowed precincts barbarians or bandits and close the gates against 
allcomers. On the contrary I would welcome to our shores, from 
whatever Christian land, all who elect to come ne the skill 
and willingness to earn their bread by honest toi 

The beneficial influence of a protective policy in immigration is 
strikingly demonstrated in our history. While our industry remained 
almost exclusively agricultural we failed to attract any considerable 
immigration. The total number of immigrants for the forty years 
which followed the establishment of our independence did not ex- 
ceed 300,000; while during the next forty years, by comparison the 
manufacturing era, our annual increase of population from this source 
amounted from a maximum of 10,199 to one of 427,833, and our ag- 
gregate accession of inhabitants from aboad was about 4,000,000. 

ng the decade from 1860 to 1870, in spite of our great civil war, 
sne paai to our population from immigration did not fall far short of 
. 2,000,000. The greater portion of this addition was composed of 
skilled artisans and sturdy- workers who entered our mines and our 
workshops and thus aided in the development of the resources of our 
country. The panic of 1873 struck a disastrous blow at this source 
of national gain, as it did at most others, but we have only to main- 
tain the policy which hitherto has invited and stimulated the inflow 
of population to find the tide again turned in our favor and to swell 
to proportions which will satisfy every demand. 

Lam not solicitous in this matter chiefly or primarily with respect 
to the interests of capital. It may be stated as a general proposition 
that capital can take care of itself. There are, however, occasions 


tions confined to the remunerative 


and conditions when capitalists are largely at the mercy of circum- 
stances, when investments become a, ar and the withdrawal 
of capital or its transfer to other = oyments is accomplished only 
at sacrifices more or less severe; and at such times it may be expe- 
dient or necessary in the common interests that whatover relief is 
practicable through legislation should be extended. But as a rule 
special legislation in the interest of capital is undesirable, unneces- 
sary, and, if persisted in, cannot fail ultimately to work harm to the 
mass of the people. 

Labor, however, occupies a very different position. It is, to a 
greater or less degree, dependent; and while indeed national prog- 
ress and individual comfort and prosperity are impossible of attain- 
ment without it, the bare fact of its necessity does not always deter- 
mine the measure of its just reward. In a Government such as ours, 
where the power is in the hands of the people, and the well-being 
and prosperity of the nation depend upon the will of the people, it 
must appear to be the policy of wise statesmanship to do all that is 

ible to be done for improving the condition morally, socially, in- 
tellectually, and materially of that great body of the people which 
represents the ranks of what is commonly designated the working 
0 „are now and must, under ægis of republican institutions, be 
the arbiters of the political destinies of the nation. And how is this 
to be practically and surely accomplished unless by a policy which 
permits the growth and prominence of a system of diversified indus- 
tries, which, while affording the widest scope for the investment and 
operations of capital, allows also the most liberal latitude for the 
employment of labor? A diversity of pursuits is indispensable to 
the general activity and enduring p ity, and it is this principle 
which is at the very foundation of the American system inaugurated 
by the great and wise men who founded onr Government, most of 
whom were farmers, but they recognized the fact that the upbuilding 
and diversification of manufactures among us was a necessity alike to 
the prosperity and growth of agriculture and the just recompense of 
labor, and with one voice they pronounced for protection as the only 
means by which to bring about a consummation of the desired end. 

Sir, national industry is national wealth; and the policy which’ 
secures productive employment to the ter portion of a nation’s 
C her highest prosperity and most vital interests. 

t is the purpose of protection to do this, and history demonstrates 
most conclusively that it has never failed. As Mr. Clay said in 1832, 
so may we say to-day, that— 

Protection has been to us a sheet-anchor of prosperity, a mainspring of prog- 
ress. 

Whenever we have abandoned it or made a compromise with the 
opposing policy, as we are being invited to do to-day by the friends 
of the British manufacturers, gloom, disaster, and misery have been 
the hard and bitter penalties of our folly. Whenever we have returned 
and adhered to the policy of protection, the sunshine of prosperity 
has illamined our pathway, and our people have been happy and con- 
tented. The great truth uttered by the late eminent statesman of 
France, Thiers, should be ever present with us as a motto and guido: 


A nation never built up successfully asystem of domestic manufactures without 
a protective tariff. 


Sir, we have as yet reached but the first stage of the great destiny 
which awaits this nation, if the wisdom, the patriotism and the self- 
reliance that the past ought to teach us are not ignored. With ter- 
ritory capable of sustaining a population of two hundred millions ; 
with the vast wealth of the nation ; in possession of almost every kind 
of minerals that contribute to the necessities and comfort of man 
hardly explored beyond its surface; with a variety of climate which 

rmits the cultivation of nearly every product of the soil that enters 

nto the use of man, and with natural highways of commerce and 
travel, aay opcate in any other portion of the Ss pear view of all 
this, what is there in the range of possibility that a free, enterpris- 
ing and enlightened people thus favored, cannot accomplish for the 
still further advancement of their interests? To be sure, we have 
had some severe experience, but the native energy and pluck of the 
American people have outlived disaster ; and those qualities are now 
slowly but surely lifting us out of the slough of business depression 
in which we, with other nations, have so long been straggl B and 
from the worst consequences of which we have been shielded by the 
beneficent guardianship of protection. Let us then cast no stone, 
however small, at the policy which has been the bulwark of our pros- 
perity in the past, and which, in the light of all that has been done, 
we have the highest reason for believing, will be our security and safe- 
guard in the future. “ History repeats itself.” Be it our task, then, 
to give such wise direction to events that the repetition shall be to 
the honor, glory, and increased prosperity of our country, 
TAXATION. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I propose to address the House for a 
short time upon a question of the very highest importance to the pon- 
ple of this country. The subject in all its bearings, in its magnitude 
and interest, is next to the preservation of constitutional liberty; and 
it well becomes the Representatives of the American people to bestow 
upon it their calmest and most earnest consideration. I allude, of 
course, to the subject of taxation. 

In what I shall say I shall endeavor in the main to discuss the 
principles involved, and hence shall have no occasion to introduce 
tabular statements of trade and commerce, the prices of manufact- 
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ured articles at different times in the world’s history, and matters 
of similarcharacter. These I shall leave to such persons as prefer to 
conduct the discussion in that way, and who oftentimes draw from 
1 which are not warranted by the premises which are 
aid down. 

I do not wish that any one shall misunderstand the position which 
I shall assume, or the views which I entertain. For this reason I 
state, in the outset, that I have a direct personal interest in one of 
the mannfacturing industries, and hence, besides public considera- 
tions, wish that all similar industries may flourish in every part of 
our domain where they may be establish I desire that the wealth 
of the country, of all kinds, shall be properly and healthfully devel- 
oped, and that e a attend all the avocations in which 
our people may en ut I wish that no one industry shall feed 
upon others and while it grows and fattens the others shrink 
and pine away, or at best do not improve. This gain of the one at 
the expense of others, is the t evil of our ager financial sys- 
tem; an evil which has largely contributed to the s tion of busi- 
ness, and the depressed condition of nine-tenths of people of the 
country. So long as it is allowed to exist it will be vain, in my opin- 


ion, to e a cone restoration of genuine prosperity. 
I lay it down as a financial postulate, (alike applicable to the affairs 
of men individually and the aggregations of men called governments, ) 


that whatever all men of business intelligence will do in the man- 
agement of their private affairs, if allowed perfect freedom of action, 
is true wisdom. ra not think that this proposition can be gain- 
said. In matters of trade and business intercourse all men will 
“buy where they can buy cheapest and sell where they can get the 
best price.“ Even the most enthusiastic and apparently sincere 
advocates of the pursuit of what is called the protective policy on 
the part of the Federal Government will themselves adopt the very 
course which I have indicated, as is clearly shown by their petitions 
presented to Co: to admit free of duty all articles needed by 
them in the prosecution of their business. d this very wish illus- 
trates the absolute impolicy on the part of Congress of a resort to the 
violation of this cardinal principle of political economy. Whenever 
Congress does so resort the evil effects of all infractions of the right 
will inevitably ensue ; and though by the departure some few inter- 
ests may flourish, the general prosperity is seriously affected. 

Absolute free trade cannot be had so long as the country depends 
at all upon a tax on imports, to be paid by the consumer in order that 
the Government may besupported. Any tax upon goods brought into 
this country from other lands is an infraction of the laws of unre- 
stricted trade, inereases the prices which the consumer must pay for 
the articles imported, and hence is, pro tanto, protective. Now, toa 
just and equitable schedule of import duties, keeping in view steadil 
the legitimate purposes of the tax, and which bears equally upon 
the industries of our people, no man can entertain any serious objec- 
tion, provided he is willing to contribute in any way for the defense 
of his life, liberty, or estate. To such I am not opposed; but, on the 
contrary, I regard such a system as absolutely necessary, not only to 
supply the means of maintaining government, but to avoid what is 
to our people a more harassing and odious mode of taxation, and 
one against which the masses of mankind are much disposed to mur- 
mur. But I do obj in the name of the people whose interests I 
represent and whose views I it as my duty to reflect, in the 
name, as I believe, of nine-tenths of the American people who have 
any opinions which they dare call their own, to a m which pro- 
tects and fosters a few industries and brings benefits to a compara- 
tively small number of our population, while it places “ burdens griev- 
ous to be borne” on the great mass of our people, who are thus forced 
to purchase what they may need at an advance in the price over what 
it would be if a more equitable policy marked the legislation of the 
country. The “protective policy” must increase the market value 
of the product which it shelters or those interested in making the 
product would not become its advocates. It must also affect in its 
operations and influence a majority of the people or it would really 
be no protection at all. It is therefore a tax on the consumer for 
the benefit of the producer. Itis “robbing Peter to pay Paul.” It 
is taking the substance of the majority to enrich the minority. Can 
such a system be right; can it be justified by any principle of equity? 
To my mind it is entirely indefensible. 

I have admitted that absolute free trade is impracticable at this 
time, even if it were desirable. If adopted, it would produce a great 
shock to many industries which have grown up in the belief that the 
Government would continue to rely upon a tax on imports to raise its 
revenues, and thus increase the price of imported articles, giving an 
advantage to the extent of the tax imposed tosuch of them as might 
be manufactured in our own territory. No one proposes to admit all 
articles of foreign wth or manufacture free of duty. All agree 
that some tax should be laid upon many of them as a means of rev- 
enue, and all know that, to the extent to which this tax is imposed, 
advantage is given to the domestic producer. What I and those 
who concur with me desire is that these duties be laidin such a way 
as to raise sufficient funds for governmental support with the least 
burden upon the le, contending that such a levy will work in- 
justice to none an vance the real interests of the great body of our 
fellow-citizens. On the other hand, they who advocate the enhance- 
ment of the price of articles imported, so that the domestic manufact- 
urer can compete with the foreigu one, who, to use their language, 


employs “ pauper labor,” insist that by such a course we add to the 
wealth of the country by a development ofits resources. This is the 
difference between us. Even if they are right in their statement of 
the effects of the policy, it does not follow that the Government would 
be warranted in producing such a desirable end by a violation of a 
principle of that equity which ought to be the foundation-stone of 
every political organization. Injustice should never be done in the 
tation that some benefit shall ensue. 
my opinion, the pope of the several States, when say ratified 
the Constitution of the United States, never intended that the power 
granted to Congress “ to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises” should be used for any other purpose than to provide a means 
of meeting the expenses of the Federal Government. Such must 
be the conviction, as I conceive, of every one who will read the arti- 
cles in the Federalist, on the subject of taxation, written by Alexander 
Hamilton, who, it is well known, was dis to claim for the United 
States the fullest powers which the most liberal or latitudinarian con- 
struction will warrant. The idea evolved in these papers is revenue; 
and nowhere is there the sanien allusion to a power of discrimina- 
tion in the adjustment of the duties, which would enable the Con- 
to discard that principle altogether and establish a system tend- 
ing to defeat the very objects of the t. And yet, such has been 
and will continue to be the inevitable effect of a policy which is 
founded upon the idea which will allow a prohibition of the importa- 
tion of all articles which can come into competition with the real or 
desired industry of American citizens; and thus force a resort to 
direct taxes, by which that small class who have a practical monop- 
oy et entirely a the touch of the tax-gatherer. 
ut, Mr. Speaker, the ore were told years that the protective 
features of the revenue laws were only needed during the infancy of 
our mannfacturing rahe) hacen and thatin a short while these would 
arrive at the maturity of man’s estate and need no further fostering 
care. In other words, the declaration was made that if the 
would submit, in a spirit of patriotism, to the payment of higher 
prices for articles which they consumed, the manufacturers of those 
commodities on our side of the Atlantic would then be able to take 
care of themselves and enter into easy and successful competition 
with all the nations of the earth. These glowing promises were made 
as far back as sixty years So: From the demands which are now 
made by the manufacturers, backed doubtless at their suggestion and 
under their influence by the persons in their employment, that happy 
period of manly strength has not yet arrived, and these interests will 
remain for many years to come in their es clothes, depend- 
ing in their helplessness upon the enforced contributions of a large 
ney 05 of the people of this country. The plea used is covered 
under the shallow pretense of sustaining the interests of the laboring- 
man, and is a ies of demagogism entirely too transparent to 
deceive. The schemes for continuing burdens upon the consumers 
are only using the laboring-man as a cloak under which they may 
continue to revel in an ill-gotten prosperity. They seem to forget 
that there is any other “laboring-man” except the one who works 
in a forge or a mill, and keep out of view the existence of the thou- 
sands who delve at other occupations and who are quite as much 
entitled to beneficent consideration. How much longer will the 
poss bulk of this people submit to such unjust and iniquitous exac- 
ons? While the favored few have increased in wealth and power 
and the localities in which they live have attained great apparent 
eee e orraps been proportionately impoverished. 
ə consumer has had no fair equivalent from the manufacturing 
cus, ihe been all the while a mere “ hewer of wood and drawer 
of water.“ 

In reply to this we are told that a diversity of industry is essential 
to the prosperity and independence of any country, and the agricul- 
turist is es the recipient of advan in the consequent 
establishment of home markets for the sale of his surplus products. 
A diversity of pursuits is indeed highly desirable, but such diversity 
should be the result of the voluntary acts of the parties concerned and 
should not be the factitions consequence of unjust legislation. It will 
exist whenever it is to the interest of the people that it should, and 
all attempts to expedite it by the hot-bed process must be to produce 
injury to people in general. But the home market whose value is so 
earnestly urged does not, I apprehend, have much influence upon the 
price of agricultural products. This is regulated almost entirely by 
the demands of the foreign market. 

According to my views, the whole system of protection is violative 
of those laws which the mrp me has established, in part, for the 
preservation of the peace of the nations, by the result of an inter- 
change of commodities. It was never intended that they should be 
entirely independent of one another. If it had been, we should have 
seen each one capable of producing every article which it might need 
for its necessities or for its convenience.» This, however, is far from 
being the case. We are mutually dependent, and “ cannot live unto 
ourselves.” It is the part of wisdom, therefore, not to interfere by 
legislation with the natural and necessary commercial intercourse, 
but allow the freedom of an exchange of commodities, so far as the 
same shall be consistent with the collection of revenne. 

It may be a proper subject of inquiry, in order to determine the force 
of the argament used by the advocates of higher prices for manufact- 
ured Gade; that protection (or higher prices) by diversifying industry 
— — a home market, to see what are the real effects of the 
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policy which they advocate. By forcing the consumer to pay more for 
the clothing and other articles which he uses the domestic manufact- 
urer is enabled to compete with foreign labor and skill, and hence 
he establishes a home market for the products of others instead of 
competing with them. This enhances the price of their commodities, 
and the result is that both manufacturer and consumer increase in 
wealth. This is the theory of the men who want others taxed for 
what et pleased to call the mutual benefit. Is the theory a 


true one 

A very little examination, I think, will show that it cannot be. 

From whom does the manufacturer get the means of purchasing the 

roducts of his neighbor? He sells to the consumer the product of 
fis looms for clothing-and other domestic uses, at a certain percent- 
age more per yard than it would cost but for the intervention of Con- 

ress in the imposition of protective, or partially or wholly prohibitive, 
8 Now with this very money, thus obtained, he buys his bread 
from the consumers. If the consumer pays 25 per cent. more for his 
clothes, his shoes, “ his spades, his mattocks, and his hoes,” and all 
things else which he needs, to the persons who manufacture them 
under the bounty of the law than he would have to pay but for the 
law, and can get the same advance for his products out of the manu- 
facturer to whom he sells and the mutual sales are equal, no damage 
isdone. But the beautiful theory does not work out in that way. 
The partially prohibitive duty forces the farmer to set at the advanced 
rates the manufactured article, while practically the manufacturer 
has the whole world from which to purchase what he wants. Pro- 
tection is worth nothing to the great bulk of the produce of the soil, 
for no people can really comparo with our agriculturists in the gen- 
eral line of his productions. This body of men is so large that they 
compete with themselves and they keep down the market, while the 
manufacturer is 3 free from that law of trade by the opera- 
tions of the tari 

Indeed there never is really any competition between the protected 
manufacturers until their products become as large as or larger than 
the demands of the consumer, The agricultural product in this coun- 
try is always much greater than the demand of the manufacturing 
consumer, and hence the price is not materially affected by the home 
market, but 5 almost exclusively upon the wants of other 
nations. But the strangest part of the whole ent is that the 
Protected class actually wants to beget competition by destroying 
competition, and thus creating a monopoly, which is “contrary to 
the genius of a free State, and ought not to be allowed.” 

Can a people become rich as compared with others who have little 
or no intercourse with the outside world? I admit that they may 
make themselves really . I admit that they may pro- 
duce all which they consume by curtailing to some extent their wants, 
but this, so far as each individual is concerned, is but a revolving 
process, which is continually shifting money from one pocket to the 
other, enlarging the possessions of one while it diminishes those of 
another, The true increase above that which is rational, slow, and 
steady, comes from the balances of trade; from selling to others more 
than is purchased from them. Now, unjust discriminations against 
the trade of other nations is sure to beget retaliation and end in com- 
mercial disaster to the people who resort to it. 

This country is now feeling the fatal influence of this suicidal policy 
in the partial destruction of its foreign trade, and it will continue to 
do so until a wiser and more liberal policy shall prevail. It is true 
that we now have this balance in our favor, but the great part of 
that is due to the depression which disables the large majority of our 
people from purchasing at all. The benefits of this accrue to a very 
small number of persons. The self-sustaining policy is not always 
wisdom; for it may be that it is purchased at a far greater cost than 
it is worth, and will result in making the great mass of our people 
really poorer than they would be by unrestrained intercourse. The 
approach which we now have to it, is maintained at the expense of 

e millions, and but very few indeed derive any substantial benefit. 

But we are often told that high tariffs make cheap goods, and by 
this delusive statement, eee, F ge in a ‘ance and in reality, 
the consumers are to be cheated by the false hopes which it creates. 
Is the ox true? If itis, is it not exceedingly strange that the 
men who manufacture are the advocates of a policy which cheapen 
the goods which they make? Are they the only patriots in the coun- 
try—the only persons who are willing to sacrifice their personal inter- 
ests that the land may become rich, powerful, and happy? Even if 

do get to be cheaper after some years of a high protective tar- 
iff, it does not follow by any means that the reduction in prices is the 
result of the cause which is alle It may come from various other 
causes, and especially from the development which exists all over the 
world, The light of advancement is not confined to one part of the 
western hemisphere. But sup the reduced prices in one year or 
one decade are attributable solely to the high taxes on importations 
imposed at a preceding period, is it not clear that the great body of 
the people have ap pest excessive rates for years in the purchase 
of their supplies in order that they may be able to buy at lower rates? 
Is it wise to pay 20 per cent. for money in the hope that after a while 
the borrower may be able to get it at 5 per cent.? What are the 
borrower's advantages from that? And yet this is just what the con- 
sumer is forced to do for the “ glorious privilege of being independ- 
ent.“ He is paying out of his pocket his earnings, whether hard or 
easy, to enab 


e the manufacturer to engage in enterprises by which 


he at least hopes to find profitable employment for his capital. Thus, 
to accomplish what we are told is a national policy—a policy of inde- 


pendence of all the nations of earth—the consumer is made to bear 
all the burdeus which are held to be essential to its establishment. 
But then it is said that the country gets richer even if the con- 


sumers perish, and the gate of wealth is the thing which should 
chiefly concern the legislative power; for it must as a matter of wise 
statesmanship so direct public affairs that we shall at least have a 


splendid“ if not “a happy land.” This is indeed a joyous consola- 
tion to that class of our ple. They should take pride in behold- 
ing the glories which follow the accretive wealth of others, even 
while they themselves “ grunt and sweat under a weary life.” Such 
is not my idea of the aim of government. My conception of it is that 
its object is “to provide for the common defense, promote the gen- 
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty.” I do not deny that 
under the protective policy certain kinds of wealth are vastly in- 
creased; but I am far from being convinced that there is any im- 
provement in the general condition of the people 3 out of the 
taxation of the consumer. The hoardings of one class are only what 
it has sires 5 e of 1 bes 5 Te — a TOS- 
perity are therefore only apparent, and the independent, glorio 

and wealthy country “boasts of a florid vigor not les own.” e 

As an evidence of the alleged beneficial results of the protective 
or taxing policy, we are often reminded that the skill and enterprise 
of American mechanism, sustained and nourished by that policy, is 
even now offering manufactured cotton for sale in the markets 
of England. My colleague on the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and the War of 1812, [Mr. Evans, of C 
made that fact (7) the subject of a part of his tariff speech in this 
House, and on it indulged in rhapsodics over the irrepressible genius 
of American industry, and its full capacity to wrestle with the ener- 
gies of Great Britain, sustained as they are by what is called “ pauper 

abor.” Pennsylvania is a unit upon the subject of “ protection,” as it 

is generally believed, and its democracy even, to use the ope ye of 

another, is “ pure irony.” To tax other people for the benefit of her 

industries, is indeed the “keystone” of her polities. Doubtless she 

=n it is all WRIGHT, (right,) but I think it is KILLINGER, (killing 
er. 

Now, if the manufacturers of cotton goods can send their products 
to England for competitive sale in her markets, it is perfectly clear 
that that business needs no protection at all—not even that which a 
revenue tax would provide, The argument of the gentleman is there- 
fore destructive of his own position, and shows the utter unsound- 
ness of his illustration. If this is one of the results of protection, or 
high taxation, (and I do not admit it,) how long will it be before that 
same indomitable energy and intelligent skill will furnish the Eng- 
lish people with their agricultural implements, their ships, their rail- 
road iron, their cutlery, and thus destroy the manufacturing suprem- 
acy of the island empire? When that is done, what will poor Eng- 
land do? In what will her people en so that they may be able 
to buy our surplus agricultural products? Being able now, as we are 
proudly told, to manufacture the raw cotton more cheaply than she 
is, what will become of the Liverpool cotton market, and where will 
the South find a competitor for her tstaple? Neither France nor 
Germany will be, and our chief p uct, which was once falsely said 
to be “ king,” will be utterly and hopelessly dethroned, at the mercy 
of domestic speculators and gamblers. With this ee future for 
America, we shall be obliged to abandon the use of the power to levy 
taxes upon imports, for there will be none of any consequence to be 
taxed, and resort to the hallowed system of “internal revenue“ 
whereby to raise the “sinews” of peace as well as of “ war.” I con- 
fess that I do not think that “happy time is coming,” for several 
generations at least ; and I would deplore the fulfillment of the proph- 
ecy as one of the greatest curses which could befall the country. 

As one of the reasons why this Con should not touch the tariff at 
all, we are reminded that there has been no demand for it in the way 
of petitions upon the part of the people whose wrongs we allege, for 
they have not cried out in their distresses, and shown their sorrows by 
appeals for It is true that they have sent up no memorials 
asking relief from the burdens which oppress them. The great bod 
of the consumers of this country are nnorgani and have remain: 
silent under the load which they carry, trusting that their Represent- 
atives would be watchful of their interests and endeavor to remove, 

ually at least, the wrongs under which they are Jaboring. But 
if their silence on this subject is to be construed into acquiescence or 
submission, is not the hushed voice of the body of the decent 
women of America to be regarded as in approbation of the blatant 
shrieks of those strong-minded and loud-mouthed aspirants for ballots 
and breeches who have been lounging about the corridors of the Cap- 
itol in the senseless and unsexed zeal for participation in the strifes 
and turmoils of a political election? They have sent no counter-peti- 
tions against the proposed innovation, which their native modesty 
and common sense teach them would be but “the direful spring of 
woes unnumbered,” the entire destruction of that mighty influence 
which they now wield over the destinies of the human race. 

“Capital is organized,” and the “head center” of the Moloch of 
taxation, the Philadelphia Association, can and does send to all the 
manufacturing establishments of the country stereo petitions in 
favor of the continuation of their pet schemes for the further plunder 
of the great masses of the people. Because of the patient endurance 
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of the consumers, we are told that they are satisfied with the yoke 
which they wear; that they require and ask no relief from their strug- 
gling condition, but desire still to dwell in the happy tents of pro- 
tection. They are not satisfied. They ought not to be satisfied. 
They ought to and do demand that the system of taxation shall be so 
arran, that all its burdens shall not rest upon them, and the self- 
constituted patriots shall no longer suck their life-blood in order that 
vere 5 ir ag as upon the aliment. The voice of this outraged class 
will yet be heard, and if “ judgment be not fled to brutish beasts and 
men Lave lost their reason” the potent argument of their oppressors 
will be met with the ery of “free trade and farmers’ rights”—the 
stern and powerful remonstrance of the great agricultural interest of 
the country, which will teach a salutary lesson to the lawgivers and 
statesmen who doucely their affairs in parliament.” 

We are warned that if Congress reduces the taxes upon imports 
we shall have a diminution of revenue, already hardly large enough 
for the wants of the Treasury. This assumption is necessarily based 
upon the idea that the present rates are at the point of greatest pro- 
duction, and hence any would injuriously affect the public 
interest. If this is true, we have at last reached that happy period 
when no pro protection is needed for the full development of 
the industrial avocations of the people, but all is accomplished in a 
tariff whose only object is to raise f for the support of the Gov- 
ernment. But I apprehend there is error in the statement. A reduc- 
tion of the tax, in my opinion, would increase the importations to 
such an extent as to make up for any loss in the amount of the import 
rate, especially if the people shall have the means to become pur- 
chasers. And if something of the kind is not soon done I predict 
that our condition will become so crippled that importations will de- 
crease and a financial collapse will add to the distresses of the country. 

The t — A now experienced by our manufacturers is the 
want of a general diffusion of money and the co nent inability of 
a large number of to purchase what their convenience and 
desires suggest. is decreases consumption, and the consequent 
market demand for their products and stagnation of trade are the nec- 
essary result. Even at the low prices which rule the values of many 
of them millers cannot sell, and hence there is a stoppage, either par- 
tial or entire, of their operations. An increase of the tariff even would 
not help the matter at all. If a more liberal and just policy should 
be pursued, by which discriminations so would not made 
against foreign nations, their policy wo be proportionally liber- 

ized, an active trade would soon ensue, prosperity would come to 
the consuming e and the manufacturing enterprises would par- 
tici in the general advancement. Then business confidence would 
revive, the revenues would increase, and we should more than ever be 
the creditor nation, with the mass of the people as creditors, instead, 
as now, of a very few whose combined means enables them to control. 

As I have already said, I do not desire any damage to befall the 
manufacturing industries of the country. I wish that they may all 
meet with the fullest prosperity consistent with the maintenance of 
the just rights of allother business. 1 should be glad to see a general 
diversity of pursuits in all parts of the land, brought about by the 
healthy demands of trade and the result of the uncontrolled action of 
thepeople. ButI cannot consent that their enterprise shall flourish or 
be maintained at the expense of other callings which are equally enti- 
tled to the recognition of the Government; and mysincere belief is that 
if full and impartial justice shall be done to all the conflict will cease 
and that harmony will be established, which will insure the success 
of every interest of the 3 

A few more words and I have done. The bill reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means is far from effecting the radical 

in our financial 3 I regard as essential to the 
neral welfare. But I know difficulties with which they met. 
eir report shows that a majority of them are in harmony with the 
views of those who favor a freer and more unrestricted trade, and that 
they earnestly desire a nearer approach to the revenue standard, by 
which they believe that the interests of the country will be more 
surely advanced. As a choice of evils it is my purpose to support 
their meusure, ing that it will demonstrate the wisdom and justice 
of lightening the b of taxation. In a few years I ape that a 
still more li licy will prevail and that out of it will fow an 
eee of prosperity and happiness to all parts and all inter- 
ests of this great Republic. 


BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. BICKNELL. Mr. Speaker, the people demand the repeal of 
the bankrupt law. None but the large traders defend it. They defend 
it because it gives them despotic power over the great mass of their 
customers who are small traders and y men of small means. 
In any period of contraction and depression when the small trader 

mes em in his business the threat of the wealthy and 
powerful creditor, “I will put you into bankruptcy,” makes the for- 
mer substantially his servant, destroys his independence. The law 
ought not to create such a power and ought not to foster it. The 
creditor classes need no such power; they need no peculiar privileges. 
The same shrewdness and rigor and prudence that made them ered- 
itors enables them to take care of themselves, and they always do so. 

It has been said that the chief object of government is to protect 
property. That may be true of despotisms, but it is not true of mod- 


ern democracy. All our costly machinery of government, our legis- 


lative bodies, our courts, our thousands of executive officers, are not 
established merely to defend the rich, but mainly to protect the de- 
fenseless poor man, powerless to protect himself. To judge the people 


according unto right and defend the poor” will be the character of a 
truly democratic government forever. 

I said that only the large creditors defend the bankrupt law; but 
there is another class who doit: the officers who take the fees. Except 
them, I have heard no man in my district advocate the present ie 
rupt law. For the last five years pe gonad its results have been so 
fatal, so invariably have the assets of the bankrupt been squandered 
in fees and lawsuits and other expenses that few creditors pay any 
re to the ngs. They deem it useless even to prove their 
debts; there is nothing to be gained thereby. They throw their bank- 
rupt notices into the curse the law, and that is the end of it. 

ut not only has this law received the general condemnation of the 
people ; it is wrong in principle. When the Constitution authorized 
ngress to make a 8 aw bankruptcy had a specific meaning; 

it was not mere insolvency, it was fraudulent insolveney; there was 
villainy in it, not mere inability to pay debts. Lord Coke tells us 
“the name and the wickedness of bankrup were imported from 
foreign nations,” but our bankrupt law abolishes all distinction be- 
tween honest insolvency and fraudulent insolvency; puts the rogue 
and the honest man upon the same footing, gives them alike a dis- 
charge, the only difference being that the rogue can appropriate 50 
= cent. of his creditors’ property, while the honest man saves noth- 

g. Such a law debauches and demoralizes the community; it sets 
at naught the moral principles that formerly upheld the sacredness 
of an honest debt. 

Under bankruptcy, as originally defined, when a trader becomes a 
defrander, a criminal, the Government comes in and administers on 
his estate as if he were dead; distributes it among his creditors and 
discharges him as if he were dead; commercially he is dead; his 
credit is gone; he begins de novo; if he is ever trusted again it is on 
the faith of a new character subsequently nired ; there is some 
plausibility in that; bat to make a man a bankrupt for mere insolv- 
ency, failure to pay a note, is an outrage, and the wholesale discharge 
from debt is universal repudiation. 

In voluntary bankruptcy, where a man may purchase twenty thou- 
sand dollars’ worth of property and pay for half of it and keep the 
remainder for nothing, that is legalized robbery ; it tends to over- 
turn the foundations of social order. 

You may take private sg oy deed public use, but the public must 
pay for it, while, under the bankrupt law, private pro y is taken 
for pone use and nothing is paid for it. Every debt discharged 
without payment or release is so much property taken from the cred- 
itor and given to the debtor for nothing; as long as a single creditor 
objects to it the injury is done to him. It is no wonder that the 
honest farmers of the country are opposed to sucha law. I mean the 
bone and sinew of the country, the men who own the small farms 
and do their own work. I have heard but one plausible argument in 
favor of the present bankrupt law, and that is founded on expediency 
only, to wit: that in this country we need a jubilee, a general dis- 
charge of debts at least once in a generation. If that be true, I sub- 
mit that the present bankrupt law has fully done its work in that 
respect, and it is time to go back to first principles. 

Our bankrupt law is not ohly essentially vicious in B geet a but 
it has the bad pre-eminence of violating the rights of creditor and 
debtor both, and it also violates the rights of the States by annulling 
and making useless all their insolvent laws. 

The people of the several States are not alike ; they differ in their 
laws, in their social customs, in their habits of business, and to some 
extent even in their notions of right and wrong. 

The several States had, and rightly had, their own insolvent laws; 
all laws have their origin in the social necessities of the people who 
make them; the insolvent laws of the States, alike in general, had 
specific differences, suited to the peculiar condition and circumstances 
and general | system of the people who 2 them respect- 
ively; the foreign creditor who trusted citizens of any State for the 
sake of gain, had no right to complain that their insolvent Jaws were 
not such as he was familiar with at home; all he could justly demand 
was equal rights with a resident creditor under the State laws. But 
the bankrupt law, under pretense of regulating bankruptcy, has sub- 
stantially swept away the insolvent laws of every State, and by in- 
troducing new principles gathered from English law and elsewhere, 
and unknown to our western communities, has unsettled the general 
system of mercantile business.and has produced universal confusion. 

Hence, although a certain class of politicians have been able three 
times since the year 1800 to procure the of a yon law, 
esd every instance the law has failed to satisfy the people, and 

been repudiated after a very short trial. The bankrupt law of 
1800 was repealed in less than two 
pealed in less than three years. The longer life of the present law 
can be justly ascribed to the general demoralization of the times, 
but the people will submit to it no longer. One of the chief objec- 
tions to all these laws was that the people of the several States pre- 
fer their own systems of insolvent laws, and want no Federal officers - 
interfering in ir local domestic concerns. 

But, besides interfering with varions State laws regulating their 
internal policy, the bankrupt law, in its influence upon the private 
conduct and moral principles of men, has been eminently disastrous, 


ears; the law of 1841 was re- 
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It has begotten and fostered a reckless disregard of debt, a spirit of 
extravagant and wild speculation, which sooner or later ends in com- 
plete . It has made men familiar with the notion that 
obligations may be lawfully discha otherwise than by honest 
labor and sacritice of property and of personal comfort. It has de- 
stroyed that just sense of ultimate responsibility which is the best 
check upon ous undertakings, and the consequence has been 
a general destruction of confidence throughout the community; no 
man knows whom to trust; it is impossble to foresee how soon any 
debt may be satisfied by a bankrupt’s discharge. 

These disadvantages are not compensated by the establishment of 
an artificial uniformity of complex proceedings which few under- 
stand and ee desires. 

For the foregoing reasons, but especially because the people, who 
know what they want, demand the repeal of this law, it is our duty 
to repeal it. Let us abolish the premium for dishonesty, and restore, 
if we can, the old-fashioned doctrine, that an honest debt must be 
paid by honest labor and honest sacrifice. 


THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I propose in the short 

time I shall occupy to-night to offer some reasons why the time for 
the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad should be extended 
in accordance with the application of that company. 
This is a measure of great importance, not only to the people of 
Oregon but to the whole of our northwestern States and Territories, 
as by the passage of the bill and the successful completion of the 
road it is impossible to conjecture the benefits that must inevitably 
result to that section of our country. There is no subject of legisla- 
tion which will be considered by this Con that will so materially 
and directly affect their interests as will the passage of the bill ex- 
tending the time for the completion of this road. 

The practicability of the enterprise is conceded. The time has 
passed when the construction of a railroad from Lake Superior to 
the Pacific Ocean may be considered the idle dream of an enthusiast 
oradventurer. Theconstruction and successful operation of a railroad 
from the Missouri River to the Golden Gate in California has effect- 
ually dispelled all such false and erroneous impressions, and demon- 
strated the wisdom and foresight of its projectors and of the Govern- 
ment in extending to it substantial aid. I will not discuss this bill 
and its provisions as though it were an original application of this 
company for a subsidy of lands out of the public domain to enable it 
to commence the construction of its road. 

Whatever might be the merits of such an application, I know and 
understand too well the present temper of the public mind to ask the 
representatives of the people, chosen at such a time as this, to disre- 
gard it, although personally believing it to be an unwholesome preju- 

ice to refuse to assist by legislative aid such and any and all such 
legitimate enterprises as assist to build up and develop our common 
country, give homes and remunerative employment to our people, so 
many of whom are now idle for want of it, besides tending to increase 
our commercial importance both at home and abroad The company 
has a more substantial claim than would be involved in a new appli- 
cation. 

The original charter of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was 
granted by act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, by the provisions 
of which the company were authorized to construct its road from a 

int on Lake Superior to Puget Sound, in the Territory of Wash- 
ington, with a branch to the city of Portland, in the State of Oregon. 
To assist it in doing so and for the purpose, as stated in the act, of 
“securing the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, munitions 
of war, and public stores over the route of said line of railway,” a 
grant of the public lands was made to the company amounting to 
twelve thousand eight hundred acres per mile, through the States 
traversed by the road, and twenty-tive thousand six hundred acres 
per mile through the Territories. By the terms of the act the road 
was to be completed in twelve years. By a joint resolution of Con- 
gress approved May 7, 1866, the time for the completion of the road 
was extended for two years longer. By asubsequent joint resolution, 
approved July 1, 1868, amending section eight of the original act, the 
time fixed for the completion and equipment of the road was again 
changed; though apparently conflicting with the previons joint reso- 
lntion the times seem to have been shortened one year for the com- 
pletion of the road. By joint resolution of Congress approved April 
10, 1869, the company were authorized to extend their branch and 
connect the terminus thereof, which was at Portland, Oregon, to the 
terminus of their then main line on Puget Sound, upon the terms and 
conditions, and with the rights and privileges conferred upon the 
company by the original act of incorporation and all additional acts 
amendatory thereof. 

By joint resolution of Congress approved May 31, 1870, that which 
had theretofore been known as the branch line was made the main 
line, since which time it has been located down the Columbia River 
Valley and to Eren Sound, and a portion thereof has been con- 
structed. By the latter joint resolution the railroad company was 
anthorized “ to issne bonds to aid in the construction and equipment 
of its road, and secure the same by mortgage on its property and 
rights of property of all kinds and descriptions, real, personal, and 
mixed, including its franchise as a corporation.“ 

The company claim that the time the completion of its road 


under the various acts and resolutions above referred to does not ex- 

ire until July 4, 1879. The Commissioner of the General Land Office 

as adopted the view of the company in this respect, and has not 
3 this company as among those whose grants have lapsed by 
the expiration of the time for the completion of the road, leaving the 
company at this time in full ion of its rights under the grant, 
free to continue the construction of its road, with the right to receive 
a title to the newly earned portions of its grant unimpaired. 

The company, prior to the time of its failure, constructed and 
equipped, in its eastern division, four hundred and fifty miles of its 
road, from Lake Superior west to Bismarck, in Dakota Territory, 
and in its western division, from Puget Sound to the Columb: 
River, one hundred and five miles. 

In April, 1875, the company being then delinquent in the payment 
of its interest, legal proceedings were instituted by the holders of its 
bonds to foreclose their mortgage upon the oct and pro of 
the company; a decree was obtained under which the property and 
rights of the company, including its franchise to be a corporation 
were sold and are now claimed and held by the persons who urnished 
the capital by which the enterprise was carried forward until the 
fallure of the company. Since the sale under the decree of foreclosure 
the company has been reorganized completely and being now in full 
possession of the road, property, and franchises of the old company 
applies by petition to Congress for an extension of the time for the 
completion of the road, in accordance with the spirit of the original 
act of incorporation. 

In the petition of the company presented to this House on the 6th 
day of December, 1877, for the purpose of obtaining an extension of 
time, I find this statement: 


At the first session of the present Congress a bill providing for an 
extension of the time to this company, in accordance with its petition, 
was introduced and referred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

The committee have reported the bill recommending the extension 
of the time, and with several important amendments to which I will 
briefly refer. Afterconfirming to the company the rights, privileges, 
and property as now claimed by it, it is required to complete one hun- 
dred miles of its main line per year, twenty-five miles of which shall 
be west of the Rocky Mountains. As has been before remarked, 
donble the amount of land was given to the company where the line 
of their road is located in the Territories; under this provision of the 
act the company located its line of road in its western division, en- 
tirely on the north side of the Columbia River in the Territory of 
Washington. In the bill as amended, and reported by the com- 
mittee with the knowledge, approval, and consent of the company; 
they are uired to locate and construct so much of their line o. 
road as lies between the city of Portland and the town of Umatilla, 
in the State of Oregon, on the- south side of the river, thas changing 
the location of the road for a distance of over two hundred miles into 
the State of Oregon. This the company have done as a concession to 
the wants and requirements of the people of that State. 

By this amendment they will have to abandon, for the distance 
above referred to, of the change of location, one-half their land grant, 
thereby restoring to the public domain about twenty-five hun 
thousand acres of land. e bill has been further amended in the 
committee by requiring the company to sell its lands obtained under 
the grant to actual settlers at the same A pare and upon the same terms 
and conditions as the lands of the Government lying within the 
limits of the grant are sold. This amendment will remove a great 
obstacle to settlement on the public lands heretofore felt by persons 
settling upon railroad lands and those going upon new and unsettled 
public lands lying within the t in advance of the Government 
surveys, by enabling them to obtain title to the land settled upon 
without em t and at a reasonable and certain price. There 
is a further amendment, prerane private entries, homestead and 
pre-emption claimants whose rights attached prior to the receipt of 
the orders of withdrawal at the respective district land offices, and 
relieving all suspended claims on account of an increased price of the 
even sections within the grant by permitting the same to be carried 
into patent. 

The bill was also amended in the committee by repealing the branch 
grant in Washington Territory by which the company will have to 
abandon over five million acres of land heretofore claimed by them. 
The company was further authorized, on the vote of two-thirds of 
the stockholders present at a meeting called for that purpose, to 
issue its bonds for the constrnetion and equipment of its road, not to 
exceed $25,000 per mile, and to secure the same by mortgage. 

It is further provided that, if the company fail to constract the road 
and earn the lands, the settlers thereon may obtain titles under 
the homestead and pre-emption laws as if this grant had not been 
made. The bill contains the most liberal provision for settlers con- 
tained in any grant of the kind; and the committee have used com- 
mendable diligence and e ren in surrounding them with every 
possible guarantee for their future security. The following sections 
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are important and unusual in such ts: the seventh section of 
the amended bill declares the duty of the company to maintain at 
all times its road and telegraph line in good repair, and gives the 
Government the preference in the use thereof for specified 4 e 
at reasonable rates, and authorizes the President, for willful neglect 
of the company to “ transport promptly the mails, munitions of 
war, supplies, and public stores,” to take possession of the railroad 
and telegraph line and theirequipments and use the same to perform 
the required service. The eighth section provides that when the 
company shall sell or contract to sell or shall convey away any of 
the pase A granted the same shall be subject to taxation in any State 
or Territory. The ninth section reserves the right to Congress to 
at any time “add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act, or the charter 
or resolutions” creating the corporation, and to “provide by law 
against unjust discriminations and excessive charges wherever the 
same shall be made by the company.” 

The advantage of these several amendments to the people ving 
along the line of the road, to the Government and to the stockhold- 
ers is obvious. 

Other amendments were submitted by myself and other persons 
representing different localities and interests, but they have failed 
to receive approval of the committee. I shall not antagonize the 
report of the committee for this reason. 

he Senate bill which was this day laid upon our table contains 
substantially all of the provisions of the bill which I am now dis- 
cussing, with many important additional provisions in which I con- 
eur, and I doubt not they will when the bill is reached be incorpo- 
rated into the bill and will receive the assent of the committee and 
the House, as I understand they have of the company, 

The present stockholders of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
became the creditors of the original company at the commencement 
of its active o tions in the construction of the road. Having then 
confidence in its business management they advanced the money by 
which its operations were carried forward, believing that the com- 
pletion and operation of the road would prove a remunerative in- 
vestment, yielding them back not only the principal advanced but a 
reasonable interest thereon. This belief was the result in some meas- 
ure, as was the lending of their money to the company, of the 
of the several acts of Congress making this munificent grant of land 
to the company. These creditors intrusted the company with their 
money with as much expectation and confidence that the road would 
be prosecuted to completion as had Congress in making the grant 
which induced the commencement of the work. 

The grant to the company created a credit for it, and the confi- 
dence of the creditors thus inspired they had a good and valid reason 
to hope and believe that the company would complete the road, earn 
and own the land, and that both the road and land would ultimatel 
constitute a fund out of which their money would be repaid; and 
respectfully submit that these persons should not be disappointed by 
any act of the Government in refusing this extension of the time for 
the completion of the road, especially now that they have had to 
take, in payment for their investment made in faith, the prop- 


erty and effects of the unsuccessful venture of their debtors, the orig- 
i 8 of the enterprise. No subsidy or Government aid of 
any kind is asked. Not a dollar of the public money. Neither a 


tee of principal or interest. It is simply asked that the time 
bs extended, even by a surrender of al portion of the grant 
and an increased obligation on the part of the company ; that the 
time lost by the reverses of the company, so common wi the lost 
period to so much of the business of our country, reverses for which 
the present stockholders of the company are in no wise responsible, 
and which prooght them to the ownership of the road, be extended, 
that they may, by further effort and expenditure, advance the faeces’ 
ent value of their y and accomplish the purpose for which the 
company was originally organized. 

It is but an act of justice to these persons that this time should be 
extended, as by no possibility can the company hope to complete the 
road within the present limit of time, by their own construction of the 
law; opeoially ia this so as the em ent of the old company 
was due in a great measure to the lamentable financial crisis in the 
country, against which the most prudent and have struggled 
heroically. The present owners of this road should not now be left 
with this national enterprise on their hands incomplete; but 
they should be reassured in their just and reasonable expectations, by 
having this extension granted, so as to enable them to accomplish the 
object of the Government in encouraging the commencement of the 
enterprise and to realize their own expectations in the completion of 


the road. 

I regard this land t as a trust fund in the hands of the Govern- 
ment, set a for the completion of this road, and not only is it an 
act of justice to the present owners, that this fund should be kept 
sacred, 3 and devoted to that purpose only, but common honesty 
demands that the thousands of persons who have left comfortable 
homes, business, and friends, and in good faith gone into the western 
wilderness to reclaim it from the ion of the Indians and to 
establish there the institutions of civilization, upon the expectation 
created by the Government in making this grant, that the road would 
be constructed, should not be disappointed. 

These settlers and frontiersmen, in doing as they have done, and 
if this time is extended will continue to do, render a service to the 


Government, civilization, and the country which is seldom if ever ad- 
equately rewarded. They went there with the most implicit confi- 
dence and belief that this road would be constructed; it was one of 
the leading if not the only inducement for them to go, and surely 


this Government, which is proverbial for its liberality and magnan- 
imity will not now disappoint them by refusing this extension of time 
to complete the road. ides, in the event of refusal on the part of 
the Government to grant this extension they will be tly if not 
irreparably injured by being left to live there after having expended 
their means upon unprofitable homes, without proper mail facilities 


and often without 2 protection and the indispensable means 
of transportation which the railroad if completed would afford. So 
important do I re the duty of the Government to this class of its 


citizens, that, rather than they should be so disappointed and injured, 
the Government should do toward the construction of the road “any 
and all acts and things which may be needful and ne to insure 
a e completion of said road,“ as it reserved the right in the origi- 
nal charter of this company to do on the failure of the company to 
perform the conditions thereof for a period of one year. 

The advancement of the public service, the protection of the front- 
ier, the settlement of the vast country traversed by this road, which 
were the primary reasons for the ing of this grant, still remain 
to be accomplished. 

Zne ganon is he (pene as to what guarantee there is that this 
road will be completed, even if the time is extended for that purpose 
as prayed cee) the company. I freely admit that the time should 
not be extended, and the portion of the public domain applicable to 
this land grant should not be again tied up in the hands of this com- 
pany for speculative pu or without reasonable assurance that 
the road could and would be completed at the earliest day possible ; 
certainly within the time specified in this act. It is the dictate of 
prudence to guard the public interest in this respect. We should look 
not only to the promises of the company after one failure, but we 
should also look after other reasonably satisfactory evidence of the 
intention and ability of the company to perform the work. By ref- 
erence to the repons of the Secretary of the Interior for the year 1877, 
on 26 and 27, I find the following statement concerning the re- 
organization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Comnany, its property, 
and its present financial condition, as compiled by him from their 
annual report: 

The Northern Pacifio Railroad Company was 


y reorganized on the 29th of Septem- 
ber, 1875, under a plan which had been ted by the holders of the company’s 
bonds, and under which the company’s mo 


August ling all th ‘ V 
ugust preced a e com 8 an chises were sold under a 
decree of the United States distric none for the southern district of New York, 
and 4 by a committee of the bondholders for the account of all the holders 
of the company’s bonds and stock, pursuant to the provisions of said plan. This 
pa of reorganization, approved and confirmed by the said district court, provided 

‘or the conversion of the outstanding bonds of the company into “preferred stock” 
and its stock into common stock.“ Up to June 30, 1877, there had been issued of 
preferred stock to bondholders who had surrendered their bonds for conversion, 
and also in settlement of claims and salaries, the amount of $36,609,245.95. Of com- 
mon stock there had been issued to the same date 139,453 shares, of $100 each, The 
ess go} is operating four hundred and fifty miles of its road from Dulath, at the 
west end of Lake Superior, to Bismarck ; one hundred and five miles from Kalama 
to Tacoma, W. Territory; and seventeen miles from Tacoma toward Wil- 
keson, thirty-one miles from Tacoma, to which n it was expected that the road 
would be finished by the 20th October; and which, the president of the company 
informs me, is now completed. 

The road is definitely located from the mouth of Heart River, on the Missouy 
to the mouth of Glendive Creek, on the Yellowstone, a distance of two hundred 
and five miles. Between tho last-named point and the junction of the Deer Lod, 
and Little Blackfoot Rivers, Montana Territory, the line has not been definitely 
fixed, 88 it will probably follow the Yellowstone as far as the mouth of Por- 
cupine Creek, a distance of two hundred miles from the mouth of Glendive Creek. 
In Washington Territory the branch and main line both terminate at Tacoma, on 

t Sound. The cost of surveys sera the year ending 30th June last, was 
$11,785, making the total cost of surveys, $1,124,728.55. Thisincludes the purchase 


of the right of way. The amount received from transportation of passengers for 
the year ending June, 1877, was $223,915.78 ; of freight, $663,203.05; from mis- 
cellaneous sources, $63,930.60 ; total, $1,011,049.43. The opera expenses for the 


ear were $477,451.40 ; leaving net ings, $533,598.03. The total cost of construc- 
on and equipment of the road to that date was $19,421,977.56. The company’s in- 
debtedness to said date was $309,720.81. As an offset to this debt the company had 
bills receivable, balances due from other railroad and transportation companies, 
and from the United States, $229,100.54, leaving a net indebtedness of $20,620.27. 
Thus it will be seen the company is out of debt and owns five hun- 
dred and eighty-six miles of road, costing $19,421,947, well equipped, 
yielding a net annual revenne of over $300,000, besides its earned 
portion of the land grant unsold lying contiguous to the completed 
sections of the road, with a certain prospective increase of business 
sufficient to pay the interest on the cost of completing the road 
between Bismarck and Kalama, a distance of about fifteen hundred 
miles, an increase of business not only sufficient to pay the interest 
on the cost of the incomplete portion of the road but sufficient to 
yield a handsome 1 besides, if we may rely upon the published 
dividends of the only railroad to the Pacific coast. Certainly all this 
affords some tee of the good faith of the application for the 
extension of time and of the intention and ability of the company to 
complete the road. 1 
Permit me briefly to call attention to some of the advantages that 
have already accrned and will continue to accrue from the construc- 
tion of this road. I know there is a growing apprehension of danger 
in the public mind from the existence and growing power of the great 
corporations ; and for fear of evil results many hesitate toeither create 
them, or give aid to them from the public fund. I assume, without 
at this time giving my reasons therefor, that Congress may do both 
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in the legitimate exercise of its constitutional power for any of the 
purposes mentioned in the law relating to this company. Speaking 
upon this subject, the committee say in their report upon the Texas 
and Pacific bill: 


To hold that the Government cannot combine with private ag rere retaining its 
general control over the work when completed, and to call to its aid individual 
enterprise and energy in securing a great national highway deemed essential to its 
interest and the security and prosperite of the country, would be to deny to the 
Government the employment of What it might conceive to be the cheapest, most 
expeditious, and most e! . means of accomplishing an object clearly and con- 
fessedly within the limits of its constitutional power. 


No danger need be apprehended if in such legislation the public 
interests are carefully guarded. The great unanimity with which this 
House to-day in its action upon the Union and Central Pacific funding 
bill declared not only its power to protect the public interests but its 
disposition to do so will allay any apprehension of harm from this 
source in the public mind. 

After thorough examination of the bill Imust commend the wisdom 
of the committee for the careful manner in which they have guarded 
every interest of the Government, reserving to Con, , as they have 
done, full power to hereafter control the conduct of the company in 
many important respects in which that power has been heretofore 
disputed, Every authority conferred upon the company is properly 
hedged about with wholesome restrictions. 

When this company commenced the construction of this road the 
region of country from Lake Superior to the Rocky Mountains was a 
5 entirely beyond the confines of civilization. A distin- 
guished member of this House taxed his ingenuity in vain to ascer- 
tain the exact locality of the great city destined to be the eastern 
terminus of the road. What was the value of the public land granted 
to the company for the purpose of aiding in the constraction of the 
road at that time? It had no market value, for there was neither a 
market nor demand for it, nor would not have been yet if the road 
had not been built. It could neither be profitably nor even safely 
occupied by the settler for any of the purposes contemplated by the 

ublic-land laws. The Indians who roamed over it were kept in sub- 
jection at grosi annual expense to the Government; even the sur- 
veyors of the company in locating the line of the road had to be 

rotected by Government troops. How is it now and what has pro- 
Aaa this result? A happy and prosperous population adorns with 
comfortable homes and improved farms the line of the road from 
Duluth to Bismarck, all of whom have gone there as a result of the 
construction of this road and many by reason of special inducements 
offered by the company. Life and property are as secure there as 
elsewhere. Territorial, county organizations, and courts are in per- 
fect operation. The soldier and savage have alike given place for 
the plow, the work-shop, the church, and the school-house. On the 
line of the road the Government has three land offices at which within 
the limits of the t during the last fiscal year it dis of for 
settlement over t hundred thousand acres of land under the 
various acts for the disposition of the public lands. Equally great 
progress has been made in its Paeific division. 

In contemplation of the passage of this bill and the early resump- 
tion of work on this road, there have been already this year over one 
thousand applications for lands for actual settlement made to the 
company in Washington and Idaho Territories’. Where Chief Joseph 
wrought his murderous work within a year upon the settlers who had 
gone into that country expecting this road to be built, new settle- 
ments are an re with wonderfulrapidity. That war would not 
have occurred this road been completed, and its construction is 
tual guarantee against the recurrence of such wars upon 
our entire Northwestern frontier. 

By a proper extension of our railway system upon our northern 
and southern border we secure our territory against any possible en- 
croachment or raids from persons such as are now menacing our citi- 
zens upon either eee 

The company sold land earned by the construction of this road, 
principally, however, in settlement of its indebtedness, for which it 
received $1,695,714.46 between October 1, 1875, and July 31, 1877. The 
wheat crop on its eastern division last year was fifteen hundred thou- 
sand bushels. In the Pacific division an equal quantity was produced 
for foreign shipment within the limits of this grant. 

The necessity declared by past legislation for additional competing 
transcontinental lines of railway is affirmed by the committee hav- 
ing our railway interests directly in charge, and yet the possibility of 
the destruction of competition by the southernmost of the contem- 
plated lines is by their report admitted from the oyer-reaching cupid- 
ity of the giant monopoly now levying tribute by excessive ch: 
upon the entire commerce of our Pacific States and Territories. The 
whole Pacific coast will be immeasurably benefited by destroying the 
monopolies that embarrass transportation there. This the competition 
of this road will do if it is completed. The purely local business upon 
either read from this cause will not be materially benefited, as the 
distance between them is so and there are no connecting lines, 
but the large and increasing through trade from one coast to the other 
must be done at greatly reduced prices as the result of competition. 
This road should be constructed and maintained as an independent 
line, free as the interest of the company and its patrons shall demand 
to compete for its business, that it mn prove what it is intended 
to be, a benefit and not injury to the people of the Northwestern States 
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and Territories. In this view it deserves not only the support and en- 


couragement of the nation but of every local interest. It should be, 
as it is, forbidden to combine its business interests with other com- 
panies, thus defeating competitive transportation, which is the interest 
of both the Government and the people. 

No section needs more the advantage of competition and increased 
facilities for transportation than Oregon, Washington, and Idaho. 
In addition to being heavily taxed with high er om by local com- 
panies and increased insurance, its commerce is laid under tribute to 
swell the large annual revenues of the two companies now holding a 
monopoly of the only means by which communication can be had 
with eastern cities, from which, as manufactories there are yet in their 
infancy, supplies for that section are largely drawn. 

Cheap transportation tothe seaboard is a necessity to an early and 
roper pony sorry of the great interior region lying between our 
tlantic and Pacific States. In the present condition of this section 

of country private enterprise alone is insufficient for this purpose. 
Yet when roads are constructed under the fostering care of the Gov- 
ernment, with the rapid settlement and development of the country 
which follows immediately they will be able to make for themselves 
a business not only self-supporting, butremunerative. Our transpor- 
tation, agricultural, and mining interests should be guarded and pro- 
tected 55 legislation with the same care bestowed upon our manufac- 
3 ur 1 hans e gs ac and our 3 
inte upon the Pacific are to argely augmented by the con- 
struction of this road. if 7 

Increased facilities and competition, besides stimulating a laudable 
rivalry in business, must give reduced prices and improved accommo- 
dations. While drawing nothing from the public ury, the con- 
struction of this road affords a well-defined method of reducing our 
standing army and the current expenses of the Government, besides 
building up prosperous communities upon new territory, adding 
largely to its revenues and to our surplus productions, and reliev- 
ing tae poopie from a grasping and oppressive monopoly; and in its 
practical working will develop and demonstrate that commercial law 
of supply and demand which would otherwise have to be accom- 
plished imperfectly by congressional legislation. ` 


THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD, 


Mr. JACOBS. Mr. Speaker, the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
was created by act of Congress, approved July 2, 1864. The company 
did not commence the work of actual construction until nearlysix 
years afterward. An excuse for this long delay is to be found in the 
magnitude of the enterprise, the extent and expense of the neces- 
sary preliminary surveys, and the enormous sum of money involved 
in the construction and completion of the road. While the grant of 
land was liberal—every alternate section for twenty miles on each 
side of the road where its line ran through a State, and double the 
quantity where its line ran through the Territories—yet that land 
could not be made available, to any considerable extent, in the con- 
struction of the road. No subsidy in money, in any shape, was either 
asked or granted. It was a national enterprise, to be consummated 
by private means. Its paramount object and all its nder results 
are national; but the funds necessary for the accomp ent of this 
object and to secure these results are private. 

he work of construction was commenced in earnest in 1870, at both 
ends of theline, and peated with commendable vigor until the finan- 
cial crash in 1873. That crash 380 the sale of the bonds of the 
company and carried Jay Cooke & Co., their bankers, into bank- 
roper: In the mean time over five hundred miles of the road had 
been built and fully equip 

It is manifest from this brief résumé and from current history that 
the company was not to blame for this sudden stoppage; but the times 
were out of joint and money could not be obtained for carrying on 


the work. The suspension of railroad building was general and not 


confined to this company alone. 

The temporary suspension of this enterprise was a national mis- 
fortune, for it left unaccomplished the purposes had in view by its 
creation, while the reasons that prompted it remained as urgent and 
potent as ever. While their fault, if any, did not contribute to its 
suspension, to refuse them an extension of time now, after they have 
regained their feet and are ready to go on, and have given convine- 
ing evidence of their ability to go on by the construction of over one 
hundred miles of road in the past year, is like plundering a man be- 
cause he is down. 

The company are not asking a subsidy, but a mere extension of 
time in which to complete their road. They are in the condition of 
a mortgageor who has made default in payment, they are liable to a 
suit for foreclosure. A generous and judicious mortgagee, if he saw 
a disposition and ability to pay in the near future, would certainly 
extend the time for 8 2 

The land t, while it is to some extent the basis for present 
credit, and is of ultimate value to the company, is no loss to the 
Government. The price ch by the Government for its lands is 
$1.25 per acre; the moiety of land retained by the Government within 
the limit of this nt is raised to $2.50 per acre. In other words, 
the one-half retained is to the Government of the same value as the 
whole would be without the road. Besides, the construction of the 
road secures the settlement of the public domain, the speedy develo: 
ment of its resources, the increase of material wealth, swells the vol- 
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ume of taxable property, and opens up a broad highway for domestic 
and forei and commerce. 

This bill with the provisions for the surrendering of certain of the 
granted lands brings back the enterprise to its original design and 

purpose, à single transcontinental northern line connecting the great 
AHA with the Pacific Ocean. It restores to the public domain in 
Washington Territory all of the branch lands, amounting in the ag- 
gregate to over eight million acres, and on the main line, by reason 
of its change of route to the south side of the Columbia River, two 
millions and a quarter of acres more. This may be considered as a 
consideration for this extension of time. This bill in its provisions 
is far more liberal in its ition of the rights of settlers than is 
the original charter. I believe it could safely have gone further in 
the recognition and confirmation of such rights, but I am not inclined 
to reject what it gives because I could not obtain more from the 
committee. All legislation is to some extent a compromise of con- 
flicting claims and rights, and I accept the provisions of this bill as 
the best I could obtain. 

Its provisions are liberal as compared with the vicious construc- 
tions of the past. Anything is preferable to the present condition 
of thin It would be a misfortune to defeat this bill and to rest 
there. The grant to this company is what lawyers call a grant in 
presenti ; the title to the land is vested in the company. Mere non- 
performance of the conditions of the t does not divest the com- 
pany of their rights under it, nor restore the land to the public do- 
main. There must be a legislative declaration of forfeiture or some 

overnmental act equivalent thereto. Hence, unless this Congress 
is willing to go further than mere negative action, the effect will be 
to continue all the lands on the branch as well as on the main line 
in the possession and ownership of the company. Hence I say the 
defeat of this bill would be a misfortune unless Congress ad pronaren 
to assume the ive, and to declare this land grant forfeited for 
the non-performance of conditions-subsequent. 

But why should a forfeiture be declared under the facts of this 
case? The reasons which prompted this grant are as potential now 
as ever. This road cannot and will not be constructed without the 
aid of this land t as a basis of credit. 

One reason for the continuance of this grant of land and extension 
of time for the completion of the road is by its construction to settle 
the Indian question forever. There is a vast amount of human nature 
in the Indian. He believes that the Great Spirit ison the side of the 
heavy battalions; herespects power ; he worships power; the name of 
his deity allover the Northwest is Sock-la-tie, or “The God of Power.” 
While he has no virtue but bravery, and no vice but cowardice, his 
deity has no attribute but power. : 

He not only respects power, but his respect for power is heightened 
by its present and immediate effectiveness. Distant power has no 
terrors for him. A living, menacing, present force is what he fears 
and obeys. Present victory with its opportunities for immediate 
plunder is so sweet that he chooses it at the price of distant though 
ultimate defeat. To hold him, therefore, in subjection the force must 
be palpable and impending. He of all beings lives in the present and 
on the fruits of the present. He is reckless of the morrow and its 
results, whether they be victory or defeat. This disposition is what 
makes him a scourge to the pioneer and is an almost impassable bar- 
rier to his civilization. He cannot wait for future results; hence he 
never sows, because reaping is too distant. To him the facts of the 

resent are the only factors of life; they are all that he knows, all 

e heeds. 

The railroad and locomotive are to him the highest symbols of 
power. He understands the quickness with which forces can be 
concentrated along the line of the road, and hence the theater of 
his hostility is not there. There have been no Indian wars along the 
line of the Union or Central Pacific since they were constructed. The 
line of the Northern Pacific is through the country where dwell the 
most powerful and warlike tribes of Indians on this continent. Let 
this road be built, and all probability of danger from that source is 
forever past. 

As I have said before, the Government really loses nothing by the 
land grant; it is in the condition of the proprietor of a town who 
gives away every alternate town lot on the condition that it shall be 
improved upon. By this means he increases both population and 
wealth, accelerates the growth of his town, and more than doubles 
the value of his remaining property. The Government gets the same 
sum of money for the half that it otherwise would for the whole; 
and besides it saves every year millions of dollars that would other- 
wise be necessarily expended for the suppression or prevention of 
Indian hostilities. 

But the benefit to be derived is not in dollars and cents alone; 
human life is preserved; women and children are saved from horrid 
massacre; and brave men live for nobler deeds of valor. Had this 
railroad been built within the time prescribed by the existing law 
the noble Custer and his brave band of heroic men would not now be 
sleeping the sleep of death on the wild slopes of the Rosebud Creek; 
nor would the Nez Percé “ Joseph” and his hand of Indians have made 
a trail marked with conflagration and death for nearly a thousand 
miles in length. 

Again, another object had in view by the statesmen who first gave 
form and substance to this enterprise was to opon 4 ie settlement 
the vast domain lying between the lakes and Puget Sound, most of 


it at that time a vast wilderness. This immense country is not only 
rich in mines of iron, cinnabar, gold, and silver, needing but po; 
ulation and industry to develop them, but it is the great wheat belt 
of this continent. This rich slope of country stretching between the 
Roky Mountains and the Mississippi is the foundation of strong and 
pulous commonwealths yet to be. Their growth will be hastened 
y the completion or delayed by the defeat of this railroad. With- 
out it their growth will be slow indeed. 

The Government will receive its compensation for the donation of 
these lands and the extension of the time for the completion of the 
road, in the increase of population and material wealth; in the swell- 
ing of the volume of business; in the consumption of dutiable arti- 
cles; and in the manufacture and use of the articles on which in- 
ternal revenue is collected. Would it not be best and wisest to hasten 
the settlement of this country by the continuance of the land grants 
to the company, even though the Government should lose the price 
of the land, rather than to lose that constantly increasing and per- 
pees a which would be paid by a large and ever-growing 

ulation 

a he line of the road crosses the Rocky Mountains at an elevation 
of not over five thousand feet, It descends the western slope of these 
mountains with an easy grade until it reaches the vally of the Co- 
lumbia, and from thence on and down that valley to Portland and 
the Sound with no greater grade than that of flowing water. The 
sum of its elevations is about three times less than that of the Union 
and Central Pacific Road. 

From the Rocky Mountains westward to The Dalles, in Oregon, at 
the eastern base of the Cascade range, the road will ran through the 
center of the e Columbia River basin. This basin is fully six hun- 
dred miles in length by four hundred miles in width. It was once, no 
doubt, an immense inland sea. Beds of petrified oysters and other 
marine shells attest this fact. Indian tradition also corroborates it. 

The soil of this basin is very largely composed of voleanic ash and 
carbonate of lime, much the same as the island of Sicily. All the ele- 
ments necessary for the successful production of wheat and other 
cereals exist in inexhaustible quantities in the soil. In this regard 
its capabilities are sublimely great. 

Continue this grant by the extension of time to the Northern Pacific, 
and thus secure the construction of this road, and in a quarter of a 
century this basin will be filled with many thousands of industrious 
and thrifty people who will send their surplus millions of grain to 
the markets of the world. The customs dues and internal-revenue 
tax which they will pay will be far more valuable to the Government 
than the revenue derived from the slow sale of the public lands. 

Population is what is wanted; the wealth arising from the product- 
ive energies of labor is what enriches a country and makes it both 
strong and powerful, while land not made productive by labor en- 
riches nobody. Hence Government gives away its domain to actual 
settlers on the lands, and this is done to encourage settlement and 
to increase the products of labor and thus to augment the material 
wealth of the country. It is the same principle which underlies the 
grant to this company; it is a sound principle, and care should be 
taken that the grant accomplishes this object, the settlement of the 
country. Hence I contend and have always contended, that the 
pane should be limited in the price he could ask, and that he should 

compelled to sell when that price was tendered; and I am sorry 
that this bill does not fully recognize this principle, for then it would 
be in full harmony with the liberal and settled policy of the Govern- 
ment in the disposition of its lands. It is always difficult at a single 
bound to reach ultimates; they must be approached by degrees. This 
bill, in its provisions upon this subject, is a long step in the right 
direction. 

In this connection there is another pro provision to which I 
wish to invite special attention. The bill submitted by the House 
committee, as well as by the Senate committee, and accepted in this 
regard by the company, make the main line of the road run down 
the south side of the Columbia River and permit the company to 
commence the construction of the road between Umatilla, Oregon, 
and the mouth of Snake River, in Washington Territory, and thence 
proceed eastward. It is well known to every man at all acquainted 
with this great river that the falls or rapids at The Dalles and lower 
down at the Cascades completely interrupt its continuous naviga- 
tion. ‘These out of the way and the navigation for good-sized steamers 
extends between five and six hundred miles beyond. 

‘The men or company controlling the portages around the rapids have 
virtually and actually control of the navigation of that immense river 
and ya fans and constantly increasing commerce of the great Colum- 
bia River basin. The Oregon Steam Navigation Company now con- 
trol these portages and have controlled them for years. The freight 
charges are very low now- as com to what they have been in 
former Taa Yet now the 8 ahd charge is $25 per ton from Port- 
land to Wallula, a distance of about two hundred and twenty miles, 
If the railroad company commence the construction of the road at 
Umatilla or near the mouth of Snake River, and thence build east- 
ward, it leaves the Lower Columbia locked with the keys still in the 
possession of the Oregon Steam Navigation Company, and this state 
of things must, unless this bill is amended, be continued for ten years 
more. 

The 8 of power which may be wielded to the detriment of 
the public and for the pecuniary aggrandizement of its possessor is 
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a dangerous lodgment for the rights and interests of the people. 
Corporations are no more fit guardians for the interests of the public 
than wolves are fit guardians of lambs. The result is always the 
same in each case—both are devoured. 

It is in the power of Pen ays to remedy this evil, and a fit oppor- 
tunity for the exercise of this power is now 3 3 this 
railroad company in a reasonable time, say three years, to build port- 
ages around the rapids of the Cascades and The Dalles. Let them be 
free for all at reasonable charges, and the present monopoly is broken. 
It is no injustice to the railroad company to compel them to build 
these It is in furtherance of their designs on the direct line 
of their route, and fifteen miles of road is all that is necessary. Tey 
must ultimately build this very road before Portland can be reached. 

The railroad company assert that there is no combination between 
them and the Oregon Steam Navigation Company. I accept their 
disclaimer as true. Such being the case, nothing is more manifest 
than that it is the interest of the railroad company to build these 
po at once. The iron and other material necessary for the con- 
struction of the four hundred miles of road beyond must pass over 
these portages. More than enough would be saved in the freight on 
iron alone to build them. The railroad company must either build 
the road or pay the enormous freight or else make special rates 
with the Oregon Steam Navigation Company. lf special rates are 
8 they will be ted as a consideration for not building and 

or the continuance of this crushing monopoly. The interests of the 
sixty thousand people now living on the Upper Columbia and its 
affluents, a vast and productive basin into which a constantly increas- 
ing volume of immigration is pouring, onght not to be left dependent 
upon the option of the company, but ought to be secured by 
law. Said company can no doubt secure cheap rates for its iron and 
other freights by contract, but an essential element of that contract, 
either express or implied, will be a denial of the same rates to others. 

Congress is the guardian of the rights of the people, and when its 
equity powers are appealed to to continue a la) t it ought 
to compel those to whom its generosity is extended to do equity, and 
not to leave it to the option of the donees of its generosity whether 
they will do equity or not. 

‘inally, there is another fact which ought always to be kept in view 
in connection with this enterprise. Time and distance are the great 
factors in the commerce of the world, both domestic and foreign. 
The saving of distance, other things being equal, is the saving of 
time, and hence the nav, fs cost. The distance from Puget Sound 
to the principal ports of China or Japan is from six to eight hundred 
miles shorter than from San Francisco or any other terminus of a 
transcontinental line of railroad. I think the saving is about one- 
fourth of the whole distance, but the exact proportion is not material. 
If the above estimate as to the proportion be correct, the immense 
saving in cost of transportation by vessels is manifest. One-fourth 
less marine tonnage would be necessary for the ocean carrying trade, 
and there could and would, under the law of competition, be a vast 
saving and deduction in the cost of rtation. This would nec- 
essarily cheapen the cost of articles of foreign production, and, as a 
consequence, increase their consumption, and thus swell the volume 
of customs revenue. Not only this, but our exports would be corre- 
spondingly increased. 

I would be glad to elaborate this topic further, but time will not 
permit me. I hope, therefore, that this bill may pass. 


CLAIMS AND WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, the subject of claims and war claims 
and the remedy for special legislation, it seems to me, is worthy of 
serious consideration. I propose to briefly call atiention to what 
seems to me a prolific source of public corruption, one which, nuless 
speedily remedied will surely sap the life of the Republic. I allude 
to the enormous and alarming proportions in number, amount, and 
character of the so-called private relief bills. It would seem to the 
critical observer that the American Con instead of convening for 
the consideration of great questions of public interest involving the 
general welfare of the nation, has d erated into a mere conclave 
of claim agents; that the Representative as toeach claim in which a 
constituent alleges an interest must act the part of judge, juror, advo- 
cate, and witness to such an extent that the vocation has become a 
oe feature of Congressional life. Since this Congress assem- 
bled, more than forty-four hundred bills have been introduced and 

rinted at the expense of the peoples and an examination of the files 
8 the startling fact that the number, if considered either in 
committee or by the House, which are in part or in the nature of bills 
for private relief, claims or aered claims of some sort, ancient or 
modern, fictitious or real, speculative or meritorious, is sufficient to 
swamp all consideration of general legislation. As a rule, these 
claims sound in damages to the people and the depletion of the Treas- 
tf Observe, if you please, the unavoidably demoralizing effect of 
this species of legislation. A member, I care not how pure, honest, 
or patriotic he may be, introduces one or more bills of this character. 
He naturally s the measure as his bantling. It receives his 
faithful attention and fostering care. The interested constituent 
from time to time not only reminds him that the bill is still pending, 
but appeals for earnest and efficient effort in its behalf. The feeling 
of the member becomes enlisted. He visits the committee-room, 
interviews the subcommittee, perchance appeals to the full commit- 


tee, in short, labors as earnestly for a favorable report as though he 
were an attorney prosecutin ng or defending for client a cause in court. 
If the report be favorable, then with what vigilance he watches and 
presses the favorable consideration of the measure in the House. 
An objection from a brother member is easily tortured into an act 
of discourtesy, and soon, imperceptibly it may be to ourselves, we 
are transformed into the character of a miserable claim agent, ply- 
ing a vocation we would scorn to follow at our respective homes. 
True, the member may not receive ny pecuniary consideration for 
this service other than the salary paid him as such, nevertheless I 
aver the practice is demoralizing and d ing. Our theory of gov- 
ernment is at war with the idea that the tea department 
should assume to act in a dual character—legislative and judicial in 
matters of such vital concern, and especially as the evidence upon 
which we are 5 to act is in a great measure ex parte and fur- 
nished to hand by parties in interest. Sir, we approach Friday or 
private-bill day with hearts 3 evil results and breathe freer 
when the Speaker announces the “ House stands ourned” until 
the noon of to-morrow. The practice of individ resorting to 
Congress for legislative relief is a most icious one and can be 
in a great measure and should be speedily and effectually remedied. 
Wherever and whenever private or special legislation is tolerated 
the carrion crows of the lobby congregate to fasten and fatten upon 
the ill-gotten gains which too 8 by doubtful or tortuous 
means are filched from the people's ury. Bitter, blighting expe- 
rience in this re has taught many of the States the absolute 
necessity of prohibiting by constitutional provisions the pansako of 
private or ial acts and requiring the enactment of general laws 
under which by means of competent legal tribunals proper relief in 
all meritorious cases can be promptl inistered. Examine if you 
will the constitutions of the several States of the Union and you 
will find some one of the following provisions: No special or local 
law shall be enacted for the benefit of individuals or corporations 
in cases which are or can be provided for by a general law.” “The 
General Assembly shall pass general laws under which local and 
private interests shall be provided for and protected.” “In all cases 
where a general law can be made applicable no special law shall be 
enacted.” “All laws shall be general and of uniform operation 
throughout the State.” “The islature shall not audit nor allow 
any private claim or account.” The time has come when the Con- 
gress of the United States may not defer longer to profit by the 
wisdom embodied in these provisions of our State constitutions and 
thereby avoid the ills to which the people of the States were sub- 
jected by the curse of ial legislation. We owe it to ourselves, 
and much more we owe it to the people, to provide by law a barrier 
against this fearful inundation of private bills which submerge 
proper consideration of important and general interests. 
ake, for illustration, that class of bills which are referred to the 
Committee on Claims, not war claims, but bills for the relief of par- 
ties Lethe or desiring to have demands against the Government for 
moneys alleged to be due. The idea of a committee of lawyers, upon 
ex parte statements, peers to mete out equal and exact justice 
between the Government and the claimant is simply preposterous. 
As a rule, either the one or the other will be wronged, and I very 
much fear the Government is most likely to be the victim. I submit, 
first, that stringent limitation laws, laws fixing a reasonable time 
within which claims of every character against the Government shall 
be 8 should be enacted, and that those laws, when once en- 
acted, should be rigidly enforced and referred to as a rule upon every 
Department of the Government. When such laws, gen in their 
application, are once enacted, let it be understood that no exceptional 
case can be e subsequent legislation, but that when an alleged 
claim is once it is at an end forever without the hope of res- 
urrection. I submit, further, that, instead of Congress attempting, 
140 the passage of a multitade of private bills, to relieve innumera- 
ble claimants, legal tribunals of competent jurisdiction be created, 
whose duty it shall be to hear, try, and determine these claims upon 
legal evidence introduced for and against them, that the Government 
as well as the claimant may have a fair, full, and impartial hearing, 
to the end that the judgment rendered may be right. There are 
hundreds of bills now pending before the Committee of Claims and 
also before many other committees which are really in the nature of 
bills for private relief, that should never be di of by legislative 
enactment. Their merits should be adjudicated by a competent court 
according to the rules of law. And it is worse than a mockery of 
public justice to attempt to adjust and settle them by the of 
rivate relief bills. As to some matters we now have limitation laws, 
ut the general subject should be beens aa considered and broad, 
comprehensive, and effective provisions should be enacted in this re- 
pie 5 and then enforced in all coming time to the letter. 

These statutes of repose are re ed by our system of jurispru- 
dence with favor, and it is to them that the people of the United 
States must hereafter look as one of the means of self-protection. 
Such statutes, in connection with the creation of a tribunal for the 
consideration of all claims not barred by existing law, will prove of 
great service as a relief to the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment. Again, while I recognize the existing rule that the statute of 
limitation does not run the sovereign, nevertheless I submit 
that it would be better for the interests of the people that the Gov- 
ernment also subject herself to a rule of limitation also. It would 
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stimulate vigilance, insure prompt settlement of the accounts of all 
officials, and promptly visit upon all wrong-doers the penalties of 


the law. Stale claims, either against the Government or in her 
favor, should not be tolerated or regarded with favor. After the 
lapse of a given number of years the attempt of the Government to 
collect a claim is subject to the insolvency of the debtor and increased 
expense, and as a rule but little is realized. The law should abso- 
lutely require all actions to be commenced against principals as well 
as sureties within a given period, and in case of failure on the part 
of the Government to thus assert her right the same law should 
interpose as a quietus of all liability. The rigid enforcement of such 
a rule would insure the collection of a larger amount and of a greater 

roportion of the claims due the Government than the policy which 
fica hitherto been practiced. I trust the Judiciary Committee will, 
as speedily as may be, submit for consideration comprehensive meas- 
ures of relief, whereby not only Congress but the poopie will be 
relieved from the corrupting curse of private or special legislation. 
We may not longer, with a due regard for the best interests of the 
country, blind our eyes to the necessity for radical and thorough re- 
form in this zoga. 

Again, sir, there is another class of claims, the consideration of 
which ought to be summarily and forever ended, if need be by con- 
stitutional prohibition. I allude to those commonly known as war 
claims. Ever since the suppression of the rebellion the persistence 
with which this class of claims has been pressed upon the attention 
of Con has furnished well-grounded and grave fears in the mind 
of the people that it is the determined purpose of the democratic party 
in the event of ascendency to compel the Government to assume and 

ay all losses and damages resulting from the prosecution of the war 
in defense of our nationality. Each succeeding year furnishes cumu- 
lative evidence in support of the truth of the ch that such is the 
well-settled purpose of those who control the action of that party. 
For a time the approaches to the Treasury were cautious, guarded, 
gradual, and-well calculated to deceive the unsuspecting. In all time 
recedent has served an effective purpose. One act serves as a finger- 
to point the way to commit another, and it in turn serves a 
like purpose, until soon you have a highway blazed and open in which 
the multitude travel to the desired haven. The first effort in behalf of 
this class of claims has been to nail up the finger-boards, to establish 
precedent. The character of claim best suited to successfully accom- 
plish the purpose is pressed to the front. Our love for the school, our 
veneration for the church, our tender regard for whatever is of historie 
interest as connected with our early or colonial history is appealed to. 
The purpose of all this is so manifest that I will not attempt a criti- 
cism in the presence of the genein intelligence of members of this 
House, but only say the peop! e well understand it and will no longer 
be deceived. Iam aware that some of our democratic friends deny 
that it is their purpose to hold the Government liable for the destruc- 
tion of property by the Army or for use and occupation, but, gentle- 
men, acts speak louder than words. 

Let me call attention to the extraordinary diligence with which this 
class of claims have been marshaled and presented. Consult, if you 
please, the record of the Court of Claims and of the sonthern claims 
commission and the files of the War Department, and take an inven- 
tory of the multitude of rejected claims which did not come within 
the provisions of the statute. Why filed, why presented to tribunals 
which did not have jurisdiction? It was one of the means resorted 
to for the 5 of asserting an alleged claim of right, of manu- 
facturing evidence, of diligence in the assertion and prosecution of 
such claim, of creating and perpetuating a record of intention in the 
promisoa; Failing in the first instance before these tribunals, what 

as been the next step? Bills are introduced to extend or enlarge 
the jurisdiction of these tribunals so as to give relief in special cases, 
special bills for particular vases, the real object being to thereby ex- 
tort and obtain an admission from the Government upon the question 
of liability. How istently and with what consummate skill and 
ability this class of bills have been pressed upon the attention of com- 
mittees. The adroit and skillful attorney knows full well that by 
procuring the enactment of such statutes he may hereafter stand 
upon them as solid ground and defiantly assert in the face of the 
Government that she is fully committed by her own deliberate, sol- 
emn legislative act to a liability to pay this class of claims, and that 
she is page 00 to question liability by reason of the legislative rec- 
ognition of liability to pay war claims. Consult your files and you 
will be astounded at the number of this class of bills, apparently fair 
and harmless but charged with ern poison to national life. Then 
comes the terrible flood of private bills which threaten to 8 


every in 


for use, loss, or damage to every conceivable 
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species of property. The men whosupported and sustained the Gov- 
ernment in the hour of peril are now threatened by force of law with 
a liability for all losses and damages sustained by those who failed 
in an effort to cen and destroy it, and this fearful threat which 
hangs to-day over the heads of the people is uttered by the control- 
Jing element of the democratic party. 

The isolated exceptions here and there who aver that they do not 
and would not sanction this monstrous and wholesale robbery of the 
substance of the people would be utterly powerless to prevent it 
should that party obtain the controlling power in the administration 
of the Government. If it is not the pur; to press those claims to 
ultimate payment, why the record af sad Sager 7 

During the last presidential canvass the people to some extent 
were informed of the itude of this threatened assault upon the 
Treasury. True, they had not then and have not now a correct con- 
ception of the fabulous amount which would be extorted from them 
if this democratic raid upon the Treasury is successful. Neverthe- 
less, they learned enough to give expression to such opinions as struck 
terror to the heart of uel J. Tilden and impelled him over his 
own signature through the public prints to assure the people that for 
their protection he would interpose his veto. Ido not believe for 
one moment that he would have dared to exercise the veto power. 
His southern masters would have decreed otherwise and the back- 
bone and knee of the northern democrat has so long been accustomed 
to unhinge and bend at the crack of the sonthern lash that I must 
be pardoned for * a want of confidence in expressions of 
individual independence. All the ills which afflict the country to- 
day could have n averted had the presidential chair from 1856 to 
1861 been filled by a lion-hearted, Union-loving Jackson instead of 
one who in this presence shall be nameless. me time since, as a 
matter of personal information, I concluded to examine the pile 
of bills introduced since this Congress convened, and to make an 
abstract of those referred to the Committee on War Claims, that 
abstract to give the number of the bill, the name of the member 
introdycing the same, the name of the party for whose benefit or re- 
lief it was introduced, the residence of the claimant, on what account 
the claim was based, and the amount claimed. I have carefully ex- 
amined thirty-seven hundred and ten of the bills introduced, and 
the abstract of the character stated of those referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims I will, by leave of the House, print as a part 
of my remarks. It will be observed that over seven hundred bills 
yet remain to be examined, and the abstract of those examined only 
includes those referred in the first instance to the Committee on War 
Claims. It will indicate to some extent the number and character 
of the bills, and the amounts sought to be filched from the ple. 
By reference thereto some of the older members may be enabled to 
recall the familiar sound of names which greeted their ears in the 
last and previous sessions of Congress. They have come again and 
will keep coming, and still more will come to join the multitudinous 
throng until the people rise in their majesty and imperiously demand 
that they be shut out forever by constitutional prohibition. 

If, however, the people do not exercise a vigilance equal to the im- 
pending peril; if they send as representatives to these halls men who 

not fearlessly throttle this class of claims, then just so certain 
and so soon as the democratic party has the power to give them wel- 
come, r Ass come to stay and gnaw at the vitals and quench their 
thirst with the life-blood of the nation. Sir, the fundamental theory 
apon which all these bills are based is that the Government of the 
nited States and every soldier of the Union Army was a trespasser, 
a wrong-doer, from 1861 to 1865; that the moment the Union soldier 
plan his foot upon the soil over which the so-called confederate 
government attempted to usurp jurisdiction the nation became liable 
or all acts of the Army while engaged in suppressing the rebellion. 
Hence we are now asked to appropriate money to rebuild State-houses, 
court-houses, jails, and other county buildings; churches, school- 
houses, halls, buildings, towns: to pay for every species of personalty, 
rents, or damages for use and occupation; yea, more, to repair or re- 
build bridges, turnpikes, and macadamized roads all to have 
been seriously damaged by the tramp of Union soldiery and the haul- 
ing over them of Union cannon and Army supplies. I am not pre- 
pava to indorse the theory upon which this class of claims is based, 
t embraces a heresy as obnoxious to our nationality as the doctrine 
of secession. I trust every patriot in the land will aid in rooting out 
forever every vestige and relic of a heresy which has cost us already 
quite enough blood and treasure; and I say to P pe that no measure 
in the interest of and conciliation would accomplish more in 
ao direction and to that end than an absolute bar against all such 
claims, 
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FB 5, 000 00 
.| Destruction and use of property è 24, 633 75 
È Injury and destruction of property . nese 1,928 00 
Schooner Celelia, taken and use 1,500 00 
Seventy-two bales cotton Not stated. 
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By whom introduced, Relief of whom. On what account. Amount. 


Mr. Springer . Gibbes & CO .. South Carolina 9 * Money deposited ä—22ĩ7 33 84. 576 92 
Mr. . saa .... Andrew Wolcolm.. e rere an 1. 450 00 
Mr. Gunter John Jackson . doo Property taken and ustctdfi . 11, 390 81 
Mr. Cravens .. > 3, 482 00 
„ Williams 24, 000 00 

4 1,040 50 
Mr. Stephens. 9, 000 00 
Boone 1, 500 00 
Mr. Bonjỹ . . W. H. Slack . 4 8 d 870 00 
Mr. Riddle. M. A. Elliott Furniture used and 5 500 00 
Mr. Schleich, W. V Rent of buildings occupied .......--. 4,230 00 
Mr. Schleicher. . . HR Abu r oo. do Damage and destruction of property 6, 000 00 
oo ( soona C 2 ¼ 00 sivenns -| Sugar seized . 3 5 16, 718 75 
Mr. Robbins .....-...--.---- . Foard ........-...-.| North Carolina ............. and destroyed 100, 000 00 
Mr. Muldrow ............... Dunn 8 1, 980 00 
Mr. Davis 1,915 00 
Mr. Cald w. 2 27, 977 50 
= 3. 019 00 
Mr. Metcalfe. 6,124 20 
Kenna 2, 000 00 
Mr. Kenna. 2, 430 00 
Mr. Kenna. J. 5, 000 00 
Mr. Tucker M. 400 00 
Mr. Williams J. T. 21, 500 00 
H 2 H. M. 1,590 00 
Mr. Tucker Folk 9,500 72 
Mr. Tucker William 6, 255 92 
Mr. Tucker .. eke Uy WARN ns , y . IA E AER E A 1, 000 00 
Mr. Tucker eee eee ... csanaasiecsdescescas 1. 407 30 
Mr. Stephens. . 8.T. Gustine o.oo r rr .. 2, 529 00 
Mr. Chalmers 800 00 
Mr. Chalmers. A. E. Anderson 4 . . 0 % . Twenty-three bales cotton appropriated .............. Not stated. 
Mr. Caldwell...............-| J. M. Elder Kentucky -.................| Fifty-three bales cotton destroyed .................... 14, 862 50 
Mr. Atkins bees à 2, 672 00 
Mr. Atkins 1,355 00 
Mr. Young. 15, 303 00 
Mr. Young. 1, 025 00 
Mr. Young. 1, 825 00 
Mr. Young 82, 200 00 
Mr. Young. 2 240 00 
Mr. Young... 390 00 
Mr. Young... 1, 898 00 
Mr. Young... Not stated. 
. Gause ..............-.-.] D. T. Welburn .............] Arkansas . Commissary stores takes 6,410 00 
Mr. Gaus .. G. Clements... 4 [%% 4 . Rent of prüperty . „. Not stated. 
Mr. Cravens ........2....0..| Mark Davis.....0..cc0e-cs0e] Vine... Rent of Feal estate „„ Not stated. 
Mr. Craveus — 3, 080 00 
. r . rr ... 1,919 00 
Mr. Giddings 5, 000 00 
Mr. Giddings 3,500 00 
Mr. Giddings 1, 500 00 
Mr. Giddings 1, 500 00 
Mr. Giddings 1, 700 00 
Mr. Giddings 25, 000 00 
Mr. Giddings 225 00 
Mr. Giddings 27, 800 00 
Mr. Giddings .. 5, 000 00 
Mr. Giddings .. 500 00 
Mr. Giddings -- 60 00 
Mr. Giddings .. 35, 000 00 
Mr. Gi 2, 500 00 
Mr. Gi 1, 000 00 
Mr. Giddings -. 600 00 
Mr. Giddings .. 15, 149 00 
Mr. Giddings ...... 9, 000 00 
Mr. Giddings .. 1. 500 00 
Mr. Giddings 2 500 00 
Mr. Page 60, 000 00 
Mr. Blackburn 1, 125 00 
Mr. Henderson 300 00 
Mr. Robbins 2,676 75 
Mr. Harris 2, 635 00 
Mr. Harris....... 82, 587 50 
Mr. Candler ... 9, 000 00 
Mr. Chalmers 24, 494 00 
Gause e 1. 590 00 

Mr. Schleicher. i Š Not stated. 
Mr, Stone BA. Loss of steamer Island City .-........ 6, 500 00 
Mr. hnson . bama ....... TCC 2 O E EEN 3, 280 00 
Mr. Wesss locum... Not stated £ 12, 714 40 
e . er 20, 479 00 
Ir r ee 5, 467 15 
Mr. Ewing . G. W. Cushman . Ohio 15, 754 00 
Mr. Eden. se 2, 648 88 
Mr, „F. 2,156 50 
Mr. Covert 55 T F 912 12 
Mr. Money Mississi Stores and supplies taken 27, 687 50 
Mr. Hi -| E Use of 1, 590 00 
Mr. Walker Use of building 4. 200 00 
Mr. Candler ..... 10, 000 00 
Mr. Robertson 75, 000 00 
Mr. Gause..... 30, 000 00 
Mr. Gaus e Baptist church ...........--|...... 8 3 2, 700 00 
Mr. Throckmorton ... 4 erville T 625, 000 00 
Mr, Dunnell ....... 3 d ae Iron appropriated....... 20, 979 00 
Mr. Kenna ureh .... West 1 ee Use and occupation.......... 2,000 00 
Mr. Townsh ; 2.809 00 
Mr. Crittenden 23, 341 97 
Mr. Yates . 11, 000 00 
Mr. Bright 10, 000 00 
Mr, S. S. Cox 12, 004 72 
Mr. S. S. Co: 30, 442 88 
Mr. S. S. Co 2 rene. 7, 475 00 
Mr. S. S. Cox. Kn 30, 561 00 
Mr. S. S. Cg // ( ( P do 12, 870 00 
E S. E. Willard. >.s520. 3. 500 00 
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On what account. Amount. 
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00 
00 
H. 00 
- 00 
-| J. 00 
` 00 
21 We 00 
E. 00 
J. 00 
W. 25 
L. 50 
J. 00 
N. 00 
A. 2 00 
.| William Prichard. 00 
-| H. S. Saunders 00 
VW. 00 
8. 0⁰ 
x 185 87 
L. M. 00 
A. G. * 00 
V. S. 1.800 00 
J F. 1.720 00 
G. W. 00 
. E. 150 00 
J.C. 3, 684 10 
J. H. 480 00 
N. A. 206 26 
J. Kla 572 50 
L.C. 700 00 
N. N 175 00 
T. C. 13, 466 66 
EE. P 3, 208 50 
-| Davi do 264 75 
B. P. 5 T 2, 625 25 
.| E. M. -| Loss of wagon-load of store goods 1,220 00 
. Hunton .... .| M. ge Property taken 571 50 
. Durbam 4. S. do 5,500 00 
P. Floyd . 670 00 
F. Stigall 2,390 68 
R. en 637 50 
. I. Powell 7, 800 00 
` d 554 00 
4,004 50 
— 3,999 50 
-| Cotton seized destroyed Not stated. 
Property taken and used 955 00 
-| Quartermaster stores taken HE o 
Hue en 3 
-| Ninety thousand bricks taken 720 00 
Fi of cotton abandoned to United States. 1,042 61 
Loss of sutler 4,016 64 
24, 257 31 
23, 150 00 
6, 875 00 
8, 000 00 
5, 743 49 
150 00 
Not stated. 
21, 270 00 
Not stated. 
Not stated. 
. 1, 400 00 

ction of property. k 
Losses sustained 5 7. 126 00 
i Not stated. 
xs S 
Not stated. 
155 00 
12, 440 00 
2 500 00 
350 00 
7. 000 00 
4. 000 00 
2,310 00 
1, 000 00 
936 55 
2, 820 20 
Not stated 939 33 
Geo aus ae 800 00 
Not stated. 
636 00 
. 768 00 
1,500 00 
„W. R. Bayley ..-. 6, 000 00 
John H. Caldwell's pati Ag a 12, 166 67 
Frederick Klor 1, 800 00 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. : In the midst of the present business depression, I beg leave to say a 
Mr. PEDDIE. Mr. Speaker, I have introduced a bill to establish a | few words in regard to the material interest of our country. The 


Department of Commerce, to which I desire to call the attention of | policy of enco ng lines of steamers by liberal compensation for 
the House. The first section of that bill provides: carrying the ils has been discussed in this body and elsewhere. 

That there shall be established an Executive Department, to be called the De- I shall not attempt to go into detail, but take this occasion to say I 
partment of Commerce. Said Department shall be charged with the supervision | approve such a policy, and am prepared to support it with my vote. 
and care of the commercial, man Sod ahi interests of the United | It seems to me discreditable to us, as a people, that our goods cannot 


ufacturing, p 
allles. ee mines National e go to the South American ports without first touching at Liverpool; 


1878. 
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in a word, that this nation has not a single line of steamers to carry 
our products to those countries that geographically belong to us to 


supply. 

1 been pleased to read the letters of our consuls abroad in 
response to orders from the honorable Secretary of State, whose ear- 
nest efforts in this direction have already been productive in throw- 
ing much light upon many matters bearing upon the export trade of 
our country. This is a step in the right direction, but we must do 
something more than this. It is a goon thing to know that there are 
other countries RA for the products of our mills and soil, but it 
is of little practical value unless we have the means of transporting 
those very goods. We not only want to establish steamship lines, 
but we want es Rae of Commerce corresponding to the Eng- 
lish Board of e, which extends its arm to every quarter of the 
globe, collecting and collating information which leads to the open- 
ing up of new markets for her overproductions; then follow her 
steamships and a trade which has made her the richest of nations 
and the common carrier upon the high seas. 

The English government in its care for the trade interests of its 

ple is like a great corporation. This is seen in the working of its 
Foard of trade; for be it understood the action of the Government 
in the interest of trade and commerce is through that department. 
When in London two years ago I noticed, in passing through her 
business streets, geass; bales, and boxes of goods marked to all 
parts of the world. On my return home I could but notice the differ- 
ence, as our shipments were confined mostly within our own States. 
This is largely dee to the sleepless watch and care of the department 
known as the board of trade, sey. which department her mer- 
chants have unlocked the doors of the most distant markets of the 
world. Go where you will you will find British ships and British 
wares. 

Through the working of our protective tariff most of our manufact- 
uring industries have been established so that we no longer fear for- 
eign competition in our home market, and by adopting a more liberal 
scale of remuneration to our artisans than the European standard has 
resulted in developing superior skill and a greater perfection in its 
products. Lord Derby in an address to a meeting of some twenty 
thousand workingmen in Edinburgh a few years since remarked 
that they must look well to their laurels, as the nation which paid 
the highest price for their labor was the one they had most to fear, 
not the cheap labor of other countries but the superior skill and inge- 
nuity of the more liberally educated mechanics and artisans of America. 

The exhibit of our late Centennial took the Old World by surprise; 
indeed the full measure of our p: had not been fully realized 
by our own people. We no longer need foreign stamps to recom- 
mend our goods. Let our manufacturers have their raw material 
duty free or as nearly so as possible, and let the Government extend a 
helping hand to build up our merchant marine and give us a depart- 
ment of commerce, with all its great future possibilities for good, 
then we shall soon find means for disposing of our overproductio: 
are bringing to our shores millions of dollars which are now diver 
to other countries. Then we should be no longer pained with the fact 
that thousands and tens of thousands of honest labor are 3 
idle in our streets. Then the flagging energies of our people woul 
wake to new life, when the spindles, looms, and all the implements 
of our varied industries woul clang and hum again with activity. 

This will solve the problem as to our ability to pay our debts and 
our taxes by giving us the means to eh with. Various causes have 
been assigned for this long-continu e in business, but in 
my opinion the chief cause is that with the increased application of 
machinery in our manufactures our ee capacity haas out- 
stripped the wants of our people. e great want of the time is 
foreign markets for our products. We have them at our doors, but 
we have failed to improve as we should our opportunities. A new 
era is dawning ; old issues have away; the great work before us 
is industrial and commercial developments. It is true that the teem- 
ing West will soon become the granary of the world; therefore we 
must open up new markets for her increased products, so that manu- 
facturers and agriculturists will go hand in hand and help to restore 
the waste places, and with the blessing of a kind Providence cause 
our land again to rejoice with prosperity. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to give the reasons 
why I am in favor of the repeal of the bankrupt act. That act has 
stood upon the statute-book of the United States for many years; an 
act which when it was passed was supposed to nt relief to thou- 
sands of people of the United States, who would receive its benefits, 
and those benefits would not only be given to them, but through 
them flow out to the people of this country. 

Mr. Speaker, In not say that some sort of a provision should 
be made for honest men who desire when the day of misfortune has 
befallen them to extricate themselves. That would be a benefit to 
the people, who are desirous at all times to do their business in a 
manner not only honorable to themselves but alike honorable to the 
creditors with whom they deal. But an act like the present, stretch- 
ing over this broad country, investing courts with powers which will 
call from distant counties and towns parties before them who have 
not the means nor the money to do so, has been, in my judgment, a 
greater wrong to the people of this country than all the bensiits that 
flow from it in any manner whatever. 


_ Why, sir, in the case of this company or that corporation, or this 
insurance company, mutual in character, that has failed in its busi- 


ness, its claims are placed before the bankrupt court; thousands of 
patacs perhaps have taken policies in that insurance company and 

ve given premium notes m $10 to $20. Now, when these com- 
panies fail their policies go for nothing and the policy-holders have 
a good and valid defense, so they need not pay one of the claims made 
upon them. They may be sued perhaps to the number of one thou- 
sand where the laine s may be for $10, the costs would amount to $50 
or $60, on a judgment in the bankrupt court rendered t them 
and without letting them in in any instance to set up a defense and 
never receive perhaps one cent by way of dividend. The assignee 
in bankruptcy and the officers of the court receive the fees perhaps 
of thousands of these victims scattered over a State. I have known 
of such instances, and I believe that the bankrupt act perpetrates 
more wrong upon the people than any benefit that could come from it. 

Why, sir, in every State in this Union there is a law that provides 
that a claim under $100 or $200 shall be prosecuted in an inferior 
court, and if it is prosecuted in a court of 8 jurisdiction or a 
court of record there are no costs imposed on the 5 in case it 
amounts to less than the jurisdiction given in an inferior court. 

But, sir, in a court of bankruptcy if there is a claim by the assignee 
in bankruptcy and he sues the party and brings him three hundred to 
four hundred miles, because the claim is small the man cannot afford 
to come and has to submit to the judgment against him and submit 
to costs of five times the amount of the judgment because he could 
not afford to travel this great distance to defend his case. Another 
case I will cite. There has never been in this country the case of a 
man or partnership that honestly failed in business, who were unable 
to meet their claims, whose creditors are not ready to say to them, We 
will let you go along in business and wait for you ;” but the case would 
be a rare exception when they would say, We will have the last dro 
of blood from you, and we will hold judgment over your head an 
wait until you are successful again in business r so we can 
recover against you the balance. 

It is a matter of history that no man who ever failed in business 
was not met by his creditors on fair and equitable terms, and I will 
challenge the whole commercial world to show a case in which the 
spirit of equity and justice in all its transactions does not prevail. 
Let an honest man fail, and instead of his creditors refusing to com- 
promise with him they will say, We will make terms with you, be- 
lieving you to be honest, so you may resume business. Now if there 
was a more beneficent plan sopen for honest debtors many busi- 
ness men, instead of going into bankruptcy, could go on with their 
business until prosperity again dawned upon them, enabling them to 

ay up in full and at the same time retain the confidence of the pub- 

0. 
Why, sir, I recollect of an instance in the great Chi fire, of the 
t firm of Matson & Co., whom I have known since I was a small 

y. Iwas told in June, 1876, by Mr. Matson that three days after 
that fire that gentleman, who had done a business of perhaps a mill- 
ion or two million dollars a year, I do not know how much, went to 
New York; that he went to the office of Enos Richardson & Co., the 
great jewelers of New York City, and to a t tirmin Boston; that 
he went to Ball, Black & Co., and to Tiffany & Co., of New York, 
and that he told them he did not know he was worth one cent in the 
world. He had done business since he was a eign, first in the 
East, then in Milwaukee, and then in Chicago. They said to him: 
“ Mr. Matson, we have done business with your firm for thirty years. 
You should not come here and talk to us about how much you are in 
our debt. We are acquainted with you. Take your stock of apace 
and go home; say nothing about 3 debts, and when you have 
made money enough to pay them, then there is time enough to talk 
to us about them.” He selected his stock of goods, went back to the 
city of Chicago, had a place erected to go into trade in, and went 
on with his business. Enos Richardson, of New York City, called 
him into his counting-room and said: “ Mr. Matson, here is my indi- 
vidual check for $50,000; take it; you may need it, and I want you 
to me it.“ There is an instance of what confidence in business 
can do. 

It may be true in certain cases that some wise provision might be 
made by act of Congress in reference to voluntary assignments. I 
earnestly believe if ever men aro driven by volun assignment into 
bankruptcy under the bankrupt act that wise provisions of some act 
for the mode of carrying out voluntary assignment would be of great 
beneficence to the country by providing: when the assignee under 
voluntary assignment has honestly fulfilled his office as trustee and 
made his dividends and a dair showing can be made to a court of 
original jurisdiction in the State where the party lives, he may then 
sory 4 that court or the United States district court, if you please, 
an ve all claims which have not been presented barred, because 
in equity and at common law, after the assignment is made and divi- 
dends have been distributed, he can apply to any court of original 
jurisdiction and get an order, if claims are not presented within six 
months or a year, according to circumstances, they may be barred and 
then the party who has gone into voluntary assignment of his prop- 
y and effects can apply to some court of competent jurisdiction, 
and on the report of the proper officer or referee for that purpose be 
disc. from his debts. It would bring tho debtor and creditor 
close at home. It would take away all the stigma which has been 
cast on this present bankrupt act in driving parties from one end of 
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the State to another, in giving fees to officers created by the act itself 
for that purpose, in giving fees to registersin bankruptcy, in giving 
a share to the assignee in bankruptcy, in giving fees to officers of the 
court to such an extent that in somecases when they have been ended 
the officers of the court have received all there was in the nut and 
the creditors have only received half of the shell. [Laughter. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, I believe one of the new eras which will dawn 
on this country will be that which will compel every man to stand 
upon his own credit and upon his own honesty, and when he stands 
there he will stand safely and he will need no bankrupt act. He will 
need no act of this character to help him out. It is an act which has 
offered a premium to dishonesty. It is an act which has enabled men 
to say to their creditors “If you receive such a percentage we will 

ive it to you, but if you will not, then we will go into voluntary 
Biokat .” The result has been, according to the experience of the 
peasant arf world, and especially in this country, as business men can 
testify, that rather than let the debtor go into bankruptcy they have 
been willing to accept what he offered; that the creditors have pre- 
ferred rather to accept the certainty of the percentage offered than 
allow the debtor to go into bankruptcy with the result of having the 

roceeds go in the way of fees into the hands of the officers of the 

ankrupt court. Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes re- 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I have but five minutes more, as I have prom- 
ised to yield a portion of the time to another. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman think the 
bankrupt law has some good features? I have listened to his gen- 
eral denunciation. I have been led to believe by my experience and 
practice under the bankrupt law that it has some good features. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. It would be strange, Mr. Speaker, if the bank- 
rupt law did not have some good features. 

r. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I should like to hear from the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin in reference to the matter of preferring cred- 
itors. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. It has no feature in the matter of preferring 
creditors which the common law of the country does not give. In 
the case of a volun assignment the party nas the right to prefer 
his creditors, if he desires, in certain cases. Under the bankrupt law 
a man can so provide in advance that he may prefer creditors before 
he into kruptcy, so that nothing shall be left for common 
creditors after he has got through with his preferences. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, t I believe to-day there is no feature about 
this bankrupt act which gives it such a character that we should 
retain it upon the statute-book. Men say there will be thousands of 
failures in the next six months. I say, if so, let them come. I would 
rather trust myself to-day in the hands of my creditors if I am honest 
than in the hands of registers in bankruptcy ; and if Jam dishonest 
I would rather trust myself with them than with my creditors. 

I should have liked to spend some more minutes upon this ques- 
tion, but I have agreed to yield a portion of my time to the gentle- 
man from Mississ ippi, [Mr. Moxxx, ] and therefore I cannot dwell on 
it much longer. esire in closing to say that this bankrupt law is 
like many other laws that exist in the country that are made for 
honest men and are never used to any great extent by the class of 
men that they are made for. The bankrupt law is chiefly used by 
that class of men who are not forced into bankruptcy by their cred- 
itors, but go into voluntary bankruptcy, as thousands do. I say that 
the act offers a premium to the class of men in this country who in 
some cases I have known have taken the benefit of it twice while it 
has been in existence, and who will be ready to take the benefit of it 
again if, instead of its being immediately repealed, its operation is to 
be extended to the Ist day of January next. I find no fault with 
that extension. It may be a hard thing for a large class of people 
to come to it at once. But I hope that on the Ist day of January 
next the bankrupt act will cease to exist. I hope that a bankrupt 
act passed by the Congress of the United States will never exist on 
our statute-book again, but that some other provision may be made 
that will meet the wants of honest men, and that no provision will 
ever again be made that will be constantly meeting the wants of 
dishonest men. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, the attempt is being very industrious! 
made to alarm the caution and economy of the northern people wit 
the scarecrow of southern claims. Painstaking newspaper corres- 
3 with e hope and little scruple, searching for sensation, 

ave paraded before the public a long list of demands upon the 
Treasury in behalf of southern people and southern enterprises. 
They have been circumstantially minute in detail and exaggeratedly 
incorrect in the aggregate exhibit. To swell the amount to a start- 
ling total they have not failed to add together the amounts asked in 
all the bills for the same object, and preson their duplicated and 
triplicated amounts most unblushingly as a fair and honest state- 
ment, The republican stump orators in Congress have perha 
simulated an Apes they did not feel, and solemnly and pathetically 
warned the North that the southern people would demand pay for 
every house that was burned, every mule that was lamed, every 
slave that was freed,and every bale of cotton that was captured in 
the late civil war. 


Whether these gentlemen really believe what they say or not we 
cannot perhaps ascertain. The evident design, however, of their dec- 
lamation upon this subject is to create an impression which the facts 
and tendency of legislation will not justify, with the ulterior object of 
convincing the country that it would be exceedingly unsafe for the 
democratic party to come into power, and that a democratic repre- 
sentation from the South is a standing menace to the integrity of the 
Treasury, and that each southern Representative is here simply as a 
claim agent to press every kind and manner of claims, just or unjust, 
fair or false, with an obtuse sense of duty, an acute sense of spolia- 
tion, and a total insensibility to the general Above all they 
teach the doctrine, clear and sharp, that republican domination is the 
national safety, insuring administrative economy and official honesty. 
It is, Mr. S er, a most dan us and pernicious doctrine that a 
majority of the voters of the United States (not even including the 
disfranchised Catholics of New Hampshire and Rhode Island, and 
the disfranchised poor of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, denied 
the privilege of saying who shall be their rulers because of the un- 
2 dispensation of fortune) are incompetent to the administration 
of public affairs. This is a Government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people, administered for the benefit of each citizen, and 
for the greatest good of the greatest number. The idea that these 
poner teach, that the rule of the majority is dangerous to the wel- 

of the country, is a heresy not to be tolerated in a free republic. 

To properly inform the House and the country of the real danger to 
the Treasury we will present an exhibit of the claims made by northem 
e Hi for northern communities upon the nation’s purse. 

do not deem it necessary to make a thorough exposition of the 
glaring errors, intentional or otherwise, that have been given to the 
press as truth. I will state parenthetically a few prominent exam- 
ples of duplication and duplicity. The sum of three millions is dupli- 
cated for the Mississippi levees ; a million duplicated in bills provid- 
ing for the payment of arrearages due certain persons of the United 
States prior to the war; and bills for rai over the same line 
have been aggregated to represent the amount asked. 

Now, the question, Mr. Speaker, is, is it possible that these claims 
with which politicians frighten the credulous voter of the North may 
ever be paid? As far as the payment for slaves and debts of the 
Confederate States is concerned, that is forever settled by the latter 
part of the fourth clause of the fourteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution, which holds this language: 


But neither the United States nor any State shall assume or any debt orobli- 
on incurred in aid of insurrection or rebellion against the United States, or an 
im for the loss or emancipation of any slave; but all such debts, obligations DA 
claims shall be held illegal and void. 


These gentlemen know that this clause cannot bo amended except 
by two-third votes of both Houses and ratification of three-fourths 
of the States, or by act of a convention called by two-thirds of the 
States and ratified by the e of three-fourths of the States. 

Only eleven States seceded from the Union; only fifteen owned 
slaves in 1861; and there are thirty-eight States in the Union. We 
might as well attempt to materialize the shadows of last year’s 
clouds as to fix such claims as a charge upon the public Treasury. 
Coming down to another class of claims for service rendered, prop- 
erty converted, and bills for public improvements, will a careful exe- 
gesis show that there is anything unreasonable, unjust, unfair, or 

ishonest in these claims, or unwarranted Dy. tne Constitution and 
the laws as they exist? Is there anything in them that is not ap- 
proved by a sound equity? I speak of these claims in their general 
character, and do not wish to be understood by = means to indorse 
each of them individually. Many of them are doubtless ill-founded, 
many false and fraudulent, not only of those pending, but also of 
many passed, adjudged, and paid. 

The policy of some gentlemen in this House, and perhaps in execu- 
tive position, is to decide aclaim upon its locality. The idea of pay- 
ment of claims is calculated for northern latitude exclusively. The 
southern claimant, poverty-stricken and almost hopeless, feels a 

wing sense of the injustice of the law’s delay. My sympathies 
bie not been very actively excited for those men of the South who 
prefer accounts against the Government for losses sustained during 
the war, backed by an oath that they never in any manner aided or 
assisted the rebellion or sympathized with the ple engaged 
therein: A man of the South who,in that tremendons struggle in 
whose raging vortex was swept all the hopen wae fears, the aspira- 
tions, the prayers of his relatives, friends, neighbors, and fellow-citi- 
zens, yet stood unmoved, without the excitement of a natural sym- 
pathy, or one who, having felt himself moved to encourage and 
assist, and yet perjures himself simply for the refurnishing of his 
purse, is aman whose claim I can see fail with profound indifference. 

But there isaclass of claims which isa just indebtedness, and how- 
ever much I doubt the policy, as I do, of vexing the ear of authority 
with cries for relief, yet this Government cannot afford to ignore them. 

The proceeds of captured and abandoned property, after the pay- 
ment of all nses of collection, after payments made by the 


retary of the ents made under judgment of the 


ury, and 


Court of Claims, can yet be fairly estimated at $14,000,000, held in the 
Treasury, by a decision of the Supreme Court, a trust fund, and not 
the property of the United States, whose fiduciary capacity must be 
terminated by payment to the owner who can establish his right of 
property. Proof of loyalty is demanded as well as proof of proprie- 
torship, and the time for such proof was limited to two years. 
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The general pardon and amnesty of the 25th of December, 1868, 
proclaimed “restoration of all nea to property, except as to slaves, 
and in property cases rights of third parties shall have intervened, 
and the claimant whose disabilities were thus removed have an 
equitable claim upon the Government for their property held in trust 
by the Government.” Immediately after the war, when the southern 
people were stunned and dazed by that t disaster, with the black 
track of ae armies marking their territories, countless 
homes in ashes, fences destroyed, and fields laid waste, they with 
heart of hope addressed themselves to the task of rebuilding their 
broken fortunes. Then, when they needed the strong hand of Fed- 
eral power to sustain them in their efforts, it fell upon them as heavily 
as the mailed gauntlet of war, taking from their impoverished re- 
sources in four years in the cotton tax the vast sum of $83,000,000—a 
direct assault upon the great industry of the South. Our people 
realize that this tax will never be returned, but is it not worth the con- 
sideration of those gentlemen who scoff impatiently at the petitions 
for aid for southern improvements? 

Would it not be an act of ice as well asof grace that some por- 
tion of this enormous confiscation should be returned in aid to inter- 
nal improvements As the hand of Federal power has rested heavily 
upon us in anger, would it not be wise and well for it to give one 
touch of benediction? This Government cannot afford to avoid an 
honest obligation. It cannot afford to do injustice to the meanest of 
its citizens. The highest duty of statesmanship is to so legislate and 
so administer the law that the Government may command the respect 
and affection of all its people. The people of the section which I 
have the honor in part to represent have realized how difficult a thing 
it is to placate the non-combatants of the war, gentlemen whose pa- 
triotism burned fiercely yet safely around their firesides, while the 
clangor of conflict resounded throughout the land, to flame still higker 
on the forum, in the hustings, in newspapers, and official positions, 
when gentle white-winged, brooded like a dove over the re- 
united sections. We find it difficult sometimes to define our status 
in the Union. We feel that some of our brethren of the North con- 
sider that we are in the Union as to its burdens, out of it as to its 
benefits; in it as to taxation, out as to its privileges. Now we 
“ would that thou wert either cold or hot.” We desire to share with 
you whatever of good or evil our common destiny may bring us. 

A little information easily accessible but steadily overlooked will 
show these economists who have constituted themselves the guard- 
ians of the public Treasury against every approach from any quarter 
than their own that there is some show of justice at least in the 
reasons urged for the assistance for southern improvements by the 
General Government. 

I invite the attention of the House to the following: 

Statement showing the amount of money expended by the Government of the 
United States from the adoption of the Constitution to 30th of June, 
1873, in each State and Territory of the Union, for navy-yards, custom- 
houses, court-houses, and other public buildings ; for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, and for the construction of forts, arsenals, and arm- 
ories, railroads, canals, and wagon-roads. 

TOTAL RECAPITULATION—NORTHEEN AND WESTERN STATES AND THE TERRITORIES. 
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And to this, showing the number of acres of land granted the North 

and West for public improvements, in round numbers, one hundred 

and seventy-six million acres. For the Southern States, seventeen 
on acres, 

As to the constitutional power of the Government to give its land 
money on credit, I do not propose now to s However logical 
the seine deduced from the letter of the Constitution, either 
favorable or adverse to this power, the practice is well settled by long 
series of legislative and judicial acts. When we consider the vast 
domain that has been nted to northern enterprises—a territory 
equal in area to thirty-five such States as Massachusetts, enough to 
furnish a homestead to every homeless laborer in the United States— 
and the hundreds of millions of dollars lavished upon northern enter- 
prises, we must admit that it is too late to argue the question of con- 
stitutionality, or at least too early, until the South obtained a 
corresponding assistance. 3 
The long list of southern claims that have been paraded through ' 
the papers and spoken of on this floor as some vast indefinite sum that 
was to bankrupt the Treasury, will, after it has been divested of the 
unveracious superfluities with which the imagination of speakers and 
writers has clothed it, appear insignificant compared with the follow- 
ing list of bills introduced during this Congress by northern men for 
the benefit of northern enterprises and northern people: 


List of bills introduced during the Forty-fifth Congress by northern men for the benefit of northern enterprises and northern people. 
BILLS INTRODUCED IN THE SENATE. 


8. No. Title of bill. 

To amend the act approved September Fi 1650, creating the office of sar Se 
.| To amen 0 pi 1 crea! the office of surve: of SO 
-| Making an appro; on for a surve of the waters of the Pacific Ocean, Ae. = 
-| Provi ee tee Server aieea VOR DO- 0 ncweseesaccaccaschasedinanes ose 
For the improvement of Umpqua River 

oo improvement of Coquille River 

‘or 


ion of the navigation of the Missou 
For the ver in 


provement of Ri 
To provide for a military 


Missouri and Kansas 


To aw 


To reimburse the States of Kansas, Texas, Nebraska, an 
United States in invasions and e Indian es 
For the erection of a . 0 


For the relief of Cyrus W. Clark 
For the construction of range-lizhts on Sand Island 
To improve the Mississippi River from the crossing of the Chi 

above the city of La Crosse, Wisconsin, to the mouth of Root 
For the relief 
For the relief of Basil M 


Osage 2 
post for the protection of the citizens of the Black Hills...............-.--------------- 
8 the survey of a water-route from the Atlantic to the Pacific, via the Upper Missouri and Columbia 


Extending the swamp-land act to the States of Nebraska and Kansas.... 
the construction 


33 K4*4᷑˙ ũ% 3333 3333ðö 


To donate the military reservation of Fort Hayes to the State of Kansas. 


Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railroad bridge, 

ver, eee 

OT PRICK EL. T 
oreland 


By whom introduced. agar Sem a 


g 
3 


000 
50, 000 
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List of bills introduced during the Forty-fifth Congress by northern men for the benefit of northern enterprises and northern people—Continued. 
BILLS INTRODUCED IN THE HOUSE. 


H. R. No. Title of bill. By whom introduced. | Amount asked 
o establish a light-honse at 8 — . . cesesencocescecnenoens Lindsey, of Me....... 
Ter nebo tower for steam fog-si, on Whaie’s Back, at the entrance of Portsmouth Harbor Jones, of N. II 
For relief o enry P. Role, af New 8 0 e: „e --| Briggs, of N. H....... 9 97 
For relief of the legal representatives of R. W. Gibbs ....... 2.2222 .22---eeee «ö 4«4%ů. Briggs, of N. H... 3.313 91 
-| To continue construction of custom- house at Fall River. -| Crapo, of Mass 40, 000 00 
To establish 3 at Si aa Crapo, of Mass 8, 000 00 
To complete the co at Morse, of Mass 200, 000 00 
For relief of Samuel W. Blain, of Bost Banks, of Mass 8, 493 62 
.| Extending time to construct and complete the No 0 „of Mass *60, 000, 000 00 
-| To remit duties upon certain destroyed by fire at the late conflagration Morse, of Mass 8 
For the construction of a light-house on Half. Way ks, Massachusetts -| Loring, of Mass. 25, 000 00 
For the completion of custom-house at Hartford ..... .........-.-------- -| Landers, of Conn 250, 000 00 
To continue the improvement of the 1 of Vera. Connecticut. Warner, of Conn 12, 000 00 
To continue the im ement of the harbor of N. t Warner. of Conn ..... 7, 500 00 
eee . -| Phelps, of Conn ...... 40, 000 00 
-| Wait, of Conn 90, 000 00 
-| Phelps, of Conn 2.000 00 
Phelps, of Conn ...... 75, 000 00 
Phelps, of Conn 10, 000 00 
Covert, of N. X.. 30, 000 00 
vert, of N. .. 912 12 
For relief of Rose A. Cameron Veeder, of N. X 21, 420 51 
For relief of Hall 5 vases Veeder, of N. 10, 000 00 
For relief of Barker, W. n Hiscock, of N. 95, 033 00 
-| To erect a public building at Syracuse, New Yo — of N. 50, 000 00 
For relief of F. L. Dallon, late United States marshal eastern Bliss, of N. X. 1, 872 00 
For relief of Preeman &e., at k Broka, — Bliss, of N. X 500, 000 00 
For relief and atertown.. Bagley, of N. 25,000 00 
For relief of D. Davis, of Charlot Now York .. Hart, of N. X. 10, 196 00 
For relief of G. R. Wilfred Marshall Cox, of N. Y.. 12, 870 00 
To survey Manasquan aoe New Jersey Ross, of N. JJ... 5,000 00 
To improve ret air gf Staten Island Ross, of N. J. 31,000 00 
AR MD 22 S Ross, of N. J.... 5, 000 00 
-| To survey Kahway rer JC ( K ̃ͤ K B 7˙ - Ross, of N. J... 5, 000 00 
To improve navi OE SOTSWODUNG SAUER a7) err PEA Ross, of N. J.......... 8, 000 00 
For the relief of Private William Hines, Company F. Eighteenth United States Infantry, who lost his trowsers 
and blanket by fire at Aiken, South Carolina --| McCook, of N. 8 65 
To complete Government building at Trenton Pagh, of N. J. . 6, 000 00 
.| To remove obstructions in Delaware River Sinnickson, of 10, 000 00 
To widen and deepen channel of Salem River. Sinnickson, of N. J 20, 000 00 
-| To continue work on new posguſlico at Philadelp! Freeman, of Penn 200, 000 00 
Io improve You, e P Turney, of Penn 150, 009 00 
To erect a public building at Erie, Pennsylvania... Watson, of Penn 150, 000 00 
‘To construct a building for United States — &e., at Pittsburgh. z -| Errett, of Penn 900, 000 00 
For relief of pra Di MNN — of fecal; 3732 T0 Errett, of Penn 1. 928 00 
For relief of eny ny County, ena 1 Errett, of Penn 31, 586 67 
To improve Risbimineten Ce Conoman Bami Al RL E IP Tc White, of Penn 312, 000 00 
To provide for necessary and urgen 993 Chester, Pennsytvania . Ward, of Penn 3, 400 00 
For relief of J. W. Frazer, — 8 pee ymin Philadelphia to Washington, ‘and services in examining 
foundation of ne 1 r ccc Harmer, of Penn 3, 000 00 
For relief — W. K. Piper, of Hollidaysburgh, Pennsylvania, for compensation for feed and care of deh e 
horses ring %% ]]]])])“)“nnn T. yureuetacons 1, 066 00 
or a sarvey a canal to unite the Upper Missouri with the Colorado River 50, 000 00 
For the relief of G. W. Cushman 15, 754 00 
For relief of A. B. Mattelle and G. D. Evans 14, 180 00 
For relief of J.C. Dooa of Allen County, 800 00 
-| To improve harbor at Quincy, = 50, 000 00 
For improvement of Illinois River 100, 000 00 
.| To construct a public panata at Quin ses 150, 000 00 
Extending operations of Light-House Board over GSG bbb 78 N, 000 00 
To improve channel of . yee ca cs cnsedagneuccesinchcupaachiestiabosehes z Knapp 1 5 oa 2, 020, 000 00 
To continue public works on Missiasi ppi River between Dickey Island and mouth of Ohio RIVer - . Hartzell, of III. 100, 000 00 
To improve Mississippi River between Islands 14 and 15, near kaskia, Illinois ........-...... 3 50, 000 00 
To — Ga Ohio River at ee ee r 1 200 oo = 
custom- oes seen esowesccccccesesccnscnenecsensccesoveses| Aldrich, OF I. a 0- 
aoe impt ve pvo Galeba ver, &e TCC... ⁰Kdddddd/ d ͤ A ER . 105, 000 00 
F ̃ K E m —˙ U Ä 2,418 70 
9,275 77 
2, 869 00 
20, 000 00 
1. 800 00 
ef 2, 648 88 
600 00 
cea To improve WOR is demasaade — AOR, 150, 000 00 
280. To S Hanne, of ind... 730; 000 00 
280 o es! a for the co ver at Indianapolis, Indlan a. . IIanna. of Ind y 
3190...... % ͤ¶ ¶ ⁰ TTT 0 E Calkins, of Ind 100, 526 53 
299 nizing aa 3 Railway 
ee railway from Now York t > Ching 157, 500, 000 00 
To extend United States Government buildin 75, 000 00 
À ie erect A 6 head of 1 10, 000 00 
To improve navigation of Detroit River 200, 000 00 
30, 000 00 
6, 000 00 
20, 000 00 
10, 000 00 
20, 000 00 
25, 000 00 
50, 000 00 
10, 000 00 
150, 000 00 
50, 000 00 
20, 000 00 
20, (00 00 
20, 000 00 
20, 000 00 
15, 009 00 
5, 000 00 
200, 000 00 
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List of bills introduced during the Forty-fifth Congress by northern men for the benefit of northern enterprises and northern people—Continued. 
BILLS INTRODUCED IN THE HOUSE. 


Title of bill. 


For relief of the heirs of the late W. A. Burt, inventor of the “solar come 


By whom introduced. 5 


2470......| For relief of the heirs of the late W. A. Burt, inventor of the solar cos . Hubbell, of Mich $150, 000 00 
4080......| To 5 PP 77TTJJSJVꝓ%%%%S%VSSVSSVC E ae weet IGE Ot Ie ao eest see 100, 000 00 
1547...... * CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC REL PRA a TREE ES 
0 ˙ AAA u tance neni ones . ß ‚%é ͥ rbb 1 ae 
888 To construct a harbor of refuge at the outlet of Sturgeon Bay. 50, 000 00 
3672... so For relief of R. P. Houghton, and other 25, 000 00 
3004...-.. To continue the improvement of the barbor at Racine, Wisconsin Williams, of Wis...... 30, 00 00 
3008......| To continue the improvement of the harbor at Kenosha, Wisconsin š 30, 000 00 
1456.. To improve Chippewa River, Wisconsin Pound, of Wis 250, 000 00 
3790.. For relief of Dant & Co., of Muscatine, Io Price, of Iowa 1. 093 44 
2633......| For relief of Amanda M. Cook............-...-. -| Price, of Towa 5, 000 00 
3363......| For relief of William Crump ton Oliver, of Iowa... 5, 830 50 
/ W ³A / T Oliver, of Iowa ....... 9, 800 00 
400 -| Stone, of Towa........ 600 00 
3257...-..| For relief of William H. Merritt .| Cummings, of Iowa 3, 600 00 
2085. For relief of J. S. Friend -| Ryan, of Kans ...... 6, 500 00 
3015......| For relief of B. P. MoDonald, of Kansas „%„%„„„„„„„„„„„%ñ EVVłł v Haskell, of Kans...... 2,625 27 
0 m 
mouth of the Mississippi River, to Saint Louis, with branches to Pittsburgh, Chicago, Saint Phillips, of Kans...... 1, 300, 000, 000 00 
. e To provide for the pa an of claims for Indian depredations Sh Phillips, of Kans...... 1, 000, 000 00 
721. -| Luttrell, of Cal....... 1, 174, 212 00 
881......| To improve Feather River, California e 25, 000 00 
830 100, 000 00 
2147. 200, 000 00 
2146......| To improve harbor at Humboldt Bay, Californiiůnnrnknwnnnnnnnnnn «ö 200, 000 00 
2038......| For relief of August Loschinsky «2... 2. 2-0 ..ccccccoct cece ccnccaccescvcciaccctecucceucnwoventcccsesccdcsudccs yeouss 5. 000 00 
4007......| For the consolidation of the Mission Indians 50, 000 00 
2404 Pacheco, of Cal 500, 000 00 
2403 Pacheco, of Cal 500, 000 00 
2502. ” WD aa, SOTTO Patte: 250, 000 00 
2650...... To erect a post-office, &c., at Carson City, Nevada ............-.-..-..-.0-0+ . Wren, of Nevada 125, 000 00 
1169...... To continue construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of Columbia Rivee—— cesses. oron adai 300, 000 00 
3844 To improve navigation of Rogue River, in the State of Oregoen 20 5, 000 00 
3843. To improve © e River, Oregoennn 5, 000 00 
2431......| For relief of Thomas Bayne 12, 524 00 
803......| To complete the penitent in wy 50, 000 00 
3026...... To sarny oinera boundary of Wyoming Territory .... ........rsenreenesseesenns 18, 000 00 
8 For building a military post for the protection of the northern frontier of Montana. 150, 000 00 
Ten years’ contracts witb si p 
Y AIII ITT TATT v ⁰ d d TE A E A APN 9, 672, 000 00 
The Pacific Mail’s several lines 29, 270, 000 00 
Grand total asked hy and for. the North „ 035 13 


This sum is so stupendous that it bewilders the comprehension. 
The mind cannot entertain at one time the idea of even a thousand 


different ai but when we reach hundreds of thousands, millions, 
hundreds of millions, billions, the impression is of vague vastness 
simply. To enable you to realize to some extent the amount of money 
these demands cover, I will ask you to consider this illustration: 
twenty-five hundred pounds’ weight of silver dollars is a good load 
for four horses, one four-horse wagon on the rozd will occupy about 
seventeen yards, and the sum of money asked for by the northern 
people of this Congress will be a good load for a line of three hundred 
and seventy-five miles of four-horse wagons, as close as they could 
travel, each with twenty-five hundred pounds’ weight of silver dol- 
lars. How many mo farms and houses would this relieve, how 
many accounts it would balance, how many people it would save from 
misery! Gentlemen, look at this! How contemptibly insignificant 
ap the sum asked for by the South, compared with that demanded 
by the North. Even the reckless inexactness of the New York Trib- 
une, with its duplication of bills, brings the aggregate amount asked 
for by the South to only $150,000,000. Millions, indeed! It really 
appears ridiculous to speak of millions, and I am ashamed of the 
wretched poverty of the southern idea of appropriations when I view 
the magnificent and Titanic schemes of our large-natured neighbors 


of the North. 

Our array com with theirs is as Falstaff's ragged regiment 
to the purple and gold glittering myriads of the Persian monarch; a 
mere skirmish line to the grand array. They speak of the “ southern 
maw;” what have they to say of the northern maw? The one to the 
other as the tiny eddy in the brook to the maelstrom of the Norwa 
coast. This northern maw is omniverous and insatiable. The mill - 
ions of acres of W lands, and millions of publie money have not 
ap but only whetted its appetite, 

making this statement of northern claims I do not, as do the 
gentlemen of the republican party, take account of the bills for pen- 
sions. I shall not sectionalize the soldier for a party benefit, I will 


not the man who offered his life for his country into the arena 
of 1 and I resent the depraved 5 t would thus 
utilize him. If nothing else can escape their touch I ask gentlemen 


to rA least keep “ hands off” these monuments of a republic’s grati- 
tude, 

Reading the list of bills presented we are struck by its comprehen- 
sive character. Nothing is too stupendous to be attempted, nothing 
too trifling to be overlooked. It has “ ample scope and verge” for 

everything that can deplete the Treasury. It ranges from an atom 
to the universe; from a billion-and-a-quarter canal to an eight-dol- 
lar-and-sixty-five-cent pair of pants. e can, Mr. Speaker, but ad- 
mire the vigorous imagination of the gentleman from Kansas which 


operos the dull possibilities of human achievement and soars into 
the empyrean of pure speculation. His canal bill seems the product 
of the brain of an oriental engineer delirious with hasheesh ; a fever- 
ish dream mixed with recollection of the Arabian Nights; a canal, 
with its branches, over twenty-five hundred miles long, forty-five feet 
deep, and one hundred and fifty feet wide, (forit says that sea-goin 
steamships must be able to pass each other;) to cross rivers an 
mountains, and whose bottom and sides are to be paved with stone. 
This beats Brobdingnag. The Pittsbargh branch should be continned 
to New York and connect with a railroad across the Atlantic! 

It would take all the quarries of all our mountains to pave this 
canal. It would engross all the labor of this hemisphere. Let De 
Lesseps hide his diminished head; his paltry canal would hardly be 
a respectable feeder for this nificent water-way. Cheops and 
Cephrenes were frugalof human labor in the comparison. As the anti- 

es of this we have the eminently practicable bill of the gentleman 
rom New York, who moves the ponderous machinery of legislation 
to reimburse a soldier for loss of a blanket and pair of breeches de- 
stroyed by fire. Now, we will not ask what was this warrior doing 
walking to and fro on the face of the earth unbreeched ? No objection 
will be made to the soldier’s claim. Backed by the suavity of man- 
ner and energy in action of the gentleman from New York, it may 
y be counted sui ey tell us of southern raids on the 
Treasury! This is not a northern raid; it is a campaign, a siege. 
They have sat down before the Treasury and encompassed it round 
about, and the “ gainful pillage” which paid their former efforts 
warrants their expectations of success. 

Mr. Speaker, if the South could get one-fifth of the $158,000,000 
involved in the bill of the e from Indiana, providing for a 
double-track railroad from New York to Council Bluffs, we would be 
glad to take it in full satisfaction as an offset to the treasure lav- 
ished upon the railroads, rivers, canals, and harbors of the North. I 
do not wish to be understood as advocating the enrichment of vast 
corporations from the pablic Treasury. am pee a instituting a 
comparison between the demands of the North an uth that the 
country may see how little this outery about southern claims is 
prope by a true rd for economy, and to show that it is blatant 

r and political claptrap. As far as I am concerned I will 
cheerfully support a bill to remove every class of claims from Con- 
to a court of proper jurisdiction, for in my opinion it is neither 
wise nor safe that Congress should audit accounts and vote settle- 
ments with the individual creditors of the nation. For two reasons 
they should be removed from Congress; first, for judicial determina- 
tion; and, second, to eliminate them from politics. 

A look back over the history of the 8 will show which party 

has been the party of economy. - Go to the RECORD of the last three 
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Congresses, and the character of republicans and democrats as the 
disbursers of the public moneys stands attested in figures that cannot 


be put down by mere assertion or assumption. The Forty-second 
and Forty-third Con were both republican; the majority in 
both the Senate and the House was resistless. The republican party 
had the reins of government in its own hands, and the legislation 
bore the character they chose to stamp upon it. There was no cry 
of economy on their part; flushed with power, they did not see that 
the great public conscience had sickened at their Drofligacy. The 
claim business flourished; claim agents made fortunes. I onora- 
ble Secretary of the Treasury, when he was a Senator from Ohio, said 
ina h made in the beginning of the campaign of 1875 that Con- 

id one hundred millions of war claims. What Con 7 
Republican! Republican Congresses had paid this amount without 
stunning the tympanum of the northern ear with howls about “con- 
federate raids on the Treasury.” Congressmen, with the thoughtful 
providence of Dugald Dalgetty, seized the opportunity to “provision 
the garrison.” It was notorious that the bigger the claim and the 
smaller the reason for it the better its chance of success. It had to 
be “fat” enough to pay commissions and declare dividends. Do 
northern voters think that these are the gentlemen to raise the “raw 
head and bloody bones” of southern claims? 

The carnival of public spoliation was not yet exhausted. In the 
Forty-second Congress the republicans allowed elaims to the amount 
of $1,133,869; in the Forty-third Congress to the amount of $1,393,421. 
In 1876 the democrats held the House by the overwhelming majority 
of seventy-three; a t part of the majority were ex-confederates. 
The Southern States had at last sent their own sons to the national 
council; yet the Forty-fourth Congress allowed claims to the amount 
of only 055,830. And what became of the great rings? It seems 
that the democratic party had put an end to the profits of the claim 
agent, the vast plunder of the rings, and the business of the lobby, 

o records of Congress show conclusively that the stanchest and 
most faithful guardians of the public Troan; the strictest and most 
consistent economists, are the democrats. Before the South had a rep- 
resentation of her own people upon this floor, the history of legisla- 
tion bears ample 3 to the vigilance and caution of northern 
democrats in protecting the Treasury from the many schemes that 
were planned against it. They stood asa bulwark against the waste- 
ful flood of extravagance that in sixteen years had distinguished 
republican administrations. They had been too well grounded in 
the rudiments of the democratic faith taught by Jefferson and Madi- 
son to yield to the profligate tendency of their time, and there is 
nothing in their conduct to-day, or in the past, in this regard that 
does not invite the confidence of the people of the North and of the 
whole country. They stand to-day the advocates of retrenchment 
and reform, the champions of local self-government, that corner- 
stone of the Federal Union and conservator of free institutions. 

Happy, indeed, for this country, that in its time of danger and 
trouble there existed a democratic party in the North who, maintain- 
ing the integrity of the Union, yet kept their judgments undimmed 
by prejudice ; and loving the Union as a whole, loved too all its sec- 
tions, and stood the agents of reconciliation to perfect the reunion 
of States and to protect the prostrate South from the vindictive o 
pression of those who in the and passion of civil strife lost sight 
of the very gerio and character of that Union. In what have these 
democrats of the North shown themselves unworthy of the most gen- 
erous trust? In every measure of legislation they have been the 
fàithful champions of the people, whether in a hopeless minority or 
in a triumphant majority. They have been the enemies of corpora- 
tions and rings, of centralization and despotism, waging the battle 
of popular rights, and maintaining the Constitution as our fathers 
gave itand as the years have made it. 

The representative republican sentinel on the watch-tower is moved 
in season and out of season to preach his jeremiad upon the solid 
South. He lifts up his voice in lamentations; his knees smite to- 
gether in the presence of this new danger. Macbeth was not more 
troubled when he saw Birnam wood come to Dunsinane. I beg these 
gentlemen not to be disturbed by imaginary dangers. There is noth- 
ing in the “solid South” that tens danger to any principle of 
the Constitution or that will increase the afflictions of the long-suf- 
fering and sorely-tried people of this Republic. The “solid South” 
will not insist that the property restrictions which fetter the free 
action of the citizens of Rhode Island and Massachusetts shall be 
inflicted upon the people. She will not arrogate the pre tive of 
standing between the conscience of any man and his Maker; and 
she will never clasp hands in pathy with Rhode Island and New 
Hampshire upon the disfranchisement of Roman Catholics, 

What would gentlemen of the republican party have us of the 
South to do? t class of people could they reasonably expect to 
represent us in the Congress of the States? Is it a matter of wonder 
that southern men, identified with southern feeling and interest, 
should be selected to represent that feeling and interest? Do you 
not send from your own section those in accord with your people? 
You all know, and you do not regret it, that the day of the carpas 
bagger is past. It must be that southern Representatives shall be 
those who moved with the great currents and tides of the southern 
mind, and in their representative and individual capacity, since they 
have resumed their places here, they have proved by their modera- 
tion and conservatism that their presence was a beneficent influence. 


In the ordinary course of nature men are moved by the promptings 
of self-interest. For the sake of material and political prosperity the 
South works for peace and the things that ae for peace. We are 
tired of being platformed upon; we are tired of being treated as a 
half-alien section. Our constant effort will be to remove every dis- 
turbing cause, every irritant that can heighten the fever of the body- 
politic. This is the interest, too, of the northern democracy. 

When men’s passions sink to rest then they begin to think, and 
this is the danger that threatens the republican y. The life of 
that party is in agitation, and if a cause for excitement cannot be 
found one must be imagined. Hence this yearning solicitude to pre- 
serve the fruits of the war. The fruits of the war cannot be endan- 
pared. The slave is freed and nothing can remand him to servitude, 

ess than the power of Omnipotence. He has all the civil and polit- 
ical rights of the white man. Some republicans may desire his dis- 
franchisement, but to the Southern States he is an element of power, 
an available strength in the electoral college and in Congress which 
we will not willingly give up. Putting it upon the ground of interest, 
the southern man has a stronger reason than any other can have in 
preserving the ballot in the hand of the negro. 

The question of the supremacy of the Federal power has been de- 
cided through the arbitrament of the sword, and the constitution of 
my State declares that every citizen of Mississippi owes a paramount 
allegiance to the United States. What “ fruits of the war” are threat- 
ened with destruction? Is this constant effort to Lash Kea southern 
representatives in the minds of northern people really necessary to 
republican success? Would not a wiser, more generous and magnan- 
imous policy have fixed the scepter of power in republican hands 
through a long succession of administrations? Although born and 
re in Mississippi, believing pava was right, indoctrinated in the 
theory of “State rights,” giving all I had to the confederacy, yet I 
can see that to the world the republican party, whether justified by 
the Constitution or not, occupied a position as the champion of human 
freedom that was not only commanding but almost inspired. They 
had the vantage-ground, but they have lost it by abuse of power, 
by licentious extravagance, by toleration of rings, by neglect of the 
interests of labor, by their conspicuous inability to realize that the 
war is over, and that peace, reconciliation, and good will are the essen- 
tials of public well-being. 

The democratic party represents the interests of labor, the senti- 
ments of the people, the spirit of our institutions. I appeal to the past. 
Go back down the shining years of our country’s glory, and note the 
landmarks of the nation’s pro; Every . event in our his- 
tory stands an eloquent memorial of democratic wisdom. Under the 
guidance of that party the thirteen feeble colonies, a mere fringe upon 
the Atlantic, have expanded into States and Territories that embrace 
a continent. Under it, Florida was acquired from Spain, Louisiana, 
stretching into the far northwest, from France; Texas, California, 
Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona from Mexico. Suc- 
cessful wars were waged, and in these changing years of peace and 
war and of almost unmixed prosperity the public expenditures never 
reached even half the amount of either of the last twelve years of 
peace. Through all that brigan era the national honor was untar- 
nished, not an insult unresented, nor a wrong unred 5 

It was its boast that under its care the Republic should receive no 
detriment. Then the broad hospitality of the American people found 
its fullest expression; the weary and oppressed of every land were 
invited to partake of our blessings. The fire upon the altar of liberty, 
kept burning with more than vestal vigilance, was the beacon blaze 
across the deep to light the nation’s pilgrims to freedom’s holy land. 
The splendid achievements of the democratic party are the pledges 
it offers. It pleads for a real union “of hearts and of hands,” as well 
as “of lakes and of lands.” It does not dwell upon the sorrowful 

tacle of discordant and dissevered States, but to States harmo- 
nious and united; “distinct as the billows and one as the sea.” It 
does not walk with averted face, beholding only an unhappy sepa- 
ration, but with eyes lighted with hope and fixed upon the future, 
taking in all its glorious possibilities. It recognizes that our career 
has only fairly begun; that the triumphs of our past endeavor are 
but the first fruits of that splendid harvest of results that awaits our 
honest trying. 

It recognizes sectional lines only in geography, and its mission is 
restoration! Charles Sumner in all his life never did anything wiser 
or more patriotic than when he said he wished no inscription on bat- 
tle-flags that beepers a jarring memory. The learned gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] in all his distinguished career never 
reached a more honorable eminence than when in the last Congress 
in a fervid burst of impassioned eloquence, he exhorted the men o 
the North and of the South to cherish the mementos of their valor 
as a common heritage for the generations to come, No man of to-day 
can write the history of the last sixteen years. Orators and writers 
may state facts and express opinions, but the historian of these times 
isthe product of anotherage. He who addresses himself to analyzing 
the contemporaneous record of these results, who notes the phenomena 
of the eccentric political movements, and studies the philosophy of 
the tendencies of thought and sentiment during the interstate war, 
will bring to the task a judgment unbiased by prejudice, a vision un- 
dimmed by the smoke and dust of conflict ; RAA he will not see trea- 
son or rebellion, but he will see on both sides ardent devotion to prin- 
ciple, heroic courage in battle, manly fortitude in adversity, self- 
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abnegation, and generous love of country. The assaults that brought 
secession, secession itself, and the consequent carnival of death will 
seem the delirium of a strong young nation, flushed with pride and 
drunken with suecess—a midsummer madness upon which in sober 
calm of recovered reason it looks with sad regret, asking “respite 
and nepenthe from the memory” of its excesses. 

The Republic calls upon all her sons; the brains and the patriotism 
of every section is invoked. In the multitude of her counsellors she 
expects the wisdom that will lead our happiness and prosperity to 
the brightest consummation. No can come of that spirit that 
would keep alive sectional animosities, that would establish in gov- 
ernmental policy distinctions in classes and localities unknown to the 
Constitution. We of the South ask the consideration given to others. 
Let there be done exact and equal justice to all. e ask that the 
home as well as the foreign creditor receive his dues. We know that 
the affection of the citizen is more valuable than the t of the 
alien. We shall exercise charity toward all, and “still in our right 
hand gentle peace to silence envious tongues.” We may be 
assailed with epithets, but, so far as manhood will permit, will for- 
bear the expression of even a just indignation. e confide in the 

ublic justice, and with patience and hope await the rich blessings 
Phat must come of a thorough reconciliation of a reunited people. 


REFUNDING THE NATIONAL DEBT—POSTAL SAVINGS-BANKS, 


Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, the financial question is the great economic 
problem of this country and of this age. Its satisfactory solution is 
the supreme desire of the American people. With a country the great- 
est in extent and richest in resources of ancient or modern times, 
under a system of government the most beneficent that human wis- 
dom ever formed, we present to-day a sad spectacle of poverty, suf- 
fering, and distress. The stagnation of business, the paralysis of 
industry, the idleness of labor, the destruction of poper in the 
shrink of values and existing and JJ ankruptey, are 
expressions with which we have me familiar by daily repetition 
in these halls since we met in October. Different causes have been 
assigned and various explanations given for this unfortanate condi- 
tion of the country. ere are those who suppose that they have 
found the cause in extravagant living, in overtrading, and in wild 
and reckless speculation. They suggest, of course, economy in pa 
sonal and family expenditures as a panacea for all our ills. Others 
have ascertained that the “ Iliad of our woes” comes from an inflated, 
irredeemable paper currency, and recommend as a sovereign specific 
the resumption of specie payment. This school of political pi iloso- 
phers teaches the paradoxical doctrine that you can relieve the pov- 
erty of the peo by destroying their property and increasing their 
debts. This solution finds its equal in absurdity only in that other 
theory that attributes our troubles to what is called overproduction. 
The advocates of this theory would insist that the distress which the 
country now suffers results from the abundance of the products of 
our mines, fields, and factories. 

If this d discovery that so unceremoniously explodes the doc- 
trines of Adam Smith be true, then the remedy, simple and complete, 
is at hand. We have only to destroy what we have and cease to pro- 
duce any more. All this nonsense is worse than trifling with the 
gravest somes of public interest. The people of this country 
thoroughly understand the cause of their distress. They find it in the 
overwhelming indebtedness of the country—the Government and the 

ple—and Ki the financial pouer of the Government manipulated 
y syndicatesin the interest of non-taxed capital, and against the pro- 
pey and labor, upon which class legislation has imposed enormous 
ens of iniquitous taxation. That financial 5 they have 
arraigned and denounced, and that financial policy it is theobjectof this 
bill to change and improve. A simple statement of what the legisla- 
tion upon this subject has been is the clearest demonstration of its 
folly and of its injustice. The national-bank act secures a monopoly 
f the banking business to the bondholders, This monopoly is pro- 
tected by a prohibitory tax of 10 2 cent. upon the issues of State 
banks. The Government pays to the bondholding bankers 6 per cent. 
in gold semi-annually, and gives them the use of $90,000 on every 
$100,000 in bonds 1 in the Treasury; and all this is done at an 
annual expense to the people of at least $15,000,000. 

Between the years 1862 and 1868 the Government of the United 
States issued and sold bonds amounting to the sum of $2,059,975,700, 
for which it realized in gold or gold value 81,37 1,424, 238, a loss to the 
Government and a gain to the purchasers of the sum of $678,551,460. 
The interest on this sum for ten years, at 6 per cent., amounts to the 
sum of $407,130,876. There is therefore now a debt upon the Ameri- 
can people, principal and interest, amounting to the gigantic sum of 
$1,085,682,336—one-half of the public debt, for which, in fact, the 
Government never received one cent, and for which the creditors 
never paid one cent. And this is the fountain from which the bitter 
waters of distress now deluging the entire country have flowed; and 
this is the debt around which constitutional guarantees have been 
thrown. The fourteenth article of amendment to the Constitution 
declares, among other things, “That the validity of the public debt 
shall never be questioned.” This debt was originally 
paoe money or lawful money. It was not originally payable in coin. 

he act of 13th of March, 1869, pledged the faith of the Government 
to its payment in coin; the act of 12th of February, 1873, demonet- 
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payee in 


aing silver, left gold the only legal-tender coin in which it could be 
paid. 


The financial policy which I arraign has fastened upon the le 
of this country this vast quia hearing debt under which 5 — pi 
ring and with which they are crushed, when the Government 
received nothing for it, and which in fact constitutes the spoils 
which wars tors coined out of blood. Since this debt was cre- 
ated and converted into a gold debt, the pag has been to con- 
stantly contract the volume of the currency, while the population of 
the country was rapidly increasing, and the wants and necessities of 
the people steadily multiplying. The amount of the currency out- 
standing in 1866, was 81,600 987,643. In 1876 it was only 8748, 912,072, 
a reduction in the volume of the currency in ten years of $948,074,570, 
an annual average diminution for ten years of $04,807 457. 

The financial system or policy of the Government, manipulated by 
syndicates, gold rings, bondholders, and bullion brokers in the interest 
of capital at the sacrifice of every other interest, culminated in the 
passage of the act of June 14, 1875. This act required the Govern- 
ment to redeem in gold the outstanding legal-tender notes on the Ist 
day of January, 1879. To carry out the provisions of this act the 
Secretary of the Treasury informs us that he has purchased $15,000,000 
of coin by the sale of 4} cent. bonds, and $25,000,000 with 4 per 
cent. bonds. The bonded debt of the United States is thus increased 
the sum of $40,000,000, ing an annual interest of $1,670,000, to 
redeem and withdraw from circulation an equal amount of legal- 
tender notes which bear no interest. And the Secretary informs us 
that he must have fifty millions more of coin to make resumption prac- 
ticable, which he proposes to purchase with 44 per cent. gold bonds, 
thus increasing the public debt ninety millions, with an annual in- 
terest of $3,650,000. And this is what it costs the people to enable 
the Government to deprive them of the means of paying their debts 
and prosecuting their business. 

With the bonded debt of the United States converted by legislation, 
not by contract, into a coin debt at a high rate of interest and con- 
stantly increased ; silver demonetized, leaving gold the only currency 
in which the debt could be paid; the legal-tender notes redeemed 
and destroyed or hoarded in the State banks strangled, 
taxed out of existence, the people of this country, numbering nearly 
fifty millions, would have left to them $320,000,000, to pay their debts 
and conduct their business, of national-bank notes, issued by the Gov- 
ernment to the banks, to be let out or drawn in as their interest or 
caprice might dictate. 

his legislation is very rapidly making the stock-jobbers, gold gam- 
blers, and money rings the owners of the pro and the masters of 
the people of this country. Thus the financial legislation stood at the 
meeting of the extra session of the Forty-fifth Congress, the result of 
which is seen in the fact that the Government securities were at a 
presino the pro of the country ruinously depreciated and its 
usiness destroyed. r this wicked scheme of class legislation, 
running through a period of ten years and indorsed by an administra- 
tion distinguished for its appreciation of gifts, if for nothing else, had 
been accomplished, and while the saints who worship only at mam- 
mon’s shrine, jubilant with triumph, were reveling in high carnival, 
in fancied security, Congress met and the “ handwriting appeared on 
the wall.” The people had cast the ballot into the scale like the sword 
of Brennus, and it outweighed their gold. And all at once there rings 
through the land, from these Halls and from a subsidized and prosti- 
raog press, the cry about plighted faith, public credit, and national 
onor, 

And while the men of this generation and their children are writh- 
ing under the burdens this monstrous crime inst humanity has 
imposed upon them, like Laocoön and his sons in the crushing coils 
of the serpent, it is just discovered that it is extremely unwise for 
Congress to legislate upon the subject of finance. Political econo- 
mists and doctrinaires tell us that these questions are above legislative 
control; that they are matters to be ated and adjusted by commer- 
cial values and the laws of trade. The Government contractors, spec- 
ulators, and . of the war panoa now serenely draw 
semi-annually in gold the interest on their bonds purchased at 50 per 
cent. of their nominal value and exempt from taxation, while the 
Government taxes even the match with which poor war widows, 
North and South, kindle the fire with which they cook their scanty 
meal. I repeat that the cause of the distress ayan the country is to 
be found mainly in this stupendous national debt, largely contracted 
without an equivalent, and in that system of legislation which has 
constantly increased its amount by enhancing its value and dimin- 
ishing the means of its J caches 

Having intrenched themselves behind this 3 conscious 
of the power with which these spoliations have invested them, the 
extent of their demands is only equaled by the offensiveness of 
eir insolence. One of their organs has made the announcement 

at— è 

The American laborer must make up his mind henceforth not to be so much 
better off than the European laborer. ‘en must be content to work for low wages. 
In this way the workingman will be nearer to that station in life to which it has 
pleased God to call him. 


This is an oracular pronunciamiento from the money power that the 
condition of the American laborer is a state of serfdom, and that God 
has been pleased to appoint him to a station of inferiority in all the 
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relations of life. This is the legitimate result of that class legisla- 
tion in the interest of money and against all other interests in the 
country which I condemn and denounce. Yet the laborer pays the 
taxes and fights the battles of the country. And when we warn the 
people that. this legislation is establishing a rich class and a poor 
class, and making a line of distinction in men in this Government of 
freedom and equality, and thus silently but certainly subverting our 
free institutions and destroying equality and ultimately liberty, arro- 
t capital, “ invisible in war and invincible in peace,” concealing 
its cormorant 2 by a false pretense to the mild virtue of tim- 
idity, raises the cry of agrarianism and communism, and insists upon 
increasing the Army to preserve order and suppress strikes. 

This Con when it assembled addressed itself with commend- 
able dispatch and earnestness to the relief of the anxiety and distress 
of the country, and commenced to change the mischievous legislation 
from which our troubles have sprung. 

The passage of the silver bill and the bill to repeal the ie- re- 
sumption act, if it succeed, will break up the conspiracy between 
foreign and domestic bondholders to destroy the somp, Stop the 
contraction of the currency and the shrinkage in the value of prop- 
erty. Utilize one of the great resources of the country, diminish the 
amount of paige rates debt by making it payable in a cheaper currency 
and make its ultimate extinction a possibility. The ay ed can never 
have financial prosperity so long as foreign creditors backed by for- 
eign governments control its financial policy in their own interest. 
We want the public securities held by our own people and at a lower 
rate of interest. When this shall have been accomplished and capital 
is made to bear its just share of taxation, then we can reform our 
revenue system, reduce taxation, and sooner or later discharge the 
entire publie debt. 

In my judgment the bill under consideration will contribute more 
to this most desirable result than any measuro that has been pre- 
sented or that can be ted. That if it become a law it will 
afford practical and s y relief to both the Government and peo- 
ple I do not entertain the slightest doubt. 

In brief, it provides that any holder of money may deposit the 
same to the amount of $10 in any postal money-order office in the 
United States, to whom the postmaster shall issue a postal order on 
the Treasury, which, when presented in sums of $10 or any multiple 
thereof, shalt be receivable in exchange for postal savings-bonds of 
the United States, to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
denominations of ten, twenty, fifty, and one hundred dollars, bear- 
ing interest at the rate of 3.65 per cent. per annum, the interest pay- 
alas every three months. These savings-bonds are exchangeable for 
notes of the United States, and also for 4 per cent. bonds authorized 
to be issued under and by virtue of the act of 14th July, 1870, This 
bill makes every postal money-order office in the United States, for 
all practical 8 a savings-bank in which the holder of money 
may deposit the same in a place of absolute security to him. It in- 
volves no additional expense. It . no legal machinery except 
what may readily be provided by departmental ulation, adjust- 
able to the test of and the suggestions of experience. 

The liability of the Government to the depositor is the guarantee 
of his safety; and such bond as the Government may require under 
such regulations as the Department may adopt secures the Govern- 
ment agi loss, It is asafe and convenient place of deposit, in 
which the earnings of labor and the acquisitions of industry can be 

reserved in sums of twenty-five cents and upward to as much as $20 

naday. It will furnish an incentive to industry, encourage frugal- 
ity, foster economy, and soon develop its beneficent results in shel- 
tering the homeless, clothing the naked, and feeding the hungry. If 
it be true that recklessness and extrav ce have been productive 
of all the mischief claimed, then the wisdom of that measure or policy 
that educates the people in the direction of economy and supplies 
them with a safe, convenient, and inexpensive means of preserving 
and increasing the rewards of their toil cannot be questioned. 

In those sections of the Union where savings institutions exist it 
has been found to be true that by this means the daily wages of 
laborers among the poor have been carefully husbanded. Daily and 
weekly deposits of small amounts have been made until after a while 
the aggregate would surround them with comfort. And this has been 
the case while there was a painful apprehension of loss from the 
failure of the banks, which, unfortunately, in too many instances 
turned out to be well founded. And while losses in these institutions 
have been numbered by millions, and in the midst of wreck and ruin, 
there is now on deposit in the savings-banks of the Union, as shown 
by the report of the Secretary of the“ ry, the sum of $843,154,804, 
deposi by 2,300,000, The American Almanac for 1878 shows the 
number of eee, in 1875 and 1876, in twelve States, comprising 
the New England States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, Minnesota, and California, to be 2,414,952, and the amount 
deposited to be $892,785,553. This is an 8 $369.69 to each 
depositor. The learned editor of this valuable k, after showing 
that but partial and incomplete returns have been made, says: 

It may be safely stated, however, from the returns which do exist, that the 
amount of deposits in savings-banks throughout the United States reaches, if it 
does not exceed $1,000,000,000 held by about 2,800,000 persons. 

These facts show the popularity of these institutions. They also 
show that the depositors are the poor whom we always have with us, 


and they farther show what a vast sum may be saved by a wise sys- 
tem of economy and frugality. Can any one doubt, in the face of 
these facts,that an immense amount would soon be saved by the poor 
people of the United States if they had the facilities for secure de- 
posit which this bill provides? 

The savings-bank is an institution of recent origin. It had its 
birth in the present 3 Its career has been marked by signal 
success and beneficence. e British government has in successful 
operssion a postal savings-bank system similar in many respects to 

one sought to be established by this bill. There were in 1876 in 
her savings-banks, on deposit, about $350,000,000. The postal sav- 
ings-bank, which this bi will establish, possesses the very decided 
advantage over ordinary savings-institutions of absolute security to 
the depositor. Money-orders are to be issued to depositors without 
interest, it is true, but negotiable by indorsement, and therefore val- 
unable and convenient as a circulating medium and receivable in ex- 
change for United States bonds bearing interest at the rate of 3.65 
per cent. per annum of the denomination of ten, twenty, fifty, and 
one hundred dollars. These bonds have all the attributes of a me- 
dium and an investment. The amount, the facility with which the 
interest can be computed, and their negotiability by delivery will 
give tem popularity with the people as money and as an invest- 
men j 

If they should not circulate as a medium they are exchangeable for 
United States notes, so that they could be readily converted into 
money at the will or convenience of the holder. This exchangeable 
quality would make the currency adjust itself to the demands of 
trade and maintain steadiness in the value of property and products, 
During the business seasons, when crops are put upon the market, 
they could and would be exc for notes. And in the intervals 
of quiet the notes would be exe for bonds. The markets in 
this way would be relieved from the extortion and speculation of the 
banks. Thus the business necessities of the country would be sup- 
plied with a currency as occasion required and capitalists, large and 
small, with the means of a safe investment at a seasonably remunera- 
tive interest. 

The fourth section of the bill provides that all moneys received into 
the Treasury in pursuance of this act shall be applied exclusively to 
the redemption of such bonds of the United States as are redeemable 
at the pleasure of the Government ; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall call in of such bonds those that bear the highest rate of interest. 

The object of this bill is to refund the public debt in securities bear- 
ing a lower rate of interest, payable in currency, change our foreign 
debt into a debt due to our people, and the postal savings-bank 
systein is adopted as the means of raising the money to pay existing 
bonds. In discussing this bill and kin measures two questions 
arise: Is the object desirable, and is the plan practicable? I maintain 
the affirmative of both propositions. Reference has already been 
made to the amount of the public debt and the unwise and unjust 
legislation with re thereto as the principal cause of our present 
tronbles. The total public debt, less cashin the Treasury, February 
1, 1878, is $2,044,287,366. Of this amount $1,726,933,750 bears interest 
in coin at the following rates: 


Bonda at 6 per Sent. ose cecal ce cee cestinctudcccucsevassusicsewe $748, 667, 100 
Bomda 46S Por: Camb: 45 pwendacrecevvedcctcccsphecctuuavecscucwstes 703, 266, 650 
Bonds a6 45 per CONG soon pose ue cecevesopoccepacns bop e eee 200, 000, 000 
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1, 726, 933, 750 


The interest due on this debt on the Ist day of January, 1878, 
amounted to $21,827,524. Of the 6 per cent. bonds $660,000,000 are 
redeemable at the pleasure of the United States, and of the whole 
$1,452,000,000 are redeemable on or before the 1st day of an 1881. 
The amount of the public debt held 1 is variously esti- 
mated. The best English authorities, Seyd and Baxter, estimate the 
entire amount of the debts of this country held abroad, inclading 
public and private debts of all descriptions, at between twenty and 
twenty-two hundred millions of dollars. Mr. Edward Young, Chiefof 
the Bureau of Statistics, estimates the national, State, municipal, and 
railroad debts held abroad at $1,050,000,000. This does not, of course, 
include private or individual indebtedness. There is no means of 
ascertaining precisely the amount of this debt. All, however, agree 
that it is immensely large. The Secretary of the Treasury estimates 
the debt of the United States Government held abroad at six hun- 
dred millions. 7 $ 

There are many and cogent reasons why it is desirable that this 
debt should be changed from a 2 into a domestic debt, should 
be owned and held by our own people. Debt is but another name 
for slavery. The debtor is always to a greater or less extent in the 
power of the creditor. That a amount of bonds was held in 
Germany I suppose was one of the reasons that induced the German 
Empire to demonetize silver. That its demonetization in the United 
States was procured here by the bondholders in conspiracy with the 
creditors there I do not doubt. The financial independence of the 
United States, therefore, requires the ownership of the public secur- 
ities at home. The export of gold to meet the constantly accruing 
interest on this debt drains the life-blood from the heartof the nation. 

If this debt were refunded in bonds held by our own people it would 
stop the exportation of gold to pay theinterest. The balance of trade, 
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which last year amounted to the sum of $47,202,682, would turn the 
tide in our favor and bring to us an annual influx of gold, 8 
in amount with that balance. We would thus not only not send abroad 
large amounts of gold as now to pay interest, but it would be paid to 
our own people, and we would receive from abroad the excess of our 
exports over imports incoin. The people of no government on earth 
that owes a | foreign debt bearing a high rate of interest ever 
was or ever will be prosperous long. But it is true that t na- 
tional prosperity may coexist with a large public debt held at home 
and for the reason already given. 
The British Government is a signal illustration of this truth. The 
ublie debt of England to-day amounts to $3,850,000,000. It is held by 
5,331 of her own people. This debt bears only 3 per cent. interest. It 
consists of annuities sold by the Government to the people without 
ay time fixed for redemption and with but little propensi that they 
will ever be redeemed. Yet with this immense debt upon the gov- 
ernment the English are ry SE prosperous. This debt is 
kept at home and the interest is paid to the English people and con- 
stitutes that much of their general wealth. The vast commerce of 
the Kingdom brings into it constantly large quantities of coin and 
bullion, and the government maintains a financial policy that keeps 
all it gets. When we obtained the Geneva award of $15,500,000 in 
gold, England kept the gold and paid usin our bonds. With our 
national debt amounting to but little more than one-half of that of 
Great Britain, owned by our own people and bearing a low rate of 
interest, we would be independent of foreign creditors and foreign 
governments. And with our immense resources, mineral, manufact- 
uring, icultural, and commercial wisely developed, we would 
ey, me the richest as well as the most powerful nation of 
e world, 


The Republic of France is a still more striking f of the propo- 
sition that a government may owe its own people a large debt and 
yet be prosperous. The civilized world beheld with amazement as 
well as with admiration what seemed almost a financial miracle in 
the payment of the Prussian war indemnity. France paid in less 
than two years, in gold and silver, $1,000,000,000, at a time when her 
expenditures pein. br her revenues. It was paid at the close of a 
war in which two immense armies had trampled down the whole face 
of the country. Her capital was riddled with Prussian shells and 
reddened in communistic blood. The scepter was passing from a 
perishing d ty and her unsettled form of government in transi- 
tion through anarchy to a republic. How was this dest finan- 
cial achievement of all time and history accomplished f 

It was done in this way: the French government put upon the 
market 5 p cent. rentes or bonds and appealed to the French to buy 
them, and they promptly took $1,640,000,000, advancing to the gov- 
ernment money therefor. A second loan was so rly sought by 
them that the subscriptions covered the amount called for thirteen 
times over, compelling the eee to award the rentes among 
the subscribers 


rata. As long ago as 1867 the debt of France was 
held by 1,095, pono of her own ple, and now by a much 
greater number. The public debt of ce, with a population of 


only 36,905,788 and an area of only 201,900 square miles, amounts to 
the almost fabulous sum of $4,095,600,000—more than twice as much 
as our own. Her revenues are $514,605,716, while her expenditures 
reach the sum of $519,334,162, an excess of expenditures over revenue 
of $4,728,446. Yet France has never repudiated any portion of her 
debt, has never dishonored her own paper, which is now at par with 
coin, and has never passed a resumption act, and her people are pros- 
perous and happy. 

There must be some solution of this prosperity. It cannot be found 
in the extent or value of her commerce. I was astonished to find that 
for the year 1876 her imports were only $4,111,000, and her exports 
$9,280,000, leaving a balance in her favor of only $5,179,000. It must 
be accounted for mainly by the fact that the national debt is due to 
the French people; that the interest is paid to them, and by them 
kept at home, ee a part of the common wealth, and to the 
further fact that France floats a larger circulation per capita than any 
other civilized nation on earth. At all events, it is true that the 
national debt of France is held by the French people; that the cireu- 
lation is more per capita than that of any other nation, and that her 
people are more prosperous and suffering less financial distress than 
those of any government in the world. This state of affairs does not 
result from the form nor the stability of the government. These are 
the facts of history, and the light they shed upon the question under 
consideration is worth infinitely more than the speculations of a thou- 
sand theorists. Who doubts that, with the public debt refunded at a 
lower rate of interest, owned by our own people, the country would 
soon be bien agers The Government would certainly be independ- 
ent of foreign capitalists and domestic stock-jobbers and bullion- 
brokers. The object of this bill is the accomplishment of this result. 

The refunding of the public debt at a lower rate of interest, and 
the change of its ownership from foreigners to our own people, in 
the judgment of a majority of the Committee on Banking aad Cur- 
rency, in which I concur, will be secured by the passage of their bill. 
And if this object is attained the first important step will have been 
taken toward the ultimate extinction of the debt. But is this postal 
savings-bank system a practical one? Will it enable the Government 
to raise the money? The light of experience is always a safe guide. 
The test of trial affords some evidence of what may be — tsb . 


I insist that this plan is feasible. The system proposed by the bill of 
the Committee on Banking and Currency is almost exactly the British 


system. 
That system was inau ted in Great Britain in 1863. It started 
with 301 postal savin nks. It has since extended over Ireland 


and Scotland. In 1876 the number was 5,448 with 1,702,374 depos- 
itors, 1 in 19 of the whole population. The aggregate deposits 
amounted to the sum of $134,982,750. Only the poor deposit in this 
institution; it was intended only for them. The law seeping 
them limited the amount that could be deposited by one person, an 
contained a prohibition against depositing in more than one bank. 
This system has been a success in Great Britain. Why should it not 
be a success here? It was a favorite with the people and continues 
to be. It greatly diminished the deposits in the independent savin, 
banks, showing its popularity over these independent savings-ban 


with the English people. It would no doubt dothe same here. But 
what if it did? o has a right to complain? Certainly the de- 
positors have the right to place their money where, in their judgment, 
it will be safest. 


The confidence of the American people in these institutions will be 
shown by the amount of money they place in them. What is that 
amount? The deposits now held by the savings-banks in twelve 
States of the Union, as far as can be ascertained, as has already been 
shown, are $843,154,804. The report of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency for 1875 shows that the deposits for that year in the sav- 
ings-banks, State banks, and trust companies of the United States 
amounted to $1,346,014,813. This estimate is based upon imperfect 
reports. The amount is unquestionably larger. It may be safely 
assumed to be 81,500, 000, 000. I take it for granted that a very large 
portion of these deposits will be withdrawn, put into the institution 
created by this bill and invested in the bonds for the issue of which 
it provides, because of the superior security to the depositor and 
because of the facility with which the deposit can be changed into 
@ currency or an investment. 

There is very nearly enough money lying inactive or drawing a 
small interest in the savings-banks, State banks, and trust companies 
to pay the bonded debt of the United States. This bill makes it to 
the interest of the holders of this money to put it where the Govern- 
ment can use it for that p . The system we propose establishes 
forty-one hundred and forty-five postal savings-banks, located at con- 
venient and accessible points in every State and Territory in the 
Union, affording facilities to almost every community in the entire 
country for the preservation and investment, without trouble and 
without expense, of the proceeds of the labor and industry of the 
people. And at the same time it enables the Government, without 
additional taxation, to raise the money to pay off the public debt now 
existing and refund it at an interest but little over one-half as much as 
it now pays. Does any one doubt the A etre of these savings 
institutions in the light of e ience in Great Britain and the United 
States? And in view of their 8 does any one doubt that, 
with the increased facilities afforded and incentives inspired by this 
bill if it become the law, a sufficient sum would be raised to enable 
the Government to refund the publie debt in the bonds proposed, and 
thus relieve the country from the 78 5 rate of interest it now pays, and 
that too within a very few years. ith this accomplished, payment 
of the national debt, now prey bo an incubus upon the prosperity, 
the property, the hopes, and the hearts of the people of country, 
would 8 follow. Then syndicates, money-rings, and combina- 
tions would be unable toshape the 3 is the Government and con- 
trol the destiny of the country. There is no conflict between capital 
and labor. Each is equally an important and indispensable factor in 
the solution of the problem of civilization. Each is the complement 
and the auxiliary of theother. Capital supplies labor with employ- 
ment and rew itsendeavor. Labor furnishes to capital the means 
of profitable investment and opens new fields for adventurous enter- 
prise. Each is equally entitled to legislative protection and encour- 
spenen, and to each is the world and the race equally indebted for 
their progress. 

It is not against capital in the abstract nor when legitimately em- 
ployed that complaint is made. But it is the corrupt and illegitimate 
use of money by bullion-brokers, stock-jobbers, and gambling com- 
binations in the accomplishment of legislation in their own interest 
and against the public interest that country condemns and de- 
nounces—that class of money-rings that produce corners in gold and 
panics in business to satiate an accursed thirst for gold that shames 
even that of Pizarro and his robber band. We have recently wit- 
nessed the humiliation of a great State by the bribery of the s- 
lature to enact a charter for the government of the greatest city in 
the Union that enabled one of these rings to rob the honest tax-pay- 
ers of that city of millions of dollars. It is that greed for gain that 
acts from no motive but interest, that recognizes no law but selfish- 
ness, and worships no god but gold, that finds its fittest expression 
in the howlings of the maniacs around the counters of the exchange 
on Black Friday. . 

It is against these that the people of this country enter their sol- 
emn protest, and it is against these that every interest of this coun- 
try demands protection. I honor the men who by energy and industry 
acquire fortunes, and who while they increase their means aid pub- 
lic enterprise and advance the public prosperity. And I honor men 
even more, like Peabody dead, and Corcoran living, who having ac- 
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qnired fortunes by the same honorable means dedicate them to great 
benevolent and humanitarian p s. But capital is protected. 
We must not forget protection to the poor, says Sismundi in his polit- 
ical economy: ; 

On whatever side we look the same lesson meets us everywhere—protect the poor— 
and ought to be the study of the legislator and the Government. Protect the poor, 
for in co uence of their precarious condition they cannot contend with the rich 
withont J every day some of their advantages. Protect the poor, that they 
may keep by law, by custom, by a tual contract, that share of the income of 
the * whiah their labors ought to secure to them. Protect rd cae for 
they want pre str that they may have some leisure for intellectual development 
in order to advance in virtue. Protect the 7 for the greatest danger to law, and 
to public peace and stability, is the belief of the poor that they are oppressed. Pro- 
tect the poor, if you wish industry to flourish, for the poor are the most important 
of consumers. Protect the Ik your revenues require to be increased, for after 

ou have carefully guarded . the poor you will find them the most 
8 of — — 

This bill makes no distinction in classes. It is exactly equal in its 
operations on all, as all laws should be, and still its passage, in my 
jadgment, would be a peraner blessing to the poor for the encourage- 
ment to ind which it gives and the means of preserving the re- 
wards of that industry which it affords. Again, if it should accomplish 
the results claimed for it, and I doubt not it will, it will supply the 
money to pay the foreign debt and refund the national debt at a lower 
rate of interest in securities that will be held by our people. It would 
enable us to accomplish another most desirable object, the reduction 
of taxation and the reform of a revenue system that is unjust in its 
discrimination, oppressive in its amount, unwise in its policy, and a 
disgrace to the eich tion of the nineteenth century in the mode and 
instruments of its enforcement. Fruitless efforts are made at each 
session of Congress to mitigate the burdens which it imposes upon the 
people. We are informed by the Serres oe the Treasury that we 
must diminish appropriations or increase the revenues. 
| If the interest on the public debt can be reduced, as proposed, nearly 
one-half, the gold sent abroad to 7 the interest kept at home and 
paid out to our own people, with the influx of gold from abroad which 
the balance of trade gives us, then taxation can and will be reduced. 
But so long-as we are compelled to raise money to pay the interest 
on the public debt at its present rate I see but little hope of less 
taxation. : 

Another benefit resulting from this measure is the identification of 
all classes in every section of the Union and in almost every commu- 
nity of each section with the credit of the Government, ey will 
scrutinize more closely its financial policy and guard more vigilantly 
its expenditures and hold to a more strict accountability its officers 
and agents, and may prevent the precipitation upon the country of 
the question of repudiation. 

Nearly one-half of the families of France have gra fae the public 

funds—are creditors of the government. To have their names in the 
grand livre of the public debt is esteemed an honor. It is an honor 
that is eagerly sought, as the promptness with which the rentes were 
taken shows. One of the effects of this wide diffusion of the public 
securities among the people of France is to unite them in maintain- 
ing the public credit. Of course they look upon the public debt as 
a most sacred obligation, The reason is obvious; it is due to them- 
selves, and for it they an a full consideration. They therefore 
maintain the public faith from motives of interest as well as senti- 
ments of patriotism, 
This sentiment does not change with a change in the form of their 
government. It is the same in the republic and in the monarchy. In 
our system of government, based upon the popular will and resting 
for support upon the ular affection, it is of the first importance 
that the people shoul identified in interest as well as in sympa- 
thy with the Government in its policy as well as in its principles. 
The public debt of the United States, held by nearly fifty millions of 
people scattered all over our vast territory, would take from the finan- 
cial question its sectional element, with the animosities which will 
always attach to it so long as it remains sectional. It will take from 
it its class element. And if this debt is refunded it will avoid the 
question of the consideration of the debt, which the American people 
ma bec hob oa to the necessity of raising unless we change our finan- 
cia. cy. 

8 vital result of this measure will be the general diffusion 
of the money paid out for interest over the whole country. It will not 
only not go out of the country as now, but it will not be concentrated 
in one or two t money centers. It will flow out from the Treas- 
ury, like the blood from the heart, to the extremities of the country in 
every direction and through all sections, vitalizing industry, reward- 
ing labor, and stimulating enterprise, 

y conviction is thorough that, with silver remonetized and that 
vast resource of national wealth utilized in currency, the resumption 
act repealed and any further contraction of the volume of the cur- 
rency prevented, this bill passed into a law and faithfully adminis- 
tered, the whole public debt of the United States can be speedily 
refunded at a rate of interest but little more than half what we now 

ay, ànd the current of specie changed from foreign countries to us 

nstead of from us to them, and that “ gravitation shifting will turn 
the other way,” from depression to activity, from bankruptcy and 
ruin to . and wealth. 

Then we can develop the grand and diversified resources of this 
magnificent country, whose vastness and variety defy and fatigue 
the computation of mathematics. 


Then we can abolish a revenue system that violates the Constitn- 
tion, that outrages popular sentiment, that wrings from honest toil 
the earnings of its sweat, and that exhausts the substance of the 
* by the y of its demands. 

Then the sound of hammers, the blasts of furnaces, the whir of 
wheels, the hum of spindles, and the whistle of engines will fill the 
land with the music of industry. Then the Government can demand 
her awards against foreign powers in gold, and not be compelled to 
receive them in its own bonds. And then the people of this country, 
disenthralled from the financial slavery fastened upon them through 
the forms of law by bondholders and syndicates, can reap the fruits 
of their toil, rest in the protection of the law, and rejoice in the pros- 
perity of their country. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at ten o’clock and five 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and refi as stated: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the pension claim of James M. 
Boreland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BUCKNER: A paper relating to the establishment of a 
post-route from Paris, via Welch’s Store, to Tulip, Missouri—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of William Rehberg and others, 
of Middle Bass, Ohio, against the of the bill providing for 
the establishment of a of fish commissioners to regulate and 
protect the fisheries on the lakes and rivers of the West—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. HARRIS, of Georgia: Two petitions of citizens of Camp- 
bell and Harris Counties, Georgia, for the p of the Texas and 
Pacific Railroad bill—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. HOUSE: Memorial of the 7 5 and city council of Nash- 
ville, Tennessee, of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
for the equalization of soldiers’ bounties—to the Committee on Mili- 


y Mr. LAPHAM: The petition of the Wool-Growers’ Association 
of Ontario and Livingston Counties, New York, against any change 
in the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIGON: The petition of citizens of Tallapoosa County, 
Alabama, for the passage of House bill No. 1670—to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. i 

By Mr. O'NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, 
101 the transfer of the life-saving ser from the Treasury to 
the Navy e dene ied the Committee on Commerce. à 

By Mr. OVERTON : The petition of Henry Spencer, William Wright, 
and 93 other citizens of Wayne County, Pennsylvania, for an appro- 
133 to aidin the erection of a monument over the grave of Samuel 

eredith, the first Treasurer of the United States to the Committee 


on sy Ha eet i 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Commercial Exchange As- 
sociation of Philadelphia, approving the transfer of the life-saving 
service from the Treasury to the Navy Department—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ` 

By Mr. VAN VORHES: The petition of B. F. Lambert and 66 other 
citizens of Reinersville, Ohio, against any change in the present tariff 
laws—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WADDELL: The petition of Nathan Mayer, for compensa- 
tion as a clerk in thé custom-house at Wilmington, North Carolina, 
during the month of July, 1874—to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 25, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. : 

The bill (H. R. No, 4550) to remove the political disabilities of 
Thomas L. Moore was twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary ; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 4236) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, preservation, and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro ungas laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the 15th of January, 1878, a statement of the 
issues of loans and Treasury notes from March 4, 1861, to June 30, 
1877, inclusive, with accompanying papers; which, on motion of Mr, 
5 was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 

P 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from Colonel Z. B. Tower, Corps of En- 


gineers, inviting attention to an inaccuracy in the printed sketch 
accompanying the published report of the board of engineers; which 
wasreferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


| He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, transmitting, for the information of the Senate, copies of com- 
munications forwarded to the House of Representatives asking ap- 

ropriations to supply deficiencies for the service of the Post-Office 
Be ent for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the 
- Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT p tempore presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of an appropriation by Con for in- 
creased mail facilities between Wauzeka, in Crawford County, and 
Readstown, in Vernon County, in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, in favor of such legislation by Congress as will relieve the people 
from the oppression of patent-right monopolies; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. f 

He also presented two memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
remonstrating against the proposed reduction of the tariff on im- 
ported wool; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the islature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of 1 by Congress whereby the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, by and with the consent and advice of the President and his 
Cabinet, may be empowered to s d specie payment whenever in 
their opinion it may bo defeat combinations to deplete 
the Treasury of coin for speculative purposes ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

' He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the enactment of a law imposing a tax on incomes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Hle also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of increased mail service on certain routes therein mentioned 
in Door and Kewaunee Counties; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post- 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the establishment of a weekly mail route from the village of 
Wilson, Saint Croix County, to Rock Elm Center, in Pierce County, 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 7 
He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of the establishment of a tri-weekly mail route from the village 
of Ferryville, in Crawford County, to De Soto, in Vernon County in 
that State; which was referred to the-Committee on Post-Officesand 
Post-Roads. 
| He also presented the petition of Nancy M. Richmond and 13 others, 
citizens of Michigan, praying that she be granted a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Methodist Episcopal preachers of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against 
the pro transfer of the Indian Bureau to the War Department; 
which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution, in the nature of a memorial, of the 
Legislature of Iowa, in favor of legislation for the establishment of 
a water line of transportation between the Mississippi River and Lake 
Michigan via the Valley of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

! He also presented the 8 of B. F. Overton, governor of the 
Chickasaw Nation of Indians, Thomas W. Johnson, and John E. 
Anderson, commissioners, praying the passage of an act of Congress 
to provide for arrears of interest due to that nation on their national 
trust fund peld by the Government of the United States pursuant to 
Ta 2 of 1852; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

a 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented the memorial of John 
C. Young and 241 others, workingmen and women of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating 9 any reduction of the duties on 
imports and the reimposition of the war tax on tea and coffee; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

| He also presented the memorial of William B. Stephens and 54 
others, workingmen of Manayunk, Pennsylvania, remonstratin 
against the passage of any act imposing a tax on incomes; whic. 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the transfer of the life- 
saving service from the Treasury Department to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pennsylvania, against the construction of a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Memphis, Tennessee, until the proposed location 
shall have been examined and reported upon by a competent board 
of engineers, and in favor of the appointment of such a board for 
that purpose; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Ramsey, J and others, 
citizens of Bellwood, Blair County, Pennsylvania, and the petition 


ere Carl ane 8 eee of * Blair County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the passage of an act authorizing and granting 
ad in the construction of the Texas Pacific Rai which were 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. KERNAN presented the petition of D. M. Nagle, of Brooklyn, 
New York, praying for a pension on account of services rendered the 
Government of the United States by his sons during the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented the petiton of Thomas L. Moore, of Vir- 
ginia, praying for the removal of his political disabilities; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KERNAN, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 879) for the relief of Luther Hall, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. McDONALD, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 748) to amend an act approved March 3, 
1873, entitled“ An act authorizing the award to the Vincennes Uni- 
versity of certain vacant and abandoned lands in Knox County, 
Indiana,” reported it with amendments. 


REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred a resolution to print extra copies of the report of the Com- 
missioner of Fish and Fisheries for 1876~77, reported it without 
amendment; and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, 
and to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, (the He Representatives concu: That 

ed OOS entre pene Fp the tsp Ar the Commissioner of A and — 
n of . n gesa 9 — 
use ouse o! Represen’ vi 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries. ti SA ates _ * 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McDONALD asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leavo 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1144) granting a pension to Sarah E. Shaffer ; 
3 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. ae to amend section 1485 and to 
re section 1486 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1146) for the relief of Monroe Donoho; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. BUTLER, Mr. JOHNSTON, and Mr. MITCHELL submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the bill 
(H. R. No. 4286) to establish t-roads in the several States therein 
named; which were refe: to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


SHIP-CHANNEL AT CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to communicate to the Senate 
any information in his mr gr Sonome ae practicability and cost of con- 
structing permanent works of improvement the ship-channel at the entrance 
imto the harbor of Charleston, South Carolina. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that when the Senate 

sojorna to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
e question being put, a division was called for. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that the motion ought to prevail. There 
are now four standing committees of the Senate who have permis- 
sion to sit during the sessions of the Senate, and to those committees 
is committed some of the most important business of the body. Their 
meetings during the sessions of the Senate make the Senate thin, and 
it would facilitate the public business if those Senators should have 
an eee to complete their deliberations in committee and re- 
port their conelusions to the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. It seems to me that so long as the Calendar is in 
its present situation we could not do better than to devote ourselves 
to it to-morrow. Really we can facilitate the business in that way, 
and I do not think the committees should be in session during the 
sitting of the Senate to-morrow. I believe it would very much im- 
pede the work upon the Calendar if we should adjourn over. I do 
not think certainly the Senate would be any thinner while the Cal- 
endar is being considered to-morrow than it is this morning while 
we are considering the question of adjourning over until Monday. 
I do hope that the Senate will not over. 

The question being taken by a division, the ayes were 19 and the 
noes 17, no quorum voting. 

The PRE IDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks there is a quorum 

resen ‘ 
2 Mr. ALLISON and Mr. EATON called for the yeas and nays, and 
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they were ordered; and being taken, resulted -yeas 20, nays 24; as 
follows: 


YEAS—2, 

Anthony, Cameron of Pa. Kernan, 
Bayard Cameron of Wis, Lamar, Aanfelpb, 

th, Garland, Me Dona Ransom, 
Burnside, Gordon, Matthews, Sargent, 
Butler, Johnston, Mitchell, Voorhees. 

NAYS—%4. 
Ali. McMillan, 
ESE, 3 ey, Saulsbury, 
Dawes, Hereford, Merrimon, Baun 
Dorsey, Howe, orrill, Spencer, 
Eaton, Kirkwood, Paddock, Teller, 
MoCreery, Plumb, 
ABSENT—32. 

Armstron Coke, Hamlin, Oglesby, 
BAMSE Conkling, Hill, on, 
Beck, Conover, Hoar, Sharon, 
Blaine, Davis of Tlinois, Ingalls, Thurman, 
Bruce, Davis of West Va., Jones of Florida, W. 
Chaffee, Dennis, Jones of Nevada, Whyte, 
Christiancy, Eustis, Kellogg, Windom, 
Cockrell, Grover, McPherson, Withers. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


DISTRICT SPECIAL-IMPROVEMENT TAXES, 


Mr. ROLLINS. I wish to secure the attention of the Senate to 
Senate bill No, 1088. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill at the present time. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1088) to provide for the 
revision and correction of assessments for special improvements in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
e with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 


That the enforcement of thecollection of the unpaid assesaments under 
the thirty-seventh section of the act of Congress entitled An act to provide a 
government for the District of Columbia," approved February 21, 1871, be, and the 
same is hereby, suspended until the said assessments shall have been revised and 
corrected as hereinafter provided. 


Src. 2. That the com: 


or, in the 
just cost of any and all 
sof the 
under the 
action, and make a new statement of the cost thereof, showing, as near as may be, 
the kind and character of the work done, which said statement, when completed, 
shall be signed by the said commissioners, or a majority of them; and in determin- 
ing the cost of improvement of any street or avenue, alley or road, tho said 
commissioners shall deduct one-half the cost of the intersections, and © the 
same over to the intersecting street or avenue, They shall also ascertain and deter- 
mine the amount ch: ble to any street railroad by the terms of their charters or 
the general law, and the amount charged to or paid by the United States or the 
District of Columbia for improvements in front of property belonging to it, both of 
which amounts shall be deducted from the cost as found by them. 

Sec. 3. That said commissioners sha'l ascertain the number of linear feet of the 
street, avenue, alley, or road over which any improvement extends, and the cost per 
linear foot upon the basis of the statement d, and also the number of front 
feot of all the property f such improvement not owned by the United States 
or the District of Columbia, and shall assess upon lot or subdivision of such 
property so adjoining such improvement for each front foot thereof one-sixth of 
the cost per linear foot ascertained as aforesaid. But such property sball not be 
assessed twice for like improvements, nor shall it be ee for repairs or for the 
lowering of water: mains or the N of service-pipes where such work is caused 
by change of grade, nor for baul of grading in excess of that which reasonably 
could have been obtained, and for the purpose of 1 the assessments for 
sewers where sewers have been laid down as a part of such improvement, the cost 
charged shall be that of a fifteen-inch pipe sewer, and wherever the contract for 
any pavement required two feet of grading to be done by the contractor tberefor, 
the cost of such grading shall be deemed to be included in the contract price for 
such pavement, and truncated or triangular lots or spaces not suitable for subdi- 
vision shall be assessed in accordance with rules to be prescribed by said commis- 
sioners, not inconsistent herewith, and not exceeding the eng bed for in this 
„„ 

a onment c! eto each lot according e bene: 
5 see enh the balance of said cost and expense shall be chargeable to and paid 
out of the general fund of the District of Columbia. And the said commissioners 
shall thereupon make out a revised assessment, which shall be substituted for said 
in Tapas assessment, and be valid and effective as of the date of said original 
men 

Sec. 4. That whenever it shall be found that the amount of any assessment paid 
u any lot exceeds the sum found to have been due by such revised assessment, 

e commissioners of the District shall thereupon issue to the person entitled thereto 
a certificate reciting the amount so found to have been o id, with the number 
of the square and lot, which said certificate shall be receivable in payment of any 
assessment for special improvements due and unpaid, or be Lar bays out of the pro- 
ceeds of such revised assessments hereafter collected, after the payment of such 
ara certificates as have been by law made payable out of said fund. 

SEC. 5. t immediately upon the completion of any revised assessment, the 
said commissioners of the ict of Columbia shall cause demand of payment to 
be made therefor, as now provided by law. If no change shall be made in the 
amount of any assessment, the tax-lien certificate heretofore issued shall 
remain in full foree and effect; and if any such assessment shall be decreased, the 
tax: lien certificate issued thereon shall stand and be enforced for the amount found 
to have been due by such revised assessment; and if the assessment shall be in- 
creased, an additional certificate may be issued on such in which shall have 
the same force and effect as t h issued at the date of the original certificate; 
and in all cases where such certificates have not been issued, the said commission- 
ers of the District, upon default in payment within thirty days after demand, shall 
issue certificates in the mode and to be disposed of as now provided by law, in 
accordance with such revised assessment; and whenever by such assess- 
ment any change shall be required to be made in any certificates heretofore issued, 
and now held by the commissioners of the sinking of said District, they shall 


be surrendered and canceled, and new certificates issued in accordance with such 
revised assessment, for the corrected amounts, bearing the same date and having 
the same force and effect as said original certifiéates. And any person holding any 
certificate or certificates issued on account of such original assessment, requiring 
to to correspond to such revised assessment, may surrender the same 
to said commissioners, and receive in exchange therefor an equal amount of the 
certificates which may be issued under such revised assessment; and in case of 
such surrender, new certificates shall be issued as above provided in the case of 
the commissioners of the sinking fund. 

Sec. 6. That any person who desires to contest or dispute any assessment here- 
tofore made against his property on account of improvements may file with said 
commissioners a written statement, setting forth the grounds upon which he bases 
his claim; but in the case of all outstanding assessments, said statement shall be 
made within y days after the passage of this act; and within twenty days after 
the filing of said statement, unless further time be allowed by the commissioners, 
he shall submit such testimony as he may desire in reference thereto, which testi- 
mony be taken after notice to or in the presence of the attorney of the Dis- 
trict, or some person authorized to act for him in the premises; and said attor- 
ney shall have a reasonable time allowed him by said commissioners, before m 
their decision, if he shall coveuuent, to answer to same. But any person aggrie 
by the decision of said commissioners may, within ten days thereafter, appeal to 

© supreme court of the District of Columbia, whereupon the said commissioners 
shall certify the record of the case to said court, and the said supreme court shall 
FVV 
to the said . the decision of said <a ie z 

Sec. 7. That all assessments for cost of work on unimproved streets, avenues, 
alleys, and roads hereafter made or authorized to be made shall be made by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, or their successors lawfully appointed, 
in accordance with the principles and rules hereinbefore prescribed. d all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent herewith be, and the same are hereby, repealed : 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to affect the ts of 
either party in any suit or suits now pending. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to move an amendment to the second sec- 
tion, which is a mere correction. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is the bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. $ 

Mr. BAYARD. Then the Senate has taken it up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would say to the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire that while I do not desire to embarrass the consideration 
of the bill, I do not wish to have it passed this morning. If, how- 
ever, he will be good enough to make a statement and give an expla- 
nation of the effect and operation of this measure, I shall be very 
glad to hear him. My reason for objecting to its passage at this time 
is that I was called upon by two or three citizens of the District a 
few days since who stated to me that there were objections to the 
bill. I handed a copy of the bill to them, as it was reported prior to 
that time from the committee. They took it away for the purpose 
of making certain commentaries to enlighten me on the subject. I 
do not know what will be the nature of their criticism on the present 
measure; but I should feel better justified in my vote had I the 
opportunity of consultation with these parties in interest here. We 

know that they have no local representative upon the floorof Con- 
gress, though they have a committee of course in either House, in 
charge of their particular affairs. I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator that it would be well for him to explain the object of the 
bill. I know that assessments for special improvements have been 
made in the past in this District absolutely ruinous in their amount 
to the poorer class of property-owners. The collection of the taxes 
so assessed has been contested in the courts of the District, and I 
believe that litigation is now pending in regard to it, if I am cor- 
rectly informed. 

Mr. ROLLINS. This bill would not interfere with any suits now 
pending at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have been informed that it would. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Every man’s rights are fully protected. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had a strong impression, and I can scarcely be 
mistaken in respect to it, that the collection of those taxes has been 
enjoined by the courts of the District, that property-holders applied 
for injunctions and obtained them. i may be wrong as to this fact, 
but the impression is very strong in my mind that such is the case. 

Mr. ROLLINS. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that act- 
ually they are all enjoined, for no progress whatever has been made 
in the adjustment of these special-improvement taxes, and none can 
be made under the existing law. This bill undertakes to provide a 
way for the settlement of these special-improvement taxes and seeing 
that justice is done to the tax-payers. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would be very glad indeed if the honorable Sena- 
tor would state the purport and effect of the bill. 3 

Mr. ROLLINS. It gives the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia power to revise the assessments and to reduce them where 
they are erroneous, to correct all errors and to do justice to the citi- 
zens, and if they do not do pen there is an appeal to the District 
supreme court which is ample to protect all theirrights, There have 
been many errors no doubt in the assessment of these taxes in various 
parts of the city. In some instances the errors amount to a very large 
sum of money, This bill provides for the correction of errors that 
have occurred, 

Mr. BAYARD. A very casual examination of the bill would seem 
to show—and I refer now to section 5 of the substitute proposed by 
the committee—that the tax-lien certificates which have been issued 
under prior assessments are to remain in full force and effect, and that 
any person holding any certificate issued on account of such original 
assessment requiring to be changed to correspond to such revised 
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assessment may surrender the same to the commissioners and receive 
in exchange therefor an equal amount of the certificates which may 
be issued under such revised assessment. 

Mr. DORSEY. If the Senator from Delaware will take the bill 
together, and not select one section alone, he will understand more 
thoroughly to what the section from which he has just read alludes. 
To state briefly the object expected to be attained by the passage of 
the bill, I will say that under the thirty-seventh section of the act 
erecting the territorial government here, which organized the board 
of public works, the Legislature of the District were empowered with 
authority to levy taxes for special imprevements. The Legislature 

assed an act to that effect August 10,1871. Pursuant to that act the 

ard of punis works proceeded to make these extensive improve- 
ments. ether that act clothed them with the full power to do 
what they did, I think at this late day it is 8 while to 
discuss. I doubt very much whether it did; but the fact was that 
they proceeded, either under the law or without the law, to make these 
extensive improvements and to levy these very onerous taxes, as the 
Senator from Delaware well says; for in many instances the tax upon 
outlying unimproved property was almost equal to its value at the 
time the improvements were made. 

The object of the committee, which has devoted a great deal of 
time to the bill, was to begin right back in 1871, when these taxes 
were first levied, when these improvements were first made, and 
provide for reassessing and 9 as well as the commissioners 
can at this time, the taxes levied for these ou phe ha that is, to 
adjadge now as near as they can, with the evidence they have before 
them, what the improvements were actually worth at the time and to 
assess en the 8 only what the improvements cost, aud 
then to o the Distriot of Columbia two-thirds of the tax and the 
abutting an e property one-third, as the law now is. 

There were abont $7,000,000 altogether I think of assessments made, 
Three-fifths of that amount has been paid. My friend [ Mr. ROLLINS] 
thinks $5,000,000 will cover the total amount. My recollection is that 
the amount is about $7,000,000. Whatever it is, three-fifths of the 
amount has been paid. Two-fifths of the amount remains unpaid, 
generally due from wealthy poue; large property-holders. The poorer 
people, the small Poorest: olders, have nearly all paid, and I fanc 

n almost one-half of the cases they have paid excessively. This b 
authorizes the District commissioners to give the peonio who have 
paid these excessive rates a drawback, to which they are certainly 
entitled, because, as I said before, in many instances they have paid 
almost as much as their property was worth at the time. The bill 
therefore proposes to authorize the commissioners to readjust the tax 
so that those who have not paid shall pay the readjusted amount, 
whatever that may be, to be arrived at by the commissioners, 

That I think is about the scope of the bill. In other particulars 
there may be some important points to which I have not alluded, but 
that is the core scope of it. 

Mr. BAYARD, The Senator from Arkansas very rightly supposes 
that I do not understand the scope and effect of the bill, and that was 
the reason why I asked for an explanation of it. The facts stated, 
substantially, I believe, are these, and the warrant for the state- 
ment is partly to be found in the admissions of the Senator who has 
just taken his seat: in 1871 the board of public works of this Dis- 
trict, as the Senator truly says, either with or without law, and as it 
seems in most cases without law, projected a scheme of improvement 
all over this city and District entirely out of proportion to the means 
of the inhabitants or to the rational e tation of return of the cost 
by taxation. Assessments were levied for those improvements, The 
improvements not 3 warranted by law, they were resisted by the 
apd Pg and the collection of those taxes has been success- 

ully resisted until this time. The present proposition is that the 
assessments so made may be revised, but that the work which was 
done without e of law, and ordered without authority of law, 
shall be confirmed. hy, sir, it strikes me that is giving up 

ee jer Will the Senator from Delaware allow me a mo- 
men 

Mr. BAYARD. Pardon mea moment. There was, as I said, a most 
extensive system of improvements which was not warranted by law; 
that is to say e ee and extensive avenues were ordered to be 
run through lands where there was no population, no habitation, no 
improvement that warranted it. The owners of those lands were 
then assessed, and the taxes were sought to be collected. They re- 
sisted the collection of the taxes upon the ground that the improve- 
ments were not authorized by law, and I believe they have been suc- 


cessful in establishing that proposition. Now, the present proposition 
is to legalize anew those improvements which were not legal at the 
time they were ordered. 


Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. BAYARD, I will first state my proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is upon this precise point that I wanted to say to 
the Senator from Delaware that the bill which he holds in his hand 
legalizes no assessment that has been made in the District of Colum- 
bia heretofore or now. 

Mr. BAYARD. But it proposes to legalize an improvement made 
without anthority, which was the subject of assessment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Again I beg to assure the Senator from Delaware 
that the bill is not intended to and does not accomplish that object. 


There are two classes of objections to the assessments heretofore 
made. One class is assessments that were wholly unauthorized by 
law; the other is where the assessment was authorized by law but 
was excessive, This bill makes it the duty of the commissioners 
to re-examine all the assessments that have been made and correct 
them, not only as to those that were illegal in the beginning but 
those that were authorized by law but were excessive in amount. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator does the present bill at- 
tempt to legalize the action of the board of public works in ordering 
the nee ere to be made :? 

Mr. HARRIS. In nothing; to legalize no action of the board of 
public works; but so far as the acts of the board of public works 
were legal and binding it proposes to correct assessments that were 
made npon the work performed by the board of public works; but 
this bill does not legalize a single act of theirs, either where the 
3 was authorized by law or where it was not authorized by 

aw. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I understand the Senator, then, the present bill 
in no way legalizes the action of the board of public works in au- 
thorizing improvements which were not based upon some law. Sup- 
pose, therefore, if I may state the case, a property had been opened 
and these expensive streets had been extended to it without authority 
of law for which assessments were laid upon the property-owners 
adjacent, does this bill affect those assessments or does it order a new 
assessment that shall still become a lien on that property? 

Mr. HARRIS. This bill is intended to authorize the commissioners 
to re-examine all the assessments heretofore made. If they find that 
an assessment that has been heretofore made was wholly unauthor- 
ized by law, it does not authorize them to assess that property at all. 
If they find that an assessment has been authorized by law and has 
been made but is unjust because excessive, it is their duty to correct 
it. If they find that an error has been committed against the Dis- 
trict by the assessment being too low, lower than it ought to have 
been, it is their duty to correct that error. But I will say to the Sen- 
ator that when they have re-examined and reassessed, every citizen 
has a right to appeal from their decision to the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia, and this bill makes it the duty of that court 
to advance those causes upon its docket and hear them at the earliest 
moment it can with justice to parties. 

Mr, BAYARD. Does that appeal lie from the decision of the com- 
mnie ef as to the legality or illegality of the original improve-+ 
ment 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, sir, as to all questions involved, the right to 
make the assessment originally and as to its amount. As to the suits 
that are pending, the Senator will find that the very last thing in the 
bill is a proviso that nothing in this bill shall be so construed as to 
affect the rights of the ties in those suits, but it leaves them to 
carry on their litigation before the courts in their own way and the 
courts will decide it hereafter. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I wish to ask a question. Sup property has 
been assessed too much and that fact is ascertained and the tax has 
been paid, does this bill provide for refunding that money ? 

Mr. HARRIS. A drawback is allowed, which is available in abate- 
ment of any taxes assessed. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to move a slight amendment. In the 
second section, line 21, I move to strike out “it” and insert “them,” 
and at the end of the last line of the section, line 22, to strike out 
“them” and insert “said commissioners.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before we take any action on any amendments— 

Mr. ROLLINS. These are merely verbal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I presume they are all right in themselves; but 
T should like to call the attention of the Senate to one or two things 
about this business. I am one of the unfortunate people in this Dis- 
trict in front of whose little house and lot a big canal was dug, for 
the purpose of general improvement I suppose, and I was called upon 
to pay for it. I resisted, and so did all my neighbors, because the old 
act provided, the act of the Legislative mbly or the act of Con- 
gress, provided that the inj as well as the benefit should be taken 
into account, and I contended, as I thought with considerable force 
and rightfully, that the injury to me was five or six times, 
ten times, as at as the benefit that was conferred. I therefore 
respectfully submitted to the board of public works that the balance 
was quite the other way. After a great deal of fuss, and to avoid 
having a lawsuit to get the balance because I could not exactly see 
the fund out of which I was to get the balance, a compromise was 
effected and the matter so far as I am concerned, and I presume all 
the neighbors along there, was settled by mutual consent, and the 
amount of suffering that I and my neighbors have borne, therefore, has 
been condoned and ended; so that I suppose so far as I am concerned 
and I dare say the other people in that block where this enormous 
outrage was perpetrated, we have nothing at this 8 moment to 
complain of, nor could the commissioners probably under this bill 
reinvestigate the matter and do any of us justice use we have 
consented to a settlement and an adjustment. 

Now let us come to what this bill in the main proposes to do. It 
proposes by the first section to have a reassessment made—that is 
what it says—upon all the property on all the streets where these im- 
provements were ed on, a distance I am told of one hundred 
and sixteen miles or so, which doubling so as to cover the property on 


A 
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both sides, would make two hundred and thirty-two miles of front- 
age. Taking twenty-five feet as the ordinary froni of a lotin 
this town, you will get more than forty thousand se lots. Some 
people of course have double lots, triple lots possibly, some perhaps 

ave squares where lots have not been laid off. Making allow- 
ance for that, and there will be from ten to twenty- thousand proba- 
bly at the very least—we ought to know it from the statistics, from 
the books of the District—ten or twenty thousand se te cases for 
investigation. It is a reassessment of the whole thing from top to 
bottom. Now, it is stated that three-fifths of these people have ended 
their affairs, some by composition as in the case I have referred to 
and others by payment. Some haye brought suits to protect them- 
selves; some have not. 

Now you propose by this bill to open the whole subject from the 
3 and to have a justment over the whole city of the 
entire ect; and if it turns out that there is a balance due to any- 
body, as undoubtedly there would be in a great many instances if jus- 
tice is done, that is to be paid out of the general fund, provided you 
cannot get it out of the people, who have not paid anything or who 
ought to pay more. If the people who have not paid anything or who 
ought to pay more, when this bill has passed and been gone ugh, 
act as they have done hitherto, those who have resisted, you will not 
get any money out of them until the end of a lawsuit. The conse- 
quence is, therefore, that you begin by an enterprise which is neces- 
sarily either to increase the taxation of the District or to increase its 
debt, one or the other. I do not intend to go into the question as to 
the wisdom and good conduct of the of public works; what- 
ever of misfortune there was about it is done and gone by; but I say 
that the inevitable consequence of this bill is either to increase the 
taxation on the already overburdened tax-payers of the District for 
the general fund, or to increase its debt, neither of which proposi- 
tions is in my opinion at all tolerable. 

In the next place, as I have already said, and I wish to repeat it, 
it seems to me to be an unnecessary and useless piece of legislation to 
undertake to overhaul and retry, after a period of six years or so, the 
question of whether an assessment was excessive or not excessive on 
a particular lot. It is too long ago, it has gone by, it has been 
settled and paid or com in some way; and yet this bill pur- 
poses to reopen the whole question. I think it is much better for the 
public interests of this District, much better for, private interests 
taken as a whole, to Jet what has been accomplished and is finished 
by the payment of assessments or by settlement, stay. Injustice un- 
doubtedly has been done in particular a great many of them; 
but the trouble is that there is no fund out of which this injustice 
can be corrected, and it is extremely difficult after this length of time 
to go back for six years and take into view the exact circumstances, 
the benefits and the disadvantages as they existed at that time. It 
is better, therefore, in my opinion, that the people who have suffered 
should bear their suffering as it has gone by, than it is to reopen for 
litigation and dispute in the supreme court of the District by appeal 
every one of these ten or twenty thousand assessments. It is a good 
deal like many of the misfortunes that have happened in this coun- 
try in the last fifteen years. A great many things were done that 
were done wrongly. Injustice was done on all sides and in all sorts 
of ware The only thing we can do about it after this lapse of time 
is to do nothing. t it 

In my opinion, the bill is altogether too broad for the chief object 
that it has in view; and that is apparently to compel the people who 
have not paid and who are resisting either by their silence and 
omission or by active steps in the courts, to pay the assessments that 
were made as they shall be corrected. In what attitude do they stand 
with that provision, be it legal or illegal? The old provision was 
that when these assessments were made, if they were not paid within 
a certain length of time, the proper authorities should issue what is 
called a tax certificate, a special-tax assessment setting forth that the 
rape roperty in question was chargeable with so much money. 

hat certificate I suppose was paid to the contractor who had done 
the work, and he sold it to somebody who bought it and raised money 
on it. That certificate is either a legal lien on that pro , or it is 
not. If it is not a legal lien, the gentlemen in charge of this bill say 
they do not intend to make it a legal lien. They say, in mse to 
the Senator from Delaware, we do not propose by this bill to 1 ize 


e Det is not now legal; we do not pro tocreate any obliga- 
tion on the part of the person who has not paid this assessment to pay, 
t 


it that does not exist now ; we only 8 to find out whether t 

icular assessment has been excessive in point of the amount over- 
charged; if it is overcharged we propose to reduce it and get the 
money somewhere, either out of the general fund, or out of assess- 
ments where there was an undercharge to pay it.” 

Well, Mr. President, if these certificates are not now * p and bind- 
ing, and the bill bears the construction that they say it does, which I 
doubt, or that 1 it does, which I doubt, then when you have 
gone through with this reassessment, you leave it exactly where it 
was before. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suggest that the bill under consideration had 
better go over. The important statement made in reference to it by 
the Senator from Vermont leads me to desire to examine the bill, and 
I certainly am not prepared to vote on it to-day, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the Calendar now comes up under the lar order. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I desire to ask the Senate to consider this bill to- 
morrow. It is very important that an Se ee should be 
reached * to it. 5 oe pin is not to some other 
measure sho proposed for the 00 usting these s 
cial-improvement taxes, and if this Pin is to be 8 f. should bo 
passed at once. No progress whatever is being made in the adjust- 
ment of these matters. They are of t importance to the city, 
and I think the bill should receive early consideration at the han 
of the Senate, and I ask, if it go over now, that it may be considered 
to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ton can give notice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before we pass from this bill, I want simply to con- 
cur in the statement made by the Senator from Vermont. hatever 
else we may do with these old taxes in this District, I think we never 
should undertake to reassess the cost of these improvements. It can- 
not be done in two years and done justly. It has been tried two or 
three times, first by the board of public works, next by the board of 
audit, and to undertake that work now will simply be to render “ con- 
fusion worse confounded.” It cannot be done, 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator will allow me just a moment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DORSEY. I Ropo we shall not be shut off in that way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have the floor if any speeches are to be made, 
I haras koon deal to say yet. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I seldom trouble the Senate with any remarks. I 
ask but a moment to reply to the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. 
This work has been already Mee largely accomplished, and in a very 
few months it can be complet This revision has been going on for 
months, and the clerical work is largely accomplished. 

Bors ALLISON. May Task the Senator a question in relation to this 


ill? 

Mr. ROLLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see this bill provides for the assessment of sewer 
taxes, Of course I do not remember the exact details with reference 
to the action of 1873 and 1874, but my recollection is that the cost of 
those sewers has been paid out of the treasury of the District of 
Columbia through the 3.65 bonds, and now we are to ascertain the 
cost of that. How is that ecst to be ascertained? Are we to take 
the par of the 3.65 bonds that were issued, or are we to take the cash 
value of those improvements at that time? It seems to me that it 
will be almost impossible to get at the accurate cost of these im- 
provements. { 

Mr. DORSEY. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If anybody is to have the floor on this question I 
want to finish my h. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Vermont is en- 
titled to the floor on this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair had kindly given me the floor to make 
some observations. $ 

Mr. BURNSIDE. The regular order has been called for by the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Rue PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont holds 
the floor. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. I demand the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. The Senator from Vermont holds 
the floor. Does the Senator from Vermont yield to the Senator from 
Rhode Island ? 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Under the ruling, a Senator can be taken from 
the floor by a demand for the lar order in the midst of as h. 
That can be done under a ruling here some two weeks ago; and I de- 
mand (is order. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
objects to the further consideration of the bill. 


. BURNSIDE, I object to the further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can I address the Chair? I want to speak to the 
point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro e. The Senator from Vermont speaks 


to the point of order raised by the Senator from Rhode Island. The 
Senator from Rhode Island has raised a point of order, 

Mr. BURNSIDE, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a point of order on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont will 
state the potne of order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I state my point of order to be this: that by a 
standing order of the Senate, when one o’clock was reached, this bill 
went over, and that the Calendar in its regular order is in order. 
think that isa good point and it coincides with what my friend from 
Rhode Island wishes. 

Mr, BURNSIDE, I demand that we proceed with the consideration 


of the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The first case on the Calendar at the 
point where it was left off yesterday will be laid before the Senate. 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to give notice that I will offer an amend- 
ment to the bill that has just gone over. While I do not think this 
bill can be 2 construed into legalizing any of the acts or as- 
sessments of the board of public works, to put it beyond the possi- 
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bility of any such construction, I propose in line 3 of section 2 to 
amend by inserting after the word “all” the words “heretofore 


legally authorized,’ 
tempore. The Senator gives notice of an 


he PRESIDENT 
amendment. The Calendar will be called in order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

x bill (H. R. No. 1968) to provide for vessels of the United States 
ee laces where they are owned or built; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3268) to authorize the North Louisiana Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge over the Ouachita River at or near 
Monroe, Louisiana, and a bridge over the Red River at or near Shreve- 
port, Louisiana ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2486) extending the 3 of the Light-House 
Board over the Illinois River, and for other purposed; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4556) for the relief of F, W. Golladay; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 4568) to remove the political disabilities of Robert 
T. Chapman, of Wharton County, Texas. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the reso- 
lution of the Senate for the printing of 1,500 extra copies of the re- 

rt of the board of health of the District of Columbia for the year 

877, for use and distribution by said board, with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The m further announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate for the printing of 10,500 copies of the report 
of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 1877. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
some and non-concurred in other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 3822) ma appropriations for the naval service for 


the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes: ONIE, 
passed the follow- 


nee ri also announced that the House 

a bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal military, and other purposes,” approved July 
1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act ; 

A bill (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varney ; 

A bill (S. No. 378) for the relief of William L. Hickam, of Mis- 
souri, ee of the minor children of Hillary J. Jenckins ; 

A bill (S. No. 706) authorizing the President of the United States 
= errs certain negotiations with the Ute Indians in the State of 

olorade. 

A bill (S. No. 767) authorizing the Secre of War to allow the 
interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State of 
North Carolinia, of the remains of the late R. F. Lehman, late a com- 
missioner of the United States circuit court in the eastern district of 
North Carolina, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 120) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue an American register to the Canadian-built pro- 


peller East, by the name of Kent; 

A bill (S. No. 870) ting a ion to Rebecca and Augusta Miller, 
daughters of Brigadier-General James Miller, of the war of 1812; 

A bill (S. No. 1045) to provide for the administration of the oath 
o NEY od collectors and other officers of the customs in the district 
of Alaska ; 

A bill. (H. R. 2818) to authorize T. and J. W. Gaff & Co. to use a 
certain building in the city of Aurora, Indiana, for the rectification 
of distilled spirits; and 

A bill (II. R. No. 4394) to prohibit the coinage of the twenty-cent 
piece of silver. 

AUSTIN-TOPOLOVAMPO PACIFIC ROUTE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first bill on the Calendar at 
the point where its consideration was stopped yesterday is the bill 
(S. No. 213) to 5 Austin-Topolovampo Pacific route. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. t may go over, Mr. President, under the cir- 
cumstances, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 
THE MILITIA. 


Mr. COKE. Senate bill No. 104, relative to the militia, was made 
a special order some time ago, and I ask that it be again made a 
special order for next Thursday. 
Sow EDMUNDS. No special orders. We ought not to have special 
orders. 
The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Texas moves that 
this bill be made the special order for Eepinen Baran 
i The ge being put, the Chair declared that the noes appeared 
O prevail. 
Mr. COKE. I ask fora division. 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 21, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 


Mr. BLAINE. Let the bill be read. Let us know what it is. 
The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. BLAINE, Ido not know any more about it now thanI did 


before. 
It is a bill ponang for a million of dollars for 


supplyin &c., to the m 
The PRESIDENT. pro oe rte The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
S Sennor from Texas to make the bill the special order for Thurs- 

nex 

Ar, BLAINE. The merits of the bill I suppose are not debatable 

ial order; but I wish to ask the 


on the question of making it as 
t is the exigency for making this 


honorable Senator from Texas w. 

a special order just now. 

Mr. COKE. The day has passed which was fixed for the consider- 
ation of the bill. The Senate determined to take up the Calendar and 
go through it regularly. This bill has lost its place on the Calendar 
and I desire simply to move forward the day when it shall be taken 
under consideration. The bill is an im t one. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will it not have its place at the foot of the Cal- 
endar, AOA, ne over? 

Mr. EDMU Ds. It is on the Calendar all the time. The Senator 
can move to take it up at any time. 

33 PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is subject to the order of the 
na ‘ 
Mr. BLAINE. In the present condition of the Treasury of the 

United States and the taxes, I do not know that I feel like voting a 

million dollars for an extra supply of arms. Ido not know what 

there is in the condition of the country that calls for it. It seems to 
me that making it a special order is giving some sanction on the part 
of the Senate to its e and its pressing need just at this mo- 

ment, which I do not feel quite prepared to do. 4 
Mr. COKE. The importance of the bill, I will say to the Senator 

from Maine, I think can be demonstrated whenever it is in order to 
discuss the merits of the bill. At all events it is of sufficient impor- 
tance to be fully discussed. I only ask now that the time be fixed 
when it can be considered. As it stands now, it is not on the Calen- 
dar. The day for which it was set it was taken up but not dis 

of. That day has passed, and I ask that another day be appointed 

for the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from Texas that it is on the Calendar as a special order already, 
but has been displaced by the Anthony rule, so called. The Senate 
has ordered that it proceed at one o’clock each day with cases on the 
Calendar, setting aside all special orders. 

Mr. BLAINE. If I understand it, then, the honorable Senator 
would not put his bill in any better ition by the order he now 
asks than it holds. It is in just as a position now as it will be 
by the Senator’s motion. 

ye CORR I ask what position the bill now holds on the Cal- 
endar 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It stands asa special order fixed 
for the day named, but it has been displaced by the order under 
which the Senate is now acting, namely, the Anthony rule, so called, 
When it is through, that will still be a special order. 

i 5 t will be its condition when the Calendar is fin- 

is 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It will be a special order to come 
up unless the panate should otherwise order. 

Mr. COKE. I withdraw the motion, then. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the action of the House of Rop 
resentatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3822) making appropriations for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist its d disagreed to by the H. 
of Representatives to said bill, sod oak a — wich the House un ‘the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SARGENT, Mr. DORSEY, 
and Mr. BECK. 

On motion of Mr. SARGENT, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval serv- 


ice for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for mag purposes, be printed with the 
action of the House of Representatives, and the amendments thereto numbered. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 1103) declaring the true construction of a cer- 
tain statute therein mentioned; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-roads in the several 
States therein named; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
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| PRINTING OF A MEMORIAL, 


Mr. MITCHELL. On the 18th of the present month a memorial of 
the Missouri and Niobrara Railroad Company, Praying the passage of 
a law authorizing the President of the United States to designate 
that company to construct the north branch of the Union Pacific 
Railroad as provided for by the act of July 2, 1864, was presented to 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Railroads. It has not 
been printed. I now move in behalf of the Committee on Railroads 
that the Senate grant an.order to print the petition. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TIMBER LANDS ON PACIFIC SLOPE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills on the Calendar will be 
proceeded with. 

The bill (S. No. 926) for the sale of timber lands in the States of 
California and Oregon and in Washington Territory was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment striking out in line 18 of section 4 the words“ one 
year” and inserting “ninety days ;” so as to read: 

And the penalties herein provided shall not take effect until ninety days after 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. On line 4 of section 4, after the words “ United 
States,” I move to insert “in said States and Territory.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SARGENT. In the first page, lines 12 and 13of section 1, owing 
to this being a copy of an old bill, the words “ and in all other Terri- 
tories of the United States not exceeding forty acres to any one per- 
son” were inserted. I move to strikethat out. This bill is confined 
solely to the States of Oregon and California and Washington Terri- 
tory. I move to strike out all after the word “ persons,” in line 12 
of section 1, down to and including “ person,” in line 13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Me SARGENT. I offer the following amendment as an additional 
section: 

Sec. 5. That any — uted in said States and Territory for violating 
section 2461, of the Revised Statutes of the United States who is not prosecuted for 
cutting timber for export from the United States may be relieved from further 

rosecution and liability therefor upon payment into the court wherein said action 
yy pendin of the sum of $2.50 Dor nore foe all lassda Om wick he shall have cut or 
caused to be cut timber or removed or cai to be removed the same: Provided, 
That nothing contained in this section shall be construed as ting to the person 
hereby relieved the title to said lands for said pareas but he shall have the right 
to purchase tho same u the same terms and conditions as other persons as pro- 
vided hereinbefore in act: And provided further, That all moneys collected 
under this act shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. And seo- 
tion 4751 of the Revised Statutes is hereby 8 to the States 
and Territory herein named. 

I will state the effect of this amendment. Persons have been 
arrested for cutting this timber, who I have shown, I think conclu- 
sively to the Senate as well by their petitions as by statements made 
on the floor of the Senate of my own knowledge, who are pursuing 
an industry that is absolutely necessary to carry on mining, farming, 
&c., in the mining regions. Large portions of California and Nevada 
and a part of Utah would have to be depopulated and mining stopped 
unless this industry can goon. These persons tried in several ways 
to buy the land of the Government; but the Government, under the 
impression that this land two, three, four, five, six, or nine thousand 
feet in the region of perpetual frost might be taken up under the 
pre-emption and homestead laws, neglected to provide any means by 
which the land could be bought. Although this bill has substantially 
passed the House on two occasions and the Senate on one occasion, 
the two Houses never united and acted together at the same Con- 
gress. The parties endeavored to buy the land by means of disch 
soldiers’ homesteads, They found, however, to their sorrow, that 
those were fraudulent although they paid their money and lost their 
gy org them. They tried to take up the lands under the pre-emp- 
tion laws, and it was ruled that it was absurd to su a man 
could take Ba a bien? ease claim away up in the snow line, and they 
were rejected because they seemed to be fraudulent on their face, an 
there was unquestionably a technical fraud in the matter. They have 
tried every way ag could to obtain title. We now propose, how- 
ever, that they shall not be excused for these acts, but shall pay 
82.50 an acre on all land that they shall have cut one tres or a dozen 
trees, and that that shall not give them title to the land, but after 
that they shall have the privilege of buying the land on the same 
terms that any one else can at $2.50 an acre, so that the Government 
gets for its land $5 an acre and they can only be relieved from prose- 
cution by paying this amount. Although the land has been stripped 
the Government nevertheless gets its price for it and a fair large price 
for the land. This seemed to be an equitable settlement, and therefore 
I have suggested the amendment with the concurrence of the Pacific 
coast delegation in the two Houses who have carefully considered 
the matter. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the Senator from California if there should 
not be some provision like this: 

That all acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 

Mr. SARGENT. I have no objection to that, although perhaps it 
is ee Repeal all other laws so far as they e t with this 
ac 


ae RELI I offer this amendment, to come in at the end of 
e : 
Provided, That all acts and parts inconsis provisions 
Ack be aed Nis cone em n A Mons viih HPP val Puis 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tho 
third time, and passed. f 


RANK OF SENIOR INSPECTOR-GENERAL, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 824) establishing 
the rank of the senior inspector-general ; which was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides that hereafter the rank of the 
senior inspector-general of the United States Army shall be brigadier- 

neral; but no pay or allowances shall be made to him other than 

m the date of appointment under the act. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

And provided, That nothing herein enacted shall authorize any increase in the 


number or the rank of the other officers of the Inspector-General’s Departm 
fixed by the first section of the act of June 23, 1871. ve yes 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the report be read. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Perhaps I can save the time of the Senate. The 
report is of considerable length, and I do not suppose that all the 
members of the Senate desire to hear it read. I will say that this 
bill passed the Military Committee unanimously as amen ed, that it 
makes the grade of the senior inspector of the Army that of brigadier- 
penera] from the time of the passage of this bill henceforward, that 
t conforms in this t to that which has been done with reference 
to all of the heads of the Departments of the Army. The General-in- 
Chief of the Army, the Secretary of War, and others in authority have 
recommended that such a bill pass, so that hereafter there shall be at 
the head of the Inspector-General’s Department a person holding 

nal rank with those at the head of the other Departments. The 
bill is simply to place upon terms of equality this officer with all 
other officers in equal service. 

I think that statement contains substantially what is in the report. 
In addition, I may say that the record of General Marcy is set out at 
some length. It is a very notable record. In nearly fifty years of 
service he has served twenty-seven or thirty years on the frontierand 
in Mexico during the late war. The testimony in his behalf as a man, 
as an officer, is equal to that given to any other officer I presume; 
but the Military Committee base their action not upon the meritorious 
service of General Marcy but upon the fact that the head of this 
Department should hold an equal rank with the heads of all the other 
Departments of the Army, this being up to this time the exception. 

Mr. McMILLAN. May Task the Senator from New Jersey whether 
this Lev increases the pay or increases the duties of the officer in any 
-RANDOLPH. Not the duties that Iamawareof. It will increase 
the pay ne to the extent of the difference between the pay now 
given to him as a colonel and that which he would receive as a brig- 
adier-general, just as in all other cases. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It increases the pay with the rank? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. The pay with the rank. It has been done, as I 
have said, in the case of every other head of a department of the 
Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. EVANS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the 
relief of the minor heirs of John H. Evans, deceased; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying tothe 
minor heirs of John H. Evans, deceased, late of McNairy County, Ten- 
nessee, the pay and bounty due him as if he had been enlisted and 
mustered into the service of the United States on the 6th of July, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


THE MARIETTA REUNION. 

The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No, 78) granting the use of artillery, tents, &c., at the national sol- 
diers and sailors’ reunion to be held at Marietta, Ohio; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SENECA LANDS IN NEW YORK. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 690) to amend an 
act entitled“ An act to anthorize the Seneca Nation of New York In- 
dians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reserva- 
tions, and to confirm existing leases,” approved February 19, 1875. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Had not that better be passed over? I 
know nothing about it, but the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
is not here, and it is presented with an amendment, I see, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 


1878. 
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TESTIMONY IN CASES OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 43) ponang for 
taking testimony and collecting information to be used by Congress ; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judi with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That any committee of either House of Con before which rg Rad haga claim 

against the United States may at any time be pending, being first thereto author- 

ized by the House appointing them 75 order testimony to be taken. 

ed, and copies tt ereof proved, belore 
e Un 


ing a of order of such committee, signed by ita chairman, setting forth the 
8 when and where such N to bo had, the questions to be 
investigated, and, so far as may be known to the committee, the names of the wit- 
nesses to be examined on the part of the United States, and the general nature of 
the books, and . known, shall proceed to give to 
such pri reasonable notice of the time and place of such examination, 
unless such notice shall have been or shall be given by such committee or its chair- 
man, or by the attorney or agent of the United States, or waived by such private 
2 And such master shall issue subpoenas for such witnesses as may have 
n named in the order of such committee and such others as the agent or other 
tative of the United States hereinafter tioned shall uest. And 


represen! men 
he shall also issue 


subpœnas at the request of such private or parties for 
such witnesses within such judicial district as they jap Aen ok rovided, That 
the United States shall not be liable for the fees of any officer for serving any sub- 


na for any private party, nor for the fees of any witness on behalf of such Š 
Tosa cummins may inform the district attornoy of the United States for tke aie. 


for tha 
if the committee shall not be unanimous, the minority of the committee may also 
appoint such agent or attorney or member of such committee to attend and take 
in such examination. 
Src. 2. It shall be the ng og! the marshal of the United States for the district 
in which the testimony is to 
issued in behalf 


or parti 


witnesses, 
witnesses and the eee of books, papers, and documen 
trict court of his d 


is concluded, shall 
thereto his certificate settin, 


not re- 


assistant, 
examination as the Attorney-General shall direst, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ae title ea amenda 80 85 to read: “A we to provine for taking 

imony to ore Congress in cases of private claims against 
the United States.” . 
THOMAS H. HALSEY. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 337) for the relief 
of Thomas H. Halsey, paymaster United States Army; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

-The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment to fill 
the blank by inserting “$1,788 ;” so as to make the bill read: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized and directed 
ic 
of his clerk, William F. Piper. . 

Mr. MORRILL. I have just read the report, and I have no doubt 
of the propriety of the passage of the act; but I wish to say one thing 
that does not appear in the report: that since the introduction of the 
bill Major Halsey has deceased, and he leaves no estate. The only 
effect of the passage of the bill will be to remove his name from 
among the list of defaulters. The fact that he attended to his duties 
faithfully and that this $1,788 deficiency was caused by no negli- 
gence of his is sufficiently apparent from the report. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the report be read. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MMII- 
LAN on the 3d instant: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill ee 
relief of Thomas H. 8 United States Army, have consi: the 
same, and submit the following He ere $ 9 

A similar bill for the relief of the claimant, Thomas H. Halsey, was presented 
to the Senate at the second session of the Forty-fourth Co J 
mittee on Claims, to whom tho bill was refi reported the 
same session, 8 630,) inserting the sum of 61. 788 in the bill. and recommended 
its he bill passed the h 
tains a full and accurate statement 


is case, 

Tho report is as follows: 

“ Halsey is a paymaster in the United States Army, and has been for a number 
of years. William F. Piper became his clerk in 1 and it seems was recom- 
mended very highly for thar in y. This paymaster was ordered to 
San Francisso in 1668, and k Piper with him. During 1869 Halsey's health was 
very poor, 80 much so that at times it was impossible for him to be at his office: 
Havin, res ence in this clerk, who had given no cause for the least suspicion of 

fegri Y, 


his in he left him in charge of funds when unable to be present, and 
upon him devolved the duty of ma! deg and taking the proper vouchers; 

ough usually the payments were grae in person. It seems that while 
only two vouc! were „ono to be re Hy Amen paymaster and the 
other to be sent to Washington, yet Pi 3 had vouchers signed by 
the holders to whom he made payment; then, having access to the true voucher 


or that retained by th 


© paymaster, destroyed it and changed the amount stated in 
the other two by 


‘orgery, 80 as to show a t 1 r than that actually paid 
the person or 81 the 3 hus, for instan: 
een and the true voucher stated it to be, $53, he would 
a payment of $100 more than the true amount. These forgeries were so skill- 
fal or so well executed that some of them through the Department at Wash- 
ington without being discovered. All time Halsey had neither knowledge nor 
suspicion of what was going on. T terations were all made between May, 
1869, and January, 1870. Piper absconded in bag Sone ( 1870, before there was any 
knowledge of his frauds, and has not since been found, though an effort has been 
made to ascertain his whereabouts. | 
“Tt seems that Halsey was dismissed the service, but after this order, npes tae 
report of a board of officers exonerating him from tho most material imputationg 
touching these frauds, he was restored to the service, and is still en; therein. 
ü V 
vo, an 0 ies amoun 788; as they * 
ments to this amount over and above what was actually 8 These for: 
geries were not upon the vouchers in consecutive order, nor did they occur every 
month of the time covered, for we find that the frands were confined to May, Juno, 
November, and December, 1869, and January, 1870, and their numbers are from 
382 to 975, being, as already said, twenty-five in number. 


when the amount 
it to $153, show- 


" Your committee referred this bill to the a department, and, in addition to 
the information already given, we have the following from the o of the Pay: 
pyr, Oy we 

The 


ries consisted in “raised vouchers” by one W. F. Piper, Major "3 
— while ss May, Iseh, to January, 1870, 


tained „he would, by forgeries, make it read 
giving the soldier the right propel re but appropriating 
Francisco before the crime known, diligent 


tayor absconded from San 
i Pt Maja Een bad bee with him during which 
8 2 r y says, n seven years, du w 
time his r and 9 very good. I knew myself that his sanding 
in New York as paymaster’s clerk, in „ was very good, being in contact wi 
him more or less for several months. 

It appears from Mls portage fuer erer ee other information 
in this office, that Major Halsey, although in poor health, continued to discharge 
his duties as A yo kempy and, on account of the state of his health, placed more of 
the work in the hands of his clerk than is usual e t was the land: 
able ambition of Major Halsey not to surrender to isease ; not to give up his 
official duties. Hep money in his hands to make such payment, hence the 
opportanity of this clerk to commit the crime, H 

‘Iam well aware that by strict principles of law the officer is held for the amount 
of any 3 funds feloniously taken from him, even when there has been no fault 
or neg ce on his and that he is likewise, in strict law, held responsible for 
the derelictions of his clerk ; but after the late war, in which such large disburse: 
ments were made with comparatively small loss to the Government, and in which 
disbursing officers had been compelled to incur such extraordinary hazards from 
robbery and other accidents, a law was approved June 23, 1870, providin, 
that the accounting officers could, in reference to disbursements prior to Augus 
20, 1866, ‘allow such credit for losses of funds, vouchors, and y as they may 
deem just and reasonable.” This was enlightened policy in gross, and in thus 
relaxing the severity of abstract law toward disbursing officers Justice and 

nity were meted out to many meritorious officers. I think that the case of Ma 

alsey is of a similar character. Prior to the Ist of January, 1870, ne had dis- 
1 since his first appointment, $6,384,125, and he has been an industrious, vig- 
orous, and faithful officer.” t 

“ Upon these facts your committee are of opinion that if relief should be granted 
to any one in this class of cases it should be in this; of course we do not pretend 
that paymaster is not, in strict law, to be held for this money. It is truo, how- 
ever, that none the least negligence can be impated tohim. He seems to have been 
a most excellent, faithful, and honest officer. No suspicion whatever attaches to 
any single act of his long official life. He had a right to rely upon the in ity 
of this clerk. Such clerk was eee her pA es of 
his office. Of course in law he is to be held responsible for the faithful disch. 


a paty to the strict terms of his obligation or undertaking. j 
eee 
excep erence, we re} and recommen passage, 
an amendment, filling the b in the fifth line with $1,788.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ‘ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 
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WORKMEN AT POVERTY ISLAND LIGHT-HOUSE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 622) for the 
relief of workmen employed in the construction of the Poverty Island 
light-house, Lake Michigan. 

Mx. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I reported the bill the title of which 
has just been read from the Committee on Claims adversely, accord- 
ing to my recollection. 

Sir. COCKRELL. I have the report before me, and recollect that 
it was reported adversely, and the report recommends the indefinite 
postponement of the bill. It is a mistake in the Calendar. I have 
the report lying here before me. The bill ought to be indefinitely 


postponed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the indefinite postponement of the bill. 
The motion to postpone indefinitely was agreed to. 
Mr. FERRY Mir. ANTHONY in the chair) su ently said: 
While I was occupying the chair, the bill (H. R. No. 622) for the relief 
of workmen employed in the construction of Poverty Island light- 
house, Lake Michigan, was indefinitely postponed. I move that the 
vote indefinitely postponing the bill be reconsidered. I want the 
bill placed on the Calendar. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

' JOHN ETZELL. 

The bill (S. No. 889) ting a pension to John Etzell was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 

nsion-roll the name of John Etzell, late a private in Company B, 
8 Minnesota Regiment Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GIBBES & CO. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 288) for the relief 
of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina; which was considered 
asin Committee ofthe Whole. It provides for the payment to Messrs. 
Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, South Carolina, $4.576.92, being a balance 
due them on account of money deposited by them with the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 319) for the relief 
of the Metropolitan police force of the District of Columbia; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that Congress, by joint resolation of the 28th 
of February, 1867, granted to certain employés of the Goverment 20 
per cent. additional compensation ; that the Metropolitan police force 
of the District of Columbia were, by adverse rulings of the Depart- 
ments, deprived of their portion; and that, by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the cases known as the “20 

r cent. cases,” it is settled that they were clearly entitled to the 
benefits of the joint resolution. The bill therefore directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department to allow, and pay, to 
each of such persons who were officers, clerks, and employés of the 
Metropolitan police force on the 28th of February, 1867, a sum equal 
to 20 per cent. on the salary of such persons, for the time stated in 
the resolution. 

The bill was reported to the e. ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

E. ROUFF. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1031) for the 
relief of the estate of E. Rouff; which was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $45, without inter- 
est, to the administrator of the estate of E. Rouff, deceased, upon 
producing proper evidence of qualification as administrator of his 
estate, for rent of store-room in Lavaca, Te used for storing com- 
missary stores from 9 1, 1865, to October 31, 1865, occupied 
under contract with uff, and for which rent vouchers properly 
signed, certified, and reported by the proper quartermaster were 

iven. 
— The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

HORACE A. STONE. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 478) authorizing 
the Commissioner of Patents to extend the patent of Horace A. 
Stone for improvement in the manufacture of cheese; which was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask for the reading of the report in that case. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MORGAN 
on the 4th instant : 


‘The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 478) author- 


izing the Commissioner of Patents to extend the patent to Horace A. Stone forim- 
provement in the manufacture of cheese, have had the same under consideration, 
and submit the following report: 

8 that Horace A. Stone, of Michigan, obtained a patent on the 26th of 
March, 1861, running N ee for a new process for making cheese, but, 
owing to ill-health and some inf gements made upon said patent by hisown agent, 
the process has never been much used, and he consequently never receiv 
any profit of consequence from his said invention, and therefore 
of seven years. 

The process consists of cheese-making without pressure or weights, and is done 
by the use of a perforated hoop of tin or sheet-iron, being perforated on the top, 
bottom, and sides, and the cheese is made by settling in the hoop in three or four 


days. 
If thero is any virtue in the process, it will tend to cheapen the article as well 
as enrich it. There is no probability that the rinon can prejudice the public. 


Your committee thereforo recommend that the pass, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to record my vote against this bill; I 
vote against all these things. There is no equity, justice, or propri- 
ety in granting an extension for seven years to this man who has had 
a patent now for seventeen years. R 

r. MORGAN.. If Con see fit to stop now and establish the 
precedent that no man ll ever haye an extension, I shall very 
cheerfully concur in that view ; but it has not done so. Several pat- 
ents have been extended. If there can be a meritorious case at all, 
there is merit in this case. I do not esteem this patent as being one 
of great value. It is not one that has gone into general use at all; 
but there are several persons who have used it. This man after get- 
ting his patent was sick and for many years was bed-ridden and de- 
pendent on the charity of a grown daughter for his support. During 
the time of his sickness this patent was pirated really by his own 

t. He got a little income from it afterward, about $500 a year. 
ow he is in an infirm state of health. That being the only reliance 
the man has for support in the world, he asks the Congress of the 
United States to give him the benefit of his invention for a longer 
period of time. It cannot do the country any harm. It is a benefi- 
cence to him. When you deny him this extension, you take from him 
all that he relies upon for a living, according to the evidence brought 
to the attention of the committee. 

I do not concur in the position that no patentee is entitled to an 
extension of his patent under any circumstances. It is a property 
guaranteed to him under the Constitution of the United States and 
the laws of the United States, and there are cases where exceptions 
ought to be made. There are several cases pending now, and I think 
if they were brought to the attention of the Senate they would be 
considered ss Pan to the doctrine as to the extension of patents 
which is generally held. Unless, indeed, the Senate now intends to 
stop and make a rule which is hereafter to be followed and which 
will amount to an instruction to the Committee on Patents that it 
must bring no more cases of extension here, I think it is not proper 
to apply a harsh rule in this case. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I vote for the bill because the committee 


an extension 


have examined and recommended it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and read the third time. 

A division being called for on the e of the bill, the ayes 
were 22 and the noes 6; no 9 7 5 voting. 

Mr. BECK and Mr. SARGENT called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

. MERRIMON. I should like to do this party justice, and while 

I am inclined now to vote Ba 7 the bill, because I am against the 
extension of patents generally, I should like to hear the gentleman 
in charge of the bill give some explanation of its merits. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] has 


just made an explanation. 


Mr. MERRIMON. I am sorry I could not hear him. 

Mr. KERNAN. Iam on this Patent Committee, and it is a very 
laborious committee. I do not mean to say that if Congrsss were to 
take up the question, I would not vote for a law which should declare 
that a patentee should have a certain time and that there should be 
no renewal, 

Several Senators. That is the law now. 

Mr. KERNAN. No, the statute-book is full of laws allowing exten- 
sions. When a man by a mistake or some misfortune does not receive 
remuneration, he comes, according to the uniform practice in excep- 
tional cases, to get an opportunity to comply out of time. All I mean 
to say is that I do not think the members of that committee are 
strenuous at all that there should be any such thing as extending pat- 
ents. If Congress will only say to all patentees and all those who 
are hereafter to become patentees, that there shall be but a limited 
period fixed by the law, be it so. But as that is not the law now, that 
committee would be deemed very derelict to duty if ani did not 
hear each man and see if there were equitable reasons why he should 
be relieved. We have no way but to bring the subject before the Sen- 
ate, present the case, and let the Senate car whether it is within the 
line they have established, where they will authorize a party to go 
again before the Commissioner. I should be very glad to have this 
subject taken up, because a good many of these needy patentees, 
sometimes by the fraud of somebody, have not had a chance to get 
the benefit of their invention. For various reasons in many cases 
they have not reaped the benefit of their invention, and they have 
come before the committee and spent a deal of time and money 
in laying before the committee the merits of their cases; and when 
the committee with great labor, rejecting all that they think have 
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not very exceptional reasons for being reported favorably, come here 
with a favorable report, it is said, “We are against all extensions.” 
If we are, let us settle the question by a law that will relieve the com- 


mittee from all this labor, relieve the inventors from all the expense 
of presenting evidence and attending to try to persuade the committee. 

f say this, having no feeling except that, while the law is as it now 
is, we should not say that we are against all extensions. That may 
be a wise policy, and I do not say now it is not; I do not say whether 
upon examination I would not favor vio krem a definite period 
and declaring by a law, which I would ask Congress to stand up to, 
that there should never be an extension. 

I do not mean to find the least fault with those who say they will 
vote against all extensions. I only say this to call the attention of 
Senators to the subject, “ig eye 4 of those who think we had better 
not extend patents at all. Let there be a vote, and if we find thatis 
the view of a ority, let us make a general law and relieve every- 


body from what is a very laborious duty to Congress and its com- 
mittees and a very expensive thing to these inventors. 
Mr. COCKRE I understand the Senator from New York to 


say that there is no law now providing a limit to a patent right? 

. KERNAN. There is one now since the term has been e 
to seventeen years. But for all that, as to the old patents issued 
fore that law, of which this is one, men come here under the old law 
to get an extension. Moreover, Con is constantly passing special 
laws authorizing them to before the Commissioner and on the 
terms preseri in the Re Statutes get an extension. I find no 
fault with the tion that there had better be no extension at all. 

Mr. GARL. . I wish to call the attention of the Senator from New 
York to the fact that on the 18th of April a bill of this character for 
the relief of Stephen V. Benét was passed without any opposition or 
a call of the roll, 

Mr. KERNAN. This morning I was instructed to, and did, present 
a report favoring the allowance of the privilege to a patentee to appl. 
to the Commissioner for an extension. Why? It was an old patent. 
The patentee made a contract by which a that was infringing 
sport that they would apply for an extension according to the law, 
they would bear the expense of the application and attend to all the 
details ninety days before the expiration of the patent and in con- 
sideration of that he bo ery tocertain things. They took him to their 
attorney and he signed all the papers. When the time ran out within 
which the application had to be made, they said the attorney had 
. it, and he lost the chance. 

r. HARRIS. Is that this case? 

Mr. KERNAN. No, but I reported sucha one this morning. I am 

not so familiar with this. 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
can explain it. I remember it generally. All I can say is that wo are 
p with cases of an exceptional character where there has been 


apparently: ere wrong done to the patentee, where the evidence 

ows he endeay to reap the benefits of his invention and he 
asks that we give him leave by law to go before the Commissioner 
under the laws on the statute-book and apply to get his patent 
renewed. It would save great time and great expense if the Senate. 
not spasmodically by one man on one case calling for the yeas an 
nays, but by a general act, would declare that there should be no 
further extensions. By doing that you would say to all these parties: 
“Do not come here troubling the committee, at great nse to your- 
selves.” I have no fecling. I only want to find.out what the sense 
of the Senate is, and we will conform to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam very much astonished at the reasoning of 
the Senator from New York. He calls upon the Senate to pass a 
statute law to govern a committee and to govern Congress! The 
Senator knows perfectly well that we have a statute law prescribing 
the time patents shall run, and he knows that no one Congress can 
be bound by the acts of a precedent ss, ger You have got the law 
before you, plainly and unmistakably laid down. It is for the com- 
mittee to say whether that law shall be enforced or not. When that 
committee report to the Senate that the law is so and so, the Senate 
will be very apt to sustain them. I say here that I am not making 
this an exceptional case. I do not know anything about it. Inever 
heard of it until I saw it on the Calendar and read the report, and I 
say there is no merit in it. It is not an exceptional case. What is it? 
Mr. Stone, on the 26th of March, 1861, obtained a patent runnin 
seventeen years—not an old fourteen-year patent, but the full length 
of time, seventeen years— 

Fora new for making cheese ; but, owing to ill health and some infrin, 
ments made Foon sadd patent by his own 8 the process has never been — 58 
used, and he has consequently never received any profit of consequence 
said invention, and therefore asks an extension of seven years. 

He has not been able to make money out of it; he has not been 

able to make. the people of the country use it, and thereby render 
him a profit. That is the excuse for him. Every man, then, to whom 
a patent has been granted, who has failed to make money out of it, 
has the same right to come in here that this applicant has. I say the 
law is explicit now. There are seventeen years allowed; a patent is 
confined to that length of time. I am not opposing this case specially; 
I W Taea against every solitary one and expect to continue voting 
aga em. 

Mr. KERNAN. I knew, of course, what the law was, as my friend 
states it; but the committee do not mean to report anything except 
exceptional cases of hardship which are within the line of precedent 


from his | securi: 


set by Con, If Con agree with my friend from Missouri— 
I find no Dat ai will say “We will not listen to exceptional 
cases,” thero will be no further exceptions; the committee can deal 
with the parties. But now they press upon us, Congress does allow 
extensions in exceptional cases, and we go on here day after day fre- 
quently passing them without the slightest objection, and then there 
comes an objection, not that the case brought up is not an exceptional 
one, but the cry is, (I am inst them all.” 11 a majority say they 
agree with my friend from Missouri that there should not be any ex- 
ception, so be it; we shall act accordingly. If, on the other hand, 
they think this not an exceptional case, very well. But if they do 
not mean to have the committee understand that there is no use of 
bringing any case here at all, then they will have to act on each case 
to see whether we are right or not in saying it is exceptional. } 

Mr. DORSEY. This is evidently going to lead to a good deal of 
debate, and I object to its further consideration. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) Objec- 
tion being made, the bill goes over. 


WILLIAM A. GRAHAM, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 72) for the relief 
of the heirs of William A. Graham. 

Mr. DORSEY. Let that go over. I 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report before it goes over. 
That bill has a remarkable characteristic of keeping us carefully ig- 
norant entirely of what the subject of the patent is. I should think 
me 155 9 been specially drawn for not allowing us to know what 

s about. ł 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. DORSEY. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill will be called. 


HERMAN E. AND CHARLES H. DAVIDSON, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 231) for the relief 
of Herman E. Davidson and the heirs of Charles H. Davidson; whi 
was a ah adversely from the Committee on Patents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question 
the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 


SURETIES OF GEORGE W. CLARKE, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1038) for the relief 
of Jesse Turner and others, sureties upon the official bond of George 
W. Clarke, formerly Indian nt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not apply that relief to all cases f 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I want the report read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HERS- 
FORD on the 4th instant: ; 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was 7... ohy ai g 
and others, asking to be relieved from liability as sureties on bond of George W. 


Clarke, as follows: 
. Clarke was ted Indian t and mare bonds as such Angust 

19, 1 ina a ,000, with S. M. ye, Phineas H. White, Charles F, 
Brown, S. F. Cotterell, Hiram Brodie, James M. Brown, Joseph J. Green, and Jesse 
Turner as sureties ; all of the sureties are dead except.James M. Brown, Charles 
F. Brown, and Jesse Turner. ; 

The agent, Clarke, was found to be in default and relieved from duty on Do- 
cember 31, 1856. The amount of the defalcation is found to be $1,245.77. 

No further action was taken in this case until December 15, 1875, when each of 
tho parties living was notified. 

Suit was instituted March 6, 1877, in the United States district court for the 
western district of Arkansas. 


I, Augustus I. W. of Crawford County, State of Arkansas, do state upon oath, 
that I have resided at Van Buren, Crawford County, for the last thirty-four years. 
That I was well oh pg with W. Clarke, Samuel M. Hays, P. H. 
White, S. F. Cotterell, Hiram Brodie, J. J. Green, Charles F. Brown, James 
Brown, and Jesse Turner, his securities upon his bond as Indian agent, u 
which his now defalcationoccurred in December, 1856. I know that Georgd 

larke was the owner of real estate at that time of consi 


s amount, but 
do not know what incumbrances, if any, existed a e it. His family resided 
here daring most of the time he was in Kansas as Indian agent. Clarke was 
ene! man to raise money. All the persons who are named as 

upon his bond were in solvent circumstances in December, 1856. Since that tim: 
up to the time of the breaking out of the late war, the sum of $1,500 could have 
been o out of any one of them. Since C 
other causes changed the circumstances of all the persons named as Clarke's 
and most of them are unable to pay who survived the war. H 


place; his estate was closed by 
in full. 


creditors in — 
Joseph J. Groen died in the spring of 1863; his estate was administered upon; + 
after paying his debts but little was which was used or expended for the su 
port of his children; the administration been closed long since. i 


Samuel M. Hays, one of the securities upon Clarke's bond, died in 1871. His 


estate has been administered upon; not yet closed. He ee ee both 
real and personal, but after the payment of the debts probated against the estate I 
think there will be but little! à 


Hiram Brodie, one of the securities on Clarke's bond, died in February, 1875. 
The estate is being ad upon, and I am informed and believe that after 
the payment of the debts probated penne’ said estate there will be but little left. 
The property of the estate was small in amount. 1 

Sutton F. Cotterell, another of the reported securities, died about November, 
rir — cae eth ‘kansas. His estate was insolvent. Had no property, as 1 
am inform 
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Charles F. Brown, another of the named securities upon Clarke's bond, is in- 


solvent; has no property; took the benefit of the bankrupt law since the war and 
has been disc! ; d 


James M. Brown left this county in 1862; had property in and mules at 
the time he lef here and some real estate, since sold. t circum- 
stances I have no means of knowing, as he resides in the State of Texas. 

Jesse Turner Ihave known intimately for thirty-four years. He is a practicing 
attorne pe cored ee eee some real estate, and should he have 
pce porto t will greaty embarrass him and he can only pay it ata great 
sacrifice 


the thirty-four y. 
the matters hereinbefore stated by me. 
AUGUSTUS J. WARD. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of F. A. D. 1878. 
JO. B. OGDEN, 


E e «op en ee SA the Treasury and this affidavit we obtain the 
acts: 

Gesin W. Clarke, the Indian agent, became defaulter, and his defalcation was 
known . 1856. No further action was taken in the 
matter un 


in in Borland it 8 declared b; of the judges “ that long d. t 
a caso was one e ju orman 

“in then, and (ai Ohetecierity forbade an 
attempt at enforcing the payment of a debt which time and misfortune have ren- 

dlechar, ” (See A'Lourt vs. Cross, 3 Bing. R., 329. 

Of the original eight sureties, five are dead and threo living, and of 
very limited means, perhaps none worth anything, unless it be Jesse who 
ath is atid attorney, advanced in years, and owning a small amount of real 


est 
Under the circumstances the committee believe that great injustice has been 
done to the sureties by the delay on the pon the Government, and think that the 
sureties should be relieved liability on said bond, and therefore 
report the accompanying bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That involves the whole question of the propri- 
ety of not having a statute of limitations against the United States. 
That is all there is to it. These sureties of course knew that they 
had signed this bond. They had the means of knowing whether the 
bond had been forfeited or not. They did not choose to inquire ; and 
the agents of the Government were negligent in not prosecuting when 
they ought to have done so. According to the principle of law which 
has always held in the United States, that the United States is not 
within the statutes of limitations, then there has been no default on 
the part of the United States. If that is an unsound principle of law, 
we ought to the law in general; and as that involves this 
general principle, I think this ease ought to go over, because it goes 
to the bottom of the whole thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the bill is ob- 
jected to, and it goes over. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before the case goes over, with the permission of 
the Senator from Vermont and as part of the history to goeh it, 
I wish to have a letter from the Ponera Sy Sho Nay on is subject 
read, to show that the principal, George W. Clarke, after this immense 
aera canon; was appoipted by the Government a purser of the Navy 
in 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 10, 1878. 


August 21, 1260, detached and to the Powhatan ; 28, 1861, detached and settle 
accounts ; April 3, 1861, ordered to W settle accounts; June 1, 1861, 
service P. 


to 

* | service, from April 2, 1861. 

enen, R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Hon. A. H. GARLAND, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. Buchanan made a great mistake in appoint- 
ing him; that was all. 

.GARLAND. The only point about that is to show that the 
United States Government at the time thought the man was good 
enongh to be made a purser in the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. e Navy Department did not know of the de- 
falcation, 117 paD à 

Mr. Mc The Senator from Vermont has correctly stated 
the principle involved in this bill; and believing that the statute of 

limitations does not run inst the Government, the Senator from 

Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] and myself were unable to vote for the 
allowance of this claim in the committee, and therefore dissented, 

Mr. HEREFORD. I desire to say a word, inasmuch as 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate on by general con- 
sent, objection having been made to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam called out fora moment; I do not object to 
the Senator going on, and if he will give me leave to say a word I 
shall be obli to him. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to add, without going into the de- 


bate now, that this kind of relief is rather novel here. I remember 
that three or four or five years ago a case from Indiana very much 
like this one was presented to the Senate, and after great considera- 
tion, I think the Senate declined to give the relief asked for, and upon 
the principle I have stated. Of course that does not prove that we 
were not wrong then. I thank my friend from West Virginia for 
giving me leave to say this much. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Inasmuch as it deyolved on me as a member of 
the committee to examine this case and make the report, I will state 
very succinctly the facts. . 

Mr. Clarke was appointed Indian agent, and being a defaulter his 
defalcation was known to the Government in 1856. The Government 
took no action at all to notify the securities in any way of the defal- 
cation until 1875, nearly nineteen years, and no suit was brought upon 
the bond until 1877, more than twenty years after the right of action 
accrued. During that time, as is shown by the report, five of the 
securities died being insolvent, and their estates were wound up, The 
other three securities are worth nothing except perhaps it be one, 
Mr. Jesse Turner, who is a man of v small means. The com- 
mittee thought that, inasmuch as the Government had lain upon 
its oars this length of time, keeping the securities ignorant of this 
defalcation, it was a great hardship to the securities, and that if there 
was any loss it ought to fall on the Government, which was more able 
to bear it than the securities. It is shown by the report that the 
money could have been made out of the principal himself if the Gov- 
ernment officers had been diligent in the prosecution of their duties. 

The Senator from Vermont says that these securities could have 
ascertained the defalcation soon after the defalcation occurred. But 
they were led astray even as to the investigation of that matter, for 
from the document that was sent to the desk a moment by the 
Senator from Arkansas, (and the same facts appear in 1 
as do in the papers in this case,) it seems that about a year after this 
defalcation the Government appointed this same man to another 
office, and one of the same securities that was on the original bond 
went upon his new bond. That was ve evidence to the secur- 
ities that this man’s bond was not in default upon his first appoint- 
ment, for no security would 2 cog that the Government Sot ap- 

int this man Clarke to another important office if he was still in 

ult. Perhaps the Department itself did not know it; I do not 
know; but his having been appointed a second time to an important 
office after his defaleation was very well calculated to mislead the 
securities and lead them to believe that his accounts as Indian agent 
por to so ana appointment were all square and settled in the 


partmen 

It seemed to me, and it seemed to the majority of the committee, 
that under these circumstances the Government, after laying upon its 
oars twenty years, should not make this money now off one of the 
securities, he being the only one out of the eight that is now living 
and worth 1 he very little. 

It is true, as the Senator from Vermont has said, that this brings 
up indirectly the question as to the policy of there being a statute of 
re as against the Government to do away with the old common- 
law doctrine that no time runs N sonar the king. I think weshould 
have just such a law. I think there should be a statute of limita- 
tion against the General Government as well as against the private 
citizens thereof, and this is only carrying out that principle. I 
think the Government should not lay on its oars for twenty years and 
allow the principal and the other securities to dispose of their prop- 
erty and thereby throw greater burdens upon the remaining surety. 

If a creditor holds several securities in his hands and he relinquishes 
any one of those securities, he relinquishes his right against all of 
the securities; some of the authorities say even to the extent of the 
whole debt. All the decisions do not go so far, but the current of 
the decisions is that he loses his right, not merely to the extent of 
the security thus received, but even to the whole debt. That is just 
this case. By the delay on the part of the Government, the Govern- 
ment has lost a part of its security. Only three out of the eight 
sureties are alive, and only one out of the three is worth anything. 
The Government could have made the debt, as I said before, if it had 
proceeded within a reasonable time after the defaleation. It then 
could have made the whole debt ont of the principal. Now they seek 
to make it out of one of the securities after all but one are insolvent 
and five out of the eight are dead. I think it presents a case of very 

hardship, and it presents a case where the Government should 
interfere, and say that we will not make this debt off this one security. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With gaal consent I should like to say a word 
in reply to my honorable friend from West Virginia. What he said 
about the law between private persons where a creditor gives up a 

art of his security is undoubtedly true to a certain extent. I 

ve got a security from a debtor where there is asurety, that secur- 

ity of course is also for the benefit of the surety, and if I voluntarily 
give up that I have done a wrong to the surety, a legal wrong; but 
if I have a debt inst a man with eight sureties, and merely sit 
still within the statute of limitations and do not sue, because one 
of the sureties becomes bankrupt and another runs away that does 
not excuse the other sureties either in law or morals. They have a 
right to pay the debt any time they please; they can come and pay 
me the moment it is due, and then they can turn around against the 
other sureties and say, “ contribute.” 

My honorable friend proceeds on the principle that a man who signs 
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a bond to the United States as a surety is under no sort of obligation 
to pay it until he is squeezed into doing so. I deny the proposition. 
It is a business transaction. He engages that his principal shall pa; 
over and respond for the public money that is intrusted to him, an 
it is his business to see in the time of it, knowing as he does that he 
is responsible for that money, to see to it that his principal keeps his 
engagement and does pay it. The moment he finds that he has not 
done so, as he can at any moment by anquisy ak the proper office, then 
it is his moral as well as legal duty to e up the money himself. 
He does not choose to do it; he waits; the Government waits as it 
ought not to do for the protection of other people I agree, but the 
Government has to deal through agents, a t many agents, and 
the prope employing these agents employ them with the statement 
to the persons who have signed as sureties, “ You are bound all the 
time; six years do not let you off; ten years do not let you off; 
twenty years do not; you are bound to take some interest in this 
thing yourself, and to see to it that your principal does respond to his 
obligations.” The Government has not acted. It was a part of the 
contract that it need not act. The sureties assumed the duty of see- 
ing to it that the principal did pay over the money. They did not 
choose to take any interest in the matter, and it ran along; some of 
the sureties have died. That is no ground. 

Now, then, on the general 3 Mr. President — because I do 
not want to delay the other cases that are not disputable by talking 
about this—the principle upon which the statute of limitations does 
not apply to the Government is this, as distinguished from individ- 
uals: as I understand, between private individuals evidence is lost; 
the means of defense go away; the evidence of liability is lost; and 
therefore the law says, where everybody is looking out for his own 
interest, there shall be a limit to disputes about dealings between man 
and man. With the Government the case stands differently. The 
liability of an officer of the Government is always found in the public 
records made at the time. The amount of money that is intrusted to 
him appears in the public records of the Treasury evidenced by his 
vouchers. The amount of his expenditures, if he does his duty, is evi- 
denced by publie vouchers which have to be filed by law, within very 
short spaces of time, from time to time with his accounts. So the 
record evidenced all the time shows in general—there may be a possi- 
ble exception here and there—exactly what the liability of the man 
is. In such a case the poney of the law is, and I think it a right 
policy, that this man and the men who engaged with him shall see to 
it that some particular clerk in some Auditor’s office in the Treasury 
shall not let the thing be obscured by omitting his duty and thus let 
the sureties escape. That is the principle on which it stands. It 


is entirely different from a statute of limitations in respect to private 
persons. 
Mr. HEREFORD. Will the Senator from Vermont allow me to ask 


him aquestion? Does he not think the Government, when they ascer- 
Janon 9 defalcation in 1856, should have notified the sureties of 
that fact 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No sir, the law imposed no such obligation. 

Mr. HEREFORD, The law does not, it is true. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was the affirmative duty of the sureties, and 
they were bound to know, just as much as the clerk was who settled 
the account, how the account stood. Now, the question is whether you 
are to visit the tax-payer with the default of the clerk, if you say it 
is a default; whether when two persons are in fault, the surety for 


not paying the money as he ought, and the clerk for not telling his | Afai 


3 as he ought, which is to suffer? 
Mr. HEREFORD. I should like to call the Senator’s attention to 
another fact in this case, which perhaps he did not know before; and 
that is that after the defalcation on the first bond, the Government a 
pointed Clarke again to another important office. Was not that likely 
to mislead the securities on the first bond? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not in the least degree if the sureties did their 


duty. 

Me. HEREFORD. It so much misled them that one of the same 
men went on the second bond. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Probably he went on the second bond, if he un- 
derstood his rights and wanted to protect them, on the principle that 
his principal was perfectly capable of paying up the whole debt. I 
do not agree that Mr. Buchanan did right in appointing this man 
over again, but probably Mr. Buchanan dia not know anything about 
the default for the very reason that I have stated, that the President 
of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury cannot know 
every man’s transactions with the Government. The duty was on 
the surety just as much as it was on the officers of the Government, 
and the surety, supposing he knew as he was bound to know and 
could have known at any moment how the account stood, might very 
well have said, “This man owes the Government a thousand dollars; 
now he is e peace’ responsible; out of the salary that he is going to 
get from this new office he will pay it up in three months,” and signed 
the new bond. Certainly when he was called upon or asked by his 
friend to sign the new bond, he could very well have said, “ Mr. Pay- 
master”—if that was the man—“ how is it about that transaction 
that I signed your bond for before? I think I will ask the accountin 
officer of the ury how your account stands.” He does ask ao 
finds how it stands, and has the choice to sign or not as he likes. 

The difficulty with the proposition is, yon are to say all the time 
that we are responsible for the neglect of some of the minor officers 


of the Government to push these claims, and are entirely estopped by 
the fact that by reason of their not being pushed the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Navy, who knew nothing 
about the former transaction, have been cheated into appointing this 
man again with the same sureties. Mr. President, in the language 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] “that won't do.“ Iam 
sorry for this particular gentleman. He ought to have attended to 
his interest when he could protect himself; but he did not choose to 
do it. It is his misfortune; but I am opposed to taxing the people to 
make good that misfortune. However, the thing is to go over and 
I will not go into it further. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill will be stated. 


J. W. RICHARD AND J. 8. BROWN 4 BROTHER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 88) for the relief 
of James W. Richard and J. S. Brown & Brother, Denver, Colorado; 
which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
appropriate $5,004 to pay James W. Richard and J. S. Brown & 
Brother, of the city of Denver, Colorado, for flour delivered to the 
Los Pinos Indian agency in Colorado during the year 1875. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs repo: the bill with an amend- 
ment, to insert before the words “ four dollars” the word “ twenty ;” 
so asto make the amount $5,024. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there any report accompanying that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is; the report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. OGLEsBY 
on the 5th instant: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 88) for 
the relief of James W. Richard and J. S. Brown & Brother, of Denver, Colorado, 


t: 

That the testimony in the case shows that H. F. Bond, United States Indian 
sgons for the Los Pinos agency in Colorado, entered into a contract with the firm 
of J. W. Richard & Co., of ver, Colorado, for the purchase from said Rich- 
ard & Co. of one hundred thousand pounds of flour, to be delivered by said firm 
to the new agency located in the Uncompahgre Valley, on or before 25th Decem- 
ber, 1875, at the price of $11.95 = one hundred pounds; that prior to said agree- 
ment with said firm the said Indian t had advertised for bids for furnish- 
ing said flour, dee the lai of the Indian Bureau, and received, 
under such notice, two bids, one to said quantity of flour at $9.50 per hun- 

red pounds and the other to furnish it at $3.50 per hundred pounds, but that sub- 
sequently both of said offers of contract were forfeited by the parties g the 
same, Thereupon said agent claims that he was forced to go into the market at 
Denver and offer to purchase the flour, and that said Richard & Co, made the low- 
est bid to furnish the same at the point first stated in this report. The evidence 
farther shows that Richard & Co. delivered all of said flour at what is known as 


contract with Richard & Co. having been furnished to the Indian 
ent, the Commissioner refused to confirm the same, and notified the Indian 


ay ee aE the fact. 
t had issued to the Indians of the Los Pinos 


the mean time, however, the agen 
ousand eight hundred pounds of said flour. The remaining 


, agreed partm 
payment in disc e of said sixty-two thousan: — sg hundred pounds, distributed 
to the Indians as The Commissioner 3 


agreed that y 
the Department as a . 8 a the amount of flour furnished in quantity and 
© con 


2 1878, from B. A. Hayt, Commissioner of Indian Affairs, addressed to Hon. 
Bureau 


same, 
The bill provides for an ropriation of $5,004; the sum admitted to be due 
the Indian Barton is 5.0. * 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have amended the bill accordingly, and, as 
amended, recommend its passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
ROBERT PLATT. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 797) for the relief 
of Acting Master Robert Platt, United States Navy; which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. By its terms the President - 
of the United States is authorized to appoint Acting Master Robert 
Platt, United States Navy, 15 | and meritorious services, a master 
in the regular Navy of the United States, not in the line of promo- 
tion. 

Mr.SARGENT, Ithink there will be no objection to this bill. This 
man rendered long and faithful service as an acting officer of the 
Navy. We propose that he shall retain the rank he now has without 
opportunity of promotion. He has rendered very great service in the 

oast Survey, been engaged in the spas nearly all of the Atlantic 
coast the last fifteen or twenty years. We thought it was an excep- 
tional case, that he ought to have this recognition. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 532) to incorpo- 
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rate the Suburban Railway Company of Washington, in the District | said railway shall refuse to 3 the said company as to the price to be paid 


of Columbia. „ ia ieoten E GE INIR OON AA ORATI bO Ifa forthe 
Mr ALLISON. I think that bill had better go over. sper ae of said Distri r suc 
Mr. HARRIS. I hope my friend from Iowa will not object to the | ihe Revised Statutes of ths United States forthe Dintectat tote, cect 

consideration of this bill. I do not think there can be any objection | June 20, 1874, in relation to the condemnation of lands for railway pu 

to it, and it is important to the ies interested in it that it be dis- SEC. 5 5 thin — Says ate se —.— o and approval of es a$ the 

posed of one way or the other. If this charter is to be granted it is majority of the Temainder, shall cause books of subscription to so much of the cap. 


very important that it should be at once, so that they may have the stock of sai company 20 vany — necessary to be 


some convenient place or places in the city of Washington for a period to be fixed 

provement. rs by said corporators, not less than two days; and said tors shall i 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if there were | by advertisement in some daily y paper Ibtished in said Ny, of the 3 
„ m 88 to the suggestions made by the | b= „C6!!! rg wor gringatcheingar beg vheniner ber g per 

: : 8 rm 
5 — — . erding A ons, 9 scribe for more than two hundred shares : ‘Provided further, That each subscriber 
5 shall pay, at the time of subscribing, 15 per cent. of tho amount subscribed to the 
Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my objection. sere treasurer ‘appointed by said tors, or said subscription shail be null and void. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on the District of Co- Itat tho * — days peas or amoant than —— 9 be sufticient to 
r 1 way as 

e was read, being to strike out all after the enacting clanse and shall piran sat ine — herein named shall proseed aes cotton tee 
sert: * ae E stock so taken among the subscribers pro rata, and make public on of 
W. Linville Jens J. 2 Knight, 3 Lesko une clseat 4 Pet thet — — 3 8 Sant et . — 
drew Kremer, William H. get, John C. McKelden, Walter R. Irwin, — 222 centage as aforesaid but money. When the books of sabecription of ack M 
Luchs, John W. Boteler, Rives, Lewis 9 Mil H. | be closed as aforesaid, the corporators, or a ity of them, and in case any of 
Nelson Chay their associates and successors, are hereby constitu’ — E them refuse or neglect to act, then a ity of the remainder shall, within ten 


pman, 
corporate by the name, style, and title of the Suburban Railway - | days thereafter, call the first meetin, the stockholders of said com to t 
in in Dotita Cabia. with power tosueand subject of sued, plead | within ten days thereafter for the . of seven directors, of which Tablic motes 
and being impleaded; and cause to be made for the use of said company a seal, shall be giYon Set Sro days tn somo Aaly poper published ta tho city of Washing- 


and the same to change at pleasure; with authority to constrnct a or double | ton or by written or printed ices to each stockholder by the secreta: 
track railway, with spel arena ii thereto ning ober aap of Wash. | of said company. And in all mectings of stockholders each share entitle the 


city, as holder to one vote, which may be given in or b; A 
bed, Sec. 11. That the government of the Mars of tne salt cons y 
Sec. 2. The said railway shall commence at or near the junction of Nineteenth | in aboard of directors, who shall be stockholders, and who hold office for one 
and E streets northeast, as Represented: ee eee plat of Reap pn ty pa ong raed elected and inducted to take their places. A 
Rosedale and Isherwood estates, additions to the city of Washington ; ence north- | ity of said directors, the p j 
erly through said Nineteenth street to its termination at the Benning's road; | a 
thence in a northwesterly direction, so as to form an easy curve for the wor! of | choose a secretary and treasurer, the latter giving bond with securi 
cars; and thence northerly and haan dg We td Sony owned oe by = in such sum as shall be fie 

rew 


180, 
ligan ” thence a of Walter R. Irwin and lands belonging to the Sec. 12. That the directors shall have power to make such by-laws and regu- 
estate of late William ey; and thence the old turnpike at a point | lations as shall be needful the tion and ent of the stock, 
near the northwest corner of the farm upon which is located the Boys’ Reform and effects of dfai respecting the disposi to thie ooh or “ane laws of the 


01 7 . Sayles Brown to the State line of 
Sec. 3. There shall be two branches of railway, namely: The first eommenc- first installment,) in such manner, and in such amounts as they may deem 


el with lands of William 22 described on the plat of Rosedale an: Fequired by resolution of the board of directors, after ens notice of the same, 
herwood as No. 25, and lands of An the said 


wW ction 
Fifteenth street, northeast; thence u said F street to its junction with New | shares of his stock 
rougi c northwest; -corpora 
thence through C street to First street, northwest; thence through avenue | and collect the same from any delinquent subscriber in any court of competent 


That if, on an examination by a com t engineer, it shall appear that the pub- Sec. 13. That there shall be an annual meeting of the stockholders for the choice 
lic interests and convenience shall be subserved thereby, the said 7 of directors, to be holden at such time and place and under such conditions as the 
hereby authorized to lay a single spree rra eee ts inter- 
section with D street, and through said street northward to intersection of the Seas Bed ag to the stockholders in general meeting. i 
same with Indiana avenue to the point of terminus, as hereinbefore mentioned. 14. Tha persons exercising municipal authority in said District, the offi- 
The second branch of said railway shall commence from the aforesaid western ter- | cers or agents of any body rate within said District, are hereby prohibited 
minus, and be located on Nineteenth street, east, passing in front of the jail of 1 act or thing to Linder delay, or obstruct the construc! or opera- 
said District, to Georgia avenue; thence through said avenue to point near the 8 authorized. 
northern entrance of navy- and no further. Sec, 15. That . at all times the free and uninterrupted 
Sec. 4. The said railway and its branches shall be deemed real estate, and, to- | use of said railway. if any person or persons shall willfally and wrongfully 
gether with other real and personal property, shall be liable to taxation as other | obstruct or impede the passage of, or destroy or injure the cars, depots, stations, or 
real and personal A other. F company, the person or persons 80 
Sec. 5. That the ca) of said company shall not exceed $250,000, to be divided | offending forteit pay for each such offense tho sum of $10 tO aai company, 
into shares of $50 each, and shall be deemed personal property, and transferable in | to berecovered and disposed of as other fines and penalties are in said District, and 


such manner as the by-laws of said company shall direct. shall remain liable, in addition to said — for any loss or damage occasioned 

Sec. 6. That the company are hereby authorized to „outside the | by his, her, or their act as aforesaid ; but no suit shall be brought unless commenced 
limits of the city of Washington, a strip of land on the route of said road twenty- | within 3 days aftér said offense shall have been committed. : 
five feet in width, with 1 not to exceed three feet in the clear, which Sec. 16. the construction of said railway shall be completed within two 


said shall be alike a; o to the branches, and shall furnish commodious | years after the of this act; otherwise all rights and privileges herein con- 
jj One Sur pos On Waid pend | aball. ‘sles, peovidie Didier at stations iry shall cease be determined. 7 


for gers, and ticket - otiices as the busines of the company shall require; and SEC, 17. That no shall be prohibited the privilege to travel on any part 
„ blie carriages thereon, propelled by steam or other | of said railway, or ejected from the cars th ter Other canine Chan that of 
approved motor power, ving therefor a rate of fare not exceeding five cents a | being drunk, profane, disorderly, unc contagious}; or refusing to pay 

within the city limits, and five cents additional to the line of the Dis- | the legal fare demanded, or to comply wi sof the company 


the regulation: 2 

ct: That in case of consolidation with any railway company belong- SEC. 18. That for the p of facilitatin, ihe construction of said railway and 

ing within the jurisdiction of Maryland, and leading from Hyattsville to the afore- | equipping the same, the said company is hereby authorized to borrow monoy to any 
said District line, the fare shall not in the whole distance of the said consolidated | amount not exceedin: 


United States from altering the grade or otherwise imp: the streets and ave- 3 thereon, shall execute and deliver to such trustee or trustees as shall be 
nues through which said way track or tracks shall be and in such event by the president and directors of said company, a mort, or mortgagee 
it shall be the duty of the said railway company to conform to such alterations and | of all or any part of beat pig | belonging to said company : That the 

An shall interest on bonds after two years have ex as aforesaid shall be 
and also the | paid semi-ann 


ly. i 

J 

at as well paved as other portions of said Sec. 19. That the transit of the cars of said company on any portion of said rail- 

streets are paved, and in good order, without expense to the United States, the | way within the city limits shall not exceed six miles per hour: Provided always, 

of Washin tha’ That at all crossings of streets the momentum of the cars shall be reduced toa 

shall be laid in center of the streets, as near as may be, in the most approved TAIO SO DON. CE hg tog apie Rare pe aad Mee receiving and discharging pas- 
cease. 


mode of 
and avenues of the city of Be, ge as heretofore mentioned, by the Govern- | corporation ; the number 3 which shall not exceed thirteen, nor a 
obli T less number than seven; the time and place of holding the first election for direct- 
d. to place upon said track suc! 
van or vans as the Government shall provide, for the of transmit- 


as the 
order and direct, all prisoners in custody in the jail of the District of Colum- com 
bia to the City Hall, and returning the same to said jail, for which service the said | their stock into stock of the new corporation; with such other details as shall be 
railway com shall be entitled to such compensation annually as shall be rea- 2 to perfect the consolidation of said corporations ; and such new corpora- 
sonable sad just to be paid as other expenses of the supreme court of the District | tion possess all the powers, rights, and franchises conferred originally upon 
e e e said corporations, and shall be su to all the restrictions and perform all the 
Sec. 9. That w. the owners of land through which it is proposed to build | duties imposed by this act. P 


1878. 


Sec. 21. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed by the 
Congress of the United S. J 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator who reports 
this new draft of this bill whether this railroad track crosses any 
public property of the United States. 

Mr. HARR No, sir. The fact is that the route provided for by 
the bill does not touch, except the streets of the city so far as it passes 
over those, any ponlo property. 

Mr. HOAR. at is the length of the railroad and branches ? 

Mr, HARRIS, The northern branch I suppose is six or seven miles 
long; running through the country. 

, HOAR. Is it intended to be a horse railway or a steam-rail- 


way? 
kg Nr, HA HARRIS. It is intended to be propelled by a dummy engine, 
s H 

a 9 HOAR. The bill seems to provide for the construction of this 
railroad track through the streets of the city of Washington and the 
District of Columbia, and provides for one of the branches extend- 
ing to a point out near the present depot of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad, and the main line extending to a point where it crosses 
that road at the line of the State of aryland, and it contains an 
authority to consolidate with any steam-raiJroad in the State of 
Maryland. It seems to me that this bill, in substance, might author- 
ize the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad to extend its road along this 
track to any extent, and to use it as an ordinary steam-railroad, with 
the sole limitation that cars shall not go more than six miles an hour 
where they cross streets. 

A If the Senator from Massachusetts will carefull 
examine the section to which he refers I think he will see that suc 
construction would be impossible; and, if possible, I should be glad 
if the Senator from Massachusetts would prepare such amendment as 
will effectually exclude the idea that he expresses, and I shall most 
cheerfully se 

Mr, HOAR. ill the Senator point out the clause in the bill which 
prevents that construction? 

Mr. HARRIS. The section that authorizes consolidation confines 
the consolidation to a road of a similar character to the one that is 
here incorporated. 

Mr. HO That is a railroad constructed in the ordinary way, 
to be propelled bysteam, and without any accountability to any pub- 
lic authority, the authorities of the District or any other. I think 
the bill had better go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair.) Objection being made, the bill will be passed over. 

Mr. HAR. I should be glad if the Senator would prepare an 
amendment excluding the possibility of that construction, and let 
the bill be acted on to-day. It is one in which I have no earthly 
interest, of course; but to the parties who are interested it is im- 
portant, if they are to have this charter at all, that it be granted at 
the earliest day possible. 

Mr. BLAINE. While the two Senators may agree on an amend- 
ment, I will call up a conference report. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 

over, 
75 IMPROVEMENTS OF FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I should like to interrupt the call of the Cal- 
endar for a moment in order to have a resolution passed requesting 
information from the Secretary of War. I offer the resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War 8 he is hereby, directed to report to 
the Senate what amounts of money have expended for improvements of the 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers and intersecting canal or canals in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; also how much it will cost to complete the said improvements so as to make 
the same navigable and useful, and what public benefit has been or is likely to be 
derived from such improvements and expenditure ; also how much money has 

pendor for procuring the right of he brio 


or damage to private property, 
how much agea bar been expen bs R hts of 


or attorneys’ fees in settling rig 
ies of all men employed 


ex 
an 
way; the names of the attorneys and the names and 
as superintendents upon the said improvements. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hoar in the chair.) The resolu- 
tion lies over under the rule until to-morrow. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BLAINE submitted the following report : 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in 
the a ey gery for the service of the Government for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full an 
free conference, have to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


to recommend and do recomm. 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 16, 18, 19, 25, 28, 30, 


31, and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 1, 
habs 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36, and agree 

© the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment numbered 12, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out of said amend- 
ment the words “and binding,“ and strike out “forty” and insert in lieu thereof 
“thirty ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ fif- 
teen” and substitute therefor the word “twelve ;” and the Senate agree to the 
same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 


and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words two 
8 and insert in lieu thereof ‘fifteen hundred;“ and the Senate agree to 
© same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 29, 
= a sates to the same, with an ae as follows: Amend the title of the bill 


d 
by. serting after the word “years said title the words for subsistence of 
Army; and the Senate agree to the same. J. G. BLAINE, 
JAS. B. BEC 
Managers on the partof the Senate. 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. BLAINE, I willexplain the report briefly. The conference 
report is signed by two members of the House and two of the Senate. 


The bill asit came from the House had thirty-seven amendments put 
upon it by the Senate. Those that the House refused to to and 
that the Senate conferees have receded from I will explain, which 
will be all that will be necessary. 

In the case of the printing and binding for the Interior Depart- 
ment we to strike out the words “and binding,” so as to con- 
fine the ap oh og to printing, and we agreed to reduce it from 
$40,000 to 930 5 

For general repairs and improvements” for the Government Hos- 

ital for the Insane an appropriation of $5,000 was added by the 
Roasts which our conferees recede from. We have agreed that if may 
go over to be taken up in the general deficiency bill. These are only 
partial deficiency bills that we are now considering. 

The appropriation for $75,000 for the schools of the District of 
Columbia the Senate conferees recede from. I will explain this more 
at length in a moment. 

From the appropriations for the Rocky Mountain surveys and for 
the geological and geographical surveys of the Territories, a deficiency 
of $25,000, the Senate recede. 

The Senate conferees agreed to change the amount in the amend- 
ment for the mint at San Francisco from $15,000 to $12,000, on the 
recommendation of Dr. Linderman. A similar change was made for 
the mint at Denver by reducing it from $2,000 to $1,500, 

I will not speak of the numerous amendments which the House has 
receded from their disagreement to. 

“ For fertilizers, material, and labor on the Capitol grounds during 
the present fiscal year,” the Senate amended the House bill by insert- 
ing $20,000 instead of $9,000, The Senate conferees were compelled 
to recede on that point. 

“To ascertain the depth of water and width of channel secured and 
maintained from time to time by James B. Eads at the South Pass of 
the Mississippi River, and to enable the Secretary of War to report, 
during the construction of the work, the payments made from time 
to time, and the probable times of other Peyon, and to report,” 
&c., the Senate put in an appropriation of $7,500, which the Senate 
conferees have to recede from, on the ground that they thought 
it required alittle further investigation and it would be er, n 
up and would be quite as available in the next bill, 

“For printing and bindigi for the War Department, to be done at 
the Government Printing Office, a deficiency for the fiscal year 1873, 
$18,000,” is an amendment that the Senate recede from. 

“To repay to the Smithsonian Institution expenses incurred in the 
transportation of public documents under the joint resolution ap- 

roved July 25, 1868, $1,781,” isan amendment that the Senate 0 


m. 
The only point upon which there was a very considerable reluc- 
tance on the part of the Senate conferees to recede was on the $75,000 
a | ehh Sp wai for the schools of the District of Columbia, and the 
$5, for the Hayden survey. There was a little more disposition 
to recede because of the absolute impossibility, as it appeared, of 
securing an agreement with the House on the appropriation for the 
District eee a little more disposition also eee of the fact 
that there was some misapprehension in the Senate when the provision 
was agreed to, owing to a statement made by the Senator who is 
chairman of the District Committee, also under a misapprehension, 
that the $75,000 of last year had been repaid. The commissioners of 
the District frankly a before the Committe on Appropriations 
of the House and said that had not been done and that there was no 
expectation of it ever being done, and a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury stated the same thing. So this was regarded in the 
nature of a gratuity or an advance direct from the Treasury to the Dis- 
trict. Ishould myself beentirely willing to vote for it on that ground; 
but it appeared to me that that was not the ground upon which the 
Senate voted for it, and my own views of propriety induced me to 
recede on that account, leaving it for the Senate to deal with it on 
this bill or hereafter as it may see fit. I certainly feel authorized to 
say that an agreement with the House upon it in the present attitude 
of the case is simply an impossibility, and therefore we had to take 
Hobson’s choice. — 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the consequence? Will the schools stop? 

Mr. BLAINE. I know nothing more than that the consequen 
it seems to me, will be serious. There is a deficiency in the funds o 
the District, not a deficiency technically, as we had that question up 
when the appropriation was here before, not a deficiency which we 
are bound under the law to provide for, but there is a deficiency of 
resources to maintain the schools. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Does not the present law require the schools to 
be maintained ? . 

Mr. BLAINE. There is no obligation whatever on the part of the 
Treasury of the United States, there is no obligation under which the 
United States have obli themselves by law. I think probably 
that the Senator from Vermont will agree with me that there is a 
very strong moral obligation to do it which I am ready to vote to 
fulfill at any time, but that there is a statute obligation to do it I 
never contended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink my honorable friend misapprehended the 
question which I put in my seat. do not maintain at all that the 
United States is under any legal obligation to appropriate this money; 
but ay inquiry was whether under the state of the existing law ap- 
plicable to the District it is not the duty of the District authorities 
out of the District funds to provide for these schools? 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; but they have not got the money. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there is a general fund of taxation that 
brings in money every year. 

Mr. BLAINE. There is undoubtedly, and we eee just as well 
look the thing in the face, although probably this deficiency bill is 
not the precise place to discuss it. There is a chronic deficiency in 
the finances of this District. They are not able to maintain them- 
selves and to fulfill the obligations which in the law they are ex- 
pected to perform by the present available resources coming from 
taxation. The debt is so Tatas, the times have been so hard, the 

~ shri has been so great, that considering the amount of property 
available for taxation, notwithstanding municipal debt is the scourge 
of this country, Washington City has the largest debt in proportion 
to wealth of any city in the Union. I may be wrong, but I think it 


is so. A 
| Mr. MERRIMON. Did I understand the Senator to say a moment 
ago that the advance made by the Treasury to the commissioners last 
year for the purposes of public schools has not been refunded 7 

Mr. B It has not been, and the Senator will remember that 
a statement, which must have been made inadvertently, was made 
by the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
he made it in accordance with what I thought was the fact also, that 
it had been refunded. It was so stated here. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I am very much astonished at that, because my 
information was that it had been refunded. 

Mr. BLAINE. So I thought; and it was the influence of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, 1 may say, that carried the amendment. 
It was somewhat debated, and the way it was re was in the 
form in which the previous appropriation of $75,000 had been made, 
to be paid out of the proceeds derived from taxation not needed for 
other purposes. That on its face was almost a giving away. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That put the schools at the foot of the list. 

Mr. BLAINE. Oh, no; we advanced them $75,000 to be repaid out 
of moneys raised by taxation if the District which were not needed 
for other pi 

Mr. ED. Ns. But all the money was needed for something else. 

Mr. BLAINE. It would be very likely to be. It would be very 
much like an individual agreeing to pay $10,000 when he found it 
convenient and had that amount on hand for which he had no other 
possible use. 

Mr. DORSEY. Ihope the Senator from Maine will allow me a 
word. The other day when this matter was up I stated that the 
$75,000 which the United States advanced last year for the support 
of these schools had been repaid. I made that statement upon the 
authority of the school board, just as I recollected. At all events if 
they did not make the statement in so many words, they left the im- 
pression on my mind, and I think on the mind of all the members of 
the committee, that the money had been refunded that was advanced 
Jast year, and that this $75,000 was to be refunded in the same way. 

Mr. BLAINE. I shared in the mistake of the Senator and bysilence 
I was just as much in a certain sense accountable for the error as he 
by h. But as a matter of fact, it was not repaid, and the com- 
missioners, Governor Dennison and Mr. Bryan (so the House conferees 
inform us) have appeared before their committee, honestly desiring 
to inform them that if there was any expectation of this money being 
repaid the foundation forsuch a hope was very fragile, and that there 
had never been an expectation that it would be repaid, and that is 
what induced me as one conferee on the part of the Senate to recede, 
because it seemed to me then that the appropriation had been made 
upon a misapprehension of facts, fora part of which misapprehension 
I had to charge myself. The Senator from North Carolina follows 
me, I am sure, in all this statement. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Les, sir; I am utterly amazed at what the Senator 
tells the Senate. I learned in committee—exactly how I do not now 
remember—that the money advanced last year had been refunded, aud 
1 had the impression that the law was peremptory requiring it to be 
refunded ; and when I saw that there might bea rove bole in the meas- 
ure before the Senate by which persons desiring to do so might escape 
refunding the money, I made the motion I did the other day so as to 
make the law, if the bill should become a law, peremptory. Ithought 
the law of last year was peremptory. I am astonished at this infor- 
mation. 

Mr. BLAINE. I remember very well the Senator’s statement, and 
it carried the appropriation beyond a doubt, I have said all that I 
feel called upon to say in regard to it, 


Mr. SARGENT. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if the 
$2,000 payable to the Howard University for rent of the Freedmen’s 
Hospital is retained ? 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes, sir; and I can in a moment tell what was put 


in. All the amendments, nine in number, relating to expenditures 
for the Senate were agreed to without dispute. The items for the Gov- 
ernment Hospital for the Insane, of $9,583 for deficiency, are a 

to. The rent for the Freedmen’s Hospital is a; to. All the ap- 
propriations for the mints, with the few changes I have alluded to, 
are „ The appropriation for expenses incurred in obtaining 
abstracts and information of real estate acquired under the internal- 
revenue laws of $600 is agreed to.. 

One item I have omitted. We amended the forty-thousand-dollar 
appropriation for surveyors and gaugers by making it $100,000. That 
amendment is now receded from. 

The appropriation “to complete the work of adapting the ponds - 
in the Monument lot in the city of Washington to the culture of carp 
for distribution throughout the United States,” the House to. 

The House agrees to the three-hundred-thousand-dollar advance for 
the subsistence of the Army, in order that there may be some advan- 
tage taken of the current of the Missouri, insisting, however, as the 
House did that the title of the bill should be changed, as that was 
not in any sense a proper deficiency; so that the title is changed so 
as to embrace that object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did we Sage he to the title before? 

Mr. BLAINE. No; but this changed the object of the bill somuch 
that the House conferees in agreeing to it said that the title ought to 
be chan because it was not properly a deficiency. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The title was outside your saori 

Mr. BLAINE. Most decidedly not outside of our authority. The 
House agree to the expenses for the Des Moines Rapids; the House 

to the deficiency for the Marine Corps; the House a to the 
appropriation for the observation of the solar eclipse in July, 1878; 
the House to the amendment to print a set of watch and sta- 
tion bills at the Government Printing Office, for the Navy; they agree 
to the deficiency appropriation for the New Brunswick and Canada 
Railway; and in fact the House conferees were very liberally and 
kindly disposed. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I had the honor to be a member of 
the conference committee whose 1 has just been submitted, and 
regret that I was unable to concur in the report. I will very briefly 
state some of the reasons. 

There are several of the Senate amendments from which the con- 
ferees on os pao of the Senate have receded which I think ought to 
have been insisted upon. In the first place, on page 9 of the bill the 
Senate inserted an amendment striking out 810, 000 and inserting 
$100,000 “for salaries, expenses, and fees of store-keepers, agents 
surveyors, gaugers, and miscellaneous expenses.” Possibly I would 
have consented to recede from this amendment if it had been the 
only one about which there was difficulty. The action of the con- 
ference committee on this proposition amounts to simply this, that 
we shall have to appropriate another deficiency hereafter, it will 
3 make n the addition of another deficiency bill to the 

ong list of that kind of bills which have come before the Senate this 
Con I think we have already had seven from the House of 
Representatives. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue tells us 
most distinctly and positively that unless he has from $100,000 to 
$150,000 more for this branch of the service the Treasury will suffer 
severe losses from his inability to propeniy guard the revenues, that 
this appropriation is n to enable him to collect the taxation 
a by the law upon the distillation of whisky, &c. Forty thou- 
sand dollars was appropriated for this by the House of Representa- 
tives; $150,000 the officer in charge says is absolutely necessary. The 
Senate, in the exercise of its discretion, and of sound judgment in my 
humble opinion, increased it $100,000, It ought to have been more, 
but even we temporized a little on that subject preferring to divide 
the sum into two or three rather than face the question squarely and 
appropriate what is absolutely n for the service. The con- 
ference committee yielded the $100,000, making it $40,000, thus 
providing for deficiency bill No. 8, or for a loss to the revenue several 
times greater than the sum asked for. 

Now I enter this prophecy, Mr. President, and I ask the Senate to 
note it, that if we agree to this conference report, just so certainly as 
we remain here until the 30th of June we shall be informed of a loss 
of revenue or be compelled to appropriate another deficiency for this 
purpose. Iam thoroughly weary of dividing these deficiency bills 
and subdividing them into eight, ten, fifteen, or twenty—nobody 
knows how many—when a A deticieney bill, or at most two, 
should cover the whole ground. en we know that a certain amount 
of money is n to carry on the Government, why not spat let 
ate it at once instead of dividing it into half a dozen sums. That 
sort of division is not economy. 

I made the suggestion some time ago that it would be an accommo- 
dation to the Senate to have the deficiency bills numbered. Lettering 
would not do, because there are only twenty-six letters in the alpha- 
bet; but numbers run on indefinitely, and will therefore be more con- 
venient for this pa 

There will pro Abiy be no great loss of revenue if we shall come 
in hereafter and appropriate in some other bill the amount which the 
conference has agreed to strike out; but I am tired of that sort of 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. - 


2851 


t 
thing. My chief objections were to one or two other propositions. 
The thirty-first amendment, for instance, was— 

For ting and binding for the War 8 to be done at the Govern- 
ment ting Office, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1878, $18,000. 

Now what are the facts with reference to this item? The Senate, 
upon the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations, in- 
serted it in the bill. It was one of the items referred to the confer- 
ence committee. A majority of the conferees on the of the 
Senate have receded from that proposition. Under what circum- 
stances? Let me tell you. There are no funds now at the command 
of the War Department for its printing. They estimated for 1878 
$149,850 for that purpose, and in harmony with our custom for two 
or three years apo to reduce 5 and call it economy, no 
matter what the service requ ired, to provide for deficiency bills, and 
try to persuade somebody that we had thereby saved money, we ap- 
propriated for the year 1878, instead of $149,000 or somewhere near 
the required sum, $72,000 for printing for the War Department. They 
come in and tell us now that they cannot get along with less than 
from $20,000 to $25,000 more for that purpose. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there anything done in printing the rebellion 
records! 

' Mr. WINDOM. My impression is that they are carrying it on. The 
Secretary of War sent the following communication to the Committee 


on Appropriations : 
From War Department.] 
WASHINGTON, March 28, 1878. 
To Hon. WittiaM Womo, United States Senate : 


The a ee blic printing for this Department is exhausted. Ihave 
4 — a 000 to carry the Department through the 


asked an additional appropriation of 
remainder of the nt fiscal year. The public service will be mach obstructed 
if this app is not soon made. 


GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 

Bear in mind, Mr. President, that we cut them down last year from 
$149,000 to $72,000, and now the Secretary of War comes in and says 
that the public service “ will be much obstructed” if we do not give 
them at least $25,000 for this printing. I took occasion in addition to 
this information to telegraph to the tary of War to send down 
to the committee—— 

Mr. BAYARD. May Lask the honorable Senator whence came this 
estimate of $149,000, or $150,000 in round numbers, that is now to be 
satisfied by less than $100,(00 according to the appropriation: by Con- 
gress and the estimate of the Secretary of War 

Mr. WINDOM. I suppose the answer to this question is this, that 
by encroaching upon the wants of next year they can get along with 
less this year. For instance, in the War Department as well as in 
the other Departments, 5 in the War Department, there 
is a very large amount required for printing blanks, blank- books, &c., 
which are distributed over the country, and I presume that a portion 
of those can be postponed to next year, and it will simply add to the 
amount of printing required at that time, so that they can get along 
with thirty or forty thousand dollars less than the estimate, but a 
la art of it will come in next year, 

Mr. AYARD. Then I respectfully submit to the honorable Sena- 
tor that upon an estimate of $150,000 an excess of some 33 per cent. 
has been discovered which can be dispensed with. 

Mr. WINDOM. Can be postponed, not dispensed with. 

Mr. BAYARD. With due respect to the Senator, it seems that there 
is in his mind a mere suggestion that the use of blanks and the like 
may be 2 the present year. 

Mr. WINDOM. I think the Senator does not distinctly understand 
me and perhaps I did not make myself very clear. 

Mr. BAYARD, There was an estimate of $150,000. There was an 
appropriation of $72,000. There is now acall for $25,000 more, which 
makes $97,000 ; and $97,000 it is admitted will carry the Department 
hy, the expenses of printing for the present year instead of 

150,000. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now I will try and make myself understood. I 
have no doubt that this difference can be accounted for in this way: 
There is a large number of blank-books and various kinds of blan 
that are used by the Army permanently, and I presume that by letting 
the stock entirely ran down and postponing until next year a large 
amount that cah be postponed, and then providing for it next year 
you may reduce this somewhat more. 

But I wanted to say a moment ago, when the Senator from Dela- 
ware kindly interrupted me—and I find no fault with it—that I haye 
no doubt the estimates were | They always are! I have 
never defended and do not defend appropriatin g up to the full amount 
of the estimates; but a wise discretion should be exercised in that 
matter, and, unless the War Department was absolutely dishonest in 
this thing, $72,000 was not a reasonable appropriation upon an esti- 
mate of 5149, 000. They now ask for $25,000 in addition to the $72,000, 
and they tell us that there is absolutely no money at command todo 
their aay Blanks which are necessary for the Quartermaster- 
General’s Office and for the Commissary-General’s Office, that have 
been sent to the Printing Office to be printed, have been suspended 
because there is not, as the chief clerk told me this afternoon, a dollar 
appropriated to pay for them. Now, what are you going to do? You 
are going to send all over the United States to the various posts ordi- 
nary stationery and require the men to rule it and make the headings, 
thereby imposing upon them great labor and expense in excess of 


the cost of this petting: and this at the risk of a complication in 


the accounts and various other difficulties arising out of it. 

This is only one of the items of printing. There is another with 
reference to the Army Register. Isuppose that the printing of the 
Army Register could be dispensed with, and you need never prins 
one. The Army Register for the Ist of January has not yet n 
printed for the want of money, What is this Register? It is a 
directory of the Army, which is as important to the Army as the 
directory in a city is to the inhabitants. It comprises what every 
man in the Army wants to know, and a great many hundreds of thou- 
sands of people outside ofthe Army. Of course you can dispense with 
it, but it will cause very great inconvenience, 

My friend from Maine suggests that it was understood that this 
appropriation for printing should be put in another appropriation 
bi, © regular deficiency bill. The seven that we have had and the 
six or eight that are to come hereafter are the irregulars. When we 
get the grand regular deficiency bill, then we can pas in these items, 

do not know how many millions of deficiencies have already been 
appropriated, but I think the aggregate foots up five or six millions 
during this Congress, 

The Senate has acted deliberately. It has placed amendments on 
this bill which are recognized by the statement of the chairman of 
the conference committee to be just and proper; and we are now 
asked to stultify ourselves by agreeing to strike them out in order 
that they may be put in some other bill that is to come hereafter, 
where they will be no more appropriate than they are in this one. I 
cannot agree to that sort of child’s play. 

I cannot either to the rejection of the thirtieth amendment 
of the Senate, which provided— 

To ascertain the depth of water and width of channel secured and maintained 
from time to time hy Sateen B. Eads, at the South Pass of the Mississippi River, 
and to enable the 1 ot War to gorug iae construction of the work, 
the payments mado from time to time, and the probable times of other payments, 
and to report during the construction of the work all important facts relating to 
the progress of the same, materials used, and the character and permanency with 
which the said jetties and auxiliary works are being constructed, $7,500. 

Congress has authorized a contract with Captain James B. Eads 
for the improvement of the mouth of the Mississ ppi River, and it has 
agreed to make such examinations and surveys of that work as will 
inform the Secretary of War when the payments are due to Captain 

Unless those surveys and examinations are made, the Secre- 
tary of War cannot certify to the execution of the work and Captain 
Eads cannot receive his pay. I want to say that this work of Mr. 
Eads I think will be one of the grandest physical triumphs ever 
achieved on this continent. He has undertaken it at his own risk 
and expense, receiving no money until he produces certain results. 
We have agreed to provide the means whereby the Secretary of War 
shall know whether he has performed those conditions or not. The 
Secre of War informs the Committee on Appropriations that this 
amount is n in order to carr on that examination. Let me 
zond the communication from the Secretary of War dated March 21, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, March 21, 1878. 

The Secretary of War has the honor to transmit to the Senate a communication 
from the Chief of ias, thai 
riation be made for continuing the examinations required by section 4 of the act of 

with the construction 


The necessity for this a; priation is a t when it is considered that e 
ments to Mr. James B. Foun oniy be maia npin the Tipari of the ethane Getetiod 
to examine the works. 

GEO. W. McCRARY, 
Secretary of War. 


And he submitted with that letter a communication from General 
Humphreys, Chief of Engineers, as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, D. C., March 16, 1878. 


iit 
duty to continue the examinations in regard to depth of water and width of chan- 
nel required by Congress in connection with the construction of jetties at the 
South Pass, ppi River, to March 31, 1878, in the expectation that before 
that period would have made the necessary appropriation for the work. 
The allotment above mentioned will soon be cxhaastat, and it is necessary that 
funds for continuing the examinations be provided at an early * 
The estimate for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, was $15,000. (Book of 
7 — daily on — 1 the attention of Congress be called to the 
t is respectf suggested n neces- 
riation referred to, in order that the examinations in 
ee e, your Sbodient METAI 
ery res ly, your obedient servan! 
A. A. HUMPHREYS, 


Brigadier-General and Chief of Engineers, 
of War. = 
I addressed a tel m to the Chief of Engineers this afternoon on 
this point. I will read his answer: 
From War Department] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 25, 1878. 


Hon. GEORGE W. McCrary, 
Secretary 


Hon. WILLIAM Wixpom, 
United States Senate: 

The last 9 for examination and surveys at South Pass, Mississi 
River, was e: some time since, and fands have been provided temporarily 
from 8 for examinations and surveys and contingencies of rivers 
and harbors, This appropriation is not properly applicable to that object, and it 
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is a stretch of authority to use it in that way, which the ater 4 of War ought 


not to be obliged to resort to, or the Chief of Engineers be compell 
him. Please see Executive Document 46, Senate, present session. 
A. A. HUMPHREY! 


Chief of 8 
The meaning of that, as I take it, reading the two communications 
together, is simply this: the first one intimates if this core heen 
be not made the work of examination will have to be discontinued ; 
the second communication says he believes it is astretch of authority to 
use other funds for this purpose. The result of it will be if Congress 
refuses to make this appropriation—at least I fear it will—that these 
examinations will be discontinued, and when Captain Eads asks to 
have his certificate from the Secretary of War for services which he 
has fairly and honestly rendered to the Government in the achieve- 
ment of one of the dest results ever achieved in this country he 
will be told “ There is no fund to make an examination and you must 
wait for your money.” If that be the result of it, it will be one of 
the most contemptible acts of repudiation that any Government was 
ever guilty of. There is great danger that this is precisely what this 
conference report provides for, and hence I cannot consent to it. 
But, Mr. President, with a brief reference to one other proposition 
in the bill I shall relieve the Senate, and I am very free to say that 
the item upon which I now propose to make a few remarks is the 
one which I was most reluctant to yield. It is the sixteenth amend- 
ment of the Senate: 
District of Columbia: 
That the Secretary of the Tory be authorized and directed to advance to the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia $75,000 for the support of the public 
mmissioners shall 


schools of the District, to be available immediately; and said co 


refund the amount so advanced out of any revenues of the District for the current 
year. 

We have been told by the honorable Senator from Maine that one 
of the reasons why he was willing to yield this point was that a 
statement was inadvertently made to the Senate when the bill was 
on its passage which proves to have been incorrect. This is undoubt- 
edly true. It was incorrect through inadvertence; but I submit to 
my honorable friend from Maine whether it would not have been as 
well to have allowed the Senate to reconsider its action with the 
benefit of the facts before it. This could have been done by a dis- 
agreement in the conference. For my part I did not vote for this 
proposition originally because the money had been paid back that 
Was appropriated for 1877. Idid not suppose when the $75,000 was 
appropriated last year it ever would be paid back. The conditions 
of the bill were such that I did not expect it to be repaid. The 4 
vision was, as stated by the Senator from Maine, that it should be 

aid out of any funds not needed for other purposes. Every body 
noes that there was no expectation that it would ever be repaid 
under those circumstances. 

Mr. BAYARD, May I ask the honorable Senator was it not stated 
here in debate that the reason for the 8 of that item in the 
bill was that the previous advance had paid back? 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not remember that it was so stated. I think 
not. Ido not think that was stated as the reason. It was sta 
however, as I said, through misapprehension that it had been pai 
back. I was astonished when I heard the statement, because I knew 
what the provision of the bill was, and I was surprised to hear that 
there had been $75,000 of the funds of this District which were not 
needed for other purposes. I was surprised when informed that it 
had been paid back, and I expressed some surprise to the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. DORSEY. That was not the exact wording of the amendment 
of last year. It was that this money should be paid back out of the 
revenues raised by taxation not necessary for the current expenses of 
the District government. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is a little more accurate than my statement; 
I had not the words before me, and I am obliged to the Senator for 
giving me the exact verbiage. I think it means precisely the same 
thing. “Not needed for actual current expenses of the District” 
meant the same thing as I stated. 

Now I submit to the Senator from Maine that, finding that the 
Senate had acted upon a misapprehension and this being an im- 
portant matter, it would have been as well for the committee on the 
part of the Senate in this conference to disagree and submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate, and if the Senate upon a deliberate vote and upon 
full information on the subject had rejected the proposition, of course 
it would have been acquiesced in by everybody. 

But, Mr. President, I care not whether the $75,000 was repaid or 
not; I insist that it is the duty of the Government to appropriate 
that much as a contribution to the support of the schools in this 
District. It is true the amendment under discussion does not make 
an appropriation as a contribution. By the amendment suggested, I 
think, by the honorable Senator from North Carolina, it was provided: 

And said commissioners shall refund the money so advanced ont of any revenues 
of the District for the current fiscal year. 

Here is an imperative requirement that this money be repaid out 
of the receipts of the current fiscal year. It is no donation, no gift; 
it is a mere advance of funds, a loan which must be repaid. It is 
proposed to be made because the discussion in the Senate disclosed 
the fact that the schools must be closed if it be not made. Now, how 


to recommend 


do we stand on this proposition? With the statement distinctly 
made by the commissioners of the District and by the school board 


that within a very few days, by the close of this month at least, the 
schools of this District will be closed unless we advance $75,000 to be 
repaid out of the funds collected by the District, we deliberately say, 
Close your schools for the next two months, turn the twenty thou- 
sand chiidren on the street, for we will not advance the sum of $75,000 
or any other sum to the District of Columbia even thongh it be repaid 
in two or three months.” That is precisely what this conference report 
means. It means that the schools of this District shall be closed; for, 
as we all know, a separate appropriation for this p will not 
pass. If it is not ä on this 9 bill it will not be 80 
on any other; and the same reasons which will defeat it now, will 
defeat it in any other bill. It is not the form but the substance of 
the amendment that provokes opposition. We may just as well meet 
the facts squarely now. If we mean that the schools in this District 
shall be suspended two months before the end of the school year, let 
us say so by a ing to this conference report. There is no legal 
obligation resting upon us to appropriate anything for this purpose, 
but to refuse it is to repudiate a moral obligation much stronger than 
any mere legal obligation can be. This is no new thing. e obli- 
gation to contribute to support of schools in this District was recog- 
nized a quarter of a century ago. : 

Let me call attention to a report made on this subject in 1856 by 
Mr. Albert G. Brown, of Mississippi. After a careful examination of 
the question the Committee on the District of Columbia, through Mr. 
Brown, reported a great many very interesting facts showing the 
relation of this District to the General Government. This report was 
made in “the good old democratic days,” I will say to my friend from 
Delaware, who did me the honor to give me his attention some time 
ago. The committee, I think, unanimously reported that the Gov- 
ernment should contribute one-half the expense of supporting the. 
schools in this District. The reasons assigned, among others, are 
because the Government owns one-half the property, because from 
the sale of lots alone reserved by the Government it had received 
the sum of $707,190.69, and of this sum it had appropriated $686,626.21 
for the erection of public buildings. There are various other facts 
stated, showing that the Government ought in equity and fair deal- 
ing to make the contribution, and the Senate acting upon the report 
passed a bill, almost unanimously, appropriating one-half the funds 
necessary to support the schools. 

Mr. BAYARD. What was the amendment? 

Mr. WINDOM. The amount I do not now remember, but that has 
nothing to do with it, I will say tothe honorable Senator. There was 
not the same reason then that Con should do this thing that 
exists to-day, and the question as to whether it was $10,000 or $500,000 
has nothing whatever to do with the equities of the case. 

Mr. BEC I desire to ask the Senator from Minnesota from what 
committee Mr. Brown made his report ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The Committee on the District of Columbia. The 
report is headed : 

Report. To accompany S. 214. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred “ the memo- 
rial of the board of trustees of public schools of Washington City, District of Co- 
2 praying a donation of city lots for educational purposes, or that a portion 


the proceeds of sales of lots heretofore made may be invested for that purpose, 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to report. + 


This heading is very suggestive, and I am very glad the Senator has 
called my attention to it. It seems that as long ago as 1856 the Dis- 
trict of Columbia petitioned Congress to treat tear as it was 
treating the new States and Territories of the United States; that i 
to make a donation out of property it held here, for the support o: 
schools, or else to appropriate money for this purpose. 

I will read the report: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred“ the memo- 
rial of the board of trustees of public schools of Washington City, District of Co- 
lumbia, praying a donation of city lots for educational R or that a portion 
of the proceeds of sales of lots heretofore made may be invested for that purpose,” 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to report: 

That there remains unsold one hundred and ninety lots in the city of Washing- 
ton, valued at $15,615; but that they stand pledged for an indebtedness equal in 
amount to their entire value.—(See appendix, A and B.) The first prayer of the 
memorialists cannot, therefore, with propriety be Sipe ger 

The sales of lots heretofore made have produced, as near as can now be ascer- 
tained, the net sum of $707,190.69. Of this sam, $686,626.21 has been paid into the 
hands of various Commissioners of Public Buildings, and by them expended in the 
erection of the Capitol, President's house, Treasury, and War Offices, and in build- 
ing wharves and bridges, eae and opening streets, araue Ko. (See sopen: 
dix A.) The remaining $21,564.48 was paid into the Treasury, and has been applied, 
under the twelfth section of the act of May 17, 1848, to amend the city charter, (seo 
appendix C,) to opening, repairing, and keeping in order the streets, avenues, foot- 
ways, &c., in the city of Washington. It thus appears that there remains unex- 
pended no part of the fund arising from the sale of lots heretofore made in this 
city. The second prayer of the memorialists must, consequently, be denied. 

our committee appreciate the importance of education everywhere, and have 
therefore entered on the investigation of the subject, so far as it is embraced in 
the memorial, with a sincere desire to recommend some scheme that should advance 
educational interests and prospects of the metropolis. 

It has been ascertained that there were in attendance last year on the public 
schools in this city 2,170 scholars, consisting of nearly ognar numbers of boys and 
girls. The number of schools was 32; teachers 38—females 33, males 5. It is esti- 
mated that the city requires accommodation for double the number of pupils now 
at school, and with sufficient pecuniary aid to enable the commissioners to build 
houses and employ teachers, 4,000 children would be put to school the e yeur. 
Only about one-half that now apply can be received. (Seo appendix D.) 

The sum expended last year was $25,291.66. This fund Was raised as follows: 
6 per cent. on the permanent school fund, $3,030; the poll (or voting) tax of $1 on 
each voter, $5,230 ; appropriation from the city treasury, $16,761. This sum is ex- 
clusive of the expenditures for houses. Since 1845, when the present school sys- 
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tem went into operation, the city has expended $20,000 in the purchase and erection 
of school-houses. The deficiency of houses is still very great, and is in fact the 
chief source of embarrassment to the present i 

Your committee have found the schools in Washington in the main well con- 
ducted, and on a plan which gives satisfaction to the almost entire community. 

With these facts before us, and with the full conviction that the present school 
fund is altogether insufficient to meet the demands upon it, your committee have 
felt it to be their duty to ascertain if some proper plan could not be devised for 
e the a ed neigh found a hi 

ngton City on ww e largest pr 
9 and even urging a tax for Sokoni purposes. A tax of this kind must 
necessarily fall, in a great degree, on those who have only a contingent or result- 
ing interest in keeping up free schools. The rich can and will educate their own 
children. It must be the poor who pay no taxes who derive the first and immedi- 
ate advantages from public schools. 

The assessed value of real estate in this city is $25,508 78. It he? ahs en to levy 
a special school tax of a mill on the dollar upon this property. This would raise 
a fraction over $25,000 annually, 

Your committee has no means of ascertaining accurately the value of Govern- 
ment property within the city limits, bat it is believed to be nearly or quite equal 
to the value of the private property within the same limits. Your committee do not 

a tax on Government property; but they have thought, if pervare persons 

— ng only a remote interest in the education of the poor are willing to submit 
to a tax on their property for edu: urposes, the Government, which has an 
terest in the same subject. might make its contribution to that 


t is fair to say that citizens of Washington have the same interest in whatever 

to the Government as citizens of equal fortune in the States, and that they 
contribute pro rata to the contents of the Treasury. It follows that, in proportion 
to their numbers and wealth, they contribute as much of what may be expended 
by the Government for schools here as any like n of persons of like wealth 


anywhere 
yf then, if on account of their close proximity to the schools they pay a special 
me for that special advantage, it would seem that they have obtained no special 
vor. 
It may be said that Con; 


maf state of public opinion in Wash- 
rty-holders coming forward and freely 


and in the 
States especiall has made the most munificent land grants to schools 
and colleges. it be assumed that is as much restricted in the 


as in tates, then, we say, if Congress owns one-h: he 

rine Sate cea means to hold itin Aem — „it ought pth shy rate Pree 

on that property for the support of schools, or else contribute from the general 

8 zum equal to the amount paid by private persons in the State for that 
ject. 

Gas accordance with the views here expressed your committee report a bill. 

Sir, I am somewhat earnest on this subject, and I will tell you why. 
Amoug the reasons, I represent a State which has been dealt with 
munificently by this Government so far as schools are concerned. 
The Government donated to that State, and to nearly if not quite all 
the new States, one acre in every eighteen of the public domain. 
Sections 16 and 36 in every township was donated for that purpose. 
While this 3 being done in the new Territories aud States 
the people of the District of Columbia, over which the Govern- 
ment has absolute control, as much so as it has over its arsenals, 
forts, or dock-yards, came to Congress and humbly asked the same 
pons treatment which the new States received. They said: “You 

ave a large amount of pepers here. You have already sold over 
seven hundred thousand do lara worth of it, and received it into the 

. Now give us a portion of these remaining lots for school 
urposes, or, if you will not do that, make an appropriation of money 
or that purpose.” 

The committee, as we have seen, recommended that a money con- 
tribution should be made, and the Senate approved that recommenda- 
tion, as I am informed, although 1 have not seen the bill referred to. 
Senators can easily find it by reference to the files. The Senate 
did pass that bill, making an appropriation of one-half the funds 
necessary. i 

Mr. BAYARD. Twelve thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. WINDOM. Twelve thousand five hundred dollars, my friend 
says. Does that make any difference? There were then about two 
thousand scholars in the District of Columbia enrolled. To-day there 
hre some twenty-one or twenty-two thousand. Is this Government 
so poor that it will make the amount n to do an act of justice 
the condition upon which it shall be done? Shall it be said that it 
Was proper enough in 1856 to appropriate $12,500, but that it is im- 
proper now because the amount asked is $75,000? This bill does not 
propose to appropriate one-half, it pro only 20 per cent. of the 
amount necessary to support these sc: and that, as my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] says, is to be paid back. This 
amendment does not propose to donate anything ; it merely advances 
shes rather than close the schools, but expressly requires its repay- 
ment. 

I said that it was only about 20 per cent. that we propose to advance 
as a temporary loan. t us see. The total expenditure for 1877 for 
schools in this District was $370,996.26. The total expenditure for this 

ear will be, if the schools are not closed, about the same amount, 
0,000. Now, the proposition is to loan for a little while, until they 
bar Lag Ain nepal sree z opt one-fifth, 20 por cent, 9 55 amount 
which the District raises for that and yet even that proposi- 
tion finds objectors here! dpa 4 57 10 . 

Let us look for a single moment at some of the obligations that 
rest upon us in this matter. The whole number of 8 enrolled 
in this District is 21 Of these, there were white children, 14,026; 
colored children, 7 Why did those colored children come here 
in such 1 numbers? They were invited here by our own laws. 
They were induced to come here, many of them, because the educa- 


tionalad vantages which we said should be given to them were greater 
here than elsewhere. In 1864 we passed the following act: 

Sec, 16. And be it. 3 That any white resident of said county shall be 
privileged to place his or her child or ward at any one of the schools provided for 


the education of white children in said county, he or she may e eer 
t 


with the consent of the trustees of both districts ae any colo; 


have the same rights with respect to colored schoo! 
Then we provided further: 


Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the said commis- 
sioners to ores suitable and convenient houses or rooms for holding schools for 
colored children, to employ and examine teachers therefor, and to a 3 
te and col- 


proper discipline, and to endeavor to promote a thorough, equitable, and practical 
education ‘of colored children in said county. 

Then we provided again : 

Sec, 18, And be it further enacted, That the first section of the act of Congress 
entitled An act providing for the education of colored children in the cities of 
Washington and rgetown, District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed ; and that from and after the of this act 
it shall be the duty of the municipal authorities of the cities of Was * and 
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, to set apart each year from the whole 
fund received from all sources by such authorities, applicable, under existing pro- 
visions of law, to purposes of public education, such a proportionate part thereof 
as the number of colored chil between the ages of six and seventeen years, 
in the respective cities bear to the whole number of children thereof, for the pur- 
pose of establishing and sustaining public schools in said cities for the education 
of colored children. 


In 1864 we said to the colored people in the bordering States of 
Virginia and Maryland, which do not provide very liberally for their 
education, “Come over into this District; bring all your children 
here; and we will educate them.” Ay, Mr. President, not we will 
educate them—no, sir, but “ We will make the oe le of this Dis- 
trict, who own only half the property in it, build school-houses for 
them ; set aside one-third of all their funds to educate them; but we 
will not contribute a dollar toward it; nor will we even advance the 
smal] sum that may be n to keep those schools open when an 
overburdened people cannot raise the money to do it.“ When we 
have invited these people here, when we have filled the District with 
colored children because of our legislation, is it fair, is it honest, is it 
honorable on the part of this Government to refuse to make any con- 
tribution whatever toward their education? What unbounded lib- 
erality on our part to pass laws offering an education to all the colored 
children of Maryland and Virginia and elsewhere who chose to come 
here, and then refuse to pay any part of the expense! How gener- 
ous to impose this entire burden on the people of the District! You 
have the power to do it, Mr. President, but is it honest, is it just, is 
it honorable ? 

The schools in this District have been as economically conducted 
as any in any other city, and there is no ground for objecting on that 
score. The total per annum expense is $370,000; the average enroll- 
ment is about twenty thousand, making the cost per year per scholar 
only about $18.50. This includes rent—amounting to more than 
$25,000—fuel, teachers’ salaries, and all other expenditures. I have 
a table making a comparative statement of the cost of education in 
this District with any other portion of the country, and with the per- 
mission of the SenateI will hand it to the Reporter without stopping 
to read it. It shows that the District is as economical in the man- 

ment of its educational interests as any other city in the Union 
almost. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is that the cost of the education of the 
children is not ter than elsewhere. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not as great per capita as in most cities. I 
think I will read it. “With a view of showing the com tive 
cost of education based on the average daily attendance o papila 
in several large cities, the following table has been compiled from 


the report of the United States Commissioner of Education :” 


Total cost. 


111 KA EEE E RTE $25 94 810 21 $36 15 

2 24 1 657| 3118 

3 29| 564| 2763 

4 2190| 512| 2702 

5 16 00 1000| 2600 

6 | Saint Louisnꝛ:rk » ũũẽ . : 19 62 5 72 25 34 

7 Cincinnati 20 80 3 50 24 30 

8 Indiauapolis ‘| 1738| 666| 24 04 

9 | Washington and Georgetown ........----.--------- 15 11 779 22 90 

That was the expense of 1875, when the number of scholars was 

smaller, the number of school-houses required about the same, and 
the cost now is only about $18.50 instead of $22.90, as then— 

6 32 22 738 

5 84 2258 

3 30 1978 

5 33 1907 


In this matter of tuition in this District, all the charges are included 
for incidentals, for the rent of buildings, which is large, and for fuel, 
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and various other incidental and necessary expenses of education. 
It comprehends the whole expense. 

There is another reason which operates upon my mind in favor of 
making some fair and equitable contribution toward the expenses of 
the common schools in this District. I have said that about one- 
third of the pupils are colored; I have shown on by what assurances 
many of them were induced to come here. These ple are r; 
I presume there is not property enough owned by the parents of that 
one-third of the papia of the common schools to pay for the support 
of a single school of the kind that is maintained up here. The schools 
for colored children as well as for white in this District are an honor 
tothe country. There are very few placesin the United States where 
they are better managed than they are here. In addition to the large 
number of colored pupils who by our own statute were induced to come 
here, and who were thrown upon the District by thousands as the 
result of the war, we have another class of people here whose chil- 
dren we should not require the District to educate wholly at its own 


expense. 

‘About 30 per cent. of the scholars in these schools are the children 
of officers and employés of various kinds of the Government of the 
United States—people who are brought here because the Government 
is here, people who are living upon salaries, and who have very little 
property which contributes to taxation. A very large proportion of 
them are clerks in the Departments who do not have a legal residence, 
who go home to vote. One-third nearly of all the scholars are chil- 
dren of that class of people. As my friend from Massachusetts sug- 

they must be here or others in their places. Is it fair for us to 
impose on the people of this District, the tax-payers, the entire respon- 
sibility of educating this 30 per cent. of peo le who are brought here 
in that way, and who contribute very little, if anything, to the taxa- 
tion of the District? Isubmit, then, to the sense of fair play of every 
Senator—and I know that whatever his vote may be in his heart he 
responds—that it is not fair or honorable that we should compel them 
to aa this thing. Is it fair, is it right that the parents of one-third 
of the children of the District should be compelled to support the 
other two-thirds composed of the colored gigs! who are brought here 
by our instrumentality, and the 30 per cent. of whites who are here con- 
tinuously in the service of the Government, but who pay no taxes of 
any consequence. I think not. I cannot so vote, and hence could 
not give my consent to this conference report. 

Mr. President, there are one or two other points that I want tosug- 
gest in connection with this subject. The District of Columbia is 
often spoken of in this body and elsewhere as a sort of mendicant, 
always in debt, always behind, always at the doors of Congress for 
assistance. This is simply a gratuitous libel on the poopie of your 
capital city, and as a citizen of this Republic I 11 it. There is 
another side to this matter, Mr. President, as I will briefly show you. 
The facts that I present now are from a statement signed by eighteen 
of the most prominent citizens of the Districtof Columbia. I will not 
read their names but they areall well known. They are men whose 
word you would take on any subject, and I apprehend the facts they 
state are substantially correct. ey are the representatives of the 
committee of one hundred chosen by the District of Columbia to pre- 
sent its case to Congress. Let me read one or two extracts from that 
statement: ' 

A careful in into tive I and Federal 
Governments, eee come ama other 8 foe e bene- 
fit, shows that while the ge greg by Congress for these 5 Bey to the 
present, do not exceed $6,000,000, the District Government has expended for the 
same purposes not less than’ $35,000,000; which sum is represented by a debt of 
about $23,000,000, and the balance of $12,000,000 has been furnished, in cash, by the 
tax-payers of the District. 

Now, Mr. President, who owns these streets? The Government of 
the United States has so complete and absolute an ownership over 
every street and avenue in this District that it can close any one at 
pleasure; it can sell or lease it to anybody it pleases. It has the en- 
tire and absolute ownership of every street in the District, and yet 
for the improvement of our own streets and other purposes of internal 
improvement in a city where we own, as the best estimate shows, 50 

r cent. of all the property the government of the District has paid 
$35,000,000 and the Government of the United States $6,000,000. Is 
the District of Columbia, then, wholly a mendicant begging at our 
doors for crumbs? No, Mr. President. The circumstances I have 
mentioned prove either that this so-called “mendicant” has contrib- 
uted more t its share and this Goverament has declined to assume 
its fair share of responsibility. It has shirked its obligations because 
it had the power to do so. 

I read again from this statement: 

It further ap that these expenditures by the local government, except 
$9,000,000 ed prior to 1871, were made, and $15,000,000 of this oppressive 
debt contracted by agents of the United States, over whom the citizens of the 
District had no control whatever, and for whose acts, therefore, they are in no 
manner responsible. 

Here is another point well worthy of our consideration. With the 
exception of $9,000,000 prior to 1871, this debt was contracted through 
our own san We appointed the board of public works. We au- 
thorized the people of the District of Columbia to elect a house of 
delegates, but they did not have control over the legislation of the 
District, because, if I recollect aright, we appointed the council, the 
so-called senate of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES. Not “we.” 


Mr. WINDOM. Yes “we;” the President and the Senate of the 
United States did it. We appointed our own board of public works; 
we appointed the governor; we appointed the council which had a 
veto upon the acts of the lower house; and then, because we allowed 
them to clect delegates to the lower house, we said they are responsi- 
ble for this vast debt, and therefore we will not contribute a cent 
toward it! 

Mr. President, we had complete power over this District all the 
time this debt was being contracted, Our own agents incurred this 
debt. Our own agents piled this heavy load upon the people of this 
District, under which they are groaning to-day, and by reason of 
which they are unable to raise taxes enongh to keep their schools 
open all the year; and after our own agents had imposed this burden 
upon them and these people come and say to us, “ We cannot raise 
money enough to keep these schools open the entire year; loan us 
$75,000 until the commencement of next year, when we can raise our 
taxes, and we will pay it back to you,” we say,“ No; you may close 

our schools and turn the twenty thousand children on the streets.” 

his report of the conference committee says just that thing. Ican- 
pos amai to any such injustice as that, and I hope the Senate will 
not do it. 

Take the proportion of expense which the Government bears for 
another purpose in this District. As I have said, we own all the 
streets, we own all these reservations in the District, Who pays for 
lighting these streets, and these reservations, and these public grounds? 
Congress does not do it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do they not pay pari for the Avenue ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not know about that. I will read the state- 
ment of this committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ithink Congress pays for one-third of lighting 
the Avenue. . 

Mr. WINDOM. Congress pays for one-third of lighting the Ave- 
nue, as I am informed by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee. 
les read the figures with reference to the public lighting of the 
city: 

Nearly the entire e: of ting the cities of Was j 
including lamps on streets a ene grounds fens tite bei h 
District government. The United States pays for no lamps except those located 
on the public reservations. 


I ought to add, as lam also informed by the Senator from Arkan 


(Mr. Dorsry,] that the Government pays for lighting one-third o 
the Avenue. It pays nothing for the ps. 
About $163,000 ded for light d the „and of 
ea e e ‘or light during the past year, and of this sum the 


Is it right, the Government owning one-half the property, owning 
all the sireets and reservations which are 1 7 5 that we should pay 
$6,312.40 and require the District to pay $163,000? 

But again, it is not true that this District has contributed nothing 
to the support of the Government: 

The people of this District have also, since 1863— 

I read again from this document 

into the Treasury of the United States, under the internal-revenue law, 

695,119, or more than has been paid by all the other Territories combined—more 
than has been paid by the States of Arkansas, Piocida. —— Hox 
braska, or Oregon. 

But how differently we treat this District, which is completely and 
absolutely under our control, from what we do these States! 1 has 
contributed more to the Government than any of them in money, but 
when we organized those States we gave them one acre in every 
eighteen for schools. In my own State, if we shall continue to hus- 
band the school fund as proyidently as heretofore, in a very few years 
it will pay the entire expense of eee schools in the State. 

Mr. DAWES. It does pay the expense in Michigan, 

Mr. WINDOM. I am informed that the grant of public lands in 
the State of Michigan does already emia support their common 
schools. How it is that Senators, especially those who come from 
new States where these munificent grants have been made for schools, 
can deny to this District the poor pittance they ask to-day in the 
shape of a loan for a few months, in order to avoid closing these 
schools, I cannot understand. 

If the report of this conference committee is to be adopted, not- 
withstanding these claims, notwithstanding the injustice which is 
done to these pei the schools will be closed within the next ten 
days, and the children turned out upon the streets Is that desirable 
in a political point of view, or in any other point of view? The two 
months that these children will lose now can never be regained ; they 
are lost forever; they will be the poorer forever by our refusing to 
do justice as we are asked to do to-day by voting down this report of 
the conference committee and giving us another chance to ascertain 
whether the House of Representatives are willing to do justice in 
this matter or not. ` 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I was a member of the conference com- 
mittee, and as such desire to reply somewhat to the speech made by 
the Senator from Minnesota, our chairman, who was also a member 
of the conference committee. I think he has done both the House of 
Representatives and the conferees on the part of the Senate injustice 
in his presentation of the case; and I believe I can satisfy the Senate 
that he has. He began his opposition to the report by a tirade re- 
flecting somewhat on the House of Representatives because of the 
unwarranted, improper, unprecedented manner, as he said, in which. 
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they have sent deficiency bills here, intimating that they onght to be 
classified; that seven had come already, and others, perhaps many, 
were incubating, and that the unwarranted and unusual conduct of 
the House of Representatives in this regard ought to meet with the 
reprobation of the Senate; ought to be frowned down and discoun- 
tenanced. The fact is, Mr. President, that the House of Representa- 
tives has sent over those deficiency bills from time to time, although 
a majority of that body is not in accord with the Administration, at 
the earnest, nt request of the different Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, who have assured that House that if the deficiency appro- 
priations were postponed until the regular deficiency bill was con- 
sidered they could not carry on the necessary work of their Depart- 
ments. I hold the bills in my hand that the House sent here, and 
they will show for themselves that my statements are correct. The 
first—at the extra session—was the naval deficiency bill, $2,240,000. 
The men of the Gini had been unpaid, and the service was suffering 
because of wrongs done by the misappropriations and 21455 uses of 
money whereby these men were deprived of their pay. I 

pose to go into that. : 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope my friend will allow me one moment. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not want to go into these matters. 

Mr. SARGENT. There was no such pretense made in any body 
that assembled in this Capitol. It was shown, and shown clearly, 
and was asserted that the deficiency was on account of the insuffi- 
cient appropriation heretofore made. 

Mr. BEC I do not want to go into the details of that matter. 

Mr. SARGENT. I merely correct the statement, and do not desire 
the Senator to go into the details if he does not wish to do so, 

Mr. BECK. I repeat again that the money that was voted for one 
pur was used for another, in plain violation of law. 

r. SARGENT. That is entirely groundless. 

Mr. BECK. I will not discuss it. Let the statement go for what 
it is worth. But the House of Representatives were in duty bound 
to send us that bill. I ask the Senator from California if they were 
not? 

Mr. SARGENT. I think so. 

Mr. BECK. Was it janet pa to the men in the Navy that the defi- 
ciency bill should be p 

Mr. SARGENT. Unquestionably it was. 

Mr. BECK. Then what I desire to show the Senator from Minne- 
sota is that bill No. 1 is not liable to the criticism which he makes. 

Mr. SARGENT. We do not aa. I want to say that in the 
previous year we had appropria less than the estimates. 

Mr. BECK. I do not care to speak about these things. I am an- 
swering the Senator from Minnesota. The next deficiency was a bill 
to pay judgments of the Court of Claims, and for the absolute necessi- 
ties of the Government growing out of the extra session of Congress. 
It was sent by the House to this body, containing a few items for cases 
of urgent necessity, and was added to largely in this body; another 
was a bill, that we passed upon the other day, for temporary clerks, 
and to guard the timber lands of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses, requiring prompt action. The next, and that was the fourth 
was a miseellaneous appropriation for the expenses of the House and 
Senate, which both Houses demanded, saying that they could not 
earry on the business of the two Houses without it. The other was 
one which the Senator from Minnesota himself had passed yesterday, 
appropriating $200,000 for the public printing and binding, which he 
assured us was n and that unless it wasdone even the Recorp 
could not be published. These are all the bills of this character which 
the Honse has sent, except the bill now before us, and in sending these 
from time to time, the Senator from Minnesota has seen fit to endeavor 
to show to the Senate that the House had done wrong, and in some 
way violated established precedents; he desired to have them num- 
bered and said he was t of such conduct, and did not want them to 
anticipate the regular deficiency bill and give it in broken doses in the 
way they were doing. I say that he is unfair to the other House. 

Mr. WINDOM. ill the Senator please repeat how many bills of 
this character he said we have received from the House ? 

Mr. BECK. The naval appropriation bill is one; the bill to pay 
judgments of the Court of Claims is two; for temporary clerks, three; 
the miscellaneous bill for the Senate and House, four; for printing 
and binding, five; and this one is six; each one of them being abso- 
lutely necessary on account of the demands made by the Departments 
of the Government on the two Houses of Con . 

Mr. WINDOM. It is possible that I may have made a mistake, 
and that there were only six instead of seven; but they have con- 
fused me so with their number that I am excusable if Iam mistaken. 

Mr. BECK. The reason that number has been sent here was because 
the Departments of the Government, with which the gentleman is in 
accord, have demanded the bills from the House. When this bill came 
before us it came, as the conferees on the part of the House, republic- 
ans and democrats, alike, assured us, because the heads of Depart- 
ments appeared before them and said, “ We cannot wait for the reg- 
ular deficiency bill; these are things that must now be provided for.” 
In this bill the Senate has provided for all the items, as the House 
has provided for all the items, necessary to carry on its business. 
The Patent Office declared that they could not go on unless they had 
$30,000 or $40,000 to supply what they lost by the fire, that the models 
could not be restored and patentees would be unable to obtain their 
rights unless we gave the Department something like what they de- 


o not pro- 


manded immediately. Therefore, the House, in anticipation of the 
regular deficiency bill, provided for that. The next thing the House 
provided for was in the Treasury Department for the storage of the 
silver dollar. We had passed a law making that absolutely neces- 
sary, and the officers could not wait for the regular deficiency bill. 
The next thing the House provided for was for carrying on the Coast 
Survey service and triangulations. The next was 840, 000 for survey- 
ors, gaugers, and other expenses of the Internal Revenue depart- 
ment. The next was for the public buildings, the construction of 
which they believed could be carried on more cheaply now than ever 
before, and they made appropriations to be available immediately, so 
that the months of April, May, and June should not be lost when 
labor could be cheaply had and the people and the Government be 
equally benefited. 

These things, together with some aid that they desired to give the 
Army in its transportation, is the whole bill with the exception of a 
few items for the navy-yard and the hospitals of the Navy that were 
sent here by the House in this bill. The committee of the House as- 
sured us that they were enabled to pass the bill through the House 
in advance of the regular deficiency bill which is now almost ready 
and will be reported before next week passes, and upon the assurance 
that they would put in nothing that was not absolutely and indispen- 
sably necessary and that wherever anything could wait for the reg- 
ular deficiency bill it should wait, it was under those circumstances 
that the present bill was sent here by the House; yet complaint is 
made against them for doing that. I insist that the House of Repre- 
sentatives has acted toward this administration with great liberality 
and deserve commendation instead of censure. They have shown a 
desire to do all that was nece for carying on all the Departments 
of the Government and have indicated no desire to iat ge them, and 
no desire to embarrass them, but on the contrary with every desire 
toaid them. Yet these billsare made the ground of accusation against 
the majority of the House. 

When those bills came to us the officers of the different Depart- 
ments appeared before our committee and they told us of other things 
that were necessary. The chief officer of the Insane Asylum appeared 
and said that so many insane people were being sent to his asylum 
that he was obliged to have more money or he could not provide for 
them. The representatives of the House agreed to that, although he 
had not appeared before them. When the managers of the d- 
men’s Hospital showed us that they had a contract for rent whereby 
they were entitled to $4,000 annnal rent and had only received $2,000 
we showed the contract to the House conferees and they agreed to 
give that sum ; they stood by the contract. When we came to con- 
sider the mint in California and at Denver and the assay office at Boisé 


int himself that the sams aiy agreed upon were 
the sums which he said were satisfactory, and they agreed 

them. When we came to the Light-House establishment and put in 
an appropriation of $15,000 for Portsmouth Harbor, New Hampshire, 
showing that we had information that one of the signal-lights was 
about to be washed away and the light-house had become unsafe and 
it was necessary to make repairs immediately or shipwrecks might 
take place on that coast, the House at once agreed to it, and it is in 
this bill now. So in re to nearly everything that we satisfied 
them was absolutely necessary they to it. 

When we showed them the provision we had made to advance 
$300,000 to buy supplies for the Army necessary to go to the posts of 
the Upper Missouri and to be carried up the Missouri River while 
freights were low, during the month of June, instead of paying doublo 
rates in July and August, the House agreed to that and the $300,000 
is provided for in anticipation of the regular Army bill, becanse we 
were satisfied that we would save from fifty to one hundred thousand 
dollars by making the advance. When we took up the amendment 
for taking care of the Des Moines Rapids Canal, which is a t 
public work, in which all the people from New Orleans to Saint Paul 
and from Pittsburgh to the mouth of the Ohio are interested, the 
House conferees said that was right, and that too was inserted. So 
when they came to the deficiency for the Marine Corps the necessity 
of the appropriation was made plain and thoy agreed to it, and even 
for the expenses of the observation of the eclipse; indeed for all the 
matters that were necessary the House conferees d with us; 
and they further agreed to pay the government of Canada $11,000 or 
$12,000 for a deficiency rather than have a misunderstanding with 
that government in regard to carrying the mails; they were fair and 
liberal throughout. 

Therefore I say, Mr. President, that when the Senator from Min- 
nesota asks the Senate to vote against this bill because he did not 
get everything into it that he wanted, he is asking the Senate to do 
an unreasonable thing. It is not a regular deficiency bill and it does 
not pretend to be. The regular deficiency bill will be before us in a 
very short time, as the House conferees assured us, and then any item 
left ont of this bill can be fairly considered by both committees, and 
can be passed upon with a full knowledge of all the facts after due 
investigation is had. To defeat this bill and deprive the Government 
of all the items that are therein given, which all the Departments 
have said are indispensable for them to have at the present time in 


advance of the regular deficiency bill, is not the part of wisdom, even 
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if the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations insists that the 
Senate shall defeat it because he thinks other things should be added. 
He does not object to anything that is done. His only objection is 
that we did not get all he wanted. 

There were some other items which we would have liked to have 
had inserted. We agreed with the chairman of the committee, who 
declined to sign the report, that $100,000 would have been better to 
have been given to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for store- 
keepers, gaugers, surveyors, and others, than the $40,000 allowed by 
the House; but the House conferees assured us that they would 
make a careful examination of that matter, and that they would see 
that justice was done the Commissioner. They had inserted $40,000 
because he needed that amount at present; and he does not pretend 
that a single distillery has been closed, that the business of the office 

been emb. „or that it will be embarrassed in the course of 
the next month if we give him the $40,000 that the House conferees 
agreed to give; and long before any embarrassment can come up, 
long before there will be enough demands made for the starting of 
new distilleries to need the $100,000 inserted by the Senate, there 
will be other bills before both Houses, especially the ee deficiency 
bill, in which the Commissioner will be allowed, I have no doubt, 
every dollar that he asks for. Is this bill to be defeated because 
$40,000 is given now in advance of the regular deficiency bill, for fear 
that the Commissioner may be embarrassed hereafter, because we do 
not make this the regular deficiency bill and appropriate every dollar 
that the Senator from Minnesota thinks he may want before the end 
of the year? I think surely not. The Commissioner does not want 
this bill defeated on that ground, I am very sure. No officer of the 
Government looking to the of the service wants to defeat it. 
That because a Senator does not get all he wants, he would rather 
defeat the whole bill and get nothing than take the best terms the 
an could agree upon, that does not seem to me to be wise or 

cy. 

The next item referred to by the Senator from Minnesota is the 
appropriation to ascertain the depth of the water to be secured and 
maintained by James B. Eads in the South Pass of the Mississippi 
River. I agree with him that Mr. Eads is doing a remarkable work ; 
and Mr. Eads will surely get his pay. The Engineer Corps of the 
Army have set apart, as General Humphreys says, three thousand and 
odd dollars in order to make these investigations. They want more. 
Perhaps they will need it, but an investigation into that question can 
be maA DI the House and by the Senate long before Mr. Eads will 
be entitled to or be demanding any more money. It isnot, I repeat, 
a regular deficiency in any proper sense. It might be a very proper 
thing to insert in this bill or a very good thing to go in the next bill; 
it can do no harm to give the House time to examine; the Engineer 
Corps of the Army has very little to do except to attend to that busi- 
ness, and we make very liberal appropriations for all the work they 
do. I have no doubt they have money enough now to make any 
measurement or surveys that may be n to enable Mr. Eads to 

on his work. Whether they have or not, the House committee 
claimed the right to look into the matter themselves. They did not 
understand the subject well enough to act opon it at this time; we 
did not have sufficient information to satisfy them uponit; and there- 
fore tho Senator from Maine and myself thought rather than to lose 
the bill we would givethem the opportunity to look into it, and they 
might report it in their next bill either in the sundry civil bill, or the 
regular deficiency bill, or any other bill in which it would be proper 
to report it after they have made the investigation. All they asked 
for was time to look into it, time to ascertain what the facts were, 
time to ascertain what the amount of work was that was really nec- 
essary, and when they found what sum it was necessary to Be aks 
priate we were assured that justice would be done in that regard. If 
this whole bill is to be defeated because that item is not agreed to 
now the Senate will make a great mistake, even if the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations does desire to defeat it rather than 
to get what it gives. 

In regard to the printing and binding for the War Department, 
there is no doubt that the War Department needs money to carry on 
its public printing, but there is no doubt, as the conferees on the part 
of the House assured us, that there has been great extravagance, 
particularly in the binding, in the War Department, during the last 
year, that many expensive books were bound and sent all over the 


country; that they had reduced their appropriation by the extrava- 
gant binding of books, There are blanks n: to be prepared 
now, and all the House conferees desired was that they should have 


an opportunity of looking still further to see where the money al- 
ready appropriated had gone and what was the amount actually 
necessary, giving’the same assurance that they did not understand 
beg Bec much money should be expended especially for the 2 
of books in that . and desiring further time. We coul 

not force them to yield to us, and we thought that it was far better 
to pass the bill with the valuable provisions it contained than have 
the conference committee di and a new conference ordered, 
and pinapa the same thing gone over again, with all the other items 
stricken ont finally, because we could not get all we wanted. We 
were not dealing with children. We had no right to dictate. We 
were dealing with representative men. They listened to us; we lis- 
tened to them; and we as far as we could and upon the points 
we could not agree we thought it was the part of wisdom, rather than 


to defeat the whole bill, to let the House conferees look into the items 
still further and perhaps they would be satisfied that we were right. 
If not, when other bills come here, the Senate has the power of put- 
ting in the same items again, and we can then test the question over 


again. 

I believe these are all the items with the exception of the $75,000 
for the schools of the District that have been commented upon and 
objected to by the Senator from Minnesota. It was obviously right 
under the circumstances, it seems to me, to strike that from this bill, 
and in doing so the conferees who to report the bill without 
it neither intended nor do they now propose to offer any antagonism 
to the schools of the District. The conferees on the part of the House 
were unanimously opposed to it, earnestly, emphatically so, and the 
whole bill was to be lost, obviously so, unless that item was stricken 
ont. They had the assurance of the commissioners and they had the 
assurance of the Secretary of the Treasury that the fact stated upon 
this floor, no doubt believed by the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. DORSEY, ] 
no doubt believed by the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRI- 
MON, ] when it was inserted in this bill, that the $75,000 advanced last 
year had been paid back, was in fact not true, and the commissioners 
assured the House Committee that it was folly to be lending money 
with a view of getting it back anymore. Therefore, as we had acted 
under a misapprehension, and as the bill had to be a to just as 
it is now or not atall, we thought that it was better to drop the item 
out of the bill rather than defeat it altogether. The Senator from 
Minnesota knows very well that when this item was before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate we turned it over to the Dis- 
trict Committee, refusing to report it from the Committee on Appro- 

riations because it was not a deficiency in any sense. However 
just, however hunest, however desirable it would be to furnish this 
money, if is a matter that ought to come from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and they admit that they were deceived as to 
the facts. That committee can meet this afternoon and report a bill 
for this purpose to-morrow morning, and the chances are that it would 
pass without unnecessary delay ; it could be sent to the House before 
two o’clock to-morrow afternoon. Under all the circumstances, with 
the misapprehension that existed as to the fact that last year when 
we had a provision requiring them to pay it back, although assured 
on this floor that it had, if has not been paid back, with the assur- 
ance of the District commissioners that they are unable to pay it 
back if we advance, and that they do not propose to do it, and thoy, 
I believe, went so far as to say they did not want it if it had to be 
paid back, it was a proper thing to leave it out of the bill and let it 
come up as a separate proposition, when all the facts can be accu- 
rately ascertained. 

All that the Senator from Minnesota says may be true. It may be 
our duty to do this. It may be that we have not given this District 
half as much as they are entitled to receive. It may be that we own 
half the 1 here. It may be that there are a great many thin 
that ought to be considered, all of which can be considered, and will 
be considered when the question is submitted to us as a separate 
ee. ; but in the first place all agree that it is not a deficiency. 

e are under no legal obligation to give this money. It is a separate 
matter altogether, a matter that must stand upon its own merits. It is 
either right or wrong; it has nothing to do with the deficiency bill, 
and ought not to be charged up asa pe of the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment to show the extravagance of either party in making appro- 
priations. The measure ought to stand uponits merits. Itisathing 
that poy 0 to be done or not done according as the Congress of the 
United States may think it is right or wrong to pass it. 

I do not propose now to go into the management of the affairs of 
this District nor to inquire how many colored children are to be appro- 
priated for, nor how many children of the employés of the Govern- 
ment or members of Congress are being educated, nor what the Gov- 
ernment gets from its streets and public squares and avenues whicli 
it certainly owns and holds for the benefit of thecommunity. There 
is not a gentleman who owns a fine house fronting a public square 
that would not pay 20 per cent. more for it because it does face that 
public square which is ornamented and maintained by the Govern- 
ment for his benefit and for the enjoyment and health of himself and 
his family. But these are not things necessary to discuss here. The 
question is not upon its merits as to whether we shall give this $75,000 
or not. It is sufficient for the purpose of this bill to say to the Sen- 
ate that when the House conferees assured us that we had passed it 
in the Senate upon a false assumption of facts, when we were told 
that the last money had been paid back, and that this would be paid 
back, that it was simply a loan, and when the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury officially told them that was not the fact, and when the com- 
missioners appeared before them and did not want to acorns if upon 
any such ground, it was a proper thing for the members of the confer- 
ence committee of both Houses to say, “Well, gentlemen, on that 
state of fact, we will leave it out of the deficiency bill and bring it 
before the House and before the Senate in a proper and independent 
form, so that it can be fairly considered without misunderstanding or 
without misrepresentation and with all the facts known.” When 
that is done the speech of the Senator from Minnesota will have force, 
Then his arguments about what we ought to do will all be heeded, 
will be all carefully weighed. I think he has made his speech at the 
wrong time. 
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I am perhaps speaking longer than I ought. I merely desire to say 
further that, if it is tise purnose of the Senate to pass this bill as the 
conferees agreed upon it, in my jadgment they will reach the other 
items that the Senator from Minnesota wants in a manner much more 
likely to have them passed, either in an independent form or in some 
other bill, than they will have the chance to pass by rejecting this 
bill altogether or by runnin f the risk of conference after conference 
when perhaps the whole bill will come to naught. There are many 
things in the bill that ought to become law at once, and because we 
are unable to get what some Senators think would be very desirable 
the bill should not be defeated. The question is, what is the best 
thing todo? My judgment is that it is best to take the bill as agreed 
upon by the conferees, to which there is very little if any objection as 
far as we have gone, and either instruct the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report a bill that will enable us to aid those 
schools or rely upon the House of Representatives to do so in the 
next deficiency bill, or in the sandy civil bill, or in some other form, 
rather than that this bill should fail when after all the House yielded 
to as many things as they did and we yielded to them Ea proper 
grounds for investigation of other things. L repeat that I think the 
conference committee was as free and full and our action was as 
carefully considered on both sides as either side could well ask, and 
that the matters that were left out were left out for ample and suff- 
cient reasons. s 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I would go quite as far as my friend 
from Minnesota in doing anything possible for the schools of this 
District or for any other interest in it that it was proper for Congress 
to patronize and encourage; but I do not want the Senate to think 
that a mere 8 to this conference report will secure that 
appropriation. The House of Representatives (and we are compelled 
to speak somewhat of it, because this brings us directly into confer- 
ence with its members) is now considering the subject of the relation 
that should exist between the General Government and the District. 
I am disposed to think that the House is approaching the subject in 
a liberal spirit, and that it does not desire to take a mere piecemeal 
of an appropriation, to leave open the question whether it is a debt 
or a git or an obligation this year or the next or the year after, but 
to settle it on some permanent basis. : 

Moreover, Mr. President, I think it isa misapprehension to suppose 
that the failare of this appropriation is going to close the schools. I 
do not believe that it can be shown that $10,000 is necessary to keep 
the schools from closing. They need it, but I do not think there is 
the remotest ibility of the schools being brought summarily toa 
close if we fail in this appropriation. 

Now, what are the reasons for passing the bill? Here is an appro; 
priation of $1,200,000 needed every hour for the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, for which they have been waiting now, in the most absolute 
need, for a pa of more than sixty days. Here are several public 
buildings of great importance to many large States and communities, 
the construction of which is brought toa stand-still. Here are appro- 
priations made “ for Jabor and material for the following begun and 
unfinished public buildings.” Here are $100,000 for the custom-house 
at Chicago. Here are $100,000 for the post-office and custom-house 
at Cincinnati. Here are $100,000 for the court-house and post-office 
at Philadelphia. Here are $100,000 for the post-office and sub-treas- 
ury at Boston. Here are $100,000 for the custom-house and post-office 
at Saint Louis. Here are $50,000 for the custom-house and post-office 
at Fall River. Here are $40,000 for the post-office and custom-house 
at Nashville ; $75,000 for the custom-house and post-office at Hartford, 
and a great many others that I need not go over. The masons are 
waiting, trowel in band, for the money to go on. Labor is absolutely 
suspended in all these communities, and on the part of these mechan- 
ics, for the lack of these appropriations. 

Mr. SARGENT. And the Government needs the buildings. 

Mr. BLAINE, And the Government needs the buildings, and is in 
hourly need of them. The Senator from Kentucky spoke very prop- 
erly of an appropriation, which is not a deficiency in the exact sense, 
bnt which the House conferees very generously conceded. A most 
important light-house and fog-signal station for the coast of New 
Hampshire has become by the storms of the past winter so unsafe 
that the keepers cannot remain init, There passes by that, you may 
almost say, the commerce of the whole Atlantic coast. The Secretary 
of the Treasury writes an urgent note that the work of recon- 
structing it should be begun immediately, and the light-house super- 
intendent says the same thing. I might go over the whole bill. It 
is filled with matters of the most exigent importance. Here is amat- 
ter which the House was not disposed at first to concede to the Sen- 
ate, an appropriation for the observation of the eclipse of the sun, 
upon which the Naval Observatory in Washington is in correspond- 
ence with all the scientific bodies of Europe, and we should feel in a 
very awkward condition to have the French Academy and the Royal 
Observatory at London and other scientific societies sending their 
agents over here for the eclipse to be observed within our own limits, 
and our own Government taking no notice of it whatever. To that 
the House have agreed, the appropriation being 88,000. It is neces- 
ay Toas the preparation should be begun at once; there is no time 
to ost. 


I might go over the whole bill in this way. Now, should we lose 
so important a bill as that, involving so many interests to so many 
communities, on which both branches of Congress and both parties 


are substantially united, simply because we think we might coerce 
somebody into granting something the necessity of which absolutely 
has not been demonstrated? I do hope that we shall accept this re- 
port; and, as the Senator from Kentucky has said, and as the House 
conferees said also, in the regular deficiency bill which is to be re- 
ported as they think within the next seven or eight days, if there 
anything here that has been left out that poked prann, importance 
it may be very easily taken up then and disposed of. But if we de- 
feat this conference report on the idea that we can coerce the House 
in advance of their determining the whole relation of the District to 
the General Government, and that we shall be able to coerce the 
House into ting that appropriation, I think we are proceeding 
upon a foundation that we shall find is not firm beneath our feet. 

Mr. WINDOM. I know the Senate is weary of this discussion, and 
I will not prolong it more than about two minutes and a half. The 
coolness with which the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Kentucky tell us that tbis thing is all right in reference to the schools, 
even if we did not grant it now, is very refreshing in this warm spring 
weather. I think both those Senators know perfectly well that no 
separate bill will ever pass for that purpose. I know as well as I know 
anything, that unless it be passed in an appropriation bill it will not 
be passed at all, The Senator says the schools will not be closed 
even if the eee be not made. I should like to know upon 
what fact he bases that statement. 

Mr. BLAINE, I will say, if the Senator consents to an interrup- 
tion, that there are about two months of the school year remaining. 
It cannot be shown certainly that there are $75,000 needed for the 
salaries of teachers for two monthsin this city, because including the 
repairs and the fuel and the lights and every conceivable thing the 
annual expense is $370,000 a year. Therefore it is absurd to say that 
in this summer season, during the warm weather, when no fuel is re- 
quired, for two months’ salary of teachers $75,000 must be paid or the 
schools be closed. That $75,000 is needed to keep these schools from 
closing for the next two months must be a misrepresentation, or a 
misapprehension, I will call it, on the part of the school board who 
give us that information. They do not sustain themselves and the 
figures do not balance at all. 

r. WINDOM. The Senator's conclusion, then, seems to be based 
on very poor logic, I think. My information upon the subject is based 
upon the statement made by the school board, by the superintendent 
of the public schools, and by one of the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, that unless this appropriation be made the schools will 
stop. I think that is better authority than the argument which the 
Senator makes based upon his figures. For aught we know, they 
have their rents to pay and all their ordinary expenses, except for 
fuel, during the warm weather, and there are two months, about one- 
fifth of the whole time, yet remaining, and that would make just 
about the proportion they need. 

The Senator from Maine makes a somewhat fitting argument on 
the subject of the pressing items that exist in this bill. And the 
Senator from Kentucky, too, says the House passed the bill upon a 
statement made by the member who managed it that the bill con- 
tained items of the most pressing necessity. The Senator from Maine 
read some of those items which are of pressing necessity, which are 
for custom-houses in the various cities of the Union—for instance, 
For labor and material for the following and unfinished pub- 
lic buildings ;” and there are some fifteen or twenty of them; I do 
not remember the number. 

ME EDMUNDS. That is more important than keeping up the 
schools 

Mr. WINDOM. Of course it is. Here is one item to which I should 
like to call attention : 


Custom-house, New Orleans, Louisiana, for continuation of building, $10,000. 


My best information and belief is that they have been “ continu- 
ing” that custom-house at New Orleans for the last forty years. Here 
is one of the pressing necessities more important than to maintain 
the schools in the District! e e pressing necessity is rather amus- 
ing, that is that we shall 9975 $8, to send somebody away off on 
the plains to watch the eclipse of the sun some time this summer. I 
am in favor of that proposition; I think it is a proper thing to do; 
but for a great nation that denies to the children under the shadow 
of the Dome of its own Capitol the privilege of education to spend 
money on such an expedition at a cost of $8,000 seems to me absurd. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But perhaps the eclipse of the sun might stop 
like the schools, and not come off, unless the appropriation were madel 

Mr. BECK. Willthe Senator allow me to say that a commissioner 
of the District, no 2 ago than yesterday, assured the Committee 
on Appropriations of the House that the failure to pass this appropria- 
tion of $75,000 in this bill would not necessarily stop their schools, 
although it would embarrass them, and furthermore that the commis- 
sioner said the requirement that they should pay the money back 
wassimply a cheat; that they neither could nor would do it, and the 
did not intend to pay it back, and in that view we might as well look 
at the question fairly! 

Mr. WINDOM. That is entirely different information from what I 
have. The Senator’s information certainly must be second-hand on 
that subject, for he is not a member of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations of the House. Mineisfirsthand. My information comes very 
direct. 
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Mr. BECK. Mine comes from the members of that committee to 
whom the statement was made and it was repeated in the presence of 
the Senator from Minnesota and myself this morning. 

Mr. WINDOM. I was present in committee this morning, and if 
the Senator says it was stated there it is true of course; but f did not 
hear that statement. I heard a portion of the statement, and it was 
this: it was said by a commissioner of the District that it was folly 
to suppose they could pay it back, but that he stated the schools would 
not close if the appropriation were withheld, I have no recollection. 
Of course I will not dispute what the Senator says. 

But, Mr. President, to return to the scientific ideas of my friend 
from Maine. Heproposes to send a commission off skylarking at an 
expense of $8,000 to watch the eclipse of the sun while he is eclips- 
ing these young intellects right here under the Dome of the Capitol. 
There is too much “moonshine” in this. 

Ihave only one word more to say on this subject, and that is to 
correct what I said about the amount of these deficiencies, The 
honorable Senator from Kentucky has taken me to task a little with 
reference to my criticism of this deficiency bill. I think it is true I 
made a mistake. I made two mistakes in fact. I said there had been 
seven deficiency bills appropriating some four or five millions of dol- 
lars during this 8 here have been only six deficiency bills, 
but the aggregate of deficiencies at this time already and in- 
eluding those in this bill, foot up 88, 048,017.86; so that I was very 
far below the amount of deficiency. What I criticise is this: the 
deficiency bills come at us wrong end first. We ought to have had 
the large deficiency bill, covering everything that was really known 
to be necessary, and then if there was anything omitted, it could 
have been acted on afterward. 

Mr. BECK. Ifthe Senator from Minnesota will allow me, I desire 
to say that we did think we would make a saying, but it is impossi- 
ble to make the Departments obey the law. Deficiencies are created 
by the Departments and the House of Representatives yields to their 
importunities and supplies the Departments with what they demand. 
3 are made in this bill for public buildings. Those 
of course are not deficiencies. One of the items of which the honor- 
able Senator now complains, running up to nearly half a million 
dollars, was inserted in the deficiency bill in the Senate, with his 
consent, with the consent of all of us, to carry on the State, War, 
and Navy Department building here in the city of Washington, upon 
the ground that we could get labor more cheaply now than we could 
at any other time, and that it would be for the interest of the Gov- 
ernment to anticipate the regular appropriation bill and advance the 
money, just as we are anticipating and advancing $300,000 now for 
transportation of subsistence supplies to the Upper Missouri in order 
to save money. And I would say now, if this is the way the House 
of Representatives are to be treated, because pes ats seeking to carry 
on the Government and enable the heads of Departments to carry 
on their business, if I were in the House of Representatives I would 
Sia sending any further deficiency bills here rather than to send 
bills here to be made the subject of groundless complaint and forthe 
House to be insulted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
question is, Will the Senate agree to the report of the committee of 
conference? 

Mr. WINDOM and Mr. BLAINE called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 36, nays 17; as 


follows: 
XEAS—36. 
Allison, Cameron of Wis., Harris, Merrimon, 
Anthony, krell, Hereford, Morgan, 
Barnum, ke, Howe, Oglesby, 
Bayard, Davis of Illinois, Plumb, 
Beck, vis of W. Va, Jones of Florida, Randolph, 
Blaine, Dennis, ernan, Ransom, 
Boo Eaton, McCree: t, 
Butler, Garland, McDonald, bury, 
Cameron of Pa., Grover, Maxey, Thurman. 
NATS—17. 
8 Edmunds, Morrill, Teller, 
Burnside, a. Paddock, Windom. 
Christiancy, MeMillan, Rollins, 
wes, Matthews, Saunders, 
„ Mitchell, Spencer, 
ABSENT—23. 
Armstrong, Gord Kellogg, 
Bailey, Hamlin, Kirkwood, Wadleigh, 
Chaffee, Hill, Lamar, 
Conkling, Hoar, McPherson, Whyte, 
Conover, galls, . Patterson, Withers. 
Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 
So the report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of ae e were sev- 
orally read twice by their titles, and ref to the Committee on 
ormmerce : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1968) to provide for vessels of the United States 
hailing from paos where they are owned or built ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3268) to authorize the North Louisiana Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge over the Ouachita River at or near 
Monroe, Louisiana, and a bridge over the Red River at or near Shreve- 
port, Louisiana; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 2486) extending the operations of the Light-House 
Board over the Illinois River, and for other purposes. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4568) to remove the political disabilities of 
Robert T. Chapman, of Wharton County, Texas, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 4556) for the relief of F. W. Golladay, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
DISTRICT BOARD OF HEALTH REPORT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the resolution of the Senate for 
the poenis of 1,500 copies of the report of the board of health of 
the District of Columbia for the year 1877 for use and distribution 
by said board. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to insert after 
the words “ be printed” the words “and bound in paper covers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 
On motion of Mr. SPENCER, it was 
That Rollin J. Reeves have leave to withdraw his petition from the 


Ordered, 
files of the Senate. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate adjourn 
until Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved thatthe Senate do now 
8 until Monday next. 

5 being put, a division was called for, and the ayes 
were 

Mr. ROLLINS and Mr. PADDOCK called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. McMIL. , (when his name was called. 
am paired with the Senator from Indiana, Mr. 
he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

The Secretary concluded the call of the roll; and the result was 
announced—yeas 38, nays 16; as follows: 


On this question I 
OoRUEES. If here, 


YEAS—338. 
Allison, Cameron of Pa., Grover, 
Anthony, Cameron of Wis., Harris, Plumb, 
Barnum, Christiancy, Hoar, Randolph, 
Bayard, Coke, Johnston, som, 
Beck, Davis of Ilinois, Kernan, t, 
Blaine, Davis of W. Va., Kirkwood, Teller, 
Booth, Dennis, . Thurman, 
Bruce, Edmunds, McDonald, Windom. 
Burnside, Garland, Matthews, 
Butler, rdon, Mitchell, 
NAYS—16. 

Coc Ferry, Merrim Rollins, 
stag Hector’, Morrill,” Saulsbury, 
Dorsey, McCreery, Oglesby, Saunders, 

Maxey, Paddock, Spencer, 

ABSENT—22, 
Kellogg, Wadl 

Bailey, a MeMillan, Wallas 
Cc Howe, 1 Bak 
Conk Ingalls, tterson, ers. 
ebe Jones of Florida, Sharon, 

Jones of Nevada, Voorhees, . 

So the motion was to; and at (five o’clock and twenty min- 


ute p. m.,) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 29, at twelve 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
THURSDAY, April 25, 1878. 
Ahe House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


W. P. HARRISON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 
No. 3068) for the allowance of certain claims reported by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the conference committee on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to employ temporary clerks, and making appropriations 
for the same; also making appropriations for detecting trespass on 

ublic lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain 


tates, and for other purposes. 
The m further announced that the Senate had passed bills 


of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested: 
A bill (S. No. 51) for the relief Albert Towle, postmaster at Beatrice, 
Nebraska; 


A bill (S. No. 185) to amend section 2031 of the Revised Statutes of 
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the United States so as to allow repayment by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the tonnage tax where it has been exacted in contraven- 
tion of treaty provisions; 
A bill (S. No. 242) regulating divorces in the Territories of the 
United States; 
A bill (S. No. 260) for the relief of H. A. Myers; 
A bill (S. No. 312) for the relief of Robert Coles ; 
A bill (S. No. 334) for the relief of William Bowlin, late of Com- 
any L, Second Arkansas Cavalry ; 
A bill (S. No. 342) for the relief of Phebe Henrietta Groesbeck ; 
A bill (S. No. 471) for the relief of M. S. Draughn; i 
A bill (S. No. 520) to authorize the claimants to certain lands in 
Santa Barbara County, Califcrnia, to submit their claim to the United 
States district courts for that State for auala; 5 
A bill (S. No. 594) for the relief of William Spiers, late assistant 
surgeon United States Army; 
A bill (S. No. 644) for the relief of Dwight W. Hakes; 
A bill (S. No. 801) to amend section 2403 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in relation to deposits for survey ; d 
A bill (S. No. 878) to disapprove and annul an act of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of New Mexico, passed on the 18th of January, 1878, 
by a two-third vote of both houses over the veto of the governor of 
said Territory ; 
A bill (S. No 908) 9 the title of the United States in a cer- 
tain parcel of land to the assigns of John Cutler ; 
A bill (S. No. 913) for the relief of Nicholas Wax, Michael Granary, 
and Moline Lange; and 
A bill (S. No. 955) for the relief of the estate of John Waters, de- 


ceased. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, bills of the House of the following titles: 

The bill (H. R. No, 4222) to provide for a deficiency in an appro- 


priation for the public printing and vers ¢ of the current fiscal year; 
The bill (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, post- 
master at Seymour, Connecticut; - 
The bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late col- 
lector of internal revenue, tenth district, State of Illinois; 
The bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey; and 
The bill l. R. No. 847) for the relief of Susan Robb. 
Mr. MCMAHON. I call for the regular order. 


REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT LAW, 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, it is the con- 
sideration of the unfinished business coming over from yesterday, the 
bill (S. No. 35) to — the bankrupt law. 

Mr. KE Y. Upon this matter of the regular order I desire to 
inquire of the Chair whether it would be in order to ask unanimous 
consent that the time for debate be fixed? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been fixed so far. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand that it has been fixed at two hours. 

The SPEAKER. Not in the House; that arrangement may have 
been made by some one, but not upon the floor of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think there should be some discussion of the bill. 
I find that there is an impression abroad that the debate upon the 
bill is to be limited to two hours and that those two hours have been 
apportioned between nine gentlemen. This is a grave question and 
I will ask for four hours’ discussion upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the Committee on the 
Judiciary have assigned to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] 
the charge of this bill, and therefore the Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Ohio as controlling the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allow me to remark that this bill was not discussed 
at all in the Senate, except that one gentleman made a short speech. 
It has never been discussed in either House. We have discussed it 
in the Committee on the Judiciary and have come to a conclusion 
upon it. 

Air. McMAHON. I would ask the Chair whether if the previous 
question is seconded there would be one hour for debate in addition 
to the two hours agreed rapes ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that in this instance there is no 
reporter of the measure. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I have been instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary to call the previous question after two hours of debate, and 
hie further instruction from that committee I could not change 
that order. 

The SPEAKER, The House has its remedy: it can vote down the 
previous guanoa: 5 

eee LER. Of course the House can vote down the previous 

nestion. ; 
N Mr. MCMAHON. I give notice, then, that at the end of two hours 
I shall call the previous question, and would say that when the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY says that the discussion is 
to be limited to nine members he is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall ask that the previous question be voted 
down and the time extended two hours. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I would like to ask what amendments 
the committee mean to entertain and in what order. 

Mr. MCMAHON. The committee have instructed me to offer a sub- 
stitute for the bill, which I hold in my hand. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will first be read. 


The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


That the bankrupt law approved March 2, 1867, and all acts in amendment or 
supplementary thereto or in explanation thereof, be, and the same are hereby, 


Mr. HUNTON. I rise to a question of order, and it is whether it 
would be in order to move to refer this bill to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMAHON. I do not yield the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield, but 
if the previous 1 be not sustained by the House then the mo- 
tion to refer will be in order. t 

Mr. HUNTON. I desire, if I can have an opportunity, to move to 
refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Before presenting the substitute I yield to the 
chairman of the committee for the purpose of offering an amendment 
that will perfect the Senate bill. 

Mr. KNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I presume that the Joogas of every 
member on this floor as to the policy or impolicy of repealing the 
bankrupt law has already been formed, and that no argument I might 
offer, even if I were allowed more than five minutes, would affect that 
judgment. The bill is short and simple. If the bankrupt law is an 
evil to commerce it ought to be repealed at once ; if, on the contrary, 
it is a beneficent measure it ought not to be repealed. But upon the 
hypothesis that it onght to be repealed there are grave doubts in the 
minds of many as to whether the bill passed by the Senate will effect 
that oe t will be observed by section 5596 of the Revised Stat- 
utes that— 


All acts of Congress passed 
tion of which is embraced in any section of said revision, are hereby 8 


and the section — thereto be in force in lieu thereof; all of such 

acts po contain ~ 1 such 1 — 2 ze agate su ded by Tages 
uent acts, or not being general and permanen nature: tt 

. — o 


from an act making appropriations, or from an nieee gay P provisions of a 
private, local, or temporary character, —— not re} or 


a iation, or any provision of a or temporary o ter, con- 
tained in any of said acta bat the same si shall remain in force ; and all acts of Con: 

0 Sal num no Ww are embraced 
— shall not be affected or changed by ite enactment. 

The original bankrupt law of 1867 was re by the provision 
which I have just read. Singularly enough, however, the act of June 
22, 1874, was passed after the adoption of the Revised Statutes, enti- 
tled “An act to amend an act establishing a uniform system of bank- 
ruptex throughout the United States, and for other ap- 
proved June 22, 1877,” without referring to the Revi Statutes at 
all, so that it is thought by some that the original act haying been 
repealed the act supplementary to and explanatory thereof not 
been repealed. 

Now, whether that be correct or not, in order that all doubts upon 
that score may be set at rest, I propose to amend the bill of the Sen- 
ate b inserting after the words “that the bankrupt law approved 
March 2, 1867,” the words “and title 61 of Revised Statutes, and 
an act entitled ‘An act to amend and supplement the act entitled 
“ An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, approved March 2, 1867,” and for other pur „ap- 
proren June 22, 1874.” That will remove all doubt as to whether the 

ill reported from the Senate will accomplish the object for which it, 
was intended. / 

In my judgment, there is another defect in this bill. It makes no 
provision for the prosecution of any penal action or criminal prose- 
cution that may have arisen out of any violation of the provisions of 
the bankrupt law. If the bankrupt law shall be repealed before a 
criminal prosecution shall be instituted for 3 of its pro- 
visions, of course upon very obvious and familiar principles no such 
prosecution can be maintained. I therefore move to further amend 
the Senate bill by inserting after the words future 1 
therein,” in line 10 of the amended bill, the words “and all penal 
actions or criminal prosecutions arising thereunder.” 

Mr. MCMAHON. I now, by instructions of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, move as a substitute for the entire Senate bill that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Section 1. That title 61 of the Revised Statutes, regulating proceedings in bank- 
ruptey, a all laws amendatory of or supplemental to the Pisi be, and the same 
are hereby, re 8 

Sec. 2. This act shall not affect pending suits, prosecutions, proceedings, or ap- 
plications, nor subsequent petitions for discharge thereon, nor any right of action 
accruing therein to assignees or others. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect from its passage as to all involuntary proceed- 
ings, except as provided in the preceding sections, and as to voluntary applica- 
tions from and after the 1st day of January, 1879. 

Suc. 4. All petitions filed by aninsolvent debtor before the said Ist day of Jan- 


uary, 1879, under the law regulating in cases of voluntary Tuptey, 
shall be acted upon and proceeded 2 to final settlement, adjudication, distribu: 
thereto or amenda- 


tion, and discharge under said title and the laws supplemen 
tory thereof, as though this act not been passed. 
Mr. CRAVENS. Are any other amendments in order at this time? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] has 
control of the first hour of the consideration of this bill. After the 
time of the gentleman shall have expired, then other amendments 


under the rules will be in order. 

McMAHON. I cannot yield at present for any further amend- 
ments. It is important for the House to understand what is the situ- 
ation of this controversy. I desire to say now that when I made the 
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statement awhile ago that I was not authorized to extend the time 

for debate upon this bill, I did so merely under instructions of the 

Committee on the Judiciary. So far as I am myself concerned, I 

shall not only be willing but rather desirous that the time for debate 

shall be extended, so that so important a subject as this shall not be 

disposed of without some understanding of what is proposed to be 
one, 

There are three conflicting views in regard to a bankrupt law. 
One class of persons desire a permanent bankrupt law, and want the 

resent law amended. All admit its errors and incompleteness. 

here is another class who favor unconditional and immediate repeal 
of the law. Then there is a third class, represented by the majority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary of this House, who want the law 
repealed, but in view of the present condition of the country and 
the steady decline in values they want the repeal as to voluntary 
proceedings in bankruptcy to take effect on the first day of January 
next, and not before. 

I understand the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
[Mr. KNOTT] to represent those who are in favor of the immediate 
and unconditional repeal, saving of course penal as well as civil 
suits and proceedings. I understand that there are other gentlemen 
on this floor who are in favor of a permanent bankrupt law, believ- 
ing that the present law can be so amended as to answer all the 
wants of the people throughout the United States. 

I speak here on behalf of those who believe that a bankrupt law 
as a permanent institution in this country is to a certain extent 
contrary to the spirit of our institutions, and in times past has 
poe a failure. We want to modify the repeal pro by the 

nate bill so as to give a limited time in which ns at present 
involved, or who may be hereafter oppressed by the business condi- 
tion of the country, may apply and receive the benefit of the law. 

In whatever shape we may pass any bill to-day, it must go back to 
the Senate. Should the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky be adopted, which is more than verbal in its character, the 
bill must be returned to the Senate for concurrence? Should the sub- 
stitute be adopted, which I have moved by instruction of the com- 
mittee, of course the bill must be sent back to the Senate for concur- 
rence, 

I propose to speak now for a few moments upon the views enter- 
tained in part by those I represent. In my judgment a 1 law 
is a law peculiarly adapted to a commercial country. It is not adapted 
in my judgment to a country like this, where the great mass of our 
people are farmers, and where even a large portion of the persons who 
are eng: in commercial pursuits have never been educated up to 
the high idea of eee promptness that exists in the cities of 
New York and Boston, and notably in the cities of Great Britain. 

A bankrupt law has therefore always been against the sentiment of 
the people of the West and against the sentiment of a great portion 
of the people of the South as a permanent institution. And this 
sentiment found expression in this branch of the Government by 
decided and overwhelming votes for unconditional repeal. 

In the second place the bankrupt law has proved a failure in prac- 
tice. I defy any gentleman upon either side of the House to dispute 
that fact. It is a failure in the distribution of the assets of the in- 
solvent. I think I can say safely and challenge contradiction that 
the average percentage which is paid in the distribution of an insol- 
vent's estate does not exceed, aud has not for many years exceeded, 
10 or 15 per cent. The great mass of the mercantile world feel that 
when a case has gone into bankruptcy they might as well give up 
their claims or sell them; their interest in the future of the bankrupt, 
both as to his person and his estate, is practically extinguished. 

This is a very important and a very serious objection. It does not 

w out of the costs and ex of insolvency alone, although these 
in a great measure contribute to it, but it grows out of the very 
system itself. It grows out of the fact that by the existing law you 
prevent the ordinary attachment laws of the State from operating; 

ou prevent levies and executionsfrom being made; you prevent suits 

m being instituted. In other words, you prevent the debtor from 
being called to account except by proceedings in involuntary bank- 
ruptey, which are so hampered as to be of little value to the creditor. 

his being the case, the insolvent debtor is enabled to live out of 
the estate up to the very last moment; and he does live ont of it 
until finally there is nothing left but the shell. He then goes into 
bankruptcy, or is thrown into bankruptcy ; and when his assets come 
to be divided there is only enough left to pay the assignee, the clerk, 
the marshal, the register, and above all—last but not least—that 
F par gentleman, the lawyer. 

This is one of the reasons why the law has been a failure. There is 
another reason why it has failed, and why it should not be a perma- 
nent system. The moment the assignee is appointed it becomes his 
duty to ascertain whether there has been any fraudulent sale or ille- 
gal preference within the period of time fixed by the statute. He is 
then compelled to institute suits wherever he may find a creditor who 
has had a 8 the city of New York, in Boston, or else- 
where; and if anything is to be done, the assignee may have two, 
three, four, or a gues a dozen suits pending in different circuit courts 


of the United State, or at home, employing as many different lawyers, 
so that by the time he is ready to settle up the estate, if that happy 
time ever does come, there is nothing left practically for the creditor. 
All this litigation is to be SAKSEN y 


in remote courts—the courts of 


the United States. Suitors, witnesses, and all are to be dragged hun- 
dreds of miles away in many instances, 

Therefore, for my part, I want to see the bankrupt law destroyed as 
a permanent act. But 1 do not wish to see it repealed to take effect 
to-morrow or next week or the Ist day of next July. To permit the 
re to take effect anywhere near the present time is substantially 
to shut off a large number of persons who may be compelled to seek 
its benefits within a very short period of time. In our past history 
and experience we have passed bankrupt laws after great periods of 
business depression, after great commercial crises, for the purpose of 
enabling the thrifty who have been unfortunate to get on their feet 

so that society may not be deprived of the energy and ability 
of enterprising but unfortunate citizens. If this law which has been 
upon our statute-books for eleven years be now repealed, at the very 
time when we are entering upon a period of increased business de- 
pression, when we are constantly witnessing further decline in values, 
we are reversing our policy. My judgment is that we ought to give 
at least six months or a year—the Committee on the Judiciary says 
until the Ist day of next January, I would say March or July fol- 
lowing—in order that this country may realize, before the voluntary 
feature is repealed, the full extent of the depression in business and 
decline in values and everything else which will be experienced. 
think that this much is due to the commercial and manufacturing 
classes of the country, because it is by the legislation of Congress 
that this condition of affairs has been in part brought about. It is not 
alone by the mismanagement or misfortune of the merchant or man- 
ufacturer; it is not certainly by his misconduct in many instances. 
Whatever view gentlemen may entertain upon the question of the 
resumption act, I think no man will dispute the proposition that 
whether the resumption act be right or wrong, when resumption 
actually takes place, not simply equalization os paper and coin but 
resumption, when practically you will be reduced to that amount of 
currency which can be floa upon a specie basis, I say every man, 
whatever his views may be, must admit that when that comes there 
will be a much larger depreciation in values; and many men who 
are now engaged in prosperous commercial and manufacturing enter- 
prises will then be compelled to seek the benefit of this act. I sub- 
mit, therefore, that it would be exceedingly unfortunate and inop- 
portune for us to make the repeal to take effect immediately. As 
against immediate repeal I will vote for any proposition limiting the 
repeal to take effect on or after January 1, 1879. 
ae now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 

INGER. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the repeal of the bankrupt law is prob- 
ably a foregone conclusion in this Congress, The absolute repeal so 
far as the other branch of Congress is concerned has already taken 
place. After the passage of the repealing act by the Senate the first 
action of the Judiciary Committee of this House was a vote of the 
committee recommending to this House concurrence in the Senate’s 
action for the immediate and full repeal of the bankrupt law. During 
the period that has intervened between that action of the committee 
and the present time members have learned from the press or from 
letters and telegrams coming from their constituents that all over the 
country men are desirous of knowing the exact time when this re- 
peal is to take effect, in order that they may have opportunity before 
that time to file their petitions for voluntary bankruptcy. 

Any one who looks at the newspapers of our principal cities will 
learn that within the last few days there has been one continuous 
rush into the courts for tte? Aare! ef as well as many cases 
of involuntary bankraptey. I think—indeed I know—the views of 
some members of the Judiciary Committee were changed on this sub- 
ject by what is passing in the country before their eyes and within 
their own knowledge, so much so that the committee concluded to 
reconsider its action and to recommend to this House the adoption of 
the substitute which has been reported Ke Sm gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McMaHon] recommending to the House to pass the act for 
repeal to take effect immediately as to involuntary bankruptcy upon 
the of the law, but postponing its action as to voluntary 
bankruptcy until the Ist of January next. That amendment meets 
my view of what is demanded by the circumstances by which we are 
surrounded; and although I should be in favor, unless this amend- 
ment can be 5 of the repeal of the bankrupt law, yet I do think 
the condition of the country, the circumstances of the people, the 
uncertainty of our legislation, the threatening danger connected with 
legislation in Togad to financial acts, especially the gteat and immi- 
nent and as I believe the overwhelming danger of ruin and injury to 
the country arising from what may be the action of Congress under 
the leadership of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] in dis- 
arranging the whole tariff of the country and destroying root and 
branch the interests of the country, agricultural, mechanical, manu- 
facturing, and every interest around which the labor of the Ameri- 
can people to-day gathers—I say these threatening and impending 
efforts of that class of enthusiasts who may be summed up in the 
character of communist, free-trader, inflationist, and representatives 
of all those political isms which threaten destruction to all the gen- 
eral interests and stability of the country would invite members of 
this body, whatever their desire or determination may have been, to 

use a moment before they forced into voluntary or involuntary 
3 many of the citizens of the country who have been for 
years struggling as they have never struggled before to sustain their 
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credit, to pay their debts, to preserve something for their families in 
the hope that they may tide over the difficulty, but who see in the 
assage of this act their only possible chance to free themselves from 
ife-long slavery to their creditors depends on the extension of time 
for voluntary bankruptcy. 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 


Mr. CONGER. When my ten minutes are up I will yield for five 
minutes out of my time or anybody else’s time to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire. [Laughter.] 

Now, sit, there are gentlemen in this House who have shown to me 
within the last few days letters from their constituents saying they 
have worked night and day hoping to maintain their honor, hoping 
to preserve their credit, hoping to pay off their indebtedness, hopin 
to save a pittance out of the property which they once conside 
abundant for all debts and abundant for all necessities of their old 
age—saying that if this bill passes they desire to know the day and 
the hour and the minute when it takes effect, because they cannot 
struggle longer unless there be some opportunity hereafter offered for 
relief from all their labors and troubles if their best endeavors shall 
fail, and saying they wish to know the hour of its passage so they 
may not fail to take advantage of the bankrupt law before its re- 
peal takes effect. 

There is but one single e upon which the members of the 
committee differ. All of them are oe that the bankrupt law will 
be repealed ; that in the natural order of things it must be repealed. 
There is a majority of that committee, and I hope it will prove true 
that there is a majority of this House, in favor of extending to the 
Ist of January next the effect of this bill n the bankrupt law 
so far as voluntary bankruptcy is concern 

Mr. Speaker, if we were living in a time when the future in the next 
few months could be foreseen with the same certainty it may be in 
ordinary times we might perhaps be justified in acting differently, but 
we bave, as I have believed, arrived only at the beginning of the 
troubles of our finances and of our labor question in this country. 
Whatever may be the result, how soon hereafter it may be when this 
country will regain the lost road to prosperity, we must go through 
first the valley of uncertainty, of doubt, of greatly increased lack of 
confidence in the public mind beyond what we have already passed 
through, if that be possible. And Isubmit whether, as the guardians 
of the interests of the whole people, we should not provide that at least 
we shall not increase this doubt, this lack of confidence, this volun- 
tary and 3 bankruptcy, which, sir, from the action of this 
House to-day until this bill be signed by the President of the United 
States, if there be not this extension of time to the Ist of January 
next, will crowd our courts with rashing multitudes of men to take 
advantage of the bankrupt law pro to be repealed before the 
last chance of escape from the life-long and hopeless servitude which 
unliquidated indebtedness has fastened upon them. Give youth and 
strength and energy one chance of escape. Give to our common hu- 
manity one chance, when the better times we hope for shall come, to 
enter again in the race for life, with the prospect of some usefulness 
and some p rity in their future life. 

[Here the hammer se] 

Mr. MCMAHON. I yield five minutes to my colleague on the Judi- 
ciary Committee, the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE. ] 

Mr. FRYE. Five minutes to discuss a great question like the repeal 
of the bankrupt act is simply an absurdity, and Ishall not undertake 
to do it. 

I differ from the majority of the Judicia: 
my opinion not only is it the constitutional right, but, further, it is 
the constitutional duty of the Congress of the United States to enact 
and keep upon the statute-book a bankrupt law. I hold that it isan 
absolute necessity to the commercial law of this land. That com- 
mercial law without it is as a man without an arm or without a leg. 

But, sir, my views in the present condition of things, even if Ihad time 
to discuss them at length, would have no weight at all in this House. 
Why, sir, the Judiciary Committee of the Forty-third Congress spent 
two solid months of time in endeavoring to perfect this bankrupt 
law and remove from it its objectionable features; and yet when it 
came into this House, with that labor expended upon it, like a whirl- 
wind, in a minute, the bankrupt ‘law was absolutely repealed, and 
only the Senate of the United States saved it. And again, when the 
Judiciary Committee spent time and labor and braius in perfectin 
this bill and it came into the House there was, as with a whirlwind, 
Sate te through this House and sent to the Senate a repeal of the 
bankrupt law. In Heaven’s name what encouragement has ever been 
given to a committee of this House to take this law and provide rem- 
edies where they do not exist, to correct imperfections, and to make a 
law which should stand through all time as a part of the commercial 
law of this country? 

In this present Congress the Judiciary Committee of the House, 
relying upon the action of the Senate in the past, determined to 
amend, and while considering, heard from the Senate that the Jndi- 
ciary Committee of that body had not recommended but would permit 
a repeal of the law; and knowing the temper of the House the com- 
mittee stop all further consideration of this bill and reported, be- 
cause consideration was futile, because it was throwing away time, 
utterly throwing it away, they reported concurrence with the Senate 
or else this substitute, 

Sir, I believe the action of Congress to be all wrong, radically 


Committee wholly. In 


NEEN S I believe ihe 02 law can be perfected. The men 
who have killed the law are the officers who have had its enforce- 
ment in their hands. The complaints against the law have been for 
exorbitant and exacting fees on the part of these officers, and when 
this law dies to-day in the Congress of the United States the very men 
who should have been its friends, the men who selfishly should have 
been its friends, may lay the unction to their souls that they by their 
avarice, that they by their greed have killed the bird that was laying 
for them, day by day, the golden egg. The law dies not because the 
law was in fault ; the law dies because the officers enforcing the law 
were selfish and avaricious. 

Sir, believing as I do that a bankrupt law should be a part of tho 
commercial law of the country, but knowing that my views will not 
omy perhaps a score of voters in this House, I joined with the majority 
of the Judiciary Committee and recommend the substitute of the 
House bill for the Senate bill. z 

Mr. MCMAHON. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague on the 
Judiciary Committee, the gentleman from New York, [Mr. LAPHAM. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is provided in the Constitution o 
the United States that Congress shall have power to enact uniform 
laws regulating bankruptcy *hroughont the United States. And yet, 
as bearing upon this discussion, it is a most important historical fact 
that this power has beeu rarely exercised by Con 

The first bankrupt law, Mr. Speaker, was e onthe 3d of April, 
in the year 1800. That law remained in force until the 19th of De- 
cember, 1803, a period of a little over three years and a half. There 
was no other enactment of a bankrupt law until the 19th of August, 
1841, and that law was repealed on the 3d of March, 1843; so that 
that law, enacted after the terrible commercial disasters of 1837, re- 
mained in force less than two years, 

The present law, Mr. Speaker, was enacted on the 2d of March, 
1867, and with its modifications has remained in force until the pres- 
ent time. It has so remained in force in view of the great disasters 
to business men, which grew out of the terrible conflict of arms in 
the recent rebellion. But in my judgment the time has now arrived 
when this law, as was the case with its predecessor, should be blotted 
from the face of the statute-book. 

Mr. Speaker, I answer the eloquent gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] by pointing to this practice of a hundred years of our history 
by the statesmen of all periods as an sree against the continu- 
ance of a permanent national system of hankruptcy. This House on 
two, if not three, occasions has passed a bill for the unlimited re 
of this law; but the Senate up to the present Con has failed to 
act upon the subject. The Senate has now taken the initiative and 
has sent to usa bill for the unconditional repeal of the law; and, 
with the amendment proposed by the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee [Mr. KNOTT] incorporating the sections of the Revised 
Statutes on the subject, the repeal will be complete. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this repeal. The only object of a 
bankrupt law is an equal distribution of the property of those who 
are embarrassed at the time of its passage, an equal distribution of 
their property among all their creditors and the release of the debtor 
from his obligations. It never was designed that a bankrapt law 
should remain a permanent system, in view of which men may calcu- 
late their chances, intending, when the time comes, to avail them- 
selves of its provisions. That division of property among those who 
were embarrassed at the time the law was l in 1867 having be- 
come an accomplished fact, what occasion is there for a continuance 
of this law? Is there any other than to leave the door open for that 
system of frauds which are e under it and which are 
as patent to the public gaze as the sun at noon-day? Postpone this 
repeal until the Ist of July next or until the Ist of January next, and 
more frauds will be perpetrated than have been perpetrated within 
the eleven years during which it has been enforced. What is the 
law to-day but a menace to creditors and an invitation to people to 
en in reckless business speculations and to avail themselves of 
this law for their relief? And as to the involuntary provision, it is 
a menace to business men by which their creditors hold them in their 
grasp and may at any time destroy their business. Sir, we have come 
down, if I may use a common phrase, to “hard pan.” There is a 
returning prosperity from one end of the country to the other. The 
difference between bank paper and specie is less than it ever has 
been since the war, and there never was & time when bank paper 
was so near to specie as it is now. We have arrived at a time when 
there is no occasion for the continuance of such a law. 

Now, under the operation of this law it isa notorious fact that not 
a tithe of the debtors property reaches his creditors. Careful esti- 
mates show that the average of the debtor’s property that reaches 
the creditor is not 10 per cent. under the bankrupt law, while the 
average dividend under the insolvent laws of the States runs as high 
as 35 per cent. Then there is the delay. Thegreat mass of the debtor’s 
property under this law is by delay used up by the officials who have 
control of the operation of the law, aud the result is that with a mere 
tithe of the debtor’s property given to his creditors the debtor him- 
self, after he obtains his discharge, turns up with a wife, a brother, 
= = 3 with a competency on which he can rely for the remainder 
0 18 lite. 

The frauds perpetrated at the present time in the administration of 
this law are enormous as is known by every observing citizen. I am 
therefore in favor of the adoption of the Senate bill, with the amend- 
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ments proposed by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, includ- 
ing the section of Revised Statutes which makes the repeal effective. 

do not know that it is necessary for me to dwell longer on this 
subject. It is a subject which cannot be discussed thoronghly or 
elaborately in the brief space of time given to me; but it seems to 
me that the usage of the statesmen of the country under the Constitu- 
tion for nearly a hundred years since its adoption and the known 
evils that grow out of the administration of the law at present call 
londly upon this House, which has twice or thrice decided in favor 
of an unconditional repeal of the law, to repeal it now by adopting 
the Senate bill as amended, 

Mr. McMAHON. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from New York, | Mr, CHITTENDEN. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] with admiration and with astonishment. I believe 
with him that a bankrupt law, a good bankrupt law, is an absolute 
nocog Red our country. I believe that this substitute for the Sen- 
ate bill is the most dangerous proposition of 1 ation that has been 
presented to the Forty-fifth ics peer and I do not say one careless 
or loose word in that assertion. I believe that if it should be adopted 
the whole country will deprecate and deplore it. 

There is not a lawyer upon this floor, there is not an intelligent 
merchant in the whole country, who has watched the proceedings 
under the bankrupt law of the last four years, who can have failed 
to observe that few if any have been injured by the involuntary feat- 
ure of the law, and here comes a proposition to repeal that and to 
allow the voluntary feature to extend until the 1st of January next. 
What is it that is involved in that proposition? It is nothing less 
than an invitation to a high carnival of disaster, default, and fraud. 

Sir, in view of these facts, which are incontrovertible and notori- 
ously so, it is Art sag to repeal the involuntary feature of the pres- 
ent law immediately, allowing the other to remain in force for eight 
full months. I, for one, protest against it. 

Under this bankrupt law fraud has become, if I may use the expres- 
sion, an exact science, There is not a man familiar with its operation 
who does not know that it is perfectly easy for any dishonest man— 
I do not charge now that it has been done—but I say that any man 
can divide his property among his friends, reserving enough only to 
pay the officials who administer this law. 

hat is the invitation which this Congress propones to give to the five 
hundred thousand, more or less, merchants an ple in this coun- 
try who have been involved in the ruin of war, inilation, and specula- 
tion during the last twenty years; that is the invitation which this 
Congress proposes to give to everybody for eight months longer. If 
there is any man on this floor who can justify that, if there is any 
man who can show that under the administration of the bankrupt 
law the average creditor ever gets justice or anything worth having, 
if there is any man on this floor who can disprove my statement that 
in nine cases out of ten not 1 per cent, is ever paid to the merchants 
of New York and Boston by their debtors who have gone into bank- 
ruptey, then I will yield. I say 1 per cent., not 10 per cent., as was 
2 by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] who opened this 

ebate. 

Now, in the name of reason, after all the wild and fanatical bills 
offered in this Congress, I ask if we shall heap upon our reputation 
for common sense eternal contempt by inviting every man who feels 
that the resumption act, the war of the rebellion, has ruined him to 
go into . and defraud his creditors of every cent that he 
owes them, with eight months for consideration. 

I rose to my feet, Mr. Speaker, laboring under a physical weakness 
which I feared would bring me to my chair in less than a minute, I 
did not expect to do more than to set thinking some of the strong 
men of this House on this subject. I have stated facts in regard to 
the operation of this law which no man can deny. I say that this 
propona substitute is the most dangerous proposition that has been 

fore Congress, the most dangerous proposition that we can possibly 
adopt. It will lead to results which no man can foresee in respect to 
the record of bankruptcies of this country. I voted for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law in the whirlwind of feeling to which reference has 
been made by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE.] I voted for 
it under the very deliberate instructions which I bad then received 
experimentally in regard to the operation of the law. I desire to 
vote again for the repeal of the existing law because it cannot be 
amended and also because we can never get a good law until this is 
out of the way; but I beg the House to refuse to repeal the law by 
means of the proposed substitute. If we do it it will certainly come 
back upon us to confound us. 

Human nature ever remains the same. In the demoralized condi- 
tion of our country human nature cannot resist such an opportunity. 
I read in the papers of yesterday that in three or four of the large 
cities of this country some thirty 8 had been made in one 
or two days to take the benefit of the bankrupt law. Pass this sub- 
stitute, and before next January there will be ten thousand who will 
apply for the benefit of the bankrupt law. Ido not mean to use an 
„ expression; I believe my statement to be true to the 

etter. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. EWING.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Mo- 
Manox] has not expired. 


Mr. McMAHON. How much is left? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 3 

Mr. LAPHAM. Then I will wait until those four minutes have 
been disposed of, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCMAHON] gave 
notice that at the end of two hours he pro to call the previous 
question, The Chair does not think that the gentleman from Ohio 
can claim under the rules the control of more than one hour, At the 
end of his hour, unless the previous question shall be called and sus- 
tained, the bill will be open to disposal under the rules of the House, 
open to amendment, and the Chair thinks also open to the motion of 
which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] gave notice, to 
commit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HANNA. Would it be proper to move to extend the time for 


one hour longer? 

The SPEAKER. No limit has yet been fixed for debate. 

Mr. MCMAHON. All the bills for the repeal or the amendment of 
the bankrupt law have been referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary; and it is a question peculiarly proper for the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. A subcommittee of that committee was considering all those 
different bills when the Senate passed the bill now before the House. 
We then took action as a committee, and I was authorized to appear 
in the House as the organ of the committee, and the Chair recognized 
me for that purpose. I do not know who would have control of this 
bill, if ap hes’ has. 

The SP. R. The House has control of the bill. 

Mr. MCMAHON. Ihave no objection to that whatever, but it seems 
to me that the persons to be recognized are those who have given the 
matter consideration, the members of the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there may be a great many mem- 
bers of the House not members of the Committee on the Judiciary 
who have given consideration to this subject. 

Mr. Mc ON. The Chair must not understand that I desire to 
exclude other persons. On the contrary, I stated at the outset that I 
would myself vote against the previous question in order to extend 
the time for discussion. 

Mr. HANNA, Then at the proper time 

The SPEAKER. The intimation was certainly made that at the 
end of two hours an effort would be made to close debate. 

Mr. HANNA. I trust that will not be done. 

The SPEAKER, The House can determine for itself when that 
question is presented. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] to submit the motion of which he gave notice 
some time since. 

Mr. HUNTON. I move to commit the bill with the pending amend- 
ments to the Committee on the Judiciary. That motion I believe is 
debatable, and I desire to say a few words upon it. 

I agree with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Knorr] that if 
the bankrupt law is an unmitigated evil it ought to be repealed out 
and out, I am not one of those who believe it to be an unmitigated 
evil. Iam one of that class referred to by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. McManon] who believe that the country requires at the hands 
of the Congress of the United States a permanent, well-considered, 
well-digested bankrupt law. 

I am unalterably opposed to many of the features of the existing 
bankrupt law; but I believe there is wisdom pry a in this House, 
wisdom enough in the Judiciary Committee of the House, to frame a 
bankrupt law which will be free from the objections applicable to 
the existing law, and which will be such a measure as the commer- 
cial necessities of this country demand. g 

It appears to me singular that now, at the period of the greatest 
commercial distress that this country has known since the termina- 
tion of the war, the bankrupt law, designed to relieve the necessities 
of the people, should be repealed out and out, I, for one, am not will- 
ing in the present condition of circumstances to vote for an uncondi- 
tional or a conditional repeal. I desire to exhaust every effort on the 
part of this House through its proper committee to mature and per- 
fect the bankrupt law, to rid it of its evils and make it what it was 
designed to be, a blessing to the country. I think this country has 
reached such a stage of commercial progress as to uire a perma- 
nent system of bankruptcy ; and I believe that if a law free from the 
objectionable features of the present act were framed it would be 
acceptable to the whole country and would be beneficent in its opera- 
tion. I therefore move that this bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

I yield to my friend from Ohio [Mr. Ewin] thirty minutes of my 
time. 

Mr. EWING. I hope the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Hunton] will prevail. I regard this bill to repeal the bank- 
rupt law as one of the most important measures we have had before 
us for consideration. It has not yet been debated, and the evident 
porposa of an overwhelming majority to pass it plainly indicates that 

ebate is useless. Yet I cannot sit silent and seo it pass without at 
least my protest. 

This bill, Mr, Speaker, is a fit sequence of the resumption law, to 
complete the work of ruin it initiated. That law enacted, in effect; 
that all men who were so unfortunate as to have been much in debt 
during the past three years, and all who were so venturous as to con- 
tinue in business relying at all on credit, should be broken up, and 
their property taken from them and given to their creditors, This 
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bill supplements resumption by enacting that after the creditor shall 
have taken the debtor’s property at less than half its nominal value 
he shall have a mortgage on his brain and muscle for the unpaid 
balance of the debt. 

What is the condition of the mass of the business men of this 
country to-day? A condition of insolvency. Probably not one man 
in five, taking all classes of business men together, could at once 
settle his debts by selling his eh ga 8 And what is the cause of this 
condition of general insolvency? Is it the fault of the debtors? Is 
it because they have been extravagant or reckless? Not at all. The 
cause is to be found in the legislation of Congress. I care not whether 
it be attributed to inflation or contraction or to the combined effect 
of inflation followed by contraction; still the cause of the unhappy 
condition of the most of the business men of this country lies in the 
finance measures of the General Government. Now if one-half of the 
property of the debtor classes had been swept from them by visitation 
of God, or by act of war, would we, on the instant of that sad and 
terrible event, repeal the merciful provisions of the bankrupt law? 
Would we say that that was the proper time to enact that he should 
not be acquitted of the remainder of the debt on surrendering all he 
had left of his property? No; we would say it was the worst of all 
times to repeal the law. We would say that if ever a people needed 
a bankrupt law that was the time. This, Mr. S er, is our situa- 
tion to-day. The business men of this country who are in embarrass- 
ment and practical insolvency have not brought it on themselves. 
Very few of them have known even the cause of the t and constant 
fall in price of everything in which they deal, which fall has made 
enterprise in almost all kinds of business pernicious and ruinous. 

Mr. COLE. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EwWINd] assert 
that the business men of this country are demanding that the bank- 
rupt law shall still exist? 

. EWING. No, sir; Ido not nee Sean} They have given little 
expression on the subject. Interested men in certain business com- 
munities have sought expressions from the business men—— 

Mr. COLE. I would like to ask the gentleman another question. 
Does he assert that not one in five of the business men of this coun- 
try to-day can pay his debts? 

. EWING. Yes, sir. I did assert that not one-fifth of the busi- 
ness men of the country, taking all classes of business together, could 
sell their 2 to-day for enough money to pay their debts. 

Mr. COLE. Where do you get that kind of statistics from? 

Mr. EWING. From the fact that there has been in the past three 
years a fall in the values generally to the extent on an average of 
not less than 50 per cent. 

Mr. COLE. And still do you assert that not one in five of the 
business men of the country is daily discharging his obligations? 

Mr. EWING. Not at all. On the contrary, a large part of them 
are discharging their obligations; and this is largely due to the fact 
that they are sustained from being actually swept out of business by 
this bankrupt law. Gentlemen talk about expressions on this sub- 
ject from the business men of the country. Why, sir, when a petition 

8 carried round by men interested in the ci ngs of the bankrupt law, 
every business man signs it. The men who are strong sign it be- 
cause they are of the creditor class, and want the swiftest and 
promptest remedy against their debtors. 

a COLE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio another 
question. 

Mr. EWING. My friend will please allow me to continue. 

The business men who are strong sign it, for they want to get rid 
of this bankrupt law, which is in practical effect a stay law, so that 
they may be the first to seize and secure the property of the debtors, 
And on the other hand the embarrassed business men sign it. Why? 
Because to refuse to sign is to bring upon them the suspicion of in- 
solvency. And therefore you get both sides to sign a petition wher- 
ever it 1s handed round by an interested man. As to the mass of the 
men who have been already broken up, their opinions of course are 
of no account. They are fallen, and are treated by their business 
associates as the stricken deer in Shakspeare’s play of As You Like 


It was treated by his fellows of the herd as they galloped by: 
Sweep on, . fat and citizens; 
‘Tis just the fashion: erefore do you look 


Upon that poor and broken bankrupt there? 

They tell us, Mr. Speaker, that the bankrupt law is only an induce- 
ment to rascality. But the tables of commercial failures for the first 
four or five years after its enactment show no increase of insolvency. 
From 1867 to 1871 bankrupts did not multiply. 

por han pati I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. 

Mr. EWING. Very well. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether this law now existing was the law then in force? 

Mr. EWING. It has been modified somewhat. 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Has it not been modified essentially and have not 
all the objectional features of the bankrupt law been inserted in the 
last amendment! 

Mr. EWING. What is the date of the last amendment ? 

Mr. CLAFLIN. Two or three years ago Con passed amend- 
ments to the law which opened the door to all these frauds. 

Mr. EWING. It was amended at various dates down to 1873, as the 
working of the law demonstrated the expediency of amendments. 


Mr. CLAFLIN. That is one law and this is another. ; 
Mr. EWING. But the whole history of the operation of the la 
shows that gentlemen are now saddling on it evils which did not come 
from it at all, but from the general fall of values consequent on the 
contraction involved in the resumption scheme. Bankruptcies com- 
menced increasing from the day the resumption law passed, and have 
gone on increasing, considered relatively to the value of business, 
every month since. And to attribute these failures to the bankrupt 

law is unreasonable and unjust. 

Now, as to these bankrupts not paying much 

Mr. BRIDGES. The gentleman has stated the commercial interests 
of the country require the existence of a bankrupt law. I beg leave 
to ask him whether the onne interests of the country require the 
existence of a bankrupt law—the farming interests, which constitute 
by far the ter majority of the people of the 45 

Mr. EWING. They are comparatively little affected by the bank- 
rupt law one way or the other. 

Gentlemen say the creditors get little in bankruptcy cases. Very 
true. Why? From two causes, one of which we can remedy—indeed, 
both of which are within our power to remedy. First, the enormous 
costliness of the machinery by which the law is executed. Second, 
the steady and continuous fall of values arising from preparation for 
forced resumption. The creditors get little because since theresump- 
tion law passed men have been going on in business, growing more 
cautious it is true, but still going on, in the hope constantly of better 
times. Every opening season in New York has been hailed with false 
assurances that business was reviving, leading embarrassed men to 
struggle on, though falling behind each year and consuming their 
past accumulations, in the hope of better times, And when at last 
they sink into preniy deed their remaining property has shrunk to a 
half or a third of its former value by the general fall of prices re- 
sulting from this attempt at forced resumption, so that when the law- 
yers, and marshals, and assignees have made their charges there is 
unfortunately little left for the creditor. 

I notice that in speaking of this subject some of the newspapers 
tell us to “remit the matter to the States.” But the difficulty is 
that a State has no power to pass an efficient bankrupt law. If we 
repeal this act and the States enact bankrupt or insolvent laws they 
can have no Ba tM e to debts or contracts already existing, be- 
cause of the inhibition in the Federal Constitution against State laws 
impairing the obligation of contracts. Moreover, the State bankrupt 
or insolvent laws cannot discharge the debtor from debts contracted 
outside of the State. Therefore, practically, so far as this relief is 
concerned, it rests solely with the de Government to t it. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the repeal of this law now is bad legislation 
considered. 3 as a question of poera policy. Its inhumanity 
alone makes it bad statesmanship. In the name of God, have not the 
struggling mass of business men in this country suffered f ? Is 
there not enongh of angry discontent to-day? Is not the feeling of 
wrong inflicted 5 law sufficiently general aud intense? Shall we 
aggravato it by telling these embarrassed men that hereafter when 
they break down under the oppression of our own enactments—— 

Mr. COLE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. EWING. I prefer not to be interrupted just now. Shall we 
aggravate it by telling them that hereafter when they shall break 
down—not through their fault, not through their recklessness, not 
through causes that they could control or even understand, but solely 
through mischievous legislation—that when they fall, they shall “fall 
like Lucifer, never to hope again?” Beware, Mr. Speaker, of addin 
anything more to the discontent which now pervades all classes o 
our people—business men, wage men, and the millions restively suf- 
fering in idleness because there is no work to do—beware of adding 
fuel to that fire already prepared for kindling which may sweep over 
our land beyond the = of Government to stay or extinguish it. 

The re of this law is bad policy also because it consigns to busi- 
ness death a large part of a generation of business men as intelligent, 
as honest, as busyant and spirited as was ever crushed by the greed 
of avarice or the blundering of heedless legislation. The country 
loses their services. . go out. For how can a man stripped of 
his property rise with a millstone of debt about his neck? Lou make 
the world a dungeon for him, and you chain him to the floor. Shylock 


said: 
life, 


live. 


You take m 
When you do take the means whereby 

But the proud and ambitious man, in youth or middle life, would 
greatly rather lose his property than have a burden of debt upon him 
which makes it impossible that he shall ever again have enterprise 
or hope of honest accumulation. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HUNTON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. HOOKER. 

r. HOOKER. If we would listen to the argument which has just 
been made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. E WING] we would con- 
clude that the functions and office of a bankrupt law were to relieve 
the debtor by making him incapable of paying his debts. I have 
thought that the functions and office of a bankrupt law were to take 
the property of the debtor honestly surrendering it and distribute it 
among his creditors. That is all that it proposes to do and that is all 


the operation of the law. 
I am opposed to the proposition of my friend from Virginia to refer 
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this question back to the committee, and I am opposed to it because 
I believe that this House is prepared to pass upon this question. 
Twice has the House of Representatives by an overwhelming vote 
swept from the statute-book this nefarious act which, instead of being 
a protection to labor and to industry and the support of the business 
men of the country, has paralyzed that labor and that industry, and 
prostrated the great material resources of the country. The gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Ew1nG] referred to the agricultural interest, 
that great interest which lies at the foundation of all others, that 
without the sustenance and support of which all others would fail 
and crumble to the earth; that great interest without which your 
vast commerce would perish and your magnificent docks from New 
York to Galveston would rot to the water’s edge and your vessels, 
when you are reduced to a fifth-rate power, would be eaten up by the 
barnacles of the sea. 

I say, sir, that the 2 agricultural interests of the country have 
been more injured and damaged by the bankrupt law than any other 
gi in the country, although it has been a protection to commer- 
cial men. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McManon] offers a substitute for 
the Senate bill by which he proposes to revive the most nefarious feat- 
ure of the act of 1870, the voluntary feature of the bill under which 
aman could go into bankruptcy and leave nothing to his creditors, 
his assets pang taken by the assignee in bankruptcy and the officers 
under the bankrupt law. 

Ia to the House not to vote for the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] to refer this matter to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, but to accepť the bill as it comes from the Senate. I 
know that one feature of the law is an engine of oppression against 
the debtor class, and that is the volun feature. The creditor, the 
reckless creditor, the heartless creditor, when forced into bankruptcy 
may defraud his creditors under this provision of the law. I have 
seen since the modification of the law many of the operations of it 
and the injury inflicted by the voluntary feature of the law which it 
is pe to leave in operation. 

he gentleman from Ohio proposes to continue practically the vol- 
untary and the involuntary portions of the law. Iam aware, as has 
been said, that it is a serious thing to be in debt, and that, in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. MCMAHON, ] it is like being 
n a dungeon ; I am aware of that. 

A friend of mine once said: “ I am under an iceberg of debt over- 
due and its glittering dew-drops have dripped day by day upon my 
head.” But I am not aware that the debtor class of the community 
will confer any benefit by keeping the 5 of the law 
in operation; on the contrary you put the sword of Damocles into the 
hand of the creditor to oppress the debtor, and I know no class of the 
community in which it has been wielded with such oppression and 
prostration of industry as spro the great farming interests of the 
country, upon which everything else depends. Ihope the House will 
vote down the motion to refer the bill. I desire to add only that the 
Legislature of the State of Mississippi has pan aaay: assed a res- 
olution requesting its Representatives to vote for this bi 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of privilege. I desire to present 
a report from a committee of conference and it is important that it 
should be agreed to to-day and sent to the Senate. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ‘ing votes of the two Honses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deticiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year endin, 
June 30, 187%, and for prior years, and for other 3 met, after full an 
free conference, have caren to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
3i 5 Nam Senate recede from its amendments numbered 15, 16, 18, 19, 25, 28, 30, 

, and 37. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 1, 

Polis Opel ade 10, 11, 13, 14, 17, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36, and agree 
% same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 12, 
and agree to the same, with amendment as follows: Strike out of said amendment 
the words“ and binding,” and strike out “forty” and insert in lieu thereof 
“ thirty; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 21, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ fif- 
teen, and substitute therefor the word “twelve; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 22. and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Strike out the words “two thou- 
sand" and insert in lieu thereof “fifteen hundred; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 29 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: Amend the title of the bill 
by inserting after the word years,“ in said title, the words for subsistence of 
the Army; and the Senate agree to the same. « 

EUGENE HA 


JAMES H. BLO 8 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. G. BLAINE, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the report of the committee of conference 
be agreed to, 
The question was taken; and the report of the committee of con- 
ference was to. 
Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 


justify such legislation by so conservative a State as 


the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to, 
REPEAL OF THE BANKRUPT ACT. 


Mr. HUNTON. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to indorse what was so well 
said . konsenan from Maine [Mr. FRYE] as to the necessity of 
a bankrupt law as a part of the laws of every commercial nation. 
It is necessary and vital to such a body of laws. I desire also to 
invoke in favor of the proposition to send this bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary what was said by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Lar nau] touching the history of such laws in our past. Such 
a law, he said, has ever been to relieve the victims of a com- 
mercial crisis, after which they were repealed; and, he added, that 
having done that this law had done its work. I say, sir, that the 
American people have never been in so granda commercial and man- 
ufacturing crisis as they now are. They were never suffering under 
a more portentous one than that which now overwhelms them. 
The gentleman said that we had reached a period when our paper 
money is nearer to gold than bank-notes ever were, and when he said 
that he told the truth, for the nback or national-bank note will 
travel without discount through every State in the Union, and there 
never was atime under our old money system when bank-notes would 
travel a hundred miles from the State that had incorporated the bank 
that issues them without discount. But that fact does not attest the 
prosperity of the people. Look at Massachusetts with $250,000,000 
of deposits in savings-banks! 

Mr. BUTLER. Two hundred and forty millions. 7 

Mr. KELLEY. Well, $240,000,000; that is a good round sum. Ihave 
been told by other tlemen from that State that it is $252,000,000. 
Be it either $252,000,000 or $240,000,000, it is held subject to a condi- 
tional stay law, enacted recently and precipitately, which provides 
that the directors of every savings-bank may invoke the offices of a 
commission who may say to them you must pay only such a per- 
centage of their own money to depositors in every sixty days. I 
believe I state the 3 of the law correctly, and will be glad 
to be corrected if I have misstated them. 

The depositors of this $240,000,000 or $252,000,000 are doing business 
in a time when the Legislature and governor of Massachusetts felt it 
necessary to pass such a law in order to save the State from com- 
mercial chaos; when to permit the thrifty laboring people or mer- 
chants or manufacturers to draw their own money in accordance 
with the laws under which they deposited it threatened bankruptcy, 
broad, sweeping, and universal. But in a period the aspects of which 
assachusetts 
it is proposed to say to the debtor whose assets are thus impounded 
that the Government withdraws the protection it threw around its 
enterprising citizens eleven years ago and will leave him to be 
hunted into pauperism, while the bank commissioners direct the 
holders of his money to pay him but 5, 10, or 20 per cent. each sixty 
days. 

hen was business ever so stagnant? When was it ever universally 
conducted with so great a chance for loss? Each quarter brings new 
assurances from financial prophets that we have touched hard pan, 
and are now to rise into prosperity. Last year our great crops, greater 
than we ever gathered before, were to redeem us from depression. 
Those crops have passed away, and the report of the first quarter of 
this year announces the failure of thirty-three hundred and fifty-five 
business houses, giving us for the year above twelve thousand bank- 
rupteies. 
he total amount involved in these failures aering he first quarter 
of this year is $82,078,826, being $18,000,000 more than for the same 
quarter of 1876.and $28,000,000 more than for the same quarter of 
last year. If, as the gentleman from New York said, bankrupt laws 
are to afford relief at the end of a crisis, I pray you to permit this 
law to remain in operation; let it execute its legitimate purpose; 
let it remain until by the operation of our infernal laws those who 
feel that they stand shall have fallen, and until when after we shall 
have concentrated all the real estate, the machinery, and the corpor- 
ate property in the country in the hands of a few cormorants we can 
give the masses of the business people at least the right, unembar- 
rassed by judgment debts, to ply their energies in sapporting them- 
selves and in endeavoring to contribute to our revenues. 

Look at the public revenues, shrinking, shrinking, shrinking day 
by day, week by week, month by month, because more and more of 
our people are forced into pauperism if they are laborers, and into 
bankruptcy if they are merchants or manufacturers, and become un- 
able to consume datiable or taxable goods and by such consumption 
to contribute to our revenues. 

The receipts from internal taxes for this month are already a million 
dollars less than to the same date of the same month of last year, and 
by the end of the month they will be $1,300,000 less. Already by com- 
parison with last year we have lost more than six millions of inter- 
nal revenue, and are likely to lose a total of ten millions before the 
close of the year. 7 

I beg you to pause and not precipitate further bankruptcies and 
enforced idleness. I beg you to leave to the embarrassed business 
men a gleam of hope, a Little lining to the portentous cloud, and not 


1878. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2865 


force such men, men of e and knowledge, into the 
ranks of those who look upon our Government as an oppressor and 
upon Congress as a wrong-doer. I beg you not to give to the discon- 
tented people disciplined and intelligent captains to lead them into 
open revolt, 

Here the hammer fell.] 5 

he SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman is expired. 

Mr. HUNTON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. sary NS 5 

Mr. NA. In so far as theresolutions of a State Legislature are 
concerned, I am here under instructions from the Legislature of my 
State to vote for the unconditional repeal of the bankruptlaw. But 
were I not so under instructions, and were left to consult my own 
judgment, I would vote for the repeal of that law. 

I regret that in the discussion of this measure an attempt has been 
made to withdraw our minds from the luw under consideration. I 
do not propose to be drawn off into a discussion of questions of finance 
or parla of that kind; and I again state my regret that an attempt 
has been made to give this debate that direction. 

If I were to s for myself, I would say that in my judgment a 
national bankrupt law is a standing insult to the intelligence of the 
State governments. If I look to the experience of the past, I find 
that that experience proves that a bankrupt law is utterly impracti- 
cable as a measure of relief even to the honest debtor. 

Let us look for a moment simply to the operation of the bankrupt 
law. I sympathize as much with the debtor as any man; but let us 
see how that law operates. I bgp fer under the law as administered, 
under every act by the American Congress as administered, 
it has proved a swindle to debtor and creditor. Why is that? It is 
because the machinery of our Federal courts is so heavy, it requires 
so much money to furnish the grease to run them, and the operations 
of those courts are so far from the men who are to be affected by the 
administration of the law, that in the administration of the law the 
property of the debtor is swallowed up by the officers of the courts, 
administer them as honestly and as best they may. 

I lay it down as a principle that the nearer you can get to the peo- 
ple with your court the more efficient will be the remedy adminis- 
tered and the cheaper and better for both debtor and creditor. 

What is now the practical operation of this law? Take for in- 
stance my own State, which is well supplied with railroads. A man 
goes into bankruptcy. An assignee is appointed at the city of Indi- 
anapolis. The bankrupt we will suppose resides in one of the onter 
counties. In so far as his creditors come forward and voluntarily 
pay their indebtedness, so far collections are made. As soon as the 
cream is thus skimmed off, what follows? Why, at the capital of the 
State the effects of the bankrupt are pot 5p for sale. Who at Indi- 
anapolis knows what they are worth? Nobody. Some man per- 
haps from the locality of the bankrupt may slip in and bid wha the 
chooses; and the entire assets of the bankrnpt are thus swallowed 
up. The course pursued is a swindle upon the honest debtor as well 
as the honest creditor, because the honest debtor desires that his 
property shall go to iy Ad debts. 

it come to this that the people of Indiana and of the other 
States have not intelligence enough to pass insolvent laws and as- 
signment laws which will better subserve the interests of debtor and 
creditor than this legislation which we now pro to repeal? Why 
suppose a man dies in one of the outer townships of your county ; 1 
submit to you as men of practical, common sense whether an admin- 
istrator living in the immediate locality will not collect more money 
out of the assets of the deceased than will a man ten, fifteen, or 
twenty miles distant, who may not be conversant with all the sur- 
roundings of the deceased. I submit to you whether a court sitting 
in the county where the debtor resides is not in a position to be bet- 
ter conversant with the facts of the case than a court eae away 
off at the capital of the State. I submit to you, taking mankind as 
ordinarily found, of ave honesty, of ave: fairness—when an 
honest man comes forw: and says to his itors, “ Here is all I 
have; take it and apply it honestly and fairly so far as it may go to 
pay my indebtedness,” will not the creditors ordinarily say, “ This 
man has done all he can; let us give him an acquittance.” 

ge the hammer fell. ] 

. HUNTON. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. CRITTENDEN. ] 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I yield my time to the gentleman from New 
York, [ Mr. 5 E 

Mr. WITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, so far as I have been 
able to follow this discussion, the opponents of the repeal of the 
bankrupt law seem to have confounded insolvency with bankruptcy. 
The provision of the Constitution under which this law was enacted 
relates to bankruptcy; it says nothing of insolvency. Now bank- 
ruptcy is that condition in which a, debtor is unable to pay his debts; 
and it is a judicial question whether he is in sucha condition or not. 
It is competent for Co to a law which shall give to the 
courts of the United States the determination of the question whether 
a debtor is in a condition of penker or not; and this is all that 
it is competent for Congress to do. Such a law is eminently wise and 

udicious. I believe that a bankrupt law of such a character as that 
is indi le in connection with commercial business. But the 
existing law is not such a law. It needs amendment which will give 
to the courts authority to decide the question whether the debtor is in 
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a state of bankruptcy or not, and if he be in such condition to dis- 
tribute his assets among his creditors without preference. 
In view of this consideration, I introduced early in the extra session 


a bill (H. R. No. 1529) proposing amendments to the bankrupt law 
which would have made it an efficient working e law, such 
as exists in Great Britain. That proposition was sent to the Judiciary 
Committee; and I to-day learn for the first time from the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr, FRYE] why the committee has taken no action on 
the subject. He has told us that after his experience of two years, 
after a great deal of honest, hard labor, he despairs of bringing this 
House and this country to a realizing sense of the nature of the leg- 
islation which is demanded by commercial interests. I agree wit 

him ; and this being so the next best thing, if we cannot properly 
amend the act, is to repeal it. I was astonished to hear him say to 
this House that he was in favor of the substitute introduced under 
the direction of the Committee on the Judiciary by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. McManon.] That substitute will vate every 
evil of the existing law. It puts it in the power of the dishonest 


‘debtor for eight months to come to hide away his assets and it takes 


from the honest creditor the power to compel a dishonest debtor to 
devote his assets to the payment of his indebtedness. 

I am opposed to the substitute; and if proper amendments cannot 
be made to the existing law, I am in favor of the absolute and uncon- 
ditional repeal of the act, without any other delay than for the adop- 
tion of the technical amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. KNotr.] Every hour that we delay this action is 
dangerous to the best interests of this country. We are marchin 
steadily and surely back to prosperity. We are to-day on “hard pan. 
I was astonished to hear the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewixd] and 
the gentleman from 3 (Mr. ag Prong e the doc- 
trines which they have laid down here to-day. ey seem to think 
that the distress in this country with the attendant shrinkage of 
values is something local. Let me tell those gentlemen that this 
condition of things exists all over the civilized globe. In Great 
Britain, where specie payments have not been interrupted for a long 
period, there is the same shrinkage of values. In France, where spe- 
cie payments have been resumed under a scheme which has received 
the ee approbation of these gentlemen, there is great com- 
mercial distress. Germany, where a sound system of currency has 
never been departed from, equal distress prevails. The business de- 
pression and the shrinkage of values are not local but universal. 
They are the reaction from a speculative era; and when you have 
had an era of speculation there is no remedy, but through much 
tribulation, through shrinkage, through liquidation of indebtedn 
to get back to the point where we can n upon the foundation o 
solid and real values and upon honest and true money. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HUNTON. Iyield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Speaker, again in five minutes of time there is an 
utter impossibility o arguing to this House the proposition which I 
approve and which in general I shall endeavor to sustain by my 
vote. 

I desire now to say, Mr. Speaker, that the gentloman from Virginia 
having made the motion to refer this subject to the Jadiciary Com- 
mittee, I do not take the despondent views which have been expressed 
in this House by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewixd] and the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. KELLEY,] and I dissent entirely 

m the reasons they have given for their preference for the bankin 
law. I do not believe that the return to resumption is the cause o 
the wide-spread ruin in this country to-day. I believe there can be 
found other better, greater reasons by far than the condition of 
things; else why do you find it in Canada? Else why do you find it 
in England ? y do yon find to-day, out of one hundred and sixteen 
cotton mills in one single city in England one hundred of them I 
believe have sto ; their wheels not running; their employés on 
astrike? They have had no experience like ours in the return to 
resumption and-in the contraction which gentlemen talk about. 
Contraction, in my opinion, was an absolute necessity to national 
health, as medicine now and then is an absolute necessity for man to 
recover his normal condition. 

Sir, I look forward to the fature with hope, for the nearer we a 
pronn to a gold basis the nearer we approach to that point where 

usiness men can look upon affairs as the shipmaster looks upon the 
compass and recognizes his position, the nearer we are to safety; to 
comfort, and to prosperity. 

But, sir, I have derived new hope from the discussion of this meas- 
ure in this House. I did not suppose there were so paver ee 
on the floor who entertained the views which I have erto ex- 
prona: I am encouraged, and say with all my heart and strength 

will devote my time in the Judiciary Committee to the amendment 
of the bankrupt law providing this House will adopt the motion and 
refer it to that committee for consideration. The enco ent 
received here is such I believe the committee would put itself to the 
work of preparing a bankrupt law which would be relieved of all 
the objectionable features of the present one, and at this very session 
of the House report it back in that perfected condition. I hope, sir, 
that the House will adopt the motion of the gentleman from Virginia 
to refer this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. HUNTON. I fie now for three minutes to the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Wurrx.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has only six minutes remaining. 

Mr. HUNTON. And I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hunton] for the courtesy of a few 
minutes on this question. In the brief moments allowed me for dis- 
cussion I cannot philosophize on the bankrupt system of the country. 
Lengthy detail must be abandoned. 

What is the specific question before the House? The gentleman 
from Virginia has moved to refer the pending bill to the Judiciary 
Committee. This will certainly delay final action by this House 

ibly defeat the p of the measure this session. The bill 
itself is brief and provides for the repeal of the bankrupt law of 1867 
and all its amendments and igh tata saving, however, the validity 
of pendin . in the different bankrapt courts of the coun- 
try until they are finally disposed of. I shall vote for this bill. It has 
already passed the Senate and the sooner it becomes a law the better 
it will, fs for the coun Refer it to the Judiciary Committee 
ie it will be weeks, I fear, before it will again get before the 

ouse. 

Sir, it has yeen well said there should be some bankrupt system in a 
country like this. The Constitution saves to the Con the right 
to pass uniform laws on the subject of 8 throughout the 
United States. After a great convulsion like the war inst rebell- 
ion it was wise to enact some law on this subject to relieve the mass 
of the people, particularly of one section of the country, from the 
weight of misfortune that crushed them, and start them upon a career 
of new enterprise and usefulness, 

In the earlier period of its administration men who had lost all 
their substance in the casualties of actual conflict or through the 
accidents of war and derangements of trade, men who had nothing 
left but a willing heart to start again in the battle of life, came be- 
fore the courts, made an honest showing of their assets, a full sur- 
render, and were disc from a mountain of debt so they could 
again go into the struggles of business and assist to promote the com- 
mon weal. Bat, sir, latterly the bankrupt law has been employed as 
a trap in which to catch the honest business men of the country. It 
is fall of devices, uncertainties, and perplexities. It is a dark shadow 
upon the fair face of the jurisprudence of the country. The sooner 
it is dispelled the better it will be for the currents of trade among the 
people. A uniform system of bankruptcy, forsooth! Uniform in 
what? In its invitations to the dishonest debtor to thwart and evade 
his honest creditor; to the relentless creditor to harass and destroy 
the honest debtor. I was a few years ago entertained, sitting in one 
of the United States courts, which is presided over by a most dis- 
tinguished judge, as I listened to his honor seeking to elucidate one 
of the intricacies of this law from the bench to the counsel in the 
case, now one of the associate justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. When the ju concluded his explanation on the 

nding point, the counsel plaintively observed: “ ell yonr honor, 


thought I knew something about the bankrupt law, but now dis- 
cover I know nothing.” Thus it is eee with the 1 profes- 
sion of the country. The justice of the case is lost in tedious 


mazes of the endless proceedings. 

Sir, I listened with surprise to the utterances of my experienced 
colleague [Mr. KELLEY] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EWING] 
in their resistance to the repeal of this law. They seek to blend it 
with the financial issues of the hour. They say you will push the 
laboring-men to revolt by adding the repeal of this law to their woes. 
Sir, the laboring-men are not the persons who invoke the aid of the 
bankrupt law. They have not the surplus means at hand to defra 
the necessary counsel fees and officers’ charges to begin the 8 
ings. No, sir; they are the sufferers from the injustice of this statute. 
The interest of the laboring-man is the integrity and prosperity of his 
employer. With prosperity to the employer the laborer is happy 
in “his basket and store.” When disaster overtakes the honest em- 
ployer the laborer still gets his dues. But, sir, gentlemen talk of the 
at pe and debtor classes of the country as distinct and at issue. 
There are none such distinctively in our business interests. The em- 
ployer, whom you may designate as the capitalist, is the creditor of 
the workingman whom he hires for his labor; the laborer is the 
creditor of this capitalist for his wages. The laboring-man at the 
close of the week or the month, or it may be when he presents his 
voucher for his wages, gets paymon if the employer is solvent; but 
if misfortune has overtaken the business and bankruptcy proceed- 
ings have been resorted to, the laborer gets practically nothing. 

have no time to dwell on this. Let us imagine a business enter- 
prise employing scores of hands with dependent families. The man- 
agement suddenly stop operations; the hands are idle, the families 
suffering; the it managers suddenly resort to bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings, voluntary or involuntary—either can easily be ee > 
the United States or bankrupt court is located possibly one hund 
miles away; a schedule of assets and debts is prepared the assignee 
is selected, whose duty it is to collect the assets and make equal dis- 
tribution, with certain preferences for w: of labor and some other 
matters; it is suddenly discovered the title to the most valuable part of 
the real estate has been vested in the wife or son or some other relative 
or friend of a principal stockholder or conductor of the enterprise; 


the creditors are shocked; the laboring-man with his ten, twenty, 
hundred dollars or more omang for his w. has no money to enter 
the contest; the court is too far away; the local attorney cannot 
afford to give his time and attention to begin a contest in a court so 
distant without expenses and compensation ; in despair all is practi- 
cally lost to the creditors, including the laboring-man; the assignee’s 
account is settled and the bankrupt is finally discharged, his debts 
all wiped out, yet the bulk of the property still remains in the family. 

This is no exaggerated picture. Away, then, with the pretense that 
this law is for the benefit of the laborer! It is against his interests 
to remain on the statute-book. Will gentlemen refer to the records 
of the bankrupt courts and tell me how many laboring-men have re- 
sorted to the bankrupt law to relieve their misfortunes? There are 
none. No, sir; let not gentlemen seek to raise the issue here that the 
law we would re is the poor man’s friend. It has been his enemy. 
Why, sir, it has in force since 1867, and yet business disasters 
have multiplied. 

I would not say, no man can say, there are not many features of 
advantage in this law, and many instances of benefit to the individ- 
nal and the community under its administration, but in the main 
now it is an incubus on our business society. Much money to-day 
lying idle would invest in mortgage or real estate security to start 
some new enterprise, to eye se Blow bor, were it not the fear of the per- 
plexities and devices of ban pt proceedings continually arising 
to disco the investment. Sir, every lawyer in active practice 
knows he is invoked oftener to apply this law by the man who 
wants some improper advantage over his honest creditors than for 
any other p . It was enacted on the theory all a man’s prop- 
erty when he failed should be taken and distributed to all his credit- 
ors, As it is administered it seeks to discover how little can be ap- 
plied to honest oo ta Were this C to consult the interest 
of some lawyers, clerks, and marshals of United States courts this 
law would not be repealed. Consult the business public sentiment 
of the country—consult the men who in the private avenues of en- 
terprise are risking their means and investing their labor, who want 
laws that will give certainty, honesty, and fair play to all classes, and 
we will not hesitate an hour to repeal this law and remove a cause 
of public discontent. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUNTON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. KELLEY. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. My friend [Mr. Harry Wurre] who has just spoken, 
t used to being 
e was the other 


should he remain here as long as I have done, will 
surprised, and will not get knocked off his feet, as 
day by discovering that his coll e [Mr. H. B. WnIohr] did not 
know of the Kiskiminetas and the Conemaugh Rivers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I hope my colleague knows them 
now. 

Mr. WRIGHT. What is that my colleagues are saying? [Laugh- 
tor] What is the question of m, cellet ot e frag 

r. KELLEY. I did not ask t ee any question. I avail 
myself of the two minutes allowed me to reply to the gentleman 
from Maine 2857 FRYE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt] and to tell them my 3 have fallen in every country, 
why machinery is idle and the laboring people of all countries are in 
poverty and are unable to consume each other’s productions or to con- 
tribute to the revenues of their government. ces, sir, the world 
over, had usted themselves to the volume of a silver, and 
paper money in circulation, and when Germany and the nited States 
thrust silver, which was about one-half of the metallic money of the 
world, out of the category of money metals, when Germany pro- 
hibited the circulation of any bank-note under $25, when the United 
States contracted its paper money from two thousand millions to 
practically less than five hundred millions, they decreed the terrible 
shrinkage of prices and consequent ruin which have taken place 
throughout America and Europe, and thus deprived the laboring peo- 
ple of the world of employment and of the ability to earn the means 
to contribute to the public revenues. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. LAPHAM was recognized, and yielded fifteen minutes to Mr. 

UTLER. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with such care and 
attention as I might te the discussion and the various views which 
have been expressed. I do not think with my friend from Indiana 
(Mr. HANNA] that a uniform system of bankrupt laws is “an insult 
to the States;” because I have a very high for those old 
fathers of ours who framed the Constitution and made this a pro- 
vision of the Constitution the exercise of which in my judgment is 
as necessary for the good of the people as its correlative in the same 


Paragraph, a uniform system of naturalization, although I believe 
that Jast system may not be so popular in Indiana, as they have there 
a system of naturalization of their own. 


Most of the ents which have been used here are against the 
administration of the bankrupt law. I there never has been 
anything so faulty. I have tried as a member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary three times to amend the bankrupt law so as to do awa 
with these evils; three times to amend its fees; three times to abo! 
its corps of officers; three times to make it more economical and for 
the benefit of the people. But whenever I have brought such a meas- 
ure in here I have been met with the cry of repeal; the whole thing 
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has been taken out of the hands of the committee and all amendments 
voted down. 

It is said to be a very defective system. That is because yon will 
not allow any amendment. You hear of some registerin bankruptcy 
who has made himself rich, some official assignee who is not provided 
for by law swallowing up all the assets; and you follow the rule that 
when you see a small wrong in the execution of the law you strike at 
the whole system itself without dealing with the particular source of 
that wrong. Youstrikeat the whole system; youneveramend. That 
has been the rule in Congress for many years. When we legislate, we 
legislate for a particular thing and not provide a system of laws. 
Some man rushes in here with a bill against a given crime which he 
hears of. But who has attempted to amend your crimes act of 1789? 
You have thereby got a thing of shreds and patches in your crimes 
act which no lawyer can understand nor which courts can construe. 

Now, Ido not understand the law as my friend does, that the assignee 
must be at the capital of the State. He is chosen by the creditors 
wherever they like to choose him, as most convenient to them and 
their interests. 


Now, my what shall we do? I am not going to be led into any 


discussion of finances spon this question. I give as part of my re- 
marks a statement of the failures in the first quarter of the present 
year, compared with the two previous years, as follows: 


e th — ti ag hy purpose of comparison, the fail- 
ree mon and at the same time, for the com n, the 
ures for the corresponding period of 1877 and 1876. 0 t that it is not more 
encouraging in ttre, gerd but it should be remem! that we have 
winter, probably the worst that has been in its 


months has undoubtedly, in the aggregate, been enormous and has contributed to 


pacers Ses new offices, &c., has a tendency to bring into its classifi 
traders whose wants are purely local, increasin, 


tfally, 
3 DUN, BARLOW & CO. 
335 Broadway and 80 Wall street, New York. 


Statement of failures, by States and Territories, in the first quarter of the year 1878. 


States and Territories. 


It appears, therefore, that in the last quarter there were 3,355 bank- 
Tuptcies with $82,000,000 of liabilities, against, in the corresponding 
quarter of last year, 2,859 bankruptcies and $54,000,000 of liabilities, 
and, in the same quarter of 1876, 2,806 bankruptcies with $64,000,000 
of liabilities. Is not this to go on in astill increasing ratio? Under 
these circumstances what will you do? My friends say here, repeal 
this bankrupt act and send cases of insolvency back to the State laws 
for adjudication. 

No man can get a discharge from his debt under any State law, 
excepting the debt has been contracted in the State after the law 
existed and under the State assignment laws the bankrupt property 
was left to be swallowed up by neighbors, friends, relatives, wife, 
and children of the bankrupt and nothing went tothe general creditors. 
If you go back te that there is no disch: forthe man. If aman 
can come before his creditors and give up his property and get a dis- 
charge there is some inducement for him to do so; but if he can get 
no discharge then why should he do so. 

Men w ur pay their debts as ngas they can, and when they can- 
not they will, if they can get a harge, givè up their pro to 
their creditors and start anew in life; if not they will retain their 
property, concealing it in the hands of their relatives or friends, and 
therefore you b up dishonesty. 

I was surprised to hear my friend from Pennsylvania Mr. WHITE] 
say that the repeal of this law was the only relief for the laboring- 
man, so that he might get his wages when his employer fails, Now 
the bankrupt law provides preference in the settlement of the ac- 
counts of a bankrupt for the pay of the laborer. 

Mr. FRYE. Fall River illustrates that. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly; the great mills there are going to fail 
for millions in a week or two and all laborers—and there are thou- 
sands, men and women—under the bankrupt law will get their dues, 
but you let the old system of attachment and assignment take the 
place of the present law and the laboring-men will get nothing. 

I thought, myself, last year that the repeal of this law would be 
right, and if I had been here I mito have voted for it, because I 
thought then that the ñumber of ures were decreasing and that 
we had touched bottom in bankruptcy ; but I find that we have not, 
Some time before I die, if I live to the ordinary years of man, I shall 
discuss the causes of this universal bankruptcy ; if not before this 
House, elsewhere. But the facts on the paper I sent to the Clerk’s 
desk show that at this year we have a rate of bankrupts amounting 
to 8328,000,000 of bankrupt liabilities, while in 1857, the year of the 

test financial revulsion and distress ever known, the amount of 
ankrupt liabilities was only $290,000,000 ; so that the crisis is upon 
us, and the question is, will the House, on this day and at this hour, 
pee all these men—fourteen thousand in a single year, and bankrupt 
onestly, for we all that, for some cause or other, the war if 
you please, our financial policy if you please, inflation if you please, 
the general condition of the country; never mind the cause, the fact 
remains—beyond the reach of hope? I do not care what the cause 
is of these failures, but the fact is that pro has depreciated and 
that men who thought themselves werth hundreds of thousands of 


Quarter ending March 31, 1878. | Quarter ending March 31, 1877. | Quarter ending March 31, 1876, 


Number of 


Amount of | Number of | Amount of | Number of 


Amount of 
liabilities. failures. liabilities. failures. i 


liabilities. 


$11, 016, 974 
606 


11, 699; 029 
25, 014, 081 
2, 074, 138 


7,576, 511 


dollars find themselves in bankruptcy. Are we to outlaw these men? 


That is the question for all of us to consider. 

If I dared to appeal to gentlemen who t to go before their 
constituents next fall, I would tell them that those constituents who 
find, because of them, that they cannot get discharged from their 
debts when they have given up all their property, will be at the polls 
with nothing else to do except to defeat the men who placed them 
in that predicament. I do not care whether I stand alone upon this 
question. I like to stand alone. I would rather vote against this 
repeal if there was no one else in the House who would vote with me. 
I have simply a word further to say, and I want to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that this bill has never been considered, and you had 
better send it to the Judiciary Committee for consideration. e had 
a little informal consideration of the bill in the Committes on the 
Judiciary, but we had no right to consider it, because it was npon 
the Speaker's table, and we only considered it because we feared 
that when it came before the House members would go over the fence 
like a flock of sheep in their votes upon it. It was said that we could 
not consider it, we should be obli to take it as it came over from 
the Senate. There was but one short speech made upon the bill there, 
although our conclusion was that the bill was as faulty as all the 
other bills are that have come from the Senate which the House have 
e without any examination whatever. This bill of the Senate 

oes not repeal the bankrupt law at all, for the law of 1867 and the 
amendments to that law, which are mentioned in this bill, have been 
repealed for four years and six months; such is the bill that comes 
from the Senate. Let me refer you from the Revised Statutes, page 
969, the bankrupt law of 1867 as there digested and codified. Now 
what does title 74 say? 

All acts of Congress passed prior to said Ist day of December, 1 an 
tion of which is embraced in * of said eee ae S ed, 
and the section applicable thereto shall be in force in lieu thereof; all parts of such 
acts not peirera in such revision having been repealed or superseded by subse- 

uent acts or not beini general or permanent in their nature: Provided, the 

ncorporation into said revision of any general and permanent provision, taken 
from an act making a s or from an act 5 provisions of 
a private, local, or temporary character, shall not repeal or in any way affectany 
appropriation or any provision of a private, local, or temporary character, con- 
tained in any of said acts, but the same shall remain in force; and all acts of Con- 
groan passed: rior to said last-named day, no part of which are embraced in said 
revision, not be affected or by its enactment. 

Thus you see all these acta mentioned have been repealed for four 
and one-half years, and the Revised Statutes provision now stands as 
the law, and the bill does not pretend to repeal that provision. You 
will not now consider this bill thoroughly, because this House is in the 
habit of overriding the committees, voting blindly for that which 
comes from the Senate, and running riot in its legislation. I speak 
Kaniy; The Honse is governed by newspapers, and not by reason and 

ebate. Members are frightened at their shadow. We do not stand 
12 here in the image of the God who made us and do legislation here 

ike men who are sent here to deal with the greatest interests of the 
country, standing up here and saying that we will consider this ques- 
tion ely, calmly, and quietly. e spend a day over a dog-Gight, 
(laughter, J bat not one hour over a great measure ef legislation. We 
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gather ourselves together about W advocating something in 
regard to a little trout-brook and leave a whole vee of ee Eei 
to continue flowing without consideration or debate. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I do not rise for the purpose of dis- 
cussing this measure. The time allotted me precludes argument. 
All intelligent men, whether farmers of the West or merchants of 
the East, are of one opinion regarding this subject; they all demand 
the nnconditional repeal of the bankrupt law. 

The purpose of that act was beneficent and twofold. Its object 
on the one hand was to protect the debtor from the operations and 
exactions of the creditor, and on the other hand to secure an equal 
distribution of assets among the creditors. Its operation has failed 
to fulfill expectations. Instead of yielding generous protection to 
the debtor class, instead of being a measure of humanity, it has been 
freighted with curses. The voluntary feature has been an agency of 
fraud, the involuntary feature an instrument of robbery and 7 asia 
sion, Now, while I am in favor of the repeal of this law, I do not 
believe that it is just or proper to prononnce judgment and sentence 
in the same breath. With a view of remedying what I conceive in 
this respect to be a defect of the Senate bill, it is my to 
submit an amendment that this act shall go into operation on the 
Ist day of July next, about ten weeks hence. 

In arriving at this conclusion I have not been driven by popular 
clamor, I have not been influenced by newspaper denunciation. I 
speak for all the intelligent business men of the country, who know 
by experience everything ag ti the operation of this bankrupt 
law. It is not a poor man’s law. No one, unless he has resources, 
can avail himself of the benefits of its provisions; and all of this 

that the laboring-men are assailed has no real foundation. 
“Y was not a little surprised when my distinguished friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Ewing] saw fit in his discussion of this measure to intrude upon 
this House his peculiar notions upon finance and to undertake to speak 
here in behalf of my constituents, making the bold declaration that 
they are in favor of the re of the resumption act. Sir, this I flatly 
deny. My constituents are intelligent men; so intelligent that they 
view with utter indifference and contempt all the fierce denunciations 
of the gentleman from Ohio and his friends against the creditors of 
the country. They recognize the fact that the resumption of specie 
payment is to-day virtually accomplished. What is needed is the 
revival of confidence in the community and among the business men 
of the country. That confidence cannot be restored so long as this 
law remains in operation, whereby dishonest people can take advan- 
vss, 4 of its provisions and cheat their creditors. Statistics give us 

cient knowledge of what has been the operation of this law. 
Before it went into effect the dividends of bankrupts or insolvents 
amounted on an average to 33 per cent; since this act has been in 
operation they do not exceed 11 percent. This statement in itself is 
2 sufficient argument for the repeal of this law. 

I concur with what has been said by my colleague [Mr. CHITTEN- 
DEN] in re to the substitute that has been are for the Sen- 
ate bill. I eve that is even more objectionable than the law which 
is to-day in force. It leaves in force the most vicious and obnoxious 
provisions of the act. Having made these remarks, I move the amend- 
ment which I have indicated, to add to the Senate bill the words 
“this act shall go into F on the Ist day of July, 1878.” 

ae KELLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. With pleasure. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman whether the assets 
of decedents, if they get into the hands of good lawyers in New York, 
mally leave 11 per cent. of the estate to the objects of their benefi- 
cence 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York. What I said has no reference to New 
York or Philadelphia; the statistics apply to and embrace the whole 
territory of the United States. 

Mr. Y. IL thought that perhaps the gentleman knew that 
lawyers ate up estates, whether bankrupt or not. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. The gentleman has many fancies; this 
is one of them; he has fancies no less strange and incomprehensible 
in regard to the 8 tariff, and also in regard to inconver- 
haan currency. The gentleman’s inquiry is neither germane nor 

mions. 
r. TOWNSEND, of New York. Will my colleague allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. IS, of New York. With orig 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. ill the gentleman allow me to 
say in his speech that there is a class of men living out of the bank- 
rupt law, who have not been mentioned here to-day, while we seem 
to be so anxious for the poor? I refer toa large hake of lawyers who 
are able to exert influence even upon legislative bodies, and who live 
out of the bankrupt law. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. As what my colleaguehas said does 
not seem to be a question, I have nothing to say in reply to it, except 
that I concur fully with suggestion. 

Mr. STENGER. I am op to the motion made by the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] to refer this bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. I trust that we are now within six weeks of the 
adjournment of the present session of Congress. In my judgment the 
best thing for this Congress to do is to the appropriation bills, 
repeal the bankrupt law, and go home. [Cries of “ * Good!”] 


The Committee on the Judiciary as well as every other committee 
of this House is now overwhelmed with work. W. then, does this 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary mean ? It means simply 
that this iniquitous law upon our statute-book, which no gentleman 
upon the floor of this House to-day has had the boldness to defend, 
must stand as the law of the land. I desire gentlemen of this House 
to understand that when they cast their votes to refer this bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary they vote to leave in existence the bank- 
rupt law as it stands at present. I do not think there can be a doubt 
upon that question. 

Now, sir, I am opposed sgeir to the substitute offered by the ma- 
jority of the committee. this bankrupt law is to be repealed, I be- 

ieve it ought not to stand another day ; and therefore I am in favor 
of its absolute, unconditional repeal. Why? Because I believe if 
the acts repealing the bankrupt law which have been twice passed by 
the House of Representatives had become the law of the land, they 
would have done more to revive the business prosperity of this coun- 
try than any other act that has been passed by the Forty-third or the 
Forty-fourth Congress. 
I take the position that the existence of this bankrupt law tends 
to lock up capital; that it is decidedly at war with the interests of 
the la g-men and of the men of moderate means throughout this 
country. I speak not for the large commercial cities; I speak for the 
agricultural, the rural districts; and I say there is not an attorney 
upon the floor of this House who does not know that when his client 
comes to him to ask counsel as to the loaning of money this bank- 
rupt law comes up between the lender and the borrower always. 
Men — money to lend are afraid of it. Why? They fear that 
the men of New York, the colossal merchants of large cities, who 
have claims against the debtor residing in the rural districts, may 
come in ahi sweeping him out of existence, and that thus those 
residing in his immediate neighborhood who have lent him money 
will lose it. Where is a man in the rural districts to look for the 
money that he wants? Not te those New York or Philadelphia or 
Boston merchants, but to the man who lives in his own community, 
who knows him, and, because he knows him, will trust him. 

I believe it to be one of the first duties of this House to repeal this 
law to-day ; and in this mode we are benefiting the laboring-men of 
the country. The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
has made his appeal here in behalf of the laboring classes. 
must not stir them up,” he says. How are the laboring classes inter- 
ested in this matter? Why, sir, I would if I could wipe out this law 
and leave the laboring masses of Ohio to the beneficent provisions of 
the law of that State, which, as I understand, gives every laboring- 
man and every debtor an exemption from levy and execution to the 
extent of one thousand dollars’ worth of his property. Then the men 
who employ laborers would be able to borrow the money they need 
to carry on their business. It is folly to talk of labor prospering in 
antagonism to capital, and capital will only seek investments that 
are reasonably secure. It is exceedingly timid, and I firmly believe 
that, if money has been hoarded, as I do not doubt it has been to a 
large extent outside of commercial centers during the past decade, it 
has been owing chiefly to a fear of the provisions of the bankrupt 
law, to a dread or apprehension that the securities offered would not 
be good on account of the existence of this law. I may be wrong 
about this, but I know that the honest people of my district have 
regarded the law as an enemy against whose operations it behooved 
them to be always on guard. 

But I care not at this point of the argument how the repeal ma 
affect men who are tortenni and ready to fall. The question wit 
me is how does it affect millions upon millions of men of moderate 
means who want to get money to start in business, to set the wheels 
of enterprise in motion. To-day they cannot get the money simply 
because their neighbors say, “ No, we will not lend money with this 
bankrupt law staring us in the face, under which creditors from 
abroad may come in and sweep all your property. away from us.“ 

But the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. BUTLER] 
says that this measure has been brought in here without considera- 
tion. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that I do not see him in his seat, for 
Ishould like to address to him the question who is responsible for its 
being brought here without consideration. If it has been brought 
here in that way, I say, without violating any secrets of the commit- 
tee, that upon his shoulders more than upon those of any other mem- 
ber of the committee the 8 rests. 

For my part, Mr. Speaker, I go further than most gentlemen here. 
I grant, of course, that a bankrupt law is constitutional, because the 
Constitution provides for the establishment of “uniform laws on the 
subject of A throughout the United States.“ But I do not 
believe in the policy of putting that ee of the Constitution 
into operation. I do not believe in a bankrupt law. Upon princi- 
ples of abstract justice, I can see no reason why a majority of a man’s 
creditors should forgive the debt which he owes to other creditors. 
I believe that the true basis of credit and business prosperity rests 
upon the idea that when a man makes a promise to pay money or to do 
a certain act he will be held responsible to pay that money or to do 
that act. This is the true principle upon which all business should 
be carried on. If this principle were adopted we should not need an 
system of 1 For these reasons, I advocate the uncondi- 
tional repeal of the law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. iar there is probably not a single mem- 
ber on this floor, or certainly but very few, who would favor the reten- 


tion of the bankrupt law as it now stands upon the statute-book. 
There are men like my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] or 
my friend from Ohio [Mr. Eixo] who, 8 that universal 
8 was soon to be upon us, are willing that even the defect- 
ive and mischievous machinery of the existing law should be used 
in the emergency as a shelter for bankrupts, however inadequate 
that law to shield from ruin or alleviate its calamities. There are 
entlemen like my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] who 
Seain to maintain uniform bankrupt laws in the country and who, 
deprecating various and inefficient State laws on the subject, would 
rather have the most wretched system that eyer was devised than 
consent to the abolition of a law confessedly bad in whole and in 
part. I can understand the purpose of holding a bad law over us to 
ur Congress into making another only a degree better, under the 
theory that at all times we ought to have one of universal operation. 
There are men, too, like the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. FRYE, ] who, 
as the result of this day’s debate, have become hopeful, have been 
stimulated by a diagnosis of the condition of the House into believ- 
ing that some law may be framed which will obviate the defects of 
the existing act and furnish a more perfect bankrupt system for the 
country. The gentleman from Maine during six months’ sittings of 
this Honse and of the Judiciary Committee has matured no bill, 
Laity jie no completed measure into this House; but now in the clos- 
ing days of this session he comes and proposes to do better in the 
next thirty deys than he has done in the past six months. If they 
will only send these bills back to them good bills can speedily be 
8 and bills that he seems to hope can be as speedily passed 
through both Houses. 

What have the Judiciary Committee presented? They offer a sub- 
stitute for the Senate bill which extends the 1 of the 
bankrupt law until the Ist day of January next. That is all they 
offer us. Is that any better than the unconditional re ? Is not 
that a direct invitation to every dishonest debtor in the country to 
go into bankruptey? Would such a provision be better for any hon- 
est man engaged in business? Such a measure says to all the busi- 
ness men of the country who meditate on the possibility of bank- 
ruptcy, “ You must hurry up and go into bankruptcy before the 1st 
day of January next or you cannot do it at all.“ I, for one, say, sir, that 
such a substitute does not really touch the question involved, is anny 

icious in so far as it differs from the Senate bill. I prefer, and 
ope this House will prefer, unconditional repeal. 
hat isthe bankrupt law? Sir, that law in its practical operation 
has been a tissue of mischiefs and embarrassments to debtor and to 
creditor, Among the people of my own State it has proved simply a 
method of swallowing up estates in exorbitant fees. The estates of 
bankrupts under the existing law pay creditors 4, 8, and 10 per cent. 
at the utmost when they pay anything. The declaring of the divi- 
dend to the creditors is not really giving creditors the share of the 
estate belonging to them. The ee courts and lawyers and 
machinery have eaten it all. “It was an excellent oyster, gentlemen; 
the court awards you a shell each,” and the beggarly percentage paid 
is simply the notification that the cambrous machinery has done its 
work and that the property has been eaten up. The small dividend 
pao is merely an apology for closing the business. It is a system that 
as greatly embarrassed men in business, which has proved extrava- 
gant in its administration, and which ought to be summarily abol- 
ed whether we ever get a better law or not. Indeed I know of no 
12 of that bankrupt law which would make a foundation for a 
tter or honester structure, 

I have learned this morning from the gentleman who has eharge 
of the bill in the Senate that after an effort of months the Judiciar; 
Committee of that body was unable to report to the Senate any bi 
modifying the existing law. The only bill they could report wasa 
bill for its unconditional repeal. I believe that this House ought to re- 
peal that law by Passing the bill which has come down to us from the 

enate, as this will undoubtedly be our last opportunity this session. 
I believe that if the tleman from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HUNTON] are sincere in what they tell 
us, if they are hopeful of the better light that has dawned on this 
committee, they can do better than they have done. They can ma- 
ture a bill suitable to them and present it to the judgment of the 
House, which I hope will long and carefully ponder over it. The 
question here 1 is in reference to the continuance of the present 
bankrupt law, and I hope the House will promptly pass the Senate bill 

roviding for its repeal. I am sure the general sentiment of my 

tate for this. I believe it is called for by the general senti- 
ment of the country. If a good bankrupt law is needed, a good 
bankrupt law will be made. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CALKINS. I am obliged to the gentleman from New York for 
yielding to me five minutes to say to the House why I shall vote for 
the unconditional repeal of the bankrupt law. I, however, believe, 
Mr. Speaker, it is a good policy for the Government to pass bankrupt 
laws at intervals of a few years in order to relieve citizens who have 
become emb: from the debts which they have contracted, but 
Ido not believe it is good policy to have a general bankrupt law ex- 
tending through all time to come. 

One thing, sir, seems to have been forgotten by gentlemen who 
have spoken of the bankrupt law as a benetit to the debtor class. Inci- 


dentally I admit it is; but all bankrupt laws have been founded upon 
the idea it was the duty of the Government to seize the property of 
the individual bankrupt and distribute it proportionately among his 
creditors. It was on that idea the first pt law was Daves 
Then the b: became civilly dead. The moment the Govern- 
ment interfered and seized his property and parceled it out he became 
civiliter mortuus and was liable, as all other debtors were at that time, 
to be imprisoned for debt. As an incident growing out of advancing 
civilization, the prison doors were after a while opened and the 
debtors allowed to go free. Thus crept into existence the bankrupt 
laws and debtors were discharged on their own application. Coming 
down to us founded on that theory our bankrupt laws have been 
passed. I assert that not one has been enacted on any other theory 
than it was a benefit to the creditor class, and not to the debtor class, 
except as a mere incident. 

Now I say the present bankrupt law is for the benefit of persons 
who control large estates, and not for the small ones. To-day, al- 
though the eman from Ohio [Mr. EWING] grew eloquent over 
the fact that it was the only thing between them and ruin, blighting 
all their hopes for years to come, I say to him, no man can go into 
voluntary bankruptcy and be discharged from his debts without pay- 
ing 30 per cent., unless he gets the petition of a majority of those who 
have proved their claims against him. To-day, sir, no man can be put 
into involuntary bankruptcy under the provisions of the existing law, 
unless he gets n in number and one-third in interest to peti- 
tion for his bankruptcy, and then his debts have to amount to more 
than a certain sum prescribed in the act. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER ] said the labor- 
ing classes were protected ; that the moment a person or corporation 
was put into ppi inna theirs became preferred debts, I admit it, 
but, no matter how many are employed, the moment the court seizes 
the property of the Leonie they are turned out and their labors are 
at an end. The moment this property is seized under the law that 
moment, no matter how many are employed, they are all turned out 
and their labor is at an end. 

But, Mr. Speaker, without stopping to discuss further the provisions 
of the act, I must needs give my reasons for voting for the re 
without a discussion of the subject, the time being limited. The fact 
remains, under the operations of this law, while it has been upon the 
statute-book, it has been a constant and crying fraud upon all classes 
of people. In addition to those given by other gentlemen who have 
preceded me, I name one evil which tly flows from it. The 
moment the property of a bankrupt is seized his stock is put into the 
market and sold at bankrupt prices, and it comes into competition 
with every article manufactured at great cost. Every single article 
which is sold and sacrificed at these bankrupt sales comes into com- 
petition with every like article manufactured and produced. So it is 
all over the 3 

Another abuse, Mr, Speaker, and a crying abuse, so that it has be- 
come almost a synonym over the country, is that, no matter how large 
the estate of a bankrupt 35 bo, the moment the officers seize it, that 
moment it melts chal fhe that none has paid to exceed 20 per cent. 
of the amount of the debts, although when they were it 
seemed as if in many instances they could pay dollar for dollar. 

It will not do to say the J poner Maxed e shall perfect a bill 
which will run for all time to come, useif we are to judge of the 
future by the past the Judiciary Committee of the House and Sen- 
ate will not do it. They have had ample opportunity, but they have 
always disagreed. 

[Here the hammer 5 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the subject of the repeal or amend- 
ment of the bankrupt act has been before Congress, I think, for over 
six years. I recollect in the Forty-second Congress, when the com- 
mittee brought in a bill proposing to remedy some of the evils which 
have been portrayed to-day, the House by a vote of three to one de- 
cided to re the whole act instead of amending the objectionable 

rtions of it. The judgment of the House from session to session 

as sustained the action at that time. It is the judgment of the coun- 
, the desire of the commercial world, creditors and debtors, and of 
laaye acquainted with the practical working of the law, that it 
should be repealed on account of the frauds, injustice, and injurious 
effects resulting from the law, andin obedience to the demands of 
the country it seems to me an imperative duty to repeal the act im- 
mediately. Ifthe amendment pro by the Judiciary Committee 
is not absolutely necessary I should like to have the House concur 
without sending the bill back for further action. If it is necessary, 
as members of the committee say, I am willing to vote for that 
amendment., 

As to the amendment proposing to re 
of the law and to leave voluntary bankruptcy, I think that would 
make the act unfair, one-sided, and unjust. It would present an in- 
ducement for fraud. If there is such inducement now, greater induce- 
ments and opportunity would be offered under such a provision. If 
this is right, why should it not stand as a permanent part of the law? 
Nobody contends it should stand by itself, giving the bankrupt alone 
the right to avail himself of the provisions of a bankrupt law. Why 
leave it in force for a few months? Gentlemen advocating it have 
spoken of the distress of the country. I want tosay a word on that 
subject. It is true there are individuals in distress. Always in the 
history of all countries there are increased failures upon a g mar- 
ket. We have had in this country within thirty years three periods 
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of the inflation and decline of prices presenting similar phenomena 
and financial results—a rise in prices until 1837, a fall until 1861, 
again a rise from 1861 to 1865, and from the latter year until 1869 a 
decline. Again an advance up to 1872 and down again to the pres- 
ent period. When there was an advance in prices men thought the 
were making money. If they held their property during all the peri 
from the rise to the fall viri found themselves financially just where 
they were when they started ; but if during that period soey di 

f their roperty at the high prices they gained of course by the ad- 
vance. The purchaser mast by the decline lose all that the seller has 
made, and his investment may and often does involve him in liabili- 
ties that the pro itself will not suffice to discharge. Loss and 
failures are the inevitable result of a falling market, and they will 
be the heavier and more frequent when the inflation of prices above 
the usual rates has been the test. 

The country is in this condition to-day. It has returned from the 
speculative, unhealthy, and fictitious prices of 1872 to real values and 
prices such as ruled prior to 1860. It is the necessary and unayoidable 
road to a sound business prosperity, and failures must attend specula- 
tive purchases, visionary schemes, and even well-planned enterprises 
and investments rendered profitless by a decline in prices. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that while some individuals may be in 
distress in consequence of this condition of affairs, the country itself 


is prospering. Itis going on increasing from year to year in the 
development of its * and icultural resources, and is not ret- 

a in manufacturing production. Take all the great prod- 
ucts o 


e field and farm and you will find they are increasing from 
year to year. I have hereastatement from the 8 of Agri- 
culture showing the amount of the great agricultural staples and the 
number of live animals in 1877. It shows an enormous increase since 
the census of 1870 was taken, and far greater than during the decade 
from 1860 to 1870, which gentlemen mistakenly refer to as a period 
of ig prosperity because it was a period of inflated prices and 
on. 

This statement shows that the farmers, who constitute 47 per cent. 
of all the laborers of the country, are busy in the field and not howl- 
ing about the condition of the country. © aggregate quantity of 
land under the plow and in grass and pasture increased from ninety 
millions of acres in 1870 to one hundred and twenty-one millions of 
acres in 1877. It shows that somebody has been at work during 
the last year. Thirty millions of acres—one third more in cultiva- 
tion now than eight years ago! 

I noticed this cheering progress in remarks I made in the House 
two years ago. Desiring to ascertain if this p still continued 
Tad a letter to the Commissioner of Agriculture, whose reply 
and further answer I desire to submit to the House as it contains 
the statements to which I have alluded: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C., April 6, 1878. 

Sm: The results of annual investigation of comparative numbers and values of 
farm animals made in Jan show an increase in numbers, e. t as to sheep, a 
reduction dus to the destructive drought in California. Values have d. in 
the general shrinkages ot all values of late, except as to cattle, which are more in 


demand for foreign shipment of beeves, The decline in value of sheep is scarcel 
appreciable. Agareqece nambers and average p are as follows: a y 


A 
Animals. Number. prices. 
$58 16 
63 70 
26 41 
17 14 
225 
4 98 
The crop estimates, as far as ‘ected, show an increase in quantity of all crops 
except barley, and a decrease * value in 8 e! wheat, the 
price of which has been Kops up . — foreign demand. The cotton 3 be 
nearly as lai as that of 1875, which was never exceeded except in 1860. The 
aggregate values of the crops of wheat, corn, and oats ex ly, those 
last year. p statement of quantities and values is as follows: 


Crop. Quantity. Value. 

1, 360, 000, 0CO at 35 cents. $476, 000, 000 

360, 000, 000 at $1.07. 385, 200, 000 

22, 100, 000 at 60 cents. 13, 260, 000 

405, 200, 000 at 28 cents. 113, 456, 000 

35, 600, 000 at 60 cents. 21, 360, 000 

10, 500, 000 at 66 cents. 6, 930, 000 

146, 000, 000 at 48 cents. 70, 080, 000 

480, 0 0, 0% at 5} cents. 26, 400, 000 

at $9.50, 299, 250, 000 


$ 
E 


Hon. H. C. BURCHARD, 
United States House of Representatives. 
RF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, April 16, 1878. 
mest for the as well as the quantity and 


Sm: In response to your acreage, 
value of crop of 1877, I repeat table, with the areas in crops added, as reported 


8 


888383825 
38888888 
282882885 
888888888 


350, 000 
000, 000 
Respectfully, 
z WM. G. LE DUC, Commissioner. 
Hon. H. C. BURCHARD, 
House of Representatives. 


A comparison of these fi furnished by the Commissioner with 
the last census returns will show the immense gain in this short 
period. I will submit the latter for convenient comparison : 


Statement showing the number of live animals and the cereal and other 
farm products for the year 1870. 


Here the hammer fell.] 


LAPHAM. I ield four minutes to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, Mr. HOOKER. ] 

. HOOKER. I am indebted to the gentleman from New York 
for the opportunity of GET for a few moments the remarks I 
the making on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 

UNTON. 

If shee is alleged in opposition to the bill which has passed the 
Senate, and which is now under consideration by the House, is to be 
listened to as an argument and a reason why we should not repeal the 
bankrupt law, that conviction would be produced by the extraordi- 
nary statement made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BUTLER] who undertook to show that the number of bankruptcies 
and the amount had greatly increased within the past year. But if 
that is the case, so far from effecting its objeet after standing upon 
that statute-book for eleven years—an i ag annie period in our 
history—if that has been the way in which it has executed itself, 
then this law may be said to be rather a breeder of bankrupts than 
a disch r of bankrupts. It was enacted Sey in 1867, amid 
the terrible disasters of the years which sue ed the war. It was 
intended, as all bankrupt laws under our system of Government have 
heretofore been intended, to give that form of temporary relief to 
the embarrassed condition of the country which it requires. As was 
well remarked by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. LapHam, ] in 
the period following the terrible disasters and pecuniary distresses of 
1837, probably more terrible than those which existed in 1867, you 
allowed the bankrupt law of that time to continue on your statute- 
book only for two years. In the last one hundred years this bank- 
rupt law has stood upon your statute-book for eleven years, and I 
venture to assert, if its history could be traced, if its operations could 
be literally known, in every case which has transpired in every one 
of the Federal courts where the law has been applied in its involun- 
tary aspect or by the voluntary applications of debtors, in every case 
investigated it would be found the great bulk of the debtor’s prop- 
erty had not gone to the satisfaction of the creditor. In my own State 
Lassert that the whole history of the bankrupt law there has not shown 
a dividend of 2 775 cent. of the assets of the debtor to the creditor, 

In the State of Louisiana, as I am informed by my distinguished 


1878. 
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friend from that State, [Mr. Grsson,] he does not think that even so 
much as 1 cent. has ized. 

It is true that under the law a majority of the creditors have a 
right to indicate who the assignee shall be, and thus to that extent 
they choose their own representatives; but if they fail to agree upon 
an assignee the court appoints one, and in Louisiana they have a gen- 
eral commissioner in bankruptcy who has grown rich from the pro- 
ceeds of this official service. And I am informed that the amount 
paid out of the assets of the debtor to the creditor represents only 1 
per cent. Everywhere where the law has been attempted to be exe- 
cuted it has inured to the benefit of the officers who had charge of its 
execution, and not to the benefit of the creditors. 

Lamo the hammer fell. ] 

. BACON. In the month of May, a year ago, the Legislature of 
my State passed a resolution, with almost entire unanimity, instruct- 
ing its Representatives to vote for an unconditional repeal of the 
bankrupt law. I do not know that that resolution has been brought 
to the attention of the House, for it was passed after Congress had 
pe, apap but having been elected at the November election pre- 

ing 1 may well consider it as an instruction to me, and as such I 
receive it. Being in entire accordance with my own views long enter- 
tained, I accept the instructions and shall vote for the unconditional 


zope of the law. 

. Speaker, I have seen and have felt the operation of the bank- 
rupt act and I know it leads to very t abuses; upon one pretense 
or another the fees of the officers whose duty it is to execute the law 
have increased in enormous proportion. [Here the hammer fell.] Iam 
sorry that I cannot have an opportunity to say a few words further, 
but I close by announcing that I am in favor of this bill and opposed. 
to any amendments to it. 

ı Mr. POTTER. The repeal of the bankrupt law is not a new ques- 
tion. It has been before Congress often and has been discussed much. 
We have in the past had occasion to form our opinions as to the wis- 
dom of continuing the law, and, for that matter, so have our constit- 
uents also. We are presented to-day with an opportunity to repeal 
it. This House never has had such an opportunity before. Con 
after Congress this House has voted by a large majority that the 
bankrupt law be repealed and Congress after Congress the Renate has 
refused to concur with us. For the first time since the subject of re- 
pealing this law has been agitated theSenate has come to the conclu- 
sion that the law ought to be repealed. If we take advantage of 
this pecans we can put an end to the law, but, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania Ei NGER] said, if the motion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. . and this bill be sent to 
the Committee on the Judiciary that will be an end to its passage 
ay this session or this year. The only practical alternative pre- 
sen to mi now, therefore, is shall tho law be repealed or shall it be 
continued. 15 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to know why if this bill be referred 
o De Coona on the Judiciary that committee may not report the 

Mr. POTTER. They may not do it, because they are now full of 
bills which they have resolved to report to the House when called, 
which will be within a very few Says, and they probably will not 
have another opportunity to report at all this session. It would take 
time to consider the bill in committee and to reconcile the conflictin; 
views of the members of the committee, so that it cannot be ho 
3 would be prepared to report it at their next call, now just at 

and. 

As I said, Mr. Speaker, we have the alternative before us now, 
either to repeal the bill or let it stand, and that is the only choice we 
have. My colleague [Mr. HEWITT] stated that he was in favor of 
the bankrupt law if it could be properly amended. The present law 
has been eleven years in operation and it has never yet been so 
amended as to commend it to the ple. Ihave hardly heard a 
single voice raised in defense of the law as it now is. If it has not 
been made defensible in eleven years what hope is there it will ever 
be made so? But grant that a good bankrupt law could be made, 
it could be made after this is pio just as well as while this law 
continues on the statute-book. The question thenis, whom does the 
pending law benefit, for what class ought it to be retained? I was 
surprised to hear the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EwIxd] say that it 
should be retained for the struggling merchants and the laboring 
classes. The only class that itseems to me to benefit are the lawyers, 
the clerks, the registers, the marshals, and other officers who are con- 
nected with its inistration. Of course each gentleman can jud 
best for his own locality, but speaking for mine I must say that while 
there is some difference of opinion on the subject I think the general 
judgment is, that this law injures creditors, is uo advantage to honest 
debtors, embarrasses trade, enriches only the officers of the bankrupt 
courts, and ought to be repealed. 

If we are to judge from the action of this House of Representatives, 
which is the nearest representative of the pople; the people generally 
do not wish to retain the law, for bills repealing the law have been 
passed by this House in former Congresses almost unanimonsly. If 
we are to judge by the memorials from State Legislatures and the peti- 
tions which come to us from the people, we find, at least as far as my 
observation goes, a 5 expression against instead of for the 
law. The gentleman from Ohio stated that petitions for the repeal 
of this law were gotten up by prosperous traders who desired to crush 


out their rivals and that their weaker competitors joined in these 
petitions, while Sex really desired to preserve the law, for fear their 


pecuniary weakness would be suspected. I think this must have 
struck the House as a far-fetched suspicion. Indeed, the class inter- 
ested in getting up petitions about this law are the class directly con- 
cerned to preserve it. It is the registers, the marshals, the clerks, 
the assignees, the lawyers in bankruptcy who stir round and mainly 
get up as I believe the remonstrances that come to us against the re- 
peal of this law. I agree that there is some difference of opinion as 
to the law among all classes. But I think the prevailing and the 
better opinion is that it has been expensive, inefficient, and often oppres- 
sive, and that on the whole all classes except those concerned in con- 
ducting bankrupt proceedings would be better off without it. I think, 
therefore, we had better repeal it whilewecan. As to the substitute 
of the gentleman from Ohio, I agree with my colleague [Mr. CHITTEN- 
DEN] that that would be worse than the bill itself. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I hope the time will come, even during this session, 
when the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EIN] and the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] can find a subject 
of discussion without appealing to the poor laborers of the country 
who get from one to ten cents a day for their labor under this law. 
I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

The first question was on the motion of Mr. HUNTON to refer the 
bill with the pending amendments to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The eee was taken ; and upon a division there were—ayes 44, 
noes 145, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HUNTON called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being but 28 in the affirmative, not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

So the motion to refer was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed and requested the 
concurrence of the House in a resolution to print extra copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 
1876-77. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 3822) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the year ending June 
30, 1879, and for other purposes, and asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. SARGENT, 

. DorsEY, and Mr. BECK. 


REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 

The House resumed the consideration of Senate bill No. 35, to re- 
peal the bankrupt law. 

Mr. McMAHON moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to commit the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next question was upon the amendments moved by Mr. KNOTT, 
to insert after the words “the bankrupt law, approved March 2 
1867,” the words “ title 61 of Revised Statutes, and an act entitled 
An act to amend and supplement an act entitled An act to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
approved March 2, 1867, and for other purposes,’ approved June 22, 
1574;” also to insert after the words “future proceedings therein” the 
tar s 5 and all penal actions or criminal proceedings arising there- 
under. 
ee RANDOLPH. Is it in order to move an amendment in lieu of 

at 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the ae question is now operating. 

The amendments moved by Mr. Knotr were then to. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was d to. 

The amendment of Mr. WTLIIs, of New York, was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon the substitute moved by Mr. 
McManon for the Senate bill as amended. 

Mr. LYNDE. Lask for a division of the question upon that sub- 
stitute, and that a vote be taken separately upon the first two sec- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER, That is the gentleman’s right. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order that a substitute must 
be voted upon as an entirety. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk read the first two sections of the substitute, as follows: 

Be it enacted, & c. That title 61 of the Revised Statutes regulating proceedings in 
bankruptcy, and all laws amendatory of or supplementary to the same, be, and the 
same are hereby, gs sor ys 

Sec. 2. This act shall not affect pending suits, prosecutions, proceediugs, or ap- 
plications, nor subsequent petitions for discharge nor any right of action 
accruing therein to assignees or others. 

The question was taken upon that portion of the substitute, and 
it was not a; to. F 

The Clerk read the remainder of the substitute, as follows: 

Sec. 3, This act shall take effect from its passage as to all involuntary proceed- 
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oe ener an insolvent debtor before the ppv bee day of Jan- 

„A. D. 1879, un e law regulating proceedings in cases o bank- 

rupley shalt be tuted upon and procs in to nal wettement, adjudication, ds: 

tri , and discharge under said title and the laws supplementary thereto or 
ereof, as thy been passed. 


The question was taken upon the latter portion of the substitute, 
and it was not to. 

Mr. CONGER. I now call for a vote on the substitute as a whole. 

The SPEAKER. It has been voted down. 

Mr. CONGER. Not as a whole; the separate parts of it have been 
voted down. 

The SPEAKER. Then what remains of it? 

Mr.CONGER. That is for the Chair to determine. The Chair ruled 
that the substitute should be divided. 

The SPEAKER. The different parts of the substitute have been 
voted down, and there is nothing left of the substitute to vote upon. 
The question recurs upon ordering the bill as amended to a third 


reading. A 

Mr. FORT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FORT. Hasthe motion been made to reconsider and table the 
vote by which the amendments moved by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Knorr] were adopted? Imake the inquiry with the view 
if ible to reconsider the vote and reject those amendments, in 
order that the bill may not go back to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that a motion 
to reconsider was made and laid upon the table. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading and read the third 


time. 
Mr. STENGER. Inow call for the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 
The peers question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
The bill, as amended, was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, dc., That the bankrupt law approved March 2, 1867, Title 61 of the 
Statutes, and an act entitled “An 20 to amend and supplement an act 
entitled ‘An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,’ approved March 2, 1867, and for other purposes,” a June 22, 1874, 
and allacts in amendment or supplementary thereto or in explanation thereof, be, 
3 Provided, That such repeal shall in no manner 
invalidate or affect any case in bankruptcy instituted and 


said acts had 


Mr. EWING and Mr. KELLEY called for the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I think there should be a record of the vote on such 
an important bill as this. I want to record my vote before this law 
is repealed. à 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 205, nays 40, not 
voting 46; as follows: 


YEAS—205. 
Acklen, Hiscock, Patterson, G. W. 
Aldrich, Cox, Jacob D. Hooker, Patterson, T. M. 
Atkins, Cray Peddie, _ 
Bacon, tendan, Hum; Phillips, 
Bagley, ulberson, 
Baker, John H. Cummings, Hunter, Potter, 
Baker, William H. Danford, I X Pound, 
widson, James, Powers, 

Bayne, Davis, Horace Jones, Frank Price, 
Beebe, Deering, Jones, John S. Pagh, 
Bell, Pfbrell Jones, James T. Ba 
Benedict, Dunnell, Jorgensen, Randolph, 
Bisbea. — Kagh Rogan, 

8 ey, a 
Blackburn, Elam, Pilger Reilly 
Blair, Errett, Kimmel, Rice, Americus V. 
Boone, Evans, L Newton Knapp, Rice, William W. 
Bouck, Felton, Knott, Riddle, 
Boyd, Finley, Landers, Roberts, 
Bragg, Forney, Lapham, Robertson, 
Brewer, Fort, Lathrop, Robinson, G. D. 
Bridges, Franklin, Ligon, Robinson, M. S. 
Bri, Freeman, Lockwood, Ross, 
Bright, Fuller, Loring, Sampson, 
Brown Gardner, Mackey, Sayler, 
Bundy, Garth, Maish, eicher, 
Burch: Gibson, Manning, Sexton, 
Burdick, Giddings, Martin, Shallen 
Cain, Glover, McCoo! Singleton, 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, McKen Sinni ` 
Caldwell, W. P. Hamilton, McKinley, Smalls, 
Calkins, Hanva, Smith, A. Herr 
Camp, Hardenbergh, Metcalfe, Sou 
Cam bell, Harmer, Mills, Sparks, 
Candler, Harris, Henry R. Mitchell, Springer, 
Cannon, Hartzell, Money, Starin, 
ae ae — . — = T, 

asw: yes, 5 tephens, 
fees a ey bt Morrison, Sabet, 8 
Chittenden, endee, orse, tone, > 
Claflin, Henderson, Muldrow, Stone, John W. 
Clarke of Kentacky, Henkle, Muller, Strait, 
Clyiner, Henry, Noi eae fe 
Cobb, Herbert, O'Neill, Thornburgh, 
Cole, Hewitt, Abram S. Overton, l < 
Conger, Hewitt, G. W. Page, ‘Townsend, Amos 


Townsend, M. I. W. Williams, C. G. Wood, 
Turney, te Michael D. Willis ‘ibe & y t. 
= ee 
Warner, Withee Andrew Wilson, 
NAYS—40. 
Ballou, Dean, John T. Robbins, 
Blount, Douglas, Hartriage R 
Buckner, Eames, Haskell, 
Butler, Evins, John H. Hubbell, Smith, William B. 
Clark of Missouri, Ewing, Hunton, Steele, 
Clark, Rush Frye, Vance, 
Cook, Gause, L. Waddell, 
Sole sa ee 
Cutler, Hale, Oliver, Yeates, 
Davis, Joseph J. Harris, Benj. W. Reed, Young. 
NOT VOTING—46 
Aiken, Dwigh Lin 5 Tipton. 
Banks, Bick hott La Townshend, R. W 
Bland, Ellis, Tucker, 
Bliss, Ellsworth, Mayham, Van Vorhes, 
Brogden, F ef Pel} Wat si 
Cabell, t demons, Walker, 
Clark, Alvah A. inn, Welch, 
Collins, Sipp, Willicms, A. 8. 
Cox, Samuel 8 Keifer, ies, Williams, James. 
Dickey, Ketcham, Swann: 
So the bill was passed. 
During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 
Mr. H N. My coll „Mr. TUCKER, who is absent by leave 
of the we eee with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GARFIELD. 
Mr. CABELL. I am paired with the gentleman from California, 


Mr, LUTTRELL. If be were here, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. SCALES, is paired 
with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. VAN VorRHES. My colleague, Mr. 
BROGDEN, is confined to his room by sickness. i 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Warr is paired with Mr, PHELPS; and Mr. 
SHELLEY with Mr. Evans, of Indiana. 

Mr. 8, of Michigan. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. Banks. If he were present, I should vote 

ay. 

Mr. MARSH. I am paired with the gentleman from Delaw: 
Mr. WittraMs. If he were here, he would vote “ ay” and I ssa 
vote “no.” 

Mr. HUNGERFORD. My colleague, Mr. DWIGHT, is paired with 
my colleague, Mr. EICKHOFF. 

. JOYCE. My colleague, Mr. DENISON, is absent on account of 
sickness. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. KEIGHTLEY. My coll „Mr. ELLSswonrn, is absent on 
account of sickness. If present, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. GARDNER. My colleagues, Mr. Kerrer and Mr. DICKEY, are 
absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. METCALFE. My colleague, Mr. BLAND, is absent on account 
of sickness. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues, Mr. TIPTON and Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
are paired; also my colleagues, Mr. BRENTANO and Mr. HARRISON. 
Mr. N and Mr. BRENTANO, if present, would vote “ay.” 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam paired with Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, on 
8 questions; but not regarding this as a political question, I 

ve voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. STENGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CLYMER. I move that the House insist upon its non-concur- 
rence in the amendments of the Senate to the naval appropriation 
bill, and that the request of the Senate for a further conference be 


The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the 


House, Mr. CLYMER, Mr. BLOUNT, and Mr. HALE. 


PROTECTION OF TEXAS BORDER. 


Mr. SCHLEICHER, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign rs a joint resolution (H. R. No. 167) relative 
to the protection of the Mexican border in Texas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, not to be brought back on a motion to reconsider, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

VENEZUELAN MIXED COMMISSION. 

Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Forei irs, as asubstitute for House bill No. 1059, a bill 
(H. R. No. 4569) in relation to the Venezuelan mixed commission ; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed and recommitted, 


SEIZURES OF TIMBER IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. ACKLEN. Lask unanimous consent to offer for reference the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
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time as said committee shall deem proper, with full power to send for persons and 
papers, to administer oaths, and take testimon 
Taphers as may be needed, to 1 the charges of corruption and malfea- 


y ecessary to ascertain 
their truth, and report the results of said investigation to this House at its next 
session. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I object to the introduction of the resolution. 
REMOVAL OF NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent to have 
taken up for consideration now a bill (H. R. No. 4129) reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to appoint a commission to ascer- 
tain the cost of removing the Naval Observatory. I think it will 
take but a short time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is it for consideration now? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Massachusetts. It will not take any time. I should 
like to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. That is only in order by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

FORT POINT, GALVESTON HARBOR, TEXAS. 

Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 4470) to provide 
for the erection of a light-house at Fort Point, Galveston Harbor, 
Texas, and moved its reference to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
8 er's table a bill (H. R. No. 3068) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officer of the Treasury Department, 
returned from the Senate with sundry amendments and to move the 
amendments be concurred in. The amendments are immaterial. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken up and the amend- 
ments of the Senate concurred in. 

Mr. BRIGHT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE R. DENNIS. 


On motion of Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 
No. 998) for the relief of George R. Dennie, of Maryland, was taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee of Claims, 
not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


CENSUS. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to submit the 
following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a joint committee to be denominated a joint committee on the 
census be appointed to consider and report upon a proper measure to be adopted 
for the taking of the census, and that said committee may report by bill or other- 


: The SPEAKER. The gentleman should make it a concurrent reso- 
ution. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I modify it so as to make it a concurrent 
resolution. 

There was no objection,’and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEE INDIANS, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, by unanimous consent, was allowed 
to submit the views of the minority of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs on the bill (H. R. No. 228) to authorize and enable the eastern 
band of the Cherokee Indians to institute and prosecute a suit in the 
Court of Claims against the Cherokee Nation; which were ordered 
to be printed with the majority report. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported they 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the S er signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 847) for the relief of Susan Robb; 

An act (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late col- 
lector of internal revenue, tenth district, State of Illinois; 

An act (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, post- 
master at Seymour, Connecticut ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to employ temporary clerks, and making an appropriation for the 
same; also, making appropriations for detecting trespass on public 


lands, and for bringing into market public lands in certain States, 

and for other purposes; and 
An act (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
year. 


public printing and binding for the current fiscal 
BEN D. TERRY. 

Mr. BOONE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay to n 111.35 for service 
rendered as messenger from the Ist of December, 1877, to the 10th of January, 1878, 
such sum to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 

Mr. BOONE also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay to Ben D. Terry $100 out of the con- 
tingent fund of the House for service as messenger for the month of April, 1878. 


NAT Q. HENDERSON. 
Mr. BOONE also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution ; which was referred to the Committee of Accounts: í 


Resolved, That the Clerk of Se eke 1O eet ae ee eS 
Q. Henderson ont of the contingent fund of the House the sum of $200 for service 
as messenger of the House for the months of March and April, 1878. 


Mr. CONGER. Are any of those resolutions for the so-called ex- 


perts ? 
Mr. BOONE. No, sir. 
Mr. CONGER. If any were for them I should have objected. 


JERSEY CITY A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, rted back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill 
(H. R. No. 136) constituting Jersey City a pon of entry, and moved 
os it be referred to the Committee of the ole on the state of the 

nion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

C. M. FAIRMAN. 


The 8 by unanimous 5 before the House a 
letter from the chief clerk of the War t, in the absence 
and by the direction of the Secretary of War, transmitting papers 
relating to the claim of C. M. Fairman; which was referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


PRINTING IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitti 
a report of the chief clerk and heads of bureaus on the subject 
public printing; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ROSETTA FREEL. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting 
papers in the claim of Rosetta Freel; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

BREAKS IN MISSISSIPPI LEVEE. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting 
estimates of cost of closing existing breaks in the line of levees of the 
Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BALLOU, for ten days ; 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware, till Monday next; 

To Mr. DENISON, for three days, on account of sickness : 

To Mr. Morse, for four days, on account of important business; 

To Mr. ELLIS, for four days, on account of important business; 

To Mr. Cox, of New York, for one week ; 

To Mr. SEXTON, for one week, on account of important business; 

To Mr. HENRY, for one week, on account of important busi 3 

To Mr. YEATES, for four days; and 

To Mr. HOOKER, for four days. 

Mr. WADDELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at four o’clock and 
thirty-five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


tion for 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were. presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated : 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for 
the promotion of the deposit of savings and the refunding of the 
national debt—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorials of the we egrets of Wisconsin, against the reduc- 
tion of the duty on wool; for the enactment of an income-tax law ; 
against the proposed reduction of the tariff on imported wool—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route and tri-weekly mails from Ferryville to De Soto; 
for the establishment of a post-route and weekly mails from Wil- 
son to Rock Elm Center; for increased mail service on certain routes 
in Door and Kewaunee Counties; and for increased mail facilities 
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between Wauzeka and Readstown, all in the State of Wisconsin—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the amendment 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the 

romotion of the deposit of savings and the refunding of the national 
araby the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, st the reduc- 
tion of the duty on wool; for the enactment of an income-tax law ; 
and against the pro reduction of the tariff on imported wool— 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. j, 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route and tri-weekly mails from Ferryville to De Soto ; 
for the establishment of a post-route and weekly mails from Wilson 
to Rock Elm Center; for increased mail service on certain routes in 
Door and Kewaunee Counties; and for increased mail facilities be- 
tween Wauzeka and Readstown, all in the State of Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the amendment 
of the nt laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

| By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Martinsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, for the extension of the credit of the Government to 
aid in the construction of a railroad through the Southwestern Ter- 
ritories to the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 


By Mr. CASWELL: Memorial of the FE ig aps of Wisconsin, for 
the promotion of the deposit of savings and for the refunding of the 
national debt—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, against the reduc- 
tion of the tariff on wool and for the enactment of a law imposing a 
tax on incomes—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the amendment 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. COX, of New York: A paper relating to the claim of J. H. 
e soar for compensation for services rendered in the Doorkeep- 
er’s department of the House of Representatives—to the Committee 
of Accounts. 

Also, the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, pepers relating to the petition of William McGovern, for 
relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: Resolutions of the Legislature of 
California, communicated by telegraph, favoring the repeal of such 

of the .evenue laws as create a distinction between the tax on 
leposits in savings-banks having a capital stock and those having 
are the 9 of Ways ana Means. ase 
, Also, the petition of American ship-owners regardin e stra- 
oc 
committee. 

By Mr. ERRETT: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commeree of 
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, favoring the erection of new public build- 
in in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. H HREY: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, 
for the promotion of the deposit of savings and the refunding the 
national debt—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, against the reduc- 
tion of the duty on wool; for the enactment of an income-tax law, 
against the pro reduction of the tariff on imported wool—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route and tri-weekly mail from Ferryville to De Soto; 
for the establishment of a post-route and weekly mails from Wilson 
to Rock Elm Center; for increased mail-service on certain routes in 
Door and Kewaunee Counties, and for increased mail facilities between 
Wauzeka and Readstown, all in the State of Wisconsin—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial o1 the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the amend- 
ment of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. LINDSEY: Papers relating to the claim of Edward Hub- 
bard—to the Committee of Claims. 5 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the claim of Eldred Nu- 
nally—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POUND: Memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for 
the imposition of a tax on incomes, to promote the deposits of savings 
and refunding the national debt, against the proposed reduction of 
the tariff on wool and lumber, and against any reduction of the duty 
on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the amendment 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RICE, of Ohio: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
James Co—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Sarah B. Franklin, for a pension to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petitions of Samuel A. Wehr and of Sylvanus Walker, in 
behalf of aid for Mrs. Margaret B. Walker, for arrears of pension—to 
the same committee. 

Also, resolutions of Forsyth Post, No. 15, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in regard to the bill (H. R. No. 3524) to increase pemsions in 
certain cases—to the same committee. 


tition of D. M. Nagle, for a pension—to the Committee 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of residents of 
South Washington, for the removal of the tracks of the Baltimore 
and Potomac Rai on Sixth street west—to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, April 26, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. JOHN B. VAN 
METER, chaplain United States Navy. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the resolution of the Senate to print 
1,500 extra om of the report of the board of health of the District 
of Columbia for the year 1877, for use and distribution by said board. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill(H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other pur- 


poses, 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed, without 
amendment, a joint resolution and a bill of the House of the follow- 


ing titles: 
he joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) granting the use of artillery, 
tents, &c., at the national soldiers and sailors’ reunion to be held at 
Marietta, Ohio; and 
8 bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John 
. Evans, b 
The m further announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles ; in which the concurrence of the House was 


requested : 

A bill (S. No. 43) to provide for taking testimony to be used before 
ary cre in cases of private claims against the United States; 

A bill (S. No. 88) for the relief of James W. Richard und J. S. Brown 
& Brother, of Denver, Colorado; 

A bill (S. No. 288) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, 
South Carolina; 

A bill (S. No. 319) for the relief of the Metropolitan police force of 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (8. No. 337) for the relief of Thomas H. Halsey, paymaster 
United States Army; 

A bill (S. No. 797) for the relief of Acting-Master Robert Platt, 
United States Navy; 

A bill (S. No. 824) establishing the rank of the senior inspector-gen- 


eral 
A bill (s. No. 889) granting a pension to John Etzell ; 
A bill (S. No. 926) for the sale of timber-lands in the States of Cali- 
fornia and Oregon and in Washington Territory; and 
A bill (S. No. 1031) for the relief of the estate of E. Rouff. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move 

Mr. HUBBELL. I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER) 
to withdraw his call for the regular order for a few minutes, in order 
that I may report from the Committee on Commerce a bill for con- 
sideration at this time. It is a very important bill; and, as I am 
obliged to leave the city soon, I desire to have it acted upon now. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I will withdraw the call for the present. 


VESSELS NOT PROPELLED BY STEAM OR SAIL. 


Mr. HUBBELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to ask consent toreport back, with amendments, for consideration at 
this time the bill (H. R. No. 1757) relating to vessels not propelled 
by steam or sail. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended, was as follows: 


liances for ulsion, such as sail or steam, ex 
et in trade with contiguous foreign territory, 
Provided, however, 


ery nearest the pees 


Sec. 2. That for receiving such manifest, and filing the same, the collector or 
surveyor shall be autho! to collect a fee of twenty cents for each vessel towed 
or propelled; and for failing to deliver such manifest of cargo the master having 
— vessel in charge shall be liable to a fine of $5 for every vessel uniaden. 

Src. 3. That vessels not propelled by sail or steam, and not wholly owned by 


citizens of the United States, found transporting cargoes of American production 
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not destined for exportation in the same vessel, on navigable waters of the United 
States, between one collection district and another, or p. in the same district, 


shall be liable with their cargoes to seizure and forfeiture in any district in which 
they may be found. 


Mr. HUBBELL. This is a very important bill, and will take a 
burden off the commerce of the whole country so far as barges and 
such vessels are concerned. 
` Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman propose to consider the bill at 
this time! 

Mr. HUBBELL. That is what I asked. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to that. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the ees will not object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How long will it take? 

Mr. HUBBELL, Not more than a minute or two, 

Mr. REAGAN. I think if the gentleman will hear a brief expla- 
nation he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Under the law as it now stands, vessels and barges 
used mainly in navigating waters of a State are exempt from admeas- 
urement and license, while barges not so used are subject to that fee. 
Therefore a e used mainly on the waters of a State may go down 
the Mississippi River free from all these ch while a barge not 
so must pay admeasurement and license fee. This bill proposes 
to take this burden off such vessels and barges. . 

The amendments reported from the committee were agreed to, and 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
scar and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HUBBELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

5 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I now insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour, and the 
business in the morning hour of to-day is the call of committees for 
reports of a private nature. 

r. BLOUNT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the p of proceeding with the consider- 
ation of the -office ap ropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair deems it his duty to state to the House 
at the effect of that motion, if agreed to, will be to cut off private 

usiness. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, This is private-bill day, and I ask for the reg- 
ular order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] is the regular order; the effect of the motion, if adopted, 
will be to cut off private business. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I know that; and I wish the House to vote 
down that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is Friday, and private-bill day; and the 
first business in order is the consideration of private bills. 

The SPEAKER. This is the rule: 

Friday in every week shall be set apart for r privato bills and 


rivate business, in preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by a ma- 
ty of the House. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. This is objection day. 

Mr. EDEN, I trust that we will go on with the appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from 8 is in 
order; but if the House desires to proceed with the consideration of 
private business it can do so by voting down that motion. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. BLOUNT; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 116, noes 34. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, said: This is objection day; and in order that 
the House may utilize it in the consideration of private bills I call for 
the qe and nays on the motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the post-office 8 bill. 

Mr. BANNING, I understand that the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions is on call. ` 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

So the motion of Mr. BLOUNT was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Before the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole I ask unanimous consent that to-night be set apart for the con- 
sideration of reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and for 
the consideration of pension bills in Committee of the Whole as on 
objection 75 

ROBERT S. I move to amend so that all reports of a private 
nature from committees be in order to-night. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I will state further 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Who objects? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. WHITE] 
on the left of the Chair. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. He is the chronic objector. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsy 
alread. a great deal of special 1 ti 


lvania. Well, I do object; we have had 
on. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 

(Mr. Mixts in the chair.) 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union and will resume the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 4346) makin . for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and 
for other purposes ; and the pending amendment when the commit- 
tee was last in session was that offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr, TOWNSEND], to amend the paragraph commencing with line 126 
so that it will read as follows: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $3,640,000. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This amendment now proposes to appropriate 
$3,600,000 for this service, being $100,000 less than the estimate asked 
for by the Post-Office Department. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT] stated the other day that it was $100,000 more than 
was Ph ar gma last year, or in other words, to be more exact, that 
$100,000 had been added to the appropriation to meet the especial de- 
mands for the increase of clerical force inthe Post-Office Department. 

I am informed by the Post-Office Department that there are to-da; 
five hundred and seventy-five applications for increase of cleri 
force and that most of those five hundred and seventy-five applica- 
tions have been presented at different times during the present fiscal 
year. Now it will be noticed that this $100,000 additional would 
play a very insignificant part in meeting these five hundred and sey- 
enty-five cases in addition to the other cases which have arisen or will 
arise calling for this amount of money. The five hundred and seventy- 
five applications at $100 apiece would amount to 857,500. I know of 
many instances w. the amount allowed ought to be $200, $300, or 


When this bill was last before the House I called the attention of 
the committee to the necessity for a mr amount of money than is 
appropriated in this bill for this special item, and I trust that the 

ntleman from Georgta will concede to this amendment which may 

regarded as a compromise between the amount pro by him 
and by those who wish to make fuller provisions for this service. It 
is nota dollar more than the service needs, and I hope the gentleman 
will not make further opposition to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If I take the gentleman’s own statement there are 
five hundred and seventy-five applications and then the statement of 
the Department that the average hire of clerks in this service is $300, 
that would leave too much money under the appropriation already 
made by the bill. Last year we appropriated $3,440,000 and the amount 
expended was only $3,233,000, leaving a surplus of $67,000 of that 
amount unused. 

They have, according to their own estimate, a sufficient sum to em- 
ploy over six hundred men. It sometimes happens that it is very con- 
venient for the Department, as they have said to the committee, to 
be able to say that they do not have sufficient appropriations. Gen- 
tlemen have friends who are unfortunate and want to be taken care 
of in these hard times and this is a convenient place for them to get 
in. But it makes no difference as to the motive; I believe that we 
have given an ample sum, sg tad in view of the fact of the fallin 
off last year in the receipts from the Post-Office Department, and 
hope that the committee will not consent to the addition of a single 
dollar, for I do not think there is a single member of the committee 
who upon examination will not feel that this appropriation is com- 
plete and ample. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. TOWN- 
SEND, of Ohio, and no quorum voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DUNNELL and Mr. BLOUNT were ap- 


inted. 
m Tho committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 
8 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I give notice that I shall ask a yea- and -· nay vote in 
the House upon this amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For payment to letter - carriers, $1,865,000. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I move to strike out all after the word 
„carriers,“ in line 122, down to and including the word“ dollars,” in 
line 123, and to insert in lieu thereof the following : 

Two million dollars: Provided, That letter-carriers of different classes shall each 


be paid a larger salary than they now receive. 


Mr. BLOUNT. L raise the question of order upon that amendment 
that it is new legislation and increases expenses. 2 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I desire to be heard on that question of 
order. The gentleman makes the point of order that the amendment 
proposes to change existing law and is not in the direction of econ- 
omy. The point of order is not well taken as I understand the law. 
The Revised Statutes, section 3865, provide as follows: 

Letter-carriers shall be employed for the free delivery of mail matter, as fre- 
quently as the public convenience may require, at every place containing a popu- 
lation of fifty thousand within the delivery of its post-otlice; and may be so em- 
ployed at every place 3 population of not less than twenty thousand 
wi the delivery of its post-office. 
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to any sum not ad 
; and in San „California, be may pay such addi 
carriers as will secure the services of competent persons. 

I hold in my hand an official statement of the number of letter- 
carriers in the United States, with their present salaries. These sal- 
aries, according to this statement, average $771 per annum. The 
object of this amendment is to increase the total amount for carriers, 
looking toward an increase in the number of carriers, provided the 
Postmaster-General should see proper to employ an additional num- 
ber; but the proviso prevents any increase of the salaries above that 
which the carriers are now receiving. This amendment does not 
increase the salaries beyond what the law now provides; on the con- 
Ka, it prevents any increase of salary beyond the amounts now 
paid. Hence the amendment, instead of looking toward an increase 
of expenditure, looks toward the permanent reduction of expendi- 
tures, and is therefore in order. 

Mr. BANNING. I would like to say when this question comes up 
that there is certainly no class of employés of the Government so 


orl, — 
vorne SHAIRMAN, The gentleman is discussing the merits of the 
amendment, not the point of order. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the question. He overrules the point of order made by the gentle- 


man from Geo: 
I wanted to be heard before the Chair announced 


| Mr. BLO 
his decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman ought to have claimed the floor 
before the decision was made. But the Chair will hear the gentie- 


man. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘I regret very much that I was not heard before the 
Chair announced his decision. 

+ The point of order that I raised was that the object of this amend- 
ment was to change existing laws, which would result in an increase 
of appropriations. What is the provision of the existing law? 


i Tiana EIN eE eng get OA pee pa anà shall 
not exceed per annum; but on satisfactory evidence of 8 
à year 


5 he may increase their salary to any sum not ex: 


Now what does this amendment provide! 

Provided, Letter-carriers of the different classes shall not be paid a larger salary 
than they now receive. 

My impression is that this is an attempt to regulate the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General, and I do not think that it retrenches ex- 
penditures at all. I do not see how the amendment points to retrench- 
ment, and it certainly changes existing law. 

Mr. HANNA. The gentleman says that the object of this amend- 
ment is to reach 1 the discretion of the Postmaster- 
General. Now the law as t 5 read it gives the Postmaster - 
General, as I understand, a discretion to increase the compensation of 
carriers from $800 to as much as $1,000 in particular instances. Now 


if we only appropriate enough to pay the ee e, we not thereby W. 


in an appropriation bill deprive the Postmaster-General of the dis- 
cretion which he now has under existing law? Would not that be 
the effect of the appropriation ? 

. Mr. BLOUNT., ar as the by sh ibrar se is concerned, we are 
following the law; but this amendment undertakes to regulate di- 
rectly the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The gentleman will allow me a moment. 
The amendment in no way interferes with the discretion of the Post- 
master-General except to curtail that discretion. At this time letter- 
carriers 2 ut the United States are receiving on an average 
$770 a year each. This being the amount they are now receiving 
the regulation of the Postmaster-General, this amendment, i 

of leaving him the discretion to increase this pay from 5800 to $1,000 
in particular instances, provides 9 that in no event shall he 
use that discretion to increase the pay of these carriers beyond the 
amount Moy aow receive. : 

Mr. WADDELL. Does the gentleman mean to limit the maximum 
of letter-carriers to $770? 

. CANNON, of Illinois. To what they are now receiving. 

Mr. WADDELL. They now ave $770 annually ; and if I under- 
stand the gentleman correctly his object is to fix the maximum pay 
of letter-carriers at rden rd annum, doing away with the diecretion 
of the Postmaster-General to t an increase beyond that sum. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. The amendment proposes to fix the max- 
a pay of letter-carriers at just what they are receiving at this 


e. 
* Mr. WADDELL. Then why does the gentleman desire to increase 
the eh Ne eae for letter-carriers, if he reduces the pay? 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I will explain that as soon as the point 
of order is out of the way. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Georgia to make the point of order on the amendment that it changes 
the existing law and is not in the direction of retrenchment of. 


epena 

r. BLOUNT. Theruling which has heretofore been made is, where 

there is a change of existing law proposed it must appear upon the 

= BE ee Semmens it retrenches expenditures, or otherwise it_ 
out of order. 


pa; 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is unquestionably right. The 
Chair, however, cannot see this changes existing law. 

Mr. BLO Lask the Chair whether the discretion of the Post- 
master-General to fix the salary at $800 or any sum below that is not 
a matter of law, and whether the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois does not restrain that discretion as to the amount 
to be paid these letter-carriers at this time, in some instances less and 
in one more, the object being to restrain their discretion. Is not that 
a 8 in the existing law? j 

The CHAIRMAN. ə Postmaster-General may make an increase 
in the number, but he cannot make the appropriation of money. At 
last Congress must make the appropriation of money. Whatever the 
discretion the Postmaster-General may have in increasing or decreas- 
ing the number of letter-carriers Congress must make the appropria- 


tion of money. 
Mr. BLOUNT. This will require a larger 1 
The CHAIRMAN. Then you must change the law as it exists, but 


this amendment does not propose that. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. . Chairman, if I can get the attention 
myself understood as to what 
amendment. 


of the committee I will 1 Br make 
I desire to accomplish by thi 

There are eighty-seven cities in the United States in which the let- 
ter-carrier 8 is operating. Outside of these cities the postage 
on a drop-letter is one cent. the letter-carrier cities the postage 
on a drop-letter is two cents. Now this postage, as well as the | post- 
age on all other matter mailed for delivery in such city where mailed, 


is styled local and if the local pos in a given city is as 
sina as the 3 the carriers the Sere A sash aa is claimed 


would be well so to do. In the city of New York where the profit is 
so large the force of carriers is sufficient to gather up from the mail- 
boxes and deliver the mail from five to seven times daily, and while 


the service is not so uent in Philadelphia and Boston, yet it will 
average from three to five times daily. Now, this business is like 
2 other, if it is worth attending to at all it is worth doing well; 
and in these cities where it is sufficient to satisfy the demand, as 
before stated, it is done at a 9 of $1,000,000 annually. Now, in 
Chicago, Saint Louis, and other cities the force of carriers is not 
largo enough to make so ment deliveries of letters and other mail- 
able matter, the result is that other means of delivery are used by 
the citizens. I had an interview with the very competent ter 
at Chicago, Mr. Palmer, afew months ago, and he informed me while 
the carriers made from two to three deliveries of letters daily in the 
business part of the city, that in other parts of the city there was 
no certainty of more than one delivery daily; so to a large extent the 
people did not depend upon the carriers, but employed other messen- 
gers, and he expressed himself clearly of the opinion that an addi- 
tional number of carriers would greatly improve the revenues from 
local postages ; and I am informed by other persons conversant with 
this matter that such would be the case in the other large cities; so I 
am satisfied that it would be genuine economy to adopt this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's five minutes have expired. 

Mr. McCOOK. Iam anxious to hear this question discussed, and 
therefore take the floor and yield my five minutes to the gentleman 
from Ilinois. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Ithankthe gentleman. Having shown, 
as I think, the propriety of the first branch of my amendment, I now 
desire to speak to the second branch of the amendment, which has 
the effect, if the $130,000 additional is appropriated for this service, 
that it shall be used for the employment of additional carriers in these 
cities and not for the increase of the salaries of those already em- 
ployed; for the amount recommended by the Committee on Appro- 


priations is sufficient to pay the present force of carriers the salaries 


they are now ving; and unless the force of carriers is to be in- 
ereased where it can be e done to the Government, then I am 
not for any increase of this appropriation. For, Mr. Chairman, while 
I am for paying everybody a fair slay; and while I do not under- 
estimate the very important service of the letter-carriers, yet the fact 
is that the letter-carriers are paid, everything considered, a better 
salary than most other postal employes receive. 
In cities of 100,000 population, and over, there are, in the aggregate 
1,682 carriers— 


168 of these receive now per annum „„ $675 
202 of these receive now per annum ũ̃ 775 
1, 222 of these receive now per annum 875 
While in cities of less than 100,000 population there are 
72 carriers who receive per annum ....-..----..-------.----- $575 
51 carriers who receive per annum .........-...---------+--- 675 
470 carriers who receive per annum .....-.--..----.--.------- 775 


Less, I should state, 5 per cent. on account of the reduction of the 
appropriation for the present fiscal year, and it is instructive to know 
that at the commencement of this fiscal year, when the appropria- 
tion was not sufficient to pay the number of carriers in the service, 
they universally preferred the reduction of salary by 5 per cent. to the 
discharge of 5 per cent. of the force. Now let us compare their sala- 
ies with some of the other postal employés, for instance the clerks in 

st- offices where tue salaries of the postmaster is $2,000 and upward. 
The Postmaster-General’s report shows that these clerks number 
forty-four hundred and sixty-five, and their average annual compen- 
sation is $724.11, while the average pay of the letter-carriers is $770 

annum. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I wish to correct the gentleman or to make a sug- 
gestion to him that the clerks in the post-oftices work but eight hours 
out of the twenty-four; in other words, they are divided into three 
classes and spell each other. The carriers, on the other hand, work 
from six o’clock in the morning until eight at night, every day and 


night. 

Ar. CANNON, of Illinois. The eee may be right as regards 
Philadelphia; but generally the clerks in the post-oflices through- 
out the country commence in the morning at seven o’clock and quit 
at seven in the evening. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I think the gentleman is mistaken in his informa- 
tion. 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. I know how it is at least in the great 
majority of the post-offices as regards this matter, the clerks are con- 
stantly on duty. 

But to go on with the comparison. The annual compensation of 
the route agents in the United States, 1,065 in number, is $935; 248 
mail-route messengers, at $694.50; 1,051 railway postal clerks, at 
$1,163.36; (it will S recollected that these three last classes of em- 
ployés are on expense away from home when on duty and subject to 
railway accident, while the carrier is free from that additional ex- 
pense and danger;) 136 local agents, at an average annual compen- 
sation of 8775; 37,345 postmasters, at average annual compensation 
of $195.06. So Isay, in conclusion, that it appears from these facts, 
everything considered, the letter-carriers are better paid than most 
of the other postal employés; and while I think in a few large cities 
we need a few more letter-carriers at the present pay the salaries 
should not be increased. Hence 1 hope both the t and second 
clauses of my amendment will be adopted. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. PAGE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. 
aae CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

. O'NEILL. I do not desire to anticipate a discussion upon the 
subject of the increase of the pay of letter-carriers ; but I think this 
is an attempt to forestall the action of the committee upon a bill 
which has been well digested by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and which has been reported favorably and is now on 
the Calendar and will soon be reached; reached, I hope, within a 
few days,if it should not be ruled in order as an amendment. Over 
two thousand illy paid and fearfully worked men are anxiously 
awaiting the favorable action of Con Ipresume, however, after 
this amendment is disposed of, and I hope it will be voted down, 
that the gentleman from Ohio, from one of the Cincinnati districts, 
[Mr. BaNNING,] will offer an amendment bringing upsquarely before 
the Committee of the Whole now the question of the increase of the 
pay of the letter-carriers of the various cities where the free-delivery 
system has been established. 

Wherever the free-delivery system exists in the 828 cities you find 
that it pays,in the te, a million of dollars, The gentleman’s 
(Mr. Cannon] illustration about other modes of communication in 
Chicago applies as well to other cities. In the cities of Philadelphia 
and New York they have the most complete system of local teleg- 
raphy, besides large numbers of messengers, also a private enter- 
Pp and very convenient, pomi regularly employed for delivering 
messages quickly by day and night. But when the gentleman under- 
takes to argue that letter-carriers under the free-delivery system 
are as well paid as any other set of men, I think the good sense of 
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this committee will not agree with him. To bea clerk in a post- 
office is to be en in quite a different line of duty from a letter- 
carrier. The post-office clerks in cities are not en in duty 
from morning until night excepting a few of them. ey may be so 
engaged in the offices which have not the free-delivery system; but 
in the post-office in the city of Philadelphia, and of course it must be 
so also in New York and Boston and Baltimore and Chicago, the 
clerks are necessarily spelled, not all of them, but most of them; and 
in Philadelphia I know they generally work but eight hours, there 
being a division of the hours of the day, so that while a proper pro- 

rtion are on duty others are resting. Indeed the work of the clerks. 
is very hard while they are doing it, and their compensation is by no 
means large when you take into consideration intelli reliabil- 
ity, and ere business habits, such as I know the clerks in the 
P ewig ary post- office e 

But what I wish to call the attention of the committee to is this: 
that should this amendment be adopted it will be considered as hav- 
ing forestalled and decided a question as to whether these hard-worked 
men, the carriers in the cities, or wherever they are, should not 
be paid a proper compensation for their labor. And in my opinion 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] is seeking to commit mem- 
bers against the increase of the salaries of these overworked officials. 
He is pressing his amendment purposely to defeat the general propo- 
sition for increase. He need not tell me that the letter-carrier who 
works from early morning until late at night, exposed to all kinds of 
weather, and has a salary of seven or eight hundred dollars a year, 
is as well paid as a clerk in the Departments here at $1,200 or a clerk 
ina 3 getting $1,000 or more, measuring the labor by the 
number of hours of constant employment. Sir, the labor is entirely 
different. These letter-carriers perform a ceaseless duty which is a 
convenience to every man’s business and which accommodates every 
citizen and givesevery onean opportunity of corresponding frequently 
in relation to his business or other interests. I the committee 
should be inclined to vote down this amendment, and then have an 
amendment offered providing directly for the increase of pay of let- 
ter-carriers. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. One question; do poe find any difficulty in em- 
ploying men at ter! you'd rate of pay 

Mr. O’NEILL. e do not find any difficulty in employing men at 
the present rate, but that is no answer to what I have suggested. 
Aad nie good reliable men in these places, and they ought to be well 


pai 
Mr. EDEN. Are sph? “eh ron under the five-minute rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. Weare. 

Mr. EDEN. I would be glad if the Chair would enforce the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know to what particular 
departure from the rule the gentleman from Illinois refers. 

r. EDEN. The rule is that one five-minute speech be allowed to 

an amendment in favor of it and one inst it. 


The CHAIRMAN. Butif a gentleman obtains the floor and yields 
bis ayo minutes to another, it has been the custom to allow t to 
0 


ne. 
Mr. EDEN. The rule is that five minutes be allowed on one side 
and five minutes upon the other. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman is correct; that is the rule; but 
the custom of the House has been otherwise. 

Mr. BANNING. [I offer the following amendment as a substitute 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CANNON :] 


$ 
all new appointments shall be made to the second class. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is one amendment now pending. 

Mr. NEILL. I withdraw the formal amendment I offered. 

Mr. WADDELL. I ask the gentleman from Ohio before he pro- 
ceeds to allow me to make an explanation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is before the House? 

Mr. WADDELL. Idesire to state, as being somewhat familiar with 
this whole subject of letter-carriers, as chairman of the Committee 
ou the Post-Office and Post-Roads, for the information of the House 
in re to the condition of the question now before it on the pend- 
ing amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, that there are one 
hundred and seven members of the House who represent districts. 
where there are letter-carriers, but there is not one in the State which 
I represent, and therefore I have no personal interest in the matter. 
But I warn the gentlemen who do feel a personal interest in voting 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois that in so doing 
they will be voting for an increase of the appropriation for letter- 
carriers to the amount of $21,000 and at the same time voting for 
the reduction of the pay of letter-carriers to $750 a year as the maxi- 
mum. 

Mr. BANNING. I now offer my amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the question of order that that amendment 
changes the law and increases the compensation of these letter-car- 
riers. The law provides that they s have a salary not exceeding 
$800 a year. The provision in section 3866 of the Revised Statutes. 
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was read by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CN NON, J and I will 
now read it again: 
pepo fare gem Sial ba re Soi rm rape Pe papel 
per annum; but upon satisfac ence of fidelity and experi- 
he pi Sala and the Pacific 
rp Tae i rate ead a A 
Now, sir, the object of the gentleman from Ohio is to create two 
classes, the pay of one of which is absolutely fixed by law. 
The C . The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BANNING] upon that question, 
Mr. BANNING. The statute does not fix the salary. It says: 


The of letter carriers shall be fixed by the Postmaster-General and shall 
not exceed per annum, but upon satisfaci evidence of fidelity and expe- 
rience he may increase their to not ex g $1,000, and upon the Pacific 


slope the salary may be fixed higher than that. 


Now this amendment is possibly a reduction of expenditures rather 
than an increase. It determines certainly what the law is. Under 
the law now all the salary that is provided for in this amendment 
may be paid and more than $800 a year may be paid if the carrier has 
shown diligence and acquired experience. The Postmaster-General 
may pay $1,000, and on the Pacific slope more than $1,000 may be paid. 
My amendment does not change the law, it determines what the 
law is; it does not increase expenditures, but states exactly what 
por ha the salary under the statute. I hope that my friend will be 
8a) 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 
In the opinion of the Chair the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. BANNING] is clearly in violation of existing law, 
and is therefore excluded as not in order. 

Mr. BANKS. I give notice that when the question is taken upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] I 
call for a division. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out the last word, for the p 
of replying briefly to what has been said about the pay of the letter- 
carriers, them, and I think I understand the subject, as the 
worst paid and most overworked of the employés of the Government. 
As my colleague [Mr. O'NEILL] has said, the clerks in the large dis- 
tributing offices are divided into three classes. Many of them who 
are night clerks, working but eight hours, can devote part of the day 
to some other employment. A letter-carrier goes on duty for more 
than half the year before daylight. He is required in approaching 
the office to gather up the letters that have been deposited after the 
last collection of the preceding day, and to have them at the sub- 
office to which he paR in time to go to the main office for the 
earliest mailing. When his day is done, at seven o’clock in the even- 
ing, winter or summer, he must go out to his district and make the 
evening collection, for which he dare not open any box until after 
half past seven o’clock. Therefore on certain days of the week the 
letter-carriers are on duty from long before daylight during the winter 
until ten or eleven o’clock at pipes They are also on duty on Sunday. 
They are nih pees appointed as substitutes; no original appoint- 
ments are made. ey may wait for months, going on for one, two, 
or three day’s work a week, before they are regularly employed. The 
substitute is needed in the event of sickness. The regular carrier, 
though he has worked half a day, should he be stricken down by dis- 
ease, sun-stroke, accident, loses his whole day’s pay; and there is the 
chance of the substitute, who takes the entire day’s pay. 

And these carriers must wear a particular uniform. the Depart- 
ment will not undertake to inspect old clothes, however careful or 
fortunate a carrier may be in saving his clothes, he must at stated 

riods pay for another suit though he already has two suits on hand. 
3 of instances of that kind where the carrier had one suit that 
he bad never worn, and hoped to be relieved from taking another 
and paying for it; but he was informed that the De ent has no 
system of inspecting clothes, that it must keep the carriers well 
dressed, and that on the average they 5 so many suits a 17 2 

Now, I hope that the question of the letter- carriers pay will be 
permitted to be discussed legitimately when the post-office bill comes 
up. This is an attempt aie oe close that question on an inci- 
dental amendment to this bill. at I ask in justice to this ill-paid, 
over-wouked, and profitable class of employés is that the question 
may have due consideration in the billin which it should be properly 
dis of. This discussion is forced upon us now by the attempt 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to forestall the Post- 
Office Committee, and to decide in an 7 0 riation bill one of the 
important features of the jurisdiction of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iwould like to ask the tleman a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Cannot the gentleman do it in his own time? 

Mr. PAGE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to go on. 

Mr. PAGE. Just one question. 

We eure There is another gentleman here who wants to ask 
a qu on. 

r. PAGE. I wish to know how much was appropriated in the 
last Congress for this service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was appropriated $1,965,000. 


Mr. PAGE. In the last Congress ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes. 

Mr. PAGE. How much was the estimate for this year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The estimate of the ent was $2,100,000. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Willthe 1 let me ask him a question now : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very we 

Mr. WRIGHT. What population is necessary for a town to have 
the carrier service introduced into it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The law now requires thirty thousand inhabitants. 
I have taken some pains to make a calculation of the increase in the 
amount of work done per carrier during the last fiscal year. I was 
somewhat surprised to find that the actual increase in the pieces 
handled per carrier in the course of last year was only seventeen ; 
that is, seventeen letters or postal cards or pieces of mail-matter 
handled by each carrier last year more than the year before. There 
is not an increase in all the cities everywhere; there was some in- 
crease in certain cities. 

While other sections of the country were needing service, while 
they have been denied it for years, this service has n for- 
ward by the mercantile interest until the Government has announced 
that in certain cities the Post-Office Department of the country 
is actually doing the business of the merchants by carrying informa- 
tion to them six times a day. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Well, is not that right? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Thope the gentleman will not interrupt me; he will 
get his own time, I do not think that this kind of facility has been 
carried to as great an extreme as it should be, considering that other 
communities are utterly denied the facilities they nee But the 

roposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] does not 
interfere with this letter-carrier service at all. He brings before the 
House the service in Chicago, and tells what it would he there if he 
could get an increase of letter-carriers there. Now, it is somewhat 
singular that, while this service as established by the Post-Office De- 
partment is paying in certain cities, it is not paying in Chicago; and 
this House, on the statement of the postmaster at Chi that in his 
opinion an increase of letter-carriers there will make the letter-car- 
rier system a better paying institution, is asked to increase the a 
propriations in this bill allalong the line. The gentleman from Illinois 
propose to add over $100,000 ; $130,000 I think ; and the only ground 

e puts it upon is the opinion of the postmaster at Chicago that, if 
this increase be made, the carrier system in that city will begin to 
pay something. 

t 


will be utterly useless for the Committee on Appropriations to 
attempt to keep down expenditures, if these appropriations are to be 
increased, and increased in this direction. These extraordinary facil- 
ities are denied to the whole country, excepting eighty-seven cities 
which receive the exclusive benefit of this system. 

Mr. BANKS. The proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] is susceptible of division. e first branch proposes to 
increase the amount of the appropriation, which I think ought to be 
done. The second contemplates a change in the compensation of let- 
ter-carriers from what the law now authorizes. The pay of lettér- 
carriers has been reduced by the Postmaster-General below the sum 
the law allows him to pay them on account of the diminished appro- 
priations of last year. He had to reduce salaries or diminish the 
number of carriers and he chose, properly I think, to reduce salaries. 
This is in effect an evasion of the existing law caused by insufficient 
appropriations which ought not now to be sustained by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. What the committee should do, in my judgment, 
is to increase the amount of the appropriation, leaving the law as to 
the compensation of letter-carriers to remain as it now stands. Ata 
proper time I will move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 

m Illinois by striking out the second clause of the proposition so 
that the carriers shall continue to receive the pay now authorized by 
law to which they are richly entitled, and the increased appropria- 
tion provided in the first clause will enable the Postmaster-General 
to pay them in accordance with the existing provisions of the statute. 
It will also enable him to extend the delivery of letters to many cities 
and towns in different parts of the country. It was never intended 
that the system should be restricted to those communities whose busi- 
ness would defray all expenses of delivery. It standsupon the same 
basis as the general Post-Office establishment. If there is an excess 
of receipts over expenses in one place it is applied to maintain the 
delivery of letters in others where the expenses must at first heces- 
sarily exceed the receipts, and thus it will be gradually extended until 
all populous communities are accommodated in every part’ of the 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, the letter-cartier system thus becomes a constantly- 
increasing public benefit. Many gentlemen here probably fail. to 
cemprehend the great advantages and the vast saving to the Gov- 
ernment that are secured by it. In the district which I represent if 
the letter-carrier system were discontinued the Government would 
be obliged in some instances to commence immediately the construc- 
tion of large buildings for the accommodation of those who would 
be eompelled to come to the post-office for their letters. The em- 
ployment of letter-carriers obviates this necessity and saves the Gov- 
ernment from this expense, and also from that attending a largely 
increased clerical ce, which would be indispensable, es 
in manufacturing towns or cities where the delivery of letters woul 
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occur in the evening or at the close of the day’s labor. The free de- 
livery avoids both of these demands upon the Treasury and pays its 
own expenses at the same time. 

As to the pay of the letter-carriers, one class, according to the con- 
templation of the law, ought to receive $800 annually; and another 
class, for diligence and effective service, may receive $1,000 per annum, 
if the Postmaster-General thinks them entitled to it. No men in the 
country are worked like these letter-carriers, I have had occasion 
to notice them again and again with admiration and astonishment. 
I am myself a good walker, having been accustomed to travel on 
foot all my life; but I have never yet seen men in civil or in military 
life who could march like one of these letter-carriers. He moves 
with a stride like an ostrich, his head forward, his eyes upon the 
ground, as if some important event was staked upon his covering the 
Jean earth iu a given time. His mind, energy, and capacity seem to 
be absorbed in the discharge of his duties, The letter-carrier is noto- 
riously a silent man. You cannot get an unnecessary word out of 
him. J know that it may be difficult for a member of the House of 
Representatives to conceive that any man could be indis to talk, 
and still less to be wholly silent; but look at the first letter-carrier 
you meet on the street; see him as he speeds on his way; try to en- 

age him in conversation, and you will find that he is too much de- 
voted to his business to utter one superfluous word. 

The integrity with which they discharge their obligations to the 
Government is worthy of notice, especially in these later days. There 
is nothing in the reports of the Department nor in the public journals 
of failure in the delivery of letters. Nothing would be more certain 
of notice and complaint than such a default. It does not occur. How 
much anxious care it requires to deliver each letter and to find a cor- 
respondent, resident, or visitor in the out-of-the-way places of cities 
and town, no one can know who has not made an experiment. And 
yet it is done—done with such success as to silence grumblers and 
satisfy our citizens and their Government. 

The letter-carrier is obliged to clothe himself in the uniform pre- 
scribed by the Government; and, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says, to provide for stress of weather or other accident he must have 
an extra suit in addition to the clothing of ordinary life which is 
indispensable when he is off duty. Thus he is subjected to a very 
considerable expense beyond that imposed upon other men employed 
in the civil service of the Government, which he is illy able to bear, 
and which ought not in justice to be put upon him. It is for the 
efficiency of the service and the security of the Government, not out 
of any vanity, caprice, or pride of his own that he is uniformed and he 
ought not to be saddled with its cost. At least he ought not to suffer 
an enforced reduction of salary in addition to the cost of uniform 
beyond what the law authorizes and contemplates on account of 
insufficient annual appropriations. 

The letter-carriers are generally. married men with families, and 
the salaries contemplated by law, which they do not now receive, are 
barely sufficient for their support. There is no “skilled labor” more 
arduous than theirs. Whenever they are unable to perform their 
duties they are required to supply and pay acceptable substitutes; 
they are allowed no “vacations” such as most other persons enjoy in 
public and private service. Their offices call for the performance of 
some official duty neurly every day in the year, not excepting Sundays. 
An act of Congress signalized the importance of the duties of 
these officers by requiring sureties and bonds for their faithful per- 
formance. 

The reduction of the appropriation last year, contrary to the advice 
of the De ent, necessitated in the first place a reduction in the 
number of these letter-carriers and in the number of the post-oflices 
to which they are attached. It also compelled the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to reduce the pay of the carriers below what the law contem- 

lates, The statute provides for a salary of $800 for one class and 
31,000 for another. The reduction of the appropriation compelled the 
Postinaster-General to despoil these men of what the law intended 
should be paid them, and what they eminently deserve. 

I bope the Committee of the Whole will amend this proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois so as to provide that the salaries shall be 
paid as now authorized by law, and that the appropriation shall be 
increased, as proposed, to $2,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the increased work and the reduced pay of the letter- 
carriers during the last year, according to the statement of the Post- 
master-General, reduced the expenses and increased the receipts to 
the amount of nearly $361,000. This is the amount which the Gov- 
ernment has saved by taking from them what the law contemplated 
they should receive and py putting on them more work than the law 
contemplated they should perform. Now, when the bill that is to be 
reported by the Committee-on the Post-Office and Post-Roads shall 
come up, we can consider the matter of compensation more fully; 
but let us increase the amount of this appropriation to $2,000,000, as 
now Sey ; 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to say only a word. The question is not 
now upon an increase or a decrease of the compensation of letter- 
carriers. The question, as I understand, is upon the increase of this 
appropriation and the enlargement of the number of carriers. As to 

e increase or decrease of compensation for carriers I have not a 
word to say; but in respect to the proposed increase of the amount 
ef 5 I wish to say something. I admit that the cities 
having these letter-carriers are by reason of the vast amount of 
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business done there entitled to some consideration ; but gentlemen 

representing the cities ought to bear in mind that there is a vast 

country outside of the cities and that there are many places through- 

out the length and breadth of the land where they get but one mail 

5 = and where they have to ride eight and ten and fifteen miles 
or i 

It will be said by having these letter-carriers it will increase the 
amount of revenue to be derived by the Post-Office Department, but 
I apprehend there are but few gentlemen upon this floor who will 
advocate that the post-office system of the United States ought to be 
self-sustaining. I agree with my venerable friend from New York 
[Mr. TOWNSEND] this country is e, that intelligence ought to be 
distributed everywhere, and that the people ought to have their mail 
twice a week where now they only succeed in obtaining it once. By 
this appropriation you propose to carry intelligence to the doors of 
certain cities six times a day when there are many portions of the 
Hunny where, as I have already stated, they do not get it but once 
a week. 

I am opposed to this increase, and while I am not permitted to say 
what occurred in committee, I can state that while I support this 
appropriation coming from the Committee on Appropriations for 
$1,800,000, nevertheless I must insist that amount shall not be in- 
creased, and that whatever increase may take place here shall be in 
the line of the argument advanced by my worthy friend the other 
day, and that is for the benefit of those portions of the country 
where they do not get intelligence but once a week. 

Ido not intend to say a word, as I have already said, about the 
compensation of these men. They may be working very cheaply; 
they may be overpaid, as has been said by one gentleman, but what 
I do insist upon is that you must keep down the compensation to 
letter-carriers and the amount appropriated therefor to a reasonable 
sum in order to give proper appropriation to what is called the star- 
route service, so the whole country may participate somewhat equally 
in ne boon which the Government bestows in the dissemination of 
in nce 

Mr. BANNING. Will the gentleman yield to me to ask him whether 
we have not taken good care of the star routes? 

Mr. DURHAM. Yes, sir, tolerably good care, and that has been 
because we had a star-route committee, and we would do even a 
little better if we could. As I remarked awhile ago I cannot see why 
gentlemen in cities should want intelligence brought to their doors 
six times a day or three times a day when they do not have to walk 
a hundred yards for their mail. 

Mr. FRA IN. The cities pay for it. 

Mr. DURHAM. And we ought to have other things in the coun- 
try that we do not have and for which we pay. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. We are now sakop about the postal business. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam talking about the postal business too, and I 
say you must keep these appropriations within proper bounds, The 
oe appropriated is in my jndgment, rather in excess of what 
ought to iven for this purpose than below it. 

{Here the 8 fell.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move the committee rise for the p of clos- 
ing debate on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto. 

Mr. TOWNS. , of New York. I hope I will be allowed five min- 
utes before debate is closed. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 20. 

So the motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. MILLS reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had under consideration a bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I movo Mi Speaker, that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the ole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of resuming the consideration of the post-office appropriation 

ill, and pending that motion I move all debate on the pending par- 
agraph and the amendments thereto be closed in one minute. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I move to amend by saying twenty min- 


utes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will first be taken on the 
amendment, as, under the rules, it inclades the longest time. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 66. 

— CANNON, of Illinois. I raise the question that no quorum has 
vot 

The SPEAKER pro tempore ordered tellers; and appointed Mr. 
BLOUNT, and Mr. Cannon of Illinois. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 57, noes 98, 

So the motion was disagreed te. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to make it ten minutes. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 79, 

Ma CANNON; of Illinois. I raise the question that no quorum has 
vo 

Mr. BANNING. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will yield to 
ten minutes, 

Mr. EDEN. I object to debate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I renew it. 
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The SPEAKER tempore ordered tellers; and appointed Mr. 
SPRINGER and Mr. UNT. 
The House 


in divided; and the tellers reported - ayes 54, noes 94. 
So the amendment was d to. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I now move to make it five minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam willing to agree to that as a modification of 
my motion. 

he motion, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now move the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the, House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. 
Mitts in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, By order of the House, debate on the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto is limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BANKS. I withdraw my formal amendment. 

ae CANNON, of Illinois. I move pro forma to strike out the last 
word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word in reply to the 1 from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. KELLY, I who appears to think I have anticipated the 
action of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in my 
amendment. I do not agree to the bill reported by that committee 
and on the Calendar and will 8 it when it comes up for con- 
sideration. I doubt if it is reached this session, but, believing that 
the force of letter-carriers should be slightly increased without an 
increase of salary, this was the proper time to present the amend- 
ment now pending. 

Now a word in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banks,] who speaks of extraordinary use of legs by the letter-car- 
riers, and their onerous duties. I take it for granted that his t 
familiarity with this onerous service must be from his personal ob- 
servation in the letter-carrier city in his district, namely, the city of 
Lynn, Massachusetts, which I find from the Postmaster-General’s 
report has seven carriers in the service at the annual compensation 
of $794.48 each, aggregating $5,561.38. I find further that the total 
local postage on e matter carried by these hard-worked, leg- 
worn seven carriers at $794.48 each is $1,791 per annum, or $256 per 
carrier. That is, the Government pays these seven leg-weary men 
85,561.38 to earn $1,791 in local postages, no more and no less. Oh, 
how we should be swift to heap more pay upon the gentleman’s hard- 
worked constituent letter-carriers. 

Mr. BANKS. If you will give us $150,000 for a post-office we will 
dispense with the carrier service. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. There are a great many other small cities 
besides Lynn where the letter-carrier service should be dispensed with 
and where the credit and debit sides of the ledger growing out of this 
service do not show much better than Lynn, but no sooner do you 
mention the matter of abolishing or not increasing the pay of their 
unnecessary carriers than gentlemen who represent these small cities 
rise to protest; and to hear gentlemen talk one is filled with astonish- 
ment that persons can be found to perform the Herculean labor for 
the alleged small pittance of pay. 

Mr. HANNA. I wish to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am not speaking about the gentle- 
man’s city of Indianapolis. It has over seventy-five thousand inhabit- 
ants, and needs the letter-carrier service. I wonder at the desire of 
many gentlemen to increase these salaries when it is recollected that 
their pay is more than skilled mechanics receive now in the United 
States, many of whom have difficulty to get constant employment; 
especially do I wonder at the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has 
much to say from time to time about the hard times and the thousands 
of men out of employment, suffering for bread, but who in the next 
breath proposes to tax these same poverty-stricken men, while the 
wolf is at the door, to increase the salaries of men whose places they 
would gladly take at less pay. Sir, I have no desire to pay anybody 
an inadequate salary. I think the Government should pay every cent 
a service is worth, and I believe such payment is now being made 
for this service, but the truth is, thousands of pesteny competent, 
honest men would be glad to do this service for less than the salaries 
now received. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. There are many men who would 
do the work of the gentleman from Illinois for one-fifth of what he 
does it for. 

Mr. CANNON, of Minois. That argument would apply to my ven- 
erable friend from New York as well as to me. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate on the pending 

paragraph and amendments thereto has expired. The Clerk wi 

report the pending amendment, which is that of the gentleman from 
inois, [Mr. CANNON. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


Strike ont all after the word “carriers,” in the one hundred and tw: second 
5 including dollars” on the one hundred and twenty-third line, and rt as 


W8: 
Two million dollars: Letter-carriers of the different classes shall 
each be paid a larger salary than they now receive. 


Mr. BANKS. Iask for a division of the two branches of the amend- 
ment. 

The question was first taken on the first portion of the amendment, 
as follows: 

Strike out all after the word carriers and insert 52,000, 000.“ 


The question being taken, there were —ayes 49, noes 71. 
So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to. 

The question being taken on the second part of the amendment it 
Was not agreed to. j 

The Clerk read as follows : 

For wrapping- 820, 000. 

For . Site. 

For marking and rating stamps, $12,000, 

For letter balances and scales, $3,500. 

For rent, light, and fuel, $380,000. 

For office furniture, $15,000. 

For stationery, $50,000. 

For miscellaneous and incidental items, $80,000. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Lask that by unanimous consent the clauses from 
line 120 to line 134 be transposed so as to be inserted in the bill after 
line 84. The a is that this part of the bill may be placed under 
the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, where it properly 
belongs, instead of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WARD. I offer the following amendment: 

In line 133 strike ont 880. 000 and insert . $100,000;” so that it will read: 

For miscellaneous and incidental items, $100,000. 

I offer this amendment for the purpose of giving the Post-Office 
Department some lee-way in this matter. I would give the Depart- 
ment discretion in several matters, and will withdraw my amendment 
after making the remarks I endeavored to offer while the previous 
section was under discussion. I would give the Department some 
discretion in the direction of letter-carriers and the regulating of 
their salaries and their assignment to duty and the places within 
whose sphere their duties should be exercised. I believe as a class 
they are not paid an amount equivalent to the character of the men 
employed, the qualifications they require, and the services they per- 
form. I believe there is no class of men as intelligent, as well disci- 
pia, as courteous, who are required to perform such responsible 

uties, and suffer the exposure in all weathers during the long hours. 

providing at their own expense a prescribed uniform, that are paid 
anything like the low wages they receive. Fair w. to the men 
who do the work is both simple justice and wise legislation. And 
while upon that subject I desire to say in reply to the remarks of the 
able and very careful gentleman of the Post-Office Committee from 
the State of Illinois [Mr. Ca N NON] that the remedy he proposes does. 
not effect the cure, nor is the complaint he makes legitimate to the 
subject. If any defect exists in the letter-carrier system by reason of 
men being employed in cities that do not pay, that is no argument 
why the men that are employed now and are performing their duties 
faithfully should have their wages reduced and should not be paid 
si | 5 The remedy should be rather in having the system 
regulated so that it shall be in force in places Where it comes near 
being self-sustaining. There is no reason why in any city where the 
letter-carrier’s service is required or is convenient for the public busi- 
ness it cannot be made very nearly self-sustaining. 

I have in my eye small cities where this service would be legiti- 
mately performed, and with benefit to the public, and where the 
appropriation of a small proportion of the net revenues of the par- 
ticular post-office could be 1 arse to this fund, and the public con- 
venience increased without detriment to the postal system or any 
drain upon the Tre > 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HANNA.. I have no desire to speak upon this question, but I 
rise to ask the gentleman from Georgia, Fur. BLOUNT,] who has 
charge of this bill, to explain what items this appropriation covers. 
The items which come under the head of miscellaneous or incidental 
expenses. I see by the estimates of the Post-Office Department that 
they ask $140,000 for this p while the committee report an 
appropriation of $80,000, I do not desire to consume the time of the 
committee, but I would like to know what items are included under 
that appropriation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It covers many items, such as furniture, for instance, 
and carpets. I will say further that but $60,000 was spent under this 
item last year; but of course the larger the appropriation is that we 
make the more they will spend. 

Mr, HANNA. y I ask the gentleman if the Post-Office Depart- 
ment furnished the committee with a statement of the various items 
and the character of the expenses that would be covered by this 
ap 7 1 5 

. BLOUNT. Nothing more than the general statement that I 
have given. As I have said, this will be sufficient for the purpose for 
which it is designed; but if you give them more of course they will 
spend more. i 

P Mr. HANNA. Is it to be used in making the Post-Office Depart- 
ment service more effective? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I move to strike out the last word and yield my 
time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Warp.] 

Mr. WARD. There are one or two other points in connection with 
this matter to which I wish to refer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EpEN] made 
the point of order a few minutes ago that under the rules of the House 
there could be only five minute’s debate upon each side upon any 
amendment. That has not been the custom of the House, but it is. 
the rule, and the gentleman cannot speak ten minutes on the same 
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side of a proposition. The attention of the Chair having been called 
to the rule, he must enforce it. 

Mr.WARD. Then I will speak for five minutes against the amend- 
ment. I simply want to 8 the floor for a minute or two for the 
purpose of correcting what I think is an error, and an error which I 
am sure no one in this committee who understands the matter would 
wish to have made. 

The Post-Office 8 has been charged here with having 
indirectly increased the expenses of transportation by railways, an 
from a table I have prepared I find that the cost of mail transporta- 
tion by these routes has not increased proportionately between the 
years 1860 and 1873 in view of the compensation paid unger the act 
of 1873 compared with the rates paid in 1860. If the same remuner- 
ation were now paid the cost would be much more, and I will pub- 
lish a table as a part of my remarks, showing the figures. 

The following leading railroads were being paid in 1860 for 18,500 
pounds per mile per annum, at the rate of $375 r mile por 8 
per mile: 


and are now the main roads which are being paid over 


2 88 
E 73 F 
E 
| ; 5 
2 8 8. 
Š 
United railways of New Jersey $905 $1, 308 
Pe Ivania Rallronulllll 4 669 1, 032 
Lake Shore Railroad i 553 750 
New York Central Railroad 2 533 770 
wee: e and e eee $ — — 
Cincinnati, an int Louis 
Philadel Wilmington, and Baltimore Rail- * pi oi 
Boston and Albany Railroad. anrea. 403 502 


I allude to this fact for the reason that my district is a sufferer 
from a misunderstanding between the Department and the railroad 


companies. In such a case it is not the Department or the railway 
company that suffers, but the people through whose territory the 
route runs. In my own district the mail service is deranged now, 
and it is alarge and populous district, where the postal revenues are 
large, and business and manufacturing interests depend upon 
regularity and certainty in mails, which is put to inconvenience by 
this misunderstanding between the Department and the railroad 
companies. It can do no good to have misunderstandings and mis- 
taken notions in the true rate of compensation or on any other points 
involved in the discussion, and therefore I give these statistics. I 
now withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For compensation to railway post-office clerks, $1,275,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Ioffer an amendment to strike out 
in line 148 “$1,275,000” and to insert in lieu thereof “$1,300,000.” 
offer this amendment because I understand that the mail-service 
division of the Post-Office Department desires $25,000 upon this item 
and $6,000 upon the following clause, and that their estimate is that 
these amounts are the very smallest sum upon which this service can 
be properly conducted. have no desire to carp at or to criticise 
the work of the Committee on Appropriations. I know that the 
reduction of expenditures is at best an pngracions task; that wher- 
ever e ditures are reduced somebody is struck, and where a man’s 
personal interests are involved it is hard to reason with him. But 
when the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BANKS] 
was speaking of the hardships and of the low pay of these letter- 
carriers, who perform their duties at their homes and enjoy the usual 
comforts of home, I could not but reflect that these postal clerks and 
route agents, who are er to A aii as their duties on long lines of 
raked, subject continually to the dangers of the road, required to 
be at their Kere hours before starting on the train, and perhaps 
arriving at their destination long past midnight, obliged to make their 
reports at offices far away from the station, and after an hour or 
two’s sleep compelled to start on the return trip, and keep this u 
day after day and night after night through the entire week, is an 
must be most exhausting. Add to this the jar and motion of the car, 
a constant sense of danger and the most extreme tension on brain an 
muscle, is it any wonder that on an average of four years their health 
breaks down and many of them become physical wrecks? They 
are also denied the society of their families and nearly all social priv- 
ileges, and as a reward for faithfui service like this, a few years ago, 
those who had been receiving $1,400 were cut down to $1,300 per 
year, and those who were receiving $1,200 were cut down to $1,150 
per year, while route agents were reduced to $900 and mail messen- 
gers to less than $600, while the distance run and the services per- 

ormed were from 25 to 50 per cent. ter than the railroad com- 
panies required of the train mén on the same cars. 

This is the way the United States Government appreciates and 
rewards faithful service. 

In the last three years the i ee for this service, according to 
authentic statements which I hold in my hand, has not been increased 
on an average more than $1,000, while the length of routes has been 


Vil——181 


increased 15 per cent. per annum, and the amount of mail matter han- 
dled upon the trains been increased also 15 per cent.; an increase 
of 30 per cent. in all in distance and labor; and from 1876 to 1877 the 
increase was 11 per cent. in a single year. Notwithstanding all this, 
the increased appropriation is not asked with a view of increasin 
the salaries of these men, but of relieving them of some of this hard 
service. The Department has been obliged to transfer and place on 
new routes these employés who are obliged to learn daily the chan 

in the schedules and constantly shifting time-tables, and thus they 
are taxed physically and mentally to the utmost tension of their pow- 
ers. No drudge or cart-horse is worked more mercilessly than they, 
and they are rewarded by the reduction of their salaries and by the 
cutting off of “helpers,” which the Department has been e to 
do because of the smallness of the appropriation. The following is 
an authentic statement which I will make a part of my remarks: 

The expenditures for railway postal clerks for 1876, 1877, and for 
the present fiscal year, 1878, is about the same, the variation between 
the different years not beini $3,900: 

During these three years the miles of annual service performed by 
railway post-office clerks has increased not less than 15 per cent., the 
increase in 1877 over 1876 being over 11 per cent. 

The amount of work performed on the trains, as shown by the 
actual weight of mails and by the statements made of work done in 


railway post-office cars by railway post-office clerks, has increased at 
least 15 per cent, 
From actual weighings taken to fix the compensation of the route, 


the daily average weight of mail going over the roads leading from 
New York to the West and Southwest show that the daily average 
for February, 1877, was 108,000 pounds; for March, 1878, 124,000 
pounds. Durin March, 1878, there were no official supplies moving, 
as there was in February, 1877. 

This mail must be distributed while in transit, else there will be a 
delay, as is well understood. 

The increase of mail distributed on the New York and Chicago 
Railway post-office is as follows: September, 1877, 34,261 sacks of 
papers and 226,594 packages of letters; January, 1878, 42,656 sacks 


of papon and 284,059 pack: of letters; an increase of about 8,000 
sacks of pepas and nearly 60,000 pac of letters in four months. 
In the New York and Pittsburgh division of the New York, Cincin- 


nati and Saint Louis Railway post-office there were 88,041 sacks of 
papers distributed in February, 1878, inst 54,086 sacks distributed 
n March, 1877, and 49,188 packages of letters distributed in Febru- 
ary, 1878, against 28,992 packages of letters distributed in March, 


1877. 

The technical duty of a railway post-office clerk is to distribute 
the through work of route agents, and mail-route messengers to do 
the local work. Practically, however, the Department requires rail- 
way post-office clerks to do all work on the line, local and through, 
and route agents and mail-ronte messengers to do the same, or in 
other words each employé is required to do all the work that may be 
on his line. It has been the custom of the Department wherever 
railway post-office service was placed upon a line to take from that 
line all route agents and to instruct the railway post-office clerks to 
8 the local distribution in addition to their technical duty. 

n this way the route agent fund has always been relieved at the 
expense of the railway post-office fund. There harig been no in- 
crease for the last two years in the railway post-office fand, the De- 
partment has been unable to do this, and the consequence is that the 
route peoga have been retained on all the new railway post-office 
lines. Instead of the route agents’ fund being diverted to the use of 
the railway post-office fund, the railway post-office fund has been 
diverted to the route agents. However, this is merely technical, 
there being practically no distinction whatever in the work performed. 

Wherever there is a large amount of through distribution the line 
is at once made a railway post-office line if there are funds to do so. 
There is imperatively demanded for the proper ‘ormance of the 
work the establishment of a new railway t-oftice line from Saint 
Louis, Missouri, leading to the North and West, and one from Saint 
Louis leading to the Southwest in order that the distribution of the 
mails accumulating at Saint Lonis for the sections supplied by these 
lines may be distributed before reaching the diverging points. With- 
out some increase in the appropriation it will be impossible to do this. 

The only details that have been made that were not made in the 
way above mentioned were in cases of relief route nts; in other 
words, where the run was considered too arduous for the agents upon 
any line, we had for several lines one agent who one day in four, five, 
or six would relieve the regular agent, giving him a short breathing 
spell, This has been discontinued and these relief agents ordered to 
duty on regular lines, The mail-route messengers’ fund is one which 
requires particular attention. 

Mail-route messengers are run upon short routes where there is but 
one agent or one messenger, or where one cannot make the round trip 
each day two who are on duty all the time, the length of the route 
determining the pay they receive, which is in all cases less than $900 
and averages perhaps $600 per annum. This is the only distinction 
between mail-route messengers and route agents, route agents receiv- 
ing $900 and over and mail-route messengers less than When 
the reductions in the appropriations were made the appropriation 
for mail-route messengers was reduced equally with the appropria- 
tion for route agents. The reduction necessitated a decrease in the 
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y; the consequence was that the reduction in route agents’ pay 
ew ‘a large number below $900, decreasing the demand on the 
route agents’ fund, but eee e demand on the mail-route mes- 
sengers fund. The Department therefore been unable to main- 
tain service on many of the shorter lines upon which there has been 
service in the , and almost absolutely unable to put service upon 
new lines as they are built. 

The expenditure for the first six months of the present fiscal year 
was nearly $4,000 more than half of the appropriation for mail-route 
messengers, For the next sueceeding three months, or the first quar- 
ter of 1878, the third quarter of the fiscal year, it was very nearly 
$3,000 more than one-quarter of the appropriation, making a surplus 
expenditure for mail-route messengers for the first three quarters 
of the present fiscal year of about $7,000 more than three quarters of 
the appropriation. At the extra session of Con $10,000 were 
rg evr for employés on railroads. This fund has been, there- 
fore, ost entirely appropriated to making good the deficiency in 
the appropriation for mail-route messenger service. There are at 
present roads upon which there should be service that will require 
an expenditure of at least $3,000 for mail-ronte messengers. The in- 
crease in the extension of railroads and the completion of new ones 
is, as all well know, large; and consequently it is absolutely impossi- 
ble to do more than tain the present number of mail-route mes- 
sen unless the appropriation is increased to the amount asked for 
by the Department. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman complains that by reason of the 
smallness of the appropriation—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Excuse me; I did not complain; 
I 1 stated the fact. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the e of the gentleman, if he prefers 
that, is that by reason of the failure of Congress to appropriate enough 
for postal-car clerks there has been a withdrawal from other lines of 
mail-route messengers, route agents, &c. The gentleman has stated 
the absolute truth. The superintendent of railroad mail transporta- 
tion has directed all his energies toward 3 the postal-car 
system and tho improvement of it on the great trunk lines, and dis- 
tressing the remainder of the country for want of service. In his 
own statement he says that he has taken fifty messengers and put 
them on these t lines as clerks, 

Now the trouble is not in this House, it is not in the character of 
our legislation, but it is in disre of legislation by the officers in 
charge of this service in pandering to the fancies of those officers. 
What have we done? We have added to this appropriation the sum 
of $50,000. Now let the officer in charge confine himself to the pur- 

of Congress; let him restore these route messengers and agents 
Back to their lines; let the mail messengers go back to their lines. 
We have provided an increase for route agents, and an increase of 
about 15 cent. for the mail-route messengers on these newly con- 
stracted lines. f 

Yet all this is brought into the simple question of postal-car service, 
for the purpose of arraying ar from sections away from the 
lines of these great to make a contest for the fast-mail 

service. 

I hope this House will not entertain the amendment, but that the 
officer in charge of this service will be made to understand by some 
means or other, he and some of the other officials, that it is his duty 
to follow bes fer and not to dictate it. It is high time that these 
little subordinate officials were made to understand that they cannot 
dominate in this land and dictate the character of this ce in de- 
fiance of legislation. 

Mr. DANFORD. I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of saying a word in favor of this postal-car that the gen- 
tleman from a Mr. BLOUNT] attacks so fiercely. I believe that 
the postal-car clerks are paid a reasonable compensation, but I favor 
an increase of that service. I believe that when the superintendent 
of that service withdraws route ts and places them upon postal 
coe as clerks he is acting for the interest of the mail service of 

© count 


Mr. BLOUNT. Is he conforming to law in doing so? 

Mr. DANFORD. Conforming to law There is no law that he is 
violating in doing that. The gentleman complains that he is not fol- 
lowing the line of appropriations here. In my jud t he is follow- 
ing in that matter the line of policy that gives to the country the best 
service with the moncy that Congress appropriates, 

For instance, take the country west of the Ohio River. The great 
mails are made up in the cities of New York, Philadelphia, and Bal- 
timore. Underthe old system those mails were sent through in 
of route agents and were dumped down in mass into the general dis- 
tributing office for Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, and thereby twenty- 
four hours at least were lost in the delivery of every mail in the States 
of the West and the South. 

Take the lines that run through the State of Ohio, the Pennsylvania 
road and the Baltimore and Ohio road, those lines that I know more 
about than the others. There are 1 cars run on those railroad 
lines. A letter or a paper mailed in Washington or in Baltimore this 
evening will reach any post-office along the line of those roads west 
of the Ohio River to-morrow morning. Under the old system the 
mails would be sent to the distributing office in the city of Wheeling, 


for instance, if there was intelligence enough in the clerks here in 
Washington and Baltimore to send it to the proper distributing office, 
and it would lose twenty-four hours in delivery along the line of that 
road; and ibly it might be sent to Columbus, Cleveland, or Cin- 
cinnati, to returned to us twenty-four hours later. That is the 
28 to which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] wants 

e superintendent of this service to return. 

It is not only the post-oflices along the lines of those roads that 
thus ive the advantage of twenty-four hours in the delivery of 
the mail, but every post-office ou the cross-routes that ran down into 
the country receive their mails twenty-four hours earlier. I believe 
that the system pursued by the superintendent of this service is the 
one that gives to the West and the South its mails at least twenty- 
four hours in advance of the old route-agent system. And it is for 
the p of adding to that system, piving us more tal-car 
clerks, that I advocate the amendment of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, [Mr. WILLIAMS. ] 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I believe the gentleman who has this bill in charge 
complained some time ago when this same subject was under discus- 
sion, as he did to-day, of the concentration of postal clerks on these 
fast lines; that the Department had unduly multiplied the number 
of these clerks. Now, sir,what are the facts? From New York City 
alone some weg tons of mail matter are sent every day. A part of 
these is for the Northwest, another part for the South. Diferent por- 
tions of this mail matter go out on different lines. This mail matter, 
instead of beng sent out on one train, as the gentleman from Georgia 
would seem to desire, is sent outon the trains going in the reed, 
direction of its destination. On every train this mail matter is care- 
fully distributed while the train is going. I believe I am correct in 
stating "e — sue eate o Georgia every railway line has its mail 
service and its postal e on every express or passenger train going 
through the State. r s> Se 

The gentleman*from Georgia wishes to reduce the number of postal 
clerks on these railway cars because the clerks have been concentrated 
on the fast lines. Does he wish to destroy those fast lines? Does he 
desire that they should be crippled? Does he wish to weaken the 
efforts of the Postmaster-General so that the mails from the at 
business centers of the country shall be delayed one or two days? Is 
the small amount which the gentleman proposes to save in this bill 
worth saving, if it entails such inconvenience? Does not the busi- 
ness of the country require the maintenance of this system? I ho 
the amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin will prevail. I only 
wish he had proposed twice the amount that his amendment names, 

The pendin forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I renew the pro forma amendment. Mr. Chair- 
man, I believe that no service provided for by our appropriations so 
greatly helps and benefits every class of people e e this coun- 
try as the postal service, unless it be the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. During the last week we have heard considerable said 
about the improvement of the small rivers in the country, Upon 
that I wish to make one single remark: every stream which by an 
appropriation of twenty-five or thirty thousand dollars can be made 
navigable, placing it for the p of transportation by the side of 
the railroads of the country, enables the farmer in that section of the 
country, whether North or South, East or West, to get five cents a 
bushel more for his wheat. I know this to be a fact. Such appro- 
priations do more toward paying the taxes of the people and putting 
money into their pockets Wan any appropriations made by Congress, 
unless it be those which we make for maintaining the postal service. 

Now, in regard to the amendment of my coll e from Wisconsin, 

r. W. J it is an acfual fact that in the West, ever since the 
Ist day of last July, so far as my knowledge goes, three postal clerks 
have had to do the work of four. In one case in my district a postal 
clerk has received, as I am informed, an injury of the spine, perma- 
nent in its character, because of the unceasing labor which he has 
had to perform on one of these lines. 

Why should we hesitate upon an appropriation of $25,000 for an 
important arm of our service, when there is reason to believe 
that by this appropriation we shall increase the efficiency of that sery- 
ico and enable these clerks, by allowing them proper rest, to do their 
labor well? I believe that if the Committee on Appropriations would 
assent to this extra appropriation of $25,000 the country would be 
benefited. We should not upon so small an amount run the risk of 
impairing the efficiency of this important arm of the postal service. 

Mr. CL R. The Committee on Appropriations want to do what 
is right; they do not want to cripple the service. The amount ex- 
pen last year for railway clerks was $1,223,000. We now 


pro to appropriate $50, additional. If the service was well 
ormed last year for g 000, I put it to the fair judgment of any 
member whether it is likely that inthe present condition of the coun- 


try the Post-Office Department will need a greater increase for this 
service than $50,000. 
Mr. HUMPHREY. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 
Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I move pro formato amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last two wards, 1 do this not for the pur- 
of advocating an increase of the appropriation for this service 
ut in order to answer one or two statements made by the gentleman 
from Georgia which I think reflect improperly and without sufficient 
foundation upon the superintendent of the railway mailservice. The 
statute provides that there shall be route agents appointed by the 
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Postmaster-General to convey the mails and that there shall also be 
postal clerks appointed to distribute the mails. 

Now the object in having these postal clerks was that they should 
distribute the mails upon the trains while in transit, thereby doing 
away with the necessity for having this work done in the post-offices. 
The law did not contemplate in the first instance that these men 
should take care of the local mails passing along the different lines. 
Hence when the gentleman from Georgia speaks of the illegal diver- 
sion of route agents to this postal railway service I think he does an 
injustice to the superintendent of railway mail service, who, in my 
opinion, is a vigilant officer. I read from the report to which the 
gentleman has referred, “ at present there are fifty routeagents de- 
tailed for duty in the railway postal cars to orm the local work“ 
just such work as the statute contemplated they should perform. 

He su to Congress the pro riety of 3 slighty the 
number of railway post-office clerks, so while they do this great 
through-distribution work they may at the same time do the local 
work, and thereby the few route agents who have been detailed to 
do this local work may be sent back to other smaller lines. There 
is therefore no violation of law, there is no improper action on the 

of this superintendent in this respect. I take it the gentleman 

m Georgia perhaps has not given that close, careful attention he 

ought to have given it before he made this wholesale, sweeping at- 

ack upon this officer for the manner in which he has performed his 
duties. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Gentlemen seem to want a vote on the pendin 
amendment, and if there be no objection I hope debate will be cl 
Otherwise I will move the committee rise for that purpose. 

The C The Chair hears no objection, and debate is 


closed. 
: Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I withdraw the pending formal amend- 
ment. f : 
The question recurred on the amendment of Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wis- 
consin. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayeg54, noes 73. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I offer the following amendment: 

Provided, "That postal clerks, route agents, and mall-roate messengers shall not 

er route an route m 

be required to wear uniforms.” << 
Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman from Ohio proceeds I merely 
wish to say in relation to this matter, we have no information from 
the Department; and, as I understand from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- it is not objectionable, I 
will not make the point of order to which the amendment is liable. 
' Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I will make this statement in 
reference to the amendment: I 5 highly, indeed, the postal- 
car service. I believe we have the best example of a real, genuine 
civil service in our railway postal service. The examinations relate 
to the efficiency of the men employed. It has thereby been brought 
to a high degree of efficiency. But I think in the desire of the 
partment to make this work thorough they have gone one step too 
far. I learn they have prescribed a cloth uniforn to be worn by these 
officers, which in some portions of the country, indeed in all portions 
of the country in summer, would be burdensome to wear and expen- 
sive as well. These postal clerks are mostly employed in the postal 
cars, and do most of their work wholly shut up in the railway car, 
and to require them to wear a uniform would not only be expensive 
but sometimes inconvenient and burdensome. Furthermore, the train 
men on all lines of railroad wear a uniform of blue cloth, like the 
uniform proposed for these postal-car clerks. Even the pea- nut boys 
wear a uniform scarcely distinguishable from it. It is like the uni- 
form of the police in most of our cities, and, so far from being a pro- 
tection from interference with the mails, I am not at all sure but it 
would rather make it easier for those who wish to steal to take ad- 
vantage of some of the various uniforms and slip in and get a mail- 
bag without detection and carry it off. I believe the adoption of my 
proviso would be regarded generally as a good thing. 

Mr. WADDELL. Let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. GARFIELD. There is no objection in the world to authorizing 
and directing a badge to be worn, a cap, or something that is specially 
distinguishing, but to require a uniform throughout is, I think, too 


much. 

Mr. WADDELL. I concur entirely in the motion made by the 
gentleman from Ohio, but I submit to him and to this committee 
whether it would not be better to so modify the amendment as to 
require that no employé of the Post-Office Department, letter-carrier, 
post clerk, or other, should wear any uniform or anything beyond a 
special cap or some distinguishing badge. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I would object to that so far as letter-carriers 


are concerned. It may be where persons are intrusted with the duty. 


of carrying mails about the streets, going and unlocking mail-boxes 
in our cities, they should wear some distinguishing uniform, 
Mr. SPARKS. Is not a cap sufficient? 
Mr.GARFIELD. Perhaps it might be. 
Mr. BANKS. The uniform required is not for any mere personal 
ratification of the letter-carrier or the vanity of the Government, 
ut it is a measure of security. In every place where these officers 
are required to perform their duty there are numerous persons who 


are liable to, and on the least opportunity being afforded to them may 
and do, commit robberies ; and if there is any position where there 
should be a distinction between one class of men and another, between 
those who have a right to be in the postal cars and those who have 
not, it is in such a case as this, a distinction that should be patent to 
everybody, like the uniform required of those engaged in the mail 
service. Every government has been compell adopt it. It 
would in my judgment be a great mistake, a „ pres- 
ent provision of Jaw should be repealed and the practice discontinued. 
When it was first proposed that this uniform should be worn I enter- 
tained the same views of the subject now expressed by the gentleman 
from Ohio. But I have since discovered from my own experience 
and from observation on the of our own and other governments 
it is an indispensable precaution and security to individuals and the 
public. There must be some distinctive mark worn by these nee 
who go everywhere on duty at all times of the day and night, 
there is noting for this purpose so effective, tasteful, and proper as 
a modest, durable, and inexpensive uniform. So imperative is this 
necessity that it has been found requisite to apply it to the attend- 
ants on street-cars in nearly all cities and towns of the country. 
There is nothing otherwise to prevent any person going into a street- 
ear and collecting the fares from passengers unless the proper officers 
for this duty are distinguished by some designation or mark, and 
nothing is so effective and so pleasant and proper as an 3 
designed uniform. A badge or cap is not sufficient for that p 8 
It can be easily and instantly change. The clothing is a distinctive 
mark, and the assumption of such clothing would be an offense if not 
a crime on the part of any one not authorized who should assume to 
wear it. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, I desire to offer an amendment to the 
amendment by adding the words “other than a cap or badge.” 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is very great propriety in 
having the letter-carriers wear a complete uniform, so t you can 
distinguish one of them as far as you can see; because they are upon 
duty when they come in contact with the general public, and persons 
professing to be letter-carriers might do great injury if there was no 
way to 5 them. It is also important that Iocal agents have 
a uniform; those are the agents who take the mail from the cars to 
the post-office. 
ceases. 


But there in my opinion the necessity for a uniform 


Let us inquire for a moment what the duty of these clerks 
and route agentsis. It is to go inside of a car, close the door, and 
distribute the mails with closed doors; and it is contrary to the reg- 
ulations to let any other person whatever come into that car. The 
public does not have access to it; and if a postal clerk or route agent 
was to come in contact with the public in the performance of his 
duties anywhere, then he would be discharged under the regulations 
of the Department. 

Where, then, is the necessity for the uniform? What is the use, with 
a view to the protection of the public, of his putting on a uniform 
when he is shut up out of sight of the public? hen my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] sees a postal clerk or a route agent he 
is not on duty at all. He has not the power to touch the mails in 
any respect whatever; and when he goes on duty then the eyes of 
my friend from Massachusetts are not good onan to see through 
the wooden doors where he is distributing the mai 

I am of opinion that the railway-mail service in the main is an 
admirable one; and while no doubt the Postmaster-General believed 
it was for the interest of the service to uniform these employés, I am 
satisfied that it entails an unnecessary expense upon a hard-worked 
and by no means overpaid class of employés. I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McCOOK. I have no di ition to discuss this amendment at 
all. But if, as I understand to be the case, the uniform of our Army 
and our Navy is prescribed by regulation in the respective Depart- 
ments, and not by positive enactment by Ss it appears to me 
it is dignifying this matter a great deal too much to legislate in re 
to it. we do it at all it ap to me there should be a uniform 
law prescribing the uniform for every class of the public servants. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Cannon, of 
Illinois, to the amendment of Mr. GARFIELD, it was agreed to. 

The question being taken on Mr. GARFIELD’samendmentas amended, 
there wete—ayes 54, noes 18. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For route agents, $1,020,000. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I move to amend by striking out “$1,020,- 
000” and inserting “ $1,045,000,” 

I desire to say a word in reference to that amendment. It will be 
recollected that when the general discussion on this bill was going 
on, I took occasion to say that with the exception of two or three 
minor matters I believed the bill was right. is was one item in 

to which I stated that in my judgment it ought to be increased 
by the amount of $25,000. The next item for mail-route messengers 
I think should be increased by the amount of $6,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations in preparing this bill allowed 
for the star service of the country the last dollar that was estimated 
for by the Post-Office De ment. If this amendment is adopted 
there will still be on all the items for the carriage of the mail by the 
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railroads of the country quite a large reduction from the estimates. 
I think the $25,000 added to this item would more appropriately come 
here than in connection with the item on which it was offered as an 
amendment a few moments ago and voted down; for the reason that 
the compensation allowed for route agents is less than the compen- 
sation that is allowed to postal clerks; so that the money if given 
for this service would accomplish more than it would if appropriated 
on the other item. 

I desire to say further that before making up my mind to ask the 
committee to t an increase of $25,000 on this item I went to the 
superintendent of the railway mail service and with him went over 
all the items in reference to the service on all the railroads of the 
country, and I was assured by him that it would materially interfere 
with that efficient administration of this service that the country I 
think demands, to deny this increase. The amount is but small, and 
I submit that, while Congress proposes to give the last dollar that is 
asked for the Eee of carrying the mail by means of the star sery- 
ice, it would hardly be in keeping at the same time to insist that 
that very large and important interest that is represented by the 
mail service on the railroads of the country should be cut down so as 
to endanger its efficiency. I think, further, the gentlemen who are 
conversant with the operations of this Department and by personal 
observation have been brought to a knowledge in reference to it will 

with me that there is no service in the country more important 
in Spree 2 the business interests of the country than this branch, 
and therefore I hope that this motion to increase the appropriation 
to $25,000 will prevail. 
Mr. WILL , of Wisconsin. In reply to the remarks of the 
mtleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CL WIR,] I would suggest that 
Ee examine the figures contained in the statement which I have sub- 
mitted before contending that this appropriation should be denied 
by reason of the excess of funds. It is there shown that for the first 
six months of the poes fiscal year the amount expended in this 
branch of the service exceeded amount of the appropriation pro- 
vided therefor by over $4,000, and that for three-fourths of the fiscal 
year the expenditure exceeds the appropriation by over $7,000, which 
of course means a deficiency bill at some time. As will be seen, these 
postal-route clerks distribute the through mails upon their lines, the 
route agents distribute the local mails, and the mail messengers dis- 
tribute the mails upon the termini of the routes upon which they are 
engaged. That is the theory of the service, and ought to be the 
practice. Every man knows that when a clerk or employé becomes 
acquainted with and accustomed to his duties, when it becomes a 
mere repetition of the same thing day after day and week after week, 
it becomes almost second nature and tends to accuracy and efficiency 
in the service. But for want of this small appropriation this theory 
has to be broken up. The postal clerks are compelled to perform the 
duties of rpute agents and vice versa, and mail messengers perform the 
duties of both. For want of a proper appropriation men are con- 
stantly being transferred from one line to another, and compelled to 
learn their duties all over in. 

Mr. Chairman, could a better plan be devised to promote confusion 
and inefficiency f If the committee are determined not to make this 
appropriation, it is not for me to contend with them; butI think we 
ought to do it, in view of the facts and the necessities of the service. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

he question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. BAKER, 
of Indiana; and on a division there were—ayes 54, noes 63. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For mail-route messengers, $165,000, 


Mr. MONROE. In line 152, I move to strike out “$165,000,” and 
to insert in lieu thereof “$171,000,” which will make the amount ex- 
actly the same as the estimate furnished: by the superintendent of the 
railway mail service. I favored the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. WILLIAMS] to add $25,000 to the Appro riation for 
the postal clerks, and regret that that amendment failed. I also voted 
for the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. B ]but 
as that amendment also failed I -propose that to this last item for the 
compensation of clerks this small amount be added, which will bring 
it up to the estimate furnished by the Department. 

The gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Bron] wuce industry aud 
attention to this matter I am very glad to give him the fullest credit 
for, has informed us that clerks from the lower classes have been 
transferred to the highest class to render service as distributing clerks. 
What was the reason, what was the motive for that? It has plainly 
been done for the good of the service, because it was unavoidable; 
because the superintendent found that for the work ordinarily done 
by the distributing clerks he had not a sufficient force, and that it 
would be less injurious to the service and more convenient to with- 
draw clerks from the lower classes than to leave the higher class 
unequal to its work. Now if it is necessary, on account of the small 
appropriation which we make, to withdraw clerks in this way from 
one class to another, I think we ought to add something to this appro- 
priation for messengers. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will 
assent to this amendment, and then I think we can go on with the 
bill with more satisfaction. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt that that is so. 

Mr. MONROE. I desire to say that it might have relieved us some- 


what if the gentleman from Georgia, when these items came up, had 
stated to us the gronnds upon which he had reached the precise 
amounts put in the bill. The gentleman has cut off so much of one 
item and so much of another, but he does not tell us how he obtained 
his ; whereas we have in the report of the superintendent of 
the mail service what seems to be a very rational basis for his esti- 
mates. So far as I have heard, the gentleman from Georgia has given 
us no estimates. He has not his explanation, for instance, why the 

ostal clerks are to have only $1,275,000, why the route agents only 
$1,020,000, and why the mail messengers only $165,000, The commit- 
tee seem to have made these reductions by a sort of hap-hazard blow 
struck at che estimates furnished by the Department. The gentle- 
man, of course with the best intentions, has wished to reduce the 
amount and has happened to strike just here. He has not, so far as 
I know, given the reasons for this reduction, and I would be glad to 
be informed of the data upon which he reached his conclusions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman says that I have not ven my fig- 
aang In that respect I have yiel to the evident disposition of 
the Committee of the Whole, that there should not be much debate. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MONROE] need not assume that we 
have gone to work without any intelligence, or, to use his own lan- 

ge, in a hap-hazard way to determine the amounts which should 

appropriated for these several services. The gentleman will find, 
on page 105 of the report of the Post-Office Department, that there has 
been an increase in railroad building during the last year of only 
about 3.04 percent. He will find that during the last year the De- 
partment actually expended only about the sum of $147,000 for this 
purpose, while we appropriated something more than that sum; Ido 
not recollect the exact fi We have allowed here an increase of 
15 per cent., and we did it just because of the ap which are con- 
tinually being made for the service on the new lines that are being 
constructed. The item of increase in this amount is 15 per cent., 
while the increasd of railroad building is only 3.04 per cent. 

My friend talks about the way the estimates are made up in the 
Post-Office Department and in the several Departments. I wish he 
would take the pains to investigate how they are made up. In the 
last Congress they came before the committee with their estimate for 
a given sum for the item of railroad transportation, and on cross-ex- 
amination they were compelled to admit that they had estimated for 
a million dollars more than the service actually needed. Take the 
compensation of postmasters and various other items, there was just 
the same loose method. They seem to go on the idea that they would 
ask largely, and though they might not get all they asked, perhaps 
they would get a pretty liberal sum. That is just about the system 
upon which these estimates have been made. We have taken the 
statement of the Sixth Auditor as to the amount e ded in pre- 
vious years, not for the last year only, and have watched the service 
in its various branches and thus reached our conclusion. 

Mr. MONROE. May I just ask my friend, for I am desirous to get 
at the truth of this matter if I can, if he considers as too high the 
increase of 7 per cent. for postal clerks named at the top of page 6 of 


the report? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I take great pleasure in saying emphatically that 
I do think so. If he will take up the reports of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and of the Sixth Auditor for the last four or five years in all the 
midst of our business distresses he will find that they have been most 
pronio of promises that the business of the country was reviving. 

hey have always seen signs be en pha and depression is always 
behind, and they looked forward to a large increase of business not- 
withstanding there was nothing which anybody else could see. 

Iremember that Mr. Jewell, while he was Postmaster-General, on 
75 8 proclaim ed to the com ittee that * saw 5 

s of a return of prosperity to the country; he grew very happy 

over it. Yet notwithstanding all that the receipts fell off. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
heme CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment has been ex- 

usted. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. MONROE; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 43, noes 70. 

Mr. MONROE, No quorum has yoted. As this is a very small in- 
crease, I must call for tellers. . 

Ees were ordered; and Mr. MONROE and Mr. BLOUNT were ap- 

n 

P Tho committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 85, noes 80. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


Sec. 2. That if the revenue of the Post-Office pane shall be insufficient 
to meet the appropriations made by this re . — sum of 3 or so 
much 3 be e © same is hereby, appropria: to be 

out of any money in the mury not otherwise appropriated, to — 
3 in revenue of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 


Mr. DUNNELL. I should like to ask the gentleman from Georgia 
Ler! BLOUNT] what amount was appropriated last year for deficien- 
cies 

Mr.BLOUNT. I have not the statute before me, but I think it was 
less than three millions last year. I understand, however, that there 
will probably be a deficit. amount which the House first appro- 
priated was amended in the Senate so as to bring the sum down to 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2885 


about three millions. The result is that an additional sum will have 
to be appropriated by way of deficiency. 

I ask consent at this time to move an amendment or a modifica- 
tion to an amendment which was adopted on Saturday last. I move 
to amend the first proviso of that amendment by striking out the 
words “ under section 3 of this act,“ and inserting in lieu thereof 
“ under section 7 of the act of July 12, 1876.” 

There being no objection, the amendment was modified accord- 


ingly. 

Mt. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. I move to add to the second sec- 
tion of this bill, just read, that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk began the reading of the amendment, as fol vs: 

Provided, That the disbursements of the mone: — 5 — ted for the 
tion and publication of — — maps be made ive regularly ap; ted disburse. 
a IAA ‘vy tet sonpunting CARAS OE — ced pre 
as : 
vided 5 That the 3 cit 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to raise the point of order that we have 
passed that portion of the bill relative to post-route et 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. That portion of the bill was passed 
before the necessity for this amendment was known to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Post-Office De ent. The discovery 
has been made since that this amendment is absolutely necessary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will reserve my point of order until the gentle- 
man has made an explanation. 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. When the provision of the bill 
was under discussion which made an appropriation of $25,000 for post- 
route maps, &c., it was not known by the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Post-Office Department that the money was disbursed by an 
officer who executed no bond. That fact has since been discovered, 
and I desire in justice to the Government and in justice to the em- 
ployés themselves, that the money shall be disbursed by a bonded 
officer of the Government. That is all there is of the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

propriated for 


the prepara; 
t- ronto maps be made b a regplar bonded disbursing 
e laws, rules, and customs as 


ss 0 
ce Department and the Larter nrg thereof made by a bonded 


Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw my point of order so as to allow the 
House to vote upon the amendment on its merits. 

The amendment was 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. 
as an additional section : 


Sec. 3. 2 
of $5 to the c of special agents appointed under section 4017 of the Revised 
specially detail 


to. 
move to amend by inserting the following 


localiti 
VCF 
amount 0: ma) an 6 no! 
to exceed per day. 7 5 
Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the point of order that we have passed the 
W to which this amendment relates. 

r. CLARK, of Iowa. This amendment does not propose to go 
back to any previous portion of the bill. « It is general in its character, 
relating to the chief of special agents and to those who are ially 
detailed and stationed in charge of particular divisions as at Chicago, 
Saint Louis, &c. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the paragraph which makes appropriation 
for those officers been passed ? 

Mr, CLARK, of Iowa. It certainly has been. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the amendment out of order. 

Mr, CLARK, of Iowa. The amendment does not relate back to any 


previous portion of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the amendment out of order. 


The Clerk read the last section of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill, 
with the amendments, to the House. 

The motion was to. 

The committee 1 and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. MILLS repo that the Committee of the ole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the post-office 
appropriation bill, and had directed him to report the same with 
sundry amendments and recommend its R 
Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 


which was first upon ing to the amendments, 
Mr. BOTNE I that the several amendments be voted on 
separately. 


he first amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union was read, as follows: 


In line 10, after the words one hundred,” insert “and fifty; so as to make the 
clause read: 


For mail depredations and special agents, $150,000. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 72, noes 77. 

Mr. C ON, of Illinois, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, and Mr. BLOUNT 
The — ded d the tellers reported 94, 

e House divi and the tellers —ayes 94, noes 74, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 92, not 
voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—102, 
Aldrich, Conger, James, Sapp, 
Bacon, Gon dues D. Joyce, 93 
Bagley, Crapo, Lapham, Slemons, 
er, John H. Cummings, Lathrop, Smalls, 
Baker, William II. D Loring, Starin, 
Banks, Davis, Marsh, Stone, John W. 
Ba; Davis, Joseph J, McCook, Stone, Ji h C. 
Bis McGowan, ornburgh, 
Blair, Dunne McKinley, ‘Throckmorton, 
Boyd, Eames, itchell, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Brewer, Errett, 99 
Briggs, Evans,L Newton Neal, Van Vorhes, 
Browne, Fort, Norcross, Waddell, 
Burchard, ver, Ward, 
Burdick, Frye, O'Neill, Wa 
Cain, Gardner, Overton, Welch, 
Caldwell, W. P. Garth, 2 Whi 
Calkins, Giddin „G. W. White, Michael D. 
Camp, Hask Phillips, Williams, Andrew 
Campbell, Hayes, Po illiams, C. 
Caswell Teme, ee Williams, Richar 
ce, 
Chittenden, H Rain PAES Willits, 
Claflin, Rice, m ren. 
Clark, Rush Humphrey, Rob M. 
le, er, 
NAYS—92. 
Acklen, Davidson, Hewitt, Abram 8. Randol; 
Beebe, Dibrell, Hewitt, G. W. Rea, pa, 
Bell, ee ey House, Reagan, 
Benedic 5 Rice, Americus V. 
Bicknell, Eden, Jones, Fran Robbins, 
Blackburn, Elam, Jones, James T. Roberts, 
Bliss, Evins, John H. Kenna, 
Blount, Ewing, Knapp, Sayler, 
Boone, Felton, Knott, 
Bragg, Finley, Landers, th, A. Herr 
Bri ges, Forney, Ligon, Southard, 
Back Taten . 
uo „ 80, U * 
Cabell, Glover, 2 Steela 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, key, Stenger, 
Candler, Hamilton, Maish, Turner, 
Clark, Alyah A. Hardenbergh, Mo Walker, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Harris, Henry R. McMahon, Warner, 
cobb, Hart e ats Willis Albert S. 
Cravens, Hartzell, Mulirow, ilson, 
Crittenden, Hatcher, Peddie, ‘ood, 
Cutler, Herbert, Potter, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—97. 
Aiken, Evans, James L. Kimmel, berger, 
Atkins, Foster, Lindsey, Shelle: 
Ballon, Flies Manning, Smith, William E. 
Bland,” Gibson, Mayhain, Stewart, 
Bouck, Goode, Strait, 
Brentano, Hale, Money, Swann, 
Brogden, Hanna, M. Thompson, 
Bundy, Harmer, Morse, ipton, 
Butler, Harris, Benj. W. Muller, Townsend, M. L 
Carlisle, Harrison, T. M. Townshend, R. W. 
Chalmers, Hartridge, Phelps, Tucker, 
Clark of Missouri, 3 A m Tag, 
Collins, enry, emore, coder, 
Cook, Hiscock, Wai 
Covert, Hooker, Wals 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hunter, Whitthorne, 
Culberson, Hunton, Reilly, 8. 
Dean, Soe debi 3 e e te 
Dickey, Kelor | Robinson, 8. D. Yeates, 
i Keightley, Ryan, Young. 
Eic! K à Scales, 
Ellis, Ke Schleicher, 
Ellsworth, Killinger, Sexton, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee. My coll e, Mr. ATKINS, has 
been compelled to leave the Hall on account of indisposition. If pres- 
ent he would vote “no.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. YEATES, is paired 
with the gentleman from New York, Mr. BUNDY. My coll e, Mr. 
SCALES, is paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. VAN VORHEs. 
M 1 Mr. BROGDEN, is detained from the House by sickness. 

CHALMERS. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. SHALLENBERGER. 

Mr. HANNA. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia, Mr. 
HUNTON. If he were present, he would vote “no” and I should vote 

‘ay: 

Mr. MULDROW. My colleague, Mr. HOOKER, is paired with the 

gentleman from New York, Mr. TOWNSEND, 
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Mr. CABELL. My colleague, Mr. TUCKER, is paired with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. TUCKER, if present, would 
vote “no. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I am paired with the gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. Evans. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Warr, is 
paired with his colleague, Mr. PHELPs. 

Mr. BEEBE. My colleagues, Mr. COVERT and Mr, KETCHAM, are 


Mr. EDEN. Mr. Cox, of New York, is paired with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with my co 
he were here, he would vote “ ay” and I would vote“ no.“ 

Mr. RIDDLE. Iam paired with Mr. HALE. If he were here, he 
would vote “ay” and I would vote“ no.” 

Mr. FULLER. I am paired with Mr. Sexton. If he were here, he 
would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am paired Mr. ELLIS. If he were present, I 
would vote “ay” and he would vote “no.” 

Mr. PUGH. I am paired with Mr. Martry. If he were present, he 
would vote “no” and I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. I am paired with Mr. Cook. 

Mr. POWERS. Iam paired on all political questions with Mr. 
CARLISLE. If he were present, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am paired with my coll e, Mr. REILLY. If 
he were present, he would vote “no” and I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Morse. If he were present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. , of Massachusetts, is paired with Mr. 
WHITTHORNE. 

Mr. METCALFE. I am paired with Mr. BLAND, who is absent on 
account of sickness. 

Mr. EAMES. My colleague, Mr. BALLOU, who is paired, would if 
present vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. My colleague, Mr. Ryan, is paired with Mr. Cox, 
of New York. > 

Mr. LINDSEY. Iam paired with Mr. HENRY. 

Mr. HARMER. Iam paired with Mr. GOODE. If he were present, 
I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues, Mr. TIPTON and Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
and Mr. BRENTANO and Mr. HARRISON are paired. If they were 
present, Mr. TIPTON and Mr. BRENTANO would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. DEAN. I am paired with Mr. PEDDIE. If he were here, he 
would vote “ay” and I would vote “no.” 

Mr. STRAIT. I am paired with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware. If he 
were here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BUNDY. I am paired with Mr. Yeates. If he were here, I 
would vote “ay.” Iam not advised how he would vote. 

Mr. JORGENSEN. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. PRIDEMORE. 
If he were here, I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague, Mr. SHALLENBERGER, is paired 
with Mr, CHALMERS. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Dwionr is paired with Mr. EICKHOFF. 

Mr. STEWART. On all political questions Iam paired with Mr. 
Mutter. If he were here I would vote “ay.” 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WADDELL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 15 strike out the proviso which reads as follows: 
i frei eee eee eee ts appointed under 
section 4017 of the Revised Statutes shall be $3, instead of $5 as therein provided. 
And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided, That hereafter the per diem of all agents appointed under 
section 4017 Revised Statutes shall only be allowed be aa pr age Cox, 


in traveling on the business of the Department: And i x 
of this appropriation, or so much thereof as shall be necessary, may be in 
paying rew: for apprehension of mail robbers. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 59. 

Mr. EDEN demanded the yeas and nays, and 

Mr. BLOUNT demanded tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused and the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, moved that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAGE moved that when the House adj y it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. a 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 85. 

Mr. THOMPSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was di to. 

The House then re to adjourn. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read, as follows: 


In line 21, strike out “$25,000” and insert "$45,000 ;" so that it will read: For 
preparation and publication of post- route maps, $45,000.” 


The question being eke on agreeing to the amendment, there 
8 89, noes 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


e, Mr. HAZELTON. If | Bank 


regen a being taken on Mr. FINLEY’Ss motion, there were—ayes 
noes 89, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amendment; and being 
taken, there were—yeas 89, nays 90, not voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—s9. 
Aldrich, « onger, Jam 
pem, Gor ane D. =a chile: A Sa 
ey; tapo, Sinnickson, 
Bak , William H. Cummings, Talio Slemons, 
Bayne, * ee Mars’ Stewar 
tow: 
Bisbee, McCook, Stang J. oseph C. 
4 Dunn McGowan, Stone, John W. 
Brewer, Eames, McKinley, Thornburgh, 
Errett, Us, Throc! 
Browne, Evans, I. Newton Mitchell, ‘Townsend, Amos 
Barchard, Fort, Monroe, Waddell, 
oon Freeman, —— 8 
Frye, orcross, c 
P, N OU Wie! a mentee 
ings, ndrew 
J ĩͤ r aws | gee Sate 
yes, „W. 
Senden, Henderson, Phillips, illits, i 
Chi . = Wren, 
um 
Clark, H 2 a oe 
I 8 Rice, William W. 
NAYS—90, 
Baker, John H. Hewitt, G. W. Roberts, 
ll, Davis, Joseph J. N 
Benedict, Dibrell, Jones, Frank Sayler, 
Bicknell, Durham, Jones, James T. Singleton, 
Blackburn, Eden, Kenna, th, A. Herr 
Bliss, Knapp, 
Blount, John H. Knott. Sparks, 
Boone, Ewing, Landers, Springer, 
—.— Finley, peat Stenge 
A ey, tenger, 
Bri Fones Luttrell, Taree 
t, Fran 22 Vance, 
Buckner, Gause, key, Walker, 
Glover, Maish, Walsh, 
Caldwell, John W. Gunter, McMahon, Warner, 
Candler, Hardenbergh, Morgan, 3 — 
Clark, Alvah A. Harris, Henry R. Patterson, T. M.. Williams, A. S. 
gyae Harris, John T, Potter, W. Jere N. 
Cobb, Hart, Randolph, Willis, Albert S. 
Cravens, Hartzell, Rea, Wilson, 
C —.— Herbert, Rice, Americus V. Wiles 
u co, cus V. 
Cutler, Hewitt, Abram S. Robbins, 
NOT VOTING—112. 
Acklen, Ketcham, Ryan, 
ken, Evans, James L. 5 es, 
Atkins, Foster, Kimm Schleicher, 
Banning, owl . Shall 
ann en „ 
Beebe, Garfield, = Shelley, 
Gibson, — Smalls, 
ck, Goode, enzie, Smith, William E. 
Bren sae Mi Stephens, 
Brogden, lton, 1 Strait, 
Bundy, Hanna, M 0 Swann. 
Butler, — 3 5 . Dpa 
Carlisle. Harrison, Muller, Townsend, M. I. 
Hartridge, Oliver, T W. 
„F Pe Toner? 
eoi „Hen A 
Henkle, Soman: Van _ 
Coo! enry, Pridemore, Veeder, 
Covert, i Pagh, Wait, 
Sox, Samuel S. Hooker, Quins, W. 
Denison, Hunton, Reed.” Whit 
un 0. 
Dickey, Jones, John S. 0 Williams, James 
Jas, J Riddle, Willis, Benj. A. 
Dwight, Joyce, Robertson, Wood, 
Ei Keifer, Robinson, Geo. D. Yeates, 
i: Kelley, Robinson, M. 8. Young. 


So the amendment was not adopted. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. HOUSE. Mr. MCKENZIE, of Kentucky, is paired with Mr. OLI- 
VER, of Iowa. 

* CHALMERS. Iam paired with Mr. SHALLENBERGER, of Penn- 

vania. 

SY — KNOTT. My colleague from Kentucky, Mr. CLARKE, is paired 
wit CABELL. My N y Mr.T paired 
Mr. y colleague from Virginia, Mr. TUCKER, is pai 
with Mr, GARFIELD, of Ohio. If he were present, Mr. TUCKER would 

vote “no. T 

Mr. BOUCK. Iam paired with my colleague from Wisconsin, Mr. 
HAZELTON. If he were present, he wonld vote “ay” and I should 
vote “ no. % 

Mr. RIDDLE. I am paired with Mr. REED, of Maine. If he were 
present, I should vote “ no.” 

Mr.COBB. My colleague from Indiana, Mr. is paired with 
my colleague, Mr. Sexton. If they were present, Mr. FULLER would 
vote “no. 

Mr. DEAN. Iam paired with Mr. PEDDIE, of New Jersey. 
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Mr. POLLARD. Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana, and Mr. ACKLEN, of 
Louisiana, are paired. 

Mr. PUGH. I am paired with Mr. MARTIN, of West Virginia. If 
he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. L ERS. My colleagues, Mr. Warr and Mr. PHELPS, are 
paired on all political questions. 

Mr. W. MS, of Oregon. The gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 
Ryan, is paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. Iam paired with Mr. Cook, of Georgia. If 
he were present, I should vote “ay.” 

Mr. B of New York. On political questions Iam paired with 
my coll e, Mr. QUINN. If he were present, I would vq “ay.” 

. G NER. Iam paired on this question with my colleague 
from Ohio, Mr. DICKEY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts. Lam e with my colleague, 
Mr. MoRsE, who is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. OLIVER. I am paired on all political questions with Mr. 
MCKENZIE, of Kentucky. As this seems to be regarded as a political 
question, I refrain from voting. 

Mr. HANNA. I am paired with Mr. Hunton, of Virginia. If he 
were present, I would vote “ 3 7 I desire also to announce that my 
colleagues, Mr. HAMILTON and Mr. ROBINSON, are paired on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Harris, of Massachusetts, and Mr, WHIT- 
THORNE, of Tennessee, are ired. 

Mr. JOYCE. I am pa with Mr. BEEBE, of New York. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. My colleague from Kansas, Mr. RYAN, is paired 
with Mr. Cox, of New York. 

2 METCALFE. I am paired with my colleague from Missouri, 
r. BLAND. p 5 
Mr. LINDSEY. Iam paired with Mr. HENRY, of Maryland. If he 

were present, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iam paired with my coll: e from Pennsyl- 
80855 Mr. REILLY. My colleague, Mr. HARMER, is paired with Mr. 

OODE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. CLARK. If he were here, I would vote“ 2 40 

Mr. HENDERSON. My colleagues, Mr. Tipton and Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND, are absent, pai My colleagues, Mr. HARRISON and Mr, 
BRENTANO, are also paired. 

Mr. STRAIT. Iam paired with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Delaware. If 
he were hi I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. BUNDY. I am paired with Mr. YEATES, of North Carolina, 
who is absent by leave of the House. If he were here, I would vote 

‘ay. 

Mr. JORGENSEN. I am paired with my colleague from Virginia, 
Mr. PRIDEMORE. If he adel artek I would vote “ay.” 

Mr. WATSON. I am pa with Mr. CLARKE, of Kentucky. If he 
were here, I would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. PHELPS, of Connecticut, is paired with his col- 
league, Mr. Warr. Mr. SHELLEY, of Alabama, is paired with Mr, 
Evans, of Indiana. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am pune with Mr. ELLIS, of Louisiana. If he 
had been present, I would have voted “ ay” and he would have voted 

no. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The next amendment was to strike out, in lines 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 
43, and 44, as follows: ¢ 

That the compensation of postmasters of the fourth class shall be the box-renta 
collected at their offices and commissions on other postal revenues of their offices 
at the rate of 60 per cent. on the first $100 or less per quarter, 50 per cent. on the 
next $300 or less per quarter, 40 per cent. on the excess above $400 per quarter; the 
same to be ascertained and allowed by the Auditor in the settlement of the quar- 
terly accounts of such ters : Provided, That when the aggregate annual 
compensation, exclusive of commissions on money-order business, of any postmas- 
ter of this class shall amount to $1,000, the Auditor shall report such fact to the 
Postmaster-General, in order that such r may be assigned to his proper 
class, and his salary fixed as heretofore provided. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That the com 
the box-rents co 


3 quarter, 40 per cent.; the same to be 
the settlement of 
. returns: Provided, That when the compensation of any postmaster of 


assi 
p! d fix his salary as provided by said section: Provided further, 
That in no case shall there be allowedsto ge meen olka this class a compensa- 
tion greater than $250 in any one quarter, exclusive of money-order commissions. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. And pending that motion I move 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 


Mr. KNOTT. I desire to ask the gentleman to modify his motion 
so that the House DN by unanimous consent, hold a session to-mor- 


ro for debate only. [Loud cries of “No!” „No!“ 
Mr. EDEN. I understand that the Committee on Appropriations 


are ready to go on with their business. 
$ ae a We are ready to go on with the Indian Appropria- 
ion bill. 


Mr. NEILL. There is scarcely a quorum here to-day, and there 

“Hn EEn ene sagnia of th 
x „of Pe vania. ill accept the tion of the 
gentleman from ee (Mr. W 3 

The SPEAKER. That motion can only be entertained by unani- 
mons consent, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object, and propose to continue to object, for 
we ought to mest to-morrow to do business. 
oti HITE, of Pennsylvania. Then I insist upon my original 
motion. 

The 5 58575 was taken, and the motion was not agreed to. : 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to move to reconsider the vote by which 
that motion was rejected; and also to move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope it will be done if the gentleman from Kan- 
sas wishes it. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. ROBBINS; and being 
put, the motion was not to. 

The next amendment was, in line 87, to strike out the words “ and 
all other than railroad routes.” 

The e was put, and the amendment was 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the proviso commencing 
with line 91 and down to line 99, inclusive, as follows: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General may employ, such number of 
agents, not exceeding six, as the good of the service and of the mails, ag 
conveyed by the steamboat and star routes, may require; such Fay to be paid 
out of the 8 for said service at the rate of not more 600 a year 
each, and shall each be allowed for traveling and incidental expenses actually 
employed in the service a sum not exceeding $3 per day. 

The question was put, and the amendment was to. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote just 
makon; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line 112, to strike out the word “em- 
ployed ;” so that it will read as follows: 

For traveling and incidental expenses while actually in the service, not exceed- 
ing $5 per day. 

a a was put; and upon a division there were—ayes 97, 
noes 73. 

Mr. MONROE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 33 members voting therefor, being more than 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. MONROE and Mr. BLOUNT were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 96, noes 60. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the proviso, commencing in 
line 113 and ending in line 119, on page 6, as follows: 

7 That the Postmaster. may a t one t to su 
inond the t rand steamboat postal 5 shail gee out of t the one Ao 
priation for said service, a salary at the rate of $2,500 a year, with an allowance for 
traveling and incidental expenses while actually employed in the service not ex- 


g $5 per day. 

The question was put, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The next amendment was in line 121, to strike out $440,000 and 
insert in lieu thereof 8600, 000; so that the clause will read as follows: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $3,600,000. 


The question was put; and on a division there were—ayes 77, noes 


Mr. DUNNELL. I call for tellers. 
a were ordered; and Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. DUNNELL were ap- 
inted. 
P The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 83, noes 91. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


to. 
taken; and also 


The latter motion was to. 
The next amendment was to add to line 149 of the bill the follow- 
ing 


That postal cl te agents, and mail-route messengers shall not 
Akaa nes so wear 5 caiteras chkar tae hooper seman p 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
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ment was to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to increase the appropriation for mail- 
route messengers from $165,000 to $171,000. 

The amendment was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 88, noes 


94. 
The last amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was to add to section 2 the following: 


sengers, and other employés of 1 office shall be . made out 
by the chief of the 98 ce, examined and checked by the appoint 
6 bya 


aration and publication of route maps shall be accounted for by vouchers ac- 
companied by affidavits, and the moneys therefor shall be disbursed by a disbursing 
officer of the Post-Office t; and all of the above disbursemen 


maps. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask consent to change the total in section 2 from 
“$4 056,274.72” to “ $4,106,274.72,” in order to make it correspond with 
the money additions to the bill. 

There was no objection, and the amount was changed accordingly. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be en and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and — 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
eee and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint reso- 
lution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varney ; 

An act (S. No. 378) for the relief of William L. Hickam, of Missouri, 
guardian of the minor children of Hillary J. Jenkins; 

An act (S. No. 706) authorizing the President of the United States 
= erg certain negotiations with the Ute Indians in the State of 

olorado; 

An act (S. No. 767) authorizing the Secre of War to allow the 
interment, in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State of 
North Carolina, of the remains of the late R. F. Lehman, lately a com- 
missioner of the United States circuit court in the eastern district of 
North Carolina; 

An act (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John H. 
Evans, deceased ; | 

An act (H. R. No. 3068) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the 10 officers of the Treasury Department; 

An act (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, for subsistence of the Army, an 
for other purposes; an 

A joint resolution (H. R. No.78) granting the use of artillery, tents, 
Ko., at the national soldiers and sailors’ reunion to be held at Mari- 
etta, Ohio. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I rise to a question of personal explanation for 
the first time in my life; not that I deem it a matter of very great 
importance. I find in the RECORD of this morning a speech printed, 
eee to have been delivered by the honorable gentleman from 

ississippi [Mr. Koar] on 8 the 24th instant. As I was 
here all that day and did not hear it, I presume it was either deliv- 
ered at the night session of that day, or, as I understand, leave was 

iven to print it. In that speech it is e that bills have been 
introduced by northern men for the benefit of northern people, in 
which are asked $1,569,122,035.13. But that is not the worst of it. 
According to that gentleman, I myself introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3239) which asks an appropriation of $1,300,000,000 ; nearly the whole 
Te ig which this indictment against northern Representatives 
is founded. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman that my 
colleague [Mr. MONEY] is now absent, and will be absent for a day 
or two. I hope the gentleman will postpone any remarks he has to 
make until my co e returns. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. remarks will be in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. MONEY ] when he returns. 

Mr. P LIPS. As I was saying, the amount which my Dill is 
said to represent constitutes nearly the whole pabulum on which this 
indictment against northern Representatives is founded. It is a very 
respectable amount and looks well in print. 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman will state his question of personal 


privile 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I will state it. Ihave been c ed with intro- 
ducing a bill for an appro riation of $1,300,000,000, reat laughter. ] 
I wish to show that I did not introduce any such bill; and in order 


that my bill may be correctly understood I here give a copy of it: 


4 to Lene for a survey of and estimates for a ship-canal, with stone sides and 


eep tide-water near the mouth of the Mississippi River, to Saint 
1 


Louis, ri, branches to Pittsburgh, Chicago, 
Be it endeted by the Senate and H. of „„ 
4 That there s! be appointed by the President two 
whoshall be engineers, to act with an officer of the Engineer 


and estimates for, a ep Pepa to be constructed from pib 
mouths or outlets of the Missis- 
sippi River, thence up the valley of said river, on the best location; said plans and 
specifications shall be for a canal, with stone sides and bottom, large enough for 
two large ocean-steamers to pass each other; and they shall survey and make a 
pus and estimates for two basins, one at Memphis and one at Saint Lonis, suficient 
capacity to harbor fifty sea-going vessels; and the said commission shall make 
their report at the earliest practicable moment, which report, plan of survey, and 
estimates shall be submitted to Congress. 

Sec, 2. Having completed and submitted euch plan 
the commission shall without delay proceed to survey 
connec therewith at suitable points, to Pittsburgh, by the valley of the Ohio 
River; to by the most suitable route, connecting with d water at tho 
lakes; to Saint Paul, by the valley of the Mississippi River; and to Omaha, by the 
valley of the Missouri River; and shall report on each of these branches as they 
are tively completed, under direction of the President. 

Src. 3. The said commission shall in their plans and estimates provide for the 
feeding of said canal from clear-water rivers and streams. 

Sec. 4. The sam of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money not otherwise appropriated in the Treasury. 


By reference to the last section of the bill it will be seen that it 
appropriates only the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be 


n Now, they can do some very remarkable things in Mis- 
sissippi, es lly in the arithmetic of elections. 
Mr. SIN IL call the gentleman to order; he is not speak- 


ing upon a Sree of personal privilege. 

r. PHILLIPS. It is personal to me. Lese e 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will p in order. 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, they can do some 
remarkable things in Mississi pi, especially in the arithmetic of elec- 
tions; but raising $30,000 to $1,300,000,000 is a remarkable feat oven 
for Mississippi. harong the gentleman’s figures for the other little 
bagatelle o 8200, „000 are equally accurate. What makes the mat- 
ter a little harsh to me is that the $30,000 asked for by the bill I in- 
troduced was, if obtained, not to be expended in the Northern States, 
as he charges, but between Saint Louis and the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi River—all in the South, and no inconsiderable portion in the 
State of Mississippi. i 

Mr. TURNER. I raise the point of order that this is not a question 
of privil and there is no pretext for claiming it to be such. 

he SP. R. The Chair thinks it is y a question of privi- 


l 
rA PHILLIPS. I submit that I am in order. 

Mr. TURNER. I call upon the Chair to decide whether this is a 
personal explanation. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I shall finish in a moment. 

Mr. TURNER. I do not think the gentleman himself will pretend 
that this is a personal explanation. 
Mr. FINLEY, 1 fle) to u barlia inquiry. I kn 

ý > i a parliamentary I want to know 

whether it is a “ Pelion ts of privilege” for a momber of this House 
to show that the neee another member's speech do not con- 
form to the facts in the ee eel If that is a “question 
of privilege,” I can take one-half of the speeches of gentlemen on the 
other side and show that they are not true, [Laughter.] i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kansas is 
baat, aa the mark; that he is not speaking to any question of 
Pe MCMAHON. Task 

Mr.McMAHON. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
leave to print. — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that the gentleman will speak 


to the point. ' 

Mr. PHILLIPS. A t indictment has been brought against 
me N as having introduced a bill proposing to appropriate 
$1,300,000,000, [Laughter.] If the gentleman will persist in bring- 
ing a billof indictment against me or against the republican party I 
would remind him that there isone item which 1 have over- 
looked 85, 000,000,000 for suppressing the rebellion and preserving 
the Union, all of which was taken from the Treasury or funded in 
debt by the votes of republicans, but which was chiefly expended, 
as would be the $30,000 I ask to have appropriated, in the Southern 
States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desirés to say that he does not think 
the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PHILLIPS] involve 
a personal explanation or a question of privilege. 


* > 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a 
letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting communications 
from the acting First Assistant Postmaster-General and the Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General, relative to certain appropriations for 
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that Department; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. z 
ELECTION CONTEST—LYNCH vs. CHALMERS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House depositions in the con- 
tested-election case of Lynch vs. Chalmers, from the sixth congres- 
sional district of Mississippi; which were referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr, WHITTHORNE, for four days; 

To Mr, TOWNSEND, of New York, for one week; ; > 

To Mr. MULLER, for five days, on account of important business; 

To Mr. WILLIAM, of New York, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business ; 

To Mr. McCook, for four days, on account of business; and 

To Mr. ITTNER, for one day. 


DRY-DOCK AT MARE ISLAND NAVY-YARD, 


Mr. CLYMER, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations the following; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of California, 
asking Congress to appropriate money for the completion of the stone 
dry-dock at Mare Island navy-yard; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 721) to pa (cs money for the completion of 
the stone dry-dock and other public works at Mare Island navy-yard, 
California. 

JOHN HENDERSON. 


Mr. SAYLER, from the Committee of Ways and Means, i bc 
back, with a favorable recommendation, the bill (H. R. No. 1727) for 
the relief of John Henderson; which was refe to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
Mr. LUTTRELL. Imove that the House adjourn. 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. PAGE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it adjonrn 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion of Mr. PAGE was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. LUTTRELL, that the House adjourn, was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at five o’clock and twenty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 

By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of citizens of Wisconsin, for the re- 
peal of the bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRAGG: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the 

nalization of bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of White Township, 
Cambria County, Pennsylvania, that Con, extend the credit of 
the Government to the completion of a railroad through the south- 
western Territories to the Pacific Ocean, and that the rates of trans- 
portation on the same shall forever remain under the direct control 
of nee ae the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. DAVIS, of California: The petition of William T. Coleman 
and other citizens of San Francisco, California, for the extension of 
the Southern Pacific Railroad—to the same committee. 

Also, the memorial of the Vallejo (California) Board of Trade, for 
an appropriation for the completion of the dry-dock at Mare Island— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: The petitions of Eddystone Manufacturing 
Company, Grundy Brothers, and Champion, and many others, mer- 
chants of Philadelphia, and of Allen & Morris, William B. Stephe 
and many others, merchants and manufacturers of Philadelphia an 
3 against the passage of the Wood tariff bill—to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. j 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Six petitions of citizens of Lavaca, Montgom- 
ery, Cherokee, Austin, Harris, Waller, and Jefferson Counties, Texas, 
for the division of that State into two judicial districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDENBERGH: Two petitions of merchants and others 
interested in commerce and navigation, of New York, for the passage 
of the proposed law abolishing compulsory pilotage—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HERBERT : The petitions of Malachi Riley and others, of 
Covington County; of John P. Hubbard and others, of Pike County; 
and of J. A Reid and others, of Butler County, Alabama, that a cer- 
tain fund be given to the States for educational purposes—to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of Carlos Butterfield, 
for leave to withdraw certain papers from the State Department in 
reference to his claim 3 the Mexican Government - to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNGERFORD: The petition of George N. Palmer, of 
Elmira, New York, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. = 

By Mr. KIDDER: The petition of citizens of Dakota Territory, 


against a division of that Territory on the one hundredth meridian, 
as proposed by the Saunders bill—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of W. W. Montague & Co. and 
550 other firms of San Francisco, California, that Congress pass such 
a law as willenable the Southern Pacific Railroad Company to extend 
their road across Arizona—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. LYNDE: Memorial of the islature of Wisconsin, for the 
8 of the deposit of savings and the refunding of the national 

ebt—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, memorials of the Legislature of Wisconsin, inst the reduc- 
tion of the duty on wool; for the enactment of an income-tax law; 
against the pro reduction of the tariff on imported wool—to the 
Committee of Ways and 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the amendment 
of the patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, for the equalization 
of bounties to soldiers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Wisconsin State Grange, against the reduc- 
tion of the duty on imported wools—to the Committee of Ways and 
copra 


Mr. MAISH: The petition of numerous manufacturers of and 
dealers in tobacco and cigars, that no change be made in the tax on 
tobacco and cigars—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the board of government of the 
Boston Board of Trade, for an appropriation to enable the Light- 
House Board to place one or more of Courtenay’s automatic signal 
buoys in such harbors or other positions as in the judgment of said 
board may be nec —to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of citizens of San Francisco, Califor- 
nia, for the extension of the Southern Pacific Railroad eastward 
through the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico—to the Commit- 
tee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. SAMPSON : A paper relating to the pension claim of Nathan 
Udell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAYLER: The petition of L. M. Dayton and other citizens 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, against the reduction of the duty on iron—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of John E. Kelly, for compensation as a messen- 

r and doorkeeper for the Committee of Ways and Means of the 

ouse of 5 the Committee of Accounts. 

By Mr. SCHLEICHER : Petitions of citizens of Texas, against any 
aoge In the tariff on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona: Two petitions of citizens of Arizona 
Territory, for legislation authorizing the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company to extend their road across said Territory to its eastern 
boundary—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. WIGGINTON: The petition of S. R. Throckmorton and 110 
oer. citizens of California, of similar import—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin : The petitions of R. M. Morrison 
and 22 others, and of G. P. Hebard and 13 others, postal clerks, route 

mts, and mail ceases ba of Wisconsin, for an appropriation suffi- 
cient to increase their salaries—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petition of Elizabeth M. Devin 
widow of Thomas C. Devin, late colonel of the Third er rm United 
States 5 a pension—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLITS: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mary 
A. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, April 27, 1878. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
P. HARRISO; 


oP. N. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. WIGGINTON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Pablic Lands, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 3796, a bill 
(H. R. No. 4570) for the relief of settlers on the public lands, and to 
provide for the 1 of certain fees and commissions paid on 
void entries of public lands, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed with the accompanying 
report, and recommitted. 

STRENGTH OF IRON, STEEL, ETC. 


Mr. LATHROP. I ask by unanimous consent to submit a resolution 
asking the President for information as to the action of the board 
appointed to make experiments in testing the strength and value of 
iron, steel, and other materials. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The preamble and resolution were read, as follows: 


Whereas by section 4, of chapter 129, of volume 18, Statutes at barge, approved 
March 3, 1875, the sum of $50.000 was appropriated, and the further sum of 45. ap- 
propriated in 1873, made available for the purpose of experimentsin eo, parer and 
steel; and by said section 4 the President was authorized to appoint a to make 
such experiments, to consist of one officer of engineers of United States Army, one 
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officer of ordnance of United States Army, one line officer of United States Navy, 

one engineerof United States Navy, and civilians, whoshould be experts, an 
by said section it was made the duty of said board when ic Lamers to convene at 
z 5 practicable a at 5 e. nr bo — aga — — Bees 

ent, for the pu 0 ac e strength an ue 

kinds of iro; „„ Which might be submitted to them or by 
them procured, and to prepare tables which should exhibit the strength and value 
of said materials for construction and mechanical purposes, to provide for the 
building of a suitable machine for 5 such and 

Whereas by chapter 226, of volume 19, of Statutes at La 
14, 1876, “for ae area ee in testing iron, steel, and other 
“leer in above men section 4, there was appropriated the sum of $19,396.98; 

‘ore 


Resolved, That the President be, and hereby is, requested to communicate to this 
House what action has been taken under said provisions of said acts; and if said 
CCC... 0 
prepare tables thereof, as contemplated by said section 4, the results of such 
tests by said board may be communicated to this House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that board 
was abolished by the very section of the law alluded to. 

Mr. LATHROP. I am informed that the board have made the tests 

rovided for, but that the conclusions at which they have arrived 
haa never been reported to Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The money has been all spent, and the Committee 
on Ha ree recommended the abolition of the board. 

Mr. LATHROP. That may be true, but the results of those experi- 
ments have never yet been made known, and the resolution of in- 
quiry which I have proposed is for the purpose of securing a report 
to Con for publication. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair only desired to state the fact so mem- 
bers of the House might be informed on the subejet. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is it a resolution of inquiry? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Let it be read. 

Tho resolution was again read. 

Mr. CONGER. There can be no harm in the adoption of that reso- 
lution calling for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the object of the resolu- 
tion is to obtain the information received by that board. The Chair 
took the liberty of saying to the gentleman that Congress had abol- 
ished the board after an expenditure, as the Chair remembers, of 

£ 


$69,000. 

Mr. CONGER. Whatever result has been obtained ought to be 
communicated to Congress. 

The resolution was adopted. 


CARLOS BUTTERFIELD., 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
joint resolution (H. R. No. 168) requiring the Secretary of State to 
furnish information to Con in reference to the claim of Carlos 
Butterfield against the government of Denmark; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH BAUMER. 


Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to submit the following 
resolution for reference to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pay 
Joseph Banmer out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives the 
sum of $71.17, for services due and unpaid while acting as messenger for the 
Forty fifth Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. These resolutions come in so frequently and we 
travel so fast without objection in their adoption that I think we 
ought now to wait until they are all put together, so we may see 
how many of them there are. I object. 


JOSEPH BURT. 


Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4571) providing for an increase of pension to Joseph Burt, of Michi- 
gan, a lieutenant in the war of 1812; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS. 

Mr. STEWART, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4572) for the relief of settlers on the public lands; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. O'NEILL. As we are approaching the end of the session, and 
time becomes precious, and as Monday, under the rules, is devoted to 
introduction of bills for reference, I hope hereafter members will 
introduce bills at that time, and not take up the time of the House 
when such propositions are not in order. I do not object, as I am 
anxious to see gentlemen obliged, but I hope the presentation of bills 
will be made at the proper time. 


JULIET LEEF AND JOHN M’KEE. 

Mr. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee en 
Commerce, eee a bill (H. R. No. 4573) to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claims of Juliet Leef and John McKee; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

RYAN, GEARY, AND OTHERS. : 


Mr. ACKLEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 


olution for the relief of Ryan, Geary, and others in the State of Loui- 

siana; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary : 

A resolution for the relief of Ryan, Geary, and others, and for the appointment by 
the Speaker of a committee of investigation. 


Whereas in the parish of Calcasieu, in the State of 
log-owners who are sufferin 


ment of the Interior, namely, Ryan, Geary, Perkins, Norris, and others, through 
mponial t o 


Louisiana, there are numerous 
illegal oppression under the exactions of the Depart- 


the corrupt practices of a f this Department, one M. A. Carter, aided 
and abetted by certain other offi = 


against whom charges have been preferred : 
Therefore, 


Beit resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 
authorized to appoint a committee of threo members of this House, who shall select 
a clerk and deputy sergeant-at-arms and proceed to the State of Louisiana at such 
time as said committee shall deem popen with full power to send for porsons and 
papers, to administer oaths, and take testimony, and employ such clerks or stenog- 
raphers as may be needed, to investigato the charges of corruption and malfea- 
sance in office preferred against M. A. Carter, special agent of Department of 
the Interior, and charges preferred and to be preferred against other officials and 
parties connected with the Calcasieu log seizures as that committee may deem nec- 
essary to ascertain their truth, and report the results of said investigation to this 
House at its next session. 


COMMERCIAL HIGHWAY. 


Mr. BURDICK, by unanimousconsent, presented a joint resolution 
of the islature of the State of Iowa, in reference to securing a 
commercial highway by water between the Mississippi River and 
Lake Michigan by the valleys of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


GEORGE L. SHRYOCK. 


Mr. COLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4574) 
to remove the political disabilities of George L. Shryock, of Missouri ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, removes all political disabilities imposed 
by the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitution upon 
George L. Shryock, of Missouri. 

Mr. HUBBELL. Is there a petition accompanying the bill ? 

Mr. COLE. There is. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

EVENING SESSION ON MONDAY. 


Mr. FULLER. I ask that, by unanimous consent, there be an even- 
ing session on Monday, at seven o'clock and thirty minutes p. m., for 
the reception of reports from the Committee on Public Lands, no 
other business to be transacted. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does that include the consideration of the reports 
by the House ? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes, sir. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. FULLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the order was 
made; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

; GEORGE B. COSBY, 


Mr, LUTTRELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4575) to remove the political disabilities of George B. Cosby, of 
Butte County, California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LOWELL A. CHAMBERLIN. 

Mr. BANNING, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary caine Opora a bill (H. R. No. 4576) for the relief of Lowell 
A. Chamberlin, First Lieutenant First Artillery, United States Army ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERTISING OF MAIL-LETTINGS, 


Mr. WADDELL. I ask unanimous consent to report back, from 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, the bill (H. R. No. 
3987) to regulate the advertising of mail-lettings, with Senate amend- 
ments. I am instructed by the committee to move non-concurrence 
in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Let the amendments be read. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

The question being taken, the amendments were non-concurred in. 

Mr. WADDELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were non-concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ESTIMATES FOR SUBSISTENCE OF THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the chief clerk of the War Department, transmitting revised 
estimates for subsistence of the Army for the fiscal year en ing J une 
30, 1879; which’ was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaplain of the House asks leave of absence 
for two weeks from Monday next to attend the general conference of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church South. His place will be supplied 
by Rev. Drs. Ames and Domer, 

There was no objection, and leave was ted. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granféd to Mr. SHAIL- 
LENBERGER for three days. 


1878. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McGOWAN. I ask the privilege of making a short personal 
statement. 

Dang ay absence the past two weeks the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means made a statement which will be foundin 
the proceedings of the 16th instant, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, 
and ask to have read the two paragraphs that are marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Now, I can assure the gentleman from Michigan that I think I am the only suf- 
ferer by the omission referred to. The letter which was read, and to which the 


gentleman has referred, camo to me under circumstances and disappeared under 
circumstances which I shall relate. 


stating that so far as they were concerned the 
e e eee ee, large . — — they padah "their goods to Euro 
0 o gen 


gentleman's co: 
and sare in addi what appeared 
which they had assumed. In preparing myself for the h in the tariff 
debate, among other papers I came across this. I read it and saw that it was in 
the line of a ussion which I intended to pursue. But having no acquaintance 
with the tleman, through my friend, coats acon sitting on my left, [Mr. 
WIILHaus,] I sought his acquaintance and aS permission to have read as 
part of my epeech the communication which he senttome. He gave it fully. 

Therefore, sir, upon that occasion I had that letter road; but when I came to revise 
my speech the next morning the letter was missing, and everything relating to it in 
the proceedings of the House was mi also. The explanation that I have been 
enabled to receive respecting it was that after the Clerk had read the letter from 
the desk it was handed to the reporters of the Recorp, and has disappeared and 
has never been seen since, with the additional recollection on the of the gen- 
tleman in frontof me that the gentleman from le [Mr. McGowan] came 
to the Clerk’s desk and inquired for the letter before I concluded my s h; 
and the presumption is that he felt he had a right to recover that letter, and as he 
has left the city I presume he has taken it with him. Therefore if the letter did 
not appear, I am quite sure that in no way am I responsible for this omission from 
RD, because I have never seen it since I sent it to the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. McGOWAN. Some time during last winter after I had sent the 
letter of General Withington to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] I understood he allowed copies to be made both of that letter 
and of my letter to him; and the same were published in the Detroit 
Post and Tribune. I believe they are exact copies and I now send 
them to the Clerk’s desk and ask that they be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON, January 3, 1878. 


DEAR Sm: I hand you this inclosed letter from Messrs. Withington & Cooley, a 
d successful firm 


most worthy an of manufacturers in my district. 
Iam informed by these gentlemen that the have purchased bar steel 82 
brought it to their place of manufacture, Jackson, Michigan, made it into forks an: 
other farming tools, and, returning the manufactured tools, sold them in England, 
where they have established a market at a good profit. 
Lam, sir, with respect, your obedient servant, 


J. H. McGOWAN. 
The Hon. FERNANDO Woop. 


JACKSON, MICHIGAN, December 13, 1877. 


Dear Sm: I notice by the papers that the Ways and Means Committee are in 
receipt of ons communications from manufacturers and others protesting 
against reductions in the tariff, &. 

As a point on the other side will you eee submit to the committee the fact that 
the manufacturers of hay and manure forks, cast-steel hoes, garden-rakes, and like 
tools are able not only to sustain themselves at home n manufact- 
urers, but to export their products to England, y, and other Euro- 
pean coun Not less than thirty thousand dozen hay and manure forks were 
eee bet Hes marge bey! and I think more than that. 

chief cost of a fork is in the steel and the labor thereon. It is comparatively 
a plain and not p) y patents. En sup to excel 
plain tool and not protected b; ts. England has been supposed lin 
the production of steel and goods therefrom. We ask no protection on our part 
Bi y 8 
against ber or any other country. 
Half of our product of forks last year went abroad. 


Ve ars, 
ö W. H. WIr HIN g TON. 
Treasurer. 
The Hon. James I. McGowan. 


Mr. McGOWAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is true that the day before 
the gentleman from New York made his speech he sent for me and 
courteously asked the 3 of using the letter of General With- 
ington in his speech. I had no thought at the time that he desired 
to or would have occasion to use the letter I had written. I told the 
gentleman at the time that he would have to meet the charge that 
the manufactured articles spoken of in the letter of General With- 
ington were manufactured by prison labor. The next day during the 
speech of the gentleman I heard my name read by the Clerk at the 
desk and I then understood that the Clerk had read my letter. Not 
remembering exactly what was contained in it I went to the Clerk’s 
desk after the letters were both read and asked to see them. The 
Clerk informed me that they were in the bands of the reporters. I 
then remarked that I would find them in the Recorp the next day and 
went away. I did not see the letters. I did not take them away. I 
never have seen them since I sent them to the gentleman from New 
York. I should have thought it very unbecoming in me to have car- 
ried away from the House a poron of the gentleman’s speech, and I 
am astonished that he should have sup I did so or should have 
raised the presumption at all that I curried away the letters in ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire permission of the House to say one word. 
I think the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. McGowan] has not read 
carefully the remarks I made with reference to the letter of which 
he 8 or he would not apprehend that I charged him with hay- 
ing taken it, for I did not. When I came to revise my speech the day 
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after its delivery that letter was missing, as also everything in con- 
nection with it. When I made inquiry for the letter, the only in- 
formation I could procure was that the gentleman from Michigan had 
been to the Clerk’s desk making inquiries about it. I did assume 
it was merely an assumption upon my part—that the gentleman, as 
the letter was addressed to him, had possibly taken possession of it. 
I did not intend, however, to reflect upon the tleman in any way, 
even if he had thought proper to take the letter. Therefore the 
House, I trust, will acquit me of any intention of making even an 
indirect charge against the gentleman. The letter was missing; it 
never was recovered ; and the gentleman was the last person making 
inquiries in relation to it. It was but natural that I should sup 
that he might have taken possession of it. I now acquit him of 

ing taken it or of knowing anything about it. 

. MCGOWAN. I wish merely to say that it was an assumption 
which, had I been in the tleman’s place, I would hardly have 
made in regard to him, that he would away a part of my speech. 
I wonder that he assumed that I would carry away a part of his 
speech when I had no control over it. 

TAX ON STATE BANKS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the poet memorial; which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency: . 

To the Congress of the United States: 

wa the unde believe that the tax of 10 cent. on the ci notes 
i by banks e — by the different States is unjust and piman hs best 
interests of the people, and therefore most respectfully tion Congress to repeal 
that clause in the national-bank law which levies a tax of 10 per cent. on the cir- 
culating notes of the State banks. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. I wish to say merely that this pe- 
tition represents the wishes of nine-tenths of the people of North 
Carolina. 


y- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HALE. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask consent 

Mr. HALE. I called for the regular order, with the understanding 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sparks] will move to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. VANCE. It will take me but a moment. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move that the rules be suspended and that the 
House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose on 3 with the consideration of the Indian appropria- 
tion bi 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. POTTER in the chair.) 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. No. 4549) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment, and for fulfillin weny stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year onding June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 
Mr. SPARKS. I ask that the first and formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SPARKS. I will state to the Committee of the Whole that 
this bill has been under consideration for many months by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and has been prepared with a great deal of 
care. It meets the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. It was the unanimous report 
of the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations and is the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Appropriations to this House. 
I can see no necessity for general debate, and ask that the Clerk now 
proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs, and read the 
following: 

Be it ona £c., That the following sums be, and they are hereby, appropriated, 

ay mon 3 ot otherwise . 
and con e: Ses O; 0 
pat treaty „ with 8 


Mr. HAYES. I move to amend the last paragraph read, in relation 
to the clerk for the Dakota superintendency, by striking out “$1,200” 
and inserting “81, 600.“ I do not wish to make any speech on the sub- 
ject, but will simply state that $1,600 is the amount which the clerk 
of that agency now receives. I think, when we consider all the cir- 
cumstances, that amount is little enough. I hope, therefore, that this 
item in the bill will be increased from $1,200 to $1,600. 

Mr. SPARKS. The amount named in the bill is the amount fixed 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs himself, and is certainly suffi- 
cient for the clerk. That is all I have to say about it. 

Mr. HAYES. I would like to ask the gentleman if the clerk of 
that superintendency does not now receive $1,600 a year. 

Mr. SPARKS. I will state to the gentleman that that superin- 
tendency has been abolished. It proved to. be somewhat of a nui- 
sance and has been abolished. 

Mr. HAYES. As I understand, the superintendency of the Dakota 
Indians has not been abolished. 


F 
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Mr.SPARKS. Ah! I am mistaken; I beg the gentleman’s pardon ; 


I thought he was referring to another agency, The central superin- 
tendency has been abolished; there is no clerk for it now. 

Mr. HAYES. As I understand it, there is a clerk at the present 
time, or was about a week ago, who receives $1,600 a year for his 


Mr. SPARKS. I will state to the gentleman that there is no esti- 
mate for any clerk at the Dakota superintendency. 

Mr. HAYES. Is there not a clerk there now, and did not he receive 
$1,600 last year? 

r. SPARKS. That isin the central superintendency in Dakota. 

Mr. HAYES. It is all the same, except a change of name. 

Mr. SPARKS. The gentleman will find that re is no clerk at 
the Dakota superintendency. 

Mr. HAYES. The two superintendencies have been consolidated 
and they are now under a new name. Last year they had a clerk for 
pas superintendency who received $1,600 a year, and that is all I ask 

‘or now. 

The question was taken upon the amendment offered by Mr. HAYES, 
and it was not a to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following, 
in relation to the Chippewas of the Mississippi: 

For thirty-second of forty-six installments, to be paid to the Chippewas of the 
ar erp N per third article of treaty of August 2, 1547, and fifth article of treaty 
of March 19, 1867, $1,000. 

For fourth of ten installments of annuity in money, last series, third article 
of treaty of February 22, 1855, and third article of treaty of 1864, B20, 000. 


For the support of a school or schools upon said reservation during the pleasure 
7 = President, in accordance with article of treaty of March 19, 1867, 


Mr. STEWART. I desire to amend the bill by adding, after line 
328, under that heading, “ For pay of a physician, $1,500.” 

Mr. SPARKS. I will state to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that 
there has been no estimate from the Department for the pay of a 
physician at this place. We haveso far as that matter is concerned 
simply made up this bill in pala A with the direction of the Depart- 
ment estimates submitted to us. I ask attention to page 97 of those 
estimates in which it will be seen that these Chippewa Indians have 
had appropriated for them in this bill for annuities $25,400 and the 
number of them is very small. We think they havo got enough. 

Mr. STEWART. The treaty stipulations with these Indians pro- 
vide for a physician, but the treaty expires in July of this year and 
the matter escaped attention of the Department. They informed me 
that they had requested of the committee an appropriation which they 
deemed necessary for a physician at this agency. That necessity is 
so obvious that it is hardly necessary to detain the House by discussing 
it, but I think it of the utmost importance that at an agency of this 
kind where there are nearly two thousand people there should be a 
medical attendant. 

Mr. SPARKS. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the De- 
partment had called my attention to this matter? 

Mr. STEWART. I was assured two weeks ago that they had called 
the attention of your committee to the matter, and again this morn- 
ing I was told so. 

Str. SPARKS. If they ever attempted to doit they failed. Ay 
attention was never called to this matter until this morning. Do 
understand the gentleman to say that the treaty requires the Govern- 
ment to furnish these Indians with a physician? 

Mr. STEWART. I think so. 

Mr. SPARKS. When does that treaty expire ? 

Mr. STEWART. In July, 1878. 

Mr. SPARKS. Precisely; and this is one of those matters which, 
under the rule universally adopted in the Department when the 
treaty stipulations expire, drop them from the estimate. We aro 
now appropriating for the fiscal year ending July 30, 1879. This 
stipulation of the treaty expires this year on the Ist of July, and these 
Indians have no claim for a physician, and to provide them with one 
would be a gratuity, and I think from my examination of the affairs 
of this tribe that gratuities ought not to be given to it. 

Mr. STEWART. If it be a gratuity I think that this great Govern- 
ment can afford to pay $1,600 to provide this agency with a physi- 
cian. 

Mr. SPARKS. You cannot do it in this case without doing it for a 
dozen others. 

The question was taken on Mr. STEWART’s amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For gilling-twine for nots, $400; in all, $25,400. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that clause by inserting after the 
word “ dollars,” the words : 


Provided that such gilling-twine, if imported, shall be admitted free of duty. 


But there are several provisions in this bill for the purchase of gill- 
ing-twine for the Indians. 

Roe, the only twine suitable for gill-nets is imported from Ireland 
and it pays, if I remember aright, 60 per cent. duty. The Govern- 
ment is paying several 3 dollars, as appears from this bill, for 
the Indians. 

Mr. KELLEY. The duty upon gilling-twine is 40 per cent. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania informs us that 
the duty is only 40 per cent. Now, the law provides that when the 


Government imports anything for its own use it shall be admitted 
free of duty, but here we are providing for this gilling-twine for the 
Indians under treaty stipulations and there is 40 per cent. duty on 
it. I find in this item $400 for gilling-twine, and again in other 
places in the bill various appropriations for gilling-twine. Inasmuch 
as that twine is the only one suitable for gill-nets there is no reason 
why the Government should pay 40 per cent. duty upon it. 

I have asked this House from time to time to admit gilling-twine 
free of va 85 the benefit of our fishermen. Such a provision has 
passed this House once or twice but has failed to meet the concurrence 
of the other branch. Our treaty stipulations with Great Britain pro- 
vide that Canadian fishermen who are allowed to import their twine 
free of duty may bring their fish free of duty to compete with Ameri- 
can fishermen and Indian fishermen; yet our fishermen and the Indian 
fishermen are compelled to pay 40 per cent. upon this most expensive 
part of the fishermen’s apparatus. The American or the Indian fish- 
erman who competes with the Canadian fishermen in the very waters 
where these gill-nets are used must pay twice as much for exactly the 
same outfit as the Canadian fisherman pays; and mainly because he 
has to pay 40 per cent. duty on this very expensive twine for his net. 

Mr. EDEN. Does not the duty paid on this twine go into the Treas- 


ury. 

Ar. CONGER. It goes into the Treasury; but the Government 
buys this twine for the Indians. Now all the hsp that the Gov- 
ernment buys for itself is by the law of the land admitted free of 
duty; but when the Government is using the money of the Indians, 
as in this case, to buy gilling-twine, those Indians are obliged to pay 
40 per cent, ae out of their own money. | 

Mr. EDEN. Might not the Indian just as well pay this duty as tho 
white man? We make the white man pay it. ' 

Mr. CONGER. But the Government pays the money of the Indian 
for twine which it buys for him, and in doing so it makes him pay 
this duty out of his sprint 

Mr. EDEN. I have made a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I desire to reserve the point of order, 
but I want to make a statement. It is not true, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, that there is any treaty stipulation by which 
any definite sum of money is allowed to these Indians for gilling- 
twine. Four hundred dollars, the amount proposed in this bill, is the 
exact sum recommended by the Department as necessary to be ex- 
pended for the purchase of gilling-twine for these Indians. If the 
provision su ted by the gentleman from Michigan should be in- 
serted in the bill, the simple effect would be to enable the Govern- 
ment to purchase this twine without the payment of duty. The Gov- 
ernment, when it purchases these 8 goods, in compelled to pay 
the duty as a part of the price, that duty coming back into the Treas- 
ury. If these twines are to be admitted free of duty this appropria- 
tion should be cut down to $300 or less, which would bo all that 
would be needed; for, as I have said, no treaty with these Indians 
specifies that any particular amount of money shall be spent for gill- 
ing-twine; the provision simply is that the Government shall fur- 
nish the Indians with this twine. We propose by this bill to give 
the full amount of money that the Commissioner of Indian irs 
says is necessary in the present state of the market to buy this twine: 
If you remove the duty and allow the appropriation to remain as it 
is, you simpl uire that these Indians shall be furnished with 
more twine than the Department says they need. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word. 

Mr. EDEN. I have madea point of order on the amendment, when 
first offered, that it proposes in an appropriation bill to change the 
tariff laws. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, I make a further remark—— 

5 5 CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. 

Mr. CONGER. Not on the point of order. It is too late to raise 
that. The amendment has been debated. 

en EDEN. I made the point at the time the amendment was 
offered. - 

Mr. CONGER. Then I withdraw the motion and renew it. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Now that the amendment is renewed, I 
make the point of order that it is new legislation and does not tend 
to a reduction of expenditures, 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to correct the gentle- 


man, 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I call for the decision of the Chair on 
the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has himself debated the motion, 
and should be the last man to insist on the point of order. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michi desires to be 
heard a moment on the pons of order. The Chair thinks the com- 
mittee will save time by hearing him, ae 

Mr. CONGER. I think so too. Now, in reference to the point of 
order, this provision is for the thirty-second of forty-six installments 
to be paid to the Chippewas of Mississippi by the third article of the 
treaty. This is money which by the treaty the United States Govern- 
ment is to expend for certain things for the benefit of the Indians, 
Whether this expenditure is more or less, it is treaty money, and if 
my amendment prevails it would require but $260 to get for the In- 
dians the exact amount of twine for which otherwise $400 must be 


i 
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paid, so that there would remain so much more money to be ex- 
nded for the benefit of the Indians. This is the truth of the matter. 
his is no change of law. This is saying how a particular amount 
of money shall be expended, and, as I understand, itis the proper 
amount for this 8 

The CHAI + The effect of the amendment is to specially re- 
lieve this Indian fund from the payment of a duty of 40 per cent. 
now imposed on twine of thisdescription. Its effect will be to cha: 
the general law. It is therefore not in order to an appropriation bil 
The Chair sustains the point of order and rules the amendment ont. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SP. Imove toamend in line 961 under the headingof “Sacs 
and Foxes of the Mississippi,” by inserting after the word“ school” 
the words “a farmer for the Sacs and Foxes of the Mississippi at the 
agency in Iowa;” so it will read as follows: 

For interest on $800,000, at 5 cent., second article of treaty of October 11, 
1842, $40,000: Provided, That A sagana Of $1,500 of this amount shall be used for 
the pay of a physician and for purchase of medicine, and the further sum of $1,000 
for the support of a school and a farmer for the Sacs and Foxes of the Mississippi 
at the agency in Iowa; in all, $51,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

REMOVAL, SETTLEMENT, SUBSISTENCK, AND SUPPORT OF INDIANS. 


For sw of industrial schools and for other educational purposes for the Indian 


bes, $60,000. 

w Su of Chippewas on White Earth reservation : 

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be e: ded under 
Tall, Pilager, Pembina, and Mississippi Chippewa Indians, on iho White Earth 
yee tion in ——.— and to — A <a . operations, 88,000. 

Mr. POUND. I move to insert after line 1343 the following: 

Su of Chippewas of Lake Superior at the La Pointe ey: 

For ried — much thereof pe pet be necessary, to 8 under 
the direction of the Secre: of the Interior in erecting agency buildings, pur- 
chase of and supplies for the aged, sick, and infirm, or in any other respect 
to prom ci on, comfort, and improvement, $2,000. 

I desire to have the attention of the committee and of the gentle- 
man having this subject in charge. 

Mr. B. R, of Indiana. I did not quite catch the amendment 
moved by the gentleman from Wisconsin, and hope it will be again 
read, to see whether it is not amenable to the point of order. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I make the point of order that it is new 
legislation not in the interest of economy. It is not warranted by 
existing law. I desire to say to the A eman from Wisconsin that 
he will find under the provisions of this bill, so far as the Chippewas 
of Lake Superior are concerned, ovary dollar is appropria asked 
for in the Book of Estimates which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. POUND. Mr. Chairman, I represent a few red men, and how- 
ever unwarrantable the presumption may be, nevertheless I believe 
I will assume to know aig Pong: eat my constituency, including 
those red men. While I have the utmost confidence in the ability, 
1 and good intentions of the Committee on Appropriations 
I think they have omitted this item from some misunderstanding o 
the situation. Now, in reference to this agency, known as the Chippe- 
was of Lake Superior, I only desire to say—— 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I wish to ask the gentleman from Wis- 
consin a question, and that is to ask him whether he claims this 
amendment is authorized by existing law ? : 

Mr. POUND. I do. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. Where is the law for it? 

Mr. POUND. Ihave not the time just now to hunt it up, but it 
will be found in the law of common sense. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment relates to the Chippewas known as 
the Chippewas of Lake Superior at La Pointe, Wisconsin, and includes 
reservations known as Flambeau, Lac Courtes Oreilles, Bad River, 
Red Cliff, Grand Portage, Fon du Lac, and Boise Fort. The appro- 
priation distinctively named in this bill includes the first six reser- 
vations as beneficiaries, the latter being included in another item. 
There is appropriated for this agency the sum of $15,800 for all pur- 

ses, The amount estimated by the Department is $17,800. The 

epartment failed to include in their estimate the item recited in the 
amendment. Of this $15,800, $8,500 is required to pay employés for 
this agency, including these six reservations which I have named; 
leaving less than $5,000 to be distributed among more than four thou- 
sand Indians, And I wish to say to the committee that it is the rule 
in this agency to distribute no moneys 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. POUND. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist 
on the point of order. It is not often that I occupy the floor, and I 
think that the House might afford to hear me once for the space of 
five minutes. I was saying it is the rule of this ney to disburse 
no moneys except for labor actually performed, and the amount ap- 
propriated leaves the sum less than $5,000 for more than four thou- 
sand Indians, none of which is to be distributed except for labor 
performed. Now, the important point I wish to reach is this, that 
the agency. buildings have been destroyed by fire recently. In Jan- 
uary last the agency buildings at Red Cliff were entirely destroyed, 
and within the last two years the blacksmith’s house and the farmer's 
house at Bad River have been destroyed, and this small sum is required 
to rebuild the cy buildings, which are indispensable, and the 
farmer’s and blacksmith’s houses, which are also indispensable, and 


for the further purpose, if there be anything left, of maintaining about 
four hundred old and infirm Indians who are unable to work, and 
3 not entitled to any part of the appropriation applicable for 
abor. 

Mr. SPARKS. Task the ruling of the Chair on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an amend- 
ment appropriating $2,000 for the purpose therein stated. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BAKER] raises the point of order that there 
is no legislation authorizing such an appropriation—— 

Mr. POUND. I insist that it is a captious point. The clause just 
read by the Clerk, to which this is an amendment, is equally liable 
to the same point of order. 
Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I should be very glad to accommodate 
the gentleman, but as we have provided in the bill the entire amount 
estimated for by the Department, I do not believe it is right to appro- 
priate for the purpose named in the amendment, 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Indiana made the point of 
order that there was no law authorizing the appropriation asked for 
by the amendment. The gentleman from Wisconsin insisted there 
was, and quoted the law of common sense, as the Chair understood 
him, as his authority. The Chair thinks that will hardly bring this 
amendment within the rule which requires appropriation authorized 
by statute law. 

Mr. POUND. The common sense of this House will readily under- 
stand that the law applies just as much to my amendment as to the 
item which was last read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin now insists that 
if there be any provision of law for the p ph reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations it may cover his amendment as well. 
That may be so. The Chair does not know whether it is so or not. 
The Chair thinks, therefore, the question will be most quickly and 
fairly disposed of by submitting to the committee whether they will 
receive this amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin or not. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 50, noes P, 

Mr. POUND. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was not received. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For support of the Tonkawa Indians at Fort Griffin, Texas, $2,000. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I offer as a substitute for the paragraph 
just read the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $2,500 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the benefit 
of the Tonkawa Indians, now at the mili t a Griffin, Texas ; that the 
money herein appropriated shall be expen for the benefit of such Indians by 
the e officer at Fort Griffin, under such as may be prescribec 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: Provided, That no part of such fund shall 
be applied to the removal of said Indians from the vicinity of such military post 
to any Indian reservation: And sp sere agora That such appropriation shall bo 
applied pro rata to such Li dians as may have heretofore been incorporated 
into the Tonkawa tribe, and which still reside with such tribe. 

Mr. SPARKS. I make the point of order.on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s point of order. 

Mr. SPARKS. My point of: order is that there is an increase of 
$500 for which there is no law, and it is not in the interest of economy. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, Before the gentleman makes the point of 
order, I ask that he will at least hear me while I state the reasons 
woy I offer the amendment. 

r. SPARKS. I am willing to hear the gentleman, of course. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
bill makes a distinct appropriation for the Tonkawa Indians. This 
amendment increases that particular appropriation. If there be any 
law authorizing this appropriation at all, it is in order for the com- 
mittee to now increase it. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, I think the Chair is perfectly right in 
overruling the point of order; and I beg the committee to hear me 
state the reasons why I ask the increase of appropriation. Iam quite 
satisfied if the committee understood the condition of those Indians 
and their situation they would not hesitate in ing with me in 
opinion on this subject. These Indians are not within any reserva- 
tion provided by the Government for Indian tribes, They are Indians 
that belonged to Texas from the earliest settlement or knowledge of 
that country. They never have been at enmity with the white race. 
In all the Indian wars of Texas in the Southwest these Indians have 
always been on the side of the white people. Before the late war, 
the Federal Government removed these Indians to the reservation 
that was then at Fort Cobb, in the Indian Territory. 

From the fact that these Indians have always been upon the side 
of the white people in the various wars with the Indian tribes, the 
Indians on the reservation at Fort Cobb in 1860 or 1861 made an at- 
tack upon these Tonkawa Indians and almost entirely destroyed 
them. After a fight of two days, there were less than one hundred 
and fifty left of aonce powerful tribe. If there were no other reason 
than the fact that they have always been upon the side of the white 
people in the Indian wars, they ought to be taken care of. The rem- 
nant of the tribe fled from their reservation at Fort Cobb to Texas, 
and they were supported by the people of Texas until three years ago 
when Con made an appropriation of $2,000 for their support. 
At the last session they made an appropriation of $2,500 in the pre- 
cise form in which my amendment is drawn. It is the identical pro- 
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vision cut from the bill of last year. These Indians are far from the 
reservations and no provision has been made to school their children 
or to give them any of the re We which are given to other tribes. 


I propose that the appropriation shall be increased $500 and then I 
shall offer a further amendment that that $500 shall be used for the 

of purchasing not less than one hundred and sixty acres of 
land near a military post where the Indians can be located and can 
improve themselves in e e Ce. 

Troia say further that a few warriors belonging to this tribe 
have been since the war employed as scouts and trailers for the 
Army. They cannot go upon any of the Indian reservations because 
they have been at war for years with the wild tribes and they are 
obliged to remain in the white settlements or near a military post for. 
protection. I hope, therefore, the committee will accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. How many of these Indians are there ? 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. One hundred and thirty according to the 
last census reported by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. An addi- 
tional rb Sos of $500 would buy them one hundred and sixty 
acres of land, and in that way they can be located neara military 

t, and raise stock and make a subsistence for themselves. You 

ve provided in one of the provisions immediately preceding this 
that Indians who have been in hostility to the Government shall be 
removed to reservations and provided with a home, and I trust the 
committee will adopt the amendment. 

Mr. SPARKS. pth pony of order I made was certainly good, and 
I think the Chair would think so, if he would hear me upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPARKS. This appropriation is not based upon any treaty or 
any law governing this subject. There was an Spo riation last 
year and the year preceding for this tribe, and it is ca in the Book 
of Estimates an appropriation, but it is not stated to be under treaty 
or law. There is none. It is a gratuity, a gift, and we propose to give 
them this year 82,000. Hence I presume that the appropriation in the 
bill would be subject to a point of order. It is not based upon any 
law or treaty, but if that point is not made, and I suppose it will not 
be made by the gentleman from Texas, and he proposes to increase 
the appropriation, I make the point of order that it is not founded 
on existing law, and increases expenditures in place of being in the 
direction of economy. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. CLYMER. I desire to be heard one moment on the point of 
order. The practice is that when appropriation bills are referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union points of order 
are usually reserved, but I believe that was not the case in reference 
to this bill; hence the point of order could not be made upon any 
provision inserted in the bill by the committee to make donations of 
this kind. The point of order could not be made upon the provisions 
of the bill unless points of order had been reserved, and that not 
being the ease the provision inserted by the committee is not subject 
to the point of order; but the uniform practice has been that if an 
attempt is made to increase the amount of such appropriation the 
increase is liable to a point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. There is already an appropriation in the bill of 
5 for these Tonkawa Indians. Last year an appropriation of 

2,500 was made for this tribe. I submit that the increase of an 
5 already in the bill is not subject to a point of order, for, 
if it were so,then the action of the Committee on Appropriations 
would be conclusive on the House, which cannot be permitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that there is no rule 
which makes the increase of an appropriation out of order. There 
are two general rules in regard to amendments; one is that amend- 
ments must be e, and the other that they shall not change 
existing law. There is a further provision which permits amend- 
ments which do change existing law and which would therefore be 
out of order, provided they reduce expenses 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. This amendment does change existin 
law. It provides fornew legislation that has not heretofore existed: 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment would be out of order 
provided it changes existing law; but the committee have introduced 
a clause upon the very subject to which the amendment relates, mak- 
ing provision for these identical Indians, and the amendment is cer- 

tainly germane to that provision ; it increases the amount from $2,000 
to $2,500. Now the Chair understands the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BAKER] to say that because there is no law for the apropia 
tion recommended by the committee the amendment must be ruled 
out, although the recommendation may be acted on. Is the Chair right 
in so understanding the objection of the gentleman ? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. The Chair will pardon me. The amend- 
ment not only proposes to raise the amount reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations from $2,000 to $2,500, but it goes on and makes spe- 
cific directions as to how this money shall be disbursed ; provides for 
the purchase of land for these Indians, and for placing them under 
the control of the War Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. If that be so, the portion of the amendment 

. directing how the appropriation shall be expended would be out of 
order, but not the mere increase of the amount appropriated. The 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPARKS] 
that the amendment increases the amount appropriated will be first 
ruled upon by the Chair. The Chair thinks that where a committee 
introduces a bill into this House making an appropriation, when the 


House comes to consider the bill, whether the appropriation recom- 
mended by the committee be anthorized by existing law or not, it is 
within the power of the committee to increase the amount proposed 
to be appropriated. If they can act on the subject at all, they can 
act on the amounts pro . The Chair therefore thinks that the 
amendment is not out of order on the ground that it proposes to in- 
crease the amount recommended to be appropriated. As to the objec- 
tion now raised by the gentleman from Indiana to the other part of 
the amendment, that it changes existing law in the limitation which 
it puts upon the method of expending the appropriation, the Chair 
would be glad to hear from the gentleman from Texas. 

ane THROCKMORTON. I cut this amendment from the law of 

t year. , 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. That which the gentleman styles the 
law of last year was simply an appropriation which expires by its 
own terms at the expiration of the seal year. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, The gentleman from Indiana is mistaken 
in re; to my amendment relating to the purchase of land. I said 
that if this amendment should be adop I had another which I 
propor to offer, directing that the additional $500 should be expended 
in the purchase of land. 

I will state another thing to the committee. I have not the law 
before me, but I will state that these Indians were included in trea- 
ties made with them by the United States before the late civil war. 
They were then removed with various other Indian tribes from Texas 
to the agency at Fort Cobb. They were at that agency at the time the 
late war began, and at the time they were driven out from there by 
the other Indians. They went back into Texas and have been taken 
care of by the ple and State of Texas since that time, and no at- 
tention was called to them until about three years ago. Then for the 
first time since the war an appropriation was asked for them. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Committee on A ppropriaiiona having 
brought in an appropriation of $2,000 for the Tonkawa Indians, the 
gentleman from Texas moves to increase the amount to $2,500 and 
to place a limitation upon its expenditure. The Chair holds that the 
amendment so far as it Fate Rea to increase the appropriation is in 
order. In reference to the limitation upon its expenditure the Chair 
is not informed in regard to what the law is in reference to the re- 
striction upon the appropriation. He will therefore give the com- 
mittee the benefit of the doubt and rule the amendment in order. 

The question was taken upon the amendment moved by Mr. THROCK- 
MORTON ; and upon a division there were—ayes 22, noes 48. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. THROCKMORTON and Mr. SPARKS 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 34, noes 70. 

No further count being called for, the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I will move as a substitute for the clause 
under consideration the amendment which has just been rejected 
changing the amount from $2,500 to $2,000. 

Mr. SPARKS. I have no objection to that; it is the same that was 
in the last Indian appropriation bill. è 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

Payment to Flatheads removed to Jocko reservation, Montana : 

For sixth of ten installments of $50,000, to be «ied under the direction of 
the President, for the Flathead Indians removed from Bitter Root Valley to the 
Jocko reservation, in the Territory of Montana, $5,000. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I move to amend the paragraph just read by in- 
serting that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That this amount shall be divided e Aer those Indians who 
have removed to the Jocko reservation and those who remain in the Bitter Root 
Valley, if in the Judgment of the President such division is consistent with exist- 
ing obligations to said Indians, 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I would like to explain this amendment for a 
moment, At the time the original treaty was made with the Indians 
in the Bitter Root Valley there was an additional reservation for the 
Flathead and other tribes. Some of the Indians settled in the Bitter 
Root Valley and some on the Jocko reservation. In order to settle 
the dispute between the Indians and the whites a commission was 
appointed in 1872, of which General Garfield was the head—I do not 
know but what he was the whole of the commission—to endeavor to 
get the Indians to give up their lands in the Bitter Root Valley and 
to remove to the Jocko reservation. A contract was made with them 
for that purpose, but only some seven families out of fifty-seven re- 
moved to Jocko. This money was paid these Indians for their land 
in the Bitter Root Valley. In order if possible to get the whole tribe 
to remove to the Jocko Valley this proviso was put in the first appro- 
priation bill: 

i , That no of said sum shall be paid to any Indian o: 
wih yt eamp e ont have Blt the Jocko pace ee y £ 

Now, this $50,000 for the lands of these Indians belongs to all 
these Indians whether they come on the Jocko reservation or not. 
Up to this time only some seven or eight families have settled over 
on the Jocko, and they get all the $50,000. The other Indians under 
Chief Charley still live in the Bitter Root Valley. When the Nez 
Percés, their relatives, came over into that valley, although they felt 
inj ured by the giving of all this money to the other families of their 
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tribe, Chief Charley and his Indians remained loyal to the United 
States. I have investigated this matter and I trust the House will 
see the justice of the amendment which I have proposed. It is all 
left to the discretion of the President, and I think the amendment 
should be 7217 7755 as a matter of justice to the Indians. 

Mr. GARFIELD, I would not, for one, consent to this amendment 
at all if it conld be construed into a violation of any treaty made 
with these Indians. It was considered very important at the time 
that the whole of this tribe should go on to the Jocko reservation. 
They were permitted by the Stevens treaty to remain in the Bitter 
Root Valley only temporarily until some permanent reservation could 
be established for them. When at last the Jocko reservation was 
selected and made their permanent residence, it was their duty under 
former treaties to go there. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. But the law allowed such as chose to remain to 
take up homesteads in the Bitter Root Valley. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course. I speak of them as a tribe. When 
I visited that tribe in 1872, under the direction of the President, for 
the purpose of negotiating their removal, I found this man Charley, 
the chief of the tribe, to be a very intelligent and enterprising man, 
and I found that down at the bottom of his feeling in this matter 
was a very strong desire to remain where his ancestors had lived—a 
feeling creditable to him. He was unwilling to leave that place, 
even for large pecuniary advantages. He gave up all his legal nghe 
I suppose, in the treaty except his right to take up a farm for him- 
self in the Bitter Root Valley. But while he may have no legal 
claim on this $5,000 a year, yet he and those with him in the Bitter 
Root Valley behaved so splendidly in the late Indian hostilities (he 
telling the other Indians that if they undertook to interfere with 
the whites at all he would himself join the whites and fight his own 
brethren) that if the President can tind it consistent with tho treaties 
to do what is here suggested, and pay Charley and his portion of the 
band remaining in the Bitter Root Valley a share of this money, I 
shall be very ro Be to see it done. For this reason I hope that the 
pending proposition, which is permissive only, will be allowed to 


pass. 

I want to say a single other word on this 22 This tribe of 
Flathead Indians from the days when Lewis and Clarke in 1804 passed 
23 that country on the grandest of American explorations, have 
been found not only very bright and intelligent but an exceedingly 
kind-hearted, generous peopl. They received Lewis and Clarke like 
old friends. It is the boast of that tribe that they have never slain 
a white man, have never been hostile to the white people. They are 
on the average far more intelligent than most of the Indians of that 
country. They live in one of the loveliest valleys I have ever seen; 
and I really do not blame them for desiring to remain there. It seems 
a little hard that those who from love of the old place stay by it and 
neglect to go to the reservation should get no part of this money. I 
think the amendment should prevail. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I have made a point of order that the 
proposed amendment changes existing law and is not in the interest 
ofeconomy. In reference to that point I wish to say that the agree- 
ment known as the “ Garfield ment,” made on the 27th of Au- 
gust, 1872, for the purpose of inducing these Flathead Indians to 
remove from the Bitter Root Valley and settle in proximity to the 
Indian agents, was signed by only a portion of the Indians, As stated 
in the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs— 

Charlos, the son of Victor, and hereditary chief of the tribe, chose not to sign 
the agreement, and still resides in the Bitter Root Valley, where he cultivates the 
soil and refuses to leave the home of his fathers. The whole Flathead tribe, con- 
sisting of nearly four hundred with the exception of the few families who 
removed to this agency, adhere to Charlos and follow his fortunes, choosing rather 
to eke out a livelihood by their own exertions in the neighborhood of their vener- 
ated chief than to accept the bounty of the Government and leave their homes. 

The Flatheads who have removed to the 2 are alone entitled 
by the terms of the treaty to icipate in this fund. I believe that 
the provision of the existing law forbidding the one of any of 
this money to these Indians unless they settle at the agency is a wise 
one. It ought to be the policy of this Government to settle all the 
Indians of this country at agencies having known and fixed limits. 
J insist on the point of order. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I wish to say a word on the point of order. I 
insist that any 1 of law which does not increase appropri- 
ations and which has a tendency to do justice to a loyal and worthy 
tribe of Indians, and probably prevent a long and expensive war, is 
decidedly in the interest of economy. And I beg to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman to this point: that while the facts are as stated 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. BAKER,] those Indians were 
authorized by law to take up homesteads in the Bitter Root Valley; 
and if this money, the common proceeds of their common Jands, be- 
longs to these Indians, it is not right to say to them “ You shall not 
have it unless you give up your homes and remove to an Indian res- 
ervyation.” I cannot see that the amendment will do any harm. 

Mr. SPARKS. Why, sir, I can see that the amendment may doall 
the harm in the world. It will allow refractory bands of Indians to 
receive the same as those who obey and stand by the agreement. I 
understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD ] to concede the 
fact that according to the agreement these Indians were to remove 
to the Jocko reservation, and if they did so were to receive $5,000. 
Now, some pretty good Indians haye refused to remove; yet if we 
give this $5,000 to all alike, how do we treat the faithful Indians who 
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have kept their agreement? Most of these Indians have refused to 
go; so that those remaining in the Bitter Root Valley would receive 
the greater part of this appropriation, while those who have been 
faithful to the a ment would be in a great measure cut off. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Allow me to call the gentleman’s attention for 
one moment—— 

Mr. SPARKS. If I am wrong in my statement, of course I desire to 
be corrected. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It simply says if in the judgment of the President 
it is in accordance with the provision of the treaty. 

Mr. SPARKS. Precisely. Now, the last appropriation was exactly 
like this, and it has been up to this hour recognized: that portion of 
the Indians who have removed to the reservation according to the 
agreement and are upon it shall receive this money. It is within the 
power of those who have not removed to get their share as soon as 
they do remove to the reservation in accordance with the terms of 
the agreement. That is all there is of it. 

d Mr. GARFIELD, I would not make it obligatory upon the Presi- 
ent, 

The CHAIRMAN. The portion of the bill proposed to be amended 
provides for the payment of the sixth ins ent of 850,000 to be 
expended for the Flathead Indians removed from Bitter Root Valley 
to the Jocko reservation in the Territory of Montano. The treaty 

roviding for the payment provides that it shall be made only to the 

ndians upon their removal. It would obviously be a change of ex- 
isting law to provide in this bill that a portion of the money so due 
should go to those who had not removed to the reservation. The 
amendment, therefore, is subject to the point of order that it changes 
existing law and must be ruled out unless it can be regarded as re- 
ducing expenditure. The gentleman from Montano Territory insists 
this amendment will prevent an Indian war and therefore is in the 
line of retrenchment. That possible result does not bring it within 
the terms of the rule. In the judgment of the Chair it must appear 
from the face of the amendment itself that it relates to amounts or 
otherwise tends directly to reduce expenditures. Therefore the 
amendment cannot on that ground be raled to be in order. 

The amendment further provides that the payment shall be made 
at the discretion of the President, should he find it in accordance with 
existing law. But since, according to the statement of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, which is not disputed, the existing law does not 
authorize the payment, to give the President power to make an un- 
authorized payment provided he should think it authorized would not 
make the amendment in order. The Chair is therefore constrained 
to rule the amendment out of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Incidental of Indian service in Washington: For general incidental 
expenses of the Indian service and pay of employés and the support and civiliza- 
tion of Indians at Colville and Nisqually agencies, $20,000. 

Mr. SPARKS. I move in line 1466 to add the following: 

Provided, That the sum of 81,000 of said Senay wey shall be applied to tho 
support of a school for the Cœur d’Aléne Indians in Idaho, attached by executive 

er to the Colville agency. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPARKS. I yield now, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. MONROE] who wishes to make a statement, 

Mr. MONROE. „Chairman, while the reading of this bill was 

ing on I received at the door a card from the Commissioner of Indian 

‘airs, which was handed to me because at the moment he could not 
reach the chairman of the committee. This card contains a propo- 
sition for a further reduction of the expenses for Indian affairs to 
the amonnt of $3,100, a net reduction of that amount. As it is some- 
what unusual for the heads of bureaus to pursue us into this Hall in 
order to get the total appropriations for their bureaus reduced, I 
think the proposition is worthy of a moment’s unanimous attention 
from this Committee of the Whole. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs says, in substance, on the card 
I hold in my hand, that he became convinced, on further inquiry and 
investigation this morning and upon meeting an inspector who had 
returned, I believe, from the West, that the Dakota superiutendeney 
of Indian affairs could be dispensed with; and hence he proposes there 
shall be no appropriation in this bill for either the superintendent or 
his clerk, or for incidental expenses for that superintendency for the 
coming fiscal year. This will reduce the amount appropriated in this 
bill $2,000 for the salary of the superintendent, $1,200 for the salary 
of his clerk, and 8800 for incidental expenses for the Dakota superin- 
tendency, making a total of $4,000. But the Commissioner also pro- 

that the committee shall consent to restore the salaries of the 
three 9 to the amount which they now receive. This bill 
reduces these salaries from $3,000 to $2,700, making a saving of $300 
on the salary of each ins 


tor, or an aggregate saving of $900. That 
N deducted from 


„000 of reduction makes a net saving of 


100. 

Mr. SPARKS. I wish to say to my friend from Ohio, of course I 
cannot accept for the Committee on Appropriations the amendments 
he suggests, but so far as I am concerned I agree with him. I think 
the abolition of the superintendency of Indian affairs at Dakota 
would im additional duties upon these inspectors and believe 
their salaries onght to be increased to the amount they now receive. 
So that I agree thoroughly with what the gentleman from Ohio 
suggests, though I cannot accept his amendment on the part of the 
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committee as I have no authority to do so, 


Personally I to it. 
ntleman, as I understand, is to fea eal the 


The proposition of the 
akota superintendent and his clerk, amount- 


appropriation for the 


sag Po 83.200 
. MONROE. And incidental expenses. 

Mr. SPARKS. Yes, and incidental expenses—making $800 more; 
and then to add $300 to the salary of each of three inspectors. I 
think it is a re oh ge Si and concur in it. 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio, Would it not be a good suggestion to make 
this reduction without at the same time increasing the salaries of 
the inspectors ? 

Mr. MONROE. No. These three inspectors, the Commissioner in- 
forms me, are the great =i, e of the Government against fraud 
in this department. The department wants men of the hest 
character and intelligence for that postei and generally has them. 
These three men have to inspect all the transactions of the Indian 
department. They examine contracts; they inspect supplies; they 
visit Indian agencies; they take this whole responsibility of the pro- 
tection of the Government agoan dishonesty and fraud upon them- 
selves, They have been paid $3,000 for this service. This bill pro- 
poses to reduce this salary to $2,700. The Commissioner wishes the 
salaries to be restored to $3,000. I ask unanimous consent to go back 
and offer the amendments which I have indicated. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. MONROE. Inow move to amend by striking out lines 8,9, 
10, 11, as follows: 

For pay of one superintendent of Indian affairs for the tribes in Dakota, $2,000. 

For pay of one clerk for the Dakota superintendency, $1,200, 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MONROE. I offer the following amendment: 

In lines 218 and 219 strike out “ $2,700" and insert 83,000,“ and strike out 
“ $8,100" and insert“ $9,000;" so it will read: 

For pay of three Indian inspectors, at $3,000 per annum each, $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONROE. I offer the following amendment: 

In line 1455 strike out ‘ $15,000" and insert “$14,200 ;“ so that it will read: 

Incidental e of In service in Dakota: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the service and pay of employés, $14,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I ask unanimous consent to go back to lines 47 
and 49 of the bill and transfer the amount $1, from the Crow 
agency to the Blackfeet agency and the amount $2,200 from the Black- 
feet agency to the Crow agency; so that it will read: 

At the Blackfeet agency, at $1,809 ; 

At the Crow agency, at $2,200. 

Mr. SPARKS. I have examined this matter, and I think that 
amendment ought to be made. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SPARKS, I move that the committee rise and report the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. POTTER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the special 
order, being the bill (H. R. No. 4549) making appropriations for the 
current na] contingent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfillin 821 stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending 5 une 30, 1879, and for other pu and had directed him 
to report the same back to the House with sundry amendments, 

Mr. SPARKS. I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 


ments. 
The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question will be first on the amendments, 


and if there be no separate vote demanded the Chair will submit the 
question upon the amendments in gross, 

No separate vote was demanded, 

The amendments were concurred in. The bill, as amended, was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPARKS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Sars ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move that the rules he suspended and that the 
18 25 a ge into a of 5 ; 1 on the ner of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the tive, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. Beaty 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. EEN in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 4104) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ATKINS. . Chairman, the bill before the committee con- 
tains the vitalizing elements of the Government and in a large de 
represents the measure of the nation’s power, extent, and authority. 
The Government, sovereign in all the extent of its powers exercised 
within their constitutional spheres, without money, must sooner or 
later fail in the execution of its functions. Revenue, therefore, is its 


mainspring, and its appropriation is that power in action by which its 
whole machinery is o ted and its prerogatives enfo Its con- 
sideration, then, very properly and logically suggests the whole range 
of subjects of political economy connected with our finances, taxa- 
tion, and expenditures, and particularly where the delicate right and 
power of taxation are lodged by the Constitution. 

At a later s of my remarks I will take a glance at these general 
subjects. For the present I shall confine myself to tho points in this 
bill which distinguish it from the present appropriation law. The 
reduction in this bill below the present law has been reached by 
reclassification and administrative changes and the abolition of a 
few offices rather than by the general scaling of salaries. I invite 
the attention of the Committee of the Whole to the following com- 
parison: This bill foots up $14,735,670, being $682,263.33 less than 
the law of 1876-77, and $714,875.30 less than the present law. It is 
also less than the legislative, irae trail Ani judicial appropriation 
act of the last session of the Forty-third Congress by the sum of 
$4,166,566.99. And it is less than the same act passed the last session 
of the Forty-second Congress by the still larger sum of 86,048, 230.80. 

The first consideration which challenged the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and which now appeals to the sober judg- 
ment of this House in the action it is about to take on this the most 
important appropriation bill, is, whether the Government’s expend- 
itures shall be kept within the revenues and appropriations made 
to meet the demands of the public necessities or whether we shall 
launch upon a scale of extravagance to satisfy the wants of the arti- 
ficial tastes of the admirers of a tig -mounted” government, and 
thus force the Treasury into a state of bankruptcy and endanger the 
credit of the Government, 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs the country, in his annual 
report to this House on the Ist of December last, that there was on 
June 30, 1877, a deficit of $3,389,225.51 in the Treasury after discharg- 
ing the amount due to the sinking fund, which was $33,729,833.20. 
He has likewise made an estimate of the probable revenues for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, approximating the probable sum of 

265,500, He also estimates for the whole service, ordinary and 
extraordinary, for the same fiscal year, amounting to $233,430,643.72, 
which leaves a surplus revenue of $33,069,356.28. After discharging 
the amount due the sinking fund, which is $35,424,804.80, there 
will be a deficit on this account of $2,355,448.52. The estimated 
revenue for 1879 is $269,250,000 and the estimated expenditures are 

„688,796.38. The estimate for the sinking fund for that year is 

37, 196,045.04, which leaves a deficiency at the close of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1879, of $11,438,796.38. The honorable Secretary is 
frank enough to admonish the House that we must fall in our appro- 


riation bills below his estimates over $11,000,000. I am sorry that 
6 did not present us estimates gauged to the standard of the reve- 
nues, since he admits that the estimates are at least $11,000,000 too 


high. 
fr the Secretaries, heads of ee e of divisions, and chief 
clerks in the civil Departments of this Government, who are or should 
be er ae with all of the intricate and abstruse ma- 
chinery of Government, cannot or do not, or what is worse, will not 
inform the committee where its extrav ces are, point out its 
supernumerary officers and employés, indicate its useless officers and 
the very many abuses that need correction—if, in a word, the depart- 
mental officials do not enter with your committeo heartily and patri- 
otically into the good work of retrenchment and reform, the labor of 
your committee, thus unaided, can be but partially and imperfectly 
done, let their efforts be ever so industrious and searching. And with- 
out intending to prefer a wholesale indictment against the entire ad- 
ministration, for that would be unjust, as some of the officials have 
shown a commendable disposition to exhibit the internal workings of 
their particular offices, and to ascertain what reforms could be safely 
made, it is but too true that e advantage has accrued to this 
committee in the way of retrenchment by suggestions from these offi- 
cials, with a few noteworthy exceptions. 
ECONOMY OR INCREASED TAXATION. 

Now there is no disguising the issue. The frankness of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury forces upon this House the decision of either 
practicing rigid economy or of increasing the burden of taxes upon 
the people, now made desperate by the ruinous policy of contraction 
and the class legislation of the last decade, which has made the rich 
richer and the poor poorer. 

In periods of great pecuniary distress it is a safe maxim for indi- 
viduals to live within their means. It is a good maxim at any time. 
It is, in my judgment, equally wise in governments to do the same 
thing. Whatever the advocates of liberal and magnificent appropria- 
tions for public works and highly salaried officers may claim of the 
world’s éclat, and however ponar it may be to receive the flattery 
of the interested jobber and his coteries of satellites for having by 
one’s vote lavished not one’s own, but the ple’s money upon ob- 
jects uselessly and extravagantly, like Gil Blas and Signor Manuel 
Ordonnez, who got rich by administering the funds of the poor, no 
patriot will deny that a deep sense of mortification and national shame 
would be felt over the announcement that our country’s Treasury is 
bankrupt. Hence it should be the polar star of your Finance Com- 
mittee, seconded by a frugal and discreet economy upon the part of 
the appropriating power, never to allow the budget of expenditures to 
exceed the sum of the revenues, in other cnt always to preserve 
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intact the surplus fund. That it is now in great danger of extinction, 
we have only to read the 5 of the Secretary of the Treasury as 
already intimated. To this I will again recur. 

I will briefly mention certain general principles which have guided 
the committee in casting this bill; not that we have found it prac- 
ticable in every instance to conform to the principle, for exceptional 
cases cannot be so compromised and will demand independent con- 
sideration and action. These exceptions will, I trust, commend them- 
selves to the just judgment of this House. First, then, wherever a 
consolidation could be made without injury to either interest—as, for 
instance, following the example in the last Congress in the case of 
the Divisions of Loans and Currency, we have combined the Division 
of Loans with the Treasurer’s Office, and we have consolidated the 
bureau of the Fourth Auditor with that of the Second, and that of the 
Fifth with the First, dispensing with the Fourth and Fifth Auditors 
and their respective deputies. These consolidations, we have the 
best of reasons to believe, can be made without injury to the public 
service. The duties of the Fourth Auditor relate almost entirely to 
the Navy, and their accounts can be just as well attended to by 
the Second Auditor, who now has in part charge of Army matters. 
In the case of the Fifth Auditor, by reference to the appropriations 
for this bureau it will be seen that there has been for a number of 
years a decline both in the force and the amonnt appropriated, and 
it is fair to suppose that there is a diminution in the business of 
the bureau. In the Second Assistant Postmaster-General’s bureau 
we have consolidated the Division of Equipment with that of Inspec- 
tion. We have abolished the office of chief clerk to the Third Assist- 
ant Postmaster-General, one of the heads of division acting in that 
capacity as well without incenvenience. 

We have tried to eliminate from the service all supernumerary and 
war appointments that have thus far lingered superfluously upon the 
public Treasury that it is practicable to reach or that the country 
would justify. With this view we have reduced but have not entirely 
abolished the Bureau of Military Justice, leaving the Judge-Advocate 
at its head and two clerks. This burean might have been very neces- 
sary during the war when the Army numbered hundreds of thousands 
of men, but when reduced to a peace footing the committee fail to see 
more need for it now than there was before the war. The military 
establishment was conducted then very successfully without this 
bureau; true, we had less red tape in those days but quite as much 
efficiency. The Military Committee two years ago and now advise its 
discontinuance as a useless, inconvenient, and expensive mode of en- 
forcing obedience and discipline in the Army. Under this head the 
office of naval solicitor may be classed, which is abolished by this bill. 
It is difficult to see what necessity there can be for such an officer 
in view of the 3 Department of Justice, with the At- 
torney-General at its head anda corps of skilled assistants, upon 
whom the responsibility of able and just interpretations of the laws 
devolve. The decisions of a subordinate could not be accepted as 
final; nor wonld it be sound policy thus to divide responsibili 
between the Attorney-General and one of inferior grade, althoug 
confined to naval matters. 

Underthisrule I doubt not, if the facts could be known to this House, 
as they are known to officers in the different Departments, there 
would be a long list of dead heads that would fall into the official 
waste basket. Thirty years ago Mr. Benton said that one-half of the 
expenditures of this Government could be abolished without injury 
to the service. Thatmay not be literally true to-day, and yet no fact 
is better known than that our civil service needs reformation, espe- 
cially in the reduction of clerical force. It is not possible that this 
Government needs over ninety thousand civil officers to conduct its 
affairs. Reform is not likely to be accomplished under the present 
party management. The mistake lies at the very threshold of this Ad- 
ministration. In a large measure the Cabinet ministers have all under- 


taken to keep in office the same chiefs and heads of bureaus aud 


other Jeading officers that they found in when they took charge of 
their respective portfolios. They did this in conformity to that much- 
talked of eivil-service reform order of Mr. Hayes, which, as applied 
to the men to whom I refer, it would have been greatly better for the 
8 of the public service if it had been more honored in the 

reach than in the observance. Some of these officers are not will- 
ing to point out where the service can be reformed or expenditures 
retrenched. Extravagance has become the normal condition of their 
administrations, and hence they protest against any changes. For- 
merly, in many instances, the laws solemnly enacted were épenly 
and flagrantly violated with impunity until many officials came to 
look upon the resolves and laws of Congress as possessing no greater 
sanctity or authority than the orders of a town council or the address 
of a chamber of commerce. Lest I may not be regarded as reckless 
in my statement, let me refer the House to section 162 of the Revised 
Statutes, which recites the hours of labor for the ee and 
then to ask the question if it is enforced in a single Department or 
bureau in this city, and I answer emphatically, no! The clerks and 
employés and Jaborers of the Departments work only seven hours a 
day, while the men who are employed to labor on public works and 
in private enterprises toil ten hours per day at less wages than the 
laborer of the Departments gets for seven hours’ work, or mere attend- 
ance, as the case may be. 

VIOLATION OF LAW BY THE DEPARTMENTS, 
I will be pardoned for udverting to another matter in which I am 


VII 182 


sure there is a failure u 


the part of some of the Departments. 
Section 193 of the Revi 


Statutes reads as follows: 


The head of each Department shal] make an annual report to ving 
a detailed statement of the manner in which the contingent fund for his Depart- 
ment, and for the bureaus and offices therein, has been ex; ving the names 


f to wh rtion th £ has bee: $ if fi 
e 

The object of that law is to enable 79 8 5 to supervise with ac- 
curacy and precision all expenditures of the moneys of the Govern- 
ment by the officials, appropriated under the indefinite head of con- 
tingent and miscellaneous. A strict conformity to that law would 
operate as a powerful check to BTS nays and corruption. Is it 
strictly obeyed? Again, section 194 of the Revised Statates requires 
that— 

The head of each De 


ent shall make an annual report of the 
ent 


business. 


Is there a single Department in the Government that ever pre- 
tends to comply with the requirements of that law? Is there one? 
Ido not believe there is. do not hesitate to express my belief 
that, if that law were complied with, a considerable reduction could 
be made in all of the Departments in the clerical force and other 
employés. I believe the enforcement of that law and of section 162 
regulating the hours of labor would enable the Departments to do 
the public business with 33 per cent. less force, quite as efficiently as 
it is now done, and of course at greatly less cost. It may seem un- 

ious to mention those things, but when I know so many people 
in this country who labor from year’s end to year’s end for less than 
$1 per day, I cannot acquit my conscience without reference to it. 

Congress requires that no appropriation for a specific ging shall 
be expended for another and a different object, and yet this law is 
not invariably observed. On the contrary, it has been often violated. 

These derelictions and violations of law were boldly charged upon 
the late administration in the Navy Department. Worse still, con- 
tracts were made with personal and party favorites amounting to 
millions of dollars without even authority of law. The same is true 
in the management of the affairs in this District. The remedy for all 
this rests with the people at the ballot-box. Nothing less than rigid 
accountability for our stewardship to the people will secure reform. 

EQUALIZATION OF SALARIES. 


Again, we have, as far as we have been able, equalized the salaries 
of officers of cognate duties and of like de The committee is 
well aware that on this point they are trenching upon disputed ter- 
ritory. There are instances in the officers of this House and in the 
different Departments which deserve equalization of salaries, there 
being already an equality of duties or service. But the most glarin 
inequality in salaries and disproportion in service of officers of equa 
rank is to be found in the force employed by the Senate, as well as in 
their greatly enlarged force in proportion to the relative numbers in 
each body. This bill seeks to equalize that difference both in respect 
to salaries and the number of force employed. The reduction in the 
regular clerical force in the Senate is only eleven and the increase 
in the House is only six. The Senate has yet greatly the advantage 
in proportion to numbers, 

In reference to salaries I may be permitted to say that the com- 
mittee has not undertaken to travel over much of the ground unsuc- 
cessfully undertaken in the Forty-fourth Congress. Quite a large 
number of salaries were reduced by the last Con and many were 
attempted but the reduction failed. In this bill we have reduced 
the salaries of officers in a few instances which were in excess of 
amounts received by other officers of the same rank and dignity to 
the level cf the lower sums. In the case of messengers of this House 
and like officers of the Senate we have increased moderately the sal- 
aries of those few doing annual service and decreased in the same 
proportion those employed only for or during the actual terms of the 
sessions of Congress, of which there is a number. In the mat- 
ter of the host of messengers and laborers in the er ie ter poh we 
have increased the number, but diminished the salaries and wages, 
thus affording employment to a greater number. 

The committee have introduced into departmental service a new 
feature, to wit, the employment of pages at $40 per month in lieu of 
the same number of assistant messengers, which we doubt not will 
work equally well for the public, and at the same time cost the Gov- 
ernment less and afford more relief to a greater number of needy 
people. We abolished the office of messenger in the Departments 
altogether. It was thought by that means a greater foree could be 
employed for the same money if the requirements of the service de- 
mand it, and accordingly have slightly increased the force of assistant 
messengers and p and laborers. The committee have likewise 
graduated the e of the higher class clerks to the lower classes, 
thus reducing the number of the higher classes and increasing the 
number of the first class and the more subordinate classes, and have 


provided for a one-thousand-dollar class. In most instances the differ- 
ence in compensation of the higher classes above the lower is much 
greater than their service or qualifieations are superior to those who fill 
the lower class. Hence we have scaled the number downward, leaving 
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the salaries of the different classes the same as now fixed by the law of 
1853. There is no hardship in this to any one, as employment is volun- 


tary. The Government should only be required to pay in proportion to 
e service rendered. Except to equalize salaries and services of cog- 
ate offices, the committee have avoided entering to any great extent 
n the consideration of the general reduction of salaries, as the 


whole subject has been so fully and elaborately discussed in the Forty- 


third and thelast Congress. The committee think that the t error 
lies in the excessive numbers over the real requirements of the sery- 
ice, but how to ascertain who are supernumeraries is the insoluble 
perplexity. 

The salaries of assistant messengers and laborers under the law are 
the same. No one will deny that the position of assistant messenger 
requires some more responsibility and a greater degree of intelligence 
than is necessary for an ordinary departmental laborer, whose prin- 
cipal duty is to bring in fuel, sweep floors, and cultivate a few orna- 
mental shrubs and flowers. It seems to me that $600 is enough for 
that kind of labor. Really, the term laborer. as applied to all this 
class of employés, is a misnomer. Their duties do not amount te 
either labor af the head or of the hands. These departmental at- 
tachés called messengers and laborers do not represent labor in its 
broad and real meaning. When aman works the whole year at hard 
labor, as thousands of my constituents do for $200 per annum, and as 
men do in this city at $1.25 for ten hours, doing all kinds of manual 
work, I call that labor. These departmental laborers receive under 
this bill $600 for seven hours’ so-called service that my constituents 
would call mere play. 

The salaries of the privates of the Capitol police have been re- 
duced from $1,100 to $1,000 each, the work being very light and sub- 
jecting the persen to little or no exposure whatever. 

The salary of the Solicitor-General in the Department of Justice is 
$7,500, almost as much as the Attorney-General’s. This bill reduces 
that salary to $6,000, believing as we do that it is ample and ought 
to be satisfactory. 

The salaries of the examiner and computer of bullion have each 
been slightly increased on the ground that $2,200 and $2,500 are not 
enough for the talent necessary to fill those places; this bill gives 
them each $2,500. 

The secretary to the President to sign land patents is left out b 
this bill; also the stamp clerk at San Francisco; and the fractional- 
currency clerk, the registered-interest clerk, and the superintendent 
of the building at Philadelphia, are dispensed with. 

Three years ago the Third Assistant Secretary of State was created. 
Part of the time there has been no incumbent, and there is none at 
this time. We are entirely ed that none is needed. There 
are at this time in the State Department five chiefs of bureaus, and 
we are satisfied that three are ample to effectually perform the serv- 
ice required. The salaries of assistant examiners in the Patent-Oflice 
have been reduced because we believe, from the best information we 
can obtain, that neither the nature nor extent of their duties justifies 
the excess now allowed them over other clerical force. 

The bill transfers from the permanent appropriations the provis- 
ions for the payment of the salaries and other expenses of the south- 
ern claims commission to the list of the annual appropriations, and 
reduces the salaries of the commissioners from $5,000 each to $4,000, 
besides reducing the contingent expenses and other salaries in the 
agg about 87,000. This was done for the reason that this tri- 
banal is not equal in rank and dignity or Hon e with the 
Court of Claims, whose judges receive $4,500 each. 

The committee concur in the general reduction to the legal minimum 
of the number of territorial councilmen and representatives and reduce 
their per diem from six to four dollars. The maximum number of 
councilmen is thirteen and there are twenty-seven representatives, 
except in Washington Territory where the representatives are thirty. 
And in all of the other Territories, with one exception, I believe, the 
maximum number is adopted. The committee are of the opinion that 
territorial legislators should not be better paid than vay many of 
the States pay their own senators and representatives, not being gen- 
erally superior either in intelligence or other qualifications for the 
faithful discharge of representative duty, Seen they are gener- 
ally very intelligent ies of men no doubt. A like reduction has 
been made in the salaries of the clerks and other officers and em- 

loyés and in the contingent expenses of the Territories, which were 
based upon inflation prices. I may be asked why the committee did 
not reduce the salaries of Senators and Representatives. I answer, 
because they have been reduced by the re of the act of the 3d of 
March, 1873, while those to which I refer have not yet been brought 
down. Besides, the Forty-third and Forty-fourth Con is- 
cussed the compensation of Senators and Representatives until the 
country was disgusted, and finally settled opan the old compensation, 
with which the people are entirely satisfied. The man who has the 

nalities of head and heart to represent the intelligence, majesty, 

ignity, and sovereignty of the people, who makes their laws and 
frames their institutions, ought to have talents that would command 
in the business walks of life more clear profit than the most eco- 
nomical and frugal Senator or Representative realizes out of his salary. 

If, man we have diminished some salaries and increased a few others 
and others 


to the law of the adjustment of „ to service. That there 
are some salaries too high I do not 


bt, but as there is no reason- 


annual for the reason that a supervision 


again are left untouched, it has been done in obedience | C 


able hope of reduction as circumstances now exist, no time or effort 
has been wasted in what would be a fruitless attempt. 
CHANGE OF ADMINISTRATION ESSENTIAL TO EFFECT COMPLETE CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

The time I hope will come when this whole subject can be intelli- 
gently and fairly investigated. That cannot be done until an entire 
administrative change shall take place. But that depends upon the 
will of the American people when they come to choose a Chief Magis- 
trate. Without theco-operation of the Executive and the Departments 
Congress is powerless to perform a radical and thorough reform. 

There is no doubt that there is great need of reform in our civil 
service, both in respect to the force employed and also to the com- 
pensation. The mighty army of officeholders and employés and 
agents pensioned upon the public Treasury is not only a heavy bur- 
den upon the people who supply them, but the effect upon the public 
mind in directing the attention of other hundreds and thousands to 
quit a better and more profitable business and to seek office as a 
means of support is not only demoralizing but injurious to the pro- 
ductive interests of the nation. There should be officers enough to 
discharge with facility and thoroughness the public fanctions of the 
Government at a rate of compensation which will enable them to 
maintain themselves and families comfortably. But the compensa- 
tion should not so exceed the compensation of private avocations in 
ordinary business as to become a source of political emulation. If 
the salary of an office has sufficient profit above the ordinary expenses 
of such office as to excite general cupidity, it may be taken for 
granted that such salary will beara reduction to the point below 
which this greed will not manifest itself. Of course salaries must 
vary in proportion to the talent nired to perform the duties of 
the office, and in proportion to the dignity, importance, and respon- 
sibilities of the trust imposed. Hence it is proper that one salary 
should be greater than another. 

Heretofore, the force employed for the executive office consisted, 
in p , in details from the different Departments and it was difficult 
to know the exact number of persons whose services were required. 
It was thought best to collect the entire force and appropriate 
directly the money necessary for the payment of the same, so that 
hereafter there would be no uncertainty as to that expenditure. We 
have done so in this bill; also provided in future for the exclusion of 
all details. 

The provisions formerly made in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill for the benefit of the District of Columbia 
have been eliminated from this bill and will be embraced along with 
the usual items for the District in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
This is done that the whole subject of appropriations for the District 
of Columbia may be more easily seen and understood, thereby afford- 
ing the popular mind a$ least greater facility in understanding just 
what Congress appropriates for each specific object, and showing in 
a compact form the general aggregate appropriated. 

The committee had hoped to see effected a reform in the general 
system of permanent appropriations which would have enabled them 
to dispense with many supernumerary officers andagents. The ten- 
dency to increase the number of permanent appropriations and mag- 
nify the amount should be not only checked, but the whole system 
in my judgment should be abolished, except the annual interest on 
the public debt and the amount set aside for the sinking fund, unless 
it should be deemed wise policy to repeal the latter law or dispense 
temporarily with its enforcement under the present embarrassment 
of the Treasury. To these might be added the permanent appropri- 
ation for the Marine Hospital, being a fnnd which is accumulated 
by small monthly savings of the men, which belongs exclusively to 
the men, Government exercising no control over it except to pre- 
serve it from waste and destruction. 

But all other objects of permanent appropriation should be made 
ven every year to these ap- 
propriations would lessen the opportunites for their abuse and misap- 
plication. By giving tothem through properagents, an annual inspec- 
tion, a stricter and more correct account of them will be rendered to 
the Treasury Department, necessarily preventing many frauds and 
much extravagance which the present system of permanent appro- 

riation is well calculated to foster and promote. There are about 
3143,000,000 annually expended under this head and distributed to 
forty-two different objects. 

It is believed that this permanent system superinduces negligence 
and irresponsibility in the disbursement of so large a sum of money, 
which must lead to extravagance, waste, and possibly corruption. 
The largest item, being four-fifths of the whole amount, comes under 
the head of interest on the public debt. That was made permanent 
that assurance might be given to the holders of Government securi- 
ties of the prompt payment of interest as fast as it accrued. That 
and the Marine Hospital fund should constitute the only exceptions 
to the abolition of the whole system. The sum of 85,500,000 for the 
expenses of collecting the customs revenue especially demands annual 
supervision, As this appropriation is removed from the immediate 
care of Congress ignorance of its administration to some extent nec- 
essarily follows. The responsibility is thrown upon the Treasury De- 
partment, and of course the same strict accountability is not rendered 
were the appropriation annually made from the Treasury by act of 


ongress. 
EXTRAVAGANCE IN THE CUSTOMS SERVICE. 
One of the abuses that loudly calls for correction inconnection with 
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this subject isin the expensive machinery connected with the col- 
lection of customs, in the large number of custom-houses and the 
very meager sums collected from many of them. There are to-day 
thirty-six custom-houses which collect less than $500 per annum, 
several less than $100, and a few less than $20. And yet large salaries 
and other expenditures are incurred aggregating far more than is 
realized from those offices. This evil should beremedied. The apol- 


ogy for it is that they are necessary to prevent smuggling. There is 
force in the suggestion. But could not all the machinery involving 
so much expense be dispensed with, and a single officer, an inspector 
or watchman, be left on guard at each custom-house to detect and re- 
port smugglers to the nearest collector. By this means a large sum 
could be saved and there would be no corresponding loss of the rev- 
enue by illicit importations. Reform in this direction should be led 
by the able Committee of Ways and Means and will doubtless receive 
attention as soon as time will allow. 
AN ONEROUS TARIFF. 

Returning to the consideration of the surplus fund and the laws 
governing the condition of the Treasury, it is a fact that under the 
operations of the highest tariff known to our laws, a tariff from which 
the advocates predicted the most overflowing Treasury, the statis- 
tics show a constant decline of customs revenue and the deficit has 
been remedied by a resort to a burdensome system of excises upon 
American labor and industry. culture, the noblest and the surest 
of all pursuits, has been made to bear the burden of government in 
an unequal and unjust degree, which a ruinous financial policy, har- 
nessed to a decaying system of impost duties, has inflicted upon the 
country and is simply disastrous in its consequences, baffling all 
description. No parallel in all history equals the wide-spread appre- 
hension which now threatens general financial disaster and bank- 
ruptcy, both to people and Government, unless it be at the close of the 
first quarter of the present century in England under the operation 
of similar laws and like causes which now so unhappily prevail in 
this country. 

In but few instances in the history of the Government in time of 
peace has the surplus fund in the Treasury been totally absorbed until 
this instance, the immediate embarrassment of which is not felt be- 
cause of the presence of the greater portion due the sinking fund and 
of the coin hoarded in the Treasury for resumption purposes. Each of 
these was preceded by a financial panic, which bowed for the time 
being every interest before it as with the fury of a tropical hurricane. 

These panics were short lived, however, and were the result of a 
system of local banking without adequate guarantees to the note- 
holder and destitute of protection to the depositor, and in most in- 
stances were controlled by a spirit of gamb g and reckless specula- 
tion, the sure precursors of irresponsibility and failure, This financial 
crisis does not result, like those referred to, from too much bad money, 
but from the opposite cause; from too little money at reasonable 
rates of interest, and from the unequal and unfair distribution of 
the circulation and other causes, which are drying up the resources 
of industry and labor and depleting private as well as public reve- 
nues. We are brought, unpleasant as it may be to 1 it, 
to confront the serious and embarrassing fact of constantly falling 


revenues. There were collected of duties in the following years the 
following amounts: 


— 128, 427, 243 


In addition, the recent letter of the Secretary of the Treasury ad- 
dressed to this House recites the suggestion of a considerable decline 
in the internal revenue, principally from whisky and tobacco; all of 
which tends to cloud our financial horoscope. It is also noticeable 
that the daily reports of customs and internal revenue are not pub- 
lished regularly as in former days, which is at least an unhealthy 


sign. 

With the lesson of this admonition before the committee let us ex- 
hibit the courage to do one of two things: either to resolve bravely 
to restrict our expenditures within our revenues or, like men, boldly 
declare for an increase of taxes. Inthe British Parliament the finan- 
cial budget, answering to our appropriation bills, is always attended 
by a money bill or tax measure; so that whenever an outlay of ex- 
penditures is resolved upon the corresponding responsibility of taxing 
the people accompanies it. Hence, the people are never insensible to 
the cost or effect of any proposition which gains the assent of Parlia- 
ment and becomes the law of the realm. Our practice is very differ- 
ent. With us it not unfrequently, indeed generally, happens that one 
set of legislators imposes the burdens and another set provides ways 
and means for their payment, and at different periods. But with our 
Gisappearing surplus, unless we are prudent and careful, our expendi- 
tures must be provided for by ourselves by an increase of taxes. The 
very best that is reasonable to hope for will be a suspension of pay- 
ment to the sinking fund, to effect which bills are now pending in both 
Houses of Congress. I confess that I would prefer the discontinuance 
of the annual payment or setting aside of that fund to any proposition 
looking to revenue by an increase of taxes either by customs or excixes. 

1 overpaid largely over 8200, 000, 000 already, 
and it could be well suspended for a term of years without producing 


any shock to the public credit, and at the same time 8 relieve 
the 5 aati burden of taxation now wearily borne by the people. If 
the nge of resumption were banished from the calculations 
of the Secretary of the Chara f by a repeal, and the large sum, 
$65,000,000 to 880,000,000, claimed by the Secretary to be now in the 
Arany and in process of collection, intended to meet the demands 
which the execution of that law requires by the 1st of January, 1879, 
could be let loose, so that it could be utilized for the current expend- 
itures of the Government, there certainly would be no necessity for 
an abatement of the annual appropriation of the sinking fund or of 
a resort to further taxation in order to preserve a surplus after meet- 
ing all demands. On the contrary the internal revenue collected from 
two of the great industries of the country, to wit: whisky and tobacco, 
might be diminished. That the reyenue would be increased from 
both articles by a reduction of the tax on the former to fifty cents on 
the gallon, and upon the latter to sixteen cents on the pound, all ex- 
perience attests. 

The excise tax has never been popular in any country wherever it 
has been adopted. In England to this good day it is annoying to the 
people and difficult of execution. It isa very ancient system of tax- 
ation, having its origin far back in the mists of centuries. The 
Roman emperor Augustus first adopted it as a means of revenue, 
and Roman generals afterward collected tithes and excises from the 
people to maintain their armies.. It was introduced into England in 
the seventeenth century. The usurper Cromwell, despite the con- 
sent of Parliament, levied excises upon the ple. In this country 
I am not aware that it ever prevailed until during and since the late 
war. It is true that on account of the stamp act the Boston mer- 
chants disguised themselves during the existence of the confedera- 
tion and threw the cargo of tea into the sea; from which patriotic 
act, as it was then and is now considered, the immediate hostilities 
ensued which ended so gloriously in the establishment of our present 
form of government. But the government of the colonies or of the 
United States did not adopt the system of excises as a means of rev- 
enue, except perhaps in a limited degree for a very short time. 

But what I wish to say is that the system is unpopular and that 
as soon as a better system of import duties upon the principles of 
revenue can be devised, which I think is feasible and probable, there 
should be at least some abatement of the present one and eventually 
it may be abolished. In any event, I trust that the Representatives 
on this floor who have an agricultural and laboring constituency be- 
hind them, will be careful to see that if any interest is relieved by 
this Congress from taxation that the relief will be extended to them 
instead of being extended to the banks and bankers, who have their 
lobby here year after year importuning Con to relieve them of 
the small tax of 1 per cent. upon their circulation, one-half of 1 per 
cent. npon their deposits, and also one-half of 1 per cent. of their cap- 
ital stock not invested in United States bonds. As I am convinced 
that the e monopoly is a standing menace to the prosperity of 
the people, I could not well treat of taxation and expenditure with- 
out recognizing their immediate relation to the same. 


NATIONAL BANKS—CHAPTER OF ABOMINATIONS. 


These institutions have grown plethoric byreason of the exclusive 
privileges with which Congress has surrounded them at the expense 
of allother interests in the land, by means of which they have amassed 
ove wn fortunes, and by collusion and conspiracy with other 
forms of capital have managed to destroy a market value for real 
estate and its products, and indeed every other kind of property, 
manufactures included, and by the same process of financial cunnin 
and political legerdemain have succeeded in appreciating the pur- 
chasing power of money until that alone seems to any real 
value. And yet with their complete dominion over every other inter- 
est in the land, dictating as with the undisputed power of an abso- 
lute despot the fate of the creditor class, and dooming, as by an im- 
perial u , to bankruptcy and ruin the entire debtor class, with all 
this power in their hands, beneath which millions of people, brave, 
good men, are staggering with their insupportable loads, and helpless 
women and children are growing anxious about their fate for the 
morrow, this privileged class, the nation’s pets, are here urging Con- 
gress to relieve them of this small tax and let it be pl if neces- 
sary upon industryand labor. Although the tax is verysmall in per 
cent. yet the amount aggregated from this source last year amounted 
to the large sum of $10,828,656.12. The representatives of this priv- 
ileged class on this floor were found voting against the restoration 
of the income tax when that issue was 8 a short time since, 
as they have already shown their hostility to any proposition look- 
ing tothe relief of industry, especially agricultural and mechanical. 

aving out of view the immense injury inflicted by the banks upon 
the people by their active agency in depreciating every species of prop- 
erty and prostrating all business in influencing the policy of contrac- 
tion, for which they are mainly responsible, the usurious practices of 
the banks have wrought demoralization upon many in business circles 
and dried up the fountains of human sympathy and turned the hearts 
of thousands, under the plea of self-protection, into stones. Search 
the annals of history, either Christian or pagan countries, and no such 
unmixed monopoly was ever before granted to any class of citizens. 
To write their history would be a chapter of abominations. The trib- 
ute they have laid upon labor and the shameful manner in which they 
have exploited the n and the people should arouse a just 
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indignation against them and sweep them out of existence as soon as it 
is practicable to substitute legal-tender United States Treasury notes 
or some other form of Government paper for their circulation. I will 
call the attention of the House to a quotation from the speech of an 
able republican member, delivered a few years since upon this floor, 
which will exhibit more perfectly the internal operations of these insti- 
tutions than anything Icansay. I have alluded to the politics of the 
member that it might not be considered as a picture limned with par- 
tisan prejudice or political antipathy: 


masters, the medical director and purveyor, and the pa: 
deposit their funds in this bank. Very soon the bank found that they had a line 
of steady deposits belonging to the Government of about a million dollars, and that 
tho $270,000 they had received from the Comptroller of the Currency would substan- 
tially carry on their daily business, and as the Government gives three days on all 
its drafts, if the bank was pressed it was enough to go on the street if the 
had good security. They took the million of Government money so deposited wit 
them and 1 it to the Government for the Government's own bonds and re- 
ceived therefor $60,000 more interest in gold for the loan to the Government of its 
own money, which in currency was equal to $120,000. So that when we come to 
finally balance the books the Government is paying $156,000 a year for the loan of 
$30,000. And this is the system which is to fastened forever on the country as 
a means of furnishing a circ medium. 


Nature in her wildest freaks never produced such a paradox nor 
art such a fraud as the national banks farnish in their internal work- 
ings. This banking system is the only instance known to human 
law which enables a man to draw interest on his capital and also on 
his debts at the same time. The banks lend their currency, which is 
their debt, have that same currency deposited in their vaults and 
relend it again and draw interest on the same money in each case, 
and at the same time draw from the Government 6 per cent. upon the 
bonds deposited, thus drawing interest three times at the same mo- 
ment on the same capital. The substance of the people is being con- 
sumed faster than a candle is when lighted at both ends by that 
operation, which is their usual practice. The American Con for 
the last decade has been controlled, I am sorry to admit, by bank in- 
fluence. It was the bank influence that defeated the currency equal- 
ization bill of 1874, which fell by the stroke of a presidential veto. 
It is that influence which prevents a reduction of the internal-revenue 
taxes; it is that which prevents the restoration of the income tax; 
it is that which prevents a modification of the protective system, 
under the blighting influence of which our commerce languishes and 
our domestic energies are being enervated. How much longer shall 
banks and bankers rule the American Congress ? 


THE FINANCIAL TRINITY, 


But I ask pardon for this brief seeming digression, and yet I cannot 
resist the conviction that this country cannot have monetary quiet 
and prosperity until this third person in the financial trinity is with 
the other two, resumption and silver demonetization, (the latter has 
been effected, ) finally abated and made things of the past. These bank- 
ers and capitalists are just now very busy talking about the faith of 
contracts. I believe in the sanctity of contracts. Respect for the 
inviolability of contracts is as essential to national honor, as it is 
to private character and reputation. Waiving, for the sake of the ar- 
ugment, the injustice done to the people of the United States in pledg- 
ing the faith of the Government to discharge its bonds in coin, as 

rovided by the act of the 18th of March, 1869, when all the world 
nows thatthe e of the 5.20 bonds was payable in currenc: 
or nbacks, the pretense now attempted to be set up by the bond- 
holdersand bankers that the word “coin” means only gold is as flagrant 
rversion of the true intent and meaning of the act as it is possi- 
le for a conscience dead to all the sensibilities of justice and buried 
in the filthy mires of eupidity to conceive. These bondholders, not 
content with the immense sum of $678,551,460, as estimated by reliable 
data, that was y a single congressional enactment poured into their 
22 185 which the people did not receive a dollar, but had this large 
sum added to their already burdened shoulders, ) until peely, demanded 
golg in payment of these 2 because silver was demonetized 
rough their own agency in 1873, and since that time has declined in 
value by the side of gold until since its recent remonetization. 

No such impudent infraction of the validity of contracts or viola- 
tion of good faith can find a parallel in all the annals of American 
history, if indeed it can be found in the history of any enlightened 
land in Christendom. The demonetization of the old silver dollar 
Was made an act of repudiation on the part of the Government, and an 
unjust discrimination de ose the tax-paying masses of American citi- 
zens in favor of a pri class numbering but a few thousand in 
our own country and a like number of people in foreign lands. 

Congress has partially restored the act so surreptitiously and fraud- 
ulently repealed in 1873, and by that means removed from the es- 
eutcheon of the Government the stain of repudiation in part. 

The restoration of the silyer dollar to its ancient and honorable po- 
sition in American coinage, and the repeal of the odious resumption 


law, that hasits career thus far strewn with the wrecks of private for- 
tunes, sinking millions of people once enjoying affluence and wealth 


into bankruptcy and hopeless ruin; 7 the prisons, insane 
asylums, and even suicidal graves with its thousands of victims; 
shape the last remnants of property of the debtor class to the 
remorseless foreclosure of the creditor’s mortgage; congesting all the 
currents of business as though they had passed beneath a paralytic 
stroke—these two measures of relief, passed by this House during the 
extra session, the people anxiously and prayerfully looked to become 
laws, that at the last moment they would be saved from financial 
shipwreck, Remonetization has at last been accomplished over a 
presidential veto, although hampered by limitations and restrictions 
which retard the good effects which would otherwise have followed 
the enactment. Still let us rejoice that a point has been gained from 
which other triumphs can be achieved; for these repeal measures, 
taken together, would indicate a change of policy that the anaconda 
grip of contraction had at least loosed its fatal hold upon the body- 
politic and allowed it to breathe freer. Their significance would be 
marked by the unlocking of capital everywhere, now so cautious as 
to shun investment, and every department of the business world 
would feel their impulse and respond to their auspicious auguries for 
the future. 

Confidence, which always withdraws from amid the storms of panic 
and seeks shelter among the dark and lonely vales of a selfish pri- 
vacy, denying the acknowledgments of the most sacred friendships or 
recip: obligations, would again appear to inspire the hopeful, to 
support the weak, assure the despondent, and cheer on the adventur- 
ous and enterprising. 

The act of the 18th of March, 1869 requiring the 5-20 bonds to be 
paid in coin and the silver demonetization act of 1873 were done in 
violation of good faith. The first was in violation of the express 
stipulations under which the bonds were issued—changing the pay- 
ment from greenbacks to coin; and the second was in disregard of that 
act or pledge of the Government, for it required payment to be made in 
gold alone. Both were acts of . and broken faith; and in 
resentment for them the people have met them with mutterings of 
repudiation. The Government, being in the hands of unscrupulons 
capital, has been made to perform an ignoble part in this wholesale 
spoliation of the tax-payers of this country. But the Government 
belongs to the people, and they can drive these money-changers 
out and inaugurate an administration which will correct this evil of 
class legislation. This is the people’s Government, and if it is mal- 
administered by any or set of men, let the people recover it by 
legal means and correct the evils by counter-legislation. 

pudiation is not the remedy for the broken faith of the Gov- 
érnment while in the hands of the representatives of insolent and 
grasping capital. Such a remedy might entail universal disorder 
and uncertainty and would in the end prove worse than the disease. 
This Congress has shown itself strong enough to wipe out silver 
demonetization, and, if it fails to do more, the people will see to it in 
the next elections of Senators and Representatives that a majority 
will come to this capital instructed to repeal the resumption act and 
the coin act of the 18th of March, 1869. It is true the authorities, in 
anticipation of this policy, have been industrious in changing the 
5.20 bonds for other forms of securities, but whatever of them remains 
it is but fair and right that they be paid in United States legal-tender 
notes, because it was the contract. 

RUINOUS POLICY OF CONTRACTION. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his anxiety to resume specie pay- 
ment on the Ist of January, 1679, has proposed to borrow from the 
bankers of New York City $50,000,000 in gold upon a four-and-a-half 
per cent. bond, the Government engaging to guarantee the bankers 
against any possible loss. Only $10,000,000 of the loan has been taken. 
Suppose that it is all taken, then that will swell the coin in the Treas- 
ury, including currency, to $224,324,459, as against $460,527,374 of 
demand liabilities, using the Secretary’s own figures. Less than one- 
half in assets toredeem more than twice that sum in liabilities. This 
done too by an increase of the interest-bearing debt of the country, 
all for the sake of maintaining the theory of resumption, which, after 
all, is a mere myth, a mere financial fancy, a kind of legalized frand, 
to attain which has cost millions of people their all and covered a 
nation with gloom. 

These calculations of the Secretary are all based upon the theory 
that no bonds will be sent from Europe for redemption in coin. 

Suppose a short crop is made this year in this country, or suppose 
a great European war should illumine with its camp-fires the major 
part of Europe and create an extravagant demand for coin, then 
what becomes of the paltry sum hoarded by the Secretary for the 

of eee, this pet scheme of the republican party f 
Ender the most favorable auspices the Treasury cannot be placed in 
condition to meet the demands of resumption without three things 
being specifically done. 

One is to make the greenbacks by law receivable for customs du 
another is to require by positive enactment that they shall be reissu 
as fast as they are redeemed, and the third to repeal that portion of 
the resumption law which provides for the destruction of 80 per cent, 
of legal-tenders as 100 per cent. of national currency is issued. 

If provision is made for the reissuance of the paper and the per- 
manent retention of it in circulation, the holders of the paper 
would perhaps not desire to exchange it for coin only to a limited 
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extent. But without this guarantee of the reissuance of the legal- 
tenders, the small amount of coin would prove utterly futile to ac- 
complish the work of resumption. 

If resumption means redemption and cancellation and consequent 
contraction, it means, then,simplyruin. Has judicial blindness seized 
the Secretary and the President and the majority in the Senate, that 
they cannot or will not see the gulf before us, pause and retrace their 
steps, before all is lost? If within 8 measures of relief from 
this financial paralysis should be fo: through Congress before the 
adjournment of this session. I trust that the House of Representa- 
tives at least will leave no part of its duty unperformed, throwing 
the responsibility entirely from our shoulders. Let us act upon these 
several propositions for relief now pending, and then and not till 
then, can we face our constituencies who groan beneath this burden 
of financial death. 

If the Jegal-tenders should be made receivable for customs dues 
and should be required to be reissued as fast as they are redeemed, 
the evils of the resumption law would be very much mitigated. But 
as that law now stands upon the statute-book it is a standing men- 
ace to the business interests and commercial activities of the whole 
country. No upas tree ever shed amore baleful influence upon ree 
table existence, drying up the very fountains of life, than does this 
resumption law upon all industrial business, as the daily bulletin of 
commercial failures abundantly attests. 

FORCED RESUMPTION MEANS FORCED BANKRUPTCY. 

The very anticipation of forced resumption has yong this ruin. 
Forced resumption means forced hankruptcy both of the people and 
of the Government. Although nbacks are nearly at par with 
coin, without additional legislation providing for their reissue after 
redemption, and without a substitute for the national currency after 
the Ist of January next, (thus depriving the people of all paper cur- 
rency,) circulation would be limited to the small amount of goldand 
silver with which to conduct the vast volume of business in this 
country. If resumption is to bring such contraction as that,I repeat 
it, it is simple ruin now or hereafter. 

Notwithstanding the failures for the first quarter of this year are 
much heavier than they were for the corresponding quarter of last 
year, yet every one feels that a propitious chango is near at hand if 
these relief measures were adopted. Why not adopt them at once and 
give ease to the public apprehension? If we cannot re this re- 
sumption act, then stop contraction, provide fog the reissue of the 
legal-tenders and make them receivable for customs dues, and the 
work is done. Confidence will at once take root again. 

Wise statemanship should avoid extremes. Capital and labor are 
both essential to the growth and development of free institutions 
and are not necessarily antagonistic on the contrary, they are mu- 
tual aids when governed and guided by laws which recognize the 
just rights of both. One thing it is very important for each to ob- 
serve: capital should avoid being hedged about by class legislation 
and monopoly, while labor should sternly set its against every 
ap nce of agrarianism and communism. 

inact these measures of relief—restore to the Government its indis- 
putable constitutional right to furnish its own le with currency, 
without delegating that important trust to a privileged monopoly of 
United States bondholders, and, with tariffs brought to the revenue 
standard, there can be no doubt of aspeedy return of confidence and the 
establishment of that wonted prosperity once more for which the great 
heart of the people has bitterly sighed for the last five years. Let the 
people demand of their Senators and of their Représentatives, before 
this session of Congress adjourns, that these enactments be made with- 
out limitations or restrictions; let it be done in obedience to the behests 
of an honest and contract-observing people, and we shall hear no more 
of the stifled threats of repudiation! Repudiation! Of all the people 
on God’s foot-stool, the American people can least afford to fix upon 
themselves the brand of repudiation. With a territory 5 
in extent and natural wealth the imperial possessions of the Roman 
empire in the days of her Cæsars; with a resplendent historic renown 
uneclipsed by nations whose ages are frosted by hoary centuries; 
with a population self-governing and self-sustaining; with all the va- 
ried arts and industries developed in an unsurpassed degree by much 
older civilizations; with countless treasures above and below the sur- 
face of the earth, awaiting development at the hands of harmonious 
capital and labor, which will lift the masses of the people to a higher 
plane of civilization and individual prosperity than has ever fallen 
to the lot of any people in the book of time; with all these and innu- 
merable other advantages, to even entertain the idea of repudiation 
is a folly from which we may not soon recover. 

Repudiation will overthrow all respect for law and order, destroy 
all confidence between man and man, wipe out every vestige of 
credit, by which the poor man supports his family when sickness or 
other misfortune overtakes him, and leave him and his helpless ones 
beggars at the gates of the rich. It will rob the bench of its majesty 
and despoil the very altars of religion of their sacred canons and con- 
vert them into ridiculous mockeries. It sacks the citadel of conscience 
and drives out the principles of truth and justice. It impudently 
demands for idleness the bread which industry has made with its 
own hands, and enthrones in all its bloody horrors the dark and damn- 
ing spirit of communism over the ruins of government and society, 
engine. the whole in the wildest anarchy and civil war. 

t not the people of the United States forget the sad story of 


France in the days of her reign of terror, when communism and athe- 
ism with locked shields ed the streets of her ill-fated metropo- 
lis, following the banner of an abandoned woman, filling the minds 
of the people with contempt for law and religion, until universal 
doubt seized the hearts of men and the blood of thousands of the best 
citizens of Paris was shed to appease the moloch of ion which 
had dethroned reason and rob the human soul of its aspirations 
for immortality; destroying all human sympathies until the icy hearts 
of men were unmelted by the touch of pity and their leaden ears 
were deaf to the supplications of helpless innocence and of pleading 
humanity. 
A PHENOMINAL INSANITY. 

A phenomenal insanity seems to have seized the minds of the peo- 
ple of the Eastern States, that the measures of finance and taxation 
which would bring relief to the great sections of the West and South 
and to the whole producing population of this country would operate 
injuriously to them. No greater delusion ever beclouded the jadg- 
ment of so enlightened a people. Are not the laws made for alk 7 
Are we not united under one flag? Are we not united by innumer- 
able commercial relations and business interests, so interlocked and 
intertwined that, if the interests of one section of the country are sac- 
rificed, while it might inure to the personal gain of a few persons or 
classes would nevertheless injure the great y of the people and 
the whole country? Why is it that distress and hard times are felt 
in New York and Boston and throughout the eastern cities to-day, 
notwithstanding the fact that their banks are full to overflowin 
with unused capital and their business houses are groaning wi 
unbroken stocks of merchandise awaiting purchasers? Why does 
labor seek in vain employment where there is so much idle capital? 
Simply because the mistaken system of finance and taxation has 
prostrated the producing classes by reducing the pace of their prod- 
ucts below the actual cost of production, and thus curtailed their 
It is the old story of obtaining the golden 


egg. 

or is the duty of the Government to recall into action its own func- 
tions and restore its own surrendered rights. It and it alone should 
furnish the people a currency without relegating that power to any 
corporation or set of men. It is the duty of the Government to fur- 
nish the currency with as little cost to the people as possible, while 
its system of taxation should be equitably distributed so as not to 
distress any of the industries nor oppress any classes of pursuit. A 
tariff adjusted so as to produce the greatest amount of revenue and 
afford the least incidental protection approaches nearer to the prin- 
ciple of the equitable distribution of taxation than any other system 
that has yet been devised. Under the most strictly revenue tariff this 
country has ever had, known asthe “ Walker tariff of 1846,” being an 
average duty of 25 per cent., our revenues increased from 823,747, 864. 66 
in 1847 to $64,022,863.50 in 1856. Under the protective tariff of 1842 
customs fell off in 1845, the first year after it was enacted, from 
$18,000,000 to $7,000,000. Contrast that fact with the frightful decline 
in our customs for the last six years, as I had occasion to show in a 
table a while ago in another connection. 

The stimulus given to increased 5 by the large vacuum 
created by the war, especially in the West, but more particularly in 
the Southern States, is exceptional and must not be considered as a 
criterion y which to juđge the present tariff as a means of producing 
revenue, Itis fairly on trial now and has been for the last six years. 
Does any one wonder that a tariff duty high enough to prohibit im- 
ports will defeat revenue? With coarse blankets at 90 per cent. can 
the foreign article be brought here and pay that enormous duty and 
enter into successful competition with the American manufactured 
blanket of the same quality and texture? No one is surprised that 
absolutely no revenue is derived from foreign quinine because of the 
duty of 100 per cent. it has to pay before it can be offered for sale. 
Of course the American manufacturer en the entire sale at a 
price equal to original cost, with the duty of 100 per cent. added 
thereto. Hundreds of similar instances might be adduced to illustrate 
the same principle. 

Now, it is important that a sound and healthy system of finance 
and taxation be settled upon,so that the business interests of the 
country could gauge itself by it, and thus enable our business men to 
lay out their plans for the future without feeling, as they now do, a 
constant apprehension of sudden and radical changes, and what is 
more, a change from bad to worse, that may result in rapid ruin. 
With a fixed and reliable policy established, not only would the busi- 
ness interests of the people revive, but the Government itself would 
not be driven for absolute want of revenues to what some gentlemen 
who have magnificent ideas of a splendid government are pleased to 
style a niggardly parsimony. Just here I anı reminded that but for 
the $64,000,000 of reduction by the Forty-fourth Con your Treas- 
ury at this moment might be without a surplus, and beyond the relief 
which the temporary suspension of the sinking fund would afford. 
Certainly there would be no appeal of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the House of Representatives to reduce the expenditures in the 
round sum of $11,000,000 below the aggregate of the estimated reve- 
nues for the next fiscal year. 

Now I have thought it proper to thus allude to our financial policy 
and our system of taxation because the appropriations of the Govern- 
ment are so intimately blended with them, and indeed are made to 
depend upon them. For of what avail would it be to order the Sec- 
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retary of the Treasury to issue his warrant upon the Treasurer for an 
appropriation pursuant to law if there is not money provided to honor 
the draft? Hence a reasonable and intelligent economy in public 
expenditures becomes an important adjunct particularly at this time 
with our system of finance and taxation. Instead of adding to the 
burden may we not prudently and safely reduce it? 

In the allusion, made a while since, to the administrative economy 
of the Senate, I did so with the highest respect for that august body. 
Its intellectual triumphs will compare favorably with the most re- 
nowned forums of earth ; its glories every trae American shares and 
rejoices in, for its great, honored names of the past are household words 
and sacred memories. But I approach a grave question of constitu- 
tional ponor ; of organic structure. Ido not deny that the Senate has 
the right to select its own officers, that power is distinctly granted, 
but I do deny that it has the sole right of fixing their salaries or their 
number, a practice grown up by a kind of common consent which 
has become quite popular of late years among fashionable politicians 
under the specious plea of “comity ” between the two Houses, a usage 
unknown to the Constitution. 

And as it cannot be denied that the House of Representatives has 
a nahs to an equal voice, to say the least of it, in fixing the salaries 
of the officers of the Senate, it follows that the House a voice in 
determining the number of officers in that body, otherwise there 
would be no limit to appropriations necessary to their payment ex- 
cept such as the Senate alone should see proper to impose. While it 
is in no sense the province of this bill now under consideration to 
institute any legislation whatever affecting the powers of the two 
Houses or in any manner e ing or restricting either of them, 
I will be pardoned if I offer a few thoughts upon what I conceive to 
be the encroachments of the Senate upon the peculiar prerogatives 
of the House, which have been suggested by the largo sums sdded 
by way of amendments to the House appropriation bills of late years 
and which haye led me to make a recent review of the proceedings 
of the constitutional convention of 1787. At that early day, when 
only a few millions of dollars were annually collected, there was in- 
tense feeling and interest felt over the question of taxation. Now 
when the great economic questions of finance, taxation, internal im- 
provements, production and transportation, are justly engrossing the 
attention of the poopie and will do so for a term of years, to the 
exclusion of the sickly sentimentalities of politics that are no longer 
interesting—now, when race issues and sectional animosities are 
abjured and despised by good men North and South, this inquiry 
becomes pertinent and of absorbing interest. 

AN OCCUPATION GONE. 

The occupation of demagogues in either section who would still 
keep alive the embers of our past conflicts is gone, and the different 
States and geographical sections (for political sections are abolished) 
are more closely knit by a community of material interests and polit- 
ical doctrines than has existed within the last half century. Indeed, 
a mighty host is ee) beneath the banner of reform and millions 
of honest hearts est, North, and South, are inspired with but 
one sentiment, and that is, how, under the Constitution, shall we 
restore the national weal. It is, then, but natural that the public 
mind should rivet itself upon those subjects which most deeply affect 
their interests; and since the accumulation of debts, national, State, 
municipal, corporate, and individual is estimated at $10,000,000,000, 
and the ann interest is $600,000,000, consuming a large share of 
the profits of industry, economy in expenditures becomes an impor- 
tant factor in the rate of taxation which the pone ha ve to bear. The 
vast sum of the public debt and the annual large amount necessary 
to meet the interest on the same and defray the ordinary current 
expenditures of the Government, and the other varied sources of tax- 
ation, municipal, corporate, State, and individual, so far exhausts 
the surplus profits of the people’s labor as to revive the anxious in- 
quiry in the public mind concerning not only the amount of revenue 
to be raised, but the manner of the assessment, and indeed the in- 
quiry extends to the root where the very power itself resides. 


POWEES OF THE TWO HOUSES, 

The jealousy with which the whole question of taxation is regarded 
in these days of national distress and individual bankruptcy suggests 
the propriety of an inquiry into the derivation of the power in order 
that the responsibility shall be placed where it justly belongs. The 
subject, then, must be viewed in its constitutional bearings, for it, 
like almost all other great powers of government, was duly considered 
by the very wise men who made our Federal Constitution, and wher- 
ever that responsibility is located by the Constitution the people ulti- 
mately will not fail to recognize it and will scrupulously exact a rigid 
performance of the duties which attach to the powers. 

I submit these propositions : 

First. The House having the sole right and power to originate rev- 
enue bills under the Constitution has as a necessary sequence the sole 
right to originate and introduce appropriation bills, otherwise the 
increased expenditures for appropriation bills would require the House 
to increase the revenue it had already provided. 

Second. When the Senate has pro an amendment and the House 
has non-concurred the Senate has exhausted its constitutional power 
and has no right to further insist, otherwise the House is again forced 
to eens to additional revenue to meet the Senate’s increased de- 
man 


Third. The Senate has no right to propose an amendment not ger- 
mane to either a revenue or an appropriation bill, as that Someone the 
sr Kage of the House’s peculiar prerogative under article 1, sec- 
n 7. 


Fourth. To concede equal power to the Senate over revenue and 
appropriation bills destroys the principle of taxation and representa- 
tion, by the equal representation of the small with the large States in 
the Senate. 

Fifth. The equal power of the Senate with the House over reve- 
nue and appropriation bills defeats the theory of popular sovereignty 
over the question of taxation. It also defeats the compromise agreed 
upon in the convention which gave birth to the Constitution, which 
was equal representation of the small with the large States in the 
Senate; while the House, which represents the people, should have ex- 
clusive control over the vital question of taxation. 

In this country the power of taxation is inherent in the people and 
under the Constitution the right e if not in express terms at 
least by analogy, alone to the House of Representatives. Article 1, 
section 7, reads: 

All bills for rai: revenue shall in the House of Representatives, but 
the Senate 8 or concur 8 as in other Pills. 


The manifest purpose of this, the greatest of all constitutional pre- 
rogatives, was to retain this right or power as near to the people as 
possible. The Senators not being elected by the people and only 
once in six years, the great aud wise men who framed our admirable 
political system reserved to the Representatives this delicate and 
vital power because they were elected immediately by the popular 
vote and because they are required tosurrender every two years their 
legislative trust back to the people. 

he Constitution having invested this House with the power of 
originating all revenue or money bills, as a necessary and logical de- 
duction it has ever been the uniform practice of the Senate to concede 
to the House the right to originate the general appropriation bills with 
one or two exceptions, in which cases the House as promptly denied 
the power of the Senate and asserted its exclusive right to originate 
them: asin the Thirty-fourth Congress, the House failing for over 
two months to organize, the Senate passed two of the general appro- 
priation bills and sent them down to the House, whereupon the House 
at once laid them upon the table, refusing either to consider or refer 
them to a committee. This power was in conceded by the Senate 
in the case of the tariff compromise bill of Mr. Clay, in 1833. The 
great lights of the Senate in that day took the ground that the bill 
trenched upon the prerogativesof the House and was therefore uncon- 
stitutional. Mr. Webster was prominent in declaring it unconstitu- 
tional, and Mr. Clay himself conceded it virtually by taking up an 
exactly similar bill that had passed the House and had it substituted 
for his own, laying his upon the table. 

The power of the House to originate appropriation bills has been the 
practice of the Government from its origin and is fairly deducible from 
the clause of the Constitution already quoted, if indeed the language 
is not a direct and absolute constitutional mandate. Hence, the peo- 
ple have come to hold the Representatives responsible in a large meas- 
ure for assessments and expenditures, and by usage as well as by theory 
overlook the action of the Senate and sonal oa them from special 
responsibility, having no power to apply to Senators the corrective 
only through remote and indirectagencies of State Legislatures, which 
oftentimes misrepresent the people. But lest the view I have ex- 
pressed should be controverted I will be pardoned fora slight histor- 
ical sketch of this very interesting question. It is practically inter- 
esting in view of the frequent enormous amounts and questionable 
objects with which our appropriation bills are loaded by amendments 
in the other end of the Capitol. But more especially is it a subject 
of vital and momentous interest when the fact is recognized that our 
financial and revenue policy is in a great manner influenced by Sen- 
ators representing a very small number of people. And for these 
reasons it has occurred to me that the consideration of the relative 

wers of each House in this connection and at this time would not 

inapt or unessential, and might serve to familiarize the publie 
mind with the uliar constitutional functions of the two Houses 
of Congress. though ours is a republic and the British government 
a limited monarchy, yet it is historically true that this identical fea- 
ture of our Constitution was borrowed from English precedent. Mr. 
Justice Story in his commentaries on the Constitution of the United 
States in speaking upon this subject asserts that this feature of our 
Constitution is borrowed from the British House of Commons, section 
874. He says: 
The general reason given for this privilege of the House of Commons is, that 


the supplies are raised u the body of the people and therefore it is proper that 
they alone should have the} right of taxing — 


In speaking of Mr. Justice Blackstone's opinions on this feature of 
the British constitution, Mr. Story says, section 874: 

It would therefore be extremely dangerous to give the lords any power of fram- 
ing new taxes for the subject. It is sufficient that they have the power of reject- 
ing if they think the commons too lavish or improvident in their grants. 

Not only that the lords shall frame no new taxes, but that the power 
to reject is sufficient for them! For long years the issue existed 
between the Houses of Lords and the Commons in England, without 
being definitely settled. Both houses asserted the power to originate 
revenue bills, and both exercised that important function fora time, 
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each upon its on constituency. But in 1678 a resolution was adopted 
by the House of Commons to this effect : 

That all aids and supplies and aids to his Majesty in Parliament are the sole gift 
of the Commons, and all bills for the Ie aids and supplies, ought to 
begin with the Commons; and that it is the undoubted and sole right of the Com- 
mons to direct, limit, and appoint in such bills the ends, considerations, 
tions of such grants which ought not to be 


conditions, limitations, and qualifica: 
changed or altered by the House of 

This power, so tersely and comprehensively expressed in the reso- 
lution just quoted, may be regarded as the final struggle between the 
two Houses of Parliament over the long-disputed issue. The House 
of Lords acquiesced and the Commons ever since have triumphantly 
asserted the exclusive right to originate money bills, yielding only to 
the House of Lords the right not to amend either by reduction or 
addition, but to concur in or reject altogether. 

Now, then, it will not be denied that this British precedent is the 
origin of that clause of our Constitution already quoted. It will be 
observed that the language of the resolution of the Commons, passed 
just two hundred years ago, and what is very remarkable passed 
upon the 3d of July, within one day of the anniversary of the natal 
day of American Independence, asserting the power, too, which in my 
me ioe contains the very germ of republican government, restricts 
the Lords from any power except to concur and reject, while our 
Constitution authorizes the Senate to propose or concur with amend- 
ments. The word “ propose” may seem to confer a ter power 
upon the Senate than the House of Lords have edt, pen two cen- 
turies; but when it is remembered that we derived this power from 
the English government, and when the fact is brought out that this 
right was conceded to the House by the framers of the Constitution 
in compensation for other great and exclusive rights granted to the 
Senate, such, for instance, as the right to try impeachments, to rat- 
ify treaties, and to confirm eee, such an assumption cannot 
be either . logically maintained. 

This power was conceded to preserve the equilibrium between 
the two Houses and wasyielded to the House because the population of 
some of the States was much greater than that of others, thereby main- 
taining the principle of taxation and representation; while on the 
other hand the autonomy of the States was preserved by giving to 
each State 1 representation in the Senate, no matter whether 
great or small. . of American history readily recalls 
the vexed questions which so perplexed the fathers of the Republic 
in framing and adjusting the dual system of government, which is onr 
pride and our boast ay, being a government where the ultimate 
sovereignty rests with the peop e, yet so arranged and restricted by 
Federal checksthat small political communities like the New England 
sisterhood could exercise an effectual restraint upon political com- 
munities ten or twenty times their size, either in territory or in pop- 
ulation, by their equal representation in the Senate. The Constitu- 
tion was born of the spirit of compromise and is itself a series of com- 

romises. The legislative, executive, and judicial departments of the 
vernment, being each a check upon the other, were agreed upon as 

a compromise between extreme political theorists. And the power to 
regulate commerce was retained to the General Government for the 
rotection of commerce at the urgent demand of the New England 
Btates, for which they in turn consented that the slave trade, which 
on desired by some other States, should be continued until the year 

The power to originate tax bills, to say how much taxes should be 
collected, and, of course, how much should be expended, was conceded 
to the representatives of the people, and was therefore a concession 
to the larger States by the smaller States in compensation for equal 
representation in the Senate, by which the smallest State could in leg- 
islation counterbalance the largest State. This immense senatorial 

uality reserved and granted to a political organism called a State, 
with the exclusive right given to the Senate to try impeachments, to 
ratify treaties, and confirm appointments, was tendered as a com- 
promise between a purely national Government and our present admi- 
rable federativesystem. The precise limitations of power to be placed 
in either House in the convention of 1787 were most difficult to define 
and adjust; so much so that the gravest apprehensions prevailed that 
the convention would fail to e upon a different and “ more per- 
fect Union” than that of the old colonial government. In this anxions 
condition of affairs—moments pregnant with the mightiest events 
that have ever illustrated human annals, as shown in the majestic 
march of the grandest civilization and the greatest political power 
that ever found a place upon the map of nations—in this critical 
moment the spirit of liberty hovered over that illustrious convention 
and breathed upon the hearts of those patriot-statesmen, and im- 
bued them with the love of the sacred rights of man, and their work 
became a mighty success. 

I have not made reference to this subject because I entertain any 
prejudice against the smaller States or would in anywise affect their 
organism, but am actuated by the sole desire to see a growing evil 
checked, to wit: that of virtually conceding equal constitutional pre 
rogatives tothe Senate with the House of Representativesover the ques- 
tion of taxation, a question which for the next twenty years is destined 
to be the at and vitally absorbing issue of American politics. I 
simply desire that the practices of the Senate shall not be substituted 
for the written law of the Constitution. It may seem a strange matter 
at a cursory glance that I er any one else should deny to the Senate 
eqnal power over this one subject. But it did not seem so one hun- 


dred years ago to the prescient and far-seeing statesmen of that day. 


Although the practical use of the power was doubtless of little value 
in that day compared with the present time ; but now, when our flag 
floats almost over a continent and our population is rapidly increas- 
ing,swellin from three 1 hundred years ago, to nearly fifty 
millions re ba with an annual collection of $300,000,000 from the 
pockets of the people, the subject becomes a serious one. It is not 
a little matter to the people of New York when they come to remem- 
ber that in the last fifteen years they have paid into the Treasury of 
the United States in excises exclusive of customs $463,450,337, while 
Delaware has paid only $7,522,696. And yet on a question of taxa- 
tion, upon the theory that the Senate has equal and co-ordinate power 
with the House, Delaware’s power is equal to that of New York, 
although the one State has one Representative while the other has 
thirty-three. Grant the theory that the Senate has the right to insist, 
after the House has non-concurred in the Senate’s proposed amend- 
ments, and the whole doctrine of the right of the people to control 
the measure of taxation is overthrown. The power of taxation is 
thereby wrested from the people and handed over to the States. 


This particular power, the right of taxation, the exclusive right to 
originate money bills, without which origination there can no 
taxation, proved to be a subject of paramount care and jealousy in 


the convention. 

The immortal names of Benjamin Franklin, Elbridge Gerry, Mr. 
Rutledge, Mr. Mason, Mr. Ellsworth and six others were appointed a 
committee to whom the grave question involving the relative powers 
of the two Houses should be referred. Each State represented in 
the convention was represented on the committee. The subject had 
been exhaustively discussed, and among the wisest and greatest of 
the convention were selected to settle the principles on which the 
new Government was to start in its march to power and renown. 

I will condense iu as brief a space as ible certain leading fea- 
tures of the proceedings of the constitutional convention of 1787, as 
given in Elliott's debates on the Constitution, and Madison’s notes, 
and which I think clearly demonstrate the spirit and animus of the 
convention, showing that it was only intended to give the Senate a 
limited power over money bills. These may be found in anappendix 
marked “A.” 

It will be observed by reference to these extracts that in the con- 
test in the convention whether the House should have the right to 
originate money bills, it was always coupled with the power to fix 
salaries of officers. The two features were inseparable in the minds 
of the members, and the one was treated as a necessary requisite of 
the other—and why not? 

It seems reasonable that if the House has the right to levy and col- 
lect taxes and originate bills for appropriations and disbursements, 
it necessarily includes the power to fix the salaries of officers; other- 
wise the Senate might influence and require such large salaries as to 
compel the House to unwillingly originate other and new revenue 
bills and tht. to increase taxes, which would be a manifest violation 
of the exclusive prerogative of the House to “originate money bills.” 
Because if the extravagance of the Senate forces the House to in- 
crease taxes or else have a bankrupt Treasury, of course the volition 
and will and right of the House is coerced and destroyed. The his- 
torical analogies and e which the proceedings of that con- 
vention furnish, attested by limited discussions of the members of 
the body, all tend to establish the principle and fact that in control- 
ling the revenues of the people limitations were placed upon the 
power of the Senate subordinating it to the House in this particular. 

If then the phrase “may propose amendments” was intended to 
confer upon the Senate, over the purse, equal power with the House, 
wherein is there any limitation? Where any subordination? What, 
too, has become of the compromise which Mr. Madison said was made 
between the two Houses in agreeing to article 1, section 7, of the 
Constitution? Andif the Senate has equal power with the House 
over the Treasury under that clause, why was there such a struggle 
in the convention to adjust the relative powers of each House, at one 
time threatening the disruption of the convention, which was only 
prevented by concessions to each House? The right to tax and the 
corresponding right to appropriate are prerogatives which the House 
of Representatives alone can initiate; but the Senate has the right 
of a veto by non-concurrence. The right to “pro ” amendments 
is limited to that degree, which, if exceeded, would coerce the House 
to initiate an increase of taxes, and thus the Senate become an equal 
partner with the House in the origination of money bills, which 
would be in the teeth of both the spirit and letterof the Constitution. 
The literal construction of the language of the Constitution, unasso- 
ciated with the historical events and parliamentary p ngs of 
the constitutional convention, which express its true spirit and indi- 
cate the extent of the powers designed to be conferred upon each House, 
may be stretched to the point of proposing amendments not materi- 
ally increasing appropriations ; bat should the House non-concur the 
Senate has no right to insist, otherwise the power of the Senate over 
the public Treasury is equal with the House. This power, too, of the 
Senate is limited by another restriction: the amendment proposed 
must be germane tothe subject-matter in which the House has asked 
its concurrence, otherwise the Senate might as well originate the 
proposition, which, it is admitted on all sides, it does not possess under 
the Constitution. If the Senate can exercise an unrestricted will in 
proposing amendments, whether germane or not, then the Constitu- 
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tion contains the Jesuitical power of doing by indirection that which 


cannot be done by direction. Will any American statesman hazard 
his reputation by the assertion that any such power was designed by 
the framers of Constitution 10 be inserted in that instrament ? 
If the Constitution had been ordained in this Machiavellian age, such 
a pernicious and unsound doctrine might have obtained; but thus to 
conclude that in those primitive times, when a straggling ‘people had 


1 emerged from the baptismal fires of revolution and by their 
eroicsacrifices rescued map gonbito liberty and of political truth from 
the tyrant’s p and met in convention through their chosen 


delegates to forever consecrate and dedicate to themselves and to 

their posterity a Constitution every page of which is luminous with 

these immortal principles, is as illogica and absurd in argument as 

oe theory is demoralizing in politics and the fact inveracious in 
istory. 

Let it not be forgotten that an appropriation bill, although strictly 

ing not a revenue measure, is nevertheless inseparably con- 
nected with it, and the two operate reciprocally upon each other, for 
especially is an appropriation bill the gauge or measure of a revenne 
bill. The right of the Senate does not embrace the power to propose 
amendments not germane to the proposition or bill of the House, for 
that would be in effect to originate new money bills, which is ex- 
3 forbidden. Its action is partially concurrent in so far that it 
oes not trench upon the volition of the House to originate a money 
bill, or shall operate to compel the House for the sake of conducting 
the machinery of government to yield to appropriations which require 
an increase of taxation. Article 1, section 1, of the Constitution pro- 
vides that— 

All legislative herein ted shall be vested in a Congress of the United 
States, which consist of a and House of Representatives. 

But this concurrent power must be construed in view of the lim- 
itations imposed by other provisions of the instrument. For who 
would say that the House has the power to try impeachments or 
ratify treaties,a power expressly vested in the Senate, notwithstand- 
ing article 1, section 1? 

t must be remembered that the power to originate revenue bills 
lies at the very base of popular government. Shall it therefore be 
said that the word “ propose” in our Constitution shall be so con- 
strued as to diminish the rights and powers of the House of Repre- 
sentatives below the stan of the prerogatives of the British 
House of Commons? Shall it be said that the people of the United 
States have less control over their own revenues, and therefore less 
control over all of their internal political relations, than the people 
of Great Britain exercise over their own affairs? And yet, if the Sen- 
ate has the right to propose new amendments not germane and to 
increase indefinitely the appropriations, and thereby render necessary 
an indefinite increase of taxes, sustaining, as they do by their elec- 
tion, such a remote and partial responsibility to the people, who can 
logically or practically deny the proposition that the people of the 
United States are less free than the people of England and have less 
control over their own property? Ihave great respect for the dig 
nity, ability, and patriotism of the United States Senate. I would 
not violate the “comity” of the two Houses. I would not detract 
from its rightful authority or diminish or deny any of its constitu- 
tional powers; but I am equally jealous of the rights and privileges 
of the House of Representatives. 

The practice of late years in the Senate has been to amend appro- 
priation bills most extravagantly, growing in a t measure out of 
what are amiably styled the “ courtesies” of that body, as before in- 
timated. I submit if that practice is not unwarranted by the Con- 
stitution. Ifthe House ä yield this fundamental right 
by conceding to the Senate all manner of amendments and of enor- 
mous amounts, of what value is the mere right to originate a revenue 
bill? In effect it might as well be originated in the one House asin 
the other; for the safeguard of the 88 of the people is re- 
moved, to wit, the 1 55 to hold every two years the immediate Re 
resentatives responsible for the manner in which they discharge their 
trusts. This practice of unlimited amendment by the Senate practi- 
cally defeats the compromise agreed upon in the constitutional con- 
vention. Thesmall States, retaining equal representation in the Sen- 
ate and usurping equal authority with the House over the purse of 
the people through the Senate, are thereby invested with undue power, 
to the extent of defeating the great American doctrine of the Revolu- 
tion, that of taxation and representation. 

Take for instance the six New England States, with a voting popula- 
tion of 671,665. Take the great State of Ohio; her voting population 
is 658,573, a small fraction less than in all of New England, and yet New 
England has twelve Senators and Ohio has two. Now it is plain to 
be seen that if the Senate has equal power and right witk the House 
to declare what taxes shall be levied upon and collected from the peo- 
ple, it is equally clear that the property and rights of the people of 
Ohio are not under the guardianship of the immediate Representa- 
tives and Senators from Ohio, but are under the control and at the 
mercy of the Senate. It may be said that the supericr numbers of 
Representatives in the House from Ohio and the large States may 
check the influence of the smal] States in the Senate. It is true they 
ean ouly check them as the Senate may the House, but when it is 
known that almost all important legislation is the result of compro- 
mise and is shaped and fashioned by the manipulators of conference 
committees, each side or each body conceding a part, it may be read- 


ily perceived what a great advantage on all questions of political 
economy, taxation, finance, &c., the few thousands of people repre- 
sented by the Senators from the small States may exercise over the 
destinies of the many millions of people in the large States. I donot 
oppose our system of government; I would not detract one iota from 
the equal power given to the small States as prescribed by the Consti- 
tution, believing as I do from the teachings of history, as well as from 
the suggestions of anal and the force of logic, that this great right 
of taxation was excepted from that equal jurisdiction. 

Will any political economist who holds to the American doctrine of 
taxation and representation tell me that it is republican that the votes 
of the two Senators and one Representative of Delaware in Congress 
should, in the last event, have an equal voice with the two Senators and 
the thirty-three Representatives from the great State of New York 
over the purse of the people? I mention Delaware because she is the 
smallest of the sisterhood, not that Ihave not the profoundest respect 
for her history and her present renown. I would not in the slightest 
degree impair her autonomy or dim the luster of the little resplend- 
ent star that answers to her name upon the American banner. Look 
at the immense difference in revenue derived from each State, being 
in the last fifteen years about sixty-six times as great in New York as 
in Delaware in internal revenue, and doubtless in the same propor- 
tion in customs derived from consumption. It is not a sufficient an- 
swer Tonay tnat Delaware is as sovereign a State as New York. That 
Igrant. But I would recall the attention of Delaware and the small 
States to the fact that they were allowed in this, as has been aptly 
styled by another the first great compromise, certain specified pre- 
rogatives: to try impeachments, to ratify treaties, and confirm ap- 

intments, and to have equal 3 in the Senate with the 

arger States as a tee for the concession, on the other hand, 
that the House, Which means the large States or, in other words, the 
masses or majority of the people who pay the taxes, should have con- 
trol over their collection and disbursement; yielding to the Senate a 
veto power and a right to partially alter or amend, to perfect but not 
to materially increase the amount, otherwise there is no compromise, 
and no concessions whatever are made to the House by the Senate; 
yet the Senate’s peculiar prerogatives remain all intact and its share 
of the compromise is maintained and constantly recognized, as in the 
matter of treaty-making, trying impeachments, &c. 

Mr. Chairman, it is well enough to talk about the Constitution, 
whether we observe it or not. For my part I do not think there is 
any safety outside of it. If I lived in Delaware I should stickle and 
stand up for the spirit and letter of the Constitution, believing it to 
be the ark of safety and the palladium of liberty. The American 
Constitution designed that the subject of taxation should be con- 
trolled by public opinion, and as Representatives are subject to the 
ordeal of biennial elections this delicate trust for that reason was 
lodged with the House. Who pretends tosay that the Senate repre- 
sents public opinion? Elected for six years by a body mediatory 
between them and the people, they know nor care but little for the 
popular will, and yet if they misrepresent the popular will they do 
not give place as do the English ministry when defeated upon a given 
pikes and allow those Who truly represent the will of the people to 

ll their places. Public opinion is more potent in monarchical Eng- 
land than it is in republican America, for its summons and behests 
are more promptly obeyed. 

The sanctity and jealous care with which the House of Commons 
re the exclusive control over the of the realm is illus- 
trated in the frequent exercise of that right by withholding supplies 
from the crown when it refuses the exactions or demands of the com- 
mons. It is in the hands of the lower house of Parliament, the great 
conservator of popular liberty, and for two centuries the House of 
Lords, nor the Crown, nor the Queen’s Bench have dared to question 
it. It is no less an American than it is a great British right, one 
which lies at the threshold of the temple of freedom and is sacred to 
the very hearthstone of the American citizen. 

Now from the tenor of these appended citations from the proceed- 
ings of the convention of 1787, to which I again invite your careful 

rusal, it is clear that a compromise was effected by which the small 
Beates were to have equal representation in the Senate, and the House 
to have control of the purse and taxation. All of these various prop- 
ositions recognized that compromise and frequently received the sanc- 
tion of the convention. The compromise included the right of the 
Honse to fix the salaries of officers as well as the right to originate 
money bills. 

It is true I do not assert the doctrine that the Senate has not an 
equal power with the House in fixing reasonable salaries, as the lan- 
guage in reference to salaries was at the last moment left out of the 
text of the Constitution, as I will hereaftershow. Yet any extrava- 
gance on the part of the Senate in that respect would be a palpable 
usurpation, viewed from the standpoint of the constitutional conven- 
tion of 1787, as its proceedings will show. Could the framers of the 
Constitution have been told that the American Senate, in the Forty- 
fourth Congress, would coerce the House to yield to the fixing the 
President’s salary at $50,000, Ido not doubt but that the resolution 
reserving the feature of fixing salaries as one of the prerogatives of 
the House, reported back to the convention on the 5th of July by the 
grand committee of one from each State, with the recommendation 
that it pass, and which was afterward adopted and repeatedly in- 
dorsed, would in that very language have finally been ingrafted into 
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the text of the Constitution, which was only modified by the lan- 
guage at last upon, but which the whole proceedings and the 
speeches of different members conclusively show was intended to 
have the same or tantamount signification with that resolution. The 
assumption of such a power for the Senate would have defeated the 
formation of the Constitution in the last resort. 

At the very last, after the full draft of the Constitution was made, 
the phraseology was changed and abbreviated and adopted, retain- 
ing the power over the subject of taxation or money bills as the 
friends and advocates of the popular or first branch of Con had 

all along contended. Which phraseology construed by the other 
forms of expression in which this power retained for the House was 
expressed, it is clear that the idea was intended to be conveyed that 
upon the subject of taxing the people or appropriating their money, 
including the fixing of salaries, the House had control except that the 
Senate might propose in an advisory manner or concur, but not insist 
upon amendments. And further, that it would not have the right to 
propose amendments not germane or that would require the House to 
«consent to new or additional taxes. In other words, that the Senate 
should confine itself to perfecting the legislation concerning money 
bills by altering and amending but in the spirit which originally 
actuated the House in initiating and perfecting the proposition. 

Otherwise, is it to be supposed that the advocates for the retention 
of this power in the House which had been the bone of contention 

and upon which there was at one time imminent danger of disruption 
as before stated, and which after long and elaborate consideration 
had resulted in a compromise, should thus have surrendered it, if it 
is contended that the Senate can increase an appropriation to any 
-extent its fancy chooses? The friends of the House side of this ques- 
tion had been able upon every distinct vote in the convention to 
carry their point all along upon every phase of the issue from the 
beginning, and with the concession of their demand clearly set forth 
in the various resolutions that had been adopted, they only agreed 
to an abbreviation and alteration of the language, which seemed to 
-contain all that they had elaimed for the House and which was not 
-controverted ; and thus the language of the Constitution passed, and 
was at last adopted without serious opposition. The latterclause, giv- 
ing the Senate the right to propose or concur in amendments, passed 
mem. con.; the first clause passed by a vote of 9 to 2, thus clearly 
showing that the friends of the popular or first branch of Congress 
-construed the language r us carrying out in good faith the 
spirit of the compromise which lay at the base of the Constitution, 
namely : equal representation in the Senate of the small States with 
the large States; but the control of the purse by the House, with ad- 
visory power in the Senate only. 

Bat, sh Chairman, that I may not be regarded as singular in the 
view 1 have taken of the powers of the respective Houses in refer- 
-ence to this great question of taxation and expenditure, I will quote 
the language of a gentleman whom our friends on the other side will 
be peona to recognize as authority. The speech I quote from was 
«delivered in this House in May, 1858, and I have no doubt that I heard 
it, as I was then serving my first term in Congress. I quote: 

Sir, retrenchment and reform are now matters of imperative necessity. It is 
not the mere cry of demagogues, but a problem demanding tho consideration and 
worthy the highest attention of the representatives of the people. No y is fit 
to govern this country that cannot solve it. It is vain to look to executive officers 
for reform. Their power and influence depend upon executiye patronage; and 
while we grant they will squander. The Senate is neither by the theory of our 
system nor by its constitution fitted for the task. 

House alone has the constitutional power to perfect a radical reform. The 
Constitution provides that no money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in 
-consequence of appropriations made by law“ and that “all bills for raising reve- 
nue shall originate in the House of Representatives.“ These provisions were de- 
agnes to invest in this House the entire control over the publio purse, 8 
-of supply. This is invested in the House of Commons, and has been i ously 
esr by it. It is the pearl beyond price, without which constitutional liberty 
In England would long since have fallen under the despotism of the Crown. 


* * * * * 
Instead of a representative republic, we are degenerat: into a bureaucracy, 
governed by red tape and — clerks. * ing i 


This was the language twenty years ago of Representative John 
Sherman, now Secretary of the Treasury. If there was just appre- 
hension then that the constitutional powers of this House were in 
danger of being wrested from it by the inroads of the Senate throngh 
amendments largely increasing expenditures, „being neitker by the 
theory of our system nor by its composition fitted to the task” of 
reform; if we were in danger of our merging our „representative 
‘Republic into a bureaucracy governed by red-tape and subaltern 
clerks“ then, what ter apprehension is there now, when this 
tendency has grown fourfold since that time. 

If, Mr. Chairman, I have succeeded in calling the attention of this 
House to the necessity of reforming certain abuses in the practical 
legislation of Congress, and in suggesting the importance that this 
geet and fandamental right of taxation should be preserved to the 

t or popular branch of the National Legislature, in aécordance 
with the spirit and genius of the American Constitution; if, indeed, 
I shall have dropped a word which may hereafter direct the atten- 
tion of some abler mind to this vital issue, I may say that I am more 
than content. It is a subject which will force itself into the practical 
politics of this country in the not very remote future. 

One word more, sir. The Committee on Appropriations have sought 
to co-operate most cordially with the other committees of the House in 


the reduction of public expenditures, and take pleasure in acknowledg- 
ing that they have been greatly aided by the suggestions of several 
of them. Doubtless very many reforms might have been instituted 
which are omitted in this bill could the various committees have had 
time to submit their reports, of which we could have availed our- 
selves, but which for the present must be deferred, perhaps until an- 
other session. The subcommittee, consisting of Ju DURHAM and 
Mr. Foster, with myself, have addressed ourselves to this worl: labori- 
ously and in no spirit of party. If it has merit, they are entitled to 
share the honor; if on the contrary, they alike share with me the 
responsibility for its demerits. At all events, the bill is the result of 
the harmonious action of the entire Committee on Appropriations, 
and as such we submit it to the eandid judgment of this House, know- 
ing full well that while that judgment will be fair, at the same time 
it will be searching. 
(APPENDIX. 


On the 29th of June, 1789, in the Federal Convention at Philadel; Mr. Ran- 
daph introduced a series of resolutions. Itwas moved and seconded to amend the 
eig th resolution, as follows : 

‘Resolved, That in the second branch of the Legislature [meaning the Senate] of 
the United States each State shall have an equal vote.“ 

No action was taken and the convention adjourned. On the 30th of June, the res- 
olution was discussed at length and the convention adjourned until July 2, on which 
day the resolution was voted upon with the following result: yeas 5, nays 5, divided 
1; and was passed in the negative. The journal states a committee was then a 
pointed consisting of one member from each State, to whom was referred the eigh 
resolution and so much of the seventh resolution reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House as had not been decided upon. Upon the motion to appoint this 
committee the vote was—yeas 9, nays 2. 

On the 5th of July the committee, consisting of a member from each State, to 
whom had been referred the resolutions, reported the 888 clause favorably; 

That all bills for raising or ap; riating money and for fixing the salaries of 
the officers of the Government of the United States shall originate in the first 
branch of the Legislature, and shall not be altered or amended by the second 
branch; and that no money shall be drawn from the public Treasury but in par- 
suance of appropriations to be originated by the first Branch.” 

On the vote as to whether it should stand as a part of the committee's report, 
there were—yeas 5, nays 3, divided 3. 

And on the question as to whether the vote so standing was determined in the 
affirmative, it was decided as follows: yeas 9, nays 2. 

And again, on July 16, 1787, a report from the grand committee, embodying the 
same clause, was adopted by a vote of—yeas 5, nays 4, divided 1. 

And finally, on September 8, 1787, the following clause, which is the language of 
the Constitution, was adopted by a vote of 9 to 2: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives; 
but the Senate may 5 or concur with amendments, as on other bills.” 

In Mr. Madison's tes in the Federal Convention, page 376, itis shown that 
on August 6, 1787, the committee of detail, to whom was referred on July 26 the 
proceedings of the convention, reported a draught of the Constitution, article 4, 
section 5, of which read: 

“All bills for raising or SPERRE money and for fixing the salaries of the 
officers of Government shall originate in the House of Representatives, and shall 
tered or amended by the Senate. No money shall be drawn from the pub- 

t propriations that shall originate in the House 


gs of the convention this section wasstruck out, upon 
Mason said, To strike out the section was to unhinge the 
compromise of which it madea IT duration of the Senate made it improper. 
He does not object to that duration; on the contrary he approved of it. But, joined 
with the smallness of the number, it was an argument t adding this to the 
other great powers vested in that body. His idea of an aristocracy was that it was 
the government of the few over the many. An aristocratic body, like the screw 
n 5 its way by slow — and holding fast whatever it — 
should ever suspected of an encroaching tendency. The purse-string should 
never be put into its hands.“ 

Mr. Mercer said he “ considered the exclusive power of originating money bills 
as 80 t un advantage that it rendered the equality of votes in the te ideal, 
and of no uence.” 

On the next day Mr. Randolph “ expressed his dissatisfaction at the disagree- 
ment on yesterday to section 5 concerning money as 3 the success 
of the 2 and extremely objectionable in itself, and gavo notice that he should 
move for a reconsideration of the vote.“ 


consider the Senate as the more aristocratic body, and will expect 
ded, according to the exam- 

vo some advan’ to the House 
of Representatives, if it extends to the Bt agg g only; but still more if it ro- 
i he called on the smaller States to 


the Raveena e urged against a restriction of the Senate toa simple aflirmation 
or negative.” 

On the question to reconsider there were—yeas 9, nays 1, divided 1. 

The question next came up (see page 510) ina report by Mr. Brearly, from the 
committee of cleven, as follows: 

“ All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives and 
shall be subject to alterations and amendments by the Senate. No money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropriations made by law.” 

Mr, Gouverneur Morris (page 511) moved to postpone its consideration, stating 
that “it had been agreed to in the committee on the ground of compromise, and he 
should feel himself at liberty to dissent from itif on the whole he should not be 
satisfied with certain other parts to be settled.” 

The motion to postpone was carried—yeas 9, nays 2. 

On page 514 Mr. King observed “that the influence of the small States in the Sen- 
ate was somewhat balanced * * * bythe concurrence of the small States in the 
committee in the clause vesting the exclusive origination of money bills in the 


House of Representatives.” 
a ds the following note: 


To which remarks Mr. Madison 
This explains the compromise alluded to by Mr. Gouverneur Morris. Colonel 
large States set great value on this 


Mason, Mr. Gerry, and other members from 
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bills. Of this the members from the small States, 


States, who wished a high-mounted Government, en- 
deavored to avail th ves, by making that privilege the price of 
in the Constitution favorable to the small States, and to the elevation of the Gov- 


ernment.” 
On page 529 the question was settled as follows: 


It was moved to strike out the words ‘and shall be subject to alterations and 
amendments by the Senate, and insert the words ‘but the may propose or 
concur with amendments, as in other bills; which was agreed to nem. con.” 

To which Mr. Madison appended a foot-note as follows : 

This was aconciliatory vote, the effect of the compromise formerly alluded to.“ 

By unanimous consent, the first reading of the bill was dispensed 
with; and the Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for 
amendments. 

The following paragraph was read: 

Capitol police : 

For one captain, $1,600; three lieutenants, at $1,200 each; twenty-one privates, 
at $1,000 each; and six watchmen, at $900 each; in all, $31,600, one-half to be paid 
into the contingent fund of the Senate, and the other half to be paid into the con- 
tingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ATKINS. I offer the following amendment: 

Add after line 125 the following: 

For contingent fund, $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I offer the following amendment: 


In line 120, strike out 81,000“ and insert 51, 100.“ 


I understand the compensation of the privates of the Capitol police 
force at the present time is $1,100. The captain receive $1,600 and 
the lieutenants $1,200 each. I think if the compensation of the pri- 
vates be placed at $1,000 it is too low. 

The amount of compensation now allowed is certainly as low as 
ought to be given toany men performing the duties of policemen here 
abont this Capitol. Most of these men are men with families, and 
the compensation here furnished is not equal to their wants. I have 
no personal interest in any watchman or policeman about this Capitol, 
but the former compensation was $1,200 a year, and it was reduced in 
the last appropriation bill to $1,100, and I propose to give the same 
eee for the next year as was given for the last, and I hope 
the committee will to that. 

Mr. ATKINS. We have simply reduced the salaries of the privates 
on the Capitol police force from $1,100 to $1,000. These gentlemen 
remain within the walls of this Capitol pretty much; they are pro- 
tected from the weather and are not subjected to the same exposure 
or dangers as the police of cities are as a usual thing, and considering 
the t fall in prices of all the necessaries of life and that we have 
got 5 to bed rock, so far as those necessaries are concerned, I think 
this is good pay for the men who stand around this Capitol called 
policemen, with hardly any duties to perform. Besides that, if you 
will contrast the cost of the police force of this Capitol with the cost 
of the police force of the British Parliament you will see that we have 
been paying within the last foux or five years more than twice as 
much as they pay in the British Parliament. I believe they pay there 
only $14,000 a year for the entire police force of the Houses of Parlia- 
ment, while we pay $33,600. 

Now it will be no argument for any gentleman to say, “Oh, will 
you compare free America with a monarchical government?” It is 
too late to make such arguments as that upon a question of dollars 
and cents. 

The labor which these gentlemen perform is not greater than the 
same class of men performs in the British Parliament houses, and it 
seems to me that when we propose to give our policemen $2.50 per 
day, while the police employed in the British houses of Parliament 
get only $1 a day, I think we are quite liberal in the appropriation 
we have made. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For one laborer, $820; four laborers at $600 each ; one telegraph-operator, $400. 

Mr. ATKINS. In line 154 I propose, after the word “laborer,” to 
insert the words “in the bath-room,” and to strike out “8” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “7 ;” so that it will read: 

For one laborer in the bath-room $720. 

I will state to the House that my object in offering this amendment 
is to assign this salary to the man who keeps the bath-room under the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 

For clerk to the Committee of Ways and Means, $2,500; assistant clerk, $1,200; 
clerk to the Committee on 8 82.500; assistant clerk, $1,200; clerk to 
the Committee of Claims, clerk to the Committee on the Public Lands, clerk to the 
* on War Claims, and clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, at 

Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations whether the several committee clerks mentioned in 
this clanse have received the compensation here provided heretofore ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir; their salary is fixed by law. : 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Texas offer an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. REAGAN. No, sir; Idid not know that all the salaries of these 
clerks were fixed by law, although I knew that some of them were. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For one chief engineer, $1,400; two assistant en; $1,200 each; five fire- 
men, at $200 cach. And all engineers and others who are 


. 
ventilating the House shall be subject to the orders, and in all respects under the 


direction of the Architect of the Capitol, subject to the control of the Speaker; 
and no removal or appointment shall be made except with his approval. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move, in line 181, after the word “each,” to insert 
the words “and one laborer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move to amend by adding to the clause the 
words “and except for cause;” so that it shall read: “and no removal 
or appointment l be made except with his approval and except 
for cause.” That is in strict harmony with the theory of civil-service: 
reform, and I think there can be no objection to it. It simply pro- 
vides that there shall be no removals in this department except for 


cause. 

Mr. ATKINS. I certainly do not think that the amendment ought 
to be offered because I think it is rather a reflection upon the appoint- 
ing officer and the Speaker. Surely the Speaker would not approve: 
of a removal unless for cause. 

b Mr. n The amendment applies to the Architect of the 
apitol. 

Mr. ATKINS. It applies both to the Speaker and to the Architect. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that there is good reason for the 
amendment, and I have offered it in good faith and with no e: ta- 
tion that it would reflect either upon the Architect or the Speaker. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is very unusual to hamper the appointing power 
with any suchrestriction asthat. I do not believe the gentleman can. 
find, if hesearchesthroughall the Departmentsof the Government, any 
restriction of that sort ; or if he does it will only be in some few cases. 
As a general thing the appointing power has no such restrictiom 
p upon it. 

I will state further that, as the House is aware, these officers we 
formerly under the Doorkeeper; but the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, after considering the subject mutually, thought that as the 
Architect of the Capitol has charge of the Capitol, and as these en- 

ineers are especially the persons in charge of the ventilation of the 

all and keeping it at the proper temperature, they should be placed 
under the con of the Architect of the Capitol instead of the Door- 
keeper, who knows nothing about their business. The Architect 
knows all about their business, while the Doorkeeper, by virtue of 
his office, is not sup to know anything about their duties, 
Hence we placed them under the control of the Architect. 

Mr. REAGAN. As I shall vote for this amendment, I desire to state 
briefly my reason for doing so. I think the principle of the amend- 
ment pro by the gentleman from Minnesota Mr. DUNNELL] is 
correct. hile it applies in this case to but a single officer, I am 
willing that it shall be applied to him, and I would be glad to have 
an opportunity of applying it in all cases, to all the subordinate offi- 
cers about the Senate and House and in all the Departments. Ithink 
they should not be removed for mere captiousness or from favor or 
for political considerations, but when appointed they should not be 
removed during the term for which they were appointed without 
cause, for misconduct or incapacity. , 

Mr. HOUSE. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of calling the attention of the gentleman who offered this amend- 
ment to the fact that it does not make sense, [laughter,] and for 
that reason I think it ought not to be adopted. His amendment says 
that no removal or appointment shall be made except with the ap- 
proval of the Speaker or for cause. Now, does the gentleman want to- 
provide that no appointment shall be made except for cause? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will modify my amendment. 

Mr. HOUSE. I think it needs modification. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I modify my amendment so that it shall read ‘‘no 
appointment shall be made except with his approval, and no removal 
except for cause.” 

The amendment, as modified, was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, at $1,000 each. 

Mr. DEERING. I move to amend the clause just read by adding 
the following: 

Provided, That the messengers served in the Union Army. 

Mr. ATKINS. Lam willing to accept that amendment. 

The amendment was. agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following = 

For eighteen messengers, at $1,000 each; seven laborers, at $600 each; ten labor - 
ers, during the session, at the rate of $720 each per annum; one laborer, at $600; 
one laborer, (Henry Douglas,) at $840 ; one laborer, at $600; and for one female at- 
tendant in ladies’ retiring-room, 8600 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I move to amend by inserting, after the words. 
“one laborer at $600,” these words: 

ht laborers in charge of cleaning the Hall of the House, known as “ cloak-room. 
men,” at $50 per month during the session. 

My object in offering this amendment is to make this appropriation 
bill in this particular accord as nearly as possible with what has been 
the actual payments for this pu during more than twelve years 
past, as is proved by evidence taken before one of the committees in 
this House on that subject. We have for this long period been in the 
habit of paying these cloak-room men by special resolution at the end. 
of the session. That is an inconsistency which should cease. 

The pay of these men has hitherto been larger than proposed by m 
amendment. I have made it $50 per month so that it will accord wi 
the sum fixed by the Committee on Appropriations for other laborers. 
I would say also that the number employed heretofore has been ten, 
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but the Committee on Civil-Service Reform have 
favor of eight, believing that to be a sufficient number. 
Mr. ATKINS. Does 


Civil-Service Reform! 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I have not been instructed to offer this amend- 
ment, but I know the Committee on Civil-Service Reform are unani- 
mously in favor of it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will not object to the amendment. 

The amendment was d to. x : 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For Chaplain of the House, $900. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I move to amend by striking out “$900” and in- 
serting “$1,000.” I want to pay the man who prays for us as much 
as we pay for a man to open the door. 

Mr. ATETNS. I believe this amendment is subject to the point of 
order that it changes existing law and is not in the line of retrench- 
ment. The salary of the Chaplain has always been $900. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For twenty-five while actually employed, (including three riding-pages,) 
at $60 per month, and for hire of horses, ($500,) $6,500. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to say that members here are very 
much embarrassed by want of copies of this bill; half of us have no 
copies of the bill. 

r. ATKINS. The usual number was printed. I do not know 
whose fault it is that copies cannot be obtained. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The copies of the bill have been taken from the 
document-room. 

The CHAIRMAN. Perhaps the gentleman will find the bill on his 
file. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No; it is not on our files, and I shall soon 
move that the further consideration of this bill be suspended until 
we can obtain copies of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 11 

For twenty-five while actually empl ‘inclu three riding- 
at $60 per —.— aad for hire of horses, be $5,500. S sona) 

Mr. CHALMERS. I move to amend by striking out “twenty-five 
pages,” and inserting “ twenty-eight pages.“ The Committee of Ac- 
counts have given considerable examination and discussion to this 
subject. We find that there are now twenty-nine pages on this floor, 
twenty-eight being authorized by law and one by special resolution of 
the House. Members must all be aware that the present force is not 
greater than is needed. I hope, therefore, that we shall retain at least 
ur ATKINS. T dislike uto mak h against th 

A N islike very much to © a speec e 
“ boys,” and I donot believe I will. Without aking any suggestion 
at all I will allow the vote to be taken. 

The amendment of Mr. CHALMERS was agreed to ; there being ayes 
71, noes not counted. 

È AEE Seah to e by e after 5755 Words “ rid- 
ing-pa in line wo and one telegraphic pa 

ft. ATKINS. Is it the design of the eee that this tele- 
graphio en Pag be one of the twenty-eight ? 

Mr. CLY Yes, sir. Perhaps the amendment might be put in 
better form. 

Mr. DURHAM. I move to amend by striking out the words “ in- 
cluding three riding-pages ” and inserting “three of whom shall be 
Tiding-pages and one of whom shall be page to the telegraphic oper- 
ator. 

Mr. CLYMER. That is more accurate; I accept it as a modifica- 
tion of my amendment. 

Mr. McMAHON. I understand that we have never had more than 
one riding page. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CLYMER] 
will withdraw his amendment I will offer one to cover the same ob- 

ject. 

Mr. CLYMER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend so that the clause will read, “ in- 
cluding two riding Pages and a telegraphic page.” These will be a 
part of the twenty-eight. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the 1 There is some mistake about this 
matter. We have never had more than one riding p As to the 
other page who is removed from service on the floor, his duty is to 
receive and distribute documents coming from the Executive Depart- 
ments. As these pages come directly under my official notice, I feel 
warranted in saying that I think there need be but one riding page. 

Mr. ATKINS. Iam very willing to modify my amendment so as to 
read “including one riding page and one telegraphic page.” 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Then another page can be assigned 
to ths duty I have spoken of. 

The amendment, as modified, was to. 

Mr. ATKINS. As this paragraph has been amended so as to au- 
thorize three more p it will be necessary to change the footing. 
I ask consent that the Clerk be authorized to do this. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For compensation of the Public Printer, $3,600; for chief clerk, (whose appoint- 
ment is hereby authorized.) $2,000; two clerks of class four; one clerk of class 
three; one clerk of class two; one clerk of class one; in all, $13,400. 


to report in 


is amendment come from the Committee on 


Mr, FINLEY. I desire to inquire whether the “ chief clerk” spoken 
of in this an 1 has been heretofore authorized by law. 

spree S. I will state frankly to the gentleman that he has 
no n. ¢ 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I make the point of order that this office can- 
not be created in the present bill. I wish to say— 

Mr. ATKINS. There is no use making a speech upon the subject. 
If the point of order is insisted upon, the clanse must go out. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations how many clerks are now in the employ of the 
Public Printer and what are their salaries. 

. — ATKINS. This bill provides for the same number now em- 
ployed. 

Mr. FINLEY. I desire to say to the gentleman that within the last 
six months the Public Printer has increased the number of his clerks 
and increased their salaries, as I understand, without any authority 
of law and, as I believe from information in my ion, without 
any necessity. He has increased by two the number of salaried 
clerks, though there is no more business done in that office now than 
there was under his predecessor. He has also, as I have said, increased. 
the salaries of these clerks. Iam satisfied that the proper trans- 
action of the business of the Public Printer does not require such a 
number of clerks. Iam not captions about this matter; but I have 
been recently examining this question i 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Is there not a point of order pend- 


ing? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is. 

Mr. FINLEY. I thought the point of order was acceded to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has not yet been disposed 
of. Will tho gentleman again state it ? 

Mr. FINLEY. My point of order is that the billin providing for 
a chief clerk whose salary is fixed at $2,000 goes beyond the author- 
ity of existing law and proposes new legislation. The Committee on 
Appropriations admit, I understand, that there is no law authorizing 
the office of chief clerk of the Public Printer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it to be conceded by the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that this clause is a 
change of existing law. The Chair therefore sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman insists upon the point of order 
the clause must go out. The Committee on Appropriations was well 
aware that the paragraph was subject to a point of order, for there 
is no law authorizing us to increase the salary of this officer to $2,000 
and constitute him a chief clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman insists on the point of order 
the Chair has no alternative but to sustain it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman insist on it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DURHAM. The bill will have to be changed. We reorgan- 
ized that department. There were four clerks of class four and one 
clerk of class three, but we made a chief clerk, giving him $2,000, 
and reduced the four clerks of class four to two. If that is stricken 
out, then there ought to be three clerks of class four to supply the 
deficiency. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does it make an aggregate saving ? 

Mr. DURHAM. It does. 

Mr. FINLEY. What is the pay of these clerks? This bill does 
not fix the pay of any of them except the salary of the chief clerk. 

Mr. CLYMER. That is fixed by law, different pay for a different 
class of clerks. 

Mr. ATKINS. The amount is exactly the same in this bill as in 
the present law, $13,400, exactly the same amount. 

Mr. POTTER. Only differently distributed ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. They are reclassified, that is all. If the 
gentleman insists on his poillt of order it will be neeessary to have 
three clerks of class four instead of two clerks. 

Mr. FINLEY. I was not aware of that fact. I thought the appro- 
priation was an increase over the present law. 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. If there is no increase of appropriation then I with- 
draw my point of order. 

Mr. ATKINS. It has not been increased a single dollar. 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph will stand as it is. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the committee rise; this is Saturday and we 
have done a good day’s work. 

Mr. DURHAM. No; let us go on a half hour longer. 

The committee refused to rise. 


The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 
Mr. BACON. I make the point of order we are proceeding without 
a quorum. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BACON. Then I move the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 105. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further count being demanded the Chair 
will declare the motion rejected. = 

Mr. BACON. I make the point of order there isno quorum present. 

Mr. MCMAHON. That comes too late. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will order tellers, in order to deter- 
mine whether there is a quorum present or not. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask the gentleman to allow us to run on until half- 
past four o’cloek, and then we will agree to the motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to that under- 
standing, and the motion to rise is disagreed to, 


The 


Commissioner of Customs: . 

For Commissioner of Customs, $4,000; deputy commissioner, $2,250; two chiefs 
of divisions, at $2,100 each; two clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 3; t 
clerks of class 2; nine clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; one 
ant messenger; and one laborer; in all, $46,770. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move in line 459 to strike out “eight” and insert 
“ten,” so it will read “ten clerks of class 2,” instead of eight clerks 
of class 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the amount by tite be in- 
creased to correspond with the amendment just adopted 


lerk read as follows: 


The CHAIR . The Chair hears no objection; and it is ordered 
accordingly. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
First Auditor: 


auditor, $2,250 ; five chiefs 


For the First Auditor of the Treasury, $3,600 ; depu! 
clerks 


of division, at $2,000 each ; four clerks of class 4; nine pa Pacers bona api 
of class 2; fourteen clerks of class 1; six clerks, at $1,000 each ; three ole 
each; two assistant messengers; one page, $180; and for labo $2,400; in 
$79,870. And so much of sections of the Revised Statutes numbered 276 and 277 as 
authorizes the appointment and fixes the salary of a Fifth Auditor for the Treasury 
Department is hereby re and the office is abolished, And all acts and parts 
of acts now in force oe aan gon wg ee Sa duties of the same shall app! 
to the office of the First Anditor of the Dee ~ 
ment shall devolve on and be performed under direction of the incumbent of 
the said office, who shall be responsible for the same. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I rise for the purpose of moving an amendment to 
that paragraph. 

Mr. PAGE. I reserve the point of order until we hear what reason 
can be given by the committee for the abolition of the office of Fifth 
Auditor. 

Mr. ATKINS. It is very evident this will lead to some contest, and 
therefore as we have now reached the adjourning hour I move that 
the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
thr chair, Mr. EDEN re that the Co ttee of the ole on 
the state of the Union , according to order, had under considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. No. 4104) making ee for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing Jane 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS, I move b r 
ber, say 300 copies, of the legislative appropriation bill be printed 
for the use of the House, as the number y printed has been 
exhausted. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
SURVEYS OF CONNECTICUT RIVER. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 


unanimous consent an additional num- 


That the Secretary of War be requested to furnish to the House of 
sÀ ort in detail of the 


tatives as soon as ticable a surveys and exam- 
on ch of the Connecticut River between Hartford, in Connecticut, and Holyoke, 
in Massachusetts, made since 1867 under the direction of the War ent. 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent, leave of 
absence was granted, as follows : ¢ 

To Mr. BAGLEY, for ten days; 

To Mr. HUBBELL, for one week, from Monday next, on account of 
important business; and 

To Mr. BriGut, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

FRANÇOIS CAZEAU. 

Mr. NORCROSS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 3060) for 
the relief of the heirs and legal 8 of François Cazeau, 
and moved that the committee be disch. írom the further con- 
sideration of the same, and that it be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

The motion was ig to. 

The motion that the House adjourn was then agreed to; and ac- 
cordingly (at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the Honse 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 
By Mr. BOUCK: The petition of tho publisher of the Shawano 
County (Wisconsin) Journal, for the abolition of the duty on type— 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Also, the petition of citizens of Wisconsin, relative to the price paid 
for labor on public works—to the Committee on Education and La- 


bor. 

oh Mr. BRIDGES: The petition of William H. Snowden and over 
2,000 other citizens of Lehigh Valley, Pennsylvania, against the pas- 
sage of the Wood tariff bill—to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of 154 citizens of Chattanooga, 
Tennessee, that a pension be granted to James M. Allison, a veteran 
soldier of the Mexican war, on account of wounds received at Cerro 
Gordo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of G. A. Prinz, mayor of Callman, 
Alabama, and other citizens of said city, that aid be granted the 
Texas Pacific Railroad, provided its eastern terminus is located at 
W Mississippi—to the Committee on the Pacitic Railroad. 

By Mr. JONES, of Alabama: Resolutions of the Mobile (Alabama) 
Board of Trade, favoring the repeal of the 10 per cent. tax on the 
issues of State banks—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of 26 citizens of Poughkeepsie, 
New York, for the compilation and publication in text form of the 
data used by the War Department in compiling the maps of the bat- 
tle of Gettysburgh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: The petition of the president and counselors 
of the Seneca Nation of Indians, to amend section 2139 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the sale of spirituous liquors 
to Indians—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUTTRELL: The petition of General G. B. Cosby, for the 
removal of his political disabilities—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade and citizens of Vallejo, Cal- 
ifornia, for the completion of the stone dry-dock at Mare Island navy- 
yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. McGOWAN: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of 
Henry O’Neill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McMAHON: The petition of Michael Maegher, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: The petition of B. N. Rowley, against an increase 
of the duty on wrought-iron lap-welded boiler flues and tubes—to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

ay Mr. RICE, of Ohio: 233 relating to the petition of David 
W. Stockstill, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD : The peon of Andrew Beard and 40 otber 
citizens of Licking County, Ohio, against the reduction of the tariff 
on wool—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of New York City, 
against the proposal to attach a coupon or stamp to each cigar in 
addition to the 5 each box of cigars to the same committee. 

By Mr. WALSH: The petition of Theodore Luman and other citi- 
zens of Maryland, that a pension be granted Peter Yarnall—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: Resolutions of the Eureka Coun- 
cil No, 4, of the District of Columbia, Sovereigns of Industry, favoring 
a law that will insure full weight to purchasers of coal, and for the 
appointment of a Government weigher of coal—to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WOOD: The petition of certain ete soldiers, to have 
pub certain pings mcg relative to the battle of Gettysburgh— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


IN SENATE. 


MONDAY, April 29, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 

‘Save Journal of the proceedings of Thursday lust was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the War Department, transmitting a report of Brevet 
Major-General G. K. Warren, major of engineers, upon the subject of 
bridging the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, without the maps. 

Mr. WINDOM moved that the maps accompanying the report be 
referred to the Committee on Printing; which was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid Before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a let- 
ter addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives in ref- 
erence to the bill (H. R. No. 4292) to reduce the expense of the public 
printing and binding, and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FESTIVAL OF SHARPSHOOTERS’ UNION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 

communication; which was read, and ordered to lie on the table: 
New YORK, April, 1878. 


The third national shooting festival of the Sharpshooters’ Union of the United 
States of North America will be held at the park in Union Hill, New Jersey, from 
the 16th to the 24th of Juno next. 
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You and the honorable body over which you have the honor to preside are most 
cordially invited to be present on that occasion. th hepa tage fry thatif your 
official duties will permit you to attend, that you will kindly y to us your ac- 
eeptance 

Most respectfully, 


GEORGE AERY, 


J. H. BEHRENS, 
ing Secretary. 
Hon. W. A. WHEELER, 
Vice- 


President, de. United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mf. MCCREERY. Mr. President, I take pleasure in presenting the 
credentials of my successor in office, Hon. John 8. Williams, who has 
been elected by the Legislature of Kentucky to a seat in the Senate 
for the term beginning on the 4th of March next. His experience in 
affairs and his acknowledged ability will render him a usefal, and he 
will make himself an agreeable, member of this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The credentials will be read. 

The credentials were read and ordered to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the Board 
of Trade of Mobile, eee in favor of the p of House bill 
No. 3983, to organize the life-saving service; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. : 

He also presented a memorial of the American Society of Civil En- 
giveers, in favor of an appropriation for the purpose of continuing 
the triangulations of the Coast Survey where the Legislatures of the 
States shall make provision for the same; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of the United States, in 
favor of a commercial highway by water between the Mississippi 
River and Lake Michigan via the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a petition 
signed by many of the most eminent citizens of Kentucky, of all 
professions and of all political parties, praying that Americus Symmes 
may be assigned to an official position in Captain Howgate’s expedi- 
tion to the north pole. His father was not only a meritorious naval 
commander, but he was a philosopher and devoted much of his time 
to the study of the polar regions. More than fifty years ago he de- 
livered many lectures on the subject. His theories received little 
consideration at the time, but it is now contended by the petitioners 
that research and exploration have in some measure established the 
truth of what was then regarded as a speculation or a dream. The 
son, with becoming reverence and in the strict line of filial duty, 
anxiously seeks an opportunity of vindicating the memory of his 
father by . his name where he believes it belongs, among the 
pioneers of a branch of knowledge still in its infancy. 

Impelled by these high motives and armed with the facts and de- 
ductions of his celebrated ancestor, his presence in the expedition 
would be a touching tribute to the dead and an encouragement to the 
living patiently and cheerfully to endure the hardships and priva- 
tions of a voyage from which there may be no return. 

I have never seen a petition which presented in the signatures a 
more imposing array of talent and learning, nor one more heavily 
charged with intellectual and moral force. I feel acomforting assur- 
ance that the Committee on Naval Affairs will yield readily and grace- 
fully to their wishes. I move its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of Mrs. Sarah C. Abbot, of 
Warren, Rhode Island, widow of the late Trevett Abbot, commander 
of the United States Navy, praying for an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of B. B. Taylor, commander in 
the United States Navy, praying for inqniry and suitable legislation 
to remedy an injustice, as he ahoen, in passing him over in promo- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also pr-sented the memorial of George W. Newball and others, 
citizens of Massachusetts, remonstrating against the passage of any 
act imposing a tax on incomes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Fiuance. 

He also presented the memorial of Isaiah Chase and others, citi- 
zens of Berustable, Massachusetts, masters in the merchant marine, 
and the memorial of the Boston Board of Underwriters, and the 
memorial of the Boston Board of Trade, remonstrating against the 

roposed transfer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the 

avy Department; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the Providence Tool Company, 
remonstrating against the passage of section 19 of the bill (S. No. 
300) to amend the statutes in relation to patents, and for other pur- 
poses; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I present the petition of M. McCullough and 
others, owners and officers of steam-vessels at Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 
ing that Congress will take action on the Honse bill No. 2478, which 
has been pending before the Committee on Commerce since the 25th 
of January last, and asking that, inasmuch as in their opinion the 
provisions of the bill are so vital to steam-navigation interests all 
over the United States and fa Ses to those of the Mississippi Val- 
ley, its passage may be immediate. I move the reference of the peti- 
tion to the Committee on Commerce. 1 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSTQN presented the petition of T. G. Senseney and other 
heirs of the estate of Jacob Senseney, deceased, praying compensation 
for the use and occupancy of certain cg ak belonging to the estate 
of the decedent at Winchester, Virginia, by United bd troops dur- 
ing the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

r. THURMAN presented the memorial of Samuel M. White, jr., 
and others, citizens of Ohio, remonstrating against the proposed trans- 
fer of the life-saving service from the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. I present a memorial from the Board of Trade and 
citizens of Vallejo, California, in favor of an appropriation to con- 
tinue the construction of the stone dry-dock at the Mare Island navy- 
yard, for which purpose the appropriations have been slight or omit- 
ted of late. The memorialists state that these sectional docks are 
now twenty years old and saffering the weakness of age and use and 
deteriorating rapidly; that the greatest care is needed in operatin 
them to prevent accidents with loss of property and life ; that $45, 
was the sum estimated to be required for their repair with an annual 
outlay of $7,000 to maintain them in working order. They say that 
there has been over $1,000,000 already id. Peni for the stone dry- 
dock now building, and without the expenditure of enough more to 
complete it the amount already appropriated will have been substan- 
tially a total loss; that the coffer-dam put up for temporary purposes 
will stand but for a year or two and is liable to give way, in which 
case it would necessitate an enormous expense to the Government. 
They ask, therefore, that an appropriation may be made sufficient to 
complete this necessary work. I move the reference of the memorial 
to the Committee on . 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SARGENT presented a memorial of Ben Franklin & Co., pub- 
lishers and proprietors of the Redding Independent, of Redding. 
California, in favor of a duty of thirty cents per pound being levi 
ou all stereotype and electrotype plates imported into the United 
States, and remonstrating against any action being taken by Congress 
in favor of a petition presented in the interest of the foreign type- 
founders’ agency in San Francisco for the abolition of the duty on 
printing-type ; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Thomas Cott and 55 other 
citizen Indians of Kansas, praying for an adjustment of their affairs 
ma various tribes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

He also presented the petition of S. B. Cole and others, prayin 
that arrears of pension be allowed to Charles Harrison, who servi 
during the late war as a private in Company C, First Nebraska Vol- 
unteer Infantry ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of W. D. Sash and others, citizens 
of Rush County, Kansas, praying that Daniel Smith, a citizen of the 
same county, be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James McCracken, of Camden, 
New Jersey, late a seaman in the United States Navy, praying for a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I present the petition of Mrs. Lucia B. Peck, of 
Burlington, Vermont, with sundry accompanying papers, praying 
for relief for what she considers to have been the i egal imprison- 
ment of her husband in the old Capitol prison here during the war. 
I am a little in doubt whether it ought to go to the Committee on 
Claims or to the Committee on Military Affairs; but I rather think it 
shona go to the Committee on Military Affairs, as it is not a definito 
claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

Mr. HOWE presented the memorial of F. C. Suhrer, remonstrating 
against the confirmation of a claim made by Anna M. Clark to cer- 
tain lands in Florida; which was referred tothe Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a memorial numerously signed by mem- 
bers of the Maritime Association of New York, in favor of an amend- 
ment of the laws of the United States touching commerce and navi- 
gation; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented additional papers in relation to the 
application of Emma Isabella Crain, formerly Smith, of McLean 
County, Illinois, for a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. KIRK WOOD presented the memorial of George W. Clark and 
others, citizens of Iowa; the petition of Nicholas Grensel and others, 
citizens of Iowa; the petition of William Campbell and others, citi- 
zens of Iowa; and the petition of Noble Warwich and others, citizens 
of Iowa, remonstrating against the making of pensions payable in 
pe city of Washington; which were referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. . 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 757) to provide for building a military post 
for the protection of the northern frontier of Montana, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 150) for the relief of 
William McIndoe, aster at Lonaconing, in Alleghany County, 
Maryland, repo. it without amendment. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3071) for the relief of Samuel R. Atwell, late postmaster 
at Winehester, Virginia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1315) for the relief of C. H. Walker, postmaster at Frost- 
burgh, in Alleghany County, Maryland, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROLLINS. I am directed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 4425) to alter 
and amend a law of the District of Columbia relative to the inspec- 
tion of flour, to report it with an amendment striking out in the 
twenty-seventh and twenty-eighth lines the word “inspection,” and 
3 “inspector ;” and I ask that the bill may be considered at 
this time. 

The PRESIDENT are tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I trust that the members of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia will not insist upon reporting important 
measures and asking their present consideration. We shall be com- 
pelled, a number of us, to interpose objections to such an irregular 
mode of transacting very important business. We are not in the 
habit of proceeding to the present consideration of bills coming from 
other committees when they are reported, and I see no reason or 
excuse why bills coming from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia should always be brought up and acted upon as soon as 
reported. I ask that the bill take its regular course aud that it be 
placed on the Calendar to come up as the other legitimate business 
of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the present 
consideration of the bill, arfd it will take its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. DORSEY. I think the statement of the Senator from Missouri 
is entirely uncalled for. The members of the Committee on the Dis- 
triet of Columbia have not been in the habit of reporting bills and 
asking for their immediate consideration. On the contrary, I fancy 
the District Committee has occupied as little of the time of the Sen- 
ate as any other committee of the body, and this is the first bill, I 
venture to say, this winter the immediate consideration of which 
was asked by the committee when it was reported. I did not know 
at the time that the Senator having charge of the bill was goin to 
ask its immediate consideration; but the whole bill which the Sen- 
ator says is so very important simply amounts to reducing the fee 
which the inspector of flour in the District gets from two cents a bar- 
rel to one cent a barre]. That is all the importance of the bill. 

Mr. ROLLINS. Will the Senator from Missouri withdraw his ob- 
jection that I may say a word? 

OCKRELL. Irise to a question of order. The bill is not 
before the Senate. 
3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has gone over under the 
objection. 
. ROLLINS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to cor- 
rect the error into which he has fallen! 

Mr. COCKRELL. When the bill comes up in its regular order we 
‘can discuss its points. 

Mr. ROLLINS. The Senator from Missouri ought not to have oc- 
cupied the time of the Senate to make an erroneous statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 849) ting a pension to James C. Downer, 
reported it without amendment, aud submitted a report thereon; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
* R. No. 1975) to amend an act granting a pension to William Haf- 

‘ord, of South Yarmouth, Massachusetts, approved May 8, 1874, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 932) granting a pension to Cornelius Le Roy, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 978) granting a pension to Hiram M. Kuhn, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 524) granting a pension to Lemuel L. Lawrence, late sec- 
ond lieutenant vad prep B in the Sixth Regiment Illinois Cavalry 
Volunteers, reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 13) for the relief of Amy King, reported adversely thereon ; 
and the bill was 8333 indetinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
‘tion of Portman Swafford, late of Company D, Fifth Tennessee Mounted 
Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were 
disc d from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Otho W. Beal, praying to be allowed a pension, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 
and the committee were discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition. 


He ac from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 


tion of Phebe Wilson, praying to be allowed a pension on account of 
the services of her husband, William Wilson, in the war of 1812, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to be printed 
—— me committee were discharged from the further cônsideration of 

e petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 744) granting a pension to Sarah McCooly, reported it with- 
oat amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary to make a report in answer to a resolution instructing that 
committee to inquire into the ee for which the New York post- 
office building may properly used. I may say that this is the 
unanimous report of the committee. I move that it be printed and 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 387) to correct the date of commission of cer- 
tain officers of the Quartermaster’s Department, have considered the 
same and instruct me to report adversely and recommend that the 
bill do not pass. There will be in this case a report of a minority of 
the committee, and I ask that both reports be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am instructed by the mman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 387) to cor- 
rect the date of commission of certain officers ef the Quartermasters 
Department, to submit the views of the minority, and to move that 
they be printed with the report of the majority. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MCPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1147) for the relief of the Newark Stamp- 
ing Company, of Newark, New Jersey; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MATTHEWS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1148) to amend section 619 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1149) to provide for the service of process 
in cases of interpleader in the courts of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1150) to amend section 5447 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1151) to amend section 5497 of the Revised Statutes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1152) to provide for the payment of certain 
improvements on lands now embraced in the military reservation of 
he Cameron, in the Territory of Utah; which was read twice by its 

itle. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce this bill at the request of the Dele- 
gate from Utah. I know nothing about its merits. I move the ref- 
erence of the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was . W to. 

Mr. COCKRELL also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1153) to provide for ascer- 
taining and reporting the expenses incurred by the Territory of Idaho, 
and the people thereof, in defending themselves from attacks and 
hostilities of the Nez Percé Indians in the year 1877, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK (by roquen asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1154) to incorporate the National 
Fair Grounds Association; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1155) for the relief of William Hol- 
loway ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1156) to amend section 4898 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and refered to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1157) for the relief of Lieutenant Isaac S. Lyon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BOOTH asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No, 1158) for the relief of Miller & Richard; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1159) to further define the rights of pre-em 
tion entry within railroad limits; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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Mr. ALLISON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1160) to amend section 2441 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to e a bill (S. No. 1161) for the relief of Marie 
Barton Greene; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. No. 27) provid- 
ing for transportation by the military authorities of John J. Manuel 
and two infant daughters from Camp Howard, Idaho Territory, to 
Saint Charles, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a resolution (S. R. No. 28) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to lease certain Indian lands; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. ð 

Mr. KIRKWOOD (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1162) to amend the act 
relating to patents for inventions; which was read twice by its title, 
and re AER to the Committee on Patents. 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

Mr. EUSTIS, Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, Mr. JOHNSTON, and 
Mr. GARLAND submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 
them respectively to the bill (H. R. No. 4236) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO POST-ROUTE BILL, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, Mr. KELLOGG, Mr. MATTHEWS, Mr. SAUN- 
DERS, Mr. BAILEY, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. MERRIMON, and Mr. 
HILL submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them re- 
spectively to the bill (H. R. No, 4286) to establish post-roads in the 
several States therein named; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. EUSTIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. No. 4246) makin vi ie aap for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other Terpo; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CHICKASAW PERMIT LAW. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Ju be instructed to inquire into and 
geport upon the validity of the so-called permit law which was enacted by the 
Legislature of the Chic w Nation on the 17th day of October, 1876. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask to file with the resolution a copy of the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The accompanying paper will go 
with the resolation. 

EXPENDITURES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DORSEY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish the Senate 
with a statement of all the appropriations and expenditures from the national 


Treasury for public and private Ned in the District of Columbia from July 16, 
1790. to June 30, 1876, showing also the repayments, amounts carried to the surplus 
fund, receipts from sales of public lots, &c., with such notes and references as may 


be requisite for a full understanding of the transactions. 
WASHINGTON MARKET COMPANY, 

Mr. DORSEY. I offer the following order: 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate have printed for the use of the Senate 
400 copies of the arguments and evidence relating to the alleged violation of their 
charter by the Washington Market Company. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be referred to the 
‘Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DORSEY. I should be glad to have it adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none; and it is agreed to. 
MAIL-ROUTES IN MAINE. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be directed to in- 
«quire into the expediency of establishing a mail-route from Anson to West's Mill, 
via Stork's, in the State of Maine. 

Mr. HAMLIN also submitted the following resolution; which was 
-eonsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads be directed to in- 
-quire into the propriety of establishing a mail-route from Hartford to Canton Vil- 
fage, in the county of Oxford, Maine. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A 5 5 (H. R. No. 1757) relating to vessels not propelled by steam 
or sail; 


A bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and 


for other p ; 
A bill (H. E. No. a) making appropriations for the current and 


contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling ey. 

stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 

1879, and for other purposes; and 

8 A aU 855 R. No. 4574) to remove the political disabilities of George 
. Shyrock. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S 
No. 35) to repeal the baukrupt law, with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3068) for the 
allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officer of the 
Treasury Department. 

The m also announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
3822) making appropriations for the naval service for the year end- 
ing nne 30, 1879, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr, R CLYMER of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. James H. BLOUNT of Georgia, and Mr. EUGENE HALE of Maine 
managers at the conference on its part. 

The m further announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3987) to regu- 
late the advertising of mail-lettings. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a resolu- 
tion for the appointment of a joint committee to be denominated 
“joint committee on the census” to consider and report upon the 
proper measures to be adopted for the taking of the next census; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 149) for the relief of Charles B. Varney; 

A bill (S. No. 378) for the relief of William L. Hickam, of Missouri, 
guardian of the minor children of Hillary J. Jenkins; 

A bill (S. No, 706) authorizing the President of the United States 
2 ae certain negotiations with the Ute Indians in the State of 

‘olorado ; 

A bill (8. No. 767) authorizing the Secretary of War to allow the 
interment in the national cemetery at New Berne, in the State of 
North Carolina, of the remains of the late R. F. Lehman, late a com- 
missioner of the United States circuit court in the eastern district of 
North Carolina ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 847) for the relief of Susan Robb; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1224) for the relief of Will R. Hervey; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2096) for the relief of James Fishback, late a col- 
lector of internal revenue, tenth district, State of Illinois; 

A pill (H. R. No. 2884) for the relief of Samuel H. Canfield, post- 
master at Seymour, Connecticut; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1385) for the relief of the minor heirs of John H. 
Evans, deceased ; 7 

A bill (H. R. No. 3068) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3102) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to employ temporary clerks, and making appropriations for the same; 
alsom g appropriations for detecting trespass on public lands, and 
for bringing into market public lands in certain States, and for other 


purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the pobio printing and binding for the current fiscal year; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3740) to provide for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for the fiscal year endin 
June 30, 1878, and for prior years, for subsistence of the Army, an 
for other pu and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 78) granting the use of artillery, tents, 
&c., at the national soldiers and sailors’ reunion to be held at Mari- 
etta, Ohio. 7 

ISLAND OF CUBA. 

Mr. CONOVER. Mr. President, some weeks ago I submitted ares- 
olution, which is now upon the Calendar, calling upon the President 
for special information relative to affairs in Cuba. I ask the Senate 
to take up that resolution now, in order to indulge me in some very 
brief remarks upon it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted by Mr. Conover March 20th: 


Resolved, That the President is hereby requested to communicate to the Senate, 
if not incompatible with the public interest, such information as the Government 
has received W ee terms and conditions under which the surrender of the 
Cuban insurgents has been made, together with such other information in his oe 
pa respecting the future policy of Spain in the government of the island of 
u 


Mr. CONOVER. Mr. President, I desire to state very briefly the 
considerations which have induced me to call upon the President for 
the information referred to in this resolution. I shall not occupy the 
time of the Senate with any extended remarks. 

It is the good fortune of this Government not only to be at peace 
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with all other nations, but to have set an example to the world of 

ul arbitration in great questions of national concern; and we 
are now conducting our diplomatic intercourse with all nations in a 
spirit of mutual concession and with an earnest determination to 
avoid all violent methods of redress. 

We cannot lose sight of the 8 that the interests of this 
country in connection with the Spanish government are somewhat 
involved. The publie policy of Spain in its colonial government on this 
continent has been for a vagy | of such a character as to greatly 
injure the commercial interests of the United States. It has been a 
2 of repression and rapacity. It is a traditional policy, delib- 
erately conceived in a period when liberal ideas were only germi- 
nating. 

The tenacity with which Spain resists all efforts to create mutual 
interests and its blind adhesion to old usages demonstrate the evil 
spirit which denies the universal demands of the age. The colonial 
policy of Spain has been the fruitful source of all the trouble expe- 
rienced by this Government in regard to the rights of American citi- 
zens in Spanish dominions. No other government has so often and 
so seriously provoked the popular indignation of this country. No 
other goverument has so defiantly menaced the peaceful relations of 
the two countries. No other nation so persistently refuses to be 
guae in its public policy by those wise considerations recognized 

y the enlightened judgment of the world. For all these reasons, 
the people of this country are deeply concerned in whatever pertains 
to the political condition of Cuba. 

It may seem surprising, but I think I am correct in the statement 
that our trade with Cuba, in the aggregate, is second only to what it 
is with Great Britain. It amounts to nearly $100,000,000 annually, 
equal to one-tenth of the total abn and import trade of South an 
Central America, the entire West Indies, and Mexico. But we sell to 
Cuba only $15,000,000 te $20,000,000 a year, while we purchase from 
$75,000,000 to $20,000,000 a year. This e traffic has ene out of 
the actual necessities of trade with Cuba, and in spite of the oppres- 
sive restrictions imposed by the Spanish government upon commer- 
cial intercourse with this country. The balance of 860, 000, 000 in 
favor of Spanish merchants and planters in Cuba is the result of 
what is no more nor less than an infamous system of commercial pil- 
lage and administrative corruption. 

he ponas of Spain in Cuba been tolerated by this Government 
through sheer necessity. In vain the United States has remonstrated 
through the castomary channels of official intercourse. Equally use- 
less have been the measures of retaliation, such as discriminating ton- 
nage dues and prohibiting duties on Cuba coffee. Seven-tenths of the 
export trade of Cuba is with the United States. Bat what do we 
exchange in products of this country? American producers are con- 
fronted by a prohibitory impost on the introduction of flour into Cuba 
of seven or eight dollars a barrel, and by tonnage dues and port 
charges so excessive and arbitrary as to seriously injure the com- 
merce of this country with that island. 

The enormons tax upon American breadstuffs amounts to about 150 
per cent., and yet to make good bread for the million and a half pop- 
ulation of Cuba a competent authority says it is necessary to add to 
Spanish flour a fifth part at least of the American article. Not only 
flour, but rice, lard, butter, cheese, salt fish, and beef, common com- 
modities, are subject to more or less rigorous imposts, only occasion- 
ally modified by necessity. Not one dollar, not the remotest advan- 
tage of this restrictive policy inures to the benefit of the real pro- 
ducer, The farmer in Spain gets not a penny more for his grain than 
if the ports of Cuba were open to the world. But the speculator is 
enriched, and between the speculating class and the Government 
officials in Cuba a system has been devised which cheats the Govern- 
ment itself of its revenues, creates local power in the hands of a grasp- 
ing and unprincipled class of adventurers from Spain, who have the 
ability and the resources to defy all measures of commercial reform 
or of political progress. 

It is hardly n „Mr. President, that I should add details to 
this general statement. Every Senator is aware of the condition of 
our commercial interests in Cuba and of the vast opportunity which 
might occur for the expansion of our trade and commerce in that 
direction. For years we bave been trying to obtain a revision of 
the treaty of 1795 with Spain. It was generally understood, four 
years ago, that Mr. Cushing was sent to Spain by President Grant as 
much for this special object as for the amicable settlement of the 
Virginius case. But what has resulted in regard to the treaty? Abso- 
lutely nothing. Mr. Cushing was recalled and Mr. Lowell, the poet, 
is now supposed to be employed in negotiating a new treaty of com- 
merce. 

It may not be generally known, yet Senators will probably recur 
to the event, tbat in 1818 and for some years subsequent the commer- 
cial interests of this country with Cuba were on a vastly better foot- 
ing than they are to-day. Restrictions on the trade of foreign nations 
with Cuba were then abolished. The island had a political repre- 
sentation. ‘The pean augmented wonderfally. 8 
received a remarkable impetus. A comparatively liberal and wise 

licy was then pursued by the Spanish government in the admin- 

ation of its colonial affairs. 

But there are 6 7775 considerations than these, Mr. President, which 
to my mind compel this Government to watch with careful solicitude 


the policy of Spain in regard to Cuba. The duty of the Government 
in protecting American rights and interests in Cuba has been attended 


with many difficulties. The tendency has been to compromise the 
friendly relations which fortunately have been preserved, and I trust 
will ever exist, between the United Statesand Spain. We have always. 
had a large class of individual interests to take care of. The settle- 
ment of these eases has involved reclamations and indemnities and 
apologies which seem to have kept the governing officials of both 
countries continually bowing to each other, with the disadvantage to 
the Spanish officials of having to occasionally put their hands in their 
pockets. But all these apologies and indemnities do not remove the 
cause of the perpetual trouble which this Government suffers at the 
hands of Cuba. 

Apologies may gratify a sense of honor and dignity. Money indem- 
nities may satisfy the wrongs of claimants. But as we wish a con- 
tinuance of this state of things? Is there no safeguard by which a 
nation can secure justice and peace for the future? Does an indem- 
nity of $80,000 sufticiently compensate for the barbarous massacre in 
cold blood of the fifty-three passengers and crew of the Virginius? Is 
any such policy to be tolerated or such a practice in the administration 
of any civilized government recognized which allows first a wanton 
crime and then receives payment for it in gold and apologies? 

Mr. President, the whole record of Spanish outrages, abuses, and 
injuries in Cuba has but one cause. There is one origin for all 
this wrong. There has never been an outrage upon justice, a delib- 
erate defiance of international rights, a violation of international 
law, a want of respect for the universal sentiment of humanity, or 
any other arbitrary and unnatural course of conduct by the Spanish 
officials in Cuba that has not its origin in the policy of repression 
which the traditions of Spain still force upon the people of Cuba. 
Every assault upon the rights of American citizens and every act of 
injury to American interests is traceable directly to the malign spirit 
of oppresssion which has paralyzed every just and worthy aspiration 
of the Cuban people for improvement and self-government. You 
may take any instance of personal eruelty or of arbitrary exaction 
in the administration of that island and it will be found to be the 
legitimate offspring of the iniquitous colonial policy which is toler- 
ated by other nations professing to be morally shocked at the crimes 
they tolerate. Why, sir, the liberal voice of the Spanish nation has 
e its utter detestation of the repressive measures of its co- 

onial policy. 

In tlie Spanish Cortes, in 1872, one of the most distinguished Span- 
ish statesmen boldly asserted that the real rebels in Cuba were not 
the negro slaves seeking their personal freedom nor the native Cubans 


justly aspiring for civil liberty, but the real criminals were the Span- 


ish volanteers—the resident slaveholders—who conspired to resist all 
measures of liberal reform. They were powerful enough to be able 
to check the successful execution of all intended reforms, 

The line of public policy announced by Mr. Castellar in 1874 in re- 
gard to Cuba is an indication of what the liberal feeling in Spain 
recognizes and advocates. 

First— 

Said President Castellar— 


the immediate abolition of slavery. Second, the autonomy of theislands of Porto 
Rico and Cuba, which shall have a parliamen: assembly of theirown, theirown 
administration, their own ernment, and a federal tie to unite them with Sj 5 
as Canada is united with d. in order that we may found the liberty of 
states and at the same time conserve the national integrity. 


The Government of the United States, the people of this country, 
will joyfully hail the adoption of such a wise and just policy as this 
by the government of Spain. Time and again in its diplomatic in- 
tercourse with this country has the Spanish government assured us 
of its desire to establish liberal reforms in our commercial relations 
and in the political government of Cuba. But some excuse for inac- 
tion has invariably followed the expression of good intentions. The 
war of rebellion in Cuba since 1868, the civil war in Spain, the u- 
lar uprisings in Spanish provinces, seriously menacing the stability 
of the government, have been the pretexts for delay and evasion. 
These excuses no longer exist. Spain is at It is now under- 
stood that the struggle of the Cubans has been abandoned by volun- 
tary surrender. Overtures have been made by the Spanish Were 
ment involving concessions which point substantially to the adoption 
of the reforms announced by Mr. Castellar. Is our information cor- 
rect? Are we not concerned to know whether any such favorable 
change is to occur so vitally important to our commercial growth in 
Cuba and so suggestive of the beneficent progress of popular intelli- 
gence and government? 

Mr. President, I do not believe that any occasion can arise which 
would justify a departure from the well-settled American principle 
of non-interference in the domestic policy of other states. But I 
do believe that we may go a little further than Mr. Webster did in 
1824 in interpreting the duty of this Government in relation to the 
Greek revolution. I think we can go a little further in the direction 
of awise and just declaration of our American policy. The duty 
and mission of a popular representative government may be defined 
with larger latitude in this age of a any Withont violating our 
international obligations, without abusing the friendly character of 
our intercourse with nations, there are potential ways that should be 
adopted by which the popular jndgment of this country may be im- 
pressed upon the civilization of the age. The interests of this coun- 
try are not merely concerned as to who possesses the political sover- 
eignty of Cuba. It is quite im t to us to know how that sov- 
ereignty is to be exercised by whomsoever holds the de jure or de facto 
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vernment. Spain cannot afford to long defy the enlightened opin- 
‘on of the world. She cannot afford to insult and abuse the average 
conscience of this age of moral pro, and of popularrights. Nor 
can it afford much longer to resist those reciprocal tendencies which 
trade and commerce develop and which will force conviction upon 
the reason of the people in spite of the most determined obstinacy. 

The present situation in Cuba seems to be especially favorable for 
most important reforms in our commercial intercourse, and such re- 
forms as will have equally fortunate results in the cause of humane 
and jpet government for the future in that island. I think the coun- 
try demands that this subject shall not escape the attention of Con- 


I move the adi 
The PRESID 
the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. WINDOM, the bill (H. R. No. 4246) making appro- 

priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 

rending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and the bill (H. 

E. No. 4549) making appropriations for the current and contingent 

of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stip- 

ulations with various Indian tribes, forthe year ending June 30, 1879, 

and for other purposes, were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL, 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I move to take from the table the bill to re- 
the bankrupt law, which has been returned from the House of 
resentatives with two amendments. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay the amendments 
of the House before the Senate. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Does the Senator from Michigan propose to 
put that bill on its 7 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CT. f propose to move concurrence in the first 
amendment and to offer an amendment to the second amendment of 
the House. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I object to the present consideration of the bill, 
if I have a right under the rules of order to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects to 
its consideration y- It will go over. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be referred. 

Mr. McCREERY. I object to the reference of the bill to repeal the 
bankrupt law. 

Mr. McDONALD. There was no motion to refer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Ohio objected to 
the present consideration. Now the Senator from Kentucky objects 
to a reference to the committee. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I think a reference to the committee is en- 
tirely unnecessary. I believe the- members of the committee have 
considered the amendments and to the first amendment and 
to an amendment to be offered to the second amendment of the House 
of Representatives. I think a reference is wholly unnecessary. It 
will only lead to delay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the House will 
lie on the table with the bi 


THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the Senate proceeds to the consideration of the Calendar. The first 
case on the Calendar will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first case on the Calendar at the point 
where its consideration was left off on Thursday last is the bill (S. 
No, 864) to provide for the construction, maintenance, and operation 
of a military tel ph in Dakota and Montana Territories. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I inquire whether the resolutions on the Cal- 
endar do not come up in their order first. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. We are not within the mornin 
hour. The practice been to take up bills after the expiration 
the morning hour. 


IMPROVEMENTS OF FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. Then I ask unanimous consent to consider and 
the resolution submitted by me on the 25th instant, asking for 
information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can move to take it up. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I move to take it up. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report to 
the Senate what amounts of money have been expended for improvements of the 
Fox and Wisconsin Rivers and intersecting canal or canals in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; also, how much it will cost to complete the said improvements so as to make 
the same navigable and useful, and what public benefit has been or is likely to be 
derived from such improvements and expenditure; also, how much money has been 

ded for proc the right of way, — as damage to private p 4 
and how much mon been expended for ai eys’ fees in settling rights of 
way; the names of attorneys and the names and salari: 
as superintendents upon the said improvements. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that he modify 
his resolution so as to n the amount expended by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. This Fox River canal is a very old affair, 
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tion of the resolution. 
pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 


es of all men employed 


and a great deal of money was expended before the Government took 
charge of it. Perhaps the Secretary of War would not be able to fur- 
nish an accurate account of it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I presume that is the meaning of the resolution. 
It does not ask the Secretary of War for information except such as 
he is able specifically to give. I have no objection to the insertion of 
the words at to make clear that idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that would make it more specific. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolation will be so modified, 

Mr. HOWE. Ithink the amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Iowa is very proper, to relieve the Secretary of War from all doubt 
upon the point, though I should put the construction upon it which 
the Senator from Ohio does. I think it very proper that the Senate 
should have whatever. information there is in the possession of the 
War Office on this point. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I was unfortunate enough not to 
hear the resolution. If I understand it, it is a resolution calling for 
information only from the Secretary. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. That is all. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TERRITORIAL MILITARY TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I call for the re order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e first case on the Calendar at 
the point where it is now to be considered is the bill (S. No. 864) to 
provide for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a mili- 
tary telegraph in Dakota and Montana Territories. 

Mr. McMI . The chairman of the committee reporting the 
bill is absent, and I ask that it go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not object to that bill. 
There is a report which explains the whole matter, and it is consid- 
ered by the y a matter of material interest, and there are other 
members of the committee present as familar with it as the chair- 


man. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think the bill had better go over this morning. 
I should like to look into it further. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota objects, 
and the bill will be passed over. 


MISSOURI WAR CLAIMS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 893) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to examine the evidence of iy Soma 
made by the State of Missouri since April 17, 1866, to the officers and 
privates of the militia forces of said State for military services ac- 
tually performed in the suppression of the rebellion, in full concert 
and co-operation with the authorities of the United States, and sub- 
ject to their orders, and to make report thereof to Congress; which 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was Bea pa to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 

OSAGE COUNSEL FEES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 582) providing 
for the payment of counsel fees in Osage ceded land suits. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to that. It is too important to be con- 
sidered under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Dill will be passed over. 


WILLIAM 8. DAVIS, 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. SERA ariba 
ing a pension to William S. Davis, late private in Company E, Thirty- 
first Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was considered asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Is there a written report in that case? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to hear the facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BRUCE 
on the 10th instant: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill Es R. No. 1780) 
granting a pension to William S. Davis, late private Company E, Thirty-first Illi- 
nois Volunteers, submit the following report : 

The evidence submitted in this case shows that petitioner was a member of Com- 
pany E, Thirty-first Illinois Volunteer Infantry, for one hundred days from Octo- 

r 15, 1864, and that while on a forced march Marietta to Savannah, 
in 3 1864, he received a — wound in the left 
in the total loss of the use of said It farther from 
claimant, while in the hospital on account of his 
cose veins on his leg, caused by hard marching, and was 
2 we that shee Davie discharged, thinking the affection of- his 

a when was 3 e 
Goal be temporary, he did not apply for pension except on the ground ot ae 


ability of his ; but subsequently the affection of the leg grew much worse 
and became — — disabling, until about — — since, when he became 
— of hopelessness of recovery and applied for a pension on the ground 
of variz. 


Pension was allowed claimant for the disability of his hand, (see certificate 
110817.) but the claim for increase of pension on account of variz was relented by 
the Commissioner of Pensions, because it was alleged that said increase “was 
barred under the provisions of section 4717." It is evident that claimant was q 
healthy man when he entered the service and that he left the service with his 
health 11 destroyed. It is further in evidence that he was a brave and 
faithful soldier and is deprived of the increase o Peay for in his petition, not for 

k of merit in the claim, but merely a technical point growing out of an innocent 
and unavoidable delay in filing his before the 

The circumstances the committee recommend+the passage of_ the 
House bill No. 1780, : 72 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
DOUGHTY & CARD. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1066) for the relief 
ot Doughty & Card; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for paying to Doughty & Card, attorneys, of 
Lake City, Minnesota, $115.32, in full satisfaction of the fees and 
expenses of Hiram Powers, constable; W. J. Jacobs, justice of the 
peace, and the witnesses, and their own fees and charges, in and 
about the taking of depositions for the United States in the case of 
Parish & Co. vs. The United States, in the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Penate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS M. SIMMONS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1067) for the relief 
of Thomas M. Simmons; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It provides for paying to Thomas M. Simmons $5,994.83, 
in full payment for the use and occupation of the premises known as 
the Ala press yard No. 2 and the Crescent City press in New 
Orl in the years 1863, 1864, and 1865, by the United States troo 
and in full satisfaction of any and all liability of the Government for 
rent, occupation, or damages, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

T. B. KELLY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief 
of T. B. Kelly; which was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It provides for the payment to Second Lieutenant T. B. Kelly, late 
an officer in the Signal for services rendered by him from April 
4, 1863, to September 15, 1864, during which period he was paid only 
the pay of a private soldier while performing the duties of an officer 
and supporting himself. 

The bin was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TRANSPORTATION OF IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 
The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 576) to amend 
the . in relation to immediate transportation of imported mer- 
chandise. 


The bill was read. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That appears to be a very impor- 
tant bill. It makes sundry changes in the Revised Statutes and con- 


fers additional privileges upon the Secretary of the Treasury; and it 
occurs to me that, without some explanation of the necessity of it or 
something from the Treasury Department showing the necessity, it 
ought not to pass. However, I will listen to the Senator who re- 
ported the bill if he wishes to say anything. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, this bill involves the amendment 
to a slight degree of several sections of the Revised Statutes. Inthe 
sections referred to the term “vehicle” is used as a means of trans- 

rtation, and merchandise is to be transported in a sealed car. This 

ill provides for the transportation of small packages of merchandise 
in trunks and in the original packages, to be sealed and to be trans- 

orted under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 


ect. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. May I ask the Senator, to save time, 
whether there is a recommendation from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury asking for this additional legislation! 

Mr. McMILLAN, There is not. The matter was submitted to the 
Secre of the Treasury, and a part of the bill does not meet with 
his approbation; and I called the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that such a communication had been received when I made the re- 
port. The communication of the Secretary of the Treasury is with 
the bill, and pe 4 be read. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think it is almost too important 
a bill to be discussed under the five-minute rule. I think it had better 

over. 

9228 McMILLAN. The only reason why this matter should not go 
over is that it is desirable, if the bill is to pass, that it should pass 
early, in order to enable the companies having charge of the trans- 
portation of goods to make their arrangements for transporting the 
1 8 which shall come to this country from the Paris exposition, 

he bill provides for the transportation of merchandise in trunks and 
in 12 sealed, instead of sealed cars, to inland ports of appraisal, 
and they are there to be appraised; and it seems to the committee 
that this method of transportation will secure the payment of import 
duties to a large extent that otherwise the Government would be 
defrauded of. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. While of course I onght to listen 
to the Senator if he desires to make any remarks, this is a bill which 
I learn from the Senator that the Secretary of the Treasury does not 
approve. It is certainly very important when we come to alter the 
revenue laws in sundry parts of the Revised Statutes that the mat- 
ter be considered ver, 5 In my judgment it ought to meet 
the approbation of those who have the duties to perform, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the collector at the port of New York, for 
instance, but especially the Secretary, as he is the responsible man. 
It onght to meet his approval fully, or it onght not to pas, Neither 
the Senator from Minnesota nor myself knows anything about the 
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effect of the bill upon the collection of the revenue, and I think it 


ought to go over, 

Mr, MoMILLAN. The Senator from West Virginia will allow me 
to say that I suppose the policy of the Treasury Department is to 
prevent the transportation of merchandise to any of the inland ports 
without an app l at the original port of entry. We have our in- 
land ports of appraisal established, and if are transported with- 
out any change they can go to those inland ports and be appraised 
and delivered to their consignee, or the person who is to receive the 
goods, with much less delay than is now occasioned; and this trans- 
portation is to be under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, according to such regulations as he may 8 It will only 
enable the recipients of ight at these inland ports to receive their 
goods at a much earlier day than they otherwise would; and it seems 
to me that there would be no inducement to defraud the revenue 
under those circumstances, there being no delay at the ocean ports, 
but the goods would be transported immediately, and those who 
would receive them would not object to the payment of duties. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is it not true also that all importers in the rural 
districts of the country are often subjected to annoying expenses on 
the part of those who have to do with putting through their goods? 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is a frequent cause of complaint. 4 the 
Senator from West Virginia has no objection to it, I hope we shall 
act on the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I cannot consent to the bill being 
acted on now. 

Mr. McMILLAN. er 0 e communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury had better be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia object? 

= ce ET ey I ask that the communication from the Secre- 

read. 
DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no objection to that; but 
as at present advised, I shall object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The communication is not here; 
and the bill will be laid aside temporarily. 


PIER-LIGHTS AT MISSISSIPPI JETTIES. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1639) making 
an appropriation for pier-lights at the entrance of the jetties in the 
South Pass of the Mississippi River; which was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It appropriates $10,000 for the erection and 
maintenance of pier-lights, under the direction of the Light-House 
eee the entrance of the jetties in the South Pass of the Missis- 
si iver. 

he bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief 
of settlers on the public lands. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to have this laid aside temporarily. 
I desire to look at it. I do not object to the principle. 


DISTRICT CHURCH PROPERTY. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3690) to relieve’ 
the churches of the District of Columbia and to clear the title of the 
trustees to such property. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments, in line 7, after the word “ exemptions,” to in- 
sert “from taxation;” and in line 8, after the word “property,” to insert 
“which was actually held and used for the purpose of divine worship ;”” 
and in line 9, to strike out the words“ from taxation;” so ns to read : 

That so much of an act of Congress entitled An act for the government of the 
District of Wr Kap for other purposes," approved June 20, 1874, as was con- 
strued to authorize the commissioners of the rict to set aside former exowp: 
tions from taxation of church property which was actually held and used for the 
pury ose of divine worship, and to enforce a tax upon such property, be, and is hereby, 
repealed; and the title to such propa is hereby declared to vest in tho trustees, 
or such other persons as held the title to the same at the time of the passage of the 
act of 1874, or their successors in interest, notwithstanding the sale of such prop- 
erty for non-payment of taxes. 

The next amendment was, to insert as section 2: 

Src. 2. That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they hereb 
are, authorized and required to refund to the trustees ö of suc! 
church or churches as have paid the taxes assessed against them under the act of 
June 20, 1874, such sums respectively as were i by each upon property actually 
held and used for the purpose of divine worship. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear that explained. Is there any 
bag ety ? If there is, I should like to hear the report. 
. HARRIS. There is a report which can be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Har- 
RIS on the 15th instant: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 3690) to relieve the churches of the District of Columbia and to clear the 
title of the trustees to such property, has had the same under consideration, and 


igo 
hat by referring to a letter addressed to your committee by the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, it will be seen that under act of June 20, 1874, the 
church property within the District was valued at $1,590,744 and that the taxes 
assessed upon the church property in the oity of Washington amounted to $42,- 
773.82; in Georgetown, to $2,691.37; in the county of Washington, to $985.90, making 
an 1 ge of $46,651.00; of which amount $2,566.68 has been collected, leavin, 
ar 1 accrued penalty of $3,360.82, making an aggregate of $47,445.23 0 
un 
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The property was advertised in Jane, 1875, at a cost to the District of $744.15, 
which, added to unpaid taxes, makes $48,189.38 as the aggregate charges against 
said property, at which h prion the District of Columbia became the purchaser at 
the tax sale, and now holds said 8 subject to redemption by the payment of 
said sum with interest at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum from 29th of June, 
1875, the date of sale. 

The bill under consideration repeals so much of the act of 20th June, 1874, as 
authorized the levy of this tax, and relinquishes the title uired under the tax 
sale and rora ae Samoaa ne 8 the e er 1 

The commi report the an amendment, co: ingits tions 
actually held and used for the pi e repeats dy adiga 

ously doubting, as the committee does, the wisdom of the policy of taxing 

for the purpose of public worship, the committee recom- 

such property be restored to the various churches and 
of $2,566.68, heretofore collected under the said assessment by the 


paid the same, as it would be just to retain the funds so collected when the 
eee lated te pay ee ee liability. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill read again to show 
that part of it which provides for the refunding. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That involves a very broad question. After con- 
siderable discussion, as I remember, it was decided that, in the condi- 
tion the District was, church property ought to pay taxes as well 
as other property, and accordingly the law provided for its taxation, 
and it was taxed. Sundry churches paid, as other citizens did, their 
taxes; others did not. Now, it is proposed to undo all thai, and in- 
stead of requiring the churches that have not paid to pay or lose 
their property, to redeem the sales, to repay outof the funds of the 
District which has been paid and to transfer the property that 
has been bought off at tax sales to the various boards of trustees 
that were the owners of it, by which the revenues of the District are 
to be diminished to the extent of about $50,000, if I correctly noticed 
the sum. 

Well, Mr. President, we have just shut up, or are about to shut up 
on Wednesday next, the public schools of the District because there 
is not fund enough derived from taxation to teach the youth of the 
District and to pay the teachers. Now it is a very serious question 
in my mind whether it would not be better to allow these delinquent 
churches, who set their faces against the law contrary to the Script- 
ure, to pay up ; whether the policy of church taxation is wise or not, 
to teach them obedience to law; and then let them go in the future, 
as I believe the law has been changed—but I am not sure about it— 
and let this money which would keep the schools running for the 
next two months be devoted, as it might be, out of the general funds 
of the District to teaching the youth. It is one part of Christianity, 
real A to teach the young. It does more for morals and 
religion probably than any other *. that can be done, and I am 
not altogether favorably impressed with the idea of recognizing the 
defiance of law which some of the owners of church property in the 
District have assumed to set up, while others have paid, and then 
after two or three years, after their property is sold and when it be- 
comes necessary either to pay or lose the property, to then repeal the 
law and pay the money back. It isa bad principle of legislation. It 
encourages all people who do not wish to pay taxes to set up their 
faces against what the law plainly was, because, so far as I have heard, 
there does not ap to have been any dispute about the fact that 
they were taxable by law and that the taxation was regular upon their 
real estate. The money was due. Some paid; others refused, and 
their propery was sold. Now the time is coming very near when 
they must either redeem this property or they will lose the title to it; 
and the money that they would have paid might have been devoted 
to the uses of education which come ont of the general fund into which 
this goes, and these schools could have been kept a Isuppose when 
the estimates were made from time to time by the District government 
in order to carry on all branches of its operations, the available funds 
included these taxes against church property, because the law was 

lain and the taxation being upon real estate, there could be very 

ittle dispute about what it amounted to or the regularity of the pro- 
e and on such estimates the commissioners of the District 
P. ed to arrange for their schools for the year and keep up their 
other operations of repairing the streets and carrying on the water 
operations and sanitary operations and all things of that sort. Now 
when we come to the actual realization of the money, the very organi- 
zations that will set up for the Papo of teaching us obedience to 
law set the law at defiance and decline to pay, allow the property 
to be sold, while some others, greatly to their credit I think, do pay. 
Now we are to come in at the end and crucify the schools in order 
to relieve the church property. Iam not in favor of it, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as at present advi and I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
bill being objected to goes over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Vermont to ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill, or merely to object to the pas- 
sage of the bill? 

. EDMUNDS. J object to the consideration. I want an hour or 
two to speak on that subject. I shall withdraw the objection to allow 
my friend to make an explanation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not care about speaking if the bill cannot be 
considered. 
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SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate returns to the consider- 


ation of the bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief of settlers on the public 


lands. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ihave withdrawn my objection to that bill. 

There being no further objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief 
of settlers on the public lands. It provides that where any settler 
upon the public lands shall haye paid, under the pre-emption laws, 
double-minimum price for the land purchased by him, because such 
land was at the time within the double-minimum limits of a railroad 
grant, but which land was afterward thrown outside of the double- 
minimum limits of the grant by reason of a change in the route of 
the road ized by the General Land Office in the adjustment of 
the grant, such settler, or, in case of his death, his widow or children, 
if he or they own the land at the time of his or their application for 
repayment, shall be entitled to repayment of the difference between 
the pie paid and the minimum price of the land, on condition that 
the land would, if vacant at the time the application for repayment 
is made, be subject to sale or entry at the minimum rate of $1.25 per 
acre. It also provides that where any settler shall have made entry, 
under the homestead laws, of eighty acres of double-minimum lands 
within the limits of a railroad grant, and which land shall, in the 
manner before set forth, have been thrown outside of the double- 
minimum limits of the grant, such settler, or, in case of his death, 
his widow, or, in case of her death, their minor children, shall, if 
residing upon and occupying the land at the time he, she, or they 
shall apply therefor, be permitted to enter under the homestead laws 
an additional eighty acres adjoining the land embraced in his entry, 
if such additional land be subject to entry; or if he, she, or they so 
elect, may surrender his entry to the United States for cancellation, 
and thereupon be entitled to enter lands under the homestead laws, 
the same as if the surrendered entry had not been made. Any person 
so making additional entry of eighty acres, or new entry after the 
surrender and cancellation of his original entry, shall be permitted 
so to do without peyman of fees and commissions, and the residence 
and cultivation of such person upon and of the land embraced in his 
original entry shall be considered residence and cultivation for the 
same length of time upon and of the land embraced in his additional 
or new entry, and shall be deducted from the five years’ residence 
and cultivation required by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 

3 — oes Let that bill, as it is short, be read a third time 
at length. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SILAS M. NORTON. 


The bill (H. R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, post- 
master at Bristol, Connecticut, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for crediting Silas M. Norton with $187.70 in his 
account as postmaster at Bristol, Connecticut, being the amount of 
money-orders paid by him and destroyed by fire when his office was 
burned, April 13, 1873. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a report in that case ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BuRN- 
SIDE on the 15th instant: 


The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, postmaster at Bristol, Connecti- 


cut, have to 1 8 

That Silas M. Norton, tmaster at Bristol, Connecticut, represents that the 
block in which was 1 the t-oftice at Bristol was destroyed by fire on the 
13th of April, 1873. The fire originated in a store adjoining the t-office, and 
when first discovered had gained such headway that it was impossible to save any- 
thing from the post-oflice or other portions of the block. That among the property 
destroyed were money-orders amounting to the sum of $578 53. Of this amonnt he 
has obtained receipts from persons to whom the money was paid amounting to 
$392.23, which receipts have been received by the Post-Office Department in settle- 
ment of that ag aed of his loss, leaving a balance due from him to the Govern- 
ment of $187.70, for which he asks an appropriation. The correctness of his state- 
ment is vouched for and the amount ed for verified (as the amount for which 
vouchers could not be returned) by J. J. Martin, Auditor of the Post-Office mp ip 
mas under date of June 6, 1874. Your committee recommend the passage of the 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT JUSTICES AND CONSTABLES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3969) regu- 
lating the appointment of justices of the , commissioners of 
deeds, and constables within and for the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. CONKLING. I ask to have read again the clause early in the 


bill providing for the appointment of justices of the peace. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest before it is read that the committee have 
recommended an amendment to that clause of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia will be stated in their order. 

The Chief Clerk read the first amendment, which was, in line 3 of 
section 1, to strike out “commissioners of the District of Columbia“ 


and insert “ President of the United States; after the word “shall,” | 


in line 4, to insert “ nominate, and by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate ;” after the word “appoint,” in line 5, to strike out 
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“five” and insert “‘fifteen;” and in lines 6 and 7 to strike out “ for 
said District“ and insert “within and for the District of Columbia;” 
so as to read: 

That the President of the United States shall nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, appoint fifteen justices of the and not 
exceeding twenty constables wi and for the District of Colum 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas, 
who reported this bill, whether this bill does not propao really to 
legislate out of office the present incumbents of the office of justice 
of the Rea and whether that is the object and of the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. The object and purpose of the bill, I should say in 
response to the Senator from Delaware, is to reform the judicial sys- 
tem of the District so far as it relates to justices of the peace, and 
to secure an efficient administration of justice. It will undoubtedly 
have the effect of displacing those who are already in office. There 
are fifty justices of the peace at the 2 time, and complaint is 
e that the condition of affairs in regard to suits is 
ex ingly unsatisfactory. The bill reported from the committee 
in the House provided for five justices instead of the fifty that now 
exercise that power. The committee of the Senate thought that 
number was too small, considering that the population of the Dis- 
trict is somewhere about one hundred and thirty or one hundred and 
forty thousand, and have increased the number to fifteen and pro- 
vided for their distribution in the different parts of the District 
according to population. There being several suburban regions 
where there are independent communities, it was thought best to 
pogu a magistrate to them as well as to the city of Washi n. 

. SAULSBURY. There is no written explanation of the bill. I 
understand it provides for justices making transcripts of their dock- 
ets for litigants, or persons who haye business on the dockets. I 
would suggest to the Senator from Kansas if it would not be better 
to require them to deliver over their records without subjecting par- 
ties who have business on their dockets to the expense of paying for 
transcripts that hey may require. 

Mr. INGALLS. e provision to which the Senator from Delaware 
refers occurs in the bill as presented from the House. The committee 
of the Senate amended it to provide that the dockets and papers of 
the retiring magistrates shall be deposited in the office of the clerk of 
the supreme court of the District, who upon the demand of 
parties in interest, deliver transcripts properly certified. The difi- 
culty in providing for the delivery of these dockets to the successors 
of those who are now in office was this: there are at present fifty 
qoro; the new bill provides for but fifteen ; and therefore it would 

impossible to provide for the delivery to the successors by those 
who are now in office, the number being much smaller. The bill as 
presented from the House provided that the outgoing magistrates 
should retain 3 of their own dockets and issue oe upon 
the demand of persons interested. The committee thought that, inas- 
much as those persons would not have any special interest in the 
custody of those dockets, it was advisable to provide some place 
where they could be securely retained and from which process could 
be issued in furtherance of proceedings already instituted. The sub- 
ject is one of considerable importance and also of considerable difi- 
culty, and the committee endeavored as far as posene to guard 
against the evils that have for along time been a subject of complaint 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator who reported 
the bill whether it is worth while to impose upon the President of the 
United States and the Senate the duty of selecting constables for 
this District? This office is ordinarily filled by municipal authority, 
the selectmen of towns or other similar authorities in our pat of the 
country. It struck me on reading the amendment that if it be adopted 
it will me the duty of the Senate to upon the fitness of every 
one of the twenty constables when he is originally nominated, and 
to pass upon all charges under the theory of the duty of the Senate 
in relation to such matters which is espoused by the distinguished 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, if I understand him 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And several others. 

Mr. HOAR. And many other members of the Senate. It will be- 
come the duty of the Senate to inquire into every charge which is 
made against a constable in office on which the President proposes 
to e a removal. f 

Mr. INGALLS. The suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is pertinent and one that occurred to the committee when they had 
this bill under consideration ; but my understanding is that the Con- 
stitution imposes this duty upon the President, that it is not the act 
of the committee, and that the joint action of the two Houses can- 
not remove that duty from him. The Constitution provides that the 
President shall have power to nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to appoint officers of the United States. 
The committee believed that justices of the peace and constables in 
this District are officers of the United States, inasmuch as the Con- 
stitution has imposed 7 — Congress the duty of exclusive legislation 
for the District. The Constitution declares that the appointment of 
inferior officers may by law be confided either to the President alone 
or to the head of a Department. There was a difierence of opinion 
in the committee as to whether this duty ought not to be imposed 
upon the President alone, as the Constitution plainly gives the 
power; but the opinion of the majority seemed to be that inasmuch 
as the duties of these magistrates were of very considerable import- 
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ance, and as they ought to be exercised by men of influence and dis- 
cretion and learning and judgment, that it would be well to dignify 
them by making them a presidential appointment, with the advice 
and cousent of the Senate, If the Senator will observe the provision 
of the Constitution, I think he will agree with the committee that it 
is not in the power of Congress to remove the appointment from the 
President an deponit it anywhere else. 

Mr. HOAR. My inquiry related to the office of constable, not to 
istrates mentioned in the section. It seems to me that it 
would be more expedient either to give the power to the President 
alone or to the Department of the Interior, or some one of the heads 
of Departments. 

Mr. INGALLS. It was my judgment that the power ought to be 
given to the President alone, but I was overslaughed in committee, 
and of course reported the bill under instructions. I am inclined to 
think myself that it is not necessary to require the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate in these matters; but inasmuch as the committee 
thought otherwise I discharge a duty in reporting the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I will venture to test the sense of the Senate by mov- 
ing to amend by substituting the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia as the authority to appoint the constables in the District 
instead of the President and Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will send his amend- 
ment to the desk, 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out in line 6 the words, 
“and not exceeding twenty constables.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Stop there; and leave them to be provided for 
subsequently. 

Mr. HOAR, I will move the amendment in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment be read as it now stands. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
VVV 

and consent o! e justices Ww. an 
for the District of Columbia. 5 ; Rees 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The constables are stricken out. Who is to ap- 
point them? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is to be subsequently provided for on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I correctly understand the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, his principal point was the question of removal in re- 
spect of inquiring into charges that might be made against these 
people within their terms. © bill now, if I correctly understand it, 
provides that they may be removed by the President by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. Am I right about that? 

Mr. INGALLS, The bill now provides that these removals upon 
charges shall be by the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I have nothing to say because I think that 
is the proper tribunal to inquire whether these people, justices of the 
peace or constables, are misbehaving themselves, and to provide for 
their being expelled from office. I ppoe no gentleman will doubt 
the constitutionality of that. The ident is to appoint either 
alone or by and with the advice and consent of the Senate for a 
given term. That is one thing. Then to expel the person from office 

or misconduct is quite a different thing, which may be vested by 
law in any tribunal of proper inquiry that Congress, which fixes the 
tenure, may designate, 

Mr. ING. S. Section 4 does that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That being done by section 4, it is exactly in 
accordance with what I think is a correct principle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee as amended in the first section down to line 7. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia was after the words “ District of Columbia,” in line 7 of 
section 1, to insert: 

Said justices of the peace shall be ed as follows : two in the city of 
town. one in Tennallytown, one in Brightwood, one in Uniontown, and ten in 
city of Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 11 of section 1, to strike out “two” 
and insert “four ;” so as to read: 

Their term of office shall be four years, subject to removal for cause. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, to strike out, commencing 
in line 5, the words: 

Have power thereafter to make and deliver transcripts of unfinished cases and 
8 docket, and 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

ir docket, book and records to their office in the 
office pf the clerk of the — 8 of the District of Goltaubis who. 

So as to read: 


2 shall issue no process returnable on or after that day, and shall deposit 
their docket, books, papers, and records pertaining to their office in the oflice of 
the clerk of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, who shall, on demand 
of the parties in interest, deliver to them transcripts, duly certified, together with 
all papers left or filed with them by said parties in anid case or proceeding. 


1878. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. May I inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill, under this section what will becomé of cases pending before the 


present justices on that day, returnable before that time, but not dis- 
posed of ? The second section provides that they shall issue no pro- 
cess returnable after that day. Suppose they issue process returna- 
ble on the day before and the case thus brought before them is not 
disposed of, is there another provision of the bill for finishing up 
l business? 

Mr.INGALLS. The bill provides in the same section which declares 
when their terms of office shall expire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But I see it imposes the duty of closing up pend- 
ing cases on the new officers. 

. INGALLS. Les, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know but that that will do. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the word “ proceeding,” in lines 12 
and 13 of section 2, to strike out “and pay to the proper persons all 
moneys in their hands that may be due them.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the meaning of striking that out? 

Mr. INGALLS. Simply because we having provided for the trans- 
fer of these dockets and papers to the clerk of the supreme court of 
the District that clause is without meaning. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, to strike out, in line 1, 
“commissioners of said District” and insert “supreme court of the 
District of Columbia;” so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. Tho supreme court of the District of Columbia shall have the power to 
fix the amount and form of the bail-bonds, and approve the same, to be given by 
said justices of the peace and constables, and make such further regulations as 
may be necessary to complete the transfer of the existing business from tho pres- 
ent justices of the peace to those appointed under this act, and for the return of 
any writ, execution, or other process by the present 83 of tho peace to those 
appointed under this act, and may remove justices of the and constables from 
oilice for willful violation of law, or for gross misconduct, or for gross incompetency. 

Mr. HOAR. I would inquire of the Senator from Kansas if the 
wog “hbail-bonds” is not a misprint. Ought it not to be “bonds” 
simply. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is as the bill came from the House. I never paid 
special attention to that phrase. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a technical phrase really which does not 
apply to a justice of the peace or a constable. 

r. INGALLS. I think the word “bail” and the hyphen should be 
stricken out. I make that su tion. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICE. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection; and the question is on the amendment of the 
committee as thus amended. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was in section 5, line 1, after the word “ the,” 
to strike out the words “commissioners of the District of Columbia” 
and insert “President of the United States;” in line 2, before the word 
“hereby,” to strike out “are” and insert ‘is ;” in line 4, after the 
word “as,” to strike out “they” and insert “he;“ in line 10, before 
the word “shall,” to strike out “they” and insert “the President ;” 
and in line 12, before the word “discretion,” to strike out “their” 
and insert “his;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 5. The President of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint as 
many commissioners of deeds throughout the United States as he may deem neces- 
sary, with powers to take the acknowledgment of deeds for the conveyance of 
property within the said District, administer oaths, and take depositions in cases 
pending in the courts of said District in the manner prescribed by law; to whose 
acts, 9 attested by their hands and seals of office, full faith and credit shall 
be given. The Presideut shall also have power to appoint such number of nota- 
ries public, residents of said District, as in his discretion the business of the District 
may require; said commissioners of deeds and notaries public to hold their offices 
for the period of five years, removable at discretion. All notaries public shall 
pay into the treasury of the District an annual license of $5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to call the attention of my honor- 
able friend from Kansas to the provision about commissioners of deeds, 
whether it may not be advisable to limit the number? If you have 
the number unlimited, it may be said, and I think there is some force 
in the suggestion, that every person applying. almost would be ap- 
pointed, and it would run down into getting improper persons; 
whereas, if you limit the number to a sufficiency, so that the fees to 
each one would amount to something, you would be likely to get per- 
sons of more responsibility and character. No doubt the committee 
has considered it. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator will observe that these officers are 
officers of the District resident in other States. They are not officers 
resident here, Consequently a restriction as to number appeared to 
be unnecessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I observed that, but the same principle would 
apply to commissioners of deeds here. Take the State of Vermont 
or Kansas, for instance; if the President may appoint thirty people 
in those two States, when there are not more than twenty-five deeds 
in a year to be acknowledged, if he had an unlimited scope, every- 
body who applied, who had proper recommendations no doubt would 
be appointed, as I think the practice is now. Would it not be advis- 
able to limit the number to each State, not exceeding so many? I 
merely make the suggestion for the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. I am inclined to think, inasmuch as these officers 
are required to provide seals of office and books of record, that there 
is hardly any danger to be apprehended that more would apply for 


the office than could 8 discharge the duty; but, if the Senator 
from Vermont wishes to make any suggestion, I have no objection. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely call the attention of the Senator to it. 
Tho next amendment was to strike out section 6, in the following 
words: 
Sec, 6. For each official certificate by the secretary of the commissioners of the 


District, tho for whom the same shall be made shall pay the sum of §1 to 
the account of the contingent fund of said District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. It has been ro bev to me by several parties in 
the District who are familiar with business affairs here that it would 
be unjust to impose the license fee of $5 annually, provided for in 
section 5, upon notaries public in the District, making them an ex- 
ception, and I will move to strike out that clause after the word “ dis- 
cretion ” in line 15 to the end of the section, in the following words: 
—.— notaries public shall pay into the treasury of the District an annual license 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be better, instead of striking that 
out, to add the justices of the peace if they have the same power, so 
as to make them fits the $5 to help up the school fund a little? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection. It seemed to me to be ratter 
an invidious discrimination. As notaries are officers of great public 
convenience and frequently discharge their duties as a matter of ac- 
commodation, it seemed to be unnecessary to impose a burden upon 
them; but if the Senate thinks otherwise I have no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is only a question all around of raising reve- 
nue upon the business done in the District to carry on its operations, 
and so far as justices of the peace and notaries public do, not a judi- 
cial business, (where they are bound and called upon to decide ques- 
tions as justices are, and not notaries,) a business for profit, of course 
like every other business done for profit, if you have a license system 
it is a question whether they ought not to be in. This would apply 
to justices so far as their business is of a notarial character, if they 
charge compensation as conveyancers and scriveners, and soon. But 
very likely the Senator is right; there seems to be a general disposi- 
tion to diminish the resources of the District as far as possible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the first section by inserting in the 
thirty-first line, after the word “office,” the words: 

The supreme court of the District shall have authority to appoint not exceeding 

be removed by 


twenty constables, who shall hold office for four years, subject to be re 
said court for cause upon hearing. À 4 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there an amendment made in line 6 of section 
1 striking out the number of constables where it there occurs ? 

Mr. INGALLS. There is not. We do not change the number of 
constables. 

y N EDMUNDS. How does it now read in the fifth and sixth 
nes 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

That the President of the United States shall nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, appoint fifteen justices of the peace within and 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That makes no provision there for the appoint- 
ment of constables. Then it goes on and speaks of justices of the 

e and “said officers respectively.” The word“ ctively” in 
ine 14 would probably need to be out, though perhaps not. It might 
apply to the justices as well as constables, not then in the opening 
part of the section; and it provides for the succeeding justices tak- 
ing | up the unfinished business of the old ones. Now in line 31 it 
reads— 
And said constables shall be the successors of the constables now holding office 
in the said District. 

Is that still in the bill? 8 

Mr. HOAR. An amendment has been inserted before that. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is properly in the bill? The amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts precedes it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let us hear it with the ameydment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


U; EC 2 under this act, 
his 9 and papers of office shall be deliv to his immediate suc- 
cessor in office. The supreme court of the District shall have authority to appoint 
not exceeding twenty constables, who shall hold office for four years, subject to be 
removed by said court for cause upon hi g. And said constables shall be the 
successors of the constables now holding office in said District. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That raises a question which I wish to propose 
to my honorable friend from Kansas as to what is to become of proc- 
ess in the hands of a constable who goes out of office. Does the bill 
make any provision for that? Suppose he has an execution unlevied 
or a mesne process unexecuted, does that fall? 

Mr. INGALLS. The proviso of section 3 is “that they may duly 
execute and return all writs and processes in their hands at the time 
of the expiration of their term of office.” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That only refers to the present constables. 

Mr. INGALLS. Those who retire under this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; but I am inguiring in t to those who 
are to be appointed and who are to have succession under the first 


of 
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section of the bill. Suppose a vacancy occurs on the removal of one 
of these, is there any provision as to his disposing of the process? 

Mr. INGALLS. I think there is not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question is whether it would not be wise to 
provide in the third section for either having the successor take all 
constable’s duties, or having, as the usual course is with sheriffs and 
constables, the outgoing executive officer, as distinguished from a 
judicial one, finish up the business in his hands. I think it is the law 
of most of the States that if a sheriff’s term of office expires and an 
unexecuted writ in his hands is still to be executed, whether it is 
mesne or final process, he and his sureties are liable for the due exe- 
cution of E de if his term had not expired. 

Mr. ING Does not the proviso of section 3 cover that case ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I think not for the reason that it says “they,” 
that is the constables now in office, “ may duly execute and return 
all writs and processes in their hands at the time of the expiration 
of their term of office.” That section is adapted entirely to the pres- 
ent constables who are by this bill to be removed from office by an 
abolition of their term, so that it would seem to make no provision 
for a change in the office of constable, on expiration of a term, or a 
removal of one appointed under this act. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the language should be so. changed as to say 
that “all constables may execute all writs and processes in their 
hands,” &c., would not that cover it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would do it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would then suggest that the word “they” be 
stricken out after the word “however” in line 6 of section 3, and 
all constables” inserted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Strike out the words “ provided however” and 
make a od there, and it will make it clear. 

Mr. i VGALLS. I will put the amendment in that form, and 
move i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that will do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOAR. Isu; t that the amendment just inserted in the 
first section to the last clause of the original text be transferred to 
the 1 the third section. - 

Mr. INGALLS. I can see no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will i Aa constables all ther. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. t transposition will be made if 
there be no objéction. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the word “gross” in line 12 of section 4 
before “incompetency” be stricken out. If the officer is incompe- 
tent for his duties, it seems hardly worth while to impose on the 
court that has authority to remove him the question of inquiring 
into the d of incompetency. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Strike ont the “ gross” in both places. 

Mr. HOAR. In both places on the twelfth line of section 4 where 
it comes before the word “ misconduct” and before “incompetency.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to strike out also the word “ respectively” 
at the end of line 13 of section one. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REPEAL OF RESUMPTION ACT. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1085) to repeal 
all that part of the act oe ach January 14, 1875, known as the 
resumption act, which authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to 
dispose of United States bonds and redeem and cancel the greenback 


currency. 
Mr. MORRILL and Mr. HOAR. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to, and will go 
over. 
MONUMENT TO THOMAS JEFFERSON. 


The next business on the Calendar was the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 158) for the erection of a monument over the grave of Thomas 
Jefferson. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think it would be proper to refer that resolution 
to some committee, perhaps the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. HOWE. That resolution was reported from the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library to the House of 3 passed 
there, and for that reason it was not referred in the Senate. The 
resolution as reported to the House recommended the appropriation 
of $2,500, but in the House the a) a was raised to $5,000. It 
was thought upon information they had there, which was not com- 
municated to me, that $5,000 was probably as small a sum as would 
answer the pu ; but as the money is to be expended by the Sec- 
retary of State, it was assumed that there was no risk in appropriat- 
ing the $5,000; if it is not all necessary, it will not all be used. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution ; which provides for expending under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the erection of a suitable monument over the grave of 


Thomas Jefferson, at Monticello. The owners of the estate upon 
which the grave is situated are first to quitclaim to the United States 
all right of property to two rods square of the land surrounding and 
aola ing the grave, and grant to the public the free right of access 

ereto. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMOS B. FERGUSON. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 27) for the relief 
of Amos B. Ferguson; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment to Amos B. Fer, n, late sec- 
ond lieutenant Eightieth New York Infantry Volun (called also 
Twentieth New York State Militia,) of a sum that shall be equal to 
the pay of a second lieutenant of infantry of the United States Army 
in active service, from the 22d of April, 1864, to the 26th of Septem- 
ber, 1864, deducting therefrom any amount that he may have received 
5 the pay of a non-commissioned officer or private for the same period 
of time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. PLUMB 
on the 16th instant: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 27) for 
the relief of Amos B. Ferguson, having had the same under consideration, submit 
the following report: 

A bill substantially the same as the one under consideration the Senate 
during the closing days of the last session of Congress, (S. No. 82 of that session,) 
but was not ac’ * — by the House. It was also favorably considered aud re- 
ported upon by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs of the Forty-third Con- 
gress (report No. 559, accompanying S. No. 765.) 

Tho case, therefore, having once been favorably considered by the Senate, the 
committee adopt the views embraced in the report above referred to which is here- 
to appended, and recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


Report of the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate on bill for the relief 
of Amos B. Ferguson (S. No. 765,) submitted January 26, 1875: 

The record in this case shows that the petitioner was promoted from the rank of 
sergeant to second lieutenant Eightieth New York Infantry, to date from April 20, 
1864, and served as such officer with all the duties and res ibilities thereof from 
said date. Owing to some —— — <= the part of the o rs of the State govern- 
ment of New York, bis commission was not received until September 26, 1864, at 
City Point, Virginia, and this bill provides for his ge such second lieuten- 
= less A e paid him as sergeant from April 20 to September 26, 1864. 

8 this officer was not supernumerary and the fault of non-muster as second lien- 
tenant was not attributable to him, together with the fact that he performed duty 
as such second lieutenant, the committee recommend passage of the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Was the preceding second lieutenant paid down 
to the same time or later? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir. The rule the committee has adopted is to 
recommend no allowance where the officer was a supernumerary. The 
allowance is only in cases where he was not a supernumerary, and 
did the duty of a rank which he 5 to have been mustered for, 
but on account of some obstacle which he could not overcome was 
not able to muster. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And for which no payment has been made to any- 
body else ? 

. PLUMB.. Certainly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MINNESOTA SALT-SPRING LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1073) granting 
lands to the State of Minnesota in lieu of certain lands heretofore 
ted to said State; which was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. It proposes to grant to the State of Minnesota, to be selected 
by the governor, twenty-four sections of land, out of any public lands 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated, in lieu and instead 
of twenty-four sections of the land granted to the State by the fourth 
subdivision of section 5 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the 
people of the Territory of Minnesota to form a constitution and State 
vernment preparatory to their admission in the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States,” approved February 26, 1857, and 
selected by the State, but which were subsequently otherwise dis- 
of by the United States, and to which the United States cannot 

make title to the State. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
an amendment, to add the following proviso: 

Provided, That the lands herein granted shall be selected within three years, 
and from unoccupied lands of the United States lying within the State of Minne- 
sota. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JONES, 
of Florida, on the 16th instant: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Minnesota, a ved February 26, 1877, asking the pas- 

of a law by Congress granting to the State of Minnesota other lands within 
said State in Hen of lands of said State designated and known as Pantin aed 
lands,’ in which and to which there are any adverse claims by pre-emption filings, 
homestead, cash, or scrip entries," have had the same under consideration, and beg 
leave to submit the following report : 

By the provisions of “An act to authorize the people of the Territory of Minne- 
sota to form a constitution and State government preparatory to their admission 
in the Union on an equal footing with the original States,“ approved 8 26, 
bok . of such future State are defined, &c., and section 5 of said act 

8 as H 

Be ù That the following propositions be, and the same are hereby, 

offered to the ati convention of the Soph of Minnesota for their free use, SCODE. 
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ance, or zooan which, if accepted by the convention, shall be obligatory on the 
United States and upon the said State of Minnesota, to wit:“ 
‘The fourth subdivision of said section reads as follows: 


the Ach of August 1601, the people of anid Territory did, by delegates elected 
On the of August, 1857, the people o! erritory y e 

for that pw form for themselves a constitution and State government, which 
is republican in form, and was ratified and adopted by the people at an election 
held on the 13th October, 1857, for that purpose, and by an act of Congress 1 
ay 11, 1£58, entitled “An act for the admission of the State of Minnesota into the 
Union,” said State was declared to be one of the United States of America and 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States in all respects 
whatever.” (United States Statutes, volume 11, 255.) From evidence sub- 
mitted with said memorial in the printed reports of the auditor of said State of 
Minnesota, and from onas of correspondence between said auditor and Commis- 
sioner of General Land pangs payeo Hon. J. A. Williamson, Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, at request of your committee it cg N 

‘That the governor of said State of Minnesota, on the 25th September, 3 5 

inted two commissioners to make the selections of salt springs and lands to whic! 
Rie State was entitled by said act of February 26, 1857. 

That said commissioners on the 27th of November, 1888, having made said selec- 
tions according to instractions received from said governor in the letter of appoint- 
ment, did on the 27th day of November, 1858. make report thereof to said governor, 

That on the ist day of December, 1858, said governor addressed a letter to the 
register and receiver of United States land office at Otter Tail City; accompany- 
ing the same was a list of the selections made by the commissioners ; and that on 
the same day he also addressed a similar letter to Commissioner of General Land 
Office and requested that he would instruct local land officers to mark on tract-books 
the selections made; and that said Commissioner did on the 14th December, 1858, 
issue such instructions to said local land officers, as will appear from the following 
letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., December 14, 1858. 
GENTLEMEN: His excellency the governor of Minnesota 8 this office 
e location of the 


that he had in a letter of the Ist instant designated to you 
twelve salt springs, with the land joining, to which the State is entitled under 
the provisions of the law of February 26, 1 


I have to request heen Ai will mark 
upon the plats and tract-books, and distinctl , those salt springs, with the 
enn 1 within the limits of the Government ob and —— 

80 


giving the de- 


= received at your office and the tract- books open for entries no errors may ocour 
re; 
A cet the receipt of this letter. 
i THOMAS A. HENDRICKS, 
Commissioner. 


. 


Very 


REGISTER AND RECEIVER, 
Otter Tail, Minnesota. 

Nothing further 1 9 K. to have been done toward securing the title to these 
lands to the State till the 20th day of November, 1868, when the State auditor ad- 
dressed a letter to Commissioner of the General Land Office, and to which he re- 
ceived the following reply: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., November 25, 1868. 


Sm: I have to 8 1 = — 3 making inquiry about the 
or 0 0! nesota. 


designating '' as nearly as possible“ the location of the twelve salt springs, with the 
land adjoining or contiguous thereto, to which the State is entitled by the terms 


of the enabling act (so called) of Congress, spares February 26,1857. In reply 
thereto we adi a letter of instructions to the local officers at Otter Tail Cit; 
to make such notes on their records lands selec 


to the lands, nor has this office issued 9 instructions. 


To bring the matter now Beverly be: the Department, it is requested that 
the State will present, through the local officers, a list of the lands claimed for salt 
springs, with evidence of the existence of such springs ; and if any of the springs 
are still in unsurveyed 8, Sacram should be forwarded showing their le. 
cone b. ke agin and bounds. hen these are received we will be enabled 

© dein) on. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOS. 8. WILSON, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. CHARLES MCILRATH, 
Auditor and Land Commissioner, Saint Paul, Minnesota. 

To which letter the State auditor made the following reply : 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Land Office, Saint Paul, March 13, 1869. 

Sır: In compliance with the instructions contained in your letter of the 25th of 
November, 1 89-419.) relating to the selections of salt-spring lands for the State 
of Minnesota, I herewith inclose the following papers, and respectfully request 
the action of the De ent thereon, namely: 

1, 8 of the affidavit of the commissioners who selected the said lands in 1858, 
certitied to eg or and attested by the of said State, designatin 
the lands by United States subdivisions where and, where not survey 
describing the same by metes and bounds, 

2. Map of the lands, with field-notes of surveys by said commissioners, showing 
position of said springs in reference to United States section corners. 

I have also sent to the local land office at Alexandria the copy of the letter from 
yone office to the office at Otter Tail land office, dated December 14, 1858, requiring 

hem to mark on their plats and tract-books said salt-spring lands, and accompani 
same by a similar list to the one herewith transmitted, and diagram of the selec- 
tions beyond the surveys. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
CHAS, MeILRATH 
Commissioner State Land Office. 
Hon. JOSEPH S. WILSON, 
Commissioner General Land Office, 
Washington, D. C. 


NOVEMBER 27, 1858. 

The following affidavit of Pierre Bottinean and James D. Skinner, commissioners 
heretofore appointed by the governor to select salt springs and lands, &c., for the 
State, were this day filed in this office, to wit: 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
County of Ramsey, 88 : 

Before me, a notary public in and for said county, personally came James D. 
Skinner and Pierre Bottinean, who, being duly sworn according to law, did depose 
and say that in the month of September last (1858) they were appointed by Hen 
H. Sibley, governor of the State of Minnesota, commissioners on the zee of anid 
State to select and mark out the twelve salt springs, with the land adjoining, 
pau by act of Con approved February 20. 1857, to the said State; that they 

vo discharged the duty thus imposed upon them, and have found salt springs on 
or adjacent to the following-described tracts or parcels of land included in the United 
States Government surveys, and which said tracts or parcels of land they have re- 
ported to the said governor, as claimed for and in behalf of said State under the act 
of Congress referred to, to wit: South balf of section 23, south half of section 22, 
and sections 25, 26, 27,34, and 35, in township 136 north, of range 45 west; sections 
2, 3. 10, and 11, west half of section 1, west half of section 12, north half of section 14, 
north half of section 15, township 135, range 45; south half of section 20, south half 
of section 21, east half of section 30, cast of section 31, and sections 28, 29, 32, and 
33, township 136, range 45; south half of section 19, south half of section 20, west 


136, rango 44; sections 4, 5, and 9, east half of section 6, east half of section 7, and 
section 


edge and belief, no 


t to any of the said salt oe or lands claimed for the 
State as aforesai vi 


duals by reason of prior 
the Government of the 


aforesaid, which correctly describes on of the salt springs as they are 
marked on the said map or draught; and farther deponents say not. 


PIERRE + BOTTINEAU. 


Attest: 
W. F. WHEELER. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 27th day of November, 1858, Witness 
my hand and notarial seal. 
WM. F. WHEELER, 


SEAL.) 
Notary Public, Minnesota. 
Attest: 
WX. F. WHEELER, Private Secretary. 


Thereby pect 4 the foregoing ia 3 the original affidavit as re- 


corded in book “A” of the reco 
[SEAL,] WM. R. MARSHALL, 
Governor of Minnesota, 
H. C. Rocers, Secretary of State. 5 
Accom and attached to the foregoing report of the commissioners there 
isa 1 tho location of the three galt springs which were located out- 
side the surveyed limits, designating the same by metes and bounds, mounds, and 


stakes. 
It farther a from list of selections furnished to your committee by Com- 
missioner of General Land Office that all of the lands embraced in the foregoing 


report of commissioners, and which were located within the surveyed limits, were 


approved January 4, 1871, and certified to the State, except as shown in the follow- 
ing letter from Hon. J. A. Williamson, Commissioner of eral Land Office: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, 1878. 
Sin: I am in of your letter of tho 28th ultimo, received at this office the 
4th instant, reques further information relative to Minnesota salt springs se- 
lections ver in — . therewith I have the honor to submit the following 
statement of— 


Ist. The quantity of lands selected for salt 1 but which have not been 
certified to the State, on account of portions i | being covered by adverse 


ms 
2d. Quantity of lands selected which are covered by adverse claims; and, 
3. Quantity of lands selected which aro not embraced in such adverse claims 
and which may be certified to the State as saline lines, viz: 


cov- 
y, ad- 
Quantity which 
is clear and 
be ap- 

vod. 


77 
F 
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Quantitywhich 
is olear and 


The lands referred to in the report transmitted with my letter to you of the 19th 
ultimo, as having been selected June 6, 1870, as swamp lands, amounting in the 
a JJV ĩðx J 131, range 

containing 6.40 acres as school land cannot be considered as valid selections, 
the same ha been made long su uent to the date of the salt-springs selec- 
tions, Hence the above are not included in the statement of interferences above. 

The selection of the east half of section 10 and north half of section 14, township 
135, range 45, for university purposes, May J 1872, was ad said tracts bav- 
ing been approved to the State as salinelands, January 4, 1871. Hence thereselection 
of the tracts for university pu was an error, and should not have been al- 
lowed. The paper submitted with your letter is herewith returned. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, SEN, ~ 
. À. WILLIAMSON, 
Commissioner. 


Hon. C. W. JONES, 
United States 
From the foregoing, it a that of the selections made inside the surveyed 
limits, and which have not approved, there is 3,437.61 ac: to which there is 
no adverse claim, and which can now be aj and certified to said State. It 


also appears that there is 3,394.75 acres which are covered by adverse claims, for 
the ter portion of which patents have already issued, and to which title cannot 
now be made to the State: and that the 3,394.75 acres represents six sections by 


Government subdivisions as eee 
The “three salt springs outsi e of the lines of the Government with six 
sections of land to each,” as described in the report and d of selections made 


by the commissioners, on examination, are found to be within the limits of the 
White Earth Indian reservation. The Indian title to the land embraced within 
the t limits of said reservation was ceded to the United States by the treaty 
of Fe 22, 1855, between the United States and the Chippewa Indians of the 
Mississip; (U. S. Stats. at Large, vol. 10, PR 1165, 1166.) 

By the treaty with said Indians of March 20, 1865, they ceded certain reserva- 
tions made in the treaty of February 22, 1255, and a new reservation a 
for them which included a small of northern of what is now te 
Earth reservation. (U. S. Stats. at Large, vol. 13, p. 693.) 

By the treaty with said Indians proclaimed April 18, 1867, ceded to the 
United States the reservation set apart . Aarie of March 20, 1 and in lieu 
thereof the United States set apart the White Earth reservation. (See art, 2, 
treaty Mar. 19, 1867, U. S. Stat. at Large, vol. 16, pp. 719, 720, 721.) 

As a summary of the foregoing your committee find as follows: 

That said lands were granted to said State by act of February 26, 1857; that 
the selection thereof by the commissioners appointed by the presa of said 
State was proper and made within the time limited by said act; tthe governor 
of said State served due and pi notice of selections madeon the ner 
of General Land Office and h land officers ; that the Commissioner of General 
Land Office issued instructions to local land officers to mark said selections on 
tract-books and permanent of their office; that through oversight or neg- 
ligence of the local land officers adverse claims wero permi to h to six 
sections of the lands selected within the surveyed limits, so that, the United States 
cannot now make title to the State thereto; that ten years after the selection of 
the three springs and eighteen sections of land ining thereto which were 
located outside the surveyed limits, the United States 3 with the 

pi bands of Chippewa Indians, whereby there was set 7 — lands 
ruary 22, 1855, 


to w the United States acquired title by the treaty of 
9 land as a reservation, and which is now known as the 
White Earth reservation, and within the limits of which these lands are located 
that the United States cannot now make title thereto; that the total amount 
said selections to which the United States cannot now make title to the State is 
twenty-four sections. 

Your committee are therefore of opinion that the State of Minnesota should be 
permitted and authorized to select from the public lands of the United States, not 

erwise appropriated, twenty-four sections of land in lieu of that amount of 
lands to which said State of ‘Minnesota was entitied as aforesaid, and to which 
the United States cannot make title to said State of Minnesota. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of accompanying bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have somebody explain how it is 
that the grant of twelve salt springs to the State of Minnesota car- 
ries two sections of land with each salt spring, which appears to be 
the result of it, or perhaps more. 

Mr. McDONALD. The quantity of land which is to go with each 
reservation is stated in the act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see the act. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think the Senator will find the answer to his 
question in the act referred to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the date of the act? 

Mr. McMILLAN. February 26, 1857. 

Mr. McDONALD. That part of the act is printed in the report. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is in the fourth subdivision of section 5. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is in volume 11 of the statutes, page 166: 

That all salt within said State not exceeding twelve in number, with six 
sections of land ad. g or as contiguous as may be to each, shall be granted to 
said State for its use. 

That is the clause; so that each spring carried six sections of land? 

Mr. McDONALD. Yes, sir; and these are the sections that could 
not be obtained by reason of a subsequent reservation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. These two the governor located within the time, 
as I understand? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 


ue: nes And on land to which there was then no adverse 
0 

Mr. McDONALD. None, except that which the Government after- 
ward conferred by the Indian reservation referred to in the report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then some of these springs that the governor 
located were not on land that was open to location: 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, the lands were all subject to location; they 
came within the act of Congress; but a portion of the land was not 
surveyed. There were three springs with six sections contiguous to 
each that were not within the limits of the surveyed portion of the 
State of Minnesota, but they were within the limits of the State on 
unsurveyed lands—lands which had been ceded to the United States 
by the Indian treaty of 1855; but owing to the fact that a description 
could not be given by Government subdivisions they had to be de- 
scribed and identified as they are in the report of the commissioners 
appointed by the governor of Minnesota. The three springs, with 
six sections contiguous, were subsequently embraced within the White 
Earth Indian reservation by a treaty e with the Indians in 1867; 
so that the three springs, with six sections of land contiguous to each, 
are now embraced within that Indian reservation and subject to set- 
tlement by the Indians, the reservation being 3 into forty-acre 
tracts, and the Indians permitted to settle upon them and cultivate 
them and hold them during their life, but the lands are not transfer- 
able from the Indians. By this treaty the State of Minnesota is de- 
prived of her selection of eighteen sections of land embraced in the 
act authorizing the Territory to form a State government. The other 
six sections are lands upon which adverse claims have arisen since 
they were selected by the State of Minnesota by pre-emptors and 
others. A large number of them have obtained their titles, and the 
State has been deprived of her title to twenty-four sections of the 
land. For that amount of land this bill proposes to grant to the State 
of Minnesota land in lieu of it. 

Mr. McDONALD. Within the limits of the State. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Within the limits of the State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see how that could be; but very likely 
it isso. Here was the act of 1857, which granted to the State twelve 
salt springs with six sections of land adjoining to be located by the 
governor within a year, but he was not to locate upon any sprin 
or land the right whereof was vested in any individual or whic 
might be confirmed as belonging to anybody else. If he did locate 
upon land that was free and followed the law, within the year, 
and made his report to the mope land office, the title of the State, 
I should have said, became perfect, and no subsequent treaty or act 
of the United States could oust the title of the State. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The selections were not perfected so as to require 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to certify the title to 
the State, owing to the fact, perhaps, that the war intervened in 1861, 
and during the same period the local land office at Otter Tail, embrac- 
ing the records upon which the selections were no was destroyed 
by fire, and of course the records were destroyed with the office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that in the report of the committee! 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir; I think that is so stated in the com- 
munication. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not happen to notice that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think that is in the report. It is the fact, I 
am sure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will not find itin the report, I guess. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Perhaps it may not be stated in the report, but 
it sopan among the records on file in the case, and I know thaf to 
be the fact. It appears among these records. All the facts stated in 
the report are authenticated by the official records of the State, and 
also those of the General Government in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This title, asit is stated, must have failed upon 
the ground that the governor located upon springs that he was not 
entitled to locate upon, and in that case the State would be entitled 
to no redress, (because they had fair warning brg proviso that they 
should be careful not to infringe upon anybody else, and to make their 
selection of clear titles within a year,) or else the defect in the title 
now must have arisen either from the wrong of the United States or 
the neglect of the State of Minnesota. It is said that the governor 
within the year appointed commissioners who made their selections 
and notified the proper land office. If that be so, as I said before, I 
am unable to perceive why the title of the State is not complete. If 
it be not so, thenit is because the State failed to follow up that notice 
by the next step n , to have a 5 description forwarded 
to the General d Office so as to make their title complete. If it 
is the fault of the State, twenty years is rather a long time to correct 
that fault in favor of the party in default. If it is the fault of the 
United reh then of course it may present a different consideration. 

Mr. Mc . Mr. President, these salt springs were embraced, 
all of them, within the limits of the State. Three of them, as I be- 
fore stated, were on the unsurveyed lands of the State. The land 
had been ceded by treaty to the United States in 1855, so that there 
was no Indian reservation at the time covering that portion of the 
State. The selection of these lands was made by commissioners ap- 
pointed by the governor of the State, as is set forth in this report; 
and there is also set forth in the report a joint affidavit of two per- 
sons describing this selection very fully and minutely. The State 
did not obtain the title to those lands, and subsequently the United 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2921 


States entered into a treaty with the tribes of Indians in our State 


by which a portion of the land embracing these three salt sprin 
the land contiguous to them was incorporated into the White Earth 
Indian reservation. That Indian reservation has been established ; 
it is occupied by the Indians now; the agent of the United States is 
settled upon it; and all the operations of the Government are con- 
ducted there so far as they are connected with those Indians. The 
State cannot certainly obtain any title to those lands now. The In- 
dians are settled upon those lands and each of them has a right to 
cultivate forty acres of land and obtain a title to it daring his life. 
4 Mr EDMUNDS. Are the springs actually there on the reserva- 
on 

Mr. McMILLAN. The springs are on the reservation and the lands 
contiguous to them are all embraced in the reservation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are they actual salt springs? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I never was there, but they are so reported. 
sere is the evidence before the Senate; and it is very full and dis- 

inc 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That is the presumption. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the presumption is that all springs are salt 
where there is a land grant. 

Mr. McMILLAN. here the lands are granted in connection with 
salt springs and the Government has certified one-half the lands it is 
to be presumed that they are salt springs. 

In addition to that, here is an affidavit of the persons who selected 
the lands; and they state that— 


They were appointed by Henry H. reg A governor of the State of Minnesota, 
8 par — said — zo 88 mark out ha tuaira sals 
springs, w o lan joining, gran act o gress, approv a y 
2b, 1857, to the said State; that der have erry SA the duty thus imposed apon 
them, and have found salt 1 4 on or adjacent to the following. deseribed tracts 
or parcels of land included in the United States Government surveys, and which 
said tracts or parcels of lands they have reported to the said governor, as claimed 
for and in behalf of said State under the act of Congress. 


Then they go on and describe the springs and lands within the sur- 
veyed limits of the State: 

Also three salt springs outside of the lines of the Government surveys, with six 
sections of land to each, marked out by metes and bounds and described as eight- 
een sections of land lying south from the Wild Rice River, and traversed by the 
south branch of the said Wild Rice River, which arises along the eastern bonndar, 
of said tract, and closely adjoining and northwest from the crossing of the 
River trail, (so called.) At said branch posts were set and lines run out as per letter 
of instructions of the said governor, and a map or diagram of which selections 
accompanies this affidavit, marked A. 


And they go on with the other facts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my honorable friend a question? It 
seems there were three springs wanting. The act granted to the 
State all the salt springs there were in the State not exceeding twelve. 
The State therefore has got nine, I suppose. Is there a single salt 
spring of the nine that is now worked as a salt spring, or is known 
as such, for any operation connected with salt? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam unaware of the facts in regard to these 
springs, except that I do know the State made a grant of one fora 
public 215 897 in the State with the six sections of lands adjoining. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, What was the public purpose, working salt? 

Mr. McMILLAN, No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I guess not. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I forget the purpose. Iknow the party to whom 
the grant was made in our State. It was made by an act of the 
Legislature to a citizen of our own State, 

. MCDONALD. As a saline grant this is just the same as the 
panie which were accepted by every State, nearly, west of the 
hio River, beginning with Ohio, and Indiana, and Illinois, and con- 
tinued on. The lands have always been selected and the proper use 
made of them. What became of the springs, I do not know. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In addition to that, I am also advised that this 
grant of land will pass to the State University under the action of 
our State. The lands granted under this bill will go to aid the State 
University. The State bas disposed of the grant in that direction. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As a land grant to the State of Minnesota of two- 
thirds of a township of land in aid of a university the thing certainly 
has an appearance of merit. Ishould be glad to have a similar grant of 
lands in Minnesota for the benefit of the University of Vermont. But 
as making up, as an act of duty under this measure, a loss of an actual 
salt meine to the State of Minnesota, I am bound to say that I must 
be excused for having any faith in that sort of thing. My honorable 
friend says, and he understands it, that as far as he knows there is 
not a single one of the other nine springs that was ever used as asalt 
spring at all. One of on was granted to eslip cu for some 
other 17 75 some other good public purpose no doubt. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iwill answer the ee that one of tbem was 
A to a company in our State organized for the manufacture of 
du 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was probably the best spring. Now, can 
the Senator tell us how much salt that company produced? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I am not informed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did the Senator ever hear of its producing any? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ihave not informed myself in regard to that 
fact, I will say to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Vermont, perhaps by way of a question. I wish to know 


and 


whether the grant originally of these sections of salt-spring land de- 
pended at all upon their ever making salt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not know. The Senator can read English 
probably just as well as I can. What the statute says is— 

That all salt springs within said State not exceeding twelve in number, with six 
sections of land adjoining or as contiguous as may be to each, shall be granted to 
said State for itə use. 

If that meant that it was a salted spring in order to give the State 
so much more land for its general purposes, that is one thing; but if 
it meant what the unsophisticated mind of an honest man would sup- 
e it to mean, that it was granted like salt springs in the State of 

ew York, for the public benefit, to supply people with salt and to 
be managed and controlled by the sovereignty of the State, then it 
would haye said precy, what it does say. But the obvions fact is, 
plainly enough, after this explanation, that the State of Minnesota 
never did select twelve salt springs or any other number of salt 
springs within the fair meaning of that act, as I have described what 
I understand its meaning to be. It did get a certain amount of land 
and dis of it for all sorts of purposes, never for the purposes of 
salt springs but on one occasion it seems, and that appears, so far as 
we know, to have been a failure, Now, then, after twenty years, it is 
e to take two-thirds of a township to be given to a university 
under color of making up three salt springs which have in the course 
of time N if they ever existed. Of course, Mr. President, 
the Senate will pass the bill; it is always generous, 2 

Mr. McDONALD. The Senator who reported this bill [Mr. JONES 
of Florida] is not in his seat to-day. The original bill was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands and by the committee referred to 
the Senator from Florida as a subcommittee, and he gave this ques- 
tion very careful consideration, as the report will show. The facts 
which the report discloses certainly establish this: that there were 
twenty-four sections of land granted to the State of Minnesota at the 
time of her admission into the Union as a State, to which she has 
never received a title, owing to the subsequent disposition of the 
lands by the Government, embracing eighteen sections of these lands, 
for an Indian reservation, and the balance makaon the twenty-four 
sections of land covered by adverse claims acq to the property 
after this grant was made. 

The committee thought, under all the circumstances, that it was 
right and fair to the State of Minnesota to let her be remunerated 
for these lands, thus otherwise disposed of, by selecting the same num- 
ber of sections within the limits of the State of public lands not now 
sold. The character of this grant is not new to the State of Minne- 
sota. The same class of grants have been made to all the States in 
the Northwest. I know it was so in my own State. We have to this 
day a saline fund, forming a part of the common-school fund of our 
State, which sprang from the disposal of the lands that were granted 
to the State of Indiana in connection with the salt springs. I do not 
7 there is a single spring in the State of In a that is now 
used or worked for the purpose of maunfacturing salt, and perhaps 
none ever was to any very EE extent, but it was among the per- 
quisites which the General Government saw proper to tender to the 
people of a Territory when they were forming themselves into a State 
for the purpose of assuming the responsibilities of a State govern- 
ment, and we thought it was nothing more than fair in the case of 
Minnesota that, having been deprived in this way of this perquisite 
to that extent she should be allowed to make it up in lands inside o 
her own limits. If the Senator who made this report were present, 
he could state much more in detail the circumstances that led to this 
conclusion than I can. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The facts are all stated in the report; all the 
report lacks is salt. 

r. MCDONALD. But the salt has lost its savor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. As the Senator from Indiana has remarked, 
this is no new species of grants. Most of the Northwestern States, 
if not all, have grants of this kind connected with salt sprin 
The grant was not made because it was known that salt — be 
made at those springs, but because it was believed there was a fair 
prospect of obtaining salt. It was the general opinion that where salt 
springs were found, although the waters might not be strong enough 
for practical working as they came to the surface, yet by boring, salt 
might be found there. It was on a supposition of this kind that the 
grants were made. There were several salt springs in Michigan in 
connection with which similar grants were made; but it was found 
by experience that salt could not be obtained by boring,*they were 
not within what is called the salt basin; and those lands have all 
been disposed of to individuals. Suppose it should turn out that there 
was no salt to be found in any of these cases, either in Michigan or 
in any of the other States, does the title to this land fail? If the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont is for anything, the title 
must have failed because they failed to find waters salt enough to be 
worked for the making of salt. It does seem to me that there is noth- 
ing in the point raised by the Senator from Vermont. 

r. EDMUNDS. Ido not know that there is, because the point 
really is a little diffleulty that I have in giving to the State of Min- 
nesota two-thirds of a township of land for the purposes of a univer- 
sity, for that is what it comes to, to which she has not any claim, 
and never had; because all that was given to her was a salt spring. 
That is perfecti apparent to my mind. But the answer of my friend 
from Michigan haw a great deal of force, I admit. He says if boring 
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will do it, then the title is good; but this happens to be boring for 
land instead of salt, and I have no doubt it will fetch the result. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ixcarrs in the chair.) The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SAMSON GOLIAH. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 1096) for the re- 
lief of Samson Goliah ; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. The bill revokes the sentence of the general court-martial 
in the case of Samson Goliah, late a private in company A, Fifty-fifth 
Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, (colored,) 1 him guilty 
of mutiny, and sentencing him to confinement at hard labor during 
the remainder of his term of service, to forfeit all pay and allow- 
ances due or to become due, and to be dishonorably discharged the 
service of the United States, promulgated in General Orders No. 136, 
of September 19, 1864, headquarters of the Department of the South. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report. 

Mr. WADLEIGH. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
on the 16th instant: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the A ery Samson 
Goliah, late a private Company A, Fifty-fifth Massachusetts red Regiment, 


e submit the following ropat: 
3 e was formerly, as shown by his sworn peti- 


tion, a slave. He was tried by general court-martial on the ci of mutiny, 
found 7 , and sentenced te be confined at hard labor for the remainder of 
term of enlistment, to forfeit all pay and allowances then due or to become due, 
and then to be dishonorably oar yin the service of the United States.” (See 
transcript from Adjutant-General’s Office, on file in this case.) 

Of the proceedings of the court-martial, the Judge-Advocate-General says they 
ap to be regular, and the sentence also. 

e states that the relief asked is beyond the power of the Executive Depart- 
ment, and that sion abe alone has authority to indemnify the pary for any injus- 
tice or undue p ent that he may hava suffered, and it is to that branch of 
the Government that his appeal should be addressed. The sentence of the general 
court-m: in Goliah's case was promulgated under General Orders No. 136, of 
September 19, 1864, headquarters ment of the South, and under that sen- 
tence he was sent to Fort Clinch, rida, tember, 1864, to serve out his sen- 
tence, but his iment, the st: having been mustered out of service, he 
miri released and dishonorably disc before he had served the full time speci- 
fi 


The sentence was severe, if not harsh, under any circumstances, and in the case 
of Samson Goliah was, in the judgment of the committee, altogether too harsh. 
He was, as shown by his sworn statement, born and raised a slave. “Ignorance 
of the law excuseth not” is a maxim the committee but the committee 
submits that that maxim has never been extended beyond its plain import. Igno- 
rance of law cannot be ee in justification or excuse, 
issue proof thereof would be oee admissi 
been and reared a slave, In the very nature of ä knowledge meh 


gress. 
This question is one, the committee sabali upon which it us with those 
makes man Samson 


the trouble originated on board eg going from Jack- 
turbance after 


a slight 
taps. That one John Sylvester made the 
doubt John was hungry. Goliah says that he and John were lying ther in the 
hold of the vessel; not a very ofi- 


wrath said he would not be because he had done nothing. Doubtless this 
was wrong. Samson should have curbed his angry passions, and Goliah should 
have shown Christian meekness. Still there was human nature in it, and a good 
deal of it. The biblical history of the two remarkable men whose joint names he 
bears may have been read to him by the light of pine knots in his lowly cabin when 
he was a slave, and the unhappy man may have been anistor their illustrious 
ucated man 


and, as he supposed, righteous erie ape Atall events a better than 
Goliah, a white man, raised under the shadows of the temple of pas would, if 
r believing this 


a spirited man, have proved ghrp How much more reason 
ignorant . who believed his rights invaded, was honest in his refusal to be 
arrested. However, Bean and his 8 did finally arrest him, and there was no 
one to give the note of warning—" The Philistines be — — thee, Samson.“ He was 
taken on deck and tied to the mast. Here the real trouble began. His friends find - 
ing out what had been done (they were colored like himself) raised a row and cut 
him loose. So his strength was not known. Thatis just what his hoopje would 
have done if they believed he had been wron Samson says he remained on deck 
all night, and the next morning Lieutenant came to and told him that if 
he would get down on his knecs and pardon he would release him and send 
him to his company. Samson, to his honor be it said, refused. 

He states that charges were preferred, that he was tried, had no means of defense, 
or of getting witnesses; that he was utterly ignorant of what a court or court-mar- 

was. e states that at Fort Clinch, under his sentence, he did double duty at 
hard labor until he was sent to his regiment. 

Samson produces the affidavits of Jobn H. Martin, George Johnson, Hamilton 
Curry, and William Jones, who state that they were on board; know of the dis- 
turbance; know it was raised by Sylvester not — Samson, and know that he 
was a good and obedient soldier; that they complained to Sylvester; that he (Syl- 


vester) was the man who created the disturbance, and not Samson, and that Syl- 


of the di ce; that Sylvester was the man who made the noise, and they 
know it, and that Sylvester at different times confessed he was the guilty party, 
and that was an orderly, obedient, and faithful soldier. It may be aske 


court-martial in the case of Samson Goliah, late private Company A, Fifty-tifth 
ers No. 136, of Sep- 


as of the date of said dishonorable 
passage of the accompanying bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MILITARY POST IN THE BLACK HILLS. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 785) to provide 
for building a military post for the protection of the citizens of the 
Black Hills region; which was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It appropriates $150,000 for the purpose of building a mili- 
tary post or garrison at the foot-hills near the Black Hills, in either 
of the Territories of Wyoming or Dakota, at such point in that region 
as may be, in the judgment of the President, best adapted for the 
protection of the citizens of the Black Hills country from the hostile 
incursions of the Sioux and other Indian tribes congregated or oper- 
ating in that locality. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Ishould like to know whether the bill has been 


recommended by the War Department. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state that it was recommended by the proper 
authorities of the War Department, and very urgently, and that the 
bill passed the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate unani- 
monsly. There is a report in writing accompanying the bill, which 
can be read. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should like to hear the report in 
the case. This is appropriating a large amount of money and, it 
strikes me, unnecessarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 5 will read the report. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia: I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over under objection. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, subsequently said: Upon the expla- 
nation of two Senators, I withdraw my objection to the bill, but I 
should like to have the report read. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask that the . be read. There is an urgent 
necessity for the passage of the bi . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, resumes the consideration of the bill, and the report will be 


The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPEN- 
CER on the 16th instant: 


The Committee on ey ae to whom was referred the bill (S No. 785) 
to provide for building a military post for the protection of the citizens of the 
Black ane region, haye had the same under consideration, and submit the chy deh 

report: 
Se committee, wishing to be apprised of the necessity for constructing a mili- 
tary post, as contemp the addressed the honorable Secretary of War 
on radar 4 tof date of February 26, 1878, to which the following reply has been 
received: 


Wan DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON Crrr, 


March 6, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowl eee cn yess nee ne the 26th ultimo, 
inelosing Senate bill 75, “ to 5 building a military A post for the protection 
of the citizens of the Black Hills region,” and requesting the Committee on Mili- 
Affairs to be advised as to the ety of the of said bill, and beg to 
‘orm the committee that this bill is approved by General of the Army, who 


reports u the subject as follows: t 

‘We mast keep with our rapidly Growing frontier; valuable mines now 

lack Hills of Wyoming. 
aan ) which will er protection. Troo 
ions,) whic! need mi 
gion without shelter. and therefore 283 seems 3 
= a amount, TaS is deemed ——— N 
respectfully, your obedient servan 
bt vf GEO. 3 
ur. 
Hon. GEORGE E. SPENCER, ing 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 

Inasmuch as the Secretary of War advises 2 race’ committee that the bill is ap- 
proved by the General of the Army, who considers the construction of such a mill. 
tary post in the region indicated necessary for the protection of the citizens of the 
Black Hills country and for the shelter of troops, also that the sum of $150,000 is 
deemed ample for such purpose, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have listened to the reading of the report. 
The whole thing is based upon the recommendation of the General 
of the Army. e have no information as to how far distant are any 
of the forts or military stations that are now existing in that coun- 
try. There is Fort Laramie somewhere out in that country, not a 
very great distance from the Black Hills, I presume, 

Mr. ALLISON. Only about two hundred miles. 
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Mr. SAULSBURY. We have no information now as to the num- 
ber of troops that would be required to garrison the fort; and the 
report is not to my mind entirely satisfactory. We have no infor- 
mation from the General of the Toy or from the War Department 
as to whether there is any absolute necessity to keep troops stationed 
at that point. There may be a great necessity for it, but the report 
does not show any such necessity. I should like to have some infor- 
mation upon the subject before we vote $150,000 out of the public 
Treasury for this purpose; and I think the bill had better go over, 
so that we can obtain further information. 

.The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware makes 
e and the Secretary will report the next bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

ISSUE OF ARMS TO TERRITORIES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 3697) to amend 
a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to issue arms, 
approved July 3, 1876; which was read. 

. ALLISON. That is not clear. It would be necessary to have 
the statute read in order to understand how it is proposed to amend 
it. I object to the consideration of the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa objects to 
the bill, and it goes over. k 

ALCOHOL FOR SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. No. 1887) to ex- 
tend the provisions of section 3297 of the Revised Statutes to other 
institutions of learning ; which was considered asin Committee of 
the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to grant per- 
mits, as provided for in section 3297 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, to any scientific university or college of learning ero- 
ated and potent are | such by any State or Territory under its laws, 
though not incorporated or chartered, upon the same terms and sub- 
ject to the same restrictions and penalties already provided by sec- 
tion 3297. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The next bill on the Calendar will 
be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. 
No. 1015) extending the time to construct and complete the Northern 
Pacific Railroad; which was reported adversely from the Committee 
on Railroads, 

Mr. MITCHELL. As that matter has been acted upon by the Sen- 
ate, I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

DISTRICT PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


A message from the House of TEA ae fame er, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Abus, its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 4658) for the relief of the public schools of the District of Colum- 
bia; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

r.WINDOM. I ask the consent of the Senate to take up the bill 
which has just been received from the House of Representatives for 
the purpose of present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read twice, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to retain and use for the maintenance of the 
public schools of the District for the remainder of the current school 
year $75,000, or so much thereof as may be . out of any 
moneys due to the United States from the District under the provis- 
ions of the seventeenth section of the act approved March 3, 1877; but 
the sum named shall not be considered as in addition to the propor- 
tion of the expenses of the District of Columbia hereafter to be as- 
sumed by the United States, but shall be a part thereof. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now let us hear the section of the law read. 

Mr. WINDOM. I have consulted a majority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I believe all who are present of the committee 
unanimously recommend the passage of the bill. Section 17 of the 
act of March 3, 1877, referred to in the bill is as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to advance to said com- 
missioners, between the 1st day of July and the Ist day of November, 1877, such 
sums as may be from time to timo required for the parent of interest on the old 
funded debt and for the current expenses of the District government, the aggre- 

te sum so advanced not to exceed $400,000; and the commissioners shall reim- 

urse the Treasury the amount so advanced out of the revenues of the District on 
or before the expiration of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878. 

The sum of $400,000 for the purpose of reimbursing the advances 
made by the Government under this section is in the Treasury, and 
the bill proposes to authorize the use of $75,000 of that fund to aid 
in keeping open the schools of the District. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean to say that this $400,000 
has been reimbursed and is in the Treasury of the United States? 

Mr. WINDOM. I mean to say that it is at the command of the 
District 517 1 

Mr. EDM yes, not repaid to the Treasury. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not ee that it has been repaid, but it 
is ready to be reimbursed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that this bill provides available funds for the 
purpose of the schools? 

Mr. WINDOM. It does, as I understand it. 


Mr. BAILEY. I wish to ask the Senator from Minnesota a ques- 
tion. Do I understand that this money has been refunded to the 
Government of the United States? My reason for the inquiry is this: 
I understood, from the discussion which took place the other day 
at the other end of the Capitol, that it was announced by the com- 
missioners that they did not expect to repay this money to the United 


States. For that reason I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether 
the Committee on 3 has any well-founded expectation 
that this money will be repaid to the Government? 

Mr. WINDOM. I answer for mysels that I have no very sanguine 
expectation in that direction, I do not think it ought to be repaid, 
and I do not very much expect that it will be. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I should like to know why the people of the 
United States are required to pay the expenses of the District of 
Columbia. I understand that the sole ground for this expenditure 
is a claim that the people here are so heavily taxed that they cannot 
afford to support their own school system; but I can say that the 
rate of taxation in the District of Colambia is not nearly so great as it 
is in many of the States of the Union. It is not nearly so great us it 
is in my own State in many of the towns and municipalities. In the 
little town in which I live we pay at least 1 per cent. more tax per 
annum than ey pay here in the city of Washington. In the cities 
of that State and in many of the cities of the Union they pay twice 
and three times the rate of taxation that is paid in Washington; and 
no claim to be exempted from this burden that falls upon the people 
of other cities and other communities can be founded upon the idea 
that the rate of taxation here is so great that it is impossible for the 
people to mt tpt their own schools. I cannot understand why in the 
city of Washington there should be a claim upon the public Treasury 
of the United States for the support of common schools that does not 
exist in other communities, in other towns and places besides the 
city of Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDI G OFFICER. Shall the bill be ordered to a third 
reading 

The question being put, a division was called for. 

Mr. DORSEY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

5 Let us take the yeas and nays on the passage of 

e bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On the third reading is just as well. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. McDONALD, (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called.) 
My colleague [Mr. VOORHEES] is detained from the Senate by im- 
portant Sten e which he could not avoid. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 42, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—42. 

Allison, Christiancy, Harris, axey, 
Anthony, oko, Hereford, Mitchell, 
Barnum, Conkling, oar, orrill, 
Bayard, Conover, Howe, 'addock, 
Beck, Davis of Ilinois, Inga Rollins, 
Blaine, Dawes, Johnsto: Saunders, 

00 y, Kirkw Teller, 
Bruce, Edmunds, McDonald, ‘adlel 
Butler, Eustis, MoMillan, Windom, 
Cameron of Pa., Ferry, McPherson, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Matthews, 

NAYS—7. 
Bailey, Hil Merrimon, Wh 
Cockta, Hader, Saulsbury, ws 
ABSENT—277. 

Armstrong, Grover, Morgan, Sharon, 
Ros li Oglesby, Spencer, 
Chaffee, Jones of Florida, Patterson, urman, 
Davis of W. Va, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Denn ellogg, Randolph, W 
Eaton, ernan, 5 Withers, 
Gordon, Lamar, Sargent, 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Resuming the Calendar, the next 
bill in order is the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal all that part of the act 
approved January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which au- 
thorized the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of United States 
bonds and redeem and cancel the greenback currency ; which was 
read by its title. 

Mr. BAYARD. That had better lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, being objected to, goes over. 

Mr. FERRY. In thisconnection I desire to give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to consider House bill No. 805, which was He ea by 
the Committee on Finance with amendments on Wednesday. The 
committee have reported amendments to it, and I shall ask the Sen- 
ate at one o’clock on Wednesday next to consider the bill and amend- 
ments. 

GAMBLING IN THE ARMY. 

The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. No. 112) to make an 
reigns article of war; which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the following be, and e Pa made an additional article of war for the 


government of the Army of the States: “ Any officer serving with troops 
or any soldier not on furlough, who gambles, bets, or plays for pron ea other val- 
unable stake or consideration at any game of cards or otherwise, shall be brought to 
trial by court-martial, and, upon conviction, punished as follows: If an officer, by 
dismissal from the military service, or such other punishment of less ores as ma 

be inflicted by the sentence of the court-martial; if a soldier, at the retion o 

the court: Provi however, That any oficer of the Army, whether or not serv- 
ing with tooops, who, by gambling, betting, or playing at cards or otherwise, shall 
ik money from a junior or inferior officer, sha, upon conviction by a court-mar- 
tial, be punished as hereinbefore provided in the case of an officer serving with 


troo 

Seo. 2. That an trader who shall keep, have, let, or allow to be used in his 
trading store or — B lishment, or elsewhere, any building, room, or other place in 
which gambling, betting, or playing, for money or other valuable stake or consid- 


eration, at or otherwise, is, on any occasion 2 by officers or soldiers 
of the Army, either with each other or with civilians, have his appointment 
forthwith revoked by the Secre: 


2 of War. 

Sec. 3. Phat it shall be, and is hereby made, the duty of every commanding offi- 
cer of a post, station, detachment, or other place or body of troops strictly to enforce 
the postal eee of this act by forthwith brin to trial any soldier of his command 


who shall offend against the provisions of the first section, and by promptly report- 
ing to the 6 or, if there be none, to the Secretary f War, with 
a . charge or charges N by him 1 85 the offender, any case of an 
officer of his command so offending. And it is further made the duty of every such 
commanding officer promptly to were to the poney of War any act or allow- 
ance on ee trader at his post or station of the nature indicated in the 
second section. And for any, failure or omission to comply with any of these injunc- 
tions, such commander be brought to trial as fora violation of the sixty se- 
ond article of war. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read 
the third time. 

1 OFFICER. The question is on the passage of 
the bi 

The question being put, a division was called for; which resulted 
ayes 29, noes 6; no quorum 85 519192 . 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. BURNSIDE called for 
the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to hear the bill zapored again, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and having read the 
first section, 

Mr. HILL. The Secretary need read no further on my account. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to move to strike out the words “or other- 
wise” in the first section where they first occur. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why sof 

Mr. HOAR. It makes every bet of the smallest character undergo 
this heavy “ars 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state that this proposed law is the same as 
the corresponding law in regard to the Navy. The Committee on 
Military Affairs were of the opinion that for the first offense dismissal 
was, to say the least of it, rather severe; and, hence, gave the court- 
martial power to take into consideration surrounding circumstances, 
thus making a less penalty than dismissal for the first offense if the 
court thought it was proper and right to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, e question on the third readin 
of the bill will be regarded as reconsidered for the purpose of amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that as 
the article is drawn it punishes by dismissal from the military serv- 
ice, or such other e ys as may be inflicted by the sentence of 
a court-martial, all bets of every kind, not merely a bet which ac- 
companies a game of cards or gambling, but the most indifferent 
matter. It seems to me it is a very severe penalty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought the words “ or otherwise ” referred to 
otherwise gaming, “at any game of cards, or otherwise,” that is, 
some other game. I suggest to the Senator to make it : 

At any game of cards or other game of chance or hazard. 

Mr. HOAR. That is better. I will accept that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

Mr. CONOVER. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 
I think there are a many unjust features in it, and many of us 
want more time to consider the measure. The Senatorwho reported 
the bill is not in his seat, neither is the chairman of the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. I therefore object to the further consideration 
of the bill to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to goes over. 

THOMAS M. SIMMONS. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (S. No. 1067) for the relief of Thomas M. Sim- 
mons was to-day. It is an Army claims bill, and it seems to 
include damages as well as a contract, and, on looking at the report, 
opens some doubt in my mind whether this was a case of contract 
and I should like to enter a motion to reconsider until it can be ex- 


amined. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE 


M. ADAMS, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
nene the enrolled bill (H. R. No. 4658) for the relief of the public 
schools of the District of Columbia; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty-five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and 
fifty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, April 29, 1878. 


The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. ALFRED H. 
Ames, of Washington, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and approved. 

f ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twelve minutes past 
twelve o’clock. This being Monday, the first business during the 
morning hour is the call of States and Territories, beginning with the 
State of Maine, for bills and joint resolutions for Introdustion and 
reference to appropriate committees. During this call memorials and 
joint resolutions of State and territorial Legislatures are in order for 
reference. 

ELIZABETH H. PIERCE. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4577) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth H. Pierce ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN M. STICKNEY. 

Mr. JOYCE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4578) granting a pension to 
Helen M. Stickney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STREET RAILROADS IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CLAFLIN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4579) concerning street 
railroads in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT LAW, 

Mr. MAYHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4580) to amend sections 
682, 684, and 685 of an act approved June 22, 1874, relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CLYMER. Let that bill be read. 

The bill was read in extenso, and was referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH M. DEVIN. : 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4581) grant- 
ing a We. to Elizabeth M. Devin, widow of Thomas C. Devin, late 
colonel Third oi asad United States Cavalry and major-general of 
United States Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
poeren to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

TRADE-MARK GOODS, 

Mr. CAMP introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4582) repealing sections 1 and 
2 of chapter 274 of the laws of Congress, approved August 14, 1876, 
relating to the using and counterfeiting e-mark goods; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT G. MURRAY. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4583) for the relief of 
Albert G. Murray, postmaster at Canandaigua, New York; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FLORIAN GROSJEAN. 

Mr. MAYHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4584) for 
the relief of Florian Grosjean; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents,and ordered to be printed. 

LAURENCE A. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. WOOD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4585) for the 
relief of Laurence A. Williams, of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

SARAH E. WEBSTER. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4586) for the relief 
of Sarah E. Webster, administratrix, &c., of Isaac A. Verplanck, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS TO INDIANS. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4587) to ameud 
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187 8. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2925 


section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to 
the sale of spirituous liquors to Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH CONKLIN. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4588) arona 
a pension to Mrs. Sarah Conklin; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PATRIOK SULLIVAN. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4589) for the relief 
of Patrick Sullivan ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT MADIGAN. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4590) granting a 
pension to Robert Madigan ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INSOLVENCY OF RAILROAD COMPANIES. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4591) to 
prevent insolvency of railroad companies in the United States; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PAGE. Lask that that bill be read in full. 

The bill was read at length, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWARK STAMPING COMPANY. 

Mr. CUTLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4592) for the 
relief of the Newark Stamping Company, of Newark, New Jersey; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA H. MORRIS, 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4593) ting a pension to 
Lydia H. Morris (widow) and Jennie H. and Louis Morris, minors ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 

Mr. BRIDGES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4594) 
crease of pension to Robert Patterson, of Company H, Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, refe to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVY PAY OFFICERS’ CLERKS. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4595) relating to pay officers’ 
clerks in the United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
cies gu to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 


nting an in- 


TARIFF, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Pennsylvania, in opposition to any change in 
the existing tariff; which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 

JOHN H. WORK, 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4596) 
granting a pension to John H. Work, late of Company A, Sixty-first 
giment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which panned a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY BOWMAN. 

Mr. STENGER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4597) granting a pension 
to Mary Bowman; which was a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. BUTLER, È 
Mr. STENGER also introduced a bill 15 R. No. 4598) for the relief 
of James W. Butler; which wus read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL T. ABBOTT. 

Mr. WRIGHT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4599) granting a pension 
to Rachel T. Abbott, of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

O: C. HOPKINS. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4600) granting a pen- 
sion to O. C. Hopkins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 
yw. SWANN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4601) to amend section 

3397 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

d ordered to be printed. ; 

Pai Mr. TUCKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4602) to 
amend and re-enact section 716 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HARTRIDGE. I ask that that bill be read. 

The bill was read at length, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


P. A. LEATHERBURY. 


Mr. DOUGLAS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4603) for the relief of P. 
A. Leatherbury, of Accomac County, Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RAINEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4604) to amend section 
3835 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC P. SEWELL. 

Mr. FELTON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4605) for the relief of 
Isaac P. Sewell, of Cobb County, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. : 
ISAAC SEWELL. 

Mr. FELTON also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4606) for the relief 
of Isaac Sewell, of Cobb County, Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GREEN 8. DUKE. 

Mr. BELL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4607) for the relief of Green 
S. Duke, of Jackson Coanty, Georgia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond hehe referred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
á SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF WAR OF 1812, 


Mr. MANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4608) to amend section 
5 of an act entitled “An act amending the laws granting pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their widows,” approved 
March 9, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF “ IRON-CLAD” OATH. 


Mr. ACKLEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4609) to repeal sections 
820 and 821 of the Revised Statutes, known as the “iron-clad” oath 
for jurors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the United States, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW HOOVER. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4610) for the relief 
of Andrew Hoover, late private Company C, Sixty-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA BROUGHER. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4611) granting 
a pension to Rebecca Brougher, widow of Aaron Brougher, of Com- 
pany C, Eighty-fourth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI SMITH. 


Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced bill (H. R. No. 4612) granting a 
pension to Levi Smith, a private in Company I, Fifty-seventh Regi- 
inent Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a t and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH MANNER. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4613) granting 
a pension to Joseph Manner, late private Company —, Kansas Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MILLER. 

Mr. BANNING introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4614) granting a pension 
to Henry Miller ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

LIEUTENANT JAMES T. LEAVY. 

Mr. BANNING also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 169) 
authorizing the payment of the accounts of Lieutenant James T. 
Leavy, an insane Army officer; which was read a first and second time, 
arctic hy to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rin 
* CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4615) in relation to claims 
against the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL FAIR GROUNDS ASSOCIATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4616) to incorporate 
the National Fair Grounds Association; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE E. SILENCE, . 


Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4617) for the 
relief of Caroline E. Silence, of Washington, District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENTS OF THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. TURNER introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 170) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 171) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ASSESSMENTS FOR POLITICAL PURPOSES. 


Mr. TURNER also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4618) to prevent 
assessments or contributions tor political purposes by the officials 
and employés of the United States Government; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Civil-Service 
Reform, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT TAX-LIEN CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. DURHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4619) to 
rovide for the settlement of tax-lien certificates erroneously issued 
y the late authorities of the District of Columbia; which was read 

a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
SALOME SMITH. 

Mr. RIDDLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4620) grant- 
ing a pension to Salome Smith; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CASH REGISTER FOR BAR-ROOMS, ETC. 

Mr. HAMILTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4621) 
adopting a cash register to ascertain the cash receipts of bar-rooms 
and saloons, and levying a tax on the same; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

4 JAMES K. BIGELOW. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4622) for the relief of 
James K. Bigelow ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL TRUSSES FOR SOLDIERS, 


Mr. BOYD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4623) to furnish additional 
trusses to soldiers who were ruptured while in the line of their duty 
during the war for the suppression of the rebellion; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT F. PADEN, 


Mr. HENDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4624) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Albert F. Paden, late 
a private in Company D, Fifty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MAPES. 


Mr. HAYES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4625) for the relief of 
Henry Mapes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM O. MORGAN. 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4626) 1 
ing a pension to William O. Morgan, sergeant of Company K, Thirty- 
seventh Regiment IIlinois Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, aud 
ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA BUMP, 

Mr. METCALFE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4627) granting a pen- 
sion to Sophia Bump, widow of Leonard Bump, late a private in Com- 
pany I, First Missouri Cavalry; which was afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENNO J, PRIUM. 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4628) granting 
a pension to Enno J.Prium,late private of Company G, Twenty-First 
Regiment corey Se Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

M. FRANK GALLAGHER, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4629) for 
the relief of M. Frank her, late lientenant and brevet captain 
Second United States Infantry; which was read a first and second 
N to the Committee on Military Affairs, aud ordered to be 

rinted. 
R SALES OF BUTTER AND CHEESE, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4630) 
for the protection of dairymen and to prevent deception in the sales 
of bntter and cheese in the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


STATUE TO GENERAL G. A. CUSTER. 
Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, also introđuced a joint resolution (H. 


R. No. 172) to authorize the erection of a statue to the late General 
George A. Custer; whicb was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

TAMPA, FLORIDA, A PORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4631) making Tampa, 
in the County of Hillsborough, State of Florida, a port of entry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LIBRARY, SAINT AUGUSTINE, FLORIDA. 


Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4632) to grant a lot of 
pe land to the Public Library Association at Saint augune 
orida; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
H. H, BEARD, LIBERTY COUNTY, TEXAS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON Coy request) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4633) for the relief of H. H. , of the county of Liberty, Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BARNARD M’NALLY. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 758 ba authorize payment 
of the claim of Barnard McNally, of Sabula, Iowa; which was read 
a first and second time, refi to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL STATION, DES MOINES, IOWA. 

Mr. CUMMINGS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4635) to establish and 
maintain a signal-service station at the city of Des Moines, in the 
State of Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX-LIEN CERTIFICATES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. CLARK, of Iowa, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4636) 
to provide for the settlement of certain tax-lien certificates erro- 
neously issued by the late authorities of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. BOUCK presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, relative to the patent laws, and that damages for the 
interference with patents be limited to manufacturers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, 

TARIFF ON WOOL, 


Mr, BOUCK also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, against the reduction of the tariff on wool; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

SPECIFIC TARIFF ON WOOL. 

Mr. BOUCK also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for a specific tariff on wool; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

INCOME-TAX. 


Mr. BOUCK also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for a tax on incomes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

EQUALIZATION OF SOLDIERS’ BOUNTIES. 

Mr. BOUCK also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, for the equalization of soldiers’ bounties; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SUSPENSION OF SPECIE PAYMENT. 


Mr. BOUCK also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, for the passage of a law authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to suspend specie payment in certain contingencies in 
case of resumption; which was referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

MINNESOTA SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4637) to legalize certain 
settlements upon swamp lands in the State of Minnesota, and for 
other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT RIPLEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4638) to restore to 
the public domain the military reservation known as Fort Ripley. 
Minnesota, and for other pu ; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS, PLATTSBURGH, NEW YORK.- 

Mr. STRAIT also (by ue introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4639) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to release certain lands of the United 
States to the people of the State of New York; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER WILLAMETTE RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4640) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge over the Willamette River, 
between Portland and East Portland, in the State of Oregon; which 
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was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
SYNDICATE CONTRACT SET ASIDE. 

Mr, PHILLIPS introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4641) to set aside a cer- 
tain alleged contract between the Secretary of the Treasury and cer- 
tain persons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER WEIDNER. 

Mr: RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. No, 4642) for the relief of Chris- 
topher Weidner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY FERRY COMPANY. 

Mr. MARTIN (by re naen introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4643) to in- 
corporate the New York and New Jersey Ferry Company ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA A. BEERBOWER. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4644) granting a pension 
to Martha A. Beerbower, of West Virginia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. HOLLAND. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, (by request,) introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4645) for the relief of John R. Holland; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. EDEN. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The bill was read at length, and was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

ALBERT H. PFEIFFER. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4646) for the relief of Albert H. Pfeiffer, of Colorado; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROSWELL SCOVILL. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4647) for the 
relief of Roswell Scovill, e soldier in the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. REINSTATEMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Arizona, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4648) to 
authorize the President to reinstate certain officers of the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND TITLES IN IDAHO. 

Mr. FENN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4649) to provide for perfect- 
ing land titles in the Territory of Idaho; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NORTHERN BOUNDARY OF WYOMING TERRITORY, ETC. | 

Mr. CORLETT introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4650) for the survey of 
the northern boundary of Wyoming Territory and to fix the northern 
boundary of the Yellowstone National Park; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has been com- 
pleted. The Chair will now, if there be no objection, recognize gen- 
tlemen who were not in their seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

NANCY FLEANOR. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4651) for the relief of 
Nancy Fleanor, widow of Nicholas Fleanor, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS COLLIER. 

Mr. CHALMERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4652) for the relief of 
Lewis Collier, of Company K, Fifty-second Regiment United States 
Colored Infantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK MYERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4653) for 
the relief of Frederick Myers, late private Company L, Sixth Illinois 
Cavalry Volunteers ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN COSBY. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4654) for 

the relief of John Cosby; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to submit the bill which I send to the 
desk and move that the rules be suspended in order that it may be 
considered at the present time. 


The SPEAKER. There are still some gentlemen who desire to 
introduce bills for reference. When the time comes for motions to 
suspend the rules the Chair must follow the list. He will, however, 
ask unanimous consent for the gentleman from Kentucky for the 
purpose he has indicated. 

FREDERICK C. MARGERUM. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4655) 
ting a pension to Frederick C. Margerum, Company G, Fitteenth 
Regi ent Massachusetts Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
JACOB H. GROVE. 

Mr. WALSH introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4656) to provide for the 
payment of the claim of Jacob H. Grove for quartermaster stores 
supplied to the Army of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH SEARLE. ° 

Mr. JORGENSEN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 4657) for the relief 
of Sarah Searle, widow of Milton Searle, Seventy-first New York 
State Volunteers and Seventy-third New York State Veterans, for 
pension; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen desire to ask unanimons con- 
sent for various e The Chair will take the liberty of poe 
nizing them. The ouse has the power to object. The Chair will 
first recognize the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF THE DISTRICT, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. The bill which I ask unanimous consent to 
have considered now looks to the prevention of the closing of all the 
poio schools of the city of Washington to-morrow. It does not 

ook to any appropriation. It simply authorizes the commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to retain the sum of $75,000 from a fund 
of $400,000 which the District of Columbia owes to the General Goy- 
ernment, and it provides that the sum shall be deducted from the 
proportionate share of the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia which the Government of the United States may assume. 

Mr. HALE. Then it is nothing but a loan. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It is nothing but a loan. I ask for the read- 
ing of the bill. 

the Clerk read the bill. It directs the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to retain and use, for the maintenance of the public 
schools of said District for the remainder of the current school year, 
the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of 
any money due to the United States from said District under the 

rovisions of the seventeenth section of the act approved March 3, 

877; and it provides further that the sum named not be con- 
sidered as an addition to the proportion of the expenses of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia hereafter to be assumed by the United States, but 
shill be a part thereof. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object to the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman whether this 
money is available. As I understand it, it is a part of a debt due 
by the District to the United States Government. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will answer that question by saying that I 
am assured by the commissioners that this bill will afford all the 
relief that is wanted and that the money is available. I simply de- 
sire to say further that unless this or some such action, is taken by 
Con to-day we shall find twenty thousand children in this Dis- 
trict turned out of school to-morrow and the schools closed. 

Mr. CONGER. I would be willing to vote this sum out of the 
Treasury of the United States to keep open the schools in this Dis- 
trict; but if this bill will answer the purpose then I am in favor 


of it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have the assurance of District Commissioner 
Bryan, given this morning, that if the bill which I submit meets the 
approval of the two Houses of Congress it will answer all the pur- 
poses and allow the schools to go on. 

Mr. HALE. I sup that the bill has been gotten up on confer- 
ence with the authorities of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Commissioner Bryan was sitting here at 
my desk this morning, and when the bill was submitted to him he 
said that it was everything that the District authorities desired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw my objection and let the bill be 
considered, 

The bill (H. R. No. 4658) for the relief of the public schools of the 
District of Columbia was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to say, if the House will allow me, that 
there is a great deal more in this bill than whatit purports. Wedid 
this same thing last year with the understanding that the District of 
Columbia should refund the amount appropriated for the use of these 
schools, The Secretary of the Treasury informed the committee, in 
answer to inquiries on the subject, that it was utterly useless to pro- 
vide legislation of that sort, on the idea that the appropriation would 
be refunded by the District of Columbia. The commissioners of the 
District of Columbia stated the same thing. It is nothing but a direct 
gift to the District of Columbia. This matter was considered in one 
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of the appropriation bills, and the conference committees of both 
IIouses di to the appropriation. It will amonnt to nothing 
in the world but a direct gift to the people of the District of Colum- 
bia. I will withdraw my objection to the consideration of the bill, 
but the House may rest assured that what I have stated will be the 
result. What is the proposition? The District of Columbia now owes 
$400,000 to the Government, and this is a proposition to take from it 
the sum of $75,000, 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to reserve all objections until I hear 
the bill again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late to object now. 
The bill is properly before the House and under consideration. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The bill that was presented to me this morn- 
ing to be offered to the House was a bill that looks to the anticipation 
of taxes by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and in 
the nature of aloan. That bill I did not approve of, and the bill 
which I offer to the House now only pro to allow the commis- 
sioners to draw this money from the $400,000 which the District owes, 
and if the gentleman from Georgia is correct in his statement that 
that is a bad debt, why we are simply regranting them the tempo- 
rary use of a portion of it. But the bill goes further and declares 
that whatever sum is taken from this loan and used for scholastic 

urposes shall be credited to the Government of the United States 

any appropriation for the expenses of the District of Columbia 
that the Government may hereafter assume to pay. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire only to say this, that when the fiscal year 
commenced the commissioners of the District of Columbia deliber- 
ately set apart a sum for this ee anticipating that a deficiency 
would oceur and that Congress should supply something for the sup- 
port of the schools. They did that deliberately, and now when the 
school year is nearly closed they apponi to the House for an addi- 
tional appropriation and say that if you do not give it to them you 
are closin oF the public schools, 

Mr. MIL . Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. The bill is before the House, 
without yh 85 for consideration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The whole purpose from the beginning has been to 
bring this House to just this position, where they can say that the 
schools will be BEA unless we make an appropriation., For me, sọ 
long as such contrivances are resorted to for the purpose of extorting 
money from the public Treasury, I am ready to resist it, even if it 
results in closing the public schools. The commissioners of the Dis- 
trict should follow the wishes of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tnour- 
BON] has asked that the bill be again read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. After which, unless it be the purpose or desire 
òf some member of the House to discuss this measure, I will call the 
porion question upon it, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 

ving been heard. - 

The bill was read again. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main qnestion ordered ; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
aad kann third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
an i 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. t 

BRANCH MINT AT CHICAGO. 

Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4659) to establish a branch mint of the United States at Chi „in 
Illinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

BIRD L. FLETCHER. 

Mr. HARMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No- 
4660) for the relief of Bird L. Fletcher; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WARRANT OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HARMER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 4661) giving rank to warrant officers of the United States Navy; 
which was a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC CREDIT. 
Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4662) to repeal an act approved March 18, 1869, entitled “An act to 
strengthen the public credit ;” which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to 
be printed. 
E. J. GURLEY. 


Mr. MILLS. I move to suspend the rules and discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar from the further con- 
sideration of Honse bill No. 
McLennan County, Texas, and that the same be now 8 

The bill was read, requiring the poora of the ury to pay 
E. J. Gurley, of McLennan County, Texas, the sum of $1,000 for him- 


Con, 
for the relief of E. J. Gurley, of | Coo! 


self, and $1,000 as trustee for the law firm of Blosker & Gurley, for 
l services rendered the Government of the United States, 
r. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. This bill was objected to in Com- 

mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. MILLS. It was objected to by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. WHITE] alone in the whole House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. Very well; I object to it again. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman’s objection is not so effective now; it 
takes one-third of the House. 

Mr. BEEBE. Let the report be read. 

ae SPEAKER. That is not in order on a motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. KEIFER. Cannot the report be read ? 

The SPEAKER. It can be read by unanimous consent only. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. The report is unanimous. 

The question was taken upon the motion to suspend the rules; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 78, noes 60. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus- 
pended. 

UNITED STATES LEGAL-TENDER NOTES. 


Mr. FORT. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, being a bill to forbid the further retire- 
ment of the United States legal-tender notes. 

The bill was read. It provides that from and after the passage 
of the act it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury 
or other officer under him to cancel or retire any more of the United 
States legal-tender notes, and that when any of said notes may be 
redeemed or be received into the under any law from any 
source whatever and shall pelong to the United States, they shall not 
be retired, canceled, or destroyed, but they shall be reiss and paid 
ont in and kept in circulation, provided that nothing therein shall 
prohibit the cancellation and destruction of mutilated notes and the 
issue of other notes of like denomination in their stead, as now pro- 
vided by law, and that all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the 
act are hereby A Dever 

Mr. CRAPO. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 38 in the affirmative, 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 


Mr. HAYES. I ask that the bill be again read. . 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. PAGE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
nays were ordered, 


The motion to reconsider was to. 

The question recurred upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 58 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 35, not 
voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Acklen, Jones, James T. Robbins, 
Aiken. Cutler, Jones, John S. Robertsoa, 
Aldrich, Da Je Robinson, M. 8. 
er, 
Baker, John H. Dean, Keightle: Sampson, 
= E 5 
yne, P, Fler, 
be, Douglas, Knott Shelley, 
Dunnell, Landers, Singleton, 
Benedict, Durham, Slemons, 
Bicknell, Eden, Smalls, 
Black Elam, Lockwood, Smith, William E. 
Blount, Errett, Luttrell, Sou 
Boone, Ewing, ieee Sparks,_ 
Bouck, Felton, key, Springer, 
Boyd, N. Maish, Steele, 
Bra Manning, Steph 
Bridges Fort, Marsh, Stone, John W. 
en, Foster, Martin, Stone, Joseph C. 
Browne, Franklin, Mayham, Strait, 
Buckner, Fuller, 3 Swann, 
Bundy, Gardner, McKenzie, Thompson, 
Bure! Garth, McKinley, Thorn 
Burdick, Giddings, M Tipton, 
Cabell, Glover, Metcalfe, Townsend. Amos 
Cain, Gunter, Mills, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, John W. Hale, Mitchell, Tucker, 
Caldwell, W. P. Hamilton, Morgan, Vance, 
Hard bergh, Malarow Walsh,” 
5 en 
s? Harris, Henry R. Neal. Warn 
Casw ier ohn T. Oliver, Welch, 
Chalmers, Hartri Overton, 
Clark, A. Hartzell,” Page, White, Michael D. 
Clark, Rush Haskell, Patterson, G. W. =e, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Hatcher, Patterson, T. Willi G. 
Clymer, Hayes, Phillips, Williams, Jere N. 
Cobb, ton, Pollard, Willis, A. S. 
Cole, Henderson, Pound, Willits, 
Herbert, Price, Wilson, 
Hewitt, G. W. Rainey, Wren, 
Cox, Jacob D. Hoi Randolph, Wright, 
. Hunt So Reagan, 
unter, 
Culberson, I 5 Rice, Americus V. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2929 


NAYS—35. 

Bacon, Davis, Horace Joyce, Robinson, G. D, 
Baker, William H. Eames, etcham, Sinnickson, 
Blair, Eickhoff, Lapham, th, A. 

©, Dg, 3 
Camp, Gartield, Monroe, i, 
Chittenden, Gibson, Norcross, Williams, Richard 
Claflin, Hendee, Potter, Willis, Benj. A. 
Covert, iscock, gh, 
Crapo, Hungerford, Rice, William W. 

NOT VOTING—79. 
Bagley, Ellsworth, Killinger, xton, 
L a ` Evans, I. Newton Kimm. Shallenberger, 

Banks, Evans, James L. Lindsey. rin, 
Bisbee, Evins, Jolin H. M Stewart, 
Bland, peman, Money, Throckm 
Bliss, Gause, orse, Townsend, M. 
Brentano, e, Muller, Turner, 
Brewer, Harmer, O'Neill, 8 
Bright, Ha: . W. Peddie, Van Vorhes, 
Butler, Ha D, helps, Veeder, 
Calkins, Hart, Powers, Wad 
Carlisi: Henkle, Pridemore, Wait, 
Clark ot Missouri, enry, inn, Watson, 
Collins, Hewitt, Abram 8. red, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hooker, ny, Williams, A 8. 
Davis, Joseph J. Hubbell, Riddle, Williams, Andrew 
Denison, Hunton, Roberts, Williams, James 
Dickey, James, Ross, Yeates, 
Dwight, Jones, Frank Seales, Young. 
Ellis, una, Schleicher, 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, 
and the bill (H. R. No. 4653) was passed. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Michigan, Mr. ELLSWORTH. If he were here, I should vote 
“ay.” U presume he would vote “ no.“ 

Mr. HATCHER. My colleague, Mr. BLAND, is detained from the 
House by ill-health. If present, he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. ACKLEN. My colleague, Mr. ELLIS, who is absent, is paired 
with the gentleman from New York, Mr. Hiscock. My colleague, if 
present, would vote “wy.” 

Subsequently, : > 

Mr. ACKLEN said: I desire to withdraw the announcement of the 
pair of Mr. ELLIS with Mr. Hiscock, as I do not deem this a political 
question, and Mr. Hiscock bas voted. 

Mr. STEELE. My colleague, Mr. ScaLes, who is absent by leave of 
the House, would, if present, vote “ ay.” 

Mr. CABELL. My colleague, Mr. HUNTON, is absent by leave of 
the Honse, If present. he would vote “ ay.” 

Mr. ATKINS. My colleague, Mr. BRIGHT, has been called home by 
sickness in his family. If be were here, he would vote “ay.” 

Mr McKENZIE. My colleague, Mr. CARLISLE, is paired with the 
gentleman from Maine, Mr. POWERS, Mr. CARLISLE, if present, would 
vote “ay. 

Mr SHELLEY. I am paired generally with the gentleman frem 
Indiana, Mr. EVANS; but as I am informed that, if present, he would 
vote “ay,” I desire to vote “ay.” 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. O'NEILL. If he were present, he would vote “no” 
and 1 should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. KENNA. I am paired generally with Mr. Evans, of Pennsyl- 
vania. I understaud that if he were present he would vote “no.” I 
should vote“ ay.“ 

Mr. RIDDLE, I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. 
Rerp; bnt I have voted, as I am informed that in all probability he 
would vote the same way I have done. 

Mr. HALE. My colleagues, Mr. REED and Mr. Powers, are absent. 
Mr. REEp is paired with the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. RIDDLE, 
and Mr. Powers with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. C/ RLISLE. 
I do not know bow either gentleman would vote. 

Mr. RIDDLE. The gentleman from Maine [Mr HALE] having an- 
nounced that he does not know how Mr. REED would vote, I withdraw 


my vote. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I do not know how he would vote, and 
therefore I feel a delicacy about voting myself. If he were here, I 
should vo e “ay.” 

Subseqnently, 

Mr. CHALMERS said: After consultation with the friends of Mr. 
SHALLENBERGER, I feel at liberty to vote. I therefore vote “ay.” 
Mr. EDEN. The gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, is paired on 
sy? page nestions with the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. RYAN. 

r. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I am paired with the gentleman 
from Missouri, Mr. CLARK, on political questions, but the gentleman 
whom he has authorized to determine such matters informs me that 
Mr. CLARK, on this question, would vote as I do. 

Mr. POTTER. My colleagne from New York, Mr. HEWITT, is un- 
avoidably detained from the Honse. If present le would vote “no.” 

Mr. WAIT. I am paired with 5 colleague, Mr. PHELPS. If he 
were here, he would vote “ay” and I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. RYAN. Iam paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Cox; but I bave assurances that if he were here he would vote “ay.” 
I therefore vote “ ay.” 
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Mr. STEWART. Iam paired with the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. MILLER. If he were ee I should vote “ no.” 

Mr. CALKINS. I am paired with the gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. Ross. If he were present, I should vote “ ay.” 

Mr. GARDNER. My colleague, Mr. Dickey, is absent on leave. 
If present, he would vote “ay. 

Mr. EAMES. My colleague, Mr. BALLOU, is absent by leave of the 


House. 
Mr. DANFORD. The gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. HARRIS, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. WHITTHORNE, are paired. 

Mr. HARMER. I am paired with the gentleman from Virginia, 
Mr. Goobk. If he were present, I should vote “ nos’ 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues from Dlinois, Mr. HARRISON and 
Mr. BRENTANO, are paired. 

Mr. JOYCE. My coll e, Mr. DENISON, who is absent on ac- 
count of sickness, would, if here, vote “no.” 

Mr. LINDSEY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maryland, 
Mr. HENRY. 
Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. McCoox. If he were present, I should vote 

Mr. JONES, of Ohio. My coll e, Mr. VAN VORHES, is absent 
by leave of the House. If present, he would vote “ ay.” i 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire. Iam paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. BAGLEY. I am informed that if he were here 
he would vote “no.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON, Lask unanimous consent that there be a 
session on 3 evening next for debate only, no business what- 
ever to be transacted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I ask unanimous consent to have 
several bills taken from the Speaker’s table and referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that as bills which 
ought to go to committees are accumulating on the Speakers table 
he will, to-morrow morning immediately after the reading of the 
Journal, ask consent to . of such bills by taking them up in 
their order for reference only. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Does that ber net with the morning hour? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I trust it will not be with that qual- 
ification, as there is one bill at least I wish to put on its passage, and 
that is in relation to the Hot Springs, Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. It would clear the way so on some other day the 
gentleman from Georgia might make the motion to go to the basmess 
upon the Speaker’s table and pass that bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I have given notice already I would 
make a motion to go to the business upon the Speaker’s table for the 
purpose of ARTE Up and putting that bill upon its A 

The SPEAKE There are some bills upon the 8 er's table 
which gentlemen desire to reach for the purpose of having them re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees. There can be no objection to 
going to the Speaker's table for that purpose. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. There is one bill I should like to 
have referred at the present time. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. I move that to-morrow an evening session be 
set apart for the consideration of bills from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions as on objection day, and for reports from that committee. 

Mr. MILLS. I object, unless it includes the whole Calendar. 


REMOVAL OF TIMBER, COLORADO, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, by unanimous con- 
sent, an act (S. No. 20) authorizing the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, 
and the Territories to fell and remove timber on the public domain 
for mining and domestic purposes was taken from the Speakers table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Com on Pablic 


Lands. 
The SPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


BILLS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE, 

Mr. BRIDGES. I should like to know, Mr. Speaker, what is to be 
the order of taking up bills on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. When a bill was reached upon the Speakers table 
which a member did not want to have refe , all he would have to 
do would be to say that he objected to the reference of the bill, and 
it would remain upon the 8 er's table. Only bills will be taken 
up for reference to appropriate committees. The Chair will notify 
the House of the fact that on to-morrow the House meets at eleven 
o’clock instead of at twelve o’clock, as heretofore. 


TIMBER LANDS—CALIFORNIA, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. WIGGINTON, by unanimous 22 an act (S. 
No. 920) for the sale of timber lands in the States of C and 
Oregon and in Washington Territory was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

TheSPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 
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JOHN MONTGOMERY AND THOMAS E. WILLIAMS, 


Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 4664) for the relief of John Montgomery and Thomas 
E. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


METAL CASTINGS. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents, reported, as a substitute for House bill No. 22, a bill (H. R. No. 
4665) for the security of property in metal castings; which was read 
a first and second time, ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 

ieee SPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider, 
TELEGRAPH OPERATORS. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, by unanimous consent, an act (S. 
No. 770) fixing the compensation of the 3 operators of the 
Senate and House of Representatives was en from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Co ttee on 
Appropriations. 

ae SPEAKER. Not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move that the rules be suspended and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Unien for the purpose of considering the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was ag to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself info Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. EDEN in the chair,) and proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No, 4104) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIR When the committee rose on Saturday last it had 
under consideration the paragraph which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

First Auditor: 

For the First Anditor of the Treasury, $3,600 ; deputy auditor, $2,250 ; five chiefs 
of division, at $2,000 each; four clerks of class 4 ; nine ce of class3; nine clorks 
of class 2; fourteen clerks of class 1; sixclerks, at $1,000each ; three clerks, at 8000 


each; two assistant messengers; ono ; and for laborers, $2,400; in all, 
$79,870. And so much of sections of the Statutes numbered 276 and 277 as 
authorizes the appointment and fixes the of a Fifth Auditor for the Treasury 
Department is hereby repealed and the office is abolished. And all acts and paris 
of acts now in force relating to 8 tho duties of the same shall apply 
to the office of the First Auditor of the Treasury Department; and their f — 
ment shall devolve on and be performed under the direction of the incumbent of 
the said office, who shall be responsible for the same. 


Mr. PAGE. I make the point of order on that paragraph that it 
changes existing law and is not in the interestofeconomy. I should 
like to hear from the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
some reason for the abolition of the Fifth Auditor’s Office, 

Mr. ATKINS. It is all true, Mr. Chairman, that this is new legisla- 
tion, but it tends to reduction of nditures, and under Rule is 
admissible. Besides the proposition is entirely germane to the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN, It abolishes the Fifth Auditor’s Office. 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir, and merges it into another of a similar 


character, and reduces expenditures. Therefore it comes under 
Rule 120, 
Mr. PAGE. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee 


whether it has been recommended by the Secretary of the hinge By 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not conceive that question is pertinent to the 
point of order which the gentleman has raised. ; 

Mr. PAGE. I do not understand how it retrenches expenditure, 
and I should like to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. ATKINS. It retrenches expenditures so far as saving the sala- 
ries of the Auditor and his deputy, if in no other way. 

Mr. PAGE. Will it not require the same number of clerks? 

Mr. ATKINS. That may be so, but it does away with the necessity 
for appropriating for the salaries of the Fifth Auditor and his deputy, 
and to that extent retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. PAGE. I am precluded from discussing the merits of the 
proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion must be confined to the point of 
order. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Lask whether the gentleman from Tennessee will 
consent to go back. 

Mr. ATKINS. No, sir; I cannot consent to go back. 

Mr. BRIGGS, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out from line 463 to line 490, and insert the following: 

For the First Auditor of the Treasury, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,950; four 

‘or the Firs r 0 ; epu y 
chiefs of division. at $2,000 each; two cletka of class 4; six clerks of class 3; 


seven clerks of class 2; eleven clerks of class 1; one messenger and two Ters ; 
in all, $52,300. 


For the F Auditor; ‘Sse: deputy auditor, $2,250; two chiefs of division ; 
two clerks of clase 4; six clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2; five clerks of 
class 1; four clerks, at $900 each ; one messenger and one laborer ; in all, $39,210. 

Mr. BRIGGS. If I understand this bill that is reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations, they propose in the paragraph whith 
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has been read to consolidate the Fifth Auditor with the First. Now, 
sir, that may be in the line of retrenchment and in the line of 
reform, but I fail to see it. I believe it will lead to confusion, and its 
result in the management of the business of the Department will be 
disastrous. The office of the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury originated 
over half a century ago, and I have yet to hear from any source either 
inside of the Treasury Department or outside of it any charge that 
that bureau in the Treasury is unnecessary and ought to he abolished. 
There has been no claim from any source for the destruction of this 
ofice; and I think every consideration not only of economy bat of 
the proper and safe and judicious discharge of the duties in that 
mai ibe pias requires that this office of the Fifth Auditor should be 
retain 

I wish to state simply the effect of the amendment I have proposed. 
I retain this bureau in the Treasury Department. I make provision 
in my amendment for the same service in the First Auditor's Office 
that existed last year. For the Fifth Auditor’s Office I have reduced 
the expenses, I have reduced one clerk of the first class, 81,200; one 
clerk of the second class, $1,400; and added one clerk of the $900 class; 
which leaves the net reduction 81,700. And I submit that it is better 
for this House and it is better for the Government to retain and pre- 
serve this division in the Treasury Department of the country t 
to go to work and destroy it. Todoso must lead to confusion, and 
there cannot be eee the saving of expense. 

In adding the duties of this office to those of the First Auditor you 
increase the number of clerks, you enlarge the department; and I 
submit that in every instance in the management of public business 
just as in the management of private business—the larger you build 
a these vations Departments the more you increase the expense. 
This office of the Fifth Auditor was established in 1817, and has ex- 
isted from that day to this; and the amount of the business which 

through that office ranges almost to the figure of $300,000,000 
ayear. Yet for a mere paltry saving it is now proposed to destroy 
it. I say the effect will be to introduce confusion into the Treasury 
Department. There is no call for it from any public or private 
source, and I do not believe any valid or substantial reason can be 
e for it. I hope, therefore, that this amendment which I have 
ntroduced will be adopted. 

Mr. ATKINS. I agree with the gentleman from New Hampshire 
in one remark that he made. I agree that there should be no expan- 
sion or aggrandizement for individual purposes. This part of the bill, 
Mr. Chairman, proposes to do away with the Fifth Auditor and his 
deputy, because the statistics of the Fifth Auditor’s Office show that 
there been a constant decline in the business of that office for the 
last ten or twelve 1 I have some statistics here which I propose 
to print which will show that fact. 

his office, Mr. Chairman, has charge of civil matters simply. So 
has that of the First Auditor, with which we propose to consolidate 
it. They report both of them alike to the First Comptroller. They 
also have their accounts reviewed by the Register. In other words, 
the Register is the book-keeper of both of these offices. They not only 
report to the First Comptroller reg eer the Register is the common 
book-keeper of both the First and Fifth Anditors. Now, then, sir, 
for the benefit of uniformity in decisions, I believe that the public 
service will be promoted by having one single head. As it is we have 
two. 

It is true that this office was created along time ago. I will admit 
that. But, sir, that is no reason why, if the usefalness of the office 
has ceased, if should not be abolished. The office was created at the 
same time the others were. That is so. But the business of that office 
has very much diminished while that of the others has increased. 
Ta is an answer so far as that point is concerned. Now another 
thing. 

Me BRIGGS rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. hope the gentleman will not interrupt me just now. 

Both of these bureaus, those of the First Auditor and the Fifth com- 
bined, do not equal some of the divisions that are in the Treasury 
Department. Mere divisions in the Treasury Department are larger, 
have more clerical force, and do a great deal more business than both 
of these offices combined. Why, sir, the Pension Burean has at least 
three times as much clerical force as both of these offices combined. 
Now when the business of the Fifth Auditor is ranning down rapidly, 
not being more than half what it used to be, I assert that it seems to 
me to be wise and economical to assign the duties of both offices to 
one man who has the charge of the very same description and char- 
acter of business; that is, the civil ai of this country, I think 
these are good reasons for the change. Z 

The gentleman from New Hampshire has said he has not heard 
one word of charge against this officer. Nor have I. Iam not per- 
sonal in anything that I may say here. I have nobody to punish; 
no enemies to punish nor friends to reward. In supporting this bill 
I am for what I believe to be economical, just, right, and fair, and 
which will conduce to the smooth and easy running of the machinery 
of the Government. I have heard no charges, I am bappy to say, 
against this officer; but I will say to the gentleman that we are act- 
ing in aline of economy in this consolidation of the offices of the First 
and Fifth Auditor, for there is a saving of $14,000. There can be but 
one earthly reason why the consolidation should not take place, and 
that is that the Fifth Auditor and his deputy may be retained in 
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office. That is the only reason on the face of the earth that can be 
given against it. As to this office having the sanctity of time, are 
we never to reform, never to retrench? 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

he following are the tables referred to in Mr. ArxINs's remarks: 


Statistics of operations in the offices of the Fifth and First Auditors. 
FIFTH AUDITOR. 
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Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire obtained the fioor and yielded his 
time to Mr. ATKINS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. ATKINS. Certainly. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Upon whom will the duties of this office devolve? 

Mr. ATKINS. Upon the First Auditor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will it cause any disarrangement in the transac- 
tion of the business which is now done in the Fifth Auditor’s Office? 

Mr. ATKINS. I think not. The duties performed in the Fifth Au- 
ditor’s Office are of a civil character, that relate entirely to the inter- 
nal revenue and foreign affairs and nothing else, and are entirely of 
a civil character, like those of the First Auditor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So far as the duties of this office relate to foreign 
affairs I have had occasion to examine the accounts there and I have 
always found the force in that office very willing to give information 
and very efficient in the discharge of their duties. I do not desire to 
vote for anything that would at all impair the efficiency of the work 
done in that respect; but, as the chairman states that this consolida- 
tion will not affect the efficiency of the Department so far as the 
examination of accounts is concerned, I have no objection to the 
pro change. 

r. ATKINS. The simple question is this: is one man as First Au- 
ditor sufficiently competent and able to preside over his own bureau 
and also over the business of the bureau of the Fifth Auditor, which 
is so rapidly diminishing. If the head of a division can do so much 
more work and attend to so much larger an establishment, both as 
to business and clerical force, why in the name of common sense may 
not one man called the First Auditor discharge the duties of his office 
and also those of the Fifth Auditor’s Office, when both combined do 
not perform so much business as some of the heads of the divisions 
have in the Departments? 

Now that is the question, and I put it to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire that he can give no reason why this consolidation should 
not be effected, except to save the salary of his friend, the Fifth 
Auditor. If he can, let him doit. The facts as I have stated them 
are irrefragable ; they cannot be denied; they are gathered from the 
records of the 8 Department, and I defy any one to deny it. 
If this be true, what object can there be for the continuation of the 


office? We all say that we want reform and that we want retrench- 
ment. If we do, let not individual interests stand in the way of 
retrenchment and reform. 

Mr. WAIT. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. The gen- 
tleman states that there has been a great diminution of the business 
in this Department, that the duties have been lessened, that the labors 
to be performed have been very much reduced from what they have 
been, That is a mere declaration. Can the gentleman give us any 
facts or figures to sustain him, when the population of the country 
has been increasing, as it has been? 

Mr. ATKINS. ell, sir, in 1865 the number of clerks employed 
was 39, in 1871 there were 56, and at the present time there are only 
26 clerks. 

Mr. BRIGGS. What is the amount of the business? 

Mr. ATKINS. In 1867 there were 5,758 letters written in that bu- 
reau; in 1870 there were 7,256 letters written; in 1871 there were 
18,436; in 1873 there were 13,053 letters written; in 1874 there were 
5,935 letters; in 1876 there were 3,184 letters written, and in 1877 
there were 2,550 letters written; showing a regularly diminishing 
amount of business in that bureau. 

Mr. FOSTER. As a member of the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations I agreed to this proposition to abolish the Fourth 
and Fifth Auditors’ Offices. I concede that it is a fair question for 
debate whether it ought to be done or not. My judgment is that it 
can be done without the Treasury Department suffering anythin; 
therefrom. The fact is that the force of the Fifth Auditor’s Office is 
now composed of e ogas persons; two are messengers and two 
are the heads of the office, leaving twenty-four clerks. 

I looked into this matter carefully. I know that the office is well 
managed. I have great respect for the man now at the head of it, but 
I believe that there is no doubt in the world that it can be consolidated 
with the First Auditors Bureau without detriment to the public service. 

Its age I do not think affects this 8 at all. It is true it has 
been in existence since 1817; but perhaps it ought not to have existed 
solong. Arguments are also made in favor of retaining it on account 
of the immense business it does, 

The Anditor stands between the bureaus of the Government and 
the Comptrollers of the Treasury. This Fifth Auditor is charged 
with overseeing all the accounts of the Internal Revenue Bureau, 
which are very large. These accounts are first made up in the In- 
ternal Revenue Bureau, then referred to clerks in the Fifth Auditor’s 
paee; by them examined and then turned over to the First Comp- 
troller. 

Now what do we propono here to do? We simply lop off the head 
of the bureau, which I think is not necessary, and we retain all the 
machinery of the bureau, the chiefs of the bureau, the chiefs of 
divisions, the clerks; we retain all the machinery in the Auditor's 
Office, except amply the head; which we think is unnecessary. 

These remarks will apply as well to the Fourth Auditor as to the 
Fifth Auditor. 1 gTa it as my 1 that this consolidation can 
be done safely and without working any injury whatever to the De- 
partments of the Government. 

Mr. PAGE. Can you not abolish all the Auditors but one? 

Mr. FOSTER. No. 

Mr. PAGE. wee 

Mr. FOSTER. cause you would make that one too lar, 

Mr. BRIGGS. Why not consolidate the Second and Third Anditors? 

Mr. FOSTER. That would make it too large. 

Mr. PAGE. Is not the First Auditor the most important? 

Mr. FOSTER. I think not; I think the Third Auditor is the most 
important. 

Mr. HAYES, Will the gentleman tell us the number of clerks in 
the First Auditor’s office, so that we can tell what number there will 
be when this consolidation is completed? 

Mr. FOSTER. When this is done the number of clerks in the First 
Auditor’s office will be fifty-nine. 

Mr. HAYES. Fifty-nine altogether? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. How many does it add to the present force ? 

Mr. FOSTER. It adds twenty-six. ; 

Mr. HANNA. Does the Secretary of the Treasury recommend this 
consolidation ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Ido not know what his views are, but since the gen- 
tleman asks the question I will say that the suggestion for this con- 
solidation comes from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BLAIR. Who in the Treasury Department recommends this 7 

— 5 FOSTER. I make the statement; I do not care to be more 
specific. + 

Mr. BLAIR. Did it come from the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. FOSTER. I think it came from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
but I think he has changed his views since New Hampshire went there. 

Mr. BLAIR. New Hampshire has not been there; I doubt whether 
anybody but Ohio has any influence there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAGE. Wasthis Shanes recommended until after this Auditor 
went to New Hampshire at the time of the recent election? 

Mr. FOSTER. Since the New Hampshire election is referred to as 
being the reason for this consolidation, I want to say to the House 
that this thing was agreed upon before the committee ever knew that 
Mr, Ela, the Fifth Auditor, had gone to New Hampshire. In fact the 
first that I heard of it was from Mr. HEWITT, in a statement made 
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here in the House by him, at least two weeks before the subcommittee 
reported in its favor. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, and 
debate upon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. JONES, of New Hampshire. I withdraw the pro forma amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I renew it. I understood the gentleman from 
Tennessee who has this bill in og, { Mr. ATKINS] to state that some 
$14,000 will be saved by this consolidation. I am unable to see how 
that amount of saving can be secured. There is a certain amount of 
work to be done. If that work calls for thirty-one clerks, as now pro- 
vided for by law, it cannot be performed by any less number of clerks 
after the consolidation shall have taken place. To be sure, the con- 
solidation would save the salary of the Fifth Auditor and perhaps of 
one other leading officer or deputy. But how $14,000 are to be saved 
by this consolidation it is very difficult for me to see. 

This office has been in existence for a great many years. Its rules 
and methods of doing business are well understood; they have their 
place in the Treasury Department. All the blanks and accounts and 
machinery of the office have been created in harmony with existin 
1 The First Auditor has his duties to perform and so has the Fifth 

uditor. 

I do not think it is in the line of good legislation to consolidate 
the offices where the work ofeach is specific and where there is a line 
of Secrest between the kinds of work which they are called upon 
to orm. 

t is hardly fair to judge of this office or of its importance from the 
work that may now one there, from the number of letters that 
are now written. The simple fact that a less number of letters are 
written there now than were written four or five years ago, may not 
prove that there is less work done in this office. We have now as 
many foreign consuls and as many ministers, save a few, as we had 
five or six years ago. Six or eight years ago the business of the office 
was largely increased because of the war. 

If we look at the business of the office now and what it was twenty 

ears ago, it will be found that the business of the office now is lai gely 
in excess of what it was twenty years ago. Our fathers established 
this office fifty years ago, and both parties have kept it in existence 
for the past fifty years. 

Now in this age of “retrenchment and reform” it is proposed to do 
away with this office for the avowed and single purpose of getting 
rid of one man. Is this good legislation? In 9 nothing 
is to be saved by it. Ou the contrary there will be occasioned in the 
Treasury Department a jostling and disarrangement of business, cost- 
ing very much more than the salary of this officer. 

2 [Here the hammer fell.] 

r. DURHAM. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] 
speaks about“ disarrangement of business.” There will be no dis- 
arrangement. As was very properly said by my colleague on the 
committee, the penisa from Ohio, [Mr. FOSTER,] you will have 
the very same chief of division. The saving from consolidating these 
two divisions, striking out this auditor and his deputy, will amount 
to $11,700. We do not strike down any of the clerks; we leave the 
very same clerical force; and the clerks wilt occupy exactly the same 
position under this consolidation that they now do. Having investi- 
gated this matter, I undertake to say that the present chiefs of these 
two bureaus are perfectly competent to take charge of the two when 
they are combined. 

Let us look at this matter a moment. When you have combined, 
as now proposed, the Fifth Auditor’s office with the First Auditor's 

on will have, as stated by the gentleman from Ohio, fifty-nine clerks, 
kow. how many clerks has the Third Auditor? He has one hundred 
and forty, nearly three times as many as will be thrown together by 
this consolidation. I 1 go on and give instances from the Land 
Office, from the Pension Office, from the Patent Office, where one man 
has charge of twice as many operatives as the First Auditor will have 
when these offices are combined. 

Mr. DUNNELL. May I ask the gentleman a question! 

Mr. DURHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Does the gentleman from Kentucky think that 
the number of clerks that the head of a Department or bureau has 
under him ganges necessarily the work of that chief? 

Mr. DURHAM. By no means. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The gentleman’s argument is based on that the- 
ory—that a man who has a given number of clerks must do a corre- 
sponding amount of work. 

Mr. DURHAM. Well, he ought to do it, whether he does or not. 
I will say that much. The whole matter resolves itself into this 
question: whether or not by consolidating these two divisions the 
business will be so complicated that a single head cannot manage the 
whole of it? Upon this question I say that the records will show 
that the business of the Second Auditor’s office is far more compli- 
cated and extensive than will be the business of these two divisions 
when consolidated ; yet Mr. French mana that whole office. 

I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that there would be no trouble about this 
matter if gentlemen could only consent that this Auditor and this 
deputy should “step down and out,“ because their services are not 
needed. I want to corroborate what has already been said on this 
subject. I never heard of this man going to New Hampshire in con- 
nection with politics until after we had agreed on this change; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 29, 


I corroborate what my friend from Ohio [Mr. Foster] has said, that 
this very suggestion came from a man in the Treasury Department 
who knows more abont this matter than any other man. 

Mr. BLAIR. Name him. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iwill not do so. Iam not going to put a subor- 
dinate in the hands of his chief by giving his name here. I honor 
him for the service he has rendered the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why not give his name? The country requires his 
services as chief. 

The pro forma amendment being withdrawn, the question was taken 
on the amendment of Mr. BRIGGS; and there were—ayes 42, noes 80. 

Mr. PAGE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Pack and Mr. ATKINS were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, noes 99. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to offer an amendment which I hope will 
be concurred in on all sides. I moveto amend by inserting after the 
word “ abolished” on line 479 these words: 

And the President shall designate which of the two incumbents of the offices of 
First and Fifth Auditor shall be retained under the provisions of this paragraph. 

My reason for offering this amendment is that I think this House 
should not be put in such an attitude as will allow anybody to say 
that we are striking at one man ratherthan another. For anght we 
know—lI do not know both these gentlemen—it may be that the Presi- 
dent may think one is a better man than the other; and we ought to 
give him the liberty of retaining the services of whichever oue he 
may think most efficient. For us to say that one particular man shall 
absolutely go out would have, it seems tome, au invidious appeuauce. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to say in answer to the remark made by 
some member—I now forget who it was—that perhaps the visit of 
the Fifth Auditor to New Hampshire just previous to the election in 
that State had something to do with this proposition—that has 
already been denied by the gentleman from Obio [Mr. Foster] and 
by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. DURHAM. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD. We do not intimate anything of that sort. 

Mr. ATKINS. Two weeks before the election tobk place the prop- 
osition was d upon in the Committee on 9 Gis pions tees Lhope 
I have not any such principle about me as would make me willing to 
attempt in an underhanded way to punish a man for his political prin- 
ciples. On the contrary, so far as that is concerned, I would rather 
honor a man for his boldness than otherwise in the avowal of his 
political principles. 

I „ however, with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD } 
that it is proper the President shall make the selection between these 
two officers. I do not desire that any isvidions discrimination shall 
be made by the legislation of this House against any man. I must 
say, so far as my personal relations with the two gentlemen are cun- 
eerned, I am far more intimately acquainted with tue Fifth Auditor 
than with the First Auditor; and if I had any personal feeling in the 
matter at all, I would be rather inclined toward the Filth than 
toward the First Auditor. I am, Mr. Chairman, impersonal iu this 
whole matter. I agree to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, so far as I am iadividually concerned. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I wish to make one suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pendingamendment- 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact that the Fifth Auditor, who is a citizen of 
my State, went to New Hampshire just prior to the last election hus 
been a subject of considerable commeut in the press of the country 
and upon the floor of this House. I wish in justice to him to state 
this fact: Mr. Ela has a wife who has been coufined to her room for 
two years. He had not been to New Hampshire for o ersix months. 
He went home previous to the last election, and while at home the 
citizens of his town invited him to deliver an address on the political 
questions of the day. He accepted that invitation and delivered that 
speech. That is all the speech he delivered during the lust campaign, 
and that speech would have been delivered, no doubt, if the election 
had not been pending. 

Mr. ATKINS. That speech has nothing to do with this legislation 
any more than the affairs of the moon. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I withdraw the amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. GARFIELD’s amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And so much of the sct of March 3, 1875, as creates the offices of see anditor 


in the offices of the Fourth Auditor and of the Fifth Auditor of the ‘Treasury De- 
partment is hereby ; and the said offices of deputy auditors are bereby 
abolished. 


Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I move to strike out the words just 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr. Chairman, it is always with reluctance I antagonize the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I appreciate the zeal, the courage and the 
efficiency they have always displayed in their devotion to the public 
service; but in my judgment they have embodied in this bill a prop- 
osition which will interfere very seriously with the operatious of the 
public service; that will not operate in the direction of econmny, 
but will result in great inconvenience, prejudice, and loss to the Gov- 
ernment. If there is auything required by the public interest beyond 
everything else it is that alk new legislation, especially legislation 
affecting the machinery of the Government, should be thoroughly 
digested and discussed before becoming law. 

The Fourth Auditor’s Office has been in operation three quarters of 
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a century. Its functions are more important and more intricate than 
those which belong to any other bureau. 

Mr. FOSTER. Why? 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I willstate, briefly, because the accounts 
are more intricate and complicated; because the amount of labor that 
is imposed upon it is greater than that which belongs to any other 
bureau as it has to adjust, audit, and settle all accounts pertaining to 
the Navy, all accounts kept with the purchasing agents of the Navy 
Department all over the conntry—accounts kept with every pay- 
master of every vessel in commission—accounts of every paymaster 
ih every navy-yard throughout the country. Besides, those accounts 
are complicated, as officers and sailors are constantly transferred from 
one branch of the service to the other, and the accounts of the pay- 
masters are consequently involved with each other. 

It will cost millions of dollars to the Government if this change is 
brought about. The contemplated saving is $32,850. It will cost five 
times that sum to move the tons of papers on file and procure a place 
for their storage. Gentlemen smile there is a smile of incredulity 
upon their faces as I make these remarks. Let me add one more whic 
will demonstrate the truth of all I have maintained. This bill pe 
poses to amalgamate this office with the Second Auditor's. The Sec- 
ond Auditor has allowed claims within the last few years, and made 
rulings on claims which have been pending before him, which, if fol- 
lowed in the Fourth Anditor’s Office, would cost this country several 
millions of dollars, not only in claims already rejected, but in the 
encouragement given to other parties to prefer like claims. Several 
elaims to-day are pending now before the Fourth Auditor. If these 
rulings of the Second Auditor are followed, as they will be if the pro- 
posed change occurs, they will be paid. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move to amend by striking out the last word, 
and [ yield my time to the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. wonn 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. These facts sufficiently show there wil 
be no economy by the adoption of this proposition. Why, sir, in this 
bureau, which has been in existence esti peda of acentury, there 
are unprinted rulings and decisions which constitute the traditions 
of the office; and it is only by retaining that burean in its integrity 
that the Government can have the benefit of those rulings and those 
traditions. 

Then again, sir, what will be done with those tons of files which 
are now under the ch of the Fourth Auditor? There is no room 
for them in the Winder building, where the Second Auditor keeps his 
accounts; and besides it is not a fire-proof building. You are expos- 
ing all these files to conflagration. Neither is there room for these 
immense files and additional clerksin the Treasury building. There 
will be nothing but confusion, nothing but loss to the Government 
if you effect this change. It is well understood, though it has not 
been stated here by any gentleman representing the Committee on 
e eee that it is the wish and desire alike of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the Secretary of the Navy that these two officers 
should be retained and the bureaus be kept separate and apart; that 
there should be no amalgamation; that loss would accrue to the sery- 
ice in the event of the abolition of this bureau. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, I have demonstrated in the few remarks 
that I have made that the adoption of the proposition embodied in this 
bill to abolish the Fourth Auditor’s Bureau would result in the loss 
of hundreds of thousands, ay, millions to the Government, and that 
it will result in inconvenience and confusion which will seriously 
prejudice the public interest. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from New York deals in very large 
figures; sometimes he speaks of millions to be lost by this consolida- 
tion, then he comes down to hundreds of thousands and occasionally 
he drops down to the modest sum of thousands and I think once or 
b oe hundreds. Which isit? Is it hundreds of thousands or 
millions 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. The loss of thousands in as far as the 
administration is concerned, the loss of millions if the rulings of the 
Second Auditor are followed. 

Mr. ATKINS. That is all a mere assertion of the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. No,sir; itis susceptible of demonstra- 
tion. Go to the figures. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman has had ten minutes and has not used 
any of that time to demonstrate the generality he has put before the 
House. It is a mere generality he is indulging in. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I speak 
from the record statistics. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman wishes to know what is to become of 
these records. I wonder if they would occupy any more room if 
placed under the charge of one man than if placed under the charge 
of another. 

Mr. WILLIS, ef New York. I will state to the gentleman this 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I can explain that very readily, if you 
will give me an n 

Mr. FOSTER. You get two additional rooms when you abolish 
the office of Auditor and deputy auditor. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman remarked that he saw gentlemen 
around him indulging in a smile. He will excuse me for being one 
of those gentlemen. I could not resist it when I heard the gentle- 
man’s speech, 


Very much the same reasons could be offered for the abolition of 


the office of Fourth Auditor as were given for the aboliti f 
of the Fifth Auditor. G this pere 


li The statistics of thisoffice show that the num- 
ber of letters written in 1865 was 66,321. In 1877 there were only 


16,855. 


Statistics of operations in the offices of the Fourth and Second Auditors. 
FOURTH AUDITOR. 
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Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Howin1877~78? The number in that 


year is 28,802, more than there was in any year in the history of the 
bureau eck two years during the war. 

Mr. ATKINS. I am not gi with prophecy and have not the 
figures for 1878. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Ihave them here. 

Mr. ATKINS. That year has not yet expired. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I decline to be interrupted. This officer reports to 
the Second Comproller just as the Second Auditor does. th re- 
25 to the same Comptroller; and I do not see any reason why the 

cond Auditor may not discharge all the duties of his own office and 
the duties of the Fourth Auditor quite as well. They are not socum- 
bersome or large as to make this a matter of any difficulty. And as 
was said in regard to the First Auditor, there are many divisions in 
several Departments of this Government that are very much larger 
than both these offices combined if you consolidate them. 

Now, so far as the point is concerned which was made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, that this officer has charge of naval affairs, 
that is true. But is there any incongruity in one officer looking over 
Army matters and naval matters? 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. They are essentially different. 

Mr. ATKINS. I can see no incongruity in one officer looking over 
the business of naval affairs and of Army affairs. It does not require 
any very great stretch of intellect to do that. The question is whether 
or not there is so much business that one man cannot overlook both. 
The statistics show there has been a gradual decline of business in 
the last ten years. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That 
is not the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
expired. [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!”] 

Mr. SAMPSON. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Two amendments are already pending. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I object to the withdrawal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is that of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. BRIDGES, ] to strike out the last word. 
Neth nets being taken, the ameudment of Mr. BRIDGES was not 
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Mr. SAMPSON. I move to strike out the last word of the clause. 

The CHAIRMAN, That amendment has just been voted down. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Then I move to strike out the last two words. I 
only offer this amendment for the purpose of making an inquiry of 
the Committee on Appropriations. I find on looking over the Book 
of Estimates for the next year that it was estimated by the officers 
in the Treasury Department that it would require in the Second Au- 
ditor’s Office one hundred and sixty-one clerks to transact the business 
of that office. I find also in looking at the same Book of Estimates 
peen it yr uire to ETTE 3 pass the Office ni the Fourth 

uditor -81X persons, or cler) pping out the page, mes- 
sengers, Andito and deputy eet then find on loak oa at this 
bill now under consideration that the force provided forin the Second 
Anditor’s Office is one hundred and sixty-one clerks. Thus we have 
a reduction here of fifty clerks below the estimate. 

Mr. FOSTER. The gentleman is mistaken; the number provided 
for is one hundred and eighty-three. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I can find only one hundred and sixty-one pro- 
vided for in the present bill, and that would make a reduction in the 
clerical force in the Second Auditor's Office of fifty clerks. 

Mr. FOSTER. The bill provides for one hundred and eighty- 


three. 

Mr. SAMPSON. If the gentleman will be kind enough to look over 
the bill I will read the table that I have made out fromit. I find 
provided for seven chiefs of divisions, seven clerks of class 4, thirty- 
two clerks of class 3, fifty-seven clerks of class 2, and thirty-five 
clerks of class 1. 

Mr. DURHAM. No, thirty-nine. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Well, that makes a difference of four. There are 
nineteen clerks at $1,000, and four clerks at $900. I am speaking 
of the clerical force, not of the laborers and messengers, and there is 
a reduction of fifty. All I desire is that the committee shall give 
us some satisfactory reason for this reduction. I am informed that 
the business of this office will not admit of this large reduction, and 
that the business cannot be transacted with this reduction in the num- 
ber of clerks. [Loud cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote! “] 

Mr. FOSTER. Irepeat that the gentleman is mistaken. Thenum- 
ber is one hundred and eighty-three. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York, rose. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I renew the amendment. I am not 
disturbed with too much warmth though it so seems to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, nor am I afflicted by the fact that he can laugh. 


He smiles; and smiles in such a sort, 
As if be mocked himself, and scorned his spirit, 
That could be moved to smile at anything. 

[Laughter.] 

I am interested only in the facts connected with the ee 
now presented. The gentleman in undertaking to defend the action of 
his committee accuses me of indulging in generalities. Sir, I know 
whereof I affirm. I have examined this matter completely. Iam pre- 
pared to state to the House, from figures which 1 hold in my hand, that 
the number of letters received at the bureau of the Fourth Auditorin 
1877 and 1878 was greater than in any year since 1868 ; that the letters 
written by the bureau were greater than in any year since 1866 ; that 
the allotments registered are greater than in any year since 1866 ; that 
the allotments discontinued me prente than in any year since 1867; 
that the disbursements involved an amount during the last year of 
$32,665,000, an amount greater than any year since 1870; and now I 
ask the candid judgment of this House whether this array of figures 
indicates that the business of this bureau is constantly undergoing 
dimiuution or whether or not its functions are not increased and its 
field of usefulness en r 

Now, the gentleman says that we have room enough for these two 
bureaus to-day, the one of which is in Winder's building and the other 
in the Treasury ent. Is it not known to every member of 
Congress who bas been under the disagreeable necessity of visiting 
the bureans that every hour in the day warrants are brought to the 
‘Fourth Auditor for his signature, and papers for examination and 
signature. Sir, it isan absolute necessity that all of this business 
should be under one roof. And although the gentleman has asserted 
the fact to be such, he has not shown that the duties of the Second 
and Fourth Auditor are congruous. They are entirely incompatible 
with each other, and in addition to the increase of the duties that have 
devolved upon the Fourth Auditor during the last four or five 
the Committee on Appropriations in the naval appropriation bill have 
given him yet more to do. 

Under the system of accounts proposed in that bill it will be neces- 
ay to open more than one hundred additional accounts with the 
different paymasters belonging to the Navy, and this can be more 
accurately done through experienced officers like those who have so 
long and successfully conducted the duties of the Fourth Auditor's 

rean. 

On March 3, 1818, on account of the increase in the volume of its 
business, the Treasury Department was reorganized and placed upon 
its present basis. Previous to this time the auditing of the Army 
and Navy accounts was performed by the accountant and assistant 
accountant of the War Department and accountantof the Navy. By 
act of March 3, 1817, these offices were advanced into those of the 
prons second, third, and fourth offices, respectively. The magni- 

o of the Army business rendered two accounting offices necessary 


for its prompt dispatch, and while the duty of auditing the accounts 

for pay, clothing, bounties, and subsistence of ollicers of the Army 

was devolved on the Second Auditor, the accounts for subsistence of 

rer ee and Quartermaster’s Department were assigned to the Third 
uditor. 

Upon the Fourth Auditor was im the duty of auditing and 
adjusting all accounts connected with the Navy. This comprehends 
the examination and statement of the returns of the purchasing and 
disbursing agencies, those of the paymaster of each ship in commis- 
sion and of those in various navy-yards and naval stations; the 
examination and payment of bounty claims; also of all claims for 
longevity pay and difference of pay and the payment thereof; the 
adjustment ef all Navy pension accounts; the distribution of prize- 
money ; the record of issues of clothing, provisions, and stores; the 

and adjustment of allotments of half pay; the report to the 
Commissioner of Pensions of the record of all applicants for Navy 
pensions; the daily correspondence with all of the world nec- 
essary to this vast business; the book-keeping to record and explain 
it in detail; and the preservation and proper arrangement of the 
enormous files containing the original record of these transactions. 

From the peculiar nature of the naval service its money accounts 
are intricate and different from those of any other. To each ship is 
assigned a paymaster, who is also a quartermaster and commissary 
of subsistence. Unlike Army practice, which retains company organi- 
zations intact, both officers and men are constantly being transferred 
from one ship or station to another. Every such transfer carries its 
account with if. Hence the accounts of the different paymasters are 
involved with each other. To understand how to adjust and state 
these accounts so as to fully protect the interests of the Treasury re- 
quires a great amount of training and skill. This can only be ob- 
tained in a compact and thoroughly organized bureau. 

The Fourth Auditor's Office, as at present constituted and conducted, 
with acorps of experienced and trained employés, meets these require- 
ments. It does this, too, ona scale of economy not attainable through 
a foreign organization and with unaccustomed labor. For nearly a 
century it has performed admirably its part of the machinery of the 
Treasury Department, saving to the Government millions of money 
that might have been lost by inefficiency or less close scrutiny. Dur- 
ing the past fifteen years the Fourth Auditor has passed upon accounts 
involving $715,000,000 of disbursements and transactions connected 
therewith, and involving so small a loss of a fraction of one-tenth of 
1 cent. 

t is now proposed in the annual | tive appropriation bill to 
abolish the bureau and to trausfer the business to the Second Audi- 
tor. There are and sufficient reasons why it should be contin- 
ued and why it should not be abolished or emasculated by the transfer 
as proposed. 

1. Its abolition or virtual abolition will not be in the interest of 
2. Neither th l loyés in the N: h 

either the people nor employés in the Navy nor the exigencies 
of the public service demand this change. 

3. This transfer will militate 8 the close scrutiny of public 
disbursements that the laws of Congress require by merging it into 
a bureau so 1 and so much overburdened with work as that of the 
Second Auditor is at present. 

4. The same reasons that may be urged in favor of this measure 
may be given why all the bureaus of the different Departments might 
be consolidated. 

5. It will retard and greatly confuse the public business by placing 
it in unskilled hands and by commingling it with another of an 
entirely different and distinct character. 

The following table of statistics, to which I invite the attention of 
the Honse, will jastify my statement as to the labor performed by 
the Fourth Auditor, and which dis of the contradiction made by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS :] 


Statement of work performed in the Fourth Auditor's Office. 
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Mr. ATKINS. Iwill not prolong this debate, and will simply ag k 
m Ne 


response to the gentleman w York [Mr. WILIISs] that in 

there were written in this bureau 63,321 letters; in 1866, 79,866 let- 

ryt wie in 1876 there were written only 25,458 letters, and in 1877, 
ot ters. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. I admit all that. The gentleman re- 
fers in his statement to the years just after the war. It is neverthe- 
less true, as I have already stated, that the number of letters has 
greatly increased for 1877~78. 

Mr. ATKINS. I submit these facts in corroboration of the state- 
ment which I made that the business of this bureau is declining and 
has been declining during the last decade. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. And I havesubmitted figures to show 
the contrary. z 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. WILLIS, of New 
York, to strike out the paragraph; and upon a division there were 
ayes 66, noes 69. 

Sys WILLIS, of New York. No quorum has voted, and I call for 
ers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILLIS, of New York, and Mr. ATKINS 
were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 74, noes 85. 

So the motion to strike out.was not to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


Second Auditor: 

For Second Auditor, $3,600; a auditor, $2,250; seven chiefs of division, at 
$2,000each; seven clerks of class 4; two clerks of class3; fifty-seven clerks 
— aasa e ee 3 so four clerks, 

$900 one assistant messenger; one page. at $480 ; and for „400; 
in all. 450. And so much of sections of the Statates numbered 276 and 
277 as au t and fixes the salary of the Fourth Auditor for 
the ge yriompenteg agro grace pray otal the office is abolished. And all 
acts and of acts now in force Nep ber and prescribing the duties of the 
same shall apply to the office of the Second Auditor of the Treasury Department; 
and their ent shall devolve on, and be performed under the direction of, 


the incumbent of the said office, who shall be responsible for the same. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to insert in line 509, after the words “and 
the office is abolished,” the same amendment in substance which was 
offered by my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] toa preceding paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the President shall designate which of the two incumbents of the offices of 
Second and Fourth Auditor shall be retained under the provisions of this para- 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. WILLIS, of New York. Imove to amend the paragraph just 
read by striking out from and including the words “and so much of 
sections of the Revised Statutes No. 276 and 277,” &c., to the end of 
the p ph. That involves the same eer which was dis- 
cussed under my former amendment, and I am not disposed to debate 
it any further. 

The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the followiyg : 

Third Auditor: 

For third auditor, $3,600 ; . £2,250; five chiefs of division, at $2,000 
each ; six clerks class 4; twelve ‘ks of class 3; n 
clerks class 1; fifteen clerks at $1,000 each ; ten clerks, at $900 each; and for 
ers, $2,400 ; and one female laborer, at $420; in all, $184,730. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move toamend the 8 just read by increas- 
ing the appropriation for laborers from $2, to $3,600; and by in- 
creasing the total at end of the paragraph in order to correspond, 
from $184,730 to $185,930. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 

For the force employed in redeeming the national currency, namely: For super- 
intendent, $3,500 ; two prin: tellers and one principal bookkeeper, at $2,500 each: 
one assistant 338 400; and two assistant tellers, at $2,000 each; two 
clerks of class4; four ks of class 3; four clerks of class2; twenty-five clerks 
of class 1; twenty-four clerks, at $1,000 each ; 5 clerks, at $900 each ; three 
en two pages, at $480 each; and three employés, at $432 each; 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move to amend the paragraph just read so as to 
make it provide for thirty-six clerks of class 1; and thirteen clerks 
at $1,000 each, instead of “twenty-five clerks of class 1; twenty- 
four clerks at $1,000 each,” as provided for by the bill. Asthis bureau 
is organized at present it has thirty-six clerks of class 1. The busi- 
ness of that branch of the service is increasing from year to year at 
the rate of $30,000,000 a year. According to this bill the number of 
clerks of class 1 is reduced from thirty-six to twenty-five, and the 
number of clerks at $1,000 each is increased from thirteen to twenty- 
four. I propose to amend the bill so as to give the bureau the same 
force, and of the same classes, as it now has. 

Mr. ATKINS. We give this bureau the same foree, that is in num- 
bers, that it now has. It is true that we have reclassified the clerks 
to some extent, but we have done so no more in this bureau than we 
have in all the bureaus of the Government. It is true that the ex- 
pense of this bureau 1s paid by the national banks; but muchas I 
am opposed to the national banks, I am disposed to be just to them. 
I would treat this burean as I would all the rest. 

The amendment of Mr. SHELLEY was not agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, . 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. BUCKNER took the chair 

as Speaker pro tempore. X 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. SymPsoN, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
bill of the House of the following title : 

A bill (H. R. No. 4658) for the relief of the public schools of the 
District of Columbia. 


THE LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, and proceeded 
with the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial 
Fe ea ik lowing perag tine 

e Cler the followin ph under the h Com- 
missioner of Internal eee s 


For salaries and mses of agents and surveyors, for fees and Ea . — 
gau for salaries of storekeepers, m and fi 


us ©: ‘or detecting, 
and zing to trial and punishment. guilty of vio! . 
laws, or accessory to the same, $1,575,000. And section 31520 Statutes 


the Revised 
is hereby so amended as to permit of the employment of thirty-five agents in lieu 
of the si therein manned. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move as a substitute for the paragraph just read 
that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries and e 


An 


ally employed. For detecting and a to trial and 8 persons guilty 

the tothe same, $75,000. And the 

etailed statement to Congress 

once in each year as to how he has expended this appropriation. And section 3152 

of the Revised Statutes is hereby so amended as to permit the employment of 
thirty-five agents in lien of the number therein named. 


Mr. DUNNELL. How many agents are now provided for by law? 
Mr. ATKINS. There are twenty-five now provided for; this bill 
proppece to increase the number to thirty-five. The substitute which 
have offered is simply for the purpose of dividing the subjects of 
this paragraph; it does not change the amount appropriated at all. 


The substitute was to. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 
INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


Office of the assistant treasurer at New York : 
For i t treasurer, $9,000; for deputy assistant treasurer, $3, 


; five messengers, at $1,300 each; one 

200; k of building, $1,800; chief detective, $1,800; assistant 
; 3 at $1000 each; six watchmen, at $720 each; one 
Mr. BUTLER. I notice in this paragraph this clause in lines 744 
and 745: “chief of fractional-curreney division, $2,400.” Now, as 
there is no fractional currency to be dealt with, and as the House 
voted the other day they would not have any, why is it necessary to 
have a chief of that division over in New York at a salary of $2,400 


a year? 

Nr. ATKINS. I 11 75 ized with the gentleman the other da; 
and voted for his bill; but this is estimated for in the Book of Esti- 
mates under this nomenclature; the nomenclature has not been 
changed. I understand the fact to be that all the fractional cur- 
rency has not yet been taken up. 

Mr. FOSTER. And this clerk performs other duties. : 

mr ATKINS, Yes, besides that, there are other duties assigned to 
the cler 

Mr. BUTLER. This is an economical House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman propose any amendment? 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend by making the salary of this offl- 
cer $1,000. When the fractional 1 Was nearly $50,000,000 
there may have been required this chief, with a salary of $2,800. Now, 
when this fractional currency has been reduced to $13,000,000, (and 
that is all destroyed or cannot be found,) why should we krep this 
office still goin I know that the estimate for this officer is found 
in the Book of Estimates ; and it would remain there forever if some- 
body did not call attention to it. 

What is there for this man to do? He cannot possibly redeem 
more than $13,000,000 of fractional currency, for that is all there is 
out, and most of that has been destroyed. It is now about four years 
since we have had any fractional currency in circulation. When one 
of these offices gets going it keeps going a good while. Years and 
years ago there was a man appointed down here in the crypt to watch 
the sarcoph intended for General Jackson. The office was con- 
tinued till I came into Congress, when I made some inquiry about the 
matter; and it would have continued until the present time if I or 
somebody else had not looked into it. Now this fractional currency 
has been as dead as General Jackson for some years; yet this officer 
is still employed ata salary of $2,400. 

Unless my friends on the Committee on Appropriations have some 
other information than that which is obtained from the Book of Esti- 
mates I hope they will allow this clause to be struck out. I modify 
my motion so as to strike out the words “chief of fractional-currency 
division, $2,400.” 

Mr. ATKINS. So far as I am concerned, I have no objection to the 
amendment. I have already given to the Committee of the Whole 
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the reason why this goren has been retained in the bill. I sup- 


pose that this clerk is assigned to other duties in addition to those 
in connection with fractional currency. There is some fractional 
currency that has not been taken up. I do not know how much. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Twelve million dollars. 

Mr. BUTLER. But that is all lost. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not all of it. 

Mr. FOSTER. I think Ioan explain this matter. The chairman of 
our committee will remember very well that this chief of the frac- 
tional-cusrency division now takes charge of fractional silver which 
has taken the place of the fractional currency. It cannot even be said 
that the name of the officer is incorrect because of the change from 
notes to silver, for “fractional currency” does not necessarily mean 


paper. 

Mr. DURHAM. My friend from Massachusetts will find that we 
have struck out all provision for fractional-currency clerks. This is 
7 557 the head of the division. 

. FOSTER. And he has the fractional currency to handle. 

Mr. BUTLER. If all the clerks are gone what do we want with 
a chief of division? If the clerks are not necessary, why continue 
this chief, when he has nobody under him ? 


[Here the hammer fell. 

The question bein en on the amendmentof Mr. BuTLER, to 
strike out in lines 744 and 745 the words “chief of fractional-cur- 
rency division, $2,400,” there were—ayes 78, noes 34. 


8 I must call for tellers. This valuable and neces- 
sary clerk o 


ht not to be struck down. I observe that the other 
side is carried by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. BUTLER.] 
[Laughter.] 


No quorum having voted, tellers were ordered; and Mr. FOSTER 
and Mr. BUTLER were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers reported ayes 77, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. ATKINS. In view of the amendment just adopted, I offer 
the following amendment, to make the total amount of the para- 
graph conform to the amendment: 

In line 765 strike out $48,470" and insert $46,070." 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
5 committee rose informally, and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, 

Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 


following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
An act (H. R. No. 4658) for the relief of the public schools of the 
District of Columbia. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 


session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


under the act of the 6th of Au 


expenses 1846, for the collec- 


o money, $50,000. And 
or payment of employés 


Mr. BURDICK. I move to amend by adding after the paragraph 
just read the following: 

Provided, That the Treasurer of the United States shall redeem, without dis- 
count on account of mutilation, all United States notes and fractional currency 
presented at the Treasury for redemption as now provided by law. 

Mr. ATKINS. I raise the point of order that this amendment 
changes existing law, and is not in the direction of retrenchment. 
On contrary, it would impose on the Government considerable 
expense how much no one knows. I suppose the object of the gen- 
tleman is that when mutilated currency is presented it shall be re- 
deemed as if whole, although a part may be gone. 

The CHAIRMAN. aoe hair is of the o ipon that the am Hey 
is not germane to nding paragraph, and is new legislation. 
The 5 of order is ell taken. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States mints and assay offices: 

Office of the Director of the Mint: For Director, $4,500; examiner, $2,300; one 
computer of bullion, $2,200; one assay clerk, $1,800; one clerk of class 3; one 
vista, $900 each; one assistant messenger; one laborer; 
the sum of $16,720, 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend by striking out in lines 877 to 879 
the words “one clerk of class 3; one translator, $1,200; two copy- 
ists, $900 each,” and inserting the following: 

Two clerks of class 3; one translator, $1,200; one copyist, $900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I ask consent that the Clerk be anthorized to correct 
Sne oong of this paragraph so as to conform to the amendment just 
made. 

‘There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent ex of the United States mints and assay offi namely: 
For ples wie of pe are be expended under the direction of the SAY of tho 
Treasury, $200; for books, balances, and weights, and other incidental expenses, 
$800. And refining and parting of bullion shall be carried on at the mints of the 
United States and at the assay office at New York. And it shall be lawful to apply 


the arising from charges collected from depositors for these operations pur- 
suant to law so far as may be necessary to the defraying in full of the expenses 
thereof, in labor, materials, an! wastage; but no part of the moneys other- 
wise a for the support of the mints and the assay office at New Tork 


shall be used to defray the expenses of refining and parting bullion. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend by adding to the paragraph just 
read the following: 

Provided, That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. authorized to 
constitute any sı tendent or assayer of any mint or assay otlice an assistant 
treasurer of the United States to receive gold coin and bullion on deposit for the 
purposes provided for in section 254 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. I reserve the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask the Clerk to read section 254 of the Revised 
Statutes, to show what is the object of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Sec. 254. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to receive deposits of gold 
coin and bullien with the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the Unit. d States, 
in sums not than $29, and to issue certificates therefor, in denominations of 
not less than $20, each, corresponding with the denominations of the United States 
notes. The coin and bullion deposited for or representing the cvrtficates of de- 
posits shall be retained in the 8 for the payment of the samou un demand. 
And certificates resenting coin in the Treasury may be issued in payment of 
interest on the Levan forest which certiticaies, together with those issued for coin 

sl 


one not at any time exceed 20 per cent. beyond the amount 
of coin and bullion in the ; and the certiticates for coin and bulllon in 


the Treasury shall be received at par in pay ment for duties on imports, 

Mr. ATKINS. Itseems to me that changes existing law. 

Mr. VANCE. I will state that it has received the sanction of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and it was also sug- 
gested to me by Dr. Linderman, Director of the Mint. It will bea 
matter of convenience. There are one or two points where no assist- 
ant treasurer has yet been ng! lala The amendment merely au- 
thorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint superintendents of 
mints at those points where they have not already been appointed, 
for the 17 of receiving deposits of gold bullion and coin. 

Mr. A S. I inquire of the gentleman whether it will require 
additional expenses? 

Mr. VANCE. It is not proposed to incur additional expense, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that this does not change existing law in any respec 
except to provide for additional assistants without additional cost. 
There is no charge upon the Treasury and no change in existing law 
upon that subject. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will a: if the committee will consent to pass 
over this part of the bill, together with the amendment, for the 


present. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. VANCE. I am willing to agree to that. 

Mr. ATKINS. But it is understvod that I reserve my point of order. 
I should like to examine into the matter and understand it better 
than I do now. 

Mr. THOMPSON. All points of order, I believe, are reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN, They are. If there be no objection, that Be 
of the bill from line 882 to 897, inclusiye, together with the pending 
amendment, will be passed over for the present. 

Mr. ATKINS, All points of order being reserved. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WHITE, of ennsylvania, moved the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 67. 

So the committee refused to rise, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For salaries of astayer in charge, $2,500; melter, $3,250; two clerks at $1,600 

or assa, 0 ; m A ; two clerks ai 
Mae n ERR bs 
For 8 of workmen, $7,500. 
For lights, acids, chemicals, cracibles, repairs, and other neeessaries, $3,000. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. In line 944 I move to strike out 
“$7,500” and insert “$10,000.” I find the estimate of the Depart- 
ment for w of workmen fixes the sum at $10,000. The bill pro- 
vides for the sum of $7,500. I ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations why it is there is this reduction from the amount of 
the estimate to $7,500? 

Mr. ATKINS. We had the Director of the Mint before the commit- 
tee and followed his suggestions. We inquired particularly on that 
point, and he suggested $7,500 was enough; that almost everything 
was cheaper. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, Let me ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee a further question. Do I understand the amount appro- 
priated for the wages of workmen is in accordance with the sugyes- 
tion of the Director of the Mint? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. And in the succeeding paragraph, 
where there is an appropriation of $3,000 when the estimates are 
$4,000, is that also in accordance with the suggestion of the Director 
of the Mint? 

Mr. ATKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Then I withdraw the amendment 
and move to add the following at the close of the paragraph: 

And fur the purpose of enabling the said mint at Denver to make returns to de- 
pans with as little delay as possible, the provisi ns of section 3545 of the Revised 

tatutes of the United States shall hereafter apply to said mint, as we | as to the 
mints and assay office mentioned in said section; and the Secretary of the Treasury 


is hereby authorized to use, as far as he may deem it proper and expedient, for pay- 
ment to depositors of bullion at said mint, coin certificates representing coin in the 
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the operations of 
6 arising from the charges afo d shall have been ex- 
hausted as herein provided. But in no event shall the expenditures of said mint 
exceed the amount of the specific appropriations herein made for same. 


Mr. ATKINS. I would inquire of the gentleman from Colorado if 
the text of that amendment—which seems to be very long, and I do 
not know if I understand it exactly—is the same as that of a similar 
amendment offered by the gentleman two years ago to the legislative 
appropriation bill then ponding 

. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I will answer the gentleman from 
Tennessee by stating it is preceisely word for word the same, with 
one exception. In the amendment offered two years ago the assay 
office at Helena, Montana, wasincluded. In this amendment the pro- 
visions are made to apply simply to the mint at Denver. I will state 
the reason of that. In a conversation with the Director of the Mint, 
some week or ten days ago, he stated he knew of no reasons why 
these privileges should not be extended to the mint at Denver, except 
for a doubt whether they were allowed by law to extend them to that 
mint. For that reason I introduced this amendment to make them 
applicable. 

r, ATKINS. I would ask the gentleman if any additional ex- 
8 is required by that amendment. The charges upon depos- 
tors, I suppose, will be deducted from the es 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The gentleman asks me if any 
additional expenditure is required by the amendment. On the con- 
trary, it will result I think in a reduction of expenditures; because 
it will produce a new revenue and this new revenue is used for the 
pur; of defraying the expenses of the mint. 

5 of Pennsylvania. What is the effect of the amend- 
ment 
Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. The effect of it is to place the 
mint at Denver, so far as the deposit of bullion is concerned, on the 
same footing as the mints at Carson, San Francisco, and Philadel- 
poia. It is simply to put it on an equality with other mints in the 
nited States. I trust there will be no objection to it. It passed the 
House two years ago, and bills of a similar import have passed two 
Congresses. 
Mr. PAGE. I hope the chairman of the committee will not object 
to this amendment. It is to place this mint on an equality with 


others. 
I have not . 
The amendment was adop 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Assay-office at New York: 
For of superintenden: 500 ; for assayer, $3,000; for melter and refiner, 
ein . basing erk, 8 000; Lar clon 


Mr. BACON. I offer the following amendment: 
eae 84.500,“ in line 949, insert “for arrears of salary in the years 1877-78, 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman from New York is laboring under a 
mistake. His amendment might be offered to a deficiency bill but 
not to the pending bill. I desire to meget that in the last legislative 
appropriation bill the words “in fall compensation” were added. 
Therefore I think his man is paid in full. 

Mr. BACON. I offered the amendment here because I saw that in 
another part of this bill provision is made for past deficiencies; and 
this is a deficiency which has been left in two appropriation bills, for 
which provision should have been made at the time. It is ible 
the point of order may be well taken as regards this bill, but I do 
not acquiesce in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the amendment 
is not germane. He therefore sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Mint at New Orleans, 

For salaries: assayer in charge, 
case of necessity, toemploy one clerk, at a com 
annum; melter, $2,000; wages of workmen, 
incidental expenses, $2,062; in all, $10,262. 

Mr. GIBSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. MILLS. We have to come back again fora night session. I 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. ATKINS. Before the question is taken on that motion I ask 
unanimous consent to make a correction. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ATKINS. At line 877, under the head “office of the Director 
of the Mint,” instead of “two clerks of class 3,” I desire to insert “ one 
clerk of class 2 and one clerk of class 3.“ The change is made in the 
wrong place. 

There was no objection, and the correction was made. 

The motion of Mr. MILLS was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN reported that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the special order, being the bill (H. R. No. 4104) making 
appropriations for the legislative, exeentive, and judicial expenses of 


$2,000; and the assayer is hereby authorized, in 
tion of not exceeding 81.200 
000; fuel, fluxes, acids, and other 


the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 
r. LUTTRELL. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past seven o’clock. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion for a recess, by unanimous consent leave of 
absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. SWANN, for three days, on important business; 
To Mr. Kenna, for one week; and 
To Mr. CHALMERS, for ten days from Wednesday next, on account 
of important business. 
WILLIAM GEISSEL. 


On motion of Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, 
leave was * to withdraw from the files of the House papers in 
the case of William Geissel, there being no adverse report thereon. 


O. H. PERRY. 

On motion of Mr, BLACKBURN, by unanimous consent, leave was 

granted to withdraw papers in the case of O. H. Perry, administrator 
of Mary Scott, of Kentucky, there being no adverse report n. 


CHARLES L. BRADWELL. 


On motion of Mr. COOK, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw papers in the case of Charles L. Bradwell, there being 
no adverse report thereon. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr.CLYMER. I rise to a question of privilege. I submit a report 
from the committee of conference on the d ing votes of thetwo 
Honses upon the naval appropriation bill, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ng votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year 8 30, 1879, and for ot her purposes, ha’ 
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 19, 26, 27, and 28. 

That the House recede from its d t to the amendments numbered 1, 2, 
3, 4, 8, 9, 29, 33, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, and 41, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment numbered 5, 
and agree to the same, with amendment as follows: 

Insert after the word “tax,” in line 8, page 4 of the bill, the following: “ secre- 
taries t^ the Admiral and Vice-Admiral. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 10, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: after the word Vice-Ad- 
miral insert the words * when on sea service.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its di t to the amendment numbered 11, 
and to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Add to the end of said amendment the words on the termination of its eruiso.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 30, 
and nares to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert $24,080.75." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. CLYMER. I propose to demand the previous question upon 
the adoption of the report, but before doing so I will remark that 
the sum in controversy between the two Houses was one hundred 
and sixty-nine thousand and odd dollars, of which amount the House 
has receded from $83,000 and the Senate from about $86,000. I now 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the report of the committee of eon- 
ference was agreed to. 

Mr. CLYMER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Lask unanimous consent that there be an even- 
ing session on Thursday night of this week at half seven o’clock 
for debate, no business of any sort to be transacted. 

Mr. PAGE. Wednesday night has already been set apart for debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I must object until we have an evening session for 
the consideration of ponso bills. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that this proposition 
affects the pension bills at all. The Chair uniformly facilitates the 
passage of pension bills. The Chair thinks that this will give an 
opportunity to those gentlemen who desire to make speeches to do it 
in the evening sessions instead of occupying the time of the House 
during the day sessions. 

Mr. CONGER. But we ought to have one night this week for the 
consideration of pension bills, as we lost the night set apart for that 
purpose last week. 

The SPEAKER. There are other nights in the week not yet set 
apart: Friday, for instance. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Chair thinks that general debate is more 
important than pension bills, so be it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bas never made expressien nor has he 
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ever thought so; but the Chair thinks that, if gentlemen who desire 
to make speeches are not allowed an opportunity of doing it at even- 
ing sessions, they may make their remarks some time during the day 
sessions and thereb delay the business of the House. 

Mr. RICK, of Ohio. Lask that Friday night be set apart for the 
consideration of pension bills, as on objection day. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the two propositions which 
have ben made for evening sessions? The Chair hears none, and it 
is 80 0; 


PERMANENT GOVERNMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to ask that. on Saturday morning, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, the bill establishing a 
prrmanent form of government for the District of Columbia, it hav- 
ng been amended in accordance with the wishes of the House, be 

en up and disposed of, on the assurance that not more than one 
hour will be required for its final disposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from KARON asks that one hour 
be set apart on Saturday morning, after the reading of the Journal, 
for discussion, and that the previous question shall then be called 
upon what is generally known as ‘the District bill. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to move a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if he entertains a motion 
to suspend the rules he should recognize the gentleman who is next 
upon the list for that p . 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Lam sure that there are very fow gentlemen 
in the House who are opposed to the bill; but if it is deferred until 
the third Monday in May it is hardly reasonable to suppose that any 
permanent form of government for the District of Columbia will be 

upon by the two Houses at this session. 
. COX, of Ohio. The assumption is that the bill which this House 
has voted down will go through after one hour's discussion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The billhas been amended in accordance with 
the directions of the House, and Iam willing that the hour I propose 
to allow for debate shall be occupied by gentlemen who are 1 
to the bill. Iam willing that the gentleman from Ohio shall have 
every moment of the time. 

Mr. THOMPSON. What directions did the House give to the com- 
mittee as to the amendments to the bill? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The gentleman from Ohio offered a resotion 
instructing the committee, but he withdrew it on the assurance that 
the bill should be so amended. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The features of the bill in relation to the appoint- 
ment of the three commissioners I understand are unchanged. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I simply desire that the opponents of the bill 
shall have all the time for debate that is allowed, and that then the 
Honse shall vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Has the bill been changed in regard to the appoint- 
ment of commissioners ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In no wise. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I move to suspend the rules in order to 
make the order which I have indicated. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. There isa motion 8 by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. LUTTRELL] that the House now take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Can I not make a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is in order to move a 
suspension of the rules for the of determining the order of 
business of the House. But if the Chair was at liberty to entertain a 
motion to suspend the rules, he would feel compelled first to recog- 
nize the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SHELLEY] for that purpose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from California 
(Mr. LUTTRELL] that the House now take a recess until half past 
seven o’clock is pending. 

Mr. FINLEY. I will move to adjourn and then yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot do that. 

Mr. LUTTRELL, I will withdraw the motion for a recess. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I understand the motion for a recess is with- 
drawn. I ask the Chair how I can test the sense of the House by a 
two-third vote in regard to establishing some form of government for 
this District ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. FINLEY] who has indicated a desire to move that the House 
now co which motion is in order pending a motion to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I desire to say that I am perfectly e 
that the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the Whole an 
do its pleasure with the bill. I simply desire that it shall not die in 
the committee-room, and that of necessity will be the result unless 
it can be reported to the House prior to the third Monday in May. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The trouble is with the assumption that there 
is any general agreement that the bill proposed is any improvement 
upon the present condition of things. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not propose to pass upon that point, but 
to submit the bill to the judgment of this House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The House has already passed upon it. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. In answer to inquiries of gentlemen from the 
other side I desire to say that my p is to have this bill consid- 
ered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, just as it was before, 
under the five-minute rule; that one hour shall be allowed for debate, 
or longer if the House shall desire; and that every minute of that 
cone shall be given, so far as I am concerned, to the opponents of the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better withdraw that por- 
tion of his proposition which limits the time for debate to one hour. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well, I will not make any limit at all. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I feel bonnd to insist upon every reasonable 
objection to this bill, and the gentleman must take notice of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] will recog- 
nize the fact that to-day is Monday, and that the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] being on the floor and nobody else ask- 
ing for a suspension of the rules but himself, he is in order in mov- 
ing a suspension of the rules in relation to the conduct of the busi- 
ness of the House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I understood the motion for a recess was the 


zoroa order. 
. BLACKBURN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Lur- 
10 . withdrew that motion and left me upon the floor. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Then I move that the House take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not strictly in order if objected to. 

Mr. PRICE. Allow me to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] and to other gentlemen, that it is 
not more than fair to give one hour for the consideration of the bill 
which he indicates, and if the bill be found objectionable to the 
House it can be voted down. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. And if it is found to be a good bill we cam 


pass it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I only ask for a two-third vote of the House. 

17 75 THOMPSON. I move that the House take a recess until half 

ast seven, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the rules, made by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BLACKBURN, I is prior to that motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I suppose a motion to adjourn would be one of 
higher order. 

he SPEAKER. The Chair having recognized the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to move to suspend the rules, (those on 
the Sneakers list not urging their right,) the Chair desires to say if 
the House should now take a recess until evening, such motion being 
admitted by consent to be made, then in such case the motion to sus- 
pend the rules as made by the gentleman from Kentucky will come 
up on Monday next as unfinished business. This evening is ordered 
ve ed for business to be reported from the Committee on Public 

nds. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that a vote be now taken on ay motion, 

Mr. CONGER. I object to the gentleman being recognized to move 
to suspend the rules until his turn comes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late. 

Mr. CONGER. I made the objection in my place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky declines to yield 
to a motion for a recess, and the question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] to suspend the rules 
and assign one hour after the reading of the Journal on Saturday 
next for the consideration of the bill for a permanent form of gov- 
ernment for the District of Columbia. 

1 BLACKBURN. I leave out the limitation of one hour for 
ebate. 

The question was taken upon the motion as modified; and upon a 
division there were—ayes 93, noes 15. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. There is no quoram voting. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust that objection will not be made; if it 
is I shall have to insist upon the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I gave the gentleman notice that I should insist 
upon every reasonable objection. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If ninety-three members are to be overridden 
by fifteen. I shall then ask for a call of the House. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the House 
now adjourns with the motion pending to suspend the rules, in what 
condition will the question be left? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up next Monday. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I hope the House will not adjonrn at the: 
dictation of thirteen men. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not 
have greater opportunity for debating this motion than those opposed 

it. 


toi 
Mr. BLACKBURN. Lam sure the gentleman from Ohio bas no right 
to complain. He has been making tive or six speeches in my time. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Irise to a point of order. Last 
Saturday the House agreed by unanimous consent to hold a session 
this evening at half past seven o’clock for the purpose of considering 
reports from the Committee on Public Lands. 

he SPEAKER. The House can vacate such order. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Can a majority of the House re- 
verse an order that was made by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. The House has the privilege of 
changing its mind in reference to that question. 


1878. 
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Mr. PAGE. Is it not in order to amend the motion to adjourn so 
as to provide that the House now take a recess? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask for tellers on the motion to suspend the 


rules. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio, that the House adjourn. __ 

The question 2 r the motion was not agreed to, there 
being—ayes 46, noes 

Mr. L LL. I now move that the House take a recess till 
half past seven o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair by consent admits this motion. 


The motion was to. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CALDWELL] 


will occupy the chair this evening as Speaker pro tempore. 
The House then (at five o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) took a recess 


till half past seven o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at half past seven o'clock p. m., and was 
called to order by Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, as Speaker pro tempore. 
Mr. LUTTRE As there are very few members present, I move 
that the House take a recess of ten minutes. 
The motion was agreed to. : 
The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The session of this evening is for the 
consideration of reports from the Committee on Public Lands. 


PROTECTION OF HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION SETTLERS. 


Mr. FULLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. No. 
1051) for the protection of settlers on the public lands of the United 
States. 

The bill was read. It provides in the first section that when any 

n entitled to avail himself of the benefits of the pre-emption or 
omestead laws has made, or shall make, a bona fide settlement on 
lands subject to settlement under any such laws, such settlement shall 
be deemed to create a contract between the Government and the set- 
tler, and his claim shall constitute a vested right of property, only 
to be forfeited by his neglect or refusal to comply with the condi- 
tions prescribed by the law under which he claims. 

The second section provides that when ay such person shall have 
made settlement upon unsurveyed lands of the United States, the 
right to enter the a section or any lesser legal subdivision on 
which he shall be located by the survey shall date from his actual 
settlement upon the same; but no filing shall be required of any 
settler until such survey shall have been made. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to have the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
FULLER] explain the necessity for the passage of this bill and wherein 
it changes the existinglaw. Butin the first place I would ask whether 
there is any written report accompanying the bill? 

Mr. FULLER. There is not. 

Mr. EDEN. I would like to reserve a point of order until I hear 
the explanation of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides that any settler 
under the pre-emption and homestead laws who complies with the 
1 of the laws shall be deemed to have a vested right in the 

d upon which he settles; in other words it provides the act of set- 
tlement shall be deemed to create a contract between him and the 
Government, conferring on him a vested right of property in the land, 
which can be divested only by his own failure to go in compliance 
with the conditions of the law. The Supreme Court has decided that 
the settlers have no rights but are mere tenants at will and can be 
turned out by the Government at any time before they make final 
se and consummate their title. 

r. EDEN. They may hold as tenants at will; but I presume that 
if ores comply with the terms of the law their title is perfected. Is 
it not 

Mr. FULLER. The Supreme Court has decided that they hold as 
tenants at will and that the Government can remove them at any 
time before the expiration of the five years. That is the decision of 
the Supreme Court reported, I believe, in 21 Wallace. 

Mr. EDEN. Has the court decided that the Government can at its 
own will, without any reason or cause, remove the settler and reclaim 
possession of the land? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes, sir. Therefore this bill provides that a con- 
tract shall be regarded as existing between the homestead or pre- 
emption settler and the Government; that the man who enters land 
under the homestead or pre-emption Jaws shall not be divested of his 
rights. This bill has been twice passed unanimously, I think, by this 


ouse. 

Mr. EDEN. I regret that the gentleman from Indiana has not pre- 
sented in a report the necessity for the e of the bill. I donot 
like to antagonize a measure of this kind. am not very familiar 
with the o tion of the homestead laws; but I had supposed that 
under the law as it now is, when the settler had occupied the land 
for the prescribed time and there was no other claimant, there was 


no sort of difficulty in his acquiring the title. Ido not know what 
the effect of this bill may be. According to the gentleman’s explana- 
tion there is to bea contract between the Government and the settler. 
Why this relation should be established I cannot understand. 

Mr. FULLER. I will inform the gentleman, This has always 
been believed to be the law until the Supreme Court decided the con- 


trary. 

Mr. EDEN. Can the gentleman cite the case in which the Supreme 
Court made that decision, and will he state the circumstances under 
which the decision was made ? 

Mr. FULLER. I cannot answer the gentleman further than to call 
his attention to the case of Mulingburg, in 21 Wallace, in which it 
was decided (and the decision has been repeated several times since) 
that a person settling on the public lands under the homestead or 
pre-emption laws is only a tenant at will and can be removed by the 
Government at any time. 

Mr. EDEN. Under what circumstances has the Government ever 
t persons from publie lands who occupied as homestead set- 

ers 

Mr. FULLER. I do not know they have, but the homestead set- 
tler feels dissatisfied at the present time. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not think weshould change this law, unless there 


is some necessity for it. 
Mr. HASKELL. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will give him 
homesteads on the Osage ceded lands. 


an instance. Two hun 
were ordered canceled. 

Mr. CONGER. We cannot hear what is going on, and I insist 
members shall address the Chair. 

Mr. EDEN. In the case referred to by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas were they not canceled upon the ground that somebody else other 
than the Government had a right to the land? Let me inquire 
whether the object of this legislation is not to make the Government 
responsible to the settler if he and settles on the public lands, 
supposing it to belong to the Government, and it turns out to belong 
to some one else—whether the ee of this legislation is not to 
create a liability upon the part of the Government to make compen- 
sation in a case of that sort? 

Mr. FULLER. It is not. 

Mr. HASKELL. I do not know about this bill. These settlers 
were on the public lands by virtue of a joint resolution of Co 
Without a decision of the courts, but simply on a decision of the 
Secretary of the Interior, these two hundred entries of land were can- 
celed in favor of the railroad 8 

Mr. DUNNELL. It is impossible to hear what is going on between 

utlemen in a conversational tone of voice, and I insist gentlemen 
shall address the Chair, and the gentleman from Kansas has the phy- 
sical ability to make himself heard in all parts of the Hall. 

Mr. HASKELL. In these cases where ts have been made to 
railroads and where there are settlers on the public lands, the order 
of withdrawal from those lands has been made by the commissioners. 
of the General Land Office, and the settlers cut out and barred from 
the right to homestead entry. 

Mr. EDEN. If it should happen to turn out under this law that a 

erson went to settle upon land supposing it to be public land and 
it should be developed afterward that it did not belong to the Gov- 
ernment at all, is the object of this legislation to make the Govern- 
ment responsible? 

Mr. FULLER. No, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. Unless that is the object I cannot see what purpose 
can be attained by it. 

Mr. FULLER. This provides where a man settles in good faith 
on the public lands 

Mr. EDEN. If I understand the law as it now is, where a person 
settles on public lands in good faith and there is no other claimant 
and he remains on it and complies with the law, he gets his title to it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken as to the 
law, that is all. 

Mr. EDEN. I have been trying to 
ever since the introduction of the bill. 

Mr. FULLER. The conrts have decided that that is not the law. 

Mr. HANNA. I can conceive of two classes of cases where it would 
be eminently proper to have on the statute-book an act of this char- 
acter. I am not prepared to say the law as it now stands covers those 
cases or not. For instance, suppose a settler goes into a Territory, 
(I speak from personal observation in Kansas at an early day ;) sup- 
poe a settler goes in good faith to make a settlement and secure a 

ome; he may perchance go and squat upon a location that suits 
him, may make valuable and lasting improvements to the end of 
ultimately securing a home; and it may be in advance of actual sur- 
vey of that land; but nevertheless he goes there in good faith and 
makes his improvements. Now, it has Sa the practice of the Gov- 
ernment when the survey has been made to recognize the right of 
that squatter. It is an equitableright. His rights onght to be D 
tected and it will do no harm. It will not do any harm to the Gov- 
ernment to say where that settlement has been made in good faith 
it shall operate in the nature of a contract, so as to secure him in 
whatever improvements he has thus made in good faith. Then again, 
suppose where he has made that settlement, as thers are divers in- 
stances in the West, and some have come under my observation—I 
am not now a resident of the extreme West—suppose under the prac- 


t an explanation on that point 
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tice which has heretofore obtained you give a railroad company 
these mts, so much upon either side of the road 

Mr. EDEN. We can avoid that by not giving any grants. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Iam of opinion that no more such grants will 
be made by Con At least I think that is the determination of 
this side of the House. 

Mr. HANNA. We protect them from what future Co may 
do, if future Congresses follow the precedents set heretofore. Sup- 

you give a grant on either side of the road for so many miles; 
t has happened sometimes the railroad company has swallowed up 
all the rights of the squatter. Now, you and I concede that is in- 
equitable, This bill, as I heard it read and as I understand it, would 
protect an actual settler from being swallowed up by a corporation 
under such circumstances, Then, so far as the practical operation of 
this bill is concerned, as I understand it, it will not operate as a fraud 
upon the Government, and may secure the rights of the actual set- 
tlers. That is the way it strikes me. 

Mr. FULLER. This bill only provides for settlers in faith on 
the lands of the United States; that their settlement shall create a 
contract between the United States and the party, and he may go on 
and perfect his title. 

Mr. EDEN. I do not want to do anything to the injury of settlers 
on the public Jands, I ask that the bill be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. EDEN, I ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FULLER] if 
under the law as it now exists the settlers are protected till after the 
anda are surveyed and if this does not extend the operations of the 

W. 

Mr. FULLER. This bill will protect them. 

Mr. EDEN. But under the existing pre-emption laws can persons 
settle on public lands and take pre epson until after they are sur- 
veyed and brought into market 

Mr. FULLER. No, sir; they cannot. ; 

Mr. EDEN. Then this bill seems to extend the operation of the 
pre-emption laws, and persons can go out in advance of the surveys 
and take the choice lands along the streams of water, and occupy all 
the most valuable land before it is surveyed. 

Mr. FULLER. One man can oceupy but one hundred and sixty 


ores. 
Mr. EDEN. But it would not take many men to occupy all the 
water fronts along those streams. 
Mr. FULLER. Is there anything in the present law to prevent that? 
Mr. EDEN. Under the present law parties cannot occapy those lands 
until after their survey. 
Mr. HANNA. The gentleman is mistaken. On page 417 of the 
Revised Statutes, in sections 2257 and 2258, it is provided as follows: 


y hereafter subject 
em: under the condi! ctions, and poate bbe by law. 
: 2253. The following classes of lands, unless oth 80 
for by law, shall not e the rights of pre-emption, to-wit: 
First. Lands included in any reservation by any treaty, law, or proclamation of 
the President, for an poyon 
Second. Lands included within the limits of any incorporated town, or selected 
as the site of a city or town. 
Third. Lands actually settled and occupied for purposes of trade and business, 
and not for agriculture. 
Fourth. Lands on which are situated any known salines or mines. 


Then in the next section it is provided as follows: 

Sec. 2259. Every person, being the head of a family, or widow, or single perso 
over the of pont ane Send and a citizen of tho United States, or ere fil 
a declaration of intention to become such, as a vaan by the naturalization laws, 
who has made, or hereafter makes, a settlement in person on the pablic lands sub- 
ject to ption, and who inhabits and improves the same, and who has erected 
or erect a dwelling thereon, is authorized to enter with the register of the 
land office for the ct in which such land lies, by legal subdivisions, any num- 
ber of acres not exceeding one hundred and sixty, or a quarter section of land, to 
include the residence of such claimant, upon paying to United States the min- 
imum price of such land. 


Mr. EDEN rose. 

Mr. HANNA. Just one word more. The gentleman will see that 
this section 2259 would embrace, so to speak, the right to squat upon 
land in advance of an actual survey of the lands. 

Mr. EDEN, I have not examined the law upon that subject, but 
there is nothing in the statute read by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Hanna] that conveys the idea that land which has been unsur- 
verea is liable to be taken up and pre-empted. 

. HANNA. I ask the gentleman to look at the language of the 
section I first read, section 2257. 

Mr. EDEN. I think that this matter had better be fully consid- 
ered and that the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole, unless 
the second section be stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to yield to me 
that I may state a case where I think this law should apply, which 
furnishes an illustration as good as any I know of. 

Mr. FULLER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. There is a petition before the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, of a constituent of mine, John Donahue, in which 
he sets forth these facts: that in 1850 he went upon a tract of land 
in Michigan—a forty-acre tract—for the purpose of pre-emption; that 
within the time required by the law he procured a military land-war- 
rant and in 1853 paid for his land with the military land-warrant; 
that in 1856 he received from the United States a patent for his land 
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and had the patent recorded in the office of the register of deeds of 
the proper county, Saint Clair County; that in 1871 a purchaser pur- 
chased of the State of Michigan under the swamp-land grant these 
forty acres of land upon which this man had spent from 1850 to 1871 

twenty-one 3 of his life, having gone into the wilderness and 
made himself a homestead there with his family upon it and which 
was worth at this time at least over 8800. He had paid the taxes and 
the money upon this land and interest upon it amounting to $577. 
Now, then, notwithstanding his patent from the Government; not- 
withstanding his first occupancy of the land in 1850 before the pas- 
sage of the act granting to the States the swamp lands, notwith- 
standing his patent from the Government in 1856 by virtue of the 
swamp-land grant to the State in 1850, but after the time he had 
taken all the steps to pre-empt the land and had gone upon it and 
was in actual ion the courts decided that a grant to the State 
of the swamp lands took effect in presenti on the passage of the law. 
Although he had occupied that land for twenty-one years, or has oc- 
cupied it up to this time twenty-one years, although he had paid the 
Government for the lands, although he had got a patent of the United 
States for it and had it recorded in the county in which the land was 
situated, althongh his title never had been questioned and he had 
put the labor of the best years of his life on the land, yet by virtue 
of a general law giving all the swamp and overftowed lands to the 
State, which was in 1850 after his settlement, but before he 
had received this patent by a grant to the State undetermined, and 
on which patents or lists were not given for six years thereafter, the 
court holds that the swamp-land grant ousts him, not only of his 
lands but of his improvements and of all he has put upon the lands, 
of his home. 

This man John Donahue, of Saint Clair County, Michigan, has sent 
here his printed petition, which I bold in my hand and which I have 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. A patent had 
been granted by the United States to him as the first 8 aud 
afterward the purchaser and the occupant of this land up to the time 
the suit was brought in 1871. If there is not some way in which a 
man getting such a title for his land can have that title recognized 
by the United States, which had afterward granted under a general 
law all the swamp and overflowed lands, including his, to the State; 
if this bill in any way aids to protect such actual settlers who are 
e their lands under patents of the United States and have 
proved that they have occupied the lands as pre-emptors or home- 
stead settlers as against indifferent or uncertain grants to the State— 
I say that if the bill will protect the citizen after twenty years’ labor 
upon his lands, then it is a bill that I want to pass. 

The following is the petition to which I have referred : 


The petition of John 8 Emmet, Saint Clair County, Michigan, respect- 
fully showeth that on the 15th day of September, A. D. 1853, h» located with mil- 
itary bounty land warrant No. 80431 the southwest quarter of the 5 
ter of section 36, in town: 7 north, in range 14 east in said township, containing 
forty acres of land, and ved a patent therefor from the United States of Amer- 

of date June 16, A. D. 1856, (which patent was dul in revord of mis- 
ce mili grants, volume 312, page 446;) that he entered into the posses- 
sion of said lands in 1850 for the purpose of pre-ompting the same and has ever 
since continued to sey 2 the same. $ 

And qe petitioner er shows that by an act of Congress entitled “ An act 
to enable the State of Arkansas and other States to reclaim the swamp lands within 
their limits,“ approved September 28, 1850, (9 Stat. at Large, 519,) the land in ques- 
tion was granted to the State of Michi, but that the patent therefor was not 
issued to the State until February 12, 1 

Your petitioner further shows that by the act of Congress approved March 2, 
1855, for the relief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands 
(10 Stat. at 1 the President was directed to cause patents te be issued to 

archasers and rs who made entries of the public lands cluimed as »wam 
5 prior to the issue of patents to the State and made provision for compensa’ 
ing the States for any lands they might lose in consequence. 
ee farther shows that on the Sth day of June, A. D. 1871, William 

.B p the land in question from the State of niger: Eo and received 
a patent therefor. That on the 22d day of November, 1872, said Busch brought 
suit against your petitioner to recover the land. That the plaintiff was defeated 
in the circuit court, but that the judgment was reversed in the supreme court at 
the April term, 1875, (31 Mich., 481.) the court holding 

1. That the Federal act of 1850, (9 Stat. at Large, 519,) providing that certain 
swamp lands “shall be, and are hereby granted to certain States, ix a grant in 
peannt needing only the identification of the lands to make it cffcetive and suf- 

cient to give title, even without a patent, which is only evidence of title. And 
the listing of these lands by the Secretary of the Interior, June 25, 1853, is held 
rd That Soret ty On to a State is bject to be recalled at th 

at a gran ongress to a no more subject to 0 
will of Congress than the grant to an individual. 

3. That even if a patent were requisite to transfer the legal title under said act 
it would, when given, relate back for all purposes of cutting off intervening claim- 
ants to the time when the right to the patent became perfected. 

Your petitioner further shows that he has paid in taxes upon said land since he 
located the same, the sum of $70.20, 


Interest on same from date of payment to November 1, 1877, is $50 81 
Paid for warrant in 1853 ........-... 4-2... ---+-++- — 4300 
Interest on same at 7 per cent. twenty-four years - 80 64 
Paid for counsel in supreme court - 100 00 
Interest on same two years and six months .. . 1750 
Paid for counsel in circuit cot ꝛ·itt 2.0. ee ecee ee cone neecer sense 45 00 
Interest on same five years. — 158 78 
Paid costs in supreme court 74 50 
Interest on same two years and six months. 12 0 
Paid costs in circuit conrt .--.....--...---- - 115 00 
Interest on same two years and four months -..... - 18 78 
Personal expenses in attending court three term. 23 09 

el Caer ees ide Ree yt eee pay en Pee Se Pa as 577 OL 


And yonr petitioner further shows that the present value of said land is, accord- 
ing to his best judgment, 8800. $s 
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In consideration of the premises your petitiener se that he may have such 
relief as in equity and youd conscience he is entitled to. 
JOHN DONAHUE. 


STATE OF MICHIGAN, 
Saint Clair County, 88: 

On this luth day of November, 1877, personally appeared before me, a notary pub- 
Hie in a d for said county, John Donahue, the atere-uamed petitioner, and who 
signed the said petition in my presence, and N me first duly sworn, upon his 
oath says that he has beard the said petition, by subscribed, read, and knows 
5 I amy thereof, and that the same is 

BEAL, 


trae. : 
CHARLES E. JOHNSTON, 
Notary Public, Saint Clair County, Michigan. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. The gentleman has stated a case in point. Hun- 
dreds of such cases have occurred in California under the law grant- 
ing the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of the public lands for the 
bevelit of the public schools of the State. I call one case to mind. 
A neighbor of mine settled upon a tract of land, 1 think, in 1850. He 
and bis family resided upon that land for twenty-odd years; they have 
mace costly improvements upon it; they have lived upon it in good 
faith, and ouly a few years since, when the surveys were extended 
and when they came to extend the surveys, they found that the home- 
stead of my neighbor, with the costly improvements, the dwelling- 
honse and the farm buildings, had come within the thirty-sixth section. 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one question 
abont thar case! 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I will, in one moment, but not just now. This 
man had no opportunity whatever of locating this land as a pre- 
emptor, but was simply a settler in good faith, and expended long 
years of work and much money in iu:proving it. He reared his fam- 
ily there. The first thing he knew a land-grabber had filed a claim 
on it, under the State act, which brought about litigation. There are 
hundreds of such cases in California, as my colleague will certify, 
aud what we waut is to protect just such settlers as these, who go 
in advance of civilization and settle on public lands and build their 
homes npon the far frontier; and they ask that Congress will grant 
them some protection like this. 

Mr. EDEN. The case to which the gentleman from California refers 
arises under the grant of lands by the General Government for school 


purposes. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDEN. Now, under this bill, if it becomes a law, I ask the 

entleman from California whether, if a man goes and settles on 
TONIS tbat afterward are surveyed, turn out to be sixteenth or thirty- 
sixth sections, or any section which may be donated for school pur- 
poni this bill will be any protection to him in his claim for those 
ands 

Mr. LUTTRELL. We ask simply to be protected in the right of 
locution and settl ment, and to let the Government select other lands 
for school purposes when, by a subsequent survey, it turns out that 
a setiler has settled upon a sixteenth or thirty-sixth section. The 
ohjeet of the bill is to protect the settler against the rapacious maw 
of the land speculators who go about the country for the purpose of 
hunting ap just such cases. 

Mr. EDEN. It is, then, to allow settlers to go upon the lands de- 
voted to the education of the people? 

Mr. FULLER. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Culorado, [Mr. PATTERSON. ] 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. In reply to the last inquiry made 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] I would state that it is 

ready the law that where an individual settles upon either the six- 
teenth or the thirty-sixth section of the public lands before a survey 
of the lands is made, when that fact is discovered by the survey of 
the lands, the settler retains his title to the land upon which he has 
settled und the State is permitted to select new land in lieu thereof. 

Mr. EDEN. That provision only applies te the homestead law, and 
not to the pre-emption law, 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. It applies to both. Wherever men 
have settled upon lands before they had acquired a title and those 
lands turned out on survey to belong to the school land, they retain 
possession of the land and the State selects new land in lien thereof. 

Let we call the attention of the House to the great hardships that 
are liable to eusue unless some such bill as this shall be made law. 
In section 2401 of the Revised Statutes it is provided that a person 
muy settle upon the public lands before they are surveyed; and if 
ho desires to have surveyed the township within which he has settled 
he bas the right to deposit a sum of money with the surveyor-gen- 
eral fur the purpose of having that township surveyed; and there- 
upon it becomes tho duty of the surveyor-general to survey that 
township. And section 2403 provides that where the settler makes a 
deposit of money in accordance with the provisions of a precedin 
section the amount so deposited shall go in part payment of his lan 
sitnated in the township, the surveying of which is paid for ont of 
such deposit. 

Under the law as it now stands, as decided by the Supreme Court, 
settlers may go upon the public lands in good faith when they are 
still unsurveyed, and may make their deposits of money with the 
surveyor-general and the lands may be surveyed, and the Govern- 
ment may hold that money for the purpose of payment for convey- 
ing the title tothe land. Yet before the title is perfected the Gov- 
ernment by a subsequent grant may deprive the settler of the land 
upon which he has settled and for which he has in reality advanced 
the mousy to the Government. 


The only object of this bill is to insure to the settler, when he en- 
ters either upon surveyed or unsurveyed public lands, protection in 
his title. The purpose is that the settler may feel, as he is plowing 
the land, building his fences, and erecting his dwelling and out- 
houses, that he is preparing a home for himself of which the Gov- 
ernment cannot deprive him for the benefit of some railroad or other 
corporaticn; but so long as he continues in the occupation and im- 
provement of that tract of land in good faith, with the ultimate 
purpose of obtaining a title to it for his benefit, his acts of entry and 
occupation and improvement shall constitute a contra t between him- 
8 the Government which will prevent his being deprived of 

is home. 

This bill simply protects him in rights which he has acquired or is 
rissa Sein) to acquire under the law of the country and the invita- 
tion of the Congress of the United States. Now I say that not to pass 
such a law, not to protect settlers of this character, is simply gross 
injustice. The only wonder to me is that the proper steps have not 
been taken long ago to see that there should be no danger of despoil- 
ing these settlers of that which rightfully belongs to them. 

r. FULLER, I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
HERBERT. ] 

Mr. HERBERT, The first section of this bill provides: 

That when any person entitled to avail himself of the benefits of the a Ser, rar 
or homestead laws has made or shall make a bona fide settlement on lands subject 
to settlement under any such laws, such settlement shall be deemed to o a 
contract between the Government and the settler, and his claim shall constitute a 
vested right of property, only to be forfeited by his cay yp or refusal to comply 
with the conditions prescribed by the law ander which he claims. 

It does not undertake to change in any manner the law as it now 
stands. Everything required now by law to be done to entitle a per- 
son toa 38 right is required by this bill. 

The sole purpose of the bill, as I understand it, is to meet a decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States which has been quoted 
here to-night, which decision is to the effect that a person acquirin 
a pre-emption right in public lands is no more than a tenant at wil 
Now every lawyer in this House knows that a tenant at will is one 
who may be ousted at the option of the grantor, ping ad by au entry. 
I sup the decision of the Supreme Court which has been quoted 
here issimply a decision that in these cases of 1 an actual 
grant perfected and completed by the United States Government 
amounts to an ouster, and deprives the pre-emptor of his inchoate 
title to the land. It is just exactly that which this bill, as I under- 
stand it, seeks to provide T ere and it seems to me that that state- 
ment clears away every difliculty that has been raised in this case. 
No change whatever is proposed to be made in the law, except it be 
in the last section, which provides: 

‘That when any such person shall have made settlement upon e e lands 
of the United States the right to enter the quarter section or auy lesser fogal sub- 
division on which he shall be located eg Soe survey shall date from his actual set- 


tlement upon the same; but no filing be required of any settler until such 
survey shall have been made. Py xi 


If any change at all is pro to be made in the law it is made 
by that section. I think no gentleman on this floor will deny that 
it is fair and equitable, when a pre-emptor has settled upon the 
land which, up to that time, has not been surveyed by the United 
States, his rights under the law as it now stands, and not proposed 
to be changed by this bill in any manner, shall date from the time 
of his actual ecttlement, and he shall not be required to file proofs 
until the survey is made, so that he can file detinitely such proofs 
for location. It seems to me that statement clears up all the diffi- 
culties in re to this bill. 

Mr. FU: I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. N 

Mr. BURCHARD. If this bill simply gives a vested right of prop- 
erty and title te be enforced against any subsequent grantee, I see 
no objection to the first section of it. 

Mr. FULLER. That is all that is intended. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It provides that this settlement by the pre- 
emptor or settler shall create a contract between the Government 
and the settler. Now suppose the Government were to make a sub- 
sequent t, and possession should be taken under that grant: 
nuder this provision of this bill cannot the party go to the Court of 
Claims or come to Congress and insist that by legislation of Congress 
or by some 3 grant he has been ousted from his possession 
and the title to his land has been conveyed to some other party? 
Can he net come in here and present a claim, such as has been re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] in an actual 
case? We ought not to legislate so that we will give opportunities 
for rocana the claims of parties iu that manner. > 

r. LUTTRELL. Will not this bill prevent anything of the kind 
by throwing the strong arm of the Government as a shield around 
the settler? 

Mr. BURCHARD. I am asking as to the construction to be given 
to this bill; 1 am making this inquiry of the committee who have 
given it a full examination. I fear that this provision creating a 
contract is too broad. I think it would be sufficient to say that such 
settlement shall constitute a vested right of property against any 
subsequent grant. If this were the language it would give the title 
to the settler, but it would not declare the existence of a contract. 
Under the law relating to the Court of Claims a contract can be 
enforced in that court, 
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As to the second section, objection has been made (and I do not 
know whether the objection has been fully answered) that this pro- 
vision allows settlement upon unsurve: lands; and it is claimed 
that this may allow entry upon mineral lands and upon reservations, 
because these are not excepted from the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. FULLER. We have aray by law excepted mineral lands, 

Mr. BURCHARD. But this be a later statute and may repeal 
those laws. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! i 

Mr. FULLER. I move the previous question. 

Mr. HASKELL. Before the gentleman moves the previous qas- 
tion I desire to say just one wo Under the present homestead laws 
an occupant of the public lands has no rights whatever. In other 
words, a man may settle upon a quarter section of land in Kansas to- 
day, before or after it is put upon the market, and if another man 
living for instance in the city of e having a legal right to 
make homestead entry, makes his entry ahead of the prior settler the 
latter is divested of all his rights under his homestead settlement, 
althongh he may have been on the land for five years. In order to 
remedy this condition of the law I ask the consent of the committee 
to move an amendment to insert after “bona fide,’ on line 5, the 
word ‘‘ prior;” so as to allow the prior occupant to make his entry. 

Mr. FULLER. I agree that the gentleman’s amendment may be 
offered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
allow me to offer an amendment which it strikes me will cover the 


case 

Mr. FULLER. I cannot yield further; I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof, the amendment of Mr. HASKELL 
was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and was accordingly read the third time. 

the question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were— 
ayes 53, noes 12. 

Mr. EDEN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. PAGE. I hope that this bill will be regarded as passed with- 
out raising any question upon the absence of a quorum, but that no 
motion will be made to reconsider the passage and to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table; so that to-morrow in a full House, if any 
one feels disposed to enter the motion to reconsider, it can be done. 
But if the question is to be made as to whether a quorum is present, 
of course there is no quorum here, and I presume we might as well 


* and go home. 
5 BURCHARD. I hope no point will be made upon the absence 
of a Sines and that the right to move a reconsideration will be re- 


served, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no discretion but to 
order tellers if the presence of a quorum is insisted upon. 

Mr. EDEN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Davis] pro- 
posed to offer an amendment which I supposed would probably make 
the bill unobjectionable ; and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FUL- 
LER] did not allow him even to have it read. I am entirely willing 
that the rights of settlers should be protected fully ; but I do not like 
the bill in its present form; and I have made the point upon the lack 
of a quorum because the gentleman in of the bill would not 
allow the amendment of my friend from North Carolina to be even 


read. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I suggest that the amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina be read for the information of 
the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, I send my amendment to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the first section so as to read as follows: 

That when any person entitled to avail himself of the benefits of the pre- emp- 


homes laws has made or shall make a bona rior settlement on 
pesta 2 in shall entitle the 


same have been made, o 
with the conditions prescribed by the pre-emption laws. 

Mr. HANNA. While I have no objection to the amendment of my 
friend from North Carolina, the whole spirit of that amendment is 
covered by enang law. It would simply re-enact what is already 
the law of the land. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. This provision will give to the 
settler all the rights he ought to ask of the Government. 

Mr. CONGER. If it does not change the present law, it is of no use. 

The SPEAKER pro apport No quorum having voted upon the 
last vote, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. FULLER] and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. EDEN] will act as tellers. 

Mr. PAGE. If the point that there is no quorum present is to be 
insisted npon we might as well adjourn, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope that the call for tellers will not be insisted 


upon. 
Tho SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made, it is the duty 
of the Chair to order tellers. 
Mr. LAPHAM. If the presence of aquorum is insisted upon, Imove 
that the House adjourn. 
The motion of Mr. LAPHAM was not agreed to. 


Mr. LUTTRELL. If the point as to the absence of a quorum is 
insisted upon, I shall move a call of the House. 

Mr. FULLER. Will it be in order for me to withdraw this bill f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be, the previous ques- 
tion having been seconded and the main question ordered. 

Mr. F R. I move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The demand for the previous question was then withdrawn, and the 

ill was recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, the question of a quorum has 
been raised, and if we are not to be allowed to transact any business 
it is quite unnecessary to sit here. Let us either have a call of the 
House or let us adjourn. 


SOUTH AND NORTH ALABAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Ala from the Committee on Public Lands, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. No. 972) for the relief of set- 
3 on lands claimed by the South and North Alabama Railroad 

mpany. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in the adjustment of all 
land grants heretofore made to the State of Alabama for the benefit 
and use of the South and North Alabama Railroad Company, if any 
of said lands so granted be found in the possession of an actual settler 
whose entry or filing has been allowed under the homestead law of 
the United States su uent to the time at which, by the decision 
of the land office, the right of said road was declared to have attached 
to such lands, the said railroad company shall be permitted, and shall 
have the right, to select an equal quantity of any other public lands, 

icultural or coal, upon said railroad company relinquishin 

claim to the lands entered or claimed by any actual settler as afore- 
said, within the limits of the t not otherwise dis of or appro- 
priated at the date of the selection, to which the said Sonth and North 
Alabama Railroad Company shall receive title to the same extent as 
if the lands so selected had been originally granted to said railroad 
company; and any such entries or filings made by actual settlers as 
aforesaid, thus relieved from conflict, may be perfected into a complete 
title, as if such lands had not been granted to the State of Alabama 
for the use of said railroad company; and such actual settlers shall 
have two years from the pasaga of this act in which to make the 
final proof required by section 2291 of the Revised Statutes; provided 
that nothing in this act shall be so construed as to enlarge or extend 
any grant of lands to said railroad company, or to the said State 
for the use of said railroad company; and provided further, that 
this act shall not in any manner be so construed as to confirm or 
logals any decision or toag of the Interior Department under 
which lands have been certi to said railroad company when such 
Jands have been entered by a pre-emption or homestead settler after 
the location of the line of said railroad and prior to the notice to the 
local land office of tho withdrawal of such lands from market. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I make the point of order that this is a private bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That point does not apply this even- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The session this evening was set apart 
for the consideration of reports from the Committee on Public Lands, 
whether public or private. 

Mr. EDEN. I should like to ask whether this is intended for the 
relief of settlers or the railroad company. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It is intended purely and solely for 
the relief of the settlers. 

Mr. EDEN. Does it not increase the grant to the railroad company? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Not at all. 

Mr. EDEN. Was this not granted originally to the State. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It was granted originally to the State. 

Mr. EDEN. How can we change the law in reference to the grant. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. e do not pro to change it at all. 
It will have to be by the consent of the rai company, but we 
give the railroad company the power to select other landsif they see 
proper to do it on Send grapes the title to the settlers. We give 
the same amount of land to the railroad company on their relinquish- 
ing the title to the settlers. We cannot force them to do it, but we 
may enable them to do it, and I am assured if they are given the 
power to do it they will do it. 

Mr. EDEN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman one more question, 
one m y whether the railroad company has forfeited the right to 
this 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No, sir; the railroad company has not 
forfeited the right. The railroad is completed and is running. It 
was completed and running two years before the time expired in 
which it was to be built. 

Mr. EDEN. The grant never lapsed. 

ME. REWIR of Alabama. It did lapse, but was afterward re- 
newed. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman from Alabama to let me offer 
a slight amendment to the bill. I wish to move in two places where 
the words occur, „the State of Alabama”—I think they occur in two 
places—to strike out the words “ State of Alabama,” and in their place 
to insert, “any other State ;” and to strike out the name of the rail- 
road company, and in place thereof to insert, “any railroad com- 
pany. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not yield for that umendment. I 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the main question ordered. 

1770 question recurred on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 20; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. SAPP and Mr. LUTTRELL moved that there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. MAIS H moved the House adjourn, 

The House refused to adjourn. 

The motion that there be a call of the House was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Acklen, Aiken, A Bacon, ley, John 

Bg onedio. Bicknell PH burn, Biand, Bilsa, Dionne. B Boone, 
Bord, Brentano, Bridges, Bright 
Caldwell, Calkins, 8 
den, Claflin, Clark of M ri, Clymer, Collins, Cook, Sam 


8 John H. Evins, Ewing, Felton, 
Finley, Fort, Foster, Freeman, Frye, Garfield, Garth, 
Benjamin W. Harris, Henry R. Harris, John T. H: Harrison, Hart, Hartrid o; 


msen, Joyce, Kelley, Kenna, Ketcham, grime me Kimmel, Knapp, Lock woc, 
Mann „ 


ner, Turney, Van 
White, Michael D. White, Whitthorne, Androw Williams, Charles G. Williams, 
8 Williams, Albert S. Willis, Benjamin 


Before the result of the call was announced the following proceed - 


i took place: 
5 r. FULLER. I move to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. SCALES, is absent by leave of the House. 

aoe SPEAKER pro tempore. That announcement is not now in 
order. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask that the Chair announce the result of the call. 

Mr. BELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
whether it is in order to submit an excuse for an absent member who 
is detained on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is net now in order. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Idemand the regular order, which is my motion 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Cox of Ohio, it was 
not to. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with. 

Mr, SAYLER, I rise to a question of order. I submit that before 
anything else is done the Chair should announce the result of the 
call. There may bea quorum present. The result of the call should 
be annonnced before any motion is entertained. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Would not a motion to dispense with farther 
proceedings take precedence : 

Mr. F KL I think we should enforce the presence of absent 
members or else abandon these night sessions altogether. 

The SPEAKER pro t The names of the members having 
been called over by the Clerk and the absentees noted, and the names 
of the absentees having again been called over, the roll-call shows 112 
members present—not a quorum. 

Mr. PSON. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The question being taken on Mr. Sampson’s motion, there were— 
ayes 38, noes 52. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. BELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER ge tempore. In acco ce with the rule the Door- 
keeper will now close the doors. 

„WILSON. Is a motion to adjourn now in order? 

The SPEAKER po tempore. Itis. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I move that the House do now adjourn. We 
cannot meet at eleven in the forenoon and sit here until midnight. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to send 
for and take into custody absent members. 

Mr. EDEN. Pending that I move that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. PAGE. That motion has just been voted down. I submit 
that it is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read Rules 36 and 37. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

20. opon the call of the House, the names of the members shall bo called over 

the k, and the absentees noted, after which the names of the absentees 


all again be called over, the doors shall then be shut, and those for whom no 
excuse or insufficient excuses are made may, by order of those present, if fifteen 


in number, be taken into custody as they a or may be sent for and taken 
into custody, wherever to be a n 


the House determine whether discharge - 
ing fees; and in like ee See e 1 taken into 8 
as messènger, shall or shall not to defray the expenses of such spe- 
6 13. 1794. if 


Mr. MILLS. Does the Chuir entertain my motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first, in accordance 
with the rnle, permit excuses to be offered for absent members, 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. My colleague, Mr. SCALES, is ab- 
sent by leave of the House. My colleague, Mr. BnodpEx, has been 
quite unwell for some days and is unable to be here to-night, 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that when members are 
absent by leave of the House no excuse is proper. They need none, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the list of those 
who were absent by leave of the House, and for them no excuse will 
be expected. 

Mr. CONGER. Even without that being done their names could 
not be inserted in the warrant, 

The Clerk read the list of members absent by leave of the House, 
as follows: 

Messrs. BAGLEY, BALLOU, BRENTANO, BRIGHT, Cox of New York, 
DICKEY, ELLIS, ELLSWORTH, Evans of Indiana, Harrison, HENRY, 
HOOKER, HUBBELL, JAMES, KENNA, MCCOOK, MORSE, MULLER, PHELPS, 
SCALES, SHALLENBERGER, SWANN, SEXTON, THORNBURGH, 'TOWSEND 
of New York, VAN VoRHES, WILLIAMS of New York, WHITTHORNE, 
and YEATES. 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. ATKINS, is in 
very feeble health, as the members of the House know, and was very 
much exhausted by his labors to-day. I move that he be excused. 

Mr. DuRHAM’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. My colleague, Mr. Martin, has just returned from 
West Virginia, having been for two nights traveling all night on the 
cars and is quite unwell to-day. I move that he be excused. 
greed to 

Harris, is absent on 


Mr BELL. “My colleague from Georgia, Mr 
r. My co e from ; 
. 1 i he be excused. 
ntleman here to-day ? 


account of indisposition. I move that. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Was not the 

Mr. BELL, He was; but he left the House on account of indispo- 
sition. ; 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARDENBERGH. My colleague from New Jersey, Mr, On 
was called home on Saturday by the severe illness of his child. 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COVERT. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The question being taken on Mr. Covert’s motion, it was not agreed 


to. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. So many of the members are out of order to- 
night that I move that they all be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tem, Gentlemen will take their seats and 
the House must be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that messengers be sent out for the purpose 
of bringing in the absent members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If any gentlemen desire to make fur- 
ther excuses they will be heard first. 

Mr. WARD. I move that my colleague, Mr. O'NEILL, be excused. 
He is absent from the city. I received a letter from him to-day say- 
ing that he was absent in attendance at the funeral of a dear friend. 
roris of “Name!” “Name!”] That is the reason why he is not 

ere, 

The question was taken on Mr. WARD’s motion, and it was agreed 
to. 


So Mr. O’NEILL was excused. < 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I move that my colleague, Mr. MONROE, be ex- 
cused. He is not wellenough to be here this evening; I saw him at 
four o’clock. f 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Cox, of Ohio, and it 
was not a to. 

Mr. SAPP. I move that my colleague, Mr. CUMMINGS be excused. 
Mr. CUMMINGS has had a surgical operation 8 upon him 
Gang a few days, and is actually sick and unable to here. 

aughter. 

The pad E was taken on Mr. Sapp’s motion, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. FULLER, Itis evident that we cannot do any business here 
this evening, and I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman has not the floor for that p 
I held the floor on the motion which I have made to send for the 
absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Indiana to make the motion. 

Mr. HANNA. Pending that motion, I ask that the honorable gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. STEPHENS] be excused. 

The question was taken on Mr. Hanna’s motion; and, there being 
no objection, it was agreed to, 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I desire to state to the House that 
there are a great many bills of importance in the hands of the mem- 
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bers of the Committee on Public Lands that require action at the 
hands of the House. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. No debate is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Colorado asks 
to make a statement, 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I understand that if further pro- 
ceedings under the call are dispensed with 

Mr. FRANKLIN, I object to any debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman cannot proceed. 

Mr. STONE, of Michigan. I desire to say that my co e, Mr. 
cod deliee is sick at his home in Michigan; and I move that he be 
excnsed, 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. ELLSWORTH was excused. 

Mr. WARD. I move to excuse my colleague, Mr. Evans. He is 
absent from the city attending the courts. 

The question was taken on Mr. Warp’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. If there are any further excuses I will yield for 


them. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. What has become of my motion to adjourn? I 
insist upon it. 

The question was taken on Mr. HUMPREY’s motion; and the House 
refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I claim that I hold the floor on a motion I have 
made to send messengers for absentees. I will yield merely for ex- 
causes, but for no other motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is thought that under the rule ex- 
cuses are first in order. 

Mr. CON GER. I say that I yield for excuses. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that my colleague, Mr. TIPTON, be excused. 
He was on the cars all night, returning to the city, and he is not able 
to be here this evening. 

The motion was to; and Mr. TIPTON was excused. 

Mr. SAYLER. I move that uy colleague, Mr. RICE, be excused, on 
account of the sickness of a child. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Rice, of Ohio, was excused. 

Mr. STONE, of Iowa. I ask to be excused from further attendance 
to-night. [Loud cries of “ Ohject!” and “No!” “No!”] 

Mr. RIDDL 4. I move that my coll e, Mr. DIBRELL, who is 
indispoxed and unable to be in attendance upon the House this even- 
ing, be excnsed. x 

The qnestion was taken, and the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I now ask that my motion be put. 

Mr. DAVIS, of North Carolina. The gentleman will allow me to 
make an excuse before he presses his motion. My ee e Mr. 
BROGDEN, has been confined to his house for three weeks, and to-day 
was first day apon which he has been out. I move that he be 
excused. 

The question was taken, and the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I now demand the regular order. 

Mr. EDEN. I rise to make a privile motion. I move that the 
House do now adjourn, and upon that motion 1 call for the yeas and 
nays. 

r. FRANKLIN. I sabmit that no business has intervened since 
that motion was last submitted to the Honse. 

Mr. EDEN. Why, certainly; the House has voted upon motions to 
excuse members, 

Mr. CONGER. I ask now that the motion which I made and upon 
which I am holding the floor be put. I did not yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois for the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is a privileged motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, but he had not the floor to make it. 

Mr. EDEN. I demand the yeas and nays upon the motion to ad- 

ourn. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent that General HARRY WHITE 
be excused, and I hope that nobody will object. [Criesof *Object.”] 

Mr. EDEN. I insist on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. COVERT. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COVERT. Can the yeas and nays be ordered and taken in the 
absence of a quorum : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not require a quorum to deter- 
mine a motion to adjourn, and one-fifth of the members present can 
direct that the yeas und nays shall be taken. 

The qnestion was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 17 in the affirmative, not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. EDEN called for tellers on ordering the gess and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being but 16 in the affirmative, not 
one fifıh of a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion to adjourn 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I now insist upon my motion that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to go for the absentees who have not been excused. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. According to the rule, fifteen members 
can direct the Sergeant-at-Arms be sent for the absentees. 

Mr. EDEN. If only tifteen members are present, but if there are 
more it requires a majority of those present to make such an order. 

Mr. SAMPSON, Is it the decision of the Chair that where a hun- 


dred members are present fifteen of those members have a right to 
send for the absentees ? 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair was in error; it requires a 
ae of those present if there be more than fifteen. 

he question was taken upon the motion of Mr. CONGER; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 59, noes 36. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. EDEN called for the yeas and nays. 

The qnestion was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 20, noes 73; more than one-fifth in the 
affirmative. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. SAYLER called for tellers upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CONGER. Have not the yeas and nays been ordered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tem; According to the count of the Chair 
the yeas and nays have n ordered, more than one-tifth voting in 
the affirmative; but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SAYLER] called 
for tellers upon ordering the yeas and nays, thus disputing the count 
of the Chair. 

an SAYLER. I beg the Chairs pardon; I did not dispute his 
coun 

Mr. CONGER. Ithink it was impertinent to the Chair to dispute 
his count. [Langhrer.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was equivalent to dispating the 
count of the Chair; but tho Chair will excuse the gentleman on ac- 
count of his short service in the House. [Laughter.] 

Tonen were ordered; and Mr. SAYLER and Mr. CONGER were ap- 
pointed. 

The House x divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 21, noes 87. 

So (one-fifth not voting in the affirmative) the yeas and nays were 
not ordered. 

The motion of Mr. CoNGER was accordingly a d to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A list of those absent and not excused 
will be prepared for the use of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I ask that Rule 65 be read. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


While the Speaker is putting any question, or addressing the House, none shall 
walk out of or across the House; nor in such case, or wien member is speaking, 
shall entertain private discourse; nor while a member is speaking shall pass between 
him and the Chair. Every member shall remain uncovered during the session of 
tho House. No member or other person shall visit or remain by the Clerk's table 
while the ayes and noes are calling or ballots are counting. Smoking is prohibited 
within the of the House or gallery. 


Mr. RANDOLPH. It is the latter part of the rule to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Chair. I am to be compelled to remain 
in the Hall to-night, I want that portion of the rule enforced. 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. I move that all further proceedings under 
the call be dispensed with. I desire to state that I make that motion 
for the purpose of moving afterward to have a recess until ten o’clock 
to-morrow morning, which will give us an hour for the transaction of 
business before the daily hour of meeting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Less than a quorum cannot take a 
recess. — ` 

Mr. CLARK, of Iowa. It is in order, at all events, to move that 
further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is in order. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to excuse General HARRY WHITE, of Pennsylvania. [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No motion for excuse or in regard to 
excuses is now in order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is it too late to make a motion to excuse a gentle- 


man who is absent? 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. Itis now too late. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desired to make a motion to excuse my colleague, 
(Mr. FINLEY.] [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is now too late. The House is en- 
gaged in executing the order adopted on the motion of the gentle- 
“ye ys Michigan [Mr. CONGER] that absent members not excused 

sent for. 

Mr. EDEN. While the officer is executing the order of the House, 
I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. WRIOHr, ] who is a member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
be allowed to address the House. 

Mr. CONGER. What time does he ask? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Only an hour. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that length of time; I will not object 
to five minutes. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Say twenty minutes. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Iobject to longer than five minutes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I want the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Con- 
GER] to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BURCHARD. We must insist upon the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CONGER. I will withdraw my objectionif the time be limited 
> 1 and the gentleman addresses the House from the 

s a 


a 
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Mr. WRIGHT. I have my speech all primed and right; let me 


deliver my 8. h. r 

The SPE R pro tempore. e motion is made that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] be allowed to address the 
House from the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object to more than ten minutes. If we like 
his speech we can extend his time. [Laughter. 

Mr. MILLS. If the gentleman is going to make any remarks upon 
the Kiskiminetas I think he should wait until his colleague, General 
WHITE, is here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. It must be a speech; not a written essay. 

The SPEAKER ie tempore. Those in favor of the motion that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT] be allowed to address 
the House for twenty minutes will say “ay.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object to more than ten minutes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. And I object to his reading any speech. 

Mr. BURCHARD. No gentleman has a right by unanimous con- 
sent to address the House at this time. Unanimous consent has not 
been given to interrupt the regular 3 

Mr. GHT. You do not hear such a speech every day as I have 
here. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
8 correct in his point of order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. We are here to-night to attend to legislation; 
the Committee on Public Lands have a right to make reports for the 
consideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WRIGHT. This speech is on public lands. 

Mr. BURCHARD. If we are to wait until a quorum is obtained 
for the pu of proceeding with legislation, I have no objection. 
But I think we have already done enough to-night. The names of 
gentlemen who are absent will & the country, and that will be a 
sufficient punishment. Ido not think it is necessary for us to remain 
here till midnight. 

The SP. R pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair 
will again put the question, is there objection to the motion that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania be allowed twenty minutes to address 
the House! 

Mr. PAGE. Let him print his speech. 

Mr. WRIGHT. This evening was assigned for the poros of re- 
ceiving reports from the Committee on Public Lands. It is not treat- 
ing the committee with proper t to refuse to receive such reports, 
as this session was ordered at their particular request. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I desire to state that the speech of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WRIGHT ]is upon a bill from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

ae WRIGHT. Upon business which the House has met here to 
consider. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. If the gentleman is not permitted 
to go on now, he must deliver his speech at some future time when 
this committee is called. Why should not the House let him proceed 
to-night, so far as if may see fit to listen to him? It will save time, 
yeas his speech relates toa bill from the Committee on Public 


8. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object until 
here to have the pleasure of hearing peech. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. The speech is printed, and all who desire can get 
a copy and read it. 

Mr. WARD. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Wand, there were 
ayes 48, noes 54. 

Mr. WARD called for tellers, i 

Mr. KNOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KEIFER. I rise to make an inquiry. Would it be in order to 
move that the doors be opened and that gentlemen now sitting in 
the gallery be admitted? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 51, nays 58, not 
voting 182; as follows: S 


gantlemen we have sent for are 
s 


YEAS—5L. 
Ba Jones, Frank Price, 
Be Davis, Horace Jones, John S. Pugh, 
Brewer, Davis, Joseph J. Knott, Randolph, 
Bundy, Dean, Landers, Pec 
Burchard, Donel, Lapham, Smith, William E. 
Bardick, Dunn Lathrop, Steele, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Durham, Ligon, Stone, John W. 
Cole, Eden, Mayhan, Stone, Joseph C. 
Covert, Forne Mitchell, Townshend, R. W. 
Cox, Jacob D. Haske! Morrison, Ward, 
8 2 W: eas: Wile sition 
umphrey ore i 
tler, Hungerford, Oliver, 
NAYS—s. 

Aldrich, Cobb, Gunter, Luttrell, 
Blair, f, ilton, Lynde, 
Bouck, Cravens, ish, 

4 Erreti Hardenbergh, McGowan, 
Bri, Fran! ‘artzell, McKinley, 
Browne, Fuller, Herbert, Mills, 
Caldwell, W. P. Gardner, Ittner, Patterson, G. W. 
Candler, Gause, Keifer, Patterson, T. M. 
Clark, Alvah A. Giddings, Keightley, Phili 

lar! Glover, . Pound 
Vil——185 


Riddle, Smith, A. Herr Townsend, Amos Williams, A. S. 
Robbins, Stenger, ‘Warner, Willits, 
Robinson, G. D. Stewart, Watson, Wren. 
pp, Strait, elch, 
Sayler, Throckmorton, Wigginton, 
NOT VOTING—182. 
Ackh Denison, James, 
Aiken, Dye, 3 ones, J. T. Ryan, 
tkins, ey, orgensen, Scales, 
Bacon, — J — Schleicher, 
otf „ Bae ie — Shallenberger, 
er, JO} cs, enna, * 
Baker, W. H. Eickhoff, Ketcham, Shelley, 
Ballou, Elam, Killinger, Sin 
Banks, Ellis, Kimmel, Sinnickson, 
g. ote ig Knapp, Slemons, 
Beebe, Evans, I. Newton Lockwood, 
Benedict, Evans, James L. Loring, Southard, 
Bicknell, Evins, John H. Mackey, Sparks, 
Bisbee, Ewing, Manning, Springer, 
Blackburn, Felton, Marsh, Starin, 
Bland. Finley, Martinis Stephens, 
Bliss, Fort, MeCoo! Swann, 
Doaa 2 Nene. Thorn 
0, on, 
Boyd, Frye, - etcalfe, Tipton, 
Brentano, Garfield, Money, Townsend, M. I. 
Bri Garth, Monroe, Tucker, 
Bright, Gibson, Morgan, Turner, 
Brogden, Goode, orse, Turney, 
Bue! 3 Hale, Muldrow, . 
Butler, Harmer, Muller, Van Vorhes, 
Cabell, Harris, B. W. O'Neill, Veeder, 
‘ain, Harris, Henry R. Overton, Waddell, 
Caldwell, John W. Harris, John T. Paes Wait, 
Harrison, die, Walker, 
8 Hatcher, Potter, White, Michael D. 
EFF 
asw ton, emore, row 
Chalmers, endee, Guinn, Williams, C. G. 
Chittenden, Henderson, J. Williams, James 
Syne 5 Rea, Wittens, — 
Clymer, Hewith, Abram 8. het Willis, Benj. A. 
Co! Hiscock, Reilly, W. 
k, Hooker, Rice, Americus V. Wright, 
Cox, mel S. House, Rice, William W. X. 
Crapo, ubbell, Roberts, Young. 
Cummings, Hunter, Robertson, 
Hunton, Robinson, M. 8. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hewitt] on all political questions. [Laughter.] If he were 
here, he would vote ay“ and I should vote “ no.” 
nee PAGE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 

NE. 

Mr. STEELE. I beg to announce that my coll e, Mr. SCALES, 
is absent by leave of the House; my coll e, Mr. BROGDEN, is ab- 
sent on account of sickness; and my colleague, Mr. VANCE, looks 
wistfully from the gallery. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. TURNER, is 
paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BELL. My colleague, Mr. HARRIS, is detained at his room on 
account of indisposition. 

Mr. RYAN. lam paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. 


Cox. À 

Mr. BAKER, of New York: Iam paired on all political questions 
with my colleague, Mr. QUINN. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, where gentlemen are paired with gen- 
tlemen who are in the galleries I suggest that the gentlemen in the 
galieries be brought in so as to break the pairs. 

[ ee 1 pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will do so soon. 
ughter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleagues, Mr. HARRISON and Mr. BRENTANO, 
are pai 

. KEIFER. My colleagues, Mr. VAN VORHES and Mr. DICKEY, 
are both absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. COLE. Imove to suspend the rules and allow the gentlemen 
in the 1 7 70 70 to vote. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ITTNER. That is out of order during roll-call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order. 

Mr. KEIFER. ERER the reading of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I object. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it not in order for gentlemen in the galleries to 
come down and vote by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER tempore. Itis not. 

Mr. FRAN . I withdraw my objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the names. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. Is it in order to move that the t-at-Arms be 
directed to take into custody the absentees who are now in the galle- 


ries? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms is now in the 
discharge of that duty. 

The deputy sergeant-at-arms appeared at the bar of the House hay- 
ing in © y, under the order of the House, Mr. THORNBURGH, Mr. 
VANCE, Mr. Hewitr of New York, Mr. BISBEE, and Mr. THOMPSON. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. THORNBURGH, you have been 
absent from the sessions of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. THORNBURGH. Mr. S er, I was unaware of a meeting of 
the House to-night, because I did not happen to be in at the time the 
order was made. I learned by telegraph a call of the House had been 
made about an hour ago, and like Japhet in search of his father I 
have been searching for some one to arrest me ever since, eset, de 
A few moments ago I succeeded in finding a clerk who was willing to 
do that service, and I have been brought before the House. That is 
my excuse. 

. EDEN. I move the gentleman from Tennessee be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WRIGHT. Do you not put the costs on him. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tem The gentleman has been excused. 

Mr. VANCE, you have n absent from the sessions of the House 
without its leave. What excuse have you to offer? 


Co 
Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, I am one of those who at the beginning | Cri 


of the session drew a seat just a little this side of the North Pol 
[laughter,] and I cannot always hear what is going on at the head o 
navigation. . Therefore I did not exactly understand the character of 
this meeting to-night. I thought it was to receive reports merely. 

Mr. STEELE, d you are now making one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VANCE. But when I was informed the House was in session 
Icame here. If I am permitted I will tell an anecdote. [Cries of 
“Go on of 0 j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order for the gentleman to 
tell an anecdote. 

Mr. STEELE. Ithink the gentleman can frame his excuse exactly 
as he wishes. 

Mr.SAYLER. He has the right to make his excuse in his own way. 

Mr.STEELE. And an anecdote is always the very best illustration. 

The eee tempore. It is not in order. 

Mr. FRAN He can make such excuse as he pleases, and frame 
it in such words as he chooses. 

Mr. VANCE. I will withdraw the application, as there seems to 
be objection. Iam here to discharge my duty. I would have been 
here before if I had understood the character of the meeting to-night 


better. 
Mr. EDEN. I move the gentleman from North Carolina be excused. 

The motion was to. ` 

Mr. PATTERSON, of New York. I move all the gentlemen at the 
bar of the House under arrest be excused. 

Mr. CONGER. No; I wish to hear each individual excuse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. HEWITT, of New York, you have 
been absent from the sessions of the House without its leave. What 
excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have no other excuse to offer, Mr. 
Speaker, except that, having general permission as a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations to be absent during the sittings of the 
House, and finding it important, in order that I might perform my 
duty during the coming week continuously, to go to New York and 
return, I went on Saturday to New York; arrived on Saturday night; 
left there to-day, and seeing the light in the dome and knowing there- 
from the House was in session I came directly here to perform such 
duty as might be assignedtome. I humbly crave to be pardoned by 
the House and ask to be assigned to whatever duty may be deemed 

roper. 
Mr. ITTNER. I movethe gentleman be excused. 

Mr. CONGER. The permission to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to sit during the sessions of the House does not include permis- 
sion to visit New York. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. HEWITT, of New York, was 
excused. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Mr. BISBEE you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 

Mr. BISBEE. I have no excuse to offer except the example of older 
members who I supposed would not lead me into difficulty, But I may 
state in addition that I had arranged with cat A colleague [Mr. DAVID- 
80N] to ht ae me in case there was a call of the House ordered. 


I received his dispatch and came immediately, but arrived a few min- 
utes too late. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tem Mr. THOMPSON you have been absent 
from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse have 
you to offer? 


Mr. THOMPSON. I was present when the session of this evening 
was fixed and understood it was for the sole pu of receiving re- 
ports from the Committee on Public Lands. Not being interested 
directly or indirectly to any great extent in that, and having a — 
vious engagement, I did not come until I heard I was desired, and then 
with my friends I have appeared here. 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. THOMPSON] being under arrest. 

The motion of Mr. EDEN was agreed to; and Mr. THOMPSON was 
excused, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question being taken; there were—ayes 60, noes 62. 

Mr. KNOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 24, noes 75. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the whole vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 52, nays 66, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


YEAS—52. 
Bayne, H Hun; Pri 
Bell, Davis, Joseph J. J Pugh 
Bundy, Jones, John S. Sam 
Bure ring, ott, Smith, William E. 
Burdick, Durham, Landers, Steele, 
Clarke of Kentucky, Eden, Lapham, Stenger, 
Cole, Errett, P, Stone, John W, 
vert, Forney, Mayham, Townsend, Amos 
Cox, Jacob D. Glover, McKinley, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Culberson,” ney —— Wiima, J 
i ere N, 
Cutler, Hewitt, Abram S. Neal, Williams, Richard 
vidson, Hewitt, G. W. Patterson, G. W. ilson. 
NAYS—66. 
Aldric Lynde, t 
Baker, H. Fuller, Mash Stone, Joseph C 
Bisbee, Gardner, McGowan, Strait, 
Blair, Mills, Thompson, 
Bouck, Giddings, Norcross, Thornburgh, 
Bragg, Gunter, Oliver, Throckmorton, 
Brewer, Hamilton, ance, 
Briggs, Han ar — — T. M. Warner, 
Browne, Hardenbergh, i Watson, 
Caldwell, W. P. H Poun Welch, 
Candler, Humphrey, Randolph, Wi ton, 
Clark, Alvah A. Ittner, Riddle, Wi A. 8 
Clark, Keifer, Robbins, Willits, 
Cobb, Keightley, Robinson, G. D. Load 
Conger, Ligon, Sapp, Wright. 
Cravens, Lindsey, Sayler, 
Dunnell, Tuttrell. Smith, A. Herr 
NOT VOTING—173. 
Acklen, Hunton, 
Aiken, Dibrell, cs, Robinson, M. S. 
Atkins, Dickey, Jones, James T. 
Douglas, Jorgensen, Ryan, 
Bagley, Dwight, sores, es, 
er, John H. Eames, Kelley, Schleicher, 
Bal Eickhoff, K Sexton, 
Banks, n Kete! Shallen 
$ Killinger, Shelley, 
Beebe, Ellsworth, Kim Singleton, 
Benedict, Evans, L Newton Knapp, Sinnickson, 
Bicknell, Evans, James L. Lockwood, Slemons, 
Blackburn, Evins, John H. Loring. Smalls, 
d, Ewing, Mackey, Southard, 
Bliss, Felton, ing, Sparks, 
Blount, Finley, Springer, 
Fort, Martin. tarin, 
Foster, McCook, Stephens, 
Brentano, McKenzie, Swann, 
em 24g] Frye, McMahon, Tipton, 
Bright Garfield, Metcalfe, Townsend, M. I. 
en, Garth, Money, Tucker, 
Buckner, Gibson, Monroe, Turner, 
Butler, Goode, Morgan, < 
Ca Hale, Morse, Van Vorhes, 

J Harmer, Muldrow, Veeder, 
Caldwell, John W. Harris, Benj.W. Maller, Waddell, 
Calkins, Harris, Henry R. O'Neill, Wait, 

Cam Harris, John T. Overton, Walker, 
Campbell, Harrison, Peddie, Walsh, 
Cannon, Hart, Phel White, 
Carlisle, Hartridge, Pol White, Michael D. 
Caswell, Hatcher, Potter, Whitthorne, 
Chalmers, Hayes, Powers, Williams, Andrew 
Chittenden, Hazelton, Pridemore, Williams, C. G. 
Hendee, inn, Willi: James 
Clark of Missouri, Henderson, v. Willis, Albert S. 
Clymer, Henkle, Willis, Benj. A. 
Collins, enry, Wood, 
k, A Yeates, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Hooker, Reilly, Young. 
\ House, Americus V. 
Cummings, Hubbell, Rice, William W. 
‘ord, Hunter, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Daring the roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to announce that my colleague from West 
Virginia, Mr. Kenna, is with Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania. 

r. F ER. My colleague from Indiana, Mr. SEXTON, is absent 

by leave of the House. 

Mr. WARD. My colleague from Pennsylvania, Mr. O'NzILL, is 
paired with the gentleman from Texas, Mr. THROCKMORTON. 
ó Mr. RYAN. I am paired with the gentleman from New York, Mr. 

Ox. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WILSON. On account of the advanced age and infirm health 
of Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has already been excused by the 
unanimous vote of the House. 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, from the Luzerne district, while the t-at-Arms 
is executing the order of the House, be permitted to address the 
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House for twenty minutes on the duties of the American Congress to 
the unemployed labor of the country. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I object to anything but the regular order, the 
bringing in of the absentees. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that while the Sergeant-at-Arms is execut- 
ing his duty outside of the House we have the maps of the Kiskim- 
inetas and the Conemaugh placed upon the Clerk’s table for examina- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order. 

Mr. WRIGHT. It ought to be in order. 

Mr. THORNBURGH. I move that when the House adjourns it be 
to meet on Wednesday next; and on that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Less than a quorum of the House can- 
not 1 over. 

3 HORN BURGH. Does the Chair hold that my motion is not in 
order 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Less than a quorum of the House can 
oniy adjourn from day to day. 

r. THORNBURGH. Is it in order to appeal from that decision ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order; the gentleman is too 


late. 

Mr. CLARK, of lowa. I move that all further proceeding under 
the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken and the motion was not to. 

Mr. PAGE. Is it in order to move to go into Committee of the 
are on the state of the Union upon the legislative appropriation 

i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not in order; less than a quorum 
can do no business. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I understand that the stag Sapp se Arms has some 
half dozen persons at the door and I move that they be brought in. 

Mr. BURCHARD. That motion is not necessary ; it is the duty of 
the Se t-at-Arms to bring them in. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I was told that the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] was out there making terms with the 
officers to avoid being brought in. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania must be misinformed. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is not to be presumed that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms would neglect his duties, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The presumption is that he is dis- 
2 ha 1 7 

Mr, BURC D. I think that we have punished ourselves suffi- 
eee for the absence of others, and I move that the House do now 

ourn. 
he question was p ; and on division there were—ayes 45, noes 66. 

Mr. EDEN. Icall for tellers. 

Taen were ordered; and Mr. BURCHARD and Mr: PAGE were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, noes 56. 

Mr. EDEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 28 members voting therefor. 

Mr. CLARK, of lowa. I move that all further proceedings under 
the call be spense with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order pending 
the motion to adjourn. 

The guss on was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 76, not 


voting 174, as follows: 
YEAS—41 
Bayne, Cutler, Haskell, Morrison, 
Bell, Davis, Horace Hewitt,Abram S. Neal, 
Blair, Davis, Joseph J. Jones, k Patterson, G. W. 
Bundy, Dean, Jones, John 8. Price, 
Burchard, Deering, Knott, Ferlet 
Burdic urham, Landers, Smith, William E. 
Clarke of Kentucky, Eden, Lapham, Ward, 
Rush Errett, Lathrop, Wilson. 
Cox, Jacob D. Forney, Ligon, 
Crittenden, Gunter, Mayham, 
Culberson, Hartzell, McKinley, 
NAYS—76 
Aldrich, Faller, McGowan, Stone, John W. 
Baker, H. Gardner, Mills, Stone, Joseph C. 
Bis Gause, Mitchell, Strait, 
Bouck, Giddings, Norcross, Thom 
Bragg, Glover, Oliver, 8 
Brewer, ilton, Throckmorton, 
Briggs, na, Patterson, T. M. Townsend, Amos, 
Hardenbergh, Townshend, R. W. 
Caldwell, W. P. Herbert, g ance, 
Candler, Hewitt, G. W. Randolph, Warner, 
lark, Al Humphrey Riddle, Watson, 
bb, Hungerford, Ro Welch, 
Cole, Ittner, Robinson, G. D. Wiggin 
Conger, Keifer, Sapp, Williams, A. S. 
Covert, Keightley, Sayler, Williams, Jere N. 
Cravens, Lindsey, fna; A. Horr 1 1 Richard 
„ U S ts, 
Dunnell, . Stenger, Wren, 
Stewart, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—17%. 
Acklen, Bagley, Banning, Blackb 
Aiken, Baker, John H. Beebe, = Bland, Sree 
Atkins, Ballou, Benedict, Bliss, 
Bacon, Banks, Bicknell, Blount, 


Boone, Evins, John H. Killinger, Ryan, 
Boyd, Ewing, Kimmel, Scales, 
Brentano, Felton, Knapp, Schleicher, 
cps Finley, Lockwood, Sexton, 
Bright, 4 Fort, Loring, Shallenberger, 
Bega Foster, Mackey, Shelley, 
Buckner, Freeman, Manning, Singleton, 
Butler, Frye, Marsh, Sinnickson, 
Cabell, Garfield, Martin. Slemons, 
Cain, Garth, McCoo: 
Caldwell, John W. Gibson, McKenzie, Southard, 
Calkins, Goode, MeMahon, Sparks, 
Camp, Hale, Metcalfe, Springer, 
Campbell, Money, 
Cannon, Harris, RI ‘onroe, Stephens, 
Carlisle, Harris, Henry R. Morgan, Swann, 
Caswell, Hi „John T. Morse, Ti 
Muldrow, ‘Townsend, M. I. 
Chittenden, Hart, 0 Neill Tucker, 
or, 
Clark of Missouri, Hatcher, Ov Saree 
Clymer, Hayes, Peddie, Van Vorhes, 
Collins, Hazelton, Phel 
Cook Hendee, Polla Waddell, 
Cox, Samuel 8. Henderson, Potter, Wait, 
—— ee Sommer act 
ummings, e ‘owers, 
Danford, are 3 Pridemore, White, Harry 
Denison, Hooker, uinn, White, Michael D. 
Di House, iney, Whiti ©, 
Dickey, Hubbell, Williams, Andrew, 
Douglas, Hunter, Williams, C. 
Dwight, Hunton, Williams, James 
es, Reilly, Willis, 8. 
Eickhoff, Jones, James T. Rice, Americus V. Willis, Benj. A. 
K Rice, William W. ‘ood, 
Ellis, Joyce, Roberts, Yeates, 
Ro Young. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

8 roll-call the following announcements were made: 

Mr. IGHT. My colleague, Mr. CLYMER, is paired with my col- 
league, Mr. BRIDGES. If they were here, 1 do not know how they 
would vote. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to announce again that my colleague, Mr. 
KENNA, in addition to being absent by leave of the House, is paired 
with Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

_ Mr. CONGER. Inow demand order until the prisoners are brought 


in. 

The deputy se nt-at-arms again appeared at the bar of the House 
and announced that in 5 with the order of the House he had 
arrested and had now at the bar of the House Mr. BANNING of Ohio, 
Mr. BUTLER of Massachusetts, Mr. TURNEY of Pennsylvania, Mr. CAN- 
NON of Illinois, and Mr. CALDWELL of pcan irs SA 

Mr. WRIGHT. Where is Harry Waite? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. BANNING, you have been absent 
from the session of the House this evening without its leave. What 
excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. BANNING. I regret exceedingly that I was absent to-night; 
but I did not suppose there would be any legislation that would re- 
quire my presence, and therefore I did not come, 

Mr. EDEN. I move that the gentleman be discharged. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to amend by adding “on payment of costs.” 

Mr. BANNING. You will lend me the money ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Yes. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. EDEN was then agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. BUTLER, what excuse have you to 
offer for being absent from the session of the House this evening 
without its leave? 

Mr. BUTLER. None but this, Mr. Speaker: that I am generally 
in so small a minority in this House that I did not think my being 
absent would make much difference. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BANNING. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. CANNON, you have been absent 
from the session of the House this evening without its leave. What 
excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I really did not suppose 
there would be so many industrious, good-looking gentlemen here 
to-night as to make them desire a quorum. some work to do 
in my room and I proceeded to do it. I would haye been in the Hall 
here some time ago, but I met a very stubborn man at the door who 
would not let me in. [Langhter.] 

0 on e . Imove that that “cannon” be discharged. 
ughter.] 

The rete of Mr. HARDENBERGH was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER tempore. Mr. CALDWELL, you have been absent 
from the session of the House this evening without its leave. What 
excuse have 5 to offer? 

Mr. CALDWELL, of Kentucky. As my colleague from Kentucky 
(Mr. Powel wona say, frankness compels me to state that I have 
no excuse. I have uniformly been in my place during the sessions of 
this House; I have never until to-night missed a roll-call. If the 


House will excuse me now, I think this is the last time I will vote 
for a recess to enable any committee of this House to make a report, 
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Mr. EDEN. .I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. WRIGHT, Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

The motion of Mr. EDEN was agreed to. 1 

Mr. WRIGHT. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 5 will state it. 

Mr. WRIGHT, I desire to make the inquiry in advance of what- 
ever sentence may be imposed upon the next delinquent. I want to 
know why, when a motion is made to excuse a culprit, it cannot be 
debated by members of this House. s 

Mr. CONGER. There are some other gentlemen at the door wait- 
ing to come in; I hope business will 

Tue SPEAKER tempore, Mr. TURNEY, you have been absent 
from the session of the House this evening without its leave. What 
excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. TURN EL. Without designing any contempt of the House, I 
will say that cre hig been reasonably regular in my attendance here, 
and having some business to transact at home, I left the city on 
Friday night. I returned to-night about half an hour before I met 
the officer of this House. As soon as I came here I noticed the light 
in the Dome of the Capitol, and I inquired what particular business 
was engagin the attention of the House to-night. I was told by a 
man, whom f supposed entirely posted, that the session to-night was 
merely for the purpose of receiving reports from the Committee on 
Public Lands. Being tired, I did not think it necessary to come; 
but I fell into the clutches of the Sergeant-at-Arms and was brought 
here. 

Mr. CONGER. I think the gentleman is entirely too credulous, 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

Mr. BANNING. You do not propose to make him pay costs ? 

Mr. WRIGHT. Oh, no. 

The motion of Mr. WRIGHT was agrood to. 

The deputy sergeant-at-arms again ap at the bar and re- 
ported that in accordance with the order of the House he had arrested 
and now had at the bar of the House Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is my duty to inquire of you, Mr. 
HENDERSON, what excuse you have to offer for being absent from the 
session of the House this evening without its leave 

Mr. HENDERSON. The only excuse I have to offer is that I was 
not present when this evening session was ordered, and did not un- 
derstand the terms of the order. I understood it was simply for 
debate, and I have not been in the habit of attending any such ses- 
sions. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the gentleman be discharged. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BANNING. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at eleven o’clock and 
ten minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock a. m. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as stated: 
By Mr. ALDRICH: The petition of Charles J. Hardy and 45 others, 
bankers and business men of Chicago, Illinois, for the establishment 
of a branch mint at Chicago—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


and Measures. 
By Mr. BELL: The petition of Green S. Duke, to have refunded 
from him as a licensed distiller—to the Com- 


taxes illegally collec 
mittee of Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: A paper relating to the pension claim of Joseph 
Burt—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: The petition of Nancy Fleanor, for a pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: The separate petitions of Samuel M. Freeman 
and James Dolon, for the correction of their military record—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Joanna Judge, for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of her late husband, Peter Judge—to the same commit- 
tee. 


Also, the petition of 1,760 inmates of the central branch of the Na- 
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Dayton, Ohio, for the 
reappointment of Hon. L. B. Gunckel as manager—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Louisa C. Lowe, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Craig, for compensation for losses sus- 
Soy pi while transporting Government property—to the Committee 
of Claims. 

Also, the petion of George W. Digett and Samuel Barlow, that 
greenbaoks received in payment of duties—to the Committee of 

ays and Means. 


Also, the petition of James Freeman and 23 others, that six hours 
be made a legal day’s work—to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Also, the petition of William Wickersham, that letters-patent of 
the United States numbered 4785 and 4786 may be extended—to the 
Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Logan Township, 


Blair County, Pennsylvania, for the extension of the credit of the 
Government to aid in the completion of the Texas Pacific Railroad 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

By Mr. COX, of Ohio: The petition of citizens of Toledo, Ohio, 
and 7 against the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 3689) on the 
subject of lake and river fisheries—to the Committee on Commerce. 

pram CUMMINGS: The petition of pensioners of Iowa, against 
aboli hing 1177 agencies to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: The memorial of the Grayson County (Texas) 
Council of the Patrons of Husbandry, for the protection of the prop- 
erty of citizens of Texas from depredations of Indians upon reserves 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FELTON: Papers relating to the war claim of James M. 
Lee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GIDDINGS: Ten petitions from citizens of Panola, Upshur, 
Smith, Polk, Trinity, Ellis, Hardin, Falls, Newton,and Angelina 
Counties, Texas, for the division of said State into two judicial dis- 
tricts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOYCE: The petition of Helen M. Stickney, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

at Mr. KIMMEL: The petition of Anton Höflich, for a pension 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LOCKWOOD: Papers relating to the claim of Gustavus A. 
Scroggs, late provost-marshal of the thirteenth district of New York— 
to the Committee of Claims. : 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the war claims of Mrs. Sarah 
West and Patrick McDermott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONROE: A paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Medina, by Abbeyville, to Liverpool, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado: Pa relating to the claim of 
John R. Holland—to the Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: The petition of John J, Tallman, for an increase 
of the compensation of mail messengers and other postal officials—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Barnard McNally, for compensa- 
tion for services rendered the Government in 1848 and 1849—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

By Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts: The Poe of Philip L. Moen 
and others and of the Board of Trade of Worcester, Massachusetts, 

inst an income tax—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON, of Louisiana: The petitions of the publishers 
of the Amite City (Louisiana) Independent, and of the Washington 
(Louisiana) Enterprise, for the abolition of the duty on type—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois: The petition of 76 citizens of 
Coles County, Illinois, for the passage of the bill to repeal the law 
authorizing the removal of cases from State to Federal courts—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WATSON: The petition of the passed assistant engineers 
of the United States Navy for a change in the method of grading 
their a the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: Papers relating to the pension claim 
of Robert S. Goodall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of New York: The petitions of Major-General H. 
A. Barnum and others; of J. C. Pinckney, late colonel Sixty-sixth 
New York Volunteers and brevet brigadier-general United States 
Volunteers and others, and of M. A. Reed and others, soldiers in the 
late war, for the compilation of data relating to the battle of Gettys- 
burgh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: The petition of officers of the Union Army in the 
late war, of similar import—to the same committee, 


IN SENATE. 
TUESDAY, April 30, 1878. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. BYRON SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. No. 4574) to remove the political disabilities of 
George S. Shyrock, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

The bill (H. R. No. 1757) relating to vessels not propelled by steam 
or sail, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No, 3822) making appropriations 
for the nayal service for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 

urposes. 
z The m also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. No. 4663) to forbid the farther retirement of United States legal- 
tender notes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
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BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. No. 35) to 
repeal the bankrupt law; which were read. 

. MERRIMON. I move that the amendments be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK. On that motion I shall call for the yeas and nays. I 
object to the amendments going to the committee. I think we ought 
to pass the bill now as it came from the House. 

Mr.MERRIMON. There are various questions which I think ought 
to be seriously considered before the amendments of the House are 
coucurred in. 

Ging i= hae The amendments do not change the character of the 
ata 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I hope the bill will not be again referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I do not know of any Senator de- 
siring the of the bill who wishes itso referred. The first 
amendment is one which I presume will meet the immediate concur- 
rence of the Senate, and to the second amendment I propose to offer 
an amendment. I hope, therefore, the motion for a reference will be 
voted down. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the amendments of the House be re- 


ported. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be again 


read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment is, in line 2 of the bill, 
after the word “ sixty-seven,” to insert “title 61 Revised Saraton 
and an act entitled An act to amend and supplement an act entit] 
“An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” mgt tps March 2, 1867, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 22, 1874. 

The second amendment is, in line 8 of the bill, after the word 
“therein,” to insert “ and all penal actions or criminal proceedings 
arisin thereunder.” EP: Me 5 

So that the bill of the Senate, as proposed to be amen y the 
House, would read: 


That the bankrupt law approved March 2, 1867, title 61, Revised Statutes, and 
the act entitled An act to amend and supplement an act entitled! An act to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy hout the United States,’ approved 
March 2, 1867, and for other purposes,” approved June 22, 1874, and all acts in 
amendment or supplementary thereto or in explanation thereof be, and the same 
are by, t ided, however, That such repeal shall in no manner inval- 
idate or affect any case in bankruptcy instituted and ding in any court prior to 
the day when this act shall take effect; but as to ba we eer cases and all 
future proceedings therein, and all al actions or crimi: 3 Speen | 
shall continue in full force and effect, unt 


thereunder, the acts hereby 
r fully dis: of, in the same manner as if said acts had not been 
re) 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. As the question is now on the motion for 
reference, I suppose an amendment to the amendments of the House 
would not be in order until that question is disposed of. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I beg to inquire of the Chair whether the bill 
came from the House this en, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It „„ 

Mr. MERRIMON. And was read yesterday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It came yesterday and was sub- 
mitted this morning. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I object, then, to its present consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Chair hold that the bill cannot be dis- 
cussed on the motion to refer? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not. 

Mr. INGALLS. So I understood. 

Mr. MERRIMON. Isuppose that my objection, as the bill was only 
laid before the Senate this morning, carries it over. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I suppose not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is properly before the Sen- 
ate. The objection is too late. The question is on referring the amend- 
ments to the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, which is open to 
discussion. 

Mr. BECK. On that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The Ja and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill only say that I hope this bill will not be referred. 
It seems to me that the amendments of the House make no real 
change, and are simply to perfect the bill more thoroughly than it was 
supposed was done by the original bill. Therefore I can see no neces- 
ay for a reference. 

fr. CONKLING. Will the Senator let me make an inquiry? What 
objection occurs to him to referring the bill to the committee? 

Mr. HILL, Simply becanse I donot understand that there is any- 
thing in the amendments which requires the review of a committee. 
The amendments proposed by the House are simple; they are formal 
amendments, 

Mr. CONKLING. If it would not interrupt the Senator, I could 
make in a moment a statement of fact to him which I think would 
modify his opinion in that regard. The amendments made by the 
House, I agree with the Senator, are not such as to require review in 
committee; but many persons, lawyers and judges in the country. 
are disturbed by a belief, which has been announced to me a 
many times in tel s and at other times by letter, that the saving 
clanse of the bill as it passed the Senate and as it comes back now 
from the House is too narrow to save certain classes of actions deemed 


very meritorious—actions which no doubt the Senator meant to save, 
as I did, when we voted together for the bill with the saving clause, 
and especially actions and rights of actions which have accrued to 
assignees in bankruptcy. 

The Senator from Georgia will see that neither he nor I would be 
content to pass an act productive of an effect, cularly such an 
effect, not intended by us or by anybody when the votes were given. 
It is true we might amend herein the Senate; and I know the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIANCY ] has prepared an amendment 
for the purpose to which I refer, which amendment has not been 
printed. Wecould hear it read from the Clerk’s desk, and very likely 
we might be able to make the bill exactly what we would have it. 
But still as committees in this body may report at any hour of any 
day, I-am strongly inclined to think that it would be more prudential 
to let this bill go to a committee and let this needed amendment be 
read and revised in committee and then come here. 

I say in conclusion that I should feel, as one member of the Senate, 
rather mortified if it should occur asecond time on this same bill that 
the Senate fell into an error. We did fall into an error in the first 
instance in the repealing clause; and now if after our attention hoty 
called to this error, owing to the hasty mode of action in general 
Senate in place of going to a committee, we should again commit a 
blunder I think the Senator from Georgia, quite as much as I, would 
be annoyed at the repetition of such an occurrence. 

Mr. HILL. I suppose that under the operation of the saving clause, 
to which the Senator from New York refers, no proceedings in bank- 
ruptcy instituted previous to the passage of this act will be in an 
respect affected by its p e. If, as the Senator from New Yor 
suggests, able jurists in the United States have doubts as to whether 
that saving clause is sufficient, I concur with him that we ought to 
be certain upon that subject. I with him that if we should 
make a mistake and by defective phraseology not accomplish what 
it is the manifest desire and purpose of the Senate should be accom- 
plished, I should regret it. I concede too that afew days’ delay will 
make no difference. I cannot see myself any necessity for haste. If 
there is any real necessity why the bill should be referred, I have no 
objection to a reference. I imagined there wasnone; butif there be 
a real reason, as the Senator from New York suggests—and I think 
the suggestion is wise—I can see in the public interest no necessity 
for hurrying the bill through to-day. After his s tion, which 
had not occurred to me, of which I was not aware, and to avoid all 
possibility of mistake, I think it reasonable that the bill should be 
referred as the Senator from New York suggests. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I opposed the reference of the bill and 
called for the yeas and nays upon the question on the ground that if 
there was any good to be accomplished by the passage of the bill, the 
sooner it is passed the better. I have information from large num- 
bers of persons all over the country which shows the importance of 
immediate action soe the bill, I hold a letter in my hand now, in 
which I am advised by lawyers of prominence that men are filing peti- 
tions hour by hour, and all sorts of fraudulent schemes are being con- 
cocted to get into bankruptcy before the bill is and that every 
days’ delay adds to the mischief that results from the discussion of 
this question. The letter which I have suggests that every day of 
delay costs the commercial interests of the country millions of dollars. 
Everything has been already suggested and debated in both Houses, 
and there is nothing which can be done by the Committee on the 
Judiciary which cannot be done as well in open Senate now. If any 
Senator here should suggest a needed amendment it would pass the 
Senate and the House could concur in it by to-morrow. I know how 
it is when such matters are referred. This bill was held by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary from the time my colleague introduced it for 
three or four months. I know other committees receive matters of 
importance and hold them for months before a report is made, 

Mr. HILL. Ifmy friend will allow me, I understand the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary are favorable to this bill. They reported the 
original repealing bill, and there is no probability that it will be de- 
layed in committee. 

. BECK. Ido not find any fault with the committee, but there 
is nothing which the Committee on the Judiciary can now suggest 
by way of amendment which has not already been suggested, or, if 
not, let it be suggested now in open Senate and let us pass upon the 

uestion to-day. I know delay is possible in committee, and I know 
the mischief that would follow any delay. Therefore, I shall insist 
on the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I wish toexplain what the additional amend- 
ment is which I pro to add to the second House amendment, and 
if any Senator can find anything else that ought to be inserted I can 
see some reason why perhaps it may be required to be sent back to 
the committee. I ask the Clerk to read the last amendment to the 
bill as it came from the House. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8 of the bill, after the word “ therein,” 
it is proposed to insert: 

And all penal actions or criminal proceedings arising thereunder. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The amendment which I propose is to insert 
before that amendment the following words: 


And all rights and —- incident theroto, or 
thereon, including rights os and suits by and 
said acts. 


g out of or dependent 
assignees under any of 


2950 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 30, 


Then would follow the words of the amendment just read by the 
Clerk, so as to read: 


But as to all such pending cases and all future proceedings therein, and all rights 
and 1 incident thereto, or growing out of or dependent thereon, includ- 
ing all rightsof and suits by and against assignees under any of said acts, and all penal 
actions or criminal proceedings arising thereunder, the acts hereby repealed shall 
continue in full force and effect until the same shall be fully disposed of, in the 
same manner as if said acts had not been repealed. 


It is difficult for me to conceive what can be saved beyond what 
this language will save. My own opinion is that the original saving 
clause was sufficient to cover the entire case by general language. 
I had supposed that when an enactment was made as to a principal 
thing, the incidents followed without enumeration ; but as the House 
by its amendment has enumerated some things, in order to prevent 
the implication that others are excluded by that enumeration, I shall 
offer the amendment which I have r 

Mr. INGALLS. In my judgment, the clamor for the repeal of the 
bankrupt law comes from the creditors in this country, and notfrom 
the debtors. A well-regulated bankrupt law is the only thing to-day 
that stands between a Very large class of the mercantile and tradin 
people in this country and absolute destruction. Since the action o 
the Senate upon this measure a few days ago, the records of the 
courts in every commercial community in the country will bear me 
out in the statement that it is the only refuge to which men are look- 
ing for escape from grasping and avaricious creditors, and that if 
this measure of repeal is consummated we are going to have a 
period of distress and of commercial ruin which, in my judgment, has 
not heretofore been paralleled. I passed through Chic the other 
day and talked with some gentlemen there who are in the legal pro- 
fession, and they told me that the rush of unfortunate debtors into 
the bankrupt courts at the present time, in anticipation of the repeal, 
was something without precedent in the history of that part of the 
country. 

It is the creditors who are demanding this repeal for the p of 
enabling them to enforce terms with their debtors. The debtors want 
a bankrupt law; and it is an anomaly in civilization that a great 
commercial country like ours, with its thousands of millions of com- 
merce, should remit to the conflicting decisions of State insolvent 
courts the question whether or not a debtor shall be relieved from the 
payment of his debts upon the surrender of all his assets. If we repeal 
this law and provide no substitute for it, the result will be that every 
debtor will be forever at the mercy of his creditors, because under a 
State insolvent law there can be nothing that will save a man from 
the enforcement of subsequent judgments against him. 

Now, sir, I have been accustomed heretofore to believe in the infal- 
libility of the J e Committee of this body. I believed that, 
next to the Pope, they have claimed and exercised a greater infalli- 
bility than any other body perhaps in this country; and yet here in 
a matter confessedly of the last importance, a bill upon which they 
have reflected for months, which has been digested and redigested 
comes back here from the House with the statement that it is entirely 
ineffectual to carry out the wishes of that committee. Well, sir, my 
confidence is at least somewhat impaired. Ifthe Judiciary Committee 
were unable to report a simple measure of repeal and these amend- 
ments come back from the House, is it not just that we should simply 
refer this matter back to them again for consideration in order that 
we may at last have their deliberate judgment as to what will be a 
si Fane of this law? 

. THURMAN. Would it not be better to send it to some other 
committee ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, I think it would. (Laughter. I have no 
doubt it would be. I think, as the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. McDon- 
ALD suggests to me, it might be better to send it to the Committee 
on ons. I am very confident we could report a bill that would 
repeal the bankrupt law; butinasmuch as this is a bill that has been 
amended by the House, and as the Senator from Michi confesses 
that the amendment is necessary and proposes still further to amend 
the amendment of the House, I am inclined to think that we ought 
at least to give it some further deliberation. . 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Will the Senator allow me to say that I have 
confessed nothing of that kind? I say the amendment made by the 
House having gone into particulars I shall propose this amendment 
to it, because otherwise there might be an implication that we having 
enumerated some particulars excluded others. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator from Michigan believe that the 
amendments that have been reported here from the House are neces- 
sary and essential ? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I believe they are very proper amendments, 
but I do not believe either one of them necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why were they not put in the bill reported from 
our Judiciary Committee? ; 

Mr. CH. IANCY. Because I did not believe them necessary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then if these amendments are not necessary, if 
the original bill is sufficient, why does the Senator not move to non- 


concur 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Because, although not necessary, the amend- 
ments are very proper. 

Mr. INGAL And yet the Senator from Michigan proposes to 
amend one of them that is not proper. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Certainly. The amendment already made 


by the House seems in my opinion to render that further amendment 


ni A 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I think that very plainly this matter ought 
to fe to the committee, and I shall vote to refer it. 

„ McMILLAN. Mr. President, I think the facts stated by the 
Senator from Kentucky and the applications for discharge under the 
existing bankrupt law show very clearly that there is a great neces- 
sity for the existence of such a law in this country. I believe with 
the Senator from Illinois who sits before me [Mr. Davis] that a great 
nation of this character cannot get along for any extensive period of 
time without some general system of bankruptcy, and I believe that 
this reference to the Judiciary Committee at this time is one alto- 
gether proper, for the matter is so involved that, although the Sena- 
tor from Michigan can see his way clearly, yet other members of the 
Senate have not had the time or opportunity to examine the amend- 
ments of the House so as to be able to come to his conclusion. I 
think it would be imprudent to pass an amendment of this kind or 
to adopt this repeal without the matter being very fully examined. 
Already we see that there have been imperfections, in the view of 
the House of 1 in the bill 5 act as reported 
in the Senate. I trust that for this purpose this bill will be referred 
to the Senate Judiciary Committee; and my own desire would be 
gratified if the Judiciary Committee could report a bill which would 
relieve the existing law from all its objections, as I believe they can 
be removed, the defects existing more in the administration than in 
the law. If the Judiciary Committee can report a substitute for the 
existing law, it seems to me it would meet the wants of the country 
and that the business community would find relief from it. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, if the bankrupt law is repealed we 
shall go on until some commercial revolution shall find the debtor 
class of the country so burdened with its load that it will cry out and 
compel Con in some unconsidered and hasty measure to adopt a 
new bill which for awhile will continue until its imperfections and 
its burden and injustice shall work its repeal, as they have worked 
the repeal of this law. 

A commercial nation cannot live without a bankrupt law in some 
way or other. A periodic and spasmodic bankrupt law is of the worst 

ible character in commercial transactions, and it is so to the 
ebtor and the creditor classes throughout the country. It is a great 
pity, sir, that we cannot frame a law which shall stand the test of 
the necessities of a commercial community like ours. Nothing sur- 
prises me so much as the current of public opinion at this time upon 
this subject. The repeal of this bankrupt law, imperfect as it is, is 
throwing the debtor class of this country, as the Senator from Kansas 
says, at the mercy of the creditor class. We have heard a diem deal 
this winter in behalf of the debtor class of this country and we have 
heard much outcry and condemnation of the creditor class ; and there 
have been times when the debates in this body and in the other seemed 
to take a sectional view, and section has been arrayed against section 
in the interest of the debtor class against the creditor class. If the 
ery for the repeal of the bankrupt law had come from the East in- 
stead of from the West, I should have expected to hear it said on the 
part of the great debtor class of the West to the East that this was but 
another of those measures in the interest of the creditor for the pur- 
Bude of holding in a tighter grasp the debtors of this country; and I 
o not think, had it so originated, it would have been carried through 
this body or the other in the manner in which it has been. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from Massachusetts tell 
me what State in the West has petitioned strongly for the repeal of 
the bankruptlaw? The Senator from Michigan and some others may 
have done it. Illinois has not done it. I recollect the Senator from 
New York presented a great many petitions at the commencement of 
the session for the repeal of the bankrupt law, but I am uuaware of 
many from the West who have done it. 

Mr.DAWES. The sentiment has been stronger in the western part 
of the country. I do not speak of it in a reproachfal sense; I do not 
desire to say anything that would be unkind toward the western part 
of the country in these remarks, but I have had the belief that there 
was a much stronger sentiment for the repeal of the bankrupt law in 
the West and the South than in the East, and it has amazed me 
always because I recognize the fact that there are a t many debtors 
to the East in the West and in the South. Ihave felt that there was 
a disposition in some quarters to keep that fact before the public in 
a manner to excite unpleasant feeling. I do not think this is any part 
of it; and I only speak of it as a matter of surprise to me that this 
measure, which can have no other effect than to put the debtor in 
the power of the creditor, should have its origin where I supposed. 
least of all it would be likely to have that bay 57 That is why I 
alluded to it; and I think it is true now that public sentiment in the 
East, being more commercial than the West, is stronger in favor of 
some bankrupt law than it is in the West. Nevertheless, it is true 
that those who favor the repeal of this law without some sort of 
substitute for it by wliich the unfortunate debtor, when he is below 
the water and unable to meet his debts and is willing to surrender 
everything he has, is still held by his creditors under until he ceases 
to breathe, put him in that position in which he will be placed the 
moment this law is re ed. Isubmit to Senators that it were better 
for us to take more time and to take it when there is less necessity 
for such a law than in the very jaws of a commercial convulsion. All 
the bankrupt laws that have been passed in this country have been 
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passed when least we have had time or patience or calm consideration 


to provide the necessary safeguards to preserve as a permanent sys- 
tem a bankrupt measure. But now this law has had ten years or 
more of existence. Its defects are manifest; the remedy, it seems to 
me, can be applied; and out of it all can come a moderate, wise, just, 
and beneficent law that will be alike beneficial to the debtor and to 
the creditor; for, after all, in the long run, it is of no benefit to the 
creditor to set a watch upon the debtor wherever he may be, and be 
ready to spring upon him that he 178 be the first to seize what little 
he has, with no ability on the part of the debtor or a more patient cred- 
itor to share, share and share alike, with all creditors in the proceeds 
of an estate which the debtor is ready to surrender to his creditors 
and asks only that he may have a further opportunity to live and 
labor and strive. 

That is the issue which is raised by this bill to repeal the bankrupt 
law, without any substitute for it whatever; and that is the result 
which is as sure to follow, and by and by the debtor will come to see 
it, and the burden will be so great upon him, that he will foree npn 
Congress a new consideration of this subject. I only hope it will be 
at a time when the circumstances and the pressure of business and 
of the commercial world will not be such that an inconsiderate and 
unwise measure may again pass Congress so unwise that it cannot 
live as a permanent system; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. President, if I could say anything that 
would arrest the repeal of this law I would gladly say it, for I think 
it is a great mistake as well as a t wrong. There cannot be a 
member of the Senate that does not concede the principle upon which 
the bankrupt law is based. Itistoallowevery unfortunate debtor who 
is unable to pay his debts to be disch upon the surrender of his 
property ; and also to allow the creditor to put into bankruptcy every 
dishonest debtor who is secreting his property and is unwilling that 
it should be given toward the payment of his debts. Can there be 
any Senator on this floor who does not willingly accede to the justice 
of this principle? 

This is the basis upon which the bankrupt law is framed. To re- 

1 it now without leaving anything in its stead, is to leave, as I 

lieve with the Senator from Kansas, the great mass of unfortunate 
debtors to the mercy of their creditors. Why repeal this bill now in 
hard times when we have not yet got from under the great business 
depression caused by the revulsion of 1873? Thousands of men in 
this country unwilling to acknowledge that they were unable to pay 
their debts have by extensions of time and by struggles endeavored 
to advance their interests so as to ultimately be able to pay their 
debts. One by one is falling by the wayside. The feeling is honorable 
that prompted them to the course of endeavoring so to conduct their 
affairs that they could pay their debts. They are unable to do it. It 
would have been much better that they should not have made those 
extensions and endeavored to manage their affairs themselves so as 
to be able to pay their creditors, but they did it honestly; they did it 
from a proper motive; and are these persons to be left out now? 
When we know that thousands of men have already taken the benefit 
of the law, are these persons to be left out? 

Why, sir, since this repeal bill was passed in the Senate, as the 
Senator from Kansas said, in every commercial community there has 
been a rush to get the benefit of the present law, such as was never 
heard of before in this country; and does not that argue that there 
are plenty behind? I have received letters and telegrams without 
number urging for God’s sake to give them time to prepare their 
papers; if there was to be a repeal of the bankrupt law they would 
yield at once, and make no further effort to fix their affairs so that 
they could ultimately pay their debts, because if they could not do 
that then they knew the bankrupt law was before them, by which 
Sey could get relief. You take from them all hope of relief. 

r. President, as the Senator from Kansas said, the clamor in rela- 
tion to the re of this law does not grow ont of the principle of 
this law itself. The people of this country concede, ne have con- 
ceded that in the various laws which have been passed on this subject. 
It is simply that the administration of it has not been in accordance 
with public sentiment. That much I concede willingly. The law is 
too ik e in its administration, it is too cumbrous; but it can be 
simplified, it can be made less expensive. Time and experience have 
shown in what respect it should be amended. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee can prepare a bill which I believe will satisfy the Senate and 
satisfy the.country. Why should they not have an opportunity to 
do so? It is true they had this bill before them for a Jong time, and 
did not very soon report to the Senate upon the subject. The reason 
they did not report it sooner wus that there was a di ent in 
opinion upon the question of whether the law should be repealed or 
not. I was always opposed to its repeal, and had by correspondence 
with different judges throughout the country got their various sug- 
gestions in relation to the modification and amendment of it; but it 
was useless to embody those in the form of a bill when it was too 
evident, from what had been said in the Senate and from what was 
the o aion of the Judiciary Committee, that the law itself would be 
repeale 

ow, Mr. President, I have no hope of arresting the repeal of the 
law and do not say what I have said in any sense to cast censure on 
any gentleman who differs with me upon this subject. Ihave charity 
enough, I think, as I grow older, to believe that differences of opinion 


are honestly entertained. When I was a young man I had some doubt 
upon a subject; but as I grow older, I have not any doubt about 
it at 

But, sir, if this law is to be OS pags why the haste to do it to-day ? 
Why the great haste for it? The only object of doing it to-day is to 
cut off some few poor people who have not N their papers ready 
to file before the proper officers. That is all. Although I am opposed 
to the repeal, and earnestly opposed to it, believing that this country, 
commercial nation as it is, should havea bankrupt law constantly in 
existence, yet I really think that this bill as it now is should be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee to see whether if the law is to be 
repealed every saving has been incorporated into it that should be 
incorporated. I hope every gentleman who hears me will believe me 
when, I say that I should devote every attention to that subject and 
that I have no disposition to keep the bill in the committee with a 
view of changing the sentiment of the Senate upon the subject, be- 
cause I suppose that has been sufficiently marked already, the vote 
on the subject was so decided. 

But, sir, the Senator from Kansas has spoken about the haste with 
which this was done in the Judiciary Committee, and said that the 
Judiciary Committee should have seen that the provisions were prop- 
erly e. Well, sir, for one I can simply say that I cared nothing 
about it; as I saw that the law was to be repealed I cared very little 
about the details of the bill, and did not give any attention to them 
and I presume almost every other gentleman of the committee will 
say the samething. But there seems to be a difference of opinion in 
the House upon what it was intended to effect by this bill, and I can- 
not see any reason way it should not be referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, and why the delay of two or three days can make any 
difference. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I rose in the first instance to oppose the 
reference of this bill to the Judiciary Committee because I supposed 
it had gone so far after its passage by the Senate by such a majority 
as it did, and after its passage by the House by such a majority as it 
did, that the repeal in some form was a foregone conclusion, and the 
Senator from Illinois has very properly said that he thinks so, and 
any amendment that may now be suggested to perfect it may be done 
in open Senate just as well as in the Judiciary Committee. I am 
more than ever convinced, after what has been said by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes and the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Davis, I that a reference of this bill to the Judiciary Committee means 
that we shall see it no more in the Senate at this session. 

I am not anes to a well-regulated bankrupt law if such is pre- 
sented, and I think the Committee on the Judiciary could frame a far 
better law unembarrassed by the provisions of the existing law after 
the repeal of the present one than they could by any effort to patch 
it up, or seek to make it available for the purposes which the coun- 
try may domsa; 

The Senator from Illinois has said that the law is too expensive. 
Not only is that true, but in very many cases the assets are divided 
among the ofñcers and retainers of the bankrupt courts. The law 
has been perverted in every form so that fraudulent debtors fre- 
quently manage to get in debt for the very purpose of escaping the 
payment of their obligations and becoming Fe The machin- 
ery of this law is in such a shape now that any effort to patch it u 
would be a failure. The idea that the Judic Committee sha 
take the bill back to patch it up and run in the old ruts, with the old 
machinery, according to the ol 8 is folly; it can do noth- 
ing but the grossest injustice and will still continue to divide assets 
of debtors among a few officers. I hope it will never go to that or 
any other committee. Let us act on it now. The Senator from Illi- 
nois can to-day prepare a bill, introduce it in the morning, and refer 
it to his own committee and report it back the next day if he pleases, 
unembarrassed by any of the bad features of the existing law and its 
amendment. He may be able to present something that will prevent 
the en of men who are honestly in debt and perhaps ought to 
be released. That will be a t deal easier than to attempt now, 
after this bill has passed through both Houses, to have it taken again 
into committee to be patched up or to be kept away because they do 
not want the law repealed at all. I think we had better begin de 
novo on a bankrupt law with all the experience the country has had 
so as to avoid the errors into which legislation has heretofore fallen. 
avoid the abuses of the present law and its amendments, instead of 
attempting to patch it up now after the repeal bill has been perempt- 
orily ordered by the House and Senate. 

r. ALLISON. Mr. President, after what has been said by Sen- 
ators with reference to this law, I think we ought to test the sense of 
the Senate in regard to the continued existence of a bankrupt law. 
I am clear that it is not to the interest of this people to have the law 
repealed absolutely at this time, and I believe that is the judgment 
of the Senate upon the subject; but as has been stated by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, who seems to have had some charge of this bill, the 
Judiciary Committee were divided in sentiment with reference to 
the propriety of repeal, and also were laboring under the impression 
that the Senate was opposed to a further continuance of the law, and 
therefore no effort was made by the committee to amend the law so 
as to make it more effectual and more acceptable to both creditor and 
debtor. I have faith that the Judiciary Committee of this body can 
so amend the law as to make it a satisfactory one upon the statute- 
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book, and I believe that it is no time now to repeal this law and 
trust to the Senate and the House or to some future Senate and House 
to enact a new law. 

We have been told over and over again in this Chamber and else- 
where that the process the ple of this country are undergoing 
now is a grinding process which will result in universal bankruptcy, 

How often have we heard on this floor during this very session that 
the steps which are being taken by the Government to resume specie 
payment are to result in 3 in universal bankruptcy unless 
that process is arrested by legislation? Now, in the face of that, are 
we to plaoo it beyond the power of the debtor class to protect them- 
selves by an honest surrender of their property to their creditors? It 
seems to me that whatever may be proper in the future, itis wise to 
allow this law to stand at least another year on our statute-books 
until these experiments, whatever they may be, whether of bank- 
ruptcy or prosperity, shall have developed themselves. 

Mr, President, I desire for one to test the sense of the Senate with 
reference to the propriety of making amendments to this law ; and I 
offer the following amendment to the motion to refer to the J udiciary 
Committee: 

That said bill and amendments be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with instructions to report such amendments as will relieve the existing law of 
the defects which experience has disclosed. 

Mr.MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I very much hope that the Senate 
will reconsider its action recently taken in the final vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill now returned to us from the House of Representatives, 
so far at least as to consent to the reference of the bill, with the 
amendments, to the Committee on the Judiciary, with the hope and in 
the trust that before we wipe that statute entirely from the statute- 
book another effort may be made by that committee to present to 
Con a measure in substitution of the existing law which shall 
be better than the provisions of the existing law or their entire repeal ; 
for I am satisfied now more than ever that the real path of true an 
wise legislation is between these two extremes, the via media which 
shall seek on the one hand to meet all the just objections which can 
be arrayed against the existing provisions of the law and which shall 
not on the other hand by its complete and unconditional repeal remit 
the country to that chaos of varying and inconsistent State legisla- 
tion on insolvents and insolvent laws which will be necessarily the 
substitute for our present bankruptcy system. 

I do not despair, Mr. President, that the wisdom of this body and 
of the other branch of Con is equal to the occasion and can pro- 
vide for the eme cy. Certainly there is no such inherent diff- 
culty in the subject as that we should meee it as insurmountable, 

ich since 1867 we have actu- 


be broug 
with his creditors under the eye and 2 force of the law, so that he 
r mete out to his creditors that whic 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 
coCREE I move to postpone the pending and all prior 
orders until the bill before the Senate is di of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. That is to say, I have no objection to 
taking this up a little later. I think we ought to have an oppor- 
tunity to do some morning business, which we have not had this morn- 
ing; and I wish to present a report of a committee of conference also. 
That n business being done, I shall then have no objection 
to going on with this measure. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the order of the Senate, 
the morning hour having oe the Calendar is before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I hope the Calendar may be postponed so 
that this subject may be seg Ae of. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope by unanimous consent the morning hour 
=a be extended for half an hour. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana d srg 
that the 8 hour be extended for half an hour for general busi- 
ness. Is there objection ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am in favor of that, and I am in favor also of 
what the Senator from Kentucky has stated of making this bill the 
next business so as to dispose of it by having the committee fix up 
the amendments as they ought to be, or else by passing upon it here. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think now that we have entered on the discus- 


sion of this question we can do much better by disposing of it be- 
fore we take up anything else except the conference report and 
morning business. : 

Mr. SARGENT. If there is no objection to the course I have sug- 
gested, the Calendar may be laid aside informally. 

Mr. VOORHEES, When I spoke of allowing half an hour I simply 
meant toextend the morning hour until the morning business should 
be transacted, 

Mr. HILL. Then,I suppose the understanding will be that as soon 
as the morning business is transacted we shall return to the bill now 
before the Senate. 

Several SENATORS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that the understanding, that the 


Calendar be temporarily laid aside ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Informally, for the pu of pros- 
ecuting morning bnsiness ; and when that is concluded the bankrupt 


bill to be resumed. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. And I have the floor on that, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio has the 
floor on that question. The Chair hears no objection to that course 
being pursued. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the credentials of Hon. WILLIAM B. 
ALLISON, chosen by the Legislature of Iowa a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1879; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SARGENT presented three petitions of citizens of San Fran- 
cisco, California, praying for the passage of such laws as will enable 
the Southern Pacific Rai 8 to extend its road east from 
the Colorado River at Fort Yuma through Arizona and New Mexico, 
and until an eastern connection is e with the Gulf of Mexico; 
which were referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, presented the petition of Mrs. Mary 
Nee, widow of Thomas Nee, deceased, late private in the Sixth Reg- 
iment of West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, praying for a pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALLACE presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the of a bill to aid 
in the construction of the Texas and Pacific Railroad; which was 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented the memorial of Council No. 4, Order of United 
American Mechanics of n Pennsylvania; the memorial of 
Council No. 249, Order of United American Mechanics of Lehighton, 
Pennsylvania; and the memorial of Council No. 132, Order of United 
American Mechanics of Boiling Springs, Pennsylvania, remonstrat- 
ing against any tariff legislation in the present depressed condition 


of the country ; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. McPHERSON presented the memorial of Council No. 21, Order 
of United States Mechanics of Salem, New Jersey, remonstrating 
against any change in the present tariff system; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the memorial of the Norfolk and New Brunswick 
Hosiery Company, of New Brunswick, New Je , and others, remon- 
strating against any legislation affecting the duties upon imports 
which is not based upon a thorough preliminary investigation of de- 
tails, and in favor of such investigation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KIRKWOOD presented the petition of John Edwards, of Ar- 
kansas, praying for the passage of a law placing him on the retired 
list of the Army with the rank of gy mh pence which was 
referred to the Committee on Military irs. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of Mrs. Carrie E. Anderson, 
of Shawnee County, Kansas, praying for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRUCE presented the petition of Adeline Shirley, of Warren 
County, Mississippi, praying compensation for propers taken near 
Vicksburgh, in 1863, by the military authorities of the United States 
e the use of the Army; which was referred to the Committee on 

ms, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented five memorials of cer- 
tain mechanical associations of Philadelphia, Lancaster, Cumberland, 
and Lehigh Counties, Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Wood tariff bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, in favor of the extension of aid for 
the completion of the Texas and Pacific Railroad; which was referred 
to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, urging the continuation of the life-saving service in the Treas- 

ent and opposing its transfer to the Navy Department 

as against the interests of commerce and navigation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

also presented the petition of Daniel K. Morgan and others, citi- 

zens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, engaged in the manufacture 

of tin-plate, praying for such legislation as will protect that industry 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2953 


as against the introduction of the imported material at a reduced rate 
of duty; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BOOTH presented the petition of P. J. Thomas and others, citi- 
zens of San Francisco, California, praying for the passage of such a 
law as will enable the Southern Pacitic Railroad Company to extend 
its road east from the Colorado River at Fort Yuma and through Ari- 
zona and New Mexico to-an eastern connection with the Gulf of 
Mexico ; which was referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. DORSEY presented a resolution of Eureka Council No. 4, of the 
Sovereigns of Industry of the District of Columbia, representing 319 
families, in favor of the enactment of such a law by Congress as will 
insure full weight to purchasers of coal, and compel coal-dealers to 
send the certificate of a properly appointed Government weigher with 
every load of coal delivered ; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB presented additional papers in relation to the applica- 
tion of Elizabeth A. Bailey, guardian of Alice H. Peabody, minor 
heir of Captain David G. Peabody, deceased, for a pension; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McDONALD presented the memorial of Isaac B. Hymer, of In- 
diana; loners K. Rickey, of Missouri; Jacob D. Felthousen, of Illinois; 
and Geo . Rice, of Massachusetts, praying for the p of the 
bill (S. No. 1082) providing for the construction of a national line 
of railway from the Atlantic seaboard to the Pacific Ocean; which was 
referred to the Committee on Railroads. 


THE TENTH CENSUS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Senate concurring therein,) That a 
joint committee to be denominated * joint committee on the census,” be appointed 
to consider and report upon the proper measures to be adopted for the taking of 
the next census; and that said committee may report by or otherwise. 


Mr, MORRILL. I move to refer that to the special committee ap- 


pointed by the Senate on the subject of the tenth census. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1114) to amend the one hundred and third 
article of war, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I am instructed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1094) for the pardon of certain deserters 
from the United States Army in 1548, to report it back and to say 
that the bill just reported, No. 1114, fully covers the object sought 
to be attained by this bill 1094. The committee therefore ask to be 
discharged from its farther consideration. 

The committee were discharged from the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 1094, and it was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘The Committee on Finance instract me to report 
back the resolution in relation to the repeal of the sinking fund. I 
will say that it isa concurrent resolution, and among other things 
if seems to contemplate the repeal of a certain existing law and to 
give certain instructions to the Secre of the Treasury which can- 
not be done by concurrent resolution. Therefore I am instructed to 
8 150 adversely. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore, The adverse report will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 1451) granting a pension to George W. 
Wickwire, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2515) ting a pension to John Sheiber, late a private 
in the Twelfth iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3114) providing for an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Day, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 3105) granting a pension to Ruth Isabelle Naylor, widow 
of Captain Charles Naylor, of the Second Regiment of Pennsylvania 
Volunteers in the Mexican war, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mary McAdams, praying to have her name restored to the pen- 
sion-roll, submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1165) ting a pension to Mary McAdams. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 969) granting a pension to Mrs. N. E. Belrichards, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOO ES. The same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 4422) to amend section 4695 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, have instructed me to report it favorably with an 
amendment. One word of explanation may not be improper. When 
the law providing for pensions to naval officers was first enacted, 
the rank of lientenant-commander did not exist, After the p 
of that act that rank was created, and after the creation of the rank, 


the steamer Oneida went down in the Bay of Yokohama, bearing an 

officer of that rank to the bottom, Under existing law, there is no 

provision for a pension to those that he left behind him. The object 

of this bill is to provide for that deficiency, and I ask that it be placed 

upon the Calendar with a favorable recommendation. 

. T pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
alendar, 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 605) for the relief of William M. Kendall, 
ge it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAILEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mary E. Parker, widow of Solomon M. Parker, 
late a private in Company D, Second Regiment New Jersey Cavalry, 
submitted a report thereon accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1163) grant- 
ingen pension to Mary E. Parker. 

5 he in was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
rinted. 

r. HAMLIN. The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 4) to allow Lieutenant D. F. 
Tozier a gold medal.awarded by the President of the French Repub- 
lic, have directed me to report it back and recommend its ge 
without amendment. I will take this occasion to say that this gift 
was for gallant services rendered in preserving a certain bark and 
the lives of the persons thereon. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2132) to pay for clerical services and ex- 
traordinary expenses, under the seventh section of the act of August 
18, 1856, in the Pawnee land district in Kansas, reported it with an 
3 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 

rinted. 

. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 435) to establish a board of local . 
of steam vessels for the collection districts of Minnesota and Daluth, 
reported it without amendment. 

r. BOOTH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 989) for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, and to provide for the re ent of certain fees and 
commissions paid on void entries of public lands, reported it with 
5 and submitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

r. BRUCE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the ip ie of David Dimmick, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
praying to be allowed a pension, submitted a report thereon, accom- 
panied w a bill (S. No. 1164) franting a pension to David Dimmick, 

The aar was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

. COCKRELL, The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 4245) authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint James Shields, of Missouri, a brigadier-gen- 
eral in the Uni States Army on the retired list have considered 
the same, and I am iùstructed to report it back to the Senate favor- 
ably and recommend its passage. It is not a unanimous report. The 
members of the committee not favoring the bill reserve freedom of 
action to themselves when it comes up. 

i PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. SARGENT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di: ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other ay vee Bavay 
met, after full and conference, have to recommend and do recomm: 
to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 18, 19, 26, 27, and 28, 

That the House recede from its N PRATER to the amendments numbered 1, 2 
3, 4, 8, 9, 29, 33, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 40, and 41, and agree to the same. 

That the recede from its d ent to the amendment numbered 5, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Insert after the word “ for.“ in line §, page 4 of the bill, the following: “secre- 
taries to the Admiral and Vice-Admiral. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 7, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

After the word “Admiral” insert the word or,“ and after the word Vice-Ad- 
miral” insert the words “when on sea service.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment numbered 10, 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

After the word Vice- Admiral“ insert the words when on sea service.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment numbered 11, 
and ove to the same, with an amendment as follows: 

Add at the end of said amendment the words on the termination of ita cruise.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 30, 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert $24,080.75.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
A. A. SARGENT, 
S. W. DORSEY, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
HIESTER CLYMER, 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
EUGENE HALE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. SARGENT. The differences between the House and the Senate 
were very slight indeed, and they were compromised to the entire sat- 
isfaction of the conferees on the part of the Senate. I can givea 
detailed explanation if necessary, but the items are unimportant. 

The report was concurred in, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DORSEY asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1166) granting a pension to Mary Mitchell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1167) for the relief of the 
heirs of Sheldon McKnight, deceased, late of Detroit, Michigan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimons consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1168) to amend section 1225 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1169) for the relief of George H. Cook and 
James Jenkins; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ee request) asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to in uce a bill (S. No. ZUN to authorize the restoration o 
Calvin T. Speer to the rank of second lieutenant United States Army ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1171) granting a pension to Nancy E. Bell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BRUCE asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1172) for the relief of A. C. Crawford; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 

Ordered, That Mrs. Catherine Hunt have leave to withdraw her petition and 
papers from the files of the Senate. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I ask for an order to have taken from the files the 
petition of 50 citizens of Plana, Kendall County, Illinois, for the 

ranting of a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Lowe, wife of Captain John 

. Lowe. This petition was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
January 22, 1878, and March 18 the committee was discharged from 
its further consideration. I desire to introduce a bill, for reference 
to the Committee on Pensions, with the additional proofs in the case, 
and for that purpose I move that this petition be taken from the files 
and recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. COKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. No. 942) amendatory of and rig Saget bea to the 
act entitled “ An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1871, and the several acts amendato: 
thereof and su n thereto; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be n 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal all that part of the act 
approved January 14, 1875, known as the resumption act, which au- 
thorized the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of United States 
bonds and redeem and cancel the greenback currency; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post- 
roads in the several States therein named; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. CONOVER, and Mr. MAT- 
THEWS submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them 
respectively to the bill (H. R. No. 4236) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, preservation, and completion of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purp ; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF STATEMENTS. 
On motion of Mr. PADDOCK, it was 


Ordered, That 300 copies of the statement of John Roach before the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads on the subject of ocean steamship service between 
the United States and Brazil be printed for the use of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. y 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
this day approved and signed the act (S. No. 1080) authorizing the 
issue of passports free to colored citizens going to Brazil. 


BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning 
business the Senate resumes the consideration of the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 35) to repeal the 


88 t law, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Marrnxws!] being entitled 
e floor. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. President, I think the Senate ought to 
ause deliberately before taking this final and irrevocable step. 
‘his measure and this subject are still within our control, and will 

remain so if the reference prevails, as long as the bill is under con- 
sideration in the committee and it is in a position in which it can be 
molded to meet the actual, the real, and the final view of the Sen- 
ate, whatever that may turn out to be; but if we now act we act 
once and for all, and the matter passes beyond our jurisdiction. 

It is idle and vain for Senators to say that a new bill can be intro- 
duced at any time and by any Senator, and can then be referred to 
the proper committee and considered by that committee and reported 
back for action. While according to parliamentary law that can be 
done, as a matter of fact we know that it cannot be done efficiently 
with any expectation of su and therefore will not be done at 
all. But as long as the matter stands before us in its present attitude 
it is forced upon our consideration and we are bound to come to some 
conclusion. Now while it is in that condition, while it is in debatable 
land, while we have not actually reached our final conclusion, cer- 
tainly is it not the part of ordinary prudence and wisdom in legis- 
lative matters not to formulate that conclusion in the shape of an 
irrevocable decision until we are clear and certain that that is a con- 
clusion from which we may not wish to recede? It is much easier 
while the subject is exciting the attention that has been aroused for 
the Jndiciary Committee to take hold of it, to consider it under the 
pressure of the feeling on the part of the Senate and of Con, and 
of the country that ee 18 and substantial and decisive 
ought to be done and accomplished, than it is to wipe out all legisla- 
tion on that subject and begin de novo, for with that much of the in- 
terest of the occasion ceases, and we have given ourselves up into 
that hopeless condition in regard to the possibility of successful legis- 
lation which of itself will defeat-all attempts at legislation. 

Now, Mr. President, I have confidence that if the Judiciary Com- 
mittee will take hold of this subject in that spirit and with that 
desire they will produce something which will be acceptable to the 
Senate and which will be better than the bankrupt law as it now 
is and far better than the absolute and unconditional repeal of it. 
I believe that the causes, the uncertainties, the indecisions which 
resulted in the disagreement of that committee and the present posture 
of the subject will have been removed by the discussion which has 
taken place, by the new developments of public sentiment, and by 
the expressed wish of the Senate that the Judiciary Committee shall 
bend their energies to the task of perfecting ins of repealing the 
law. If it is competent for Senators to express in clear and unmis- 
takable vo dry the various objections which they have to the pro- 
visions of that act, then it is competent for the Judiciary Committee 
to remove those objections by a change in the law, either by repeal- 
ing the volun provisions, leaving the rest of the statute to remain, 
5 substituting for them improvements which shall meet the diffi- 
culty. 

Let us therefore give the matter one more trial; let us make one 
more experiment. The subject is worth it. No more important ques- 
tion, none affecting the interests of the community from one end of 
country to the other irrespective of sections and classes, none lying 
more nearly at the foundation of the public weal exists or has been 
considered by the Senate than this very question of a proper and eff- 
cient bankrupt system. The country has tried to do without it, and 
it has been compelled periodically to return to itand return to it each 
time under circumstances of all others the most unfavorable for wise 
and judicious legislation; under the impulse and the pressure of great 
pe calamities and distress, and inspired either by feelings of de- 

iverance from the burden of debt and the inability of debtors over- 
whelmed by calamities which overcame the whole community or by 
the cries of creditors who were deprived by the multitudinous frauds 
of their debtors of their just dues. 

Now, when we still have the system and are experiencing its evil 
effects, let us not throw away the possible good which exists in order 
to remedy evils which are not remediable in that way, but which may 
be remedied in some other way. Let us not resort to amputation as 
long as there is a possibility of saving the limb. I know it is a maxim 
in some surgery always to cut, but the wisest is the remedial system 
which seeks to restore to soundness and to save. I believe it is im 
sible to believe otherwise than that the Judiciary Committee of this 
body, the select lawyers not only of the Senate but of the country, 
comprising the very highest order of talent and the most varied expe- 
rience and the widest learning, are able to take this subject up and 
to treat it in a scientific and a successful way, and I am not willing 
as a Senator, not a member of that committee, to confess for them 
their incapacity in this respect. On the contrary, I have more faith 
in them than they scem to have in themselves, believing it is only 
a want of self-confidence on their part that has compelled them to 
recoil from the e J to perform a task that I know is certainly 
within the compass of their powers. 

It is said, Mr. President, that the present bankrupt act is the hope- 
less resort and protection and refuge for all manner of fraud and vil- 
lainy, and that that is a reason why it ought to be hurried out of 
sight, to be instantaneously wi out of existence, to be blotted 
from the statute-book, because there are so many fraudulent debtors 
who are crowding into the courts seeking to obtain the benefit of its 
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provisions and discharge. No doubt that is largely so. No doubt 
there will be fraudulent debtors under any amended bankrupt sys- 
tem. I do not expect, I dare not hope, that any statute that we may 
pass can ever either prevent or sufficiently punish the frauds which 
arise from day to day between debtor and creditor. I look for the 
cure of that disorder as I do for the cure of other political and social 
disorders, to a medicine that is far deeper and less superficial than 
any legislation we are competent to consider or to pass. But it isno 
argument against this bankrupt act, it is no argument against any 
bankrupt act that it will not prevent, detect, remedy, or punish pos- 
sible frauds. Do the Senators who are urging the immediate repeal 
of this act flatter themselves with the idea that when it is repealed 
there will no longer be frauds committed by debtors against creditors ? 
Manifest as those frauds in my opinion have been and as often as 
the very provisions of the law have been made to cover a retreat for 
them, I nevertheless venture on the ier ans that the absolute and 
unconditional repeal of the act will be simply uncovering the box of 
Pandora, and instead of the frauds that can now be enumerated and 
carried on in the list of bankruptcies they will be so thick and so 
many that they will darken the air and you cannot count them. 

Will not the provisions of the State system of insolvencies be re- 
sorts of the same character? Will there not be confessions of judg- 
ment where there was no debt? Will there not be feigned mortgages 
to cover property from real creditors? Will there not be fraudulent 
conveyances made to hinder, delay, and defraud those whose debts 
are matured and whose claims have ripened into judgments? Will 
there not be every device, every resort, every strategem that the in- 
genuity of fraud always can invent and contrive as well under the 
numerous, various, and multiplied systems of insolvency, of assign- 
ment laws to which we are ches es and remitted by the N 
5 act, as under any bankrupt act which can or may be 
devi 

In addition to those frauds which will be common to every system, 
the repeal of this act will breed oppression of its own. What shall 
we have instead? I venture on another prediction. The result will 
be that the very rich creditors out of the number of creditors of a 
given debtor, who are able by threats or promises to make it appear 
to the failing or insolvent debtor that his interest lies in preferrin 
the strongest creditor, in every case of insolvency will be foun 
to have appropriated to themselves, to the exclusion of the general 
creditors, all that remains of the debtors estate. You will have 
unjust and inequitable preferences. You will have judgments con- 
fessed and mortgages given to secure preferred creditors, and that 
preference willeither be dictated by natural affection or by that which 
isin rer big stronger even than natural affection, the self-interest 
of the debtor and the fear of the creditor by attachment seizing the 
property in advance, by judgments voluntarily confessed, by collat- 
erals hypothecated, by mortgages given, by absolute deeds, transfers, 
and conveyances of every r EE The large firms, the A. T. Stew- 
art & Co., the H. B. Claflin & Co., and such immense establishments, 
will swallow up the rights and the interests of all other creditors of 
moderate and smaller means ; so that instead of avoiding the diffi- 
culty you are e and increasing it; you are not only 
legislating against the honest debtor but you are legislating in such 
a way as to present a temptation almost too great to be overcome to 
honest debtors to become dishonest in the sense which I have de- 
scribed by delivering up themselves and their estate to the custody 
and the care of one creditor out of many in order that they may 
have his protection. 

In the light of our experience, in the presence of the condition of 
the country, which certainly, more than in almost any other period 
of its history before, demands legislation of this sort, are we proving 
ourselves equal to our task and equal to our duty in surrendering, 
without an attempt rightly and wisely to exercise it, this great con- 
stitutional jurisdiction, this jurisdiction expressly conferred in order 
that we may, by the establishment of a uniform rule on the subject 
of bankruptcies, prevent the confusion, the disorder, the loss, the 
treachery, and the fraud which may be practiced through the instru- 
mentality of State systems of insolvent laws? Are we not yielding to 
an unreal and merely fancied necessity when the real and the urgent 
necessity ought to drive us in the opposite direction ? 

I do most solemnly and earnestly protest against the hasty action 
of the Senate in this regard. I do most earnestly and sincerely urge 
and appeal to Senators that we make another effort in order to estab- 
lish a wiser and better system than that under which we have been 
living, and not give it up altogether; for there is no reason urging 
us in that direction which does not amount to a declaration on our 
part that we abdicate now and forever, for all time to come, the 
exercise of this power given us by the foresight of the founders of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I believe that there ought to be a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy in this country. I believe the framers of 
the Constitution intended that there should be one. I think the 
present bankrupt law has been of immense service to very man 

le. I think it has been a general ; but while Iso think 
lieve the presen existing bankrupt laws ought to be entirely re- 
pealed. In listening to the discussion this morning one would sup- 
pose that the motion before the Senate was to reconsider the action 
of this body had a week or two since. 


for the repe: 


Mr. ALLISON. That is one motion before the Senate, to instruct 
the committee to report amendments to the present law. 

Mr. HILL. It does not seem to me that that discussion is exactly 
pooner. It is in order I admit, but the Senate by a vote of six to one 

ve expressed their desire to repeal the existing law. The House 
have concurred in that expression of desire by the Senate, by an 
overwhelming vote of three or four toone. Ithink in view of that 
large or prennon of desire both in the House and Senate to repeal 
absolute 7 the existing bankrupt laws, it is not to be expected that 
there will be a change of opinion upon the subject sufficient to pre- 
vent the repeal. 

The only proper question before the Senate is one very limited in 
its character, and that is whether the amendments proposed by the 
House are of such a character as to authorize the reference of this 
bill again to the Judiciary Committee. Although the discussion has 
gone into the whole field, I am not going to follow it except to assign 

riefly the reasons why I favor the repeal of the existing bankrupt 
laws while at the same time I favor the existence of a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptcy. 

The administration of the present law has been subjected to im- 
mense abuse. In my judgment a machinery has grown up in the 
administration of this law by which the estate of a debtor goes to 
some persons other than his creditors. In my country they rarely 
prove their debts. I think the majority of creditors never prove 
their debts in bankruptcy. They take it for granted when they re- 
ceive a notice in bankruptcy that they will get nothing; that if the 
debtor has anything to distribute it will be distributed among those 
who are authorized to take it before it can get to the creditors. As 
to what are the particular defects in the law under which these 
frauds can be committed, I shall not take up the time of the Senate 
to discuss, I simply state the fact that they exist. 

I believe after full consideration that I concur in mach that has 
been said by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. MatrHEews.] While I do 
believe that it would be a calamity to a t commercial country 
like this not to have a uniform system of bankruptcy, while I believe 
that such a system is almost a necessity, while I believe in a large 
measure that wrongs and oppressions may grow up if the existing 
lays are unconditionally repealed, still, in view of the frauds that 
exist, in view of the maladministration of the present laws, I believe 
it will be in accord with the desires of the country, both creditors and 
debtors, that the present system should be wiped out. I believe that 
to be the only. effectual remedy, and therefore I am prepared to vote 

Ido not think it is altogether right that gentlemen who are op- 
posed to the repeal, after the expression of opinion that has taken 
place in the Senate and the House, should resort to any measure to 
prevent the perfection of the bill now before us. 

I wish simply to add that I think the Judiciary Committee, in whose 
ability we all concur, immediately upon the repeal of this law ought 
to take into consideration the enactment of a bankrupt law more sim- 
ple in character, one less liable to fraud and corruption, one better 
adapted to carry out the real purpose of such a law and to afford the 
relief for which a system of bankruptcies is intended. 

On the immediate question before the Senate, of reference to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, my idea at first was that the bill ought 
not to be referred, because there is nothing in the amendments pro- 
posed by the House which requires a review by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. The Senator from New York [Mr. Comana aads a sug- 
gestion which I thought reasonable. I thought that his suggestion 
was correct and that the bill ought to go to the Judiciary Committee. 
I was then of the opinion, in which I seem to have been mistaken 
that the committee were almost unanimously in favor of the repeal 
of the bankrupt law. It seems that that is a mistake. I am assured 

in by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY,] a very 
able and distinguished member of that committee, that the amend- 
ment proposed by him will relieve the difficulties suggested by the 
Senator from New York completely, and that therefore there is no 
necessity really for the bill to go back to the committee. If thereis 
no necessity growing out of the amendments proposed by the House 
to refer the bill back to the committee, I do not think it is exactly 
proper to refer the bill for the p of reviewing the already ex- 
ressed desire of the Senate and of the House. I do not think that 
it is exactly proper to bring into the 8 the whole original sub- 
ject of the bankrupt law and its re If it be true that the amend- 
ment stated by the Senator from Michigan will relieve the difficulties 
suggested by the Senator from New York and perfect the bill, there 
is no necessity for referring it. If that is not so, let some Senator 
show that it is not so. If there is a necessity to refer the bill, we 
ought to refer it, because we should make no mistake. The saving 
clause should be complete to carry out the purpose of the two Houses. 
If there is no necessity for referring the bill, then we ought not to 
refer it. We ought to carry out what is the expressed will of the Sen- 
ate and of the House, who I take it for granted fairly represent the 
will of the people. 

I confess that I have had great trouble upon this subject. I believe 
that much said by gentlemen on the other side is worthy of weighty 
consideration. I have doubted myself very seriously the propriety 
of repealing this law absolutely ; but I do not believe we can get rid 
of its defective administration; I do not believe that we can effect- 
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ively get rid of the rings of office that have gathered around the ad- 
ministration of this law in the different States without wiping out 
the law entirely and beginning again ; therefore I have finally concla- 
ded that I shall vote for the repeal; and while I sincerely desire to 
carry out that puree I do not wish to refer the bill unless there is a 
reason for it. hen a distinguished and able member of the Judi- 
ciary Committee proposes an amendment before us simple in its char- 
acter to relieve the difficulty suggested by the Senator from New 
York, I really see no good reason why the bill should be referred. 

Mr. McDONALD. r. President, the reference of the amendments 
of the House at this time to the Judiciary Committee is unquestion- 
ably a decision on the part of the Senate that the bankrupt law is 
not to be repealed at the present session. The bill is one simply for 
the repeal of that law. It was referred at an early period in the ses- 
sion to the Judiciary Committee, and remained there for a consider- 
able time, during which time resolutions, petitions, and memorials 
were received by the Senate on this subject and referred to that com- 
mittee. The committee werein receipt of communications from vari- 
ous parts of the country in respect to the repeal of the law. It was 
determined by a majority of the committee at least that there was 
no practicable remedy in our hands except the repeal of the law. 
The bill was reported back with such a saving clause as we believed 
to be sufficient to save all pending cases involved. 

The repeal of a law is certainly no very difficult question to be 
grappled with. It involves simply the ascertainment of the law to 

repealed and the declaration that it is repealed, and then, if it is 
desirable to save any part of it so faras pending proceedings under 
it are concerned, a saving clause is all that is requisite, This meas- 
ure has such a saving clause. If there is any difficulty at all in regard 
to the saving clause, certainly it is very easy to insert language in it 
or to make suggestions in regard to it that will clear it of all ambi- 

uity. 

g It is not my purpose to discuss the general principles of a bankrupt 
act. The power to pass such a law resides only in the Congress of 
the United States. The States are inhibited from passing such acts; 
yet we all know that in times of ordinary prosperity our people are 
able to and do transact their business in a very satisfactory manner 
and settle their affairs under the various laws of the States relatin, 
to what are termed insolvent acts and voluntary assignments, pa 
other modes of adjustinent of that kind between an insolvent or fail- 
ing debtor and his creditors. It is only when we have such times as 
have been upon us since 1873 that our people look to a general bank- 
rupt act for relief, and then as such an act is drawn with reference 
to the surronndings at that time it is in its very nature and character 
unfitted to become a permanent law in regard to the principles of 
bankruptcy and assignments. That this law disclosed that kind of 
defects in the course of its prosecution is evidenced by the fact that 
Congress at every session since it was passed has been called upon to 
pass remedial acts for the p of perfecting it as far as possible, 
until it has reached a point where in the judgment of those who have 
given it the most careful consideration it is impossible to ingraft 
upon it such remedies as can make it a proper permanent law for 
this country. It is in that view precisely that the majority of the 
committee made the report upon this bill, and the Senate by a very 
large majority concurred in it. If the Senate has undergone a change 
upon the subject, if Senators do not think now as they did then, asa 
matter of course they can return the bill to the committee with such 
instructions and directions as they see proper to give, but in my judg- 
ment a vote of reference now is a defeat of the repeal of the act at 
this session, 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. President, I voted against the repeal of the 
bankrupt law, not because I like the law, not because I desire that 
it shall remain as it is on the statute-book, but because I thonght it 
possible that by voting down the bill before the Senate an amend- 
ment could be brought in of some kind which would give us a bank- 
rupt law that would better serve the interests of both debtor and 
creditor than the present law. I shall vote for the reference of the 
amendments of the House to the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
same hope that something may be done to give us a law which will 
satisfy the demands of the people on this subject. If I were called 
upon now to say whether we shonld have the present law or none, I 
should vote for a repeal, because I do not like the present law; but 
I do not think we are driven to that position at present. I will give 
my reason for this belief in a few words. 

Bankrupt laws are arent f passed to relieve the people after 
panics. The first to be relieved in such a case are the great body of 
merchants and traders and manufacturers around and near the great 
cities. After that, the effects are felt more in the interior, in the 
farming and other communities than in the cities. Such is the effect 

to-day. The large debtors have gone into bankruptcy or have been 
e into bankruptey and have made some kind of settlement with 
their creditors, but the smaller ones are still struggling in the coun- 
try, owing probably but a small amount, but yet 1 5 7 5 to them, and 
they are trying to get through. Ifyou repeal the law at the present 
time and throw it open so that “first come first served,” as the old 
saying is, more suits will be ct sh in my opinion, within the next 
six or twelve months than have been brought within the last three 
years, for the very reason that creditors will say now, “Nothing can 
prevent us; if wo sne first, we shall get our money.” But with the 
present or some similar law of the kind standing upon the statute- 


book, these men will stand back, knowing that if they bring snit 
they will be forced to take the same that others take, and therefore 
they will get no advantage by prompt or early suing. I am not a 


prophet and I do not want to prophesy unless for good; I do not 
want to prophesy for evil; but I ict that in the next six or 
twelve mon if the law is repealed, more suits will be brought and 
more small traders will be broken up, than, as I said before, have 
been brought in the last three years. Believing that, I think the 
committee ought to take the subject into consideration and try if 
possible to give us a law that shall protect alike as near as possible 
the debtor and the creditor. For that reason I shall vote to refer the 
amendments to the committee, with the hope that they may give us 
some improvement on the present law, so as not to allow a ben pric 
of the debtors to get out of the courts with merely the costs and fees, 
as at present, but one which, while it protects the debtor, shall at 
the same time look to the interests of the creditor. If I fail in that, 
then as a matter of course I shall take my chances for the other. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I were to obey the expression of the 
will of the people of my own State, or to act Wa with regard to the 
interest of the people of that State alone, I should vote forthe early 
repeal of the bankrupt law. We have in Massachusetts what will be 
revived by the repeal of the United States bankrupt law, an insolvent 
system which had been matured with great care, the product of longex- 
perience of a commercial and agricultural and manufacturing people, 
and which was, in my Judgment, as 2 and complete au insolvent 
system as the wit of humanity could devise. The only objection to it 
was that it did not afford a discharge to debtors from debts due to 
persons residing out of the State, and it did not afford a remedy to 
creditors dwelling in Massachusetts ae debtors residing in other 
States, when those State laws afforded no sufficient remedy for giving 
the creditor an equal share of all the debtor’s property in case of his 
insolvency; but still to balance those two evils was the completeness 
of the system as a State insolvent system and the fact that the insol- 
vent law was at every debtor’s door. The man who failed in some 
small contract, the carpenter who had taken a contract for building 
a block for $10,000 or $20,000 and had miscalculated, could very often 
have his entire estate administered at an expense of $75 or $100 by 
some neighbor, or some honest young lawyer, the whole distribution 
made in three months, the discharge effected, and substantially the 
eno estate without delay or without cost or tax divided among the 
© tors. i 

The experience of the United States bankrupt law has been very 
different. There was a very strong desire on the part of our people 
for a bankrupt law. All the lawyers who had been educated at the 
feet of Judge Story had learned from him to desire what was his 
favorite measure of public policy, a well-constructed United States 
bankrupt law. I believe Judge Story was the author substantially 
of the United States bankrupt law of 1841. But experience of the 
present law has changed that opinion. It has been clumsy, costly, 
tedious, and insufficient. The estates have gone very largely in costs, 
The trials of all disputed facts are at the seat of government, in Bos- 
ton, so that every witness, debtor, creditor, attorney, and assignee has 
to travel at every step half way across the State; and of course if in 
a little, compact State like Massachusetts that is true, it must be still 
more true in the large States of the West and South. 

Therefore, balancing the evils with the advantages, I should be pre- 
pared to vote for a repeal of this bankrupt law, unless there were 
promise of a very great sr ob ee in the mechanism which it pro- 
vides for the discharge of debts; but it seems to me that it is a very 
inopportune time to make this repeal. What is the result? Have 
Senators who voted the other day for the immediate repeal of this 
law reflected upon the condition in which the people of the United 
States will be left? Not only in future can there be no discharge of 
a debtor from any debt due to a citizen of a State where he does not 
reside, but, as I understand the old decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, there can be no discharge whatever under the opera- 
tion of any State insolvent law from a debt contracted prior to the 
enactment or to the revival. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Prior to the repeal of this act? 

Mr. HOAR. Prior to the enactment or to the revival of the State 
insolvent law or the State bankrupt law. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The State has no power over that. 

Mr. HOAR. In other words, if this repeal take effect next week 
or next month every existing debt contracted in this country is inca- 
pable of discharge except by payment in full or by the will of the 
creditor. To select forsuch an enactment as that the quarter coming 
at the end of a period of business depression and bankruptcy such 
as has existed in this country since the year 1873 is unwise. It is the 
quarter in which there have been a greater number of actual bank- 
ruptcies than have occurred, if I am not mistaken, at any time since 
the foundation of the Government, and in this statement I do not 
include persons who have hurried into bankruptcy in consequence of 
the intended repeal of this law. Unless I am-misinformed there has 
been a larger number of actual bankruptcies brought to pass in the 
ordinary course of business within the recent month through which 
we have just passed than in any other similar period since the foun- 
dation of the Government. Whatever desire I or my people may have 
to get rid of the ey and costly and tedious mechanism of the 
existing United States bankrupt law, I cannot bring myself at this 
time to vote for plunging every debtor throughout this entire coun- 
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try, in this time when our business future is so doubtful and hazard- 
ous, into this condition which I have described. 

“Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] has alluded to a point to which I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate; and that is, that the present repeal of the bankrupt 
act, although itrevives the insolvent systems of all the States, does not 
revive them as to any existing debt, or any existing credit, which, 
of course, is the corresponding attitude. The relations of every cred- 
itor and every debtor now existing, this act being repealed to-day, 
will continue to exist in spite of State laws. No debtor, therefore, 
can be discharged so that he can begin business again and aid in the 
general welfare and prosperity of the community, without being ex- 

d to an immediate suit at law by his creditor for his unpaid debt, 
owever perfect the State system, as in Massachusetts it is, may be 
as applied to the citizens of its own State, 

More than that, Mr. President, it operates in exactly the same way 
in respect of insolvency as tofuture debts, in effect ; for how is a debtor 
to have a just discharge in future insolvency and how is the creditor 
to have a ft proportion of that debtor’s estate, if at the same time 
there is left behind as to all these existing debtors this old incubus 
hanging upon them? Now, out of the business people of the United 
States, which I estimate at five million persons, probably one-eighth 
of all the population in the United States in some form or other are 
engaged in business transactions. Suppose it is only one-twentieth ; 
suppose you say one million even of the citizens of the United States— 
put it at its lowest—are engaged in business transactions to-day, upon 
their 8 success and 5 and honesty depend the pros- 
perity of the whole commonwealth. The moment you take out of the 
active forces of society the industry, the intelligence, and the busi- 
ness capacity of the great body of its commercial and business citizens, 
and hamper and embarrass them, that moment you have struck a 

reat blow at the prosperity of the Republic. Nobody can dispute 

at. s 2 

Now, then, in that view of a statement which I am sure everybody 
will agree to, those who wish for repeal and those who do not, let us 
calmly look the thing exactly in the face and see what we are going 
todo. Weare going to say as to every one of these debtors and these 
creditors now existing, You are remitted to the common law” that 
applies in all the States, or something like it, and that is “ first come 
first served ;” whoever sues and gets a judgment, and in some States, 
as in mine, whoever sues first and afterward gets a judgment takes 
the whole of the debtor’s estate, and excludes all the other creditors, 
when everybody knows that is unjust and wrong. But supposing it to 
be done, and the debtor is wound up, what is he going to do then; or 
take those who are not sued and are not wound up, who keep on for 
a little while, for a year if you please, with these old debts still unpaid, 
and then this continuance of trouble in this country not being dis- 
posed of, they are forced to settle with their creditors and wind up 
their business ; how are their new creditors to stand? Where are they 
to get the new credit upon which new creditors will lend? Because 
the new creditor sees“ if this man goes into a state of insolvency a 
ties hence, during this year the old creditor who cannot be touched 

y any repeal of the e law may take the very money and 
property that I advanced to this business man to hap him benefit the 
people, honest as he is, in carrying on his affairs, will be taken to pay 
the old debt.” The toil of many, the contributions of many are made 
the gain of a few. What becomes of the debtor's credit then, a man 
who under existing conditions, or under normal conditions without a 
bankrupt law, if you take future debts alone, the old ones being paid 
off, could get credit. The consequence will be, as I believe the neces- 
sary consequence in the present state of business in the country will 
be (however much we may dislike the expensiveness of these wipings- 
out by bankruptcy, however much we may dislike the fact that they 
pay so little and are discharged so often) to drive into a state of 
actual bankruptey—I am not now speaking of legal bankruptey— 
from the diminution of credit, the incapacity to borrow money and 
keep on, hundreds of thousands of business men of this country 
engaged in farming and manufacturing and mining and everything. 
Bad as is the law now in respect to these great expenses, bad as 
it-is now in respect to the fraudulent compositions as it is said, 
you will by its repeal drive into actual bankruptcy hundreds of 
thousands of people who, if yon keep the law bad as it is now, will 
go on and no expenses will have to be paid because they will not 
go into bankruptcy; the creditors will not force them into bank- 
ruptey for the reason that they see, as the opponents of the bank- 
rupt law say, that they will get nothing if they do, because all will 
be eaten up in expenses; and the voluntary man if he be honest 
and the great majority of business men are honest—will say “I 
will not fe into bankruptcy for the reason that so long as my cred- 
itors will keep their hands off, knowing that there will be equality if 
they come in and discharge the debt and they will not get anythin 
because of the expenses, I can struggle on and when the sunshine o 
prosperity comes I can pay every dollar that I owe.” Mr. President, 
when you spread debt through a hundred thousand or a million hands 
all over this great Republic, we ought to consider hi carefully what 
sort of effect we are going to produce in this time of distress by the 
step we are to take. 

lop d the repeal of this law in committee. I said nothing about 
it in the Senate for the same reason undoubtedly that the committee 


did not undertake amendments to rectify the evils that do exist; and 


that was the idea, real or mistaken, that the Senate through the in- 
fluence of a public opinion, not well founded in respect of the prin- 
ciple upon which it rested, but uneasy under abuses that they saw, 
had so impressed itself upon us that the law was going to be re- 
pealed anyhow, and that any labor of the committee in undertaking 
to rectify the evils and abuses which exist would be merely labor 
thrown away; and so this bill for repeal was reported against my 
vote and that of my honorable friend from Illinois [Mr. Davis] and 
perhaps one or two others; and so the minority of the committee 
must be excused from taking any responsibility in respect of the im- 
perfections that are supp to exist in the repealing act. 

So much, Mr. President, for the attitude of the general question, 
with this addition which I will here state, because I wish to be as 
brief as possible. It is said that it is generally acknowledged that 
there ought to be a bankrupt law for the reason that commerce and 
business know no State lines, that whatever may be said about State 
rights and State sovereignty (in all of which I agree as it is usually 
stated) in respect of business intercourse and the commercial relations 
of the people of this Republic there are no State lines; we are a 
nation and nothing else. There are no barriers that divide the State 
of Vermont from the State of New York; there are none that divide 
the State of Georgia from the State of South Carolina or any other of 
the States. We are one people. And yet, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] has pointed out, under the Constitution as it 
exists and has been expounded, there is no power in any one or in 
all the States acting as States to regulate the business transactions 
between their citizens and those of other States. They are utterly 
beyond the power of the States. Therefore any State system that 
may exist is necessarily founded apa a false principle, if the princi- 
ple of bankruptcy is correct at all, and is necessarily ineffectual in 
respect of the great publie objects of relieving an honest and indus- 
trious debtor who has met with misfortunes and enabling him to 
turn his industry and talent again to the benefit of the Republic in 
carrying on business. There is no power, I repeat, in any of the 
States to completely regulate those affairs. Therefore every State 
system must eee defective in principle and imperfect in its 
execution. Everybody agrees to that; and yet because the present 
law, the act of 1874, is found in certain respects to be excessive in 
respect of its expenses (and that is the fault of the judges of the 
Supreme Court, I will say, because they have the whole control of 
that by rules and regulations; they can diminish them by rules and 
regulations; or the law could do it now if we had a chance,) or 
because in respect of the relations between the debtor and his cred- 
itor in re to compositions, voluntary bankruptcy, discharges on 
the payment of certain percen it is found to be wrong, we are 
to wipe it all out. If we find that the customs laws are, as it is 
claimed, wrong, now, the argument would be just as strong to repeal 
the whole system of customs laws at once and begin again. The in- 
ternal-revenue laws are said to be wrong; we regulate them every 
year; they are oppressive here; they are tooindulgent there: there- 
fore wipe them all out, and wait until you can get anew law! That 
is not reasonable, Mr. President. 

The state of the present law in the defects to which I have referred, 
aside from the expensiveness of it and the distance that people are 
sometimes obliged to go under the present system to have their cases 
tried, arises from the very fact that in 1874 the Judiciary Committee 
of this body were impelled by the same wind—I do not mean wind 
in the sense that we talk about oratory—but by the same tide of a 
temporary public opinion reflected here, that the old bankrupt law 
was too favorable to the creditor, in order to save it, to go too far in 
the direction of favor to the debtor as it is claimed. It was in order 
to save the law at all that the distance to which we went in that 
direction was reached. Whether we went too far is another ques- 
tion; but we went that far in respect of the ease with which a per- 
son could get out who had been forced into involuntary bankruptcy 
and in other respects in regard to the number of creditors that must 
agree to a composition, &c., on the ground that it was useless to put 


it apon what we thought were the ep philosophical principles 
of the thing, for the reason that the Senate would not to it. 
That is not a good way to legislate, I admit, but we did it. we had 


not done it, the bankrupt law would have been ed three years 
ago, and would have been re-enacted two years ago in my opinion, 
beyond all question. So we stand. 

Now, Mr. ident, Iam glad that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON] has made this motion, because it will enable the Senate to 
determine, definitely and affirmatively and in advance, whether it is 
desirable to absolutely repeal the whole law. If they say it is, and 
disagree to his amendment instructing the committee to make 
inquiry into the methods of perfecting it, then one simple question 
will remain of providing the amendment proposed by the House and 
the other amendments necessary to make this er what every- 
body agrees it ought to be. Now what ought it to be? Everybody 

as to that, that it ought to preserve the present law for every 
existing purpose—crimes, penalties, assignments, suits—everything. 
The bill as it passed the Senate undoubtedly did not doit. The bill 
as it is amended by the House of Representatives is just as far off 
from doing it. If anybody will take this thing and run his eye over 
it, he will see that the amendments proposed by the House of Repre- 
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sentatives, as stated by the Senator from Michigan, only make what 
was perhaps doubtful and difficult before more doubtful, and more 
difficult, and more imperfect. Take the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Michigan in the place where he proposes to put it in 
and in my humble judgment, stated upon the spur of the moment 
and without time to discuss it privately and to think of nothing else, 
it will still leave it open in respect to questions that will arise as to 
criminal prosecutions, as to suits brought by assignees in respect of 
matters hereafter to occur, and as to suits under the old law even by 
eo to the greatest possible doubt as to whether those suits are 
saved. 

What, then, is the best thing to do in such a case? Thesimple thing 
would be to refer the matter to some committee. If the Senate has 
lost confidence in the Judiciary Committee, very well—it may very 
rightly perhaps, not particularly in respect to this matter, but in 
respect to all matters—then send it to some other committee to en- 
deavor by careful study, where there is nothing else to be done for an 
hour or two, to perfect the language in such a way as to cover all these 

ints. After the vote of the Senate that they wish to repeal this 

aw and do not wish to authorize the committee to consider whether 
it can be amended, no Senator need be in the least afraid that the 
Committee on the Judiciary or any other committee to which you 
may send this matter will not at once consider and hit the Honse 
amendments so as to report immediately. I should have no objec- 
tion, if it is the pleasure of the Senate to have this perfected by the 
Committee on the J ndina to act under an instruction that we 
shall report immediately, w ich means just as soon as the matter can 
be considered. No Senator need be afraid that his repeal is going to 
be swamped by the fact that it is sent to a committee, after the sense 
of the Senate is ascertained that they are for repeal, to perfect the 
necessary machinery for protecting all rights. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President this debate to-day has been very 
internog and instructive to me, but no more instructive than sur- 
prising. It is a debate waged chiefly to shed light upon the question 
whether the bankrupt law should continue or should be repealed. 
Had all these speeches been made the other day when this question 
was before the Senate, they would have been in order, and I cannot 
doubt they would have produced as much effect as they can possibly 

roduce to-day. I had supposed, I do now suppose, whatever may 
the cogency of the reasons on the other side, that the repeal, the 
immediate and total repeal of the bankrupt law is something decreed 
by the judgment, the expressed judgment of an overwelming ma- 
jority of both Houses and of each House. Ido not remember the 
vote exactly in the Senate the other day; the Senators around me 


may. 

Mr. THURMAN. Thirty-seven to six. 

Mr. CONKLING. Thirty-seven to six. On what day was that, 
will the Senator tell me? 

Mr. THURMAN. April 16, I think. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. There were three or four of us paired with 
gentlemen who were absent. 

Mr. CONKLING. Still that would preserve the proportion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. ree to nine. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the pairs been here, the vote would have 
been forty-one to ten. 

Mr. CONKLING. Forty-one to ten. That would have been four to 
one, and a fraction over; and that was on the 16th of this month. 

. EDMUNDS. The 15th. 

Mr. CONKLING. The 16th the Senator from Ohio says. Surely 
there is no newly discovered evidence, there is no new state of the 
case; on the contrary everything informs us that the majority which 
in the House and in the Senate said that this law should cease exists 
now. Therefore although, as I say, I have listened, for one, with 

reat pleasure and great instruction to the very cogent reasons which 
haya been 3 pro and con, I humbly conceive that the question 
zey before the Senate is not the question embraced by this wide 
ebate. 

Some time ago the bill which is the foundation of the proceeding to- 
day was introduced by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. MCCREERY. ] 
I am not going to say, in the face of what the House has done, that 
that bill as he drew it or introduced it designated properly the act 
to be repealed. I have a very clear judgment, however, as to what 
any intelligent court would have said on that topic had the House 
not amended the bill. However, the bill came to the Committee on 
the Judiciary ; and as one member of that committee I wish to dissent 
entirely from any allegation or admission that it is blamable in respect 
of this bill. The bill was referred to the committee, not to ascertain 
whether the Senator from Kentucky who drew the bill had cited the 
proper page in the book or not ; not to ascertain whether his reference 
was to the Statutes at Large and not to the Revised Statutes; but 
for a very different pu „ to ascertain whether the thing the bill 
undertook to do should be done or not. That was referred to the 
Judiciary Committee, and referred to a subcommittee; and I confess 
freely that it never occurred to me to take the bill and go to the vol- 
ume and verify the mere reference to the act. That is the thing 
which a copyist does when he copies a paper; two persons usually 
compare it; but when a bill is referred to a committee of this body, 
it is not for the purpose of seeing whether some error in copying has 
taken place, or whether gi misadventure an erroneous pago or title 
has been referred to. I admit that that ought to be included, but I 


ss 8 —— that was not the object of this reference or the thing 
e 

After a great deal of consideration it was determined by the commit- 
tee, virtually without any recommendation at all pro or con, because 
there never was an affirmative report mađe on this subject, that it was 
appropriate, respectful, and deferential to the Senate and to the occa- 
sion for the Judiciary Committee to come back with the facts stated 
and without recommendation leave the Senate $o pass upon it. Soit 
did; and the Senate by a great majority decla: for a repeal and 
declared it in the terms employed by the draughtsman of the original 
bill. The honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY, ] 
who, unlike some other members of the committee, had no hesitation 
in his judgment adverse to the law, had confided to him the duty of 
making the report, and confided to him also, at the suggestion of the 
committee, the duty of reporting a saving clause, which I may say, 
for one, was never read in my hearing until it was read in the Senate. 
That was adopted by the Senate. 

The House of Representatives came to the conclusion that the Re- 
vised Statutes should have been referred to, and not the Statutes at 
Large; and therefore, for abundant caution, or for industry, as law- 
yers would say, they changed that phrase, and then they undertook 
to analyze and icularize in respect of the saving clause, and they 
so made it that lawyers in the Senate and beyond the Senate believed 
that that clause as presented to us now perfected in alaw would 
leave unsaved some of the most conspicuously meritorious of existing 
rights; and therefore the Senator from Michigan offers an amend- 
ment to cure that supposed defect; and the question which seemed to 
me the only question practically before the Senate was and is whether 
we had better now, in the face of these alleged oversights, attempt 
in open Senate, hap-hazard, on an unprin amendment, to do all 
that need be done, or whether we had better employ the services of 
some one of the committees of the Senate to insure us against future 
error. That being the question, I cannot understand, any more than 
the honorable Senator from Georgia [Mr. HILL] was able to under- 
stand, why any time practically should be spent over such a question. 
Had it been referred as a matter of course to the Committee on the 
Judiciary in the face of what had occurred, a speedy report would 
have come back. Had any delay been attempted, certainly a majority 
of four to one could enforce that rule of the Senate which suggests 
that a committee may at any time be discharged from a measure, and 
it may be brought back. Therefore, there was not the ghost of a 
danger of the repeal of this law being postponed; there is not now ; 
and there is not, that I can see, the slightest objection practically to 
our doing what we do with all important bills, and that is subject it 
to this 3 

My honorable friend from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON, I during a moment 
when I was diverted—I did not hear his resolution read proposed, 
as I understand, instructions directing the committee to revise the 
bankrupt act. The honorable Senator is sending for the doctor after 
the man is dead. There is nothing except death and quarter-day that 
I can think of more certain than the absolute repeal of the bankrupt 
law, and that presently; and the only question to which it is worth 
while for him and me to address ourselves is what concerns the ap- 
propriate and effectual mode of doing that and doing nothing else. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not dead yet. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, it is not dead yet, but its 
death is decreed beyond all perad yontura, Now, for my own part, I 
do not care whether this bill goes to a committee or not except on 
the general account. I do not believe that the amendment which I 
bave heard read hastily, to be proposed by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan, is the amendment that he himself would prefer or 
approve if he had the opportunity thoroughly to revise this matter 
— to listen to the various conflicting suggestions which arise in the 
consideration of a committee; and therefore I say that I think the 
bill should be referred. 

I will only add, Mr. President, in answer to a remark which I think 
fell from the honorable Senator from Massachusetts—who sits in front 
of me [Mr. Hoar] that my own vote upon the bankrupt law was 
and is guided, not by my own judgment alone, nor by my estimate of 
such considerations as the Senator (very. appropriately, as I thought) 
suggested; but it is influenced chiefly by the fact that the Legisla- 
lature of the State whose vote in part Iam permitted to cast here, 
has with great emphasis of numbers and of phrase instructed me to 
vote for the repeal of the bankrupt law; and thus instructed I do not 
feel at liberty on a question of this sort to set up my judgment, had 
I a judgment in conflict with that. So much I conclude without go- 
ing into the general differences which prevail as to the extent of the 
legitimate doctrine of instruction. I think upon a question of this 
sort, applying the rule to myself, I am not at liberty to speculate 

m what would be wise, or to do anything except give the vote 
which seems to be expected of me; and therefore, in favoring the 
motion to refer, I have no p of any sort either to delay or defeat 
the action of the Senate, but simply to take the readiest and speediest 
mode of arriving surely at the result which the Senate desire. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have in my hand a statement by a 
register in bankruptey which I shall have read at the Clerk’s desk 
for the pu: of illustrating, as I think, the necessity for immediate 
action on this question, and for the p of accounting to some 
extent for the number of bankruptcies which have been spoken of 


as occurring recently, and for the purpose of bringing to the front 
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besides a small and very worthy class of people who feel very great 
interest in the repeal of the bankrupt act: the registers in bank- 
ruptey. I ask the Secretary to read the circular. 

r. MCMILLAN. May I ask the Senator whether that is a news- 
paper or a printed circular? y 

Mr. PLUMB. It is from a newspaper; but the name of the register 
is signed to it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Editor of The Tribune: 

MORRISON, ILL., April 25.—I inclose a card which has been sent to every busi- 
ness man in this city. The merchants here are unanimously indignant that a 
United States official should recommend and send all over the country circulars 
making robbery easy and safe at the expense of all honest men, and would like to 
have the matter shown up in the strongest light. 

HARDWARE. 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES REGISTER IN BANKRUPTCY, 
Freeport, IU., April 22, 1878. 
DEAR Sm: Within the next few days the bankrupt law will, no doubt, be re- 
led. The bill repealing it has passed the United States Senate and has gone 
the House, where it is almost certain to be without debate. On the ap- 
proval by the President of that bill, the law will then stand repealed. 

The repeal of this law may deprive many possu of the 5 of avail- 
ing themselves of its benefits who desire to do so, To such, if any there be, it is 
the pi of this card to say that, if their petitions are filed in the United States 
court of Chicago before the repeal takes effect, such re cannot prevent their 
going 4 bankruptcy. All persons who have got their petitions on file will 

safe, and the re will in no wise affect them. 

A person can go through and get a discharge whose assets amount to 30 
cent. of his debts; or, if he can get one-quarter of his creditors holdin 


one- 
in amount of his debts to consent to it, he can get such discharge without any 
assets whatever; he pays only the costs of the proceeding. * * I have never 


eee bankrupt has tried to get the consent and failed to do so. 
his feature of the bankrupt law makes it just about as easy to now go through, 
on payment of costs only, as it was when the law was first enacted and discharges 

were allowed on payment of only the costs. 
The costs are dependent on the number of creditors, and are usually, in vol- 
somewhere about $100 to $125. A deposit is required, on tiling the 


untary cases, 
tition, of $75 and the marshal’s fees. 
P partic titions and sched- 


Parties can come to my office, at Freeport, to swear to their 
e eee ‘or that purpose, or swear to them before a United States 
com ner, as may be most convenient. 

Within the last few days there has been eye a rush of filing petitions, in antici- 
pation of the repeal, and it behooves those interested to act promptly. So far as is 

ible the public, in my district, is herewith notified of the situation, and parties 
terested govern themselves accordingly. 
J. A. CRAIN, Register. 


Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the motion of the Senator from Iowa 


nar be read. 
he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That said bill and amendments be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
with instructions to report such amendments as will relieve the existing law o 
the defects which experience has disclosed. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to strike out all after the words “Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary,” that part which gives instructions and 
insert: 

And that said committee report the same, with such amendments as it may pro- 
pose, to the Senate to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let me suggest to my honorable friend from 
Ohio to say “day after to-morrow,” because he may remember that 
there is a special meeting to-morrow for another purpose. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, I will say day after to-morrow. Mr. Presi- 
dent, if the motion of the Senator from Iowa—— 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to have the amendment of the Senator 
Be Ohio read from the Clerk’s desk before the Senator addresses the 

nate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
amend the instructions in the manner which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“ Judiciary ” and insert: 

And that said committes report the same, with such amendments as they may 
propose, to the Senate the day after to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, a vote in favor of the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa to send the bill to the Judiciary Committee 
with instructions to amend the law as is contemplated in that mo- 
tion is a vote not to repeal the bankrupt law. It would be an in- 
struction of the Senate to the Judiciary Committee to attempt what 
that committee attempted four years ago; that is; to so amend the 
bankrupt law as to preserve it; and, consequently, the motion is 
directly adverse to the bill which is now under consideration. The 
bill proposes to repeal the law; the instruction of the Senator from 
Iowa proposes to preserve it with amendments. I cannot vote for 
the instruction. I cannot do so because I believe that the people of 
Ohio are almost unanimously in favor of a repeal of the law. 

I cannot do so for another reason. Four years ago, nearly five, we 
were flooded with petitions to repeal the bankrupt law. Those peti- 
tions did not come from the class of persons that it is 3 are 
adverse to a repeal to-day. The Senator from Massachusetts on my 
right and nearest to me [Mr. Dawes] spoke of the bankrupt law as 
if it were particularly in the interest of the debtor and its preserva- 
tion necessary for him. Now, sir, in December, 1873, when the House 
pened a bill to repeal the law, when we were flooded with petitions 

or its repeal, almost all of them came from the debtors. The cred- 
itors did not ask for the repeal. The debtors asked for it; and why 
did they ask for it? “ Because,” they said, “this bankrapt law 
makes it impossible for us to make arrangements by which we can 


carry on our business; we cannot borrow money and give security 


that this bankrupt law may not set aside; we cannot sell 8 to 
raise money to carry on business, because the sale may be vacated 
within four months under the o tion of this bankrupt law; we 
cannot make any composition with our creditors who would be dis- 

to make compositions with us and to aid usin our business and 
enable us to go on, because of this bankrupt law that sets all of 
them aside; and therefore, although nine-tenths of our creditors 
may be in favor of such composition or such an arrangement with 
them as will enable us to continue our business and get out of our 
difficulties, there may be a tenth creditor who insists on levyin 
black mail on us in order that his assent may be obtained.” An 
thus, sir,it was that the petitions that came here were generally from 
the debtors who said “this law stands in the way of our making 
such arrangements with our creditors as will enable us to continue 
our business.” 

And I say now that in respect to a large number of debtors, men 
who do not want to go into bankruptcy, men who do not want to be- 
come voluntary bankrupts, but who want to make such arrangements 
as will enable them to c on their business—in respect of all that 
class of men their cry is still the same; they do not want the law to 
stand, because it interferes with those arrangements which would be 
necessary to carry on their business. The cry, then, for the repeal of 
the bankrupt law heretofore, since 1873, has been more on behalf of 
the debtors than on behalf of the creditors. I do not deny that there 
is a large number of debtors who want the law to remain, many of 
them very meritorious men, and some of them not so meritorious, and I 
do not deny that their wishes ought to be taken into consideration, 
that their necessities ought to be taken into consideration; nor have 
Iany doubt whatever that if we repeal this law, whenever the country 
becomes deeply indebted again, whenever such a crisis takes place as 
took place in 1873 or before that in 1837, there will be just as much 
or more clamor for a bankrupt law as there is now for its repeal. 

For, Mr. President, ever since the discovery made in 1841, that it 
was competent for Congress to pass what is called a voluntary bank- 
rupt law—a thing never heard of before in any country, that I am 
aware of—that it was competent for a to pass a bankrupt law 
and allow not only traders, but everybody of his own mere motion, 
on the surrender of his effects, to be relieved from the payment of 
his debts—ever since that I have never had any doubt that whenever 
the country became deeply indebted, or when a large body of the 
people of the country became deeply indebted, their T0 to Con- 
gress would produce the enactment of a bankrupt lawof that character: 
and I have come to the conclusion that the legislation of this country 
in the future on this subject will somewhat bring us to the idea of the 
Hebrew jubilee, the fiftieth year, when the debtors went free. We will 
not wait fifty years forthat; only about fifteen or twenty years. Repeal 
this law now, and there are men in this Senate young enough to see 
another bankrupt law enacted and the debtors go free, that is, to have 
another year of jubilee, and when it shall have achieved its task, it 
will be repealed, and some fifteen or twenty years after that another 
year of jubilee will be ordained. But so far as the present feelings 
of the country are concerned, so far as the present opinion of the 
American people is concerned, it does seem to me, and I do not think 
I can be mistaken about it—I think the vote in this Senate and the 
vote in the House of Representatives show it—the present opinion of 
we 3 is adverse to the continuance of this law upon the statute- 


Mr. President, I said that in 1873 we had many appeals to us to re- 
peal this law, and a bill actually passed the House for that purpose, 
and another one passed the House since that, and each time by large 
majorities. Now, I think it is pretty safe to say that the House of 
Representatives, so close to the people, understands the wishes of the 
people posty well, and would not from time to time send us bills 
passed by immense majorities to repeal this law if that was not the 
sentiment of the country. I think it is also pretty certain that the 
Senate would not have voted as it did to re the law if Senators 
had not convinced themselves of the opinion of the country in re- 
spect to it. 

Now let me say to those who think it such an easy thing for the 
Judiciary Committee to frame a bankrupt law which will satisfy 
everybody, that if they will try to perform that task themselves they 
will find they never entered upon a more difficult undertaking. I 
can say for myself, I can say for the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, I can say for another member of that committee, who was on 
the subcommittee which considered the subject then, and who re- 
ported it to the whole committee, and who bestowed two months of 
as diligent work as men ever performed in trying to so amend the 
bankrupt law as to preserve it and to make it more beneficial and 
less harmful, I can say that no men ever did work harder than they 
did; and if the law which now is on the statute-book, and which is 
the bill as they amended it and reported it to the Senate, and which 
passed without the avy Oe an i or the crossing of a t, I believe, 
through this body and the House of Representatives, is as res 
and bad as it has been described to be, I, for one, wish to say that 
am wholly incompetent to perform that task which the Senator from 
Iowa proposes to impose upon us. 

I shall never undertake again to amend this law and make it satis- 
factory either to the Senate or the House or the people. I would 
rather try to make a new one. Why, sir, take one provision in the 
amendment that we reported, one great amendment that we reported, 
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that of providing for a composition with the creditors, and which we 
borrowed from a recent British statute and which came ably com- 
mended to us. This very day on this floor a Senator told me that 
that was what made the law so obnoxious, that that was utterly in- 
defensible, and yet I could show him in the committee-room letter 
after letter from lawyer after lawyer and judge after judge to the 
effect that that is the very best feature in the law. So the profession 
differ, some of them thinking as the Senator who spoke to me thinks, 
that that provision was jest as bad as it could be and that it ought 
to be stricken out of the law; others that that is the very best provis- 
ion in the law. 

But, sir, that is only one out of many thin The great objection 
to this law that is usually urged is that nothing comes out of it to 
the creditor; he gets absolutely nothing; it is all eaten up in costs 
and expenses and he gets nothing. That is the great objection that is 
usually made to the law. 

There is an objection that is not publicly uttered. It may exist in 
the mind; it is no doubt in the minds of many of the creditor class 
who are endeavoring to exact the last penny; and that is the volun- 
tary feature of the law. These men do not want a voluntary bank- 
rupt law at all: they want a real bankrupt law such as was known 
to this country before the act of 1841, when we had no bankrupt law 
but such as was known in England and on the continent of Europe. 
That is what they want; a law wholly in the interest of the creditor ; 
but our bankrupt laws now and since the act of 1841 are almost 
wholly in the interest of the debtor, as is supposed by many. 

Why, Mr. President, it would have very much surprised an English- 
man or a subject of one of the continental powers of Europe, unac- 

uainted with our laws, to have heard what has been said on this 
dene to-day in respect to a bankrupt law—to hear a bankrupt law 
spoken of as one of the beatitudes of the debtors of the country. 
Why, there is no such thing as a voluntary bankrupt law except in 
the United States, so far as I know or ever heard. the bankrupt 
laws in Europe, so far as I know or have heard, are laws for the cred- 
itor to compel the debtor into a bankrupt court, and not for the debtor 
to go voluntarily into bankruptcy and obtain a dise from his 
obligations. So severe are those laws that the old maxim in Italy, 
where bankrupt laws originated, when Venice and Genoa were the 
great commercial cities of the world, was that every failure of a mer- 
chant to pay his debts was to be esteemed fraudulent until the con- 
trary was proved. 

Every trader unable to pay his debts and who came within the 
scope of the law was deemed to be a fraudulent debtor, a fraudu- 
lent bankrupt until the contrary was proved. The burden lay on 
him to show that it was misfortune and not fraud that made him a 
bankrupt. The thing was expressed in a single sentence of the 
bankrupt law of that day, in the Latin language in which it was 
written, “ decoctus semper dolosus praesumitur in judicio civili, donec con- 
trarium probetur.” The failing man was always deemed to be fraud- 
ulent in the court until it was proved to the contrary, and pains and 
penalties followed that presumption and his being dec a bank- 
rupt, not to say anything of the criminal punishment to which he 
was subjected. The moment he became a bankrupt he was almost 
civilly dead, he could receive no attorneyship or mandatum as it was 
called, no agency; he could do little or no business whatsoever. That 
also was expressed in another short sentence, which I need not trou- 
ble the Senate to hunt up. That was the kind of bankrupt law the 
had and that is the kind of bankrupt law that existed in England. 
Now undoubtedly it has been greatly modified on the continent of 
Europe and in England. It is by no manner of means as severe as 
it once was; but when I hear Senators speak about a bankrupt law 
being in the interest of the debtor, I cannot help thinking that they 
never read what bankrupt laws are on the continent of Europe or in 
Great Britain whence we derive the idea of a bankrupt law. 

A bankrupt law is the very last thing that a debtor on the conti- 
nent of Europe or a debtor of Great Britain desires to exist. But I 
grant you that such a bankrupt law as ours of 1841, which was a 
voluntary bankrupt law as we call it, and the voluntary part of the 
bankrupt law now in existence are things that a multitude of debt- 
ors may desire. That is very true, and I do not say that there may 
not be times when it is necessary that we should have such laws. 
I think that there have been and may be. I do not deny that there 
may be times of such great distress and calamity that we ought, like 
the ancient Jews, to repeat what I once before said, to have a year 
oo jubilee and let the honest debtor go free upon a surrender of his 
effects. 

My impression is that the general idea now in this conte of men 
who have reflected on this subject, is that it is better from time 
to time to pass such a law on account of the peculiar circumstances 
of the times, and when better times come to re it, than it is to 
attempt to xep it on the statute-book all the time. I confess I do 
not very much like that idea. My friend from Delaware [Mr. BAY- 
ARD] suggests that it never was intended to be a permanent lawin this 
country. Whatever may be considered upon that subject, whether 
it is advisable to make a permanent law or try to make a permanent 
law or not, of one thing I feel very well satisfied, that the people 
are now determined that this law shall be torn up root and branch, 
and then if you can find anybody who can make a good law that will 
stand forever or for a long while, let him try his hand at it. 

It is in deference, therefore, to what I believe to be the wishes of 


my constituents and to what I believe to be the general popular sen- 


timent of the country, that I wish to repeal this law. I believe, how- 
ever, that I may live long enough if the law shall be repealed, as it 
poko will be, to find just as much clamor here for a new bankrupt 

w as there is now for the repeal of this one—that is, when times 
shall be such that the debtors will be sufficiently strong and suffi- 
ciently numerous to demand the enactment of such a law. 

Mr. President, there is one objection that occurred to me at first 
about referring this bill back to the Judiciary Committee; and that 
is, that if it were referred back and they should frame amendments to 
it, (that is to the repealing bill,) as they no doubt would—for the bill 
is to some extent inartificial for the reasons stated by the Senator 
from New York—it would necessitate the bill going back to the House. 
But I think that the Senator from Michigan has demonstrated that 
the amendment made by the House compels us to make other amend- 
ments, for, otherwise, the presumption might arise that from the 
enumeration of cases put by the House the cases not enumerated were 
excluded from the saving clause in the bill. Therefore, the amend- 
ment made by the House makes it necessary that there should be the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan or some similar amendment, 
and, that being the case, as the bill will have to go back to the House 
anyhow, if the Senate should take this view of the subject and should 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from Michigan or any similar 
amendment, I feel indifferent whether we attempt to amend the bill 
here in the Senate, or whether we send it to the Judiciary Committee 
with instructions to report it back day after to-morrow, which the 
committee can very well do. 

There would be one advantage in sending it to the committee, and 
that would be this: if sent to the committee and it should be the sense 
of the Senate that the bill onght not to take effect instanter but ought 
to take effect at some future day, ninety days or six months hence, 
they could report such an amendment as that, which perhaps it would 
not be competent to do now. Ido not know whether it would be 
competent to do that now or not, but certainly the committee could 
report it back with such an amendment, because they might almost 
reform the bill. I feel, therefore, somewhat indifferent whether the 
bill is referred to the committee or not, provided the committee is in- 
structed, as I propose to instruct it, to report the bill back day after 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio has 
relieved me of much of what I wished to say upon this matter. It has 
been asserted here that a permanent bankrupt law is a necessity toa 
commercial nation. In reply to that I will say that it is somewhat 
singular that the American people never discovered that fact. For 
more than seven-eighths of the time since the institution of this Gov- 
ernment we have had none. There is one other fact which I assert, 
2 least it is my deliberate opinion,) that on looking back over the 

istory of this country, the most prosperous periods in business mat- 
ters in all commercial relations have been those periods when we had 
no bankrupt law. 

Mr. HOAR. And your family is always most healthy at the time 
when you do not send for the doctor. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Possibly. 

Upon the point of referring this bill back to the Committee on the 
Judiciary I wish to note one remarkable fact, that every Senator 
who has taken grounds in favor of that reference, with the single 
exceptions of the Senator from New York [Mr. CONKLING] and the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN, ] have done so on the ground that 
they were opposed to the repeal, and were in fayor of an attempt to 
perfect the present law by amendment. If the bill is sent back to 
that committee or any other committee of the body for that purpose, 
it is equivalent to saying at all events that nothing will be passed 
at this session upon this subject. That at least is my deliberate 
opinion. This bill was before the Judiciary Committee from October 
until the time when it was reported here, and while some of the 
committee were in favor of an immediate repeal the majority of the 
committee were then in favor of attempting to amend the act so as 
to render it acceptable to the public. Various sn tions were made 
from various quarters as to what amendments ought to be made; but 
it so turned out that what one suggested as an improvement another 
complained of as the greatest evil, and there was no unanimity, no 
concert, no ement upon . Then to go to work at this 
late period of the session with any idea of reforming the bankrupt 
act is totally preposterous, if it be referred with the intention or with 
the expectation that anything will be done at this session. There- 
fore it may just as well be understood that all Senators who vote for 
a reference with any purpose of that kind vote with the intention 
of preventing the re of the act. 

e for myself I am quite willing and in fact individually would 
prefer that the bill should be referred back to the committee with 
instructions to report day after to-morrow, according to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN, ] yet I am not at all 
sure that it would not be better to take the question broadly upon 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
and test the Senate upon that question. But upon that point I am 
ready to take the advice of those who are in favor of the ee of 
this law, as I am. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio whether we 
had not as well take the vote upon the motion of the Senator from 
Iowa which would decide the whole question at once as to take it upon 
his amendment. I understand that some friends of the repeal here 
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are opposed to having the bill referred at all; but I leave that to the 
judgment of the Senator from Ohio. 

r. THURMAN. I think that the vote had better be taken on my 
amendment that the committee shall report the bill back day after 
to-morrow, which I offer as an amendment in the nature of an instruc- 
tion. If the vote is in favor of my amendment, that does away with 
all instructions to the committee, and then those who are opposed to 
any reference at all may vote down the motion to refer as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Those who wish to leave it entirely uncertain 
can do that. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, a measure of this importance should 
at least pass in proper shape. It is evident from what has occurred 
here in debate that the form of this measure of repeal is at present 
defective. It will not do to allow interests so grave as depend upon 
the proper wording of a law of this character to stand in doubt. I 
do not think I was here when the measure of repeal was passed. 
Had I been here, I should have voted in favor of it. I am desirous 
now that the present bankrupt law should cease to exist. At the 
same time deliberation should accompany all measures of such im- 

rtance. Therefore I shall vote for the proposition of the Senator 

rom Ohio for the reference of the bill, with the understanding that 
it shall be reported back to the Senate for its action in the course of 
two days. I think it will effectuate the objects of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky and those who cy BE with him in desiring a 
prompt repeal of the bankrupt law to have a reference which shall 
secure the repeal in proper form. For that reason I trust those who 
desire the re of this law, or even those who may not but may 
favor some short prolongation of its existence, will that the 
bill shall now go to the Committee on the Judiciary for the purpose 
of reformation in form at least. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to say a word to the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. THURMAN] with reference to hisamendment. As I understand 
the position of the question, the first motion was to refer the bill 
with the amendments of the House to the Judiciary Committee. To 
that I offered an amendment to the effect that the committee be in- 
structed to prepare amendments to remedy the defects of the exist- 
ing law. I offered that amendment for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate apr whether or not it is the judgment of the 
Senate that the law should be repealed. The purpose in view can as 
well be ascertained, and much better, by the amendment proposed by 
myself than by that proposed by the Senator from Ohio, because 
even under his amendment as proposed the Judiciary Committee, if 
they see proper, can bring in amendments to perpetuate this law in- 
stead of amendments to abolish it. 


Although there was a light vote on the passage of this bill some 


days ago, yet it must be remembered that only a small majority of 
the Senate was in the Chamber when the bill I believe the 
total vote was 40 to 8, but little over a majority of the Senate. It 
was taken as a foregone conclusion that the judgment of the Senate 
was in favor of repeal. The gentlemen who argued in opposition to 
repeal stated that the subject had been held for months in the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, because they were awaiting what appeared 
to be the judgment of the Senate upon the question whether a repeal 
should take place or whether amendments should be attempted. I 
think, with all due respect to Senators, that there has been some 
change in public sentiment since the action of the Senate was taken 
two weeks ago. I think there has been a reflection of public sentiment 
against the unconditional repeal of the law, and 1 think that senti- 
ment is strengthened from the fact that it is the belief of many of the 
people in this country that a bankrupt law is necessary and essential, 
even at this time, in order to protect debtors against creditors when 
we are passing through what is regarded by many as-a crisis in our 
fate. It is proposed to absolutely repeal this law when we are on 
the verge, as has been often prophesied in this Chamber and else- 
where, of a condition of general bankruptcy. Then it is said we must 
repeal this law in order that this bankruptcy may be made absolute 
and certain, becanse that will be the effect of a repeal. It will place 
the debtors of this country under the absolute control of the cred- 
itors. No State insolvent law will protect them as to existing debts 
or as to future debts to some extent, as was so well stated by the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary. Now, eight 
months before the time for specie resumption, on the Ist of Janu 
next, at the most critical period in the history of our country wit 
reference to credits, it is proposed to add to our difficulties by placing 
every debtor in the United States under the absolute dominion of the 
creditor class, 

Is it fair at this time to rush through with the hot haste of a two 
days’ consideration in the Judiciary Committee a proposition of this 
character? Why is it that Senators who are in favor of repeal are 
so anxious to preserve absolutely everything in the law as it affects 
existing bankrupts? If this law is so obnoxious and so detrimental 
to the public interest, why is this? The bill passed the Senate and 
went to the House. The House modified the bill for what purpose? 
For the purpose of preserving the rights of existing bankrupts. The 
bill comes back here, and now it is again considered for that pur- 
pose. A week, or two weeks, or a month even, of the best considera- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee to see whether or not it is possible 
to amend the law so as to make it acceptable to the business commu- 
nity, we are told, is not practicable. If such consideration by the 
committee is not possible, then we can vote for its absolute repeal. 
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Are we willing to confess that it is not within the power of the Senate 
to put upon the statute-book a bankrupt law acceptable to the peo- 
ple of thiscountry? I believe chlo Jame mae who has spoken in favor 
of repeal has said that a bankrupt law in a country like ours is nec- 
essary; and yet we propose now to absolutely repeal this law and then 
start anew again. 

Mr. President, it seems to me—and to say this was my only p 
in rising—that we can better test the sense of the Senate by a direct 
vote upon the amendment which I propose, and all I desire is to test 
the Senate upon the question. 

Mr. THURMAN. I was out of the Senate when the motion to refer 
to the committee was made, and I was under a misapprehension as to 
who made that motion. I thought the motion was made by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to refer with instructions and that 
it was one entire motion. I find now that the motion to refer was 
made by the Senator from North Carolina on my left [Mr. MERRI- 
MON] and that the Senator from Iowa moved to amend by adding 
instructions. That necessitates perhaps a little change in the motion 
which I made to amend the motion of the Senator from Iowa; and I 
shall put it in such form that there may be no difficulty aboutit. I 
move to strike out all after the word “ report,” in the amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa, and to insert, „the same, with such amend- 
ments as they may propose, to the Senate on Thursday next;” so as 
to read: 

With instructions to report the same, with such amendments as they ma; 
pose, tothe Seante on Thursday next. 5 Sa Sob 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON. ] 

Mr. BECK. TI ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were orde 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, I can say all I have to say in a 
single sentence. In my opinion the fate of the bill depends upon 
2 down these motions. The Committee on the Judiciary had 
this bill before it for six months, All that it reported is now before 
the Senate, and we can amend if as well to-day as the committee can 
amend it day after to-morrow or any other day. The whole object 
of reference to that committee is postponement, and the friends of 
ee a better vote down these propositions if they wish to save 
the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky that the fate of this bill depends upon the action the Senate 
may take to-day, for it is very evident that all who are opposed to 
the repeal of the bankrupt law advocate a reference of the bill to 
the Judiciary Committee. If it goes to the committee, in my opin- 
jon, as the Senator from Kentucky says, it will decide the fate of the 
bill, for that will be the end of it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, after what has been stated in debate 
here, I should be very sorry to refuse my vote in favor of the refer- 
ence of this bill. I think it ought to be referred for the g of 
having the reformatory legislation which is desired and which is 
advocated in perfectly faith, made efficient. Believing that the 
Judiciary Committee, those members who have spoken from it, intend 
to act in perfectly good faith for the abolition of the bankrupt law, 
I shall vote to place the bill in their hands that they anf report it 
back for the purpose of having the law abolished eftectually. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I shall vote for a reference for pre- 
cisely opposite reasons from those mentioned by the Senator from 
Delaware. I hope that the committee may suggest amendments that 
will prevent the repeal of the present law, but will cure its defects. 
I regret exceedingly that a direct vote cannot be taken on the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Iowa that the sense of the Senate may 
be tested directly upon the question. 

Mr. HOWE. The amendment to the motion will test the sense of 
the Senate as well. 

Mr. WINDOM. Jama little fearful that a vote against the amend- 
ment to the amendment would be considered as in favor of passing 
the bill as it came from the House. I shall vote for the amendment 
to the amendment for the purpose of expressing an opinion that the 
law ought not to be repealed. Ido not know whether that is a correct 
expression or not, but it is so stated by the Senator who had ars cs 
a the bill [Mr. MCCREERY ] and by the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 

AILEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. ALLISON,] on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Let the amendment to the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“report,” in the amendment of Mr. ALLISON, and to insert, “the same, 
with such amendments as they may propose, to the Senateon Thursday 
next;” so that, if amended and the motion to refer be agreed to, it 
would read : 

That said bill and amendments be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


with instructions to report the same, with such amendments as they may propose, 
to the Senate on ‘Thoreday next. p 1 


Mr. BAYARD. Cannot the motion be divided so that we may take 
the question upon the reference without the instruction to report on 
Thursday? Is the amendment an entirety? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an entirety. The motion to 
refer is only amendable by instructions, and it is moved to amend 
the instructions. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is there not a motion pending before the Senate, 
offered by the Senator from Ohio, that the bill be committed without 
instructions? 

Mr. THURMAN, No; I can tell my friend exactly how the ques- 
tion stands. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] 
moved to refer the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. That was 
all of his motion. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] moved to 
amend the motion by giving instructions to amend and perfect the 
bankrupt law. Such is the effect of his amendment. I move to strike 
out the instructions really of the Senator from Iowa and insert in 
lieu of those instructions an instruction to report the bill with such 
amendments as the committee may deem proper to propose on Thurs- 
da Bova My amendment is the pending question, and is plainly 
indivisible. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I should not say a word if it did not 
seem to me that there is a misunderstanding as to the particular vote 
we should give to reach a particular result. The Senator from Iowa, 
if I understood him, moved his instructions with a view of testing 
the sense of the Senate as to whether it wants an amended bankrupt 
law preserved or not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did that, the Sevator will allow me to say, in 
view of the fact that the Senator from Illinois said that the Judiciary 
Committee did not wish to take the labor of preparing an amend- 
ment if the sentiment of the Senate was adverse to amendment. 
Therefore I wanted to test the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. Precisely; and I think the motion of the Senator 
from Iowa is admirably calculated to get at the sense of the Senate 
on that point; but it seems to me that purpose is flanked completely 
by the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, provided that 
amendment be to; and I suppose that is his intention, for 1 
take it no one understands that an amended bankrupt law can be 
reported back here on Thursday next. Those who think we should 
have an amended bankrupt law and hold on to it, it seems to me, 
should vote against the amendment of the Senator from Ohio and for 
the motion of the Senator from Iowa. I make thissuggestion because 
I bear others about me say that they are afraid, if they do not vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, they will not get any refer- 
ence at all. I do not see what anybody wants with a reference if we 
are to have the bill reported back on Thursday next. Every amend- 
ment that is necessary for repeal is right here before the Senate 
now. 

Jam myself quite indifferent as to what the Senate may finally 
determine as to the vote on the bankrupt law. I never was more 
evenly divided, I think, upon any question of legislation which has 
been before us during my time; and I think the people of Wisconsin, 
if I can judge anything from what they have said to me, are just 
about as evenly divided as Iam myself. I have been u by mer- 
chants, by bankers, by farmers, by debtors, by creditors, both to 
support the repeal and to oppose the repeal. I have not taken a 
census of either class and I have not figured up very accurately on 
my own ee I do say, as others have said before, that I think 
a sound bankrupt law would be a part of the necessary polity of every 
commercial nation, and I have that confidence in the profession to 
believe that if we have constancy we can get some time or other a 
sound bankrupt law on our statute-book ; so that, if there is a dispo- 
sition here to make one more effort at amendment, I shall acquiesce 
in that effort. Therefore I think I myself shall vote against the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio and vote for the 
ag Sey atl by the Senator from Iowa. 

he PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The cose! proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when the name of Mr. Davis, of Illinois, was 
called.) The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] was obliged to leave 
the Chamber and is paired upon this question with the Senator from 
Indiana, [Mr. MCDONALD, ] and requested me to say so. The Senator 
from Illinois would vote in favor of having the bill reconsidered by 
the Committee on the Judiciary with a view to amendment. As to 
this particular form of the question, I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. McDONALD. The understanding is that whenever I feel in- 
clined to vote one way, I shall take it for granted the Senator from 
Illinois would vote the other way, and I am not to vote at all. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) The Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG] left the chamber a few moments ago, and 
requested me to pair with him during his absence. He informed me 
that he would vote against the motion to refer. 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Parrerson.] I should vote against 
the amendment to the amendment, if he were present. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, (when the name of Mr. WirnEuns was called.) I 
wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. WiTHERS] is detained at 
his home by sickness, and is stern to be in his seat. 

The Secretary concluded the eall of the roll. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is this a vote on the instruction, will the Chair 
be kind enongh to state? I was in committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote is on the amendment of 


the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN ] amending the instructions 
moved by the Senator from Iowa, [ Mr. N. 
_ Mr. CONKLIN Gd. I vote “nay” as I vote against such instructions 


in all cases. 

Mr. McCREERY. The two Senators from Florida are paired on 
this question. The junior Senator [Mr. Jonrs] is in favor of the 
re of Bap haa nce t law and the senior Senator [ Mr. CONOVER] is 
op e repeal. 

. BAILEY. May I ask a question? I understand that if the 
amendment to the amendment as now voted upon shall be carried, 
still the question will be before the Senate upon the adoption of the 
amendment as amended. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. 
Mr, BAILEY. Then I vote “ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—19. 
Anthony, Butl Ransom, 
Bailey, Davis of W. Va., McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Do 2 Thurman, 
Booth, Eustis, Mitchell, Voorhees. 
Burnside, Grover, Morrill, 
NAYS—34. 
Allison, Conkling, Hoar, Plumb, 
Beck, Dawes, Howe, Rollins, 
Bruce, Kirkwood, Sargent, 
Cameron of Pa., Edmunds, McCreery, Saunde 
Cameron of Wis, Ferry, Mo x Wailleigh, 
Chaffee, Garland, Matthews, all 
— poy, = Sd, 5 Windom. 
ockre ere! Oglesby, 
Coke, Paddock, 
ABSENT—23. 
Armstrong, Gord Kernan, Sharon, 
Barnum, Hamlin, 8 Spencer, 
Blaine, Ingalls, McDonald, eller, 
Conover, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Whyte, 
Davis of IIL, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Withers. 
Kellogg, Randolph, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
maok proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to the motion 

refer. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the motion to refer: 

With instructions to report such amendments as will relieve the existing law of ` 
the defects which experience has disclosed. 

Mr. EATON. We shall want the yeas and nays also upon that 
question. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for a division of the question. 

Mr. THURMAN. There can be no division yet. If the amendment 
shall be adopted, then there may be a division, and the question be 
taken first on the motion to refer without instractions. 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is subject to division now. It contains two 
propositions, and under the rules it can plainly be divided. 

r. THURMAN. The question now is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment. There is a simple motion torefer and a motion to amend that 
motion by adding instructions. The question now is, will the Senate 
add the instructions? There is nothing to divide about it. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is a mere matter of fact, I suggest. Does 
the Senator from Iowa move as a substitute to refer with instruc- 


tions? 
The PRESIDENT tempore. No, simply to amend. 
Mr. THURMAN. The motion to refer was made by the Senator 


from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] and the Senator from Iowa 
moved to add instructions. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then the Senator is clearly right. I understood 
the motion to be an entire motion to refer with instructions. 

Mr. THURMAN. No. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is, as I understand, a full resolution in the hand- 
writing of the Senator from Iowa to refer with instructions. 

Mr. THURMAN. No; only the instructions. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
made a motion to refer and the Senator from Iowa moved to amend 
the motion. The question is upon the amendment propona by the 
Senator from Iowa. If that amendment be adopted, the question will 
then recur upon the motion of the Senator from North Carolina as 
amended by the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say one word. The remark made by my 
friend from Kentucky a while ago in regard to another amendment 
is equally applicable to this. I moved to strike out the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa and require the Committee on the Judici- 
ary to report the repeal bill back with such amendments to the repeal 
bill as the: eop tay see fit by Thursday next—not amendments to the 
bankrupt law, but amendments to the repeal bill. The instructions 
now moved require the Judiciary Committee to go to work and cure 
all the defects in the existing bankrupt act, and that means not to 
repeal the act at all. 

. BAYARD. And by next Thursday? 

Mr. THURMAN. Not by next 8 but at this session. To 
vote for the instructions of the Senator from Iowa is to vote against 
repealing the bankrupt act. 
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Mr. COCKRELL, I ask for the yeas and nays upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, í 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Iagree entirely with the Senator from Ohio. 
Those who wish to prevent the repeal of the bankrupt law of course 
will vote for the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. ‘Those who 
are for the repeal will naturally vote against it. j 

Mr. INGAT LS. I wish to understand this question. Whichever 
way the vote results on the amendment, does not the question then 
recur on the motion to refer with instructions? 

Mr. ALLISON. Or without instructions if my amendment is voted 


down. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa be voted down, the question will then be on the motion to 
refer simply. If the amendment be adopted, the question will be 
upon the reference with instructions, as proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa. In both cases there will be two questions. The question now 
is upon the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the motion to 
refer, which is to add instructions as he has proposed, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS, (when the name of Mr. Davis, of Illinois, was 
called.) The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Davis] is paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. McDonaLp.] The Senator from Illinois 
would vote in favor of this proposition and the Senator from Indiana 


would vote st it, I suppose. 
Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) Upon this question 


I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG.] He 
would vote against the reference. 
Mr. McDONALD, (when his name was called.) As has been stated, 
I am paired with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Davis.] If he were 
here, I should vote “nay.” f ; 
Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
pated with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Patrerson.] If 
e were present, I should vote “nay.” 
The roll-call raving been concluded the result was announced— 
yeas 18, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—1£. 
Alison, Dorsey, Kirkwood, Sargent, 
Anthony, Edmunds, MeMillan, Saunders, 
Burnside, Hamlin, Matthews, Windom. 
C Hoar, Merrimon, 
Dawes, Howe, Ransom, 
NAYS—36. 
Bailey, Coc! Harris, Oglesby, 
Baya Cok Hereford, Paddoe 
Beck, Con ill, Plumb, 
Boo’ Davis of W. Va., Johnston, i 
Bru Saulsbury, 
Butler, Eustis, McPherson, Thurman, 
Cameron of Pa., Ferry, ey, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Mitchell, Wadleigh, 
Christiancy, Grover, ‘orrill, 
ABSENT—22. 
Armstrong, Gordon, ar, Spencer, 
Barnum, Ingalls, McDonald, eller, s 
Blaine, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Whyte, 
Conover, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Withers. 
vis of Illinois, Kellogg, Randolph, 
Ker: m. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro . s The question recurs on the motion 
made by the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MERRIMON, I that the 
bill, with the amendments of the House of Representatives, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 suggest to the Senator from Ohio, padging from 
the state of these two votes, that if he were now to make his motion 
as an independent one, as an amendment to the motion to refer to 
that committee or some other to perfect this saving clause, he would 
probably have no difficulty in carrying it, with instructions to report 
day after to-morrow. 

Mr. THURMAN. I got little encouragement in my former attempt, 
although I can stand being in the minority as well as any other man, 
having had 1 experience in that way. 

Mr. 80 1 5 the Senator from Ohio will renew his amend- 
ment, for I am satisfied that a number of votes were given upon it 
before under amistake. I think his amendment would now prevail. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator may renew it. 

I will renew it with the consent of the Senator 


Mr. PADDOCK. I voted against the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio and I shall continue to do so. I shall also continue to vote 
against the motion to refer, because I believe that the Senate is com- 
petent to consider the bill and settle the question one way or the 
other to-day. I believe that the condition of the country to-day is 
such as to demand of the Senate that this matter shall be settled 
definitely one way or the other this very day before the Senate ad- 
burns. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
LMr. Ransom] moves as an amendment that the committee be in- 
structed to report day after to-morrow, using the language of the 
formeramendment of the Senator from Ohio, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. RANSOM. Yes, just the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the motion to refer the 
following words: 

With instructions to report the same, with such amendments as they may pro- 
pose, to the Senate on Thursday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. So that, if the motion to refer be agreed to, it 
will read: 

That said bill and amendments be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
with instructions to report the same with such amendments as they may propose, 
to the Senate, on Thursday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall very cheerfully vote to refer this bill to 
the committee, but I think it ought to be referred to them without 
any instructions whatever. It seems as though it was an eminently 
proper ease to be considered. After certainly some confusion in rela- 
tion to the proper repeal of the law and the expressions of opinions 
that have been given here, it is not a clear question that the proposi- 
tion which has been made is sufficient to answer the purpose after 
all. I hope, therefore, it will be referred to the committee without 
any instructions. 

. CONKLING. I understand this motion to be to instruct the 
committee to report the bill back day after to-morrow, perfecting the 
saving clause? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With such amendments as the com- 
mittee may deem fit. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what is meant. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say that I cannot vote for it, although 
that is precisely what I should like to see occur; and as my statement 
may seem a paradox, I will say that I can conceive of no instance in 
which the Senate should instruct, as I believe it never has instructed, 
a committee of the Senate in this way. There is an implication which, 
it seems to me, is entirely inadmissible. I think I may say that I 
know that if this were referred to the Judiciary Committee that com- 
mittee would report it back promptly ; but to order the committee to 
report day after to-morrow implies one of two things, either that they 
are to make report before they can do so 1 and conscientiously, 
or that without such instruction they would be derelict and would 
not promptly make report as soon as they should. I cannot vote for 
either theory. I believe this bill should go to the committee. The vote 
has shown again to-day that the Senate is determined to repeal the 
bankrupt law. What committee would be contumacious or absurd 
enough to attempt . the bill to thwart that purpose? As is 
suggested to me, it been voted down; and that is a very 
reminder that I ought not to multiply words about it, and I will not 
do so; but I submit to all Senators, however they may be to 
dispose of the bankrupt law, that even time will be consulted by allow- 
ing this to go to the committee and have a report made which will 
accomplish the object effectually. Here we adopt an amendment 
anew, and it back to the House. Suppose the amendment hap- 
pens to be unsatisfactory when you come to examine it, then delay 
occurs in the House. So that, absolutely in expediting the repeal, we 
had better do it in the regular way ; but as I say, I will not multiply 
words about it. I would vote for the instructions but that I think it 
unseemly and unfair to instruct a committee in this way. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I am opposed to the repeal of the 
bankrupt law; I desire to see it amended. The vote upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] satisfied me that the 
Senate would not refer the bill to the committee with instructions to 
amend the law generally. I thought from the character of the vote 
given upon the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. THURMAN] 
that there was a mistake upon the question, and that gentlemen 
divided upon that vote who hold the same views. For instance, the 
Senator from Iowa and I who agree in the general policy voted on 
different sides of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, and that 
amendment was defeated. Then the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa was defeated. It then occurred to me that gentlemen who 
were willing to refer to the committee with that instruction and gen- 
tlemen who desired the law to be amended could unite upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio after the defeat of the amondment of 
the Senator from Iowa; that we might take a last chance at getting 
some improvement on this legislation before the J F e 
and with that view I renewed the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio. But I see it has not met with the concurrence I supposed it 
would from gentlemen with whom I thought I That being 
the case, I do not care to take up the time of the Senate with havin 
the vote repeated again, and lam willing to withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the permission of the Senate 
the motion may be withdrawn, the yeas and nays having been ordered. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes; objection is made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the amend- 
ment cannot be withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not quite able to agree with the Senator 
from New York in respect of the implication in this instruction. The 


Committee on the Judiciary as well as many other committees of this 
body, is overloaded with business. An instruction, therefore, to re- 
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rt this particular measure in two days I construe merely to be an 
nstruction that we should act upon this in preference to other meas- 
ures that the House has already sent to us, and not as an implication 
that we should undertake to pocket the bill if it were sent to the 
committee. And in respect to what has been the practice, I think 
that in the earlier history of the Senate it will be found, althongh I 


am not ectly sure of it, that it was a frequent motion to refer to 
a committee with instructions to report on a certain day, for the pur- 
pose of fixing details. But my friend says that he thinks I am mistaken 
about that. Perhaps I am; I think I am not; but the substance of 
the thing is clearly now that the Senate desires to repeal this law in 
toto; it desires to repeal it with such a saving clause as will save all 
rights on every side. Everybody seems to a to that. There is 
difficulty, as the House has found and as the Senator from Michigan 
in charge of the bill has found, in undertaking to make an additional 
amendment in arranging the phraseology. Now, then, it plainly, I 
think, is better to send it to some committee, a special committee or 
some other, and in an hour's quiet discussion over the difficulties of 
the point, each member being able to see exactly in writing what is 
proposed, the matter can be put in a shape that will be satisfactory 
to everybody. Done here, I confess that I am not able to appreciate 
all the dangers and all the slips that would be left in the law as pro- 
posd by the House, and as proposed by the Senator from Michigan. 

erhaps they would turn out to be imaginary; but I am very strongly 
impressed with the notion that both with the House amendment, 
which is plainly insufficient, as has been stated by the Senator from 
Michigan, and with his also, there would be found to be two or three 
wide gaps that would still have to be covered. That is my reason for 
voting in favor of this reference, with a distinct understanding that 
the committee will take it up in preference to everything else and 
report it day after to-morrow, with whatever light we ean throw upon 
it, be it much or little. 

The PRESIDENT pee angori: The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. RaNsOou, ] upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. ARLOA 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 

aired with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. PATTERSON. ] 
e were present, I should vote“ nay,” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 

yeas 27, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 

Allison, Cameron of Wis., Grover, Ransom, 
Anthony, Chaffee, Hamlin, Sargent, 
Layard, Christiancy, Hoar, Saulsbury, 
Booth, Davis of W. Va., Howe, Saunders, 

ce, Dorsey, Kirkwood, ‘Thurman, 
Burnside, Edmunds, McPh rson, Win 

tler, Eustis, Merrimon, 
NAYS—27. 
Bailey, Eaton, Matthews, Paddock, 
Beck, ‘erry, Maxey, Plumb, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, or" À Rollins, 
Cockrell, Harris, McMillan, Voorhees, 
Cok ereford, Mitchell, Wadleigh, 
Conkling, Hill, Morrill, Wallace. 
Dawes, Jobnston, Oglesby, 
ABSENT—22. 

Armstrong, Gordon, > Spencer, 
Barnum, Ingalls, McDonald, Teller, 
Blaine, Jones of Florida, Morgan, Whyte, 
Conover, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Withers. 
Davis of Illinois, Kellogg, Randolph, 
Dennis, Kernan, u. 


So the awendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. MERRIMON] to refer the 
bill and amendments to the Committee on the Judiciary, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 23, nays 
28; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Merrimon, 
Authony, Dorsey, Howe, Morrill, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Kirkwood, Ransom, 
Burnside, Ferry, McMillan, Sargent, 
Chafee, TOVET, MeP’ Windom. 
Jonkling, Hamlin, Matthews, 
NAYS—28, 
Bailey ike, Hill, Plumb, 
Beuk, Davis of W. Va., Johnston, Randolph, 
Booth, on, McCreery, Rollins, 
Butler, Eustis, Maxey, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., arris, Oglesby, Wadleigh, 
Cockrell, dock, Wallace. 
ABSENT—25. 

roni Dennis, 1 Spe at 

num, e Donald, urman, 
Blaine, Ingalls, Morgan, Whyte, 
Bruce, Jones of Florida, Patterson, Withers. 
Christiancy, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Conover, Kellogg, Sharon, 
Davis of Minois, Kernan, Spencer, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The question now is—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to refer, this bill, with the amendments, 
to a special committee of which the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CHRISTIANCY ] shall be chairman, so that the friends of the bill shall 
not have any fears about its being swamped—a special committee of 
three, which will be enough probably to perfect this matter of the 
saving clause. é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the bill and amendments be referred to a special committee of 

of which the Senator from Michigan shall be chairman. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope no such reference will be made after the 
vote refusing to refer to the Judiciary Committee. That committee 
has had charge of the bill at all its stages; and if it is to be perfected 
in a committee it should be perfected by that committee. I certainly 
shall oppos any reference to a special committee. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Iam alsoopposed tothe motion. For myself 
I would have preferred to have had this bill referred back to the Ju- 
diciary Committee; but I saw that there was generally among those 
who favored the topes of the act an indisposition to send it back to 
the committee. I have felt somewhat emba Individually I 
would rather it should go back to the Committee on the Jadiciary 
now, but if it is not to go to the Judiciary Committee I prefer that 
it ae be referred to some committee of which I should not be a 
member. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I made the motion for this reason: in the time I 
have had to look at the House amendments and the original bill and 
the amendments te be pro by my friend from Michigan, I am 
satistied in my own mind that whatever is done here and now in the 
way of amendments, as far as they have been suggested, will, instead 
of helping matters, only leave them as bad as confessedly they are 
now. I do not wish to be responsible for that; and with the best 
efforts that I can make in the method that we have here of perfect- 
ing such lan , I can contribute nothing affirmatively. I can find 
fault with what is pro d; I can find fault sincerely; I can raise 
objections and difficulties; but I should not be able on the spur of the 
moment to supply the language that I should believe myself would 
be sure to cure them. Therefore my motion is made in perfect good 
faith and with entire respect to the Senate, and particularly to my 
friend from Michigan. I suggested him as the chairman of the com- 
mittee because he reported the bill and had charge of it; and it is fit, 
therefore, if the Senate is willing to have this saving clause made 
right by a careful study of it for a few hours by a committee of its 
own selection, that he should be at the head of that committee, 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we can get over the difficulty very easily 
by adjourning now, and that will allow the Judiciary Committee in- 
formally to look into the matter to-morrow morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We should not undertake to take any jurisdic- 
tion over it after the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. We ought to have these amendments printed, or 
we shall be no farther ahead to-morrow than we are now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the order 
to print will be made. [‘“Agreed.” 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the Senator from Iowa withdraw his mo- 
tion for a moment! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print has been made. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The amendment I mean to offer will be sent 
to the desk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are no amendments at the 
desk now except the amendments made by the House of Represent- 


atives. 

Mr. SARGENT. The Senator from Michigan has an amendment in 
his hand which, if he proposes to offer, I engge that he send to the 
desk and have printed so that we may see them all in the morning. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Is the motion to adjourn withdrawn ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Only to allow the printing of the amendments. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. If Senators will permit me, I will read here 
the amendment proposed and then send it to the desk. I propose to 
insert these words before the House amendment: 

And all rights and proceedings incident thereto or growing out of or dependent 


thereon, including all rights of debtors and creditors and all rights and suits by and 
against assignees under any or all of said acts in any case heretofore or now pending. 


And that will make the clause in reference to criminal matters also 
relate to any causes now or hereafter set 3 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, after the declaration made by the 
Senator from Vermont that in his judgment the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Michigan, with the amendment made by the 

onse, will not relieve the bill of the objections that have been made 
to it, it does seem to me that a few hours may be spared to consider 
what will make the bill perfect, especially as no time whatever can be 
lost in the passage of the bill through the House. Ithink that if we now 
adjourn until to-morrow the Senator from Michigan and the Senator 
from Vermont can prepare such provisions as will be satisfactory to 
every body in the Senate, at least all who are in favorof passing the bill; 
and I think that the bill as it comes from the House, as amended by the 
House, which is a very short bill, and the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Michigan ought to be printed, so that we may have 
them on our desks to-morrow morning when, as we all know, the bill 
can be passed. There is such a majority here that there is no doubt 
about the passage of the bill. It can be passed to-morrow, and we 
can act understandingly if we have the bill printed as amended by 
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the House and the amendment offered by the Senator from Michigan 
also printed, and he and the Senator from Vermont can confer and 
to-morrow morning we can pass the bill in fifteen minutes as I verily 
believe, or in half an hour at the outside. I therefore move that the 
bill as amended by the House and the amendment offered by the Sena- 


tor from aerial be printed, and that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the order for 
printin 


7 

Mr. GARLAND. I object to that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that after the vote of the Senate 
it is to be expected that I shall withdraw my time from the duties 
of the Judiciary Committee to devote myself to this bill. The Sen- 
ate has refused to commit it to the Judiciary Committee either with 
instructions or withont instructions, or to report at a particular time, 
in all forins. I therefore feel relieved from all responsibility by the 
distinct vote of the Senate. Of course I shall be glad as one mem- 
ber, if I have nothing else to do, to contribute what I can to carry out 
the wishes of the majority sincerely and in good faith ; but inasmuch 
as I am not specially called upon, and the Senate has specially ex- 
cused me, 3 duties, from giving any attention to it, my 
first duty is to obey the orders of the Senate in disposing of matters 
that are already before the committee. If the Senate is unwilling to 
send it to the committee to have it perfected, then I must be excused 
from taking any personal responsibility except in debate, in endeav- 
oring to perfect it overnight. 

Mr. THURMAN. I am sorry to hear the Senator from Vermont say 
that, because there is one responsibility which he is not relieved from 
and which no member of the Senate feels more strongly than he d. 
and that is his responsibility to do what is best for the country; an 
that, I should think, would be quite sufficient to make him endeavor 
to perfect a bill which he sees must pass. Bat if he will not act, if 
other obligations proren his acting, I am quite willing to trust the 
Senator from Michigan. I think myself the best thing we can do is 
to print the bill as it came from the House amended and the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, and then take it up to-morrow 
morning and pass it. 

; a DMUNDS. The pending question is on my motion to refer, 
ieve. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. Has the order to print been made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Iowa is that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. THURMAN. I madea previous motion that the billas it came 
from the House be printed. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Objection was made to printing by 
the Senator from Arkansas, | Mr. GARLAND,] which would necessitate 
submitting that question to the Senate. The pending motion to 


a og has priority. 
r. CONKLING. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT A se tempore. The Senator from New York will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iremind the Chair that on the request of the 
Senator from California the order was made to print all the amend- 
ments. The Senator inquired of the Chair whether that included the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan, not then offered, and the 
Chair replied no; nothing but the bill and the House amendments. 
Surely I am not mistaken; I think the record will show that I am 
right. Now, when pinay Pid the APERON was made by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, and the Senator from nsas objected, my point is 
that the order of the Senator previously made stands and is not over- 
thrown by an objection made to a su nent proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair replies to the Senator 
from New York that the Senator from California asked that the bill 
and amendments be printed. The Chair responded that there were 
no amendments at the desk except the amendments made by the 
Honse. Then he turned to the Senator from Michigan, as he held an 
amendment in his hand, and asked if he desired to have that printed, 
pending which other motions were made. 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, my point is that the Chair expressly an- 
nounced twice over in reply to the Senator from California that the 
order to print had been made, and I ask the stenographer to read his 
notes that it may be seen whether I am right or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will wait till the notes 
are read. The Chair thinks he called the attention of the Senator 
from California to the fact that there were no amendments at the 
oO, eye those by the House. The record, however, will show 

© fac’ 

The Official Reporter read from the short-hand notes the remarks 
and statements made in connection with the suggestion of Mr. SAR- 
GENT as to the printing of amendments. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Reporter's notes show that the 
Senator from New York is in the main correct, that the amendments 
made by the House have been ordered to be printed; but nothing 
else, the Chair thinks, 

Mr. SARGENT. At that time I intended that the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan should be printed, and I subsequently 
asked the Chair if his amendment had been sent to the desk in order 
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to be sure that it might be printed. The Chair informed me that it 


had not yet reached desk; but by fair intendment the order that 
I asked for and that was made by the Senate was that all the amend- 
ments, not only those of the House but that of the Senator from 
Michigan, should be printed. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That was the reason why I then rose and sent 
the amendment to the desk after reading it, supposing that it would 
come within that order. But whether it comes within the order or 
not, I am in favor of the motion of the Senator from Ohio that it be 
printed, that the bill with the House amendments be printed and 
also with the amendments which I sent to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of the Senate is clear; 
the amendments made by the House have been ordered to be printed. 
Is there objection to including the amendment of the Senator from 
Michi in the order to print? The Chair hears none, and that is 
included in the order. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to inquire if the order now for printing 
the House amendments will not be executed by printing the bill as 
amended by it. 
uae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to including the 

i 

Mr. CONKLING. It cannot be executed otherwise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
order including the bill, the amendments of the House, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. ALLISON. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa renews his 
motion that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BECK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK, (when his name was called.) For the same reason 
that I voted against the motion to refer the amendments, I now vote 
against adjournment, because I believe this matter ought to be closed 
up ay. 

The roll can having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 36, nays 19; as follows: ; 


Anth Conklin Hows Saen 
thony, > owe, g 
e be Cora Ingalls, oper, 
` Dawes, Johnston, vel auias 
Burnside, Dorsey, Kirkwood, Saulsbury, 
. tan 
eron h tthew 
Cameron of Wis., Grover, Mecttmen’ allace, 
Mitchell, Windom. 
NAYS—19. 
Bailey, Eaton, Hil Rollins, 
Beck, Edmunds, Metreery, Saunders, 
Cockrell, Garland, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harris, Paddock, Wadleigh. 
Davis of W. Va., Hereford, Randolph. 
ABSENT—21. 
Armstrong, Gordon, McDonald, 85 T, 
Barnum, y Jones of Florida, McPherson, byte,” 
minne, anir of Nevada, Morgan, Wi 
ru ellogg, Patterson, 
Davis of Illinois, Kernan, 
Lamar, Sharon, 


So the motion was to; and (at four o’clock and thirty-five 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 30, 1878. 


The House met at eleven o’clock a.m. Prayer by Rey. ALFRED 
H. Ames, of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SOUTH AND NORTH ALABAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Several members called for the Togola order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the unfinished business of 
last night. When the House found itself without a quorum the Chair 
is informed the main question had been ordered and the question was 
on the passage of the bill (H. R. No. 972) for the relief of settlers on 
lands claimed by the South and North Alabama Railroad Company 
reported by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. HEWITT, ] from the 
Committee on Public Lands. The bill will be again read so that the 
House may understand what they are voting on. . 


The bill was read. : 
Mr. SAMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. SAMPSON, I to inquire whether a motion was made last 

night to reconsider the vote by which the main question was ordered? 
he SPEAKER. It was not, so far as the Chair knows. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Can a point of order be made on this bill now ? 


The SPEAKER. It cannot. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I claim the floor as the reporter of 


this bill. 
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Mr. SAMPSON. I think there should be some discussion on it. I 
move to reconsider the vote ordering the main question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains that motion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to make one or two remarks 
in explanation of the bill, and I promise to be brief. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is the motion to reconsider debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] has 
been ized to move to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER, It is not debatable. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hewitt] desires to be heard by consent before the Chair submits 
that motion to the House. 

Mr. ATKINS, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Was it not under- 
stood when this order was made the other day that the business should 
be transacted without debate? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. This bill comes over from 
last night. The main question having been ordered on it, it comes 
up this morning as unfinished business. 

2 Mr. SAMPSON. If the motion to reconsider is not debatable, I ask 
‘or a vote. 

Mr. ATKINS. Is it too late to raise the question of consideration, 
so that we may proceed to something else ? 

The SPEAK The main question has been ordered, and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa has moved to reconsider the vote ordering the 
main question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is not that a debatable motion? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I did not yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa to make his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion made by the gentleman from Iowa 
is a privileged one; and the motion to reconsider is not debatable if 
the question 3 to be reconsidered is not debatable. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But I rose for the purpose of discuss- 
ing this question upon the passage of the bill. 

Tue SPEAKER. The main question was ordered and all debate 
Pei cut off. The gentleman had no right to rise for the purpose of 

ebate. ` 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I was entitled to my hour, having 

rted the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule 49, 
The Clerk read as follows : 
When a motion bas been once made, and carried in the affirmative or negative, 
it shall be in order for any member of the majority to move for the reconsideration 
thereof on the same or succeeding day; and such motion shall take precedence of 
allother questions, except a motion to adjourn, and shall not be withdrawn after the 
said succeeding day without the consent of the House ; and thereafter any member 
may call it up for consideration. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that an examination of 
the Journal shows that the operation of the previous qnestion was 
exhausted on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. The bill, 
it appears from the Journal, was en and read a third time. 
Now the gentleman from Alabama is right in claiming his time; but 
= motion made by the gentleman from Iowa is a motion that has 

ority. 
E Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rose to a point of order some time ago. 

The SPEAKER. There is one point of order pending already. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. } 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Has a gentleman who voted in 
the minority on ordering the main question a right to move a recon- 
sideration? 

The SPEAKER. There is no record of that vote. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
8 he voted in the majority? 

The SPEAKER. There is no record of the vote; any member can 
move to reconsider. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rose and addressed the S er, bav- 
ing the right to the floor, and never yielded to the gentleman from 
Iowa to make the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Is the motion to reconsider debatable ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Then I object to debate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It has been the custom of the Speaker 
to recognize the one who reports a bill to the House in preference to 
all other members. This morning, before the gentleman from Iowa 
3 Sampson] addressed the Chair, I arose and addressed the Chair 

‘or the pu of discussing this bill, a right which I have, as the 
reporter of the bill, under the rules and under the practice of this 
House. Having the floor, and not yielding it at all to the gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. SaMpsoN,] my point of order is that he cannot take 
me off the floor to make the motion which he proposes to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized th mtleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. HEwIrr, I but the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] 
has made a motion which takes precedence. There never has been 
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any practice different in the House that the Chair is aware of. If 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the main question was 
ordered sar the engrossment and third reading of the bill shall not 
be carried, then the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. HRwrrr. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then all I have to say is that I hope 
the House will not reconsider. 

Mr. SAMPSON. This is a bill granting land to a railroad company, 
and I think the House should have an opportunity to fully consider it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I say it makes no appropriation of 
land to a railroad company. 

The question was en upon the motion to reconsider; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 92, noes 74. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, called for tellers. 

The question was taken upon ordering tellers, and there were 30 in 
the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being one-fifth of a quorum) tellers were ordered; 
and Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, and Mr. SAMPSON were appointed. 

The House a divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 81, noes 

No farther count being called for,the motion to reconsider was 


agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon ordering the main 
question upon the 8 and third reading of the bill. 
fe a BEEBE. Pending that, is it in order to move to recommit this 

i 

The SPEAKER. It will be, if the main question is not ordered. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I claim the floor, 

Mr. SAMPSON. I claim the floor, Mr. Speaker, having submitted 
the motion to reconsider the main question, which has been carried. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs upon ordering the main ques- 
tion upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. That must 
be decided before any member can take the floor for debate. 

The question was taken, and the main question was not ordered. 

Mr. BEEBE. Is a motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands now in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BEEBE. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I rise for the purpose of discussing 
that question. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I claim the right to be ized, having made 
the motion which the House has agreed to, divesting this bill of the 
operation of the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. ‘he Clerk will read Rule 124. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After commitment and report thereof to the House, or at any time before its 
passage, a bill may be recommitted ; and shonld such recommitment take place 


fter its engrossment, and an amendment be reported and 1 to by the Ho: 
the question shall be again put on the engrossment of the bill. z rii 


= BEEBE. I call the previous question on the motion to recom- 


mit, 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order that according to par- 
liamentary practice the 8 who has charge of the reconsider- 
ation when carried should be recognized by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] is not 
in ch of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] bas led 
the action of the House up to this point, and has charge of the point 
which the majority of the House claims to control. He made the 
motion to reconsider for the purpose of obtaining the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEEBE] has 
made a motion to recommit the bill. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I desire to make a request of the gentleman from 
New York, [ Mr. PEDEN I would prefer to have this bil] referred to 
the Committee of the ole. 

Mr. BEEBE. That motion would take precedence of mine. 

Mr. SAMPSON. Then I move that this bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and on that motion I 
call for the prioni uestion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The previous question having been 
called upon it, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If this bill goes to the Committee of 
the Whole it is equivalent to the defeat of the bill. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I object to debate. 

The question was taken upon seconding the previous question; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 81, noes 48. 

fold her count being called for, the previous question was sec- 
o 

The main question wasthen ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. Sampson, to refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole, was to. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole, and also move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to debate that question. 


APRIL 30, 


1878. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2967 


The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

The motion to lay on the table the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I now move that the House fo into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The first part of the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama is in order; the second is not, 

Mr. SAMPSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have one remark to make 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope we shall have a morning hour this morning. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I remember distinctly that during 
this session a motion was made to go into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of taking up a particular bill, no objection having 
been made; and in Committee of the Whole it was held that that 
action of the House was binding on the committee. 

The SPEAKER. That must have been a general appropriation 
bill, in reference to which such a motion would be in order. Apart 
from that the only motion admissible under the rules is a motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. When that motion is a to the dispo- 
sition of business in the Committee of the Whole is regulated by the 
committee, and not by the Chair. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If I can have permission to explain 
this bill for fifteen minutes I feel satisfied that even the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Sampson] himself would not vote against it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that the 
Hons resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I rise to a point of order. I understood the Chair 
to indicate to the gentleman from Alabama that the first portion of 
his motion was in order. 

The SPEAKER. That is the part the Chair put to the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. So I understand. Now I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. Why is it not in order to move to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of taking up this special bill? 

The SPEAKER, Because it is a change of the order of business; 
and the Committee of the Whole has the right to control its own 
business. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is it not in the power of the House to change the 
order of its business and indicate what order shall be pursued ? 

The SPEAKER. The order of business can be changed in the 
manner provided for by the rules. The House cannot upon a motion 
a in this way change the order of business as established by the 
rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If we should go into Committee of the Whole 
will non the business of the Committee on Appropriations have pri- 
orit 
The SPEAKER. The legislative appropriation bill pending in 
Committee of the Whole is the unfinished business. 

Mr. HALE. Does the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions propose to give way for this bill? 

The SPEAK The Chair is not advised on that e 

Mr. ATKINS. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] and the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. „ 1 
desire to say that it is not my wish to give way for this bill, and I 
have so indicated. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman’s wish is very evident, 
because he has voted every time to get my bill out of the way in 
order to consider his own. 

Mr. ATKINS. And I did so in obedience to what I deem my duty 
to the public. 

The question being taken on the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, it was agreed to, there being 
ayes 132, noes not counted. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. EDEN in the chair.) 

Mr. ATKINS and Mr. HEWITT of Alabama addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a point of order. The House 
having gone into Committee of the Whole upon my motion, I submit 
that, according to the practice of the House, I am entitled to recog- 
nition in 3 to the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS. ] 

Mr. ATKINS. In response to the gentleman’s point I wish to say 
that many members, including myself, voted to go in Committee of 
the Whole for the pu of taking up the legislative, executive, 
and judicial . bill. I now move 

The CHAIR . The Clerk will read Rule 114. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, the bills shall be taken up 
and disposed of in their order on the Calendar; but when objection is made to the 
consideration of a bill, a majority of the committee shall decide, without debate, 
whether it shall be taken up and disposed of, or laid aside: i That gen- 
eral appropriation bills, and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, and 
bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall eo hy nig to all other bills, at the dis- 
cretion of the committee; and when demanded by any member, the question shall 
first be put in regard to them; and all debate on special orders shall be confined 
strictly to the measure under consideration. 


Mr. ATKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is not the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill the unfinished busi- 
ness in Committee of the Whole, and does it not come up first for 
consideration! 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the legislative, executive, 


and judicial N bill is the unfinished business before the 
Committee of the Whole, and is therefore entitled to preference. 

Mr. HOOKER. But the majority of the Committee of the Whole 
has the right to determine what business it will consider. I object 
to the consideration of the legislative appropriation bill, and hope 
toas the committee will take up the bill of the gentleman from Ala- 

ama. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the question is: will the 
committee proceed to consider the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill? 

r. HALE. And that question is not debatable. 
y A The question of priority of business is not de- 
atable. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a question of order, I having 
made the motion to go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of taking up a particular bill, and that motiou having prevailed, I 
submit that the Committee of the Whole has no right to set aside an 
order of the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. The fact of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HEWITT] having made a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
does not change the order when the House resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. If there had been no unfinished business the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] would have been recognized 
to make a motion to go into Committee of the Whole to consider the 
general appropriation bi roay having preference, and if that mo- 
tion did not prevail then the bills would be taken up in their order, 

The question now m Will the committee consider the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill? 2 

The question was put; an 
noes 40. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee accordingly resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 4104) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other pu 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GInSON] to strike out 
from lines 966 to 974 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Mint at New Orleans: 

For salary of the superintendent, $3,500; for the assayer, melter, refiner, and 
coiner, four in all, at $2,500 each; cashier, $2,000; chiet clerk, $2,000; weigh clerk, 
deposit clerk and book-keeper, at $1,600; assayers’ clerk, $1,600 ; in all, $23,900. 


on a division there were—ayes 119, 


Vor w. of workmen and adjusters, $57,000. 
For fuel, fluxes, light, lead, copper, acids, chemicals, crucibles, and for incidental 
and contingent expenses, $30,000. 
For re} and machinery, $75,000. 


Mr.CONGER. I raise a point of order on that amendment, and it 
is that it is new legislation. 

Mr. HANNA. I desire to speak to the point of order, and it is this: 
that it is an attempt by the gentleman—and I say it with all due re- 
spect to him—to forestall the ers ep to forestall the action of 
the committee who are now considering this question as to the estab- 
lishment of new mints or as to the reopening of mints at given local- 
ities. The practical effect of the adoption of this amendment is to 
take from the committee which is now considering this question 
jurisdiction over the subject and to establish by legislation in an 
appropriation act that which has been sought to be effected in the 
proper committee. 

It cannot be pretended that the existing condition of the mint at 
New Orleans requires any such appropriation as this; and in addition 
to that, this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana must confine him- 
self to the question of order. 

Mr. HANNA. In addition to that it contemplates an appropriation 
largely in excess of the present demands of the law and the present 
condition of the mint at New Orleans, and is in effect establishing 
the mint again or of enlarging it after it has ceased to be of any use. 
I object to the establishment of a mint at any point in an appropria- 
tion bill. Let all the localities have a fair sweep and when the com- 
mittee reports the House can act upon the matter. 

I understand further that this appropriation is not in accordance 
with the PAN ge or requirements of any law now in existence. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to say a word upon the question of order 
in reply to what bas been said by gentlemen on the other side of the 
House. I would state that there is no new legislation in this amend- 
ment. The mint at the city of New Orleans was established as earl 
as the 3d of March, 1834, and continued in operation until April, 1861. 
During that period of time it coined $70,000,000. It stands to-day as 
one of the mints of the United States, authorized by existing law. 
More than that, sir, this very question of the reopening of the mint 
at the city of New Orleans was before the Senate Committee on Fi- 
nance and was thoroughly and fully discussed by the gentlemen com- 

ing that committee, and they agreed unanimously to report a bill 
in favor of making the necessary repairs and for conducting coinage 
at this mint at New Orleans, 

The bill was submitted to the Senate and the Senate unanimously 
passed it, as recommended by the committee of the Senate. It came 
to the House in due course and was referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and it was there fully discussed ; 
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and that committee authorized me yesterday to rt the bill as it 
came from the Senate, appropriating the sum of $75,000 to make the 
necessary repairs on the mint at New Orleans, 

Sir, this question has been as fully considered, as 3 con- 
sidered as any question of like importance that ever arose in the 
American Congress. ‘ 

Now what do I propose to do here in addition to the amount thus 
appropriated? I propose to authorize simply the payment of the 
salaries of the necessary officers and workmen, and to provide for 
the various appliances for conducting coinage in that city. The 
same is done in New York; the same is done in Philadelphia; the 
same is done in Carson City, and in San Francisco. What, therefore, 
is extraordinary in this? Why, sir, the Director of the Mint sent a 
special agent to investigate the condition of the mint at New Orleans. 
I hold his report in my d. The amount in comparison with the 

t public object to be accomplished by conducting coinage at New 
rleans is really insignificant. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot do that while the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana is upon the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ThenI call the gentleman from Louisiana to order 
oe be is not discussing the point of order, but the merits of the propo- 

on. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am endeavoring to reply as briefly and as clearly 
as I can to the objections made by the gentleman on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would s to the gentleman from 
Louisiana to confine his remarks to the point of order. 

Mr. GIBSON. The point of order was made that this was nota 
mint under the law; that the object of this amendment was to form 
new legislation. Nay more than this, the gentleman insinuated this 
was an attempt to forestall action in this House; that under the 
shield and cover of an Spprppriátion bill an attempt was being made 
here to forestall the action of this House and inject into an appro- 
een bill new legislation for the purpose of founding a mint in 

ew Orleans with a view to defeat pu which the gentleman 
and others may have in other parts of the country to get legislation 
to establish mints in their cities or States. Sir, I repudiate this en- 
tirely. If the gentleman knew me better, if he knew the Representa- 
tives who compose the Committee of Finance in the Senate, or of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures in this House, he 
would be loath to make an insinuation which is as unbecoming to him 
as it is unjust to me. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 
Mr. GIBSON. I will the law. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I rise, Mr. Chairman, to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and it is this: that where a point of order is being 
discussed the five-minute rule does not apply. 

Mr. MAISH. I rise to debate the point of order and will yield my 
time to the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The CHA The Chair will recognize the tleman from 
Louisiana in the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no desire to occupy one moment of the atten- 
tion of this House unnecessarily, and I feel in replying to the objec- 


tion 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not believe the five-minute rule does apply to 
discussion on the point of order. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have no desire to occupy for one moment the atten- 
tion of this House unnec i I come before it always with great 
reluctance, but I believe it to be my duty not only as a representative 
of New Orleans, but as a member of this Congress, interested not 


only 

Mr. BUCKNER. I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from 
Louisiana must address his remarks to the point of order and not to 
the merits of the 323 

Mr. GIBSON. It is important to the people of the country this 
coinage should be conducted in the city of New Orleans. The gen- 
tleman stated, if I understood him correctly, we had ample mint facil- 
ities for the production of coin in the country. He labors under a 

t mistake. The production of bullion in this country is about 
,000,000 of gold and $40,000,000 of silver. 

Mr. D Is the gentlemon discussing the point of order or 
the merits of the proposition! 

TheC . The gentleman must confine his remarks to the 
point of order, 

Mr. GIBSON. I will content myself, then, by merely reading the 
law as it stands npon the statute-book. I read section 3495: 


In addition I may be permitted to state that the city of New Or- 
leans in 1834 donated to the Federal Government a handsome square 
in the front part of the city, looking ont upon the Mississippi River, 
valued at that time at half a million of dollars, to establish a mint of 
the United States. The mint to-day is one of the largest; one of the 


handsomest buildings in the city of New Orleans, and if coinage is 

conducted there the operations of that mint will confer great com- 

mercial facilities not only upon the oir of New Orleans, but the 
e 


ple through the whole Mississippi 
influence. 

Mr. HANNA. Just one word more. 

Mr.CONGER. I desire to be heard on the 
gentleman from Indiana has spoken once. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that any debate must 
be confined to the point of order. 

Mr. HANNA. I merely wish to make a suggestion. I do not desire 
to say a word in discussing the N e merits of these various 
localities, The point of order I to have brought distinctly to 
the mind of the Chair is this: I say that the amendment proposed 
is in practical effect a substitution of the bill which the Sen- 
ate, and is now in the hands of the Committee on Coinage. Weights, 


y will feel its beneficent 


point of order. The * 


and Measures; and it does seem to me, with all due respect to m 
friend from Louisiana, that the practical effect of adopting his amend- 
ment is to forestall legislation upon these matters, and that I do say 


ought not to be done. 

r. GIBSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. Does 
not the gentleman know that the Committee on Co nage, Weights, 
and Measures has unanimously to report this bill favorably ; 
the bill which the Senate unanimously? 

Mr. HANNA. I do not know what that committee has determined 
upon and I have no right to know until it makes its report. 

Mr. SAYLER. I desire to say a word on the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I raised the point of order myself and I have had 
no opportunity to speak to it. 
i The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Mich- 


n. 
Spre CONGER. Iraised the point of order so that the gentleman 
offering the amendment might state whether existing laws recognize 
a mint at New Orleans; whether providing for the usual officers of a 
mint there was in accordance with existing laws; or whether this 
was new legislation. Now, if there be a mint at New Orleans and 
if the nsual officers for a mint at New Orleans are not provided for 
in this bill, I do not claim that it is new legislation to provide for 
them, whether they have been left out by inadvertence or * design, 
But if there be no mint there organized; if this is the establishment 
of a mint instead of an assay office as this bill provides for, then it 
will be new legislation, It was because I did not know what the law 
ya upan that subject that I suggested to the Chair that it was new 
on. 

ow I understand the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] to 
read from the Jaw which is unrepealed, as I understand him, to claim 
the establishment of a mint at New Orleans and to claim that the 
officers provided for in this amendment are the proper legal officers 
of this institution. If that be so, I cannot insist upon the point of 
order that it is new legislation. 

Mr. GIBSON. This appropriation for the officers of the mint at 
New Orleans meets the concurrence of the Director of the Mint and 
is based upon the report of an agent of the Director of the Mint who 
cerry ime the appointment of these officers at the salaries I have 
named. 

Here the committee informally rose; and Mr. CALDWELL, of Ten- 
nessee, took the chair for the purpose of receiving a 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, 
informed the House that the Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. No. 
3969) regulating the appointment of justices of the peace, commis- 
sioners of deeds, and constables within and for the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed withont 
3 a joint resolution and bills of the House of the follow- 
ing titles: 

o joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) for the erection of a monument 
over the ase of Thomas Jefferson; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1639) making an appro 
at the entrance of the jetties in the South 


River; 
The bill (H. R. No. 1780) Kanea „a pension to William L. Davis, 
late private in Company E, Thirty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 1887) to extend the provisions of section 3297 
of the Revised Statutes to other institutions of learning; and 

The bill (H. R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, post- 
master at Bristol, Connecticut. 

The m further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles ; in which the coneurrence of the House was re- 

uested : 

A bill (S. No. 27) for the relief of Amos B. Fergusson ; 

A bill (S. No. 893) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
examine the evidence of payments made by the State of Missouri 
since April 17, 1866, to the officers and privates of the militia forces 
of said State for military services actu ly performed in the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion in full concert and co-operation with the author- 
ities of the United States and subject to their orders, and to make 
report thereof to Congress ; 


riation for pier-lights 
ass of the Mississippi 
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A bill (S. No. 1066) for the relief of Donghty & Card; 

A bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief of T. B. Kelly ; 

A bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief of settlers on the public lands; 

A bill (S. No. 1073) granting lands to the State of Minnesota in lieu 
of certain lands heretofore granted to said State; and 

A bill (S. No. 1096) for the relief of Samson Goliah. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session and 
with the consideration of the legislative, executive, an 
appropriation Dill. 

r. ATKINS. I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that this amend- 
ment is subject to the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Hanna.] As to the propriety of the amendment, as to 
whether it is policy on the part of this committee to adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Louisiana, that is a question which I do 
not propose to discuss now, but I do not believe that the point of 
order can lie against the amendment. 

Mr. GIBSON. The point of order of the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ConGER] has been withdrawn, as I understand it. 

Mr. HANNA. I have not withdrawn my Pans of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Concer] to withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. No; I said that if it appeared that the law anthor- 
ized this to be maintained as a mint and that these were the officers 
properly provided for, the point of order would not lie against the 
amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. Section 3495 of the Revised Statutes established a 
mint at New Orleans and that law has not been repealed. The last 
legislation upon the subject was in the last appropriation bill. It 
treated the mint at New Orleans as a mere assay office, but I do not 
pretend to say that that was or could be construed to be a repeal of 
the law establishing the mint. 

Mr. SAYLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
a question in order to get at the facts in the case. The n 
understands that the operations of the mint in New Orleans have 
been suspended for a number of years and suspended by law. 

Mr. ATKINS. By what law? 

Mr.SAYLER. It has been used only as an assay office, and the mere 
fact that there is now pending a bill from the Senate for the purpose 
of re-establishing the mint at New Orleans is an evidence that addi- 
tional legislation is required in order to constitute it a mint. 

Mr. ATKINS. I yielded to the gentleman to ask a question and he 
is making aspeech. I asked him what law there was . the 
section of the Revised Statutes establishing this mint. There is no 
such law. The gentleman cannot point to a law that repeals that 


act. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ATKINS. I only prono to oceupy about five minutes, and I 
cannot give all my time for questions; however, let the gentleman go 
on with his question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My question is, if the mere fact of the bring- 
ing in here of a bill from the Senate as stated by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Gipson] appropriating the sum of $75,000 to put this 
mint in rae operation does not make the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana amenable to the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hanna? 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman means to say this: that because some- 
times Congress re-enacts a law that is evidence that the law has been 
W That mie is done in many instances, 

r. CRITTENDEN, This is no re-enactment of the law. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Can the gentleman from Tennessee tell me the 

reason why Con should re-enact alaw which is still in existence? 


roceeded 
judicial 


Mr. ATKINS. Iam not msible for any folly Congress ma 
adopt. If Congress re-enacts laws which are already in alas | 
am not msible for it. 


Mr. FRANKLIN. Then the gentleman wishes to say that this was 
a piepe of 1 on the part of the Senate? 

. ATKINS. The amendment is germane and is an appropriation 
within existing law; it only increases the expenditure and therefore 
I think it is not liable toa point oforder. The polio of adopting the 
proposition is another question upon which I may possibly agree 
with the gentlemen who oppose it. 

Mr, PA RSON, of Colorado. I think I can show by the statutes 
of the United States that this amendment does pro new legisla- 
tion. I think I can show by the statutes, that the officers of the mints 
of the United States are sprey provided for, and that many of the 
offices created by the amendment are not provided for in the statutes. 

Let us admit, for the sake of argument, that there is a mint at New 
Orleans and then let us see what officers the statutes of the. United 
States say shall be 8 at such a mint. Section 3496 of the 
Revised Statutes, provides that: 


The officers of each mint— 


That is specific language— 
335 ea TSt al TOENA Uh AE eral 
with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Sir, we all know the old maxim of law, expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius. 


Now, the law provides that certain offices shall exist, and that 
excludes the idea that others shall exist unless special legislation is 
had. Let ussee what new offices are proposed by the gentleman from 
Louisiana: first, a cashier; next, a chief clerk; next, a weigh clerk; 
next, a deposit clerk ; next, a book-keeper ; next, acoiner ; and next, 
an engraver. Here are six or seven different offices created by the 
amendment, not recognized by the statute at all. Gentlemen may 
claim that in various appropriation bills appropriations for the mints 
at Philadelphia, Carson, and San Francisco have provided for these 
officers. If that be so, then it was only a repeal or amendment 
to section 3496 of the Revised Statutes in so far as that legislation 
applied to those particular mints. Hence I say that this amendment 
is clearly liable to a point of order; it is new legislation and increases 
the expenditures. 

Mr. DURHAM. I propose to confine myself strictly to the point of 
order. The proposed amendment is in one regard and one regard 
only subject to a point of order. If the gentleman from Louisiana 
(Mr. GinsoN ] will strike out of his amendment the officer there termed 
an engraver, then it will be in strict accordance with law. But his 
amendment with the engraver in it is subject to a point of order, 
because it comes directly in the teeth of the section of the Revised 
Statutes quoted by my friend from Colorado, [Mr. PATTERSON. ] 

Allow me to say to the gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. PATTERSON] 
that it cannot be made a point of order against an amendment that 
it provides for clerks to carry on the operations of this mint, and that 
in that way officers are created who are not recognized by law. If 
that were so, then every clause of this bill providing for the several 
Departments would be subject to a point of order. Take the Treas- 
ury Department: for instance, the law does not say that there shall be 
so many clerks, so many laborers, messengers, assistant messengers, and 

ages in the Treasury Department; not at all. But those officers 

ome necessary for the 3 of running the Department by 
virtue of the statutes creating the Department. But when you pro- 
vide for an officer such as an engraver, in opposition to the statute 
itself, then the amendment is subject to the point of order as stated 
by my friend from Colorado, [Mr. PATTERSON.) I simply make the 
suggestion that with that exception the ame ent is in order. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will my colleague on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions [Mr. DURHAM] allow me to have read in his remarks a para- 
graph from the page Spa act of 1874? 

. DURHAM. While I think this amendment is subject to thé 
point of order which I have suggested in the respect I have mentioned, 
desire to say that when the amendment comes up for consideration 
and action I shall exercise my best judgment as to whether I will 
vote for it or not. 

Mr. HANNA. Does the gentleman regard this amendment as in the 
line of economy and retrenchment f 

Mr. DURHAM. I yield now to have read the clause of the appropria- 
tion bill referred to by the gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. ATKINS. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To reopen the branch mint at New Orleans, to be conducted hereafter as a mint, 
subject to the provisions and restrictions of the coinage act of 1873, the followin; 
appropriations are made: For salaries of superintendent, $3,500; assayer, who 8 
ae the duties of melter, $2,500; wages of three workmen, $3,000; for fuel, 
ights, acids, chemicals, and crucibles, $2,000; and for repairs and apparatus neces- 
sary to put the mint in condition, $5,000; in all, $16,000. 


Mr. ATKINS. That legislation recognizes the mint at New Orleans 
as a mint as late as 1874, which was after the demonetization act of 
1873. 

Mr. SAYLER. Allow me to suggest to the gentleman that the pro- 
vision of the appropriation bill which has just been read was for the 
use of the building at New Orleans for an assay office only. 

Mr. ATKINS. fe specially provides for“ the branch mint at New 
Orleans.” 

Mr. SAYLER. It only provides for its operation as an assay office, 

Mr. REAGAN. On the point of order I desire to say a word. Sec- 
tion 3495 of the Revised Statutes has been referred to. It provides 
that “the different mints and assay offices shall be known as,” &c, 
Then it mentions “third, the mint of the United States at New Or- 
leans.” There has just been read from the Clerk’s desk a provision 
of legislation as late as 1874, making an appropriation for the purpose 
of ing on the mint at New Orleans as an assay office. It is now 
objected that a proposition to on that mint as a mint will be in 
the nature of new legislation. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON] supports his objection by the statement that this amend- 
ment proposes an appropriation for officers not appropriated for in 
the legislation of last year or the year before. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Allow me to correct the gentleman. 
The point of order I made is that this amendment creates officers not 
recognized by any statute or by any previous legislation for mints. 

Mr. REAGAN. This amendment neither creates nor recognizes offi- 
cers unknown to the law in carrying on mints. It provides for offi- 
cers known to the law, officers habitually employed in the carrying 
on of mints, and the point of order no more lies against this amend- 
ment in that respect than it would lie againsi any appropriation bill 
acted upon by this committee which increases or reduces the number 
of officers in any bureau or Department. 

Mr: PATT. N, of Colorado. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion 


Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 
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Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. When the statute expressly pro- 
vides that the officers of a certain institution shall be those named in 
that statute, then if any other officers than those named in that stat- 
ute are eden pees provided for, is not that new legislation? Now, 
then, as I said before, if you will look—— 

Mr. REAGAN. I yielded to the 8 for a question; but I 
cannot yield to him to makeas š 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Certainly not. But I wish to call 
attention to section 3496 of the Revised Statutes. It will be there 
found that such oficers as engraver, chief clerk, weigh clerk, deposit 
clerk, and book-keeper are not mentioned in the Revised Statutes at 

1 


all. 

Mr. REAGAN. The point of the gentleman is that we cannot ere- 
ate officers for carrying on the Mint, that we cannot provide such 
instramentalities as are needed for that purpose. Such an objection 
as that would apply with equal force and validity to every bill that 
comes before the House from the Committee on Appropriations, pro- 

ing to increase the number of clerks or other officers in any other 
pe tment of the service. 

hat is the only point I desire to make. We habitually increase 
or reduce the number of clerks or other officers in the different 
bureaus and Departments of the Government, and no one thinks of 
making a point of order upon it. It seems to me that the point of 
order cannot lie in thiscase. If gentlemen object to the amendment, 
the proper way for them to do is to vote against it upon its merits, 
and not attempt by indirection to defeat it by a forced construction 
of the rules of order. 

Mr. CLYMER. My coll e on the Committee on Appropriations, 
the gentleman from 8 (Mr. DuRHAM,] has stated the point 
of order so clearly that I conceive it hardly necessary for me to 
repeat. I believe with him that if the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Ginsox] will modify his amendment according to his sugges- 
tion, it will then come clearly within the rule. 

I fortify my view that the provision for additional clerks in the 
subsequent part of the amendment does not bring it within the oper- 
ation of the point of order by the fact that by section 3499 of the 
Revised Statutes it is provided that “there shall be allowed to the 
assistants and clerks of the several mints such annual salaries as the 
Director of the Mint may, with the approbation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, determine.” Thus the general law clearly provides 
that there shall be such assistants and clerks as may be necessary for 
the good order and efficiency of the Mint; and if by law no salaries 
are attached to the offices the Director of the Mint, in conjunction 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, is authorized to pay such wages 
as may seem reasonable and just. A further portion of the section to 
which I have just referred authorizes the employment of necessary 
workmen, &c., for performing the duties of the Mint. Hence Iam 
clearly of opinion that with the exception of the matter of engravers 
the amendment is not liable to the point of order. 

Mr. PRICE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is there not some 
limit to discussion on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is now ready to decide the point of 
order. Under Rule 120 there can be no legislation changing existing law 
in an appropriation bill unless it is germane and retrenches expendi- 
tures. The Chair isin some doubt upon the question which has been 
raised; but as the law recognizes the existence of a mint at New Orleans, 
the Chair is inclined to hold that the nece legislation to operate 
that mint is not new legislation in the sense of the rule and that con- 
sequently such a provision is in order as an amendment to this bill. 
The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DURHAM. I understand that the provision for engravers has 
been struck out. 

The amendment, as modified, was read. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Mr. Chairman, some weeks I offered, in the in- 
terest of economy and to afford the requisite mint facilities, a resolu- 
tion, which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, requesting that committee to examine into the expediency 
of enlarging the Philadelphia mint. Now, in regard to the pending 
proposition gentlemen may say what they please, but it is an easy 
way of establishing a mint. But have gentlemen considered the cost 
of carrying on this mint at New Orleans? The mint at Philadelphia 
can be enlarged so as to give facilities for coinage that would answer 
for years, at an expense of about $175,000 for land adjoining it, which 
amount would inelude the expense of connecting the present build- 
ing with a largo building, a church which stands upon the lot; and 
in my opinion we 3 not hesitate to make an appropriation for 
the immediate purchase of the same. The lot has a front of about 
one hundred ated four feet on the east side of Broad street, and runs 
eastwardly about one hundred feet to the west line of the mint prop- 
erty. The amonnt mentioned above would not only purchase the 
ground, but would be sufficient to alter the church building and to 
connect it with the mint for the pu of transacting business con- 
veniently under the pressure of work now doing there and which is 
likely to be done for a long while to come. 

1 do not wish to aid in defeating the proposition for re-establishing 
the mint at New Orleans, but I will say that, in the interest of econ- 
omy and for the purpose of giving requisite facilities for coinage, 
nothing so reasonable can be done as to extend the mint in the city 
of Philadelphia. Why, Mr. Chairman, the annual expense suggested 
by the gentleman from Louisiana in his amendment for carrying on 


the New Orleans mint would almost be enough to make the purchase 
in Philadelphia my roposition suggests. The expense for the en- 
largement of the Philadelphia mint would be almost nothing as com- 
pared with the expense of establishing a new mint. Manifestly it 
would be for the interest of the Government to make. this extension. 
There is no better time for the favorable purchase of property than 
the present. 

I hope yet to havean opportunity to appear before the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures—not especially in the interest of 
Philadelphia or in the interest of the locality which I in part repre- 
sent here, bnt in the interest of our country and of economical expend- 
iture of money. The first mint established in the United States was 
at Philadelphia, and the coinage there has become immense. For a 
5 trifling expense we can so extend the building as 
really not to require a new mint anywhere in the United States. 

The railroad communications with Philadelphia are such that 
bullion can be brought just as conveniently to Philadelphia as to 
New Orleans or to almost any other part of the country. Yet we find 
in this committee, which I believe thinks that it desires to legislate in 
the interest of economy, an evident disposition to establish new mints. 
I hope that the committee, if it wishes to save money, will consider 
favorably, when it comes formally before it, the proposition for 
enl ment of mint facilities which I have suggested. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say only a 
few words upon the subject referred to by the gentleman from Phila- 
delphia, [Mr. O'NEILL.] The Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures have before them not only the resolation to which he refers 
but divers other propositions for the increase of the mint power of 
the United States. A number of these propositions are for the estab- 
lishment of new mints in different parts of the country. The Director 
of the Mint thinks the present mint capacity cannot turn out more 
than three and a half million silver dollars per month. It is a matter 
of very great Sad she I think, to have the coinage capacity of the 
country doubled. Dr. Linderman, the Director of the Mint, thinks 
that to do this will require the reopening of the mint at New Orleans, 
as well as the erection of at least two other mints. In view of the 
trade with Mexico and South America and the flow of silver and gold 
bullion from those countries, he thinks the mint at New Orleans 
ought to be epa in operation immediately if the coinage of silver is 
to be doubled over present 8 It was in view of the Mexican 
and Sonth American trade and our 2 of silver and gold bullion 
from those sources, coming directly to that port, that New Orleans 
was at first selected as a proper location for a mint. That mint can 
be made, says Dr. Linderman, in a short time to turn out $1,500,000 
per month. This he thought could be done at a cost of $75,000. This 
is the estimate and this is the expenditure proposed in the Senate 
bill which the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures have 
unanimously authorized the gentleman from Louisiana to report. 
His object is to effect that end in this way without waiting the call 
of the committee. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Let me ask the gentleman from Georgia whether 
the adoption of this provision will have the effect of destroying any 
prospect of new mints anywhere be hig «fiers the country or of secur- 
ing the extension of the Philadelphia Mint. 

r. STEPHENS, of geara. It will not. As chairman of the 
committee, I do not feel at liberty to indicate their ultimate decision 
upon a question which has not yet been thoroughly discussed; bnt 
I will state for myself that I am in favor of doubling the present 
coinage facilities. According to the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the cost of so doing can be less than that involved in 
enlarging the Philadelphia Mint. That, he says, will be $175,000. 
We have before us proposons to establish a mint at Indianapolis, 
Indiana, with a building larger and better than the one in Philadel- 
phia, belonging to the Government, without the cost of anything but 
machinery, and with coining power equal to that of Philadelphia. 
This can be put in operation immediately. This is a Government 
building, now ready, and in no real use. 

Mr, O'NEILL. The chairman of the committee understands there 
will be no additional expense required for additional machinery if 
the mint building in Philadelphia should be enlarged, but simply for 
ordinary expenses for carrying on the mint. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. If youincrease your power you must 
increase the machinery, and qe must have machinery to supply 
that power after the building has been enlarged in Philadelphia, as 
much as in Indianapolis, or Saint Louis, or other places where the 
Government owns the buildings now, or where they are offered with- 
out cha as in Kansas City and other places. 

Mr. ONEILL. Permit me to say, and I dislike to interrupt the 
gentleman from Georgia, that the mint at Philadelphia is now car- 
ried on day and night. Men are working day and night—two or 
three sets of men. The extension of the building would not require 
new machinery further than new belting to connect the enlargement 


with the present building. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Yes; and it is admitted that these 
will cost $175,000, besides the delay in the enlargement. One word 
more, Mr. Chairman. I suppose that they are now using at the Phil- 
adelphia Mint all the power they can command. Of course if you 
enlarge the building you will have to enlarge or increase the ma- 
chinery. 


Mr. FOSTER. Let me ask the gentleman from Georgia a question. 


1878. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER. Is an increase of coinage facilities absolutely nec- 
essary at this time? 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It is,if yon extend the coinage to 
the amount authorized by the silver bill which became the law at 
this session. 

Mr. FOSTER. Are not the present facilities sufficient to comply 
with the law? 

Tai 5 art 83 er ee ano toe l of 
the Treasury think not. e mint capacity for this purpose they 
Ma say at this time is only $3,500,000 per month. I am for doubling 
this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has 


expired. 

Ur. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I would like to say a word further. 

Mr. GIBSON. I had a conversation with Dr. Linderman, and the 
present facilities are considered far short of what aro necessary. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I did not understand that the Director of the Mint 
desired an extension of mint facilities anywhere, and therefore the 
enlargement at Philadelphia even, in his estimation, is not necessary. 

Mr. BUCKNER. This discussion is going on entirely out of order, 

Mr.SAYLER. I move to strike out the last word. 

I have no disposition, Mr. Chairman, to antagonize the proposition 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. Gipson] in regard to the mint 
at New Orleans. I think, however, while that office is technicall 
denominated in the law as a mint, its principal use in the fature will 
be that of an assay office, and for that purpose, an enlarged assa 
office, it will be specially valuable when the time comes, as I thin 
it will come before long, when our supply of bullion will have to be 
in wees 8 tion of the gent] from Pennsyl 

n nse to the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. O'NEILL, ] web ta say this: it is not the mere consid- 
eration of the temporary cost of the construction of a mint which 
should enter into this question ; it is the question of the facility for 
the supply of bullion and the facility for the distribution of coin. 
undertake to say Philadelphia is not so situated with reference to the 
rest of the country that it possesses these facilities to any extent, and 
certainly to no extent greater than the work it is now doing. The 
city of New Orleans, in my judgment, is too far south to supply that 
grand empire which lies on the other side of the Allegheny Mount- 
ains and which is commonly known as the Mississippi Valley, em- 
bracing a large number of the richest States of the Union and in 
seven or eight of which States about one-half or more of the manu- 
facturing industries of this country are conducted, and in which in 
the very near future there is an absolute demand for a first-class 
mint for coinage both of gold and silver. 

Isay I do not antagonize the operations of the mint at New Or- 
leans because I believe them to be essential for carrying out and con- 
tributing to the necessities of this people. But the mint itself that 
shall supply that country with the necessary coinage must be farther 
north and in a more central portion of the great industrial interests 
of the syste ds Valley. 

Mr. GIBSON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SAYLER. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the gentleman know that the bullion coined 
at the mint of New Orleans from its establishment to its close came 
from Mexico, and that the supplies for that mint will be drawn 
chiefly from Mexico, and that therefore it does not interfere ? 

Mr. SAYLER. I have so su; „Mr. Chairman, that the mint 
at New Orleans would be valuable in that respect, yet I regard it 
chiefly as an assay office, but the coinage should be done nearer the 
commercial center of the Mississippi Valley. And some such relation 
miat subsist between a farther north position and the city of New 
Orleans as now exists between the city of Philadelphia and the city 
of New York in that regard. I think, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that 
we should not undertake at the present time to re-establish a mint 
at New Orleans, but we should rather undertake at the present time 
to keep this mint building at New Orleans in a proper and suitable 
condition for extensive assay work, because in the near future it will 
be largel needed for that p x 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The object of the amendment before 
the committee is not to re-establish this mint. The mint has never 
been disestablished. It is simply to put it in operation. The mint 
stands there and has stood there ever since it was in operation. Its 
3 was suspended in 1861. The object of this amendment is 
simply to repair it and put it in operation again. 

I desire to make a few further observations which I had not the 
opportunity to make when I had the floor, before being cut off by the 
expiration of my Ere minutes. I wish to say to the gentleman from 
Philadelphia [Mr. O'NEILL] that in the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures we have had the proposition of the enlarge- 
ment of the mint at Philadelphia before us and we expect to have all 
the testimony that will be offered by intelligent business men of that 
city as to the probable cost and the propriety of the enlargement. 
The committee have propositions before them, besides the New Or- 
leans mint, for one at Cincinnati, for a new mint at Quincy, Illinois; 
for one at Omaha, for one at Springfield, Rock Island, as well as at 
Indianapolis and Saint Louis; Charlotte, North Carolina; and Kansas 
City, three in Georgia, and several other places. All these matters 
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are yet before the committee, I suppose they will make their report 
in the course of ten days. 

All these propositions will have to be duly considered; but we 
think the mint 3 will have to be largely increased, especially if 
Conme should pass the silver-bullion-certiticate bill, which I trust 
will be passed. That bill has been set down for consideration on the 
9th of next month—next Thursday week. = 

That is all I have to say. We intend to give consideration to all 
these matters; but the committee are unanimously in favor of the 
proposition offered by the gentleman from Louisiana to start the New 
Orleans mint immediately. 

Mr. COLE. I renew the amendment. I dislike exceedingly, Mr. 
Chairman, to antagonize any of these interests which appear upon 
this floor, because I recognize in them substantial and worthy com- 
petitors. All of them are cities with which most of us are very fa- 
miliar, and each one of them would like very much to have a mint. 
But in looking at the estimates of the committee this morning I 
observe, if we should go back to the operations of the New Orleans 
mint, which extended through a period of twenty-three years, coin- 
ing in that time seventy millions of gold and silver, the expenses 
themselves, according to the estimates of this committee and rated 
in the same proportion, would cost the Government 4 per cent. on 
each dollar coined. This is a very extravagant amount, and certainly 
it would seem that the expenses of coining in the city of New Orleans 
must be at least three or four times as much as they would be in 
many other cities. 

Now, I would like very much to call the attention of this Congress 
to the fact that in Saint Louis, the city which I have the honor in 
part to represent, you have a magnificent building now which will 
soon be vacated, and could be vacated at once; a building which cost 
some $2,000,000, which will have to be put up and sold, and would 
not to-day, I believe, bring $50,000. It is a fire-proof building, one 
hundred and twenty-five by eighty feet, five stories high, built of 
mane large enough to make one of the finest mints in the United 

tates, 

Mr. FRANKLIN. How much is that building worth, did the gen- 
tleman state? 

Mr. COLE. I suppose it would not bring, as it is not adapted to 
business p more than $40,000 or $50,000 if put up at sale. It 
cost about $2,000,000, as nearly as I can recollect. : 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Then would it not be economy on the part of the 
Government to sell that building and coverthe money intothe Treas- 
ury and place the new mint that is to be put in the West at some city 
which offers to furnish a mint building free of charge? 

Mr. COLE. That might be so if that city possessed the cheapest 
coal, the cheapest labor, cheapest food, the largest means of distribu- 
tion at the lowest cost; if it had all the skilled artisans and ma- 
chine-shops in it that are ; if it was the healthiest city 
in the world, which Saint Louis is 1 to be by a comparison of 
vital statistics as compared with other cities. If it had all those ad- 
vantages and more which I now have not time to enumerate, then it 
might be considered fairly as a competitor to be duly considered. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I think the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures will come to the conclusion that there is a point west of 
Saint Louis where the mint can be carried on much better. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. And that point is Denver. [Laugh- 
ter. 

FRANKLIN. That point is Kansas City. 

Mr. COLE. I wish to say that Saint Lonis, according to the last 
census, is the fourth city in population in the United States, (and at 
this time containing a population of over five hundred thousand,) and 
the third in the 5 of manufactured goods. It manufactures 
new goods of kinds to the extent of $200,000,000 per annum and 
distributes the proceeds of property from the vast area tributary of 
several hun s of millions more which are sold and remitted back 
either in money or other commodities. 

(Here the hammer 1 

Mr. ALDRICH obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. COLE. 

Mr. COLE. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for his courtesy ; 
and I wish to say further that every chemical which is used in assay- 
ing and parting metals, in refining bullion and in coining it, is 0 
in our city, and to-day is sold cheaper there, as the Director of the 
Mint told me himself, than at any other city of the United States. 
In that city, too, are made to-day all the metals which enter into 
these combinations in coining; with sixteen trunk lines of railways, 
the greatest number radiating from any center in the world; with 
eighteen thousand miles of water-ways, traversed by her steamers, 
distributing her commerce and drawing the same to and from all 
parts of the Union at the lowest practicable rates; with reduction 
works now successfully producing many millions of bullion annually, 
and penetrating by her railways the richest bullion-ore districts of 
the world. Now you may say that this is an mism to the proposi- 
tion. It is not. Iam only telling you that Saint Louis is the best 
place in the country for a mint, and I wish you could all agree with 
me. When you make a mint put it where it ought to be, (so that in 
its location you may reach the largest populations in the shortest 
time and by the cheapest barges. and make a good one of it, which 
can be done for the expense which would be incurred here in renew- 
ing the machinery of the mint at New Orleans. 
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Let me recall your attention to another fact. There isa doubt about 
the title to the property on which this mint at New Orleans stands. 
It is a question whether the title has not la , because it was ceded 
to the Government by the city of New Orleans on condition that a 
mint should be continually operated there, and the mint has not been 
operated as a mint since 1861. This is only incidental. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to say to the gentleman that the city of 
New Orleans has formally relinquished right and interest in this 

roperty. 
: [ aisi the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COLE. I withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I renew the amendment. I desire to say a word, 
Mr. Chairman, in reference to the proposition which is offered to 
amend the bill so as to continue the mint at New Orleans and not to 
re-establish it, as has been well said by the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia, because it has never been discontinued, and in refer- 
ence to the remarks which fell from the gentleman last upon the floor, 
just before he took his seat. 

I understand that it is not true that there has been any attempt to 

uestion the fact that this property was ces gee by the city of 
Now Orleans to the Government on the ground that it not been 
continually occupied as a mint. On the contrary, it was never used 
for any other purposes than those for which it was ceded, and it was 
reopened as a mint in the year 1874. 

In answer to the argument of ee friend from Ohio, 
Mr. Sa In, ] in reference to the fact that this mint for the coin 
of silver at New Orleans is not properly located, because it is not in 
the interior of the country, but in a city which is the great entrepét 
for that interior, I beg to say that the argument of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] might as well be that the mint at 
Philadelphia ought to be removed to Pittsburgh as that the mint at 
id Orleans ought to be removed to the interior of the Mississippi 

ey. 

Mr. O'NEILL. I did not say that I was not going to vote for this 
proposition. 

r. HOOKER. Nor did I say so; but I want to say that the mint 
at Philadelphia, on the seaboard, coins the bullion of the country 
and distributes it to the interior, and the argument might as well be 
made that it ought to be removed to Pittsburgh as that the mint at 
New Orleans should be removed, 

Mr. SAYLER. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. Does 
he not know that Philadelphia is the center of the population of Penn- 
sylvania at the present time, and if he does not know that the popu- 
lation of the States up the Mississippi River is about three or four to 
one as to that of the States below; that almost the entire manu- 
facturing and commercial interests of that great valley are within 
the limits of seven or eight States north? 

Mr. HOOKER. In answer to the inquiry of the gentleman I be 
to say that the city of New Orleans, like Philadelphia and New Yor 
and the other cities on the seaboard, is the t point from which 
the commerce must go out upon the seas and come back, and there- 
fore it is the proper position for a mint. You do not ship a particle 
of grain or coal or anything that ary raise out of the earth or any- 
thing that you produce, whether (oe or mining, that 
does not pass through the port of New Orleans by natural law, and 
that therefore New Orleans is the t entrepét of the commerce of 
the Mississippi Valley and the point at which a mint should be located. 
This great commercial town is adjacent to the mouth of that great 
river and its hundreds of tributaries which is the source of the com- 
merce of all that region of country, and you might as well argue that 
the mint should be removed from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh as that 
it should be removed from New Orleans to anywhere else. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. We do not propose to send our gold and bullion 
abroad to be coined. 

Mr. HOOKER. But you need it to pay for the produce that you 
purchase abroad. 

Mr. HANNA. It occurs to me, and I think it will occur to eve 
impartial mind on this floor, that the discussion has already deseloped 
the fact that weought not in an appropriation bill to attempt to legis- 
late as we are nowasked to legislate. I want to be fair with all these 
contending points and I intend to be so, and my hope has been that 
this measure would not be sprung upon the House until it would have 
the benefit of a report from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. | 

I have great confidence in that committee and in the chairman of 
the committee that they will do what is fair aud right. And I hope 
that when their report comes into this House it will be a rt not 
only in favor of reopening to some extent the mint at New Brleans, 
but also in favor of establishing additional branch mints. I believe 
that the public interest requires that that should be done. Let that 
committee tuy and impartially and justly consider the claims and 
advantages of all these rival points, including the one I immediately 
eee and when they have done that I will be content with their 

udgmen 

The Committee on Appropriations come in here with their bill ask- 
ing us to appropriate for the mint at New Orleans $10,262, An amend- 
ment is thrust in our faces asking us to appropriate $128,900 for that 
purpose, an excess of $118,000. Now I say in the face of that, with- 
out attempting to disparage any other rival point, that at tho city of 


Indianapolis there are seventy-eight acres of ground, of which the 
title is perfect, with buildings equal to those at Philadelphia or at 
any other point, which the United States Government can kava and 
where we can, at an expense of $50,000, equal to-day the coinage of 
the mint at Philadelphia. I do not say this for the pipoa of preju- 
dicing any other point, I state it simpy as a fact and to show the 
injustice of attempting in an appropriation bill to fix and settle for- 
ever any one point in advance of any law. 

few days ago the Senate passed a bill upon this subject, and by 
my vote and those of others of us here that bill was referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Why? Because we 
wanted to have the benefit of the judgment of that committee; we 
wanted that committee to hear the representatives of all these rival 
points, and, when they had done that, to impartially consider the 
subject and to bring before us their fair, full, and impartial report, 
so that we could have the benefit of it. But instead of that, upon 
the ipse dixit of some of my friends from the Sonth, we are asked to- 
day, in advance of legislation, in advance of any report from that 
committee, in advance of any recommendation on their part, to take 
at once $118,000 out of the Treasury and put it down in New Orleans. 
Lask is that fair and right toward Saint Louis, Cincinnati, Spring- 
field, Chicago, and Indianapolis? It seems to me it is not. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the gentleman answer a question ? 

Mr. HANNA. I will. 

Mr. VANCE. Does not the gentleman think that the demands of 
the country require further mint capacity than will be supplied at 
New Orleans? 

Mr. HANNA. I believe it does. As members very well know I have 
at all times since I have occupied a seat upon this floor announced 
myself as an unlimited free-silver-coinage man. We must come to 
that, and the sooner the country understands it the better. Hence, I 
say, wait patiently until we get a report from my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. STEPHENS] who heads the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and let us avail ourselves of the benefit of the experience 
of that committee. I trust my friend from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] 
will not attempt, I will not say designedly, to do that which is to 
inure to the advantage of New Orleans only, without considering the 
claims of other points. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ATKINS. I wish to inquire if we cannot by some sort of agree- 
ment obtain in Committee of the Whole a limitation to the debate on 
this amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] 
would allow me at this point to occupy the floor for a few minutes, 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not propose to cut off debate. I simply wish to 
ask the committee to give consent that debate be limited, without 
going into the Honse to obtain an order for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. ATKINS, ] before he asks for any limitation of debate, to allow 
me about two minutes to state what I understand to be the reason 
why any mint was ever established at New Orleans. 1 have listened 
in vain for that statement to be made by some other gentleman. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not propose to cut off debate entirely ; I merely 
e to ascertain whether the committee will consent to some limit- 
ation. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Say twenty minutes on the pending para h 
and on the amendments thereto: x N 

Mr. ATKINS. I am willing to agree to that, if by common consent 
we can fix the limit of debate to twenty minutes. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Say thirty minutes instead of 


twenty. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] that debate upon the pending 
E and amendments thereto be limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I object to saytning of the kind. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of obtaining from the House an order limiting debate. I will 
r that I desire to accommodate the wishes of the majority of the 

ouse. 

Mr. VANCE. I think thirty minutes will be agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I hope the motion will be voted down. 

The motion of Mr. ATKINS was agreed to; upon a division, ayes 98, 
noes not counted. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore , Mr. EDEN reported that, pursuant 
to the order of the House, the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. Hind 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicia 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, 
and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that when the House shall again resolve 
PETEA aaas eats trated on S inoue vii eee: a 
nudicial appropriation a e u e ndin un 

8 thereto shall be limited Se e 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I move to amend so as to make it 

Mr. ATKINS. Well, I wish to accommodate the House, and will say 
thirty minutes. 


1878. 
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d to: 


The motion of Mr. ATKINS limiting debate was a a AM 
Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the order just made limiting 
debate; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the rules be suspended and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration of the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

e motion was d to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. EDEN in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend- 
ing paragraph and amendments thereto has been limited to thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. I only wish to say a word, because it seems to me 
that the course which the debate has taken may divert attention from 
the true issue involved in the amendment. The proposition of the 
amendment is simply to make the necessary appropriations to con- 
tinue an existing mint. This seems to be antagonized first by the 

ntleman from Philadelphia, [Mr. O'NEILL, ] who thinks his city can 

o the coinage for the country. 

Mr. O'NEILL. Ihave not antagonized the proposition for the New 
Orleans mint at all. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then it is antagonized by several other gentle- 
men: by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hanna, ] who thinks that 
the coinage onght to be done in Indianapolis; by a gentleman from 
Ohio, who thinks it had better be done in Cincinnati; by another 
gentleman from Missouri, who thinks the proper place for carrying 
on our mint business is in that State; by my friend from Colorado, 
who thinks that it onght to be done at Denver. Each of these gen- 
tlemen is struggling for the establishment of anew mint in opposition 
to continuing in operation an existing mint. « : 

Now, it seems to me this is not a question that should arise now; 
that we ought simply to consider at this time whether the necessi- 
ties of its country, its commerce and its coinage, justify and require a 
continuance of the operations of the mint at New Orleans with in- 
creased facilities for larger coinage. We are assured by the distin- 
guished gentleman from per pr [Mr. STEPHENS, ] the chairman of 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, that in his judg- 
ment, as also in the judgment of Dr. Linderman, the Director of the 
Mint, increased coinage facilities are required. If this be so, why 
should we on an appropriation bill, which provides simply for contin- 
ning in operation an existing mint, embarrass the action of the House 
by undertaking to determine whether new mints shall be established? 
When the bill on that subject is reported by the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures it will be time enough to consider the 
question of an additional mint or mints, disembarrassed from all 
questions such as the one now before us. 

I have a word to say in relation to the necessity of the mint at 
New Orleans. It is at the mouth of our greatest river. It is at the 
city second or third in the amount of its exports among the cities of 
the Union. It is at a city of vast commerce both with the interior 
and with foreign ports. It is where coin is required. It is where the 
means of exchange, of credit, of commercial operations are required 
to accommodate the vast Valley of the Mississippi and its great trib- 
utaries, the Red River, the Arkansas, the Tennessee, the Cumberland, 
the Ohio, the Missouri, and all that vast region of country. Besides, 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury shows that very consid- 
erable amounts of bullion come from Mexico into that city, entering 
into the commerce, the assay, and the coinage of the country. 

Now, with a million of dollars or more of bullion coming in annu- 
ally from Mexico, with a prospect of a very large increase, with the 
large foreign and domestie trade at that city, why should we strike 
down the coinage facilities of a region of country lying a thousand 
miles south of any other place named for a mint? Why should we 
strike down vast commercial interests there, by refusing to appropri- 
ate for an existing mint simply on the ground that it may interfere 
with the establishment of mints in other parts of the country where 
there are already minting facilities which largely accommodate the 
necessities of those various sections ? 

It seems to me that if we intend to be governed not by local inter- 
ests but by the great commercial interests of the country, we cannot 
do more wisely than make this appropriation for the mint at New 
Orleans, which has a large import of bullion and a large import and 
export of products and other manufactured articles. 

think it worthy of consideration that that t commercial cen- 
ter lies far remote from every other mint and from every other point 
where it is pro to establish one. I presume there can no 
question that if there were not a mint there now the commercial in- 
terests of the country would demand the establishment of one there 
if the question were determined by the consideration of the commer- 
cial interests of the conntry alone. 

Tags the hammer ve 

r. FRANKLIN. Mr. Chairman, I think that the question of the 
establishment of a new mint is directly involved in the considcration 
of this question. Iam not opposed to the re-establishment of the 
mint at New Orleans; but if we vote this appropriation it is equiva- 
lent to the establishment of a new mint, from the fact that the one 
at New Orleans, as I understand, has not been in operation for years, 


No move should be made in this direction until the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures have considered this wholo matter 
and have decided where these additional mints, if any, shall be estab- 
lished; for I believe it is generally conceded that the interests of the 
country demand additional mints. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does not the gentleman know that the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures have had this matter under con- 
sideration and have unanimously authorized me to report this bill? 

Mr. FRANKLIN, Certainly, lam aware of that. I think that the 
interests of the country demand that additional mints be estab- 
lished; and it is highly probable that the city of New Orleans is a 
proper point for one. But I hold that for the coining of the silver and 
gold product of our country it is an absolute necessity that a mint be 
established farther west than any that has been spoken of yet to-day, 
and the whole question should be dis dof at once. 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HANNA, ] in speaking of the 
claims of different localities for new mints, says that Indiana 
presents advantages superior to any competing point. He tells us 
that the Government has there seventy acres of land with buildings 
situate thereon suitable for conducting the business of a mint. Let 
me tell the gentleman that if the Government has seventy acres of 
land there and a building suitable for this and has no other 
use for it than to establish a mint, it would be economy on the part 
of the Government to sell that land with the buildings, cover the 
money into the and establish a mint at some point like 
Kansas City, where we will give the Government ground free of charge 
and erect thereon a building according to the plans and specifications 
furnished by the Director of the Mint. 

In this connection I will state that at a meeting of the Board of 
Trade of Kansas City, held on the 19th day of February, 1876, the 
following resolutions were passed. They were presented by me to 
this House on the 28th of February, 1876, and are of record on page 
1350, volume 14, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Forty-fourth Congress, 
first session: 

At a meeting of the Board of Trade of the City of Kansas, Missouri, held on the 
19th day of February, 1876, the following resolutivns were ny adopted, 
after a ae canvass and discussion of the subject to which they relate: 

Resolved, That the president and secretary of this Board of Trade be, and are 
hereby, instructed to offer to the Secretary of the Treasury, and through him to the 
Government, all the grounds desired, and a building e and fitted up for the 
purposes of the 5 mint to be established in the Lississippi Valley, free of 
cost; or to offer, if more desirable, the necesssary grounds and a building for said 
mint, to be erected new, upon plans prescribedby the Director of the Mint, free of 
cost, on condition that said mint be located in Kansas City, Missouri. 

Resolved, That this offer will be made good at any time within not less than ninety 
a the notice given of the definite location of the mint in this city, if so re- 


Now, therefore, we the undersigned president and of the Board of Trade 
of Kansas 9 Missouri, do hereby certify that the above is a correct copy of the 
resolutions adopted by said Board of Trade on the 19th day of February, 1878. 

In testimony whereof we have hereunto set our hands and affixed seal of 
said association. 


Done at Kansas City, Missouri, this 22d day of February, 1876. 
(SEAL.) E. B. NOFSINGER, President. 
W. H. MILLER, Secretary. 

This offer has been renewed. It exists to day, and will be cheer- 
fully performed whenever the conditions are complied with. 

This is an effectual answer to that portion of the argument of gen- 
tlemen when they state that the Government owns grounds and build- 
ings in their cities that can be used for mint p It will take 
about as much money to reconstruct these old buildings in order to 
make them suitable for this purpose as to build new ones. 

Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for me in the limited time allowed me 
in this debate to discuss this question as it deserves, and I shall not 
attempt it. At the proper time, when the proper occasion presents 
itself, when the question of the establishment of a branch mint in 
the West is before the House, I will address myself to the subject in 
all its bearings and shall attempt to show that Kansas City has 
advantages for its location not | engin by any of the campering 
points. This city has better facilities for reaching the gold and sil- 
ver fields than any other; in fact, none of the points east of the Mis- 
souri asking for the mint can reach the ores of ‘colorado, New Mexico, 
and Arizona except by using the railways built west from Kansas 
City; andasa pe for distributing coin to the various points in the 
Mississippi Val ey it possesses superior advantages. 

The location of the mines naturally determines this question in her 
favor. A branch mint can be operated at this point cheaper than at 
any other. As a point for cheap food supply and cheap fuel no city 
in the West equal advantages, and it is nearer than an 
other to the ores and to the zine and sulphur deposits of the Uni 


States. 

I think the Government should immediately establish new mints, 
for our mint capacity at presei is evidently not sufficient. Rerhaps 
the one at New Orleans should be put in successful operation and an 
addititional one, or perhaps two, established. 

We well remember that when the silver bill was under discussion 
the Senate in one of the prominent arguments made against the un- 
restricted coinage of silver was that we had not the mint capacity to 
coin more than from two to four millions per month. 

We should by the establishment of additional mints eliminate this 
objection to unrestricted coinage, and afford facilities for coining all 
the gold and silver our mines produce. Why not utilize our silver 
product in the payment of our national debt ? 

I hold there 2 much logic, just as much reason, just as much 
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statesmanship in saying that we will restrict the field of agriculture 
within certain limits as to say that we will not afford facilities for 
utilizing the entire silver product of the country. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Irenewit. I only desire, Mr. Chairman, to say a 
50 word and I do not know I should have said anything if I 
understood what the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures had said. I did not understand him, but I believe he 
has anticipated me inthat. I desire simply to say the matter of the 
establishment of a mint at New Orleans was ed before this House 
a goodly number of years ago and was established there upon one 
proposition only, the coinage of the silver and gold, largely silver, 
which comes from Mexico making New Orleans its port of entry in the 
United States. The reason which put the mint there exists now 
except so far as our commerce has somewhat fallen off and the min- 
ing of silver has not so largely increased in Mexico as it was sup 
it would do. But there is no place now, and there never has n, 
where so much silver bullion strikes this country from abroad as at 
New Orleans from Mexico. We have a mint there now, with every- 
thing, all the machinery of a mint except mint power—the power of 
minting—the building, superintendent, assaying—all it wants is press- 
ing and milling machinery. 

Without antagonizing any other place, Iam willing to establish 
mints in other places, hoping minting will very soon stop; tbat is to 
say, that people will be content with having silver and gold in bars, 
ingots stamped and laid away, if they are so foolish as to lay them 
away, or sent as other merchandise is across the waters, for it never 
goes abroad, silver or gold, without being put into the melting-pot 
on one side or the other, using, as we are now using instead of gold 
and silver, gold and silver certificates of bullion value. I therefore 
think, as we shall never get farther this session of Congress than 
renewing the mint at New Orleans, we bad better take this oppor- 
tunity todo so. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, thanking the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BUTLER] for his courtesy, I have only time to say 
that I tvery much this question has been sprung upon the com- 
mittee at this time. While other gentlemen have n talking of 
various localities for a new mint, I desire to say that in my opinion 
Rock Island, Illinois, presents superior advantages for the location 
of such mint, if one is to be established. There is on Rock Island a 
most excellent building already constructed and well 1 to the 
uses of a mint, and which is owned by the Government. It is on the 
Mississippi River, and on one of the great through lines of railroad 
running from the Atlantic to the Pacific. The island lies in between 
the cities of Davenport, Rock Island, Moline, cities containing a pop- 
ulation of near fifty thousand inhabitants, and is the property of the 
United States. It is in the midst of rich and inexhaustible coal-fields 
and of one of the richest agricultural regions in the world. 

As an armory and arsenal are located on the island, if this mint is 
established on it, there will always be a sufficient force on the island 
to give it | pets But, Mr. Chairman, I more particularly rose to 
say that the advantages which Rock Island pussesses for the location 
of a mint, have been presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PRICE] and myself to the Committee of Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, as have also the advantages of other localities, and I think we 
should await the action of that committee. And I trust the amend- 
ment proposed will not be adopted, 

Mr. GARFIELD, Mr. Chairman, during the several years while 1 
was chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, when there was 
not enough coinage being done to require the rehabilitation of any 
mint, and even when we were providing for the sale of mints at 
Charlotte and Dahlonega and other pointa we still kept the New 
Orleans mint alive by keeping up the form of appropriation giving a 
small sum of money, because if we had not done so under the terms 
of the grant it would revert to its former owners. We are bound 
while we own it to keep it a mint. 

Now so far Congress held it alive. I believe it ought to keep 
it alive for active and positive reasons. If there were nothing at New 
Orleans, if there were no plant, I should say if the United States were 
to establish a new mint it ought to establish it there; and as we have 
the plant for a still stronger reason we ought to maintain it there. 
It was established, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BUT- 
LER] said, becanse of its nearness to our great foreign supply of sil- 
ver. I was told this morning by a gentleman who happened to be 
here, connected with a banking house in New York, that in the last 
ten days his house had received $100,000 of Mexican silver delivered 
to that house alone. Since our recent legislation the flow of silver 
is beginning from Mexico in its old way. Why, then, ship it to New 
York, when by this rehabilitation of the mint at New Orleans we can 
do the work there? 

If the time ever comes, as come it doubtless will, when we shall 
have a southern line of Pacific Railroad completed we shall have a 
way opened to what I believe to be the richest silver country on this 
globe, I mean Southern Arizona. Its natural flow to the United 
States will be along the line of that road. That country will natu- 
rally pour its treasures into New Orleans as the first great point of 
deposit. And for that reason, in addition to the reason named in re- 
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gard to Mexico, however many other mints we may see fit to estab- 
ish, we ought certainly to rebuild this mint in New Orleans. It was 
roper enough to strike down the mints at Charlotte and Dahlonega 
use the gold mines in that region had been worked out. But the 
mint at New Orleans is one of the t necessities of this country 
made more so by recent developments and recent legislation. Aud 
whatever may be done as to other places, however it may affect my 
State—and I know Ohio is asking for a mint—I would be ashamed to 
strike down this mint which for good reasons ought to be continued 
in the hope that thereby I might save something for Ohio. I believe 
this amendment ought to prevail. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I have a firm conviction that if 
this amendment is adopted it will be the last legislation having in 
view the establishment of additional mint facilities for ten years to 
come. And believing as I do that the necessities of the country de- 
mand that the new mint should be established in another section than 
the extreme southern portion of the country, I am opposed to the 
amendment. The excuse for the establishment of the mint at New 
Orleans was its proximity to the silver of Mexico and of South Amer- 
ica. At that time there were no silver products west of the Missis- 
sippi River, and the Government was only justified in establishing 
this mint because it was then at the door of its nearest bullion sup- 
ply. But why did this mint fall into disuse? Because since its es- 
tablishment gold and silver are both produced within the limits of our 
own country, upon the Pacific coast and in the central regions of the 
Rocky Mountains, in greater quantities than can now be coined under 
existing laws. 

We raise from the mines of this country annually seventy-five mill- 
ion dollars’ worth of silver. And yet if we should coin every dollar 
of silver money provided for by existing laws we would consume but 
$48,000,000 of this product, leaving $27,000, 00U of the product of ourown 
mines wandering around in search of a mint or market, while we are 
enga in putting in pperation a mint at New Orleans to gather in 
the silver of Mexico and South America. Sir, I assert that such a 
policy is un-American. One object of the bill passed at the early part 
of this session was the furnishing of a market for the silver produced 
by our own mines, and thereby give a fair profit to those who were 
engaged in this American industry. 

Might I say a word about the proper location of the new mint? 
Most assuredly it requires to be somewhere in the region of the coun- 
try producing the bullion and in the vicinity of the Mississippi Val- 
ley ; it ought to be in the direct line of the flow of silver produced in 
the Rocky Mountain region. It may be Saint Lonis is the place, per- 
haps Cincinnati or Indianapolis, but I believe when the true inter- 
ests of the country are consulted the capital of the State I represent 
on this floor will be selected as the point. It is situated at the very 
base of the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains, and is most conven- 
ient for receiving the bullion products of Colorado, Wyoming, 
Utah, New Mexico, and Arizona. Every line of railroad that enters 
the Rocky Mountains leading to the State and Territories 1 have 
named originate, with one exception, at the city of Denver, and 
every ounce of bullion that will come to the East for coinage, except 
e which passes over the Union Pacific road, must first pass through 

nver. 

Colorado and the Territories tributary to it will supply every ounce 
of bullion that can be coined in whatever new mint is established. 
Already their products amount to $25,000,000 per annum. All mate- 
rials for manufacturing this into coin are indigenous to Colorado. 
The greatest possible facilities exist for gathering the bullion together 
at Denver and then for distributing the coin to the commercial cen- 
tersofthecontinent. The Atlantic and Pacific coasts have their mints, 
Why should the very heart of the continent, the center of the gold and 
silver products of the country, be cast aside to erect one more mint 
upon the country’s ragged edge? Why should the products of Ameri- 
can mines be left out in the cold that foreign bullion may tind a 
market? When the mines of Colorado and the Territories adjacent 
to it are exhausted or are not capable of supplying the bullion needed 
then will Congress be justified in establishing a mint at New Orleans 
to receive the products of Mexican and South American mines; until 
then it fills its measure of usefulness as an assay office for the section 
in which itis located. Experience should teach legislators as well as 
men of business that as it is more economical and profitable, for 
reasons patent to all, to manufacture the iron of Pennsylvania in 
Pennsylvania, so is it more economical and profitable to the Govern- 
ment and the people to manufacture their coin at the places where the 
bullion is produced and from whence it can be speedily and econom- 
ically distributed throughout the land. Denver is superior to all other 
points for the purpose of coinage, and I will never consent to its 
exclusion from the privilege until the House, after fall discussion, shall 
see fit to decide otherwise. It is not right to forestall deliberate action 
upon a matter of so great importance by forcing through an amend- 
ment to a mere money bill, even with the sanction of the Committee 
on Appropriations, and on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, where 
debate upon the proposition is limited to five minutes to each mem- 
ber who may desire to be heard. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. Does the parena from Colorado pretend to 
is fory coal and food are as cheap in Denver as in Saint Lonis ? 

r. PATTERSON, of Colorado. Yes; I say that coal and food and 
everything else are as cheap in Denver as in Salut Louis. Why, we 
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have seventy-five thousand square miles of coal land in Colorado and 
we supply the gentleman’s market with every pound of beef that his 
constituents eat. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. That is simply absurd. I do not think the gen- 
tleman understands the markets of his own State. 

Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado. I think I do, better than the gen- 
tleman does his. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DURHAM. I renew the amendment. I do not rise for the pur- 
pose of opposing the mint at New Orleans or to advocate a mint at 

int Louis or even at Louisville, in my own State, but what I desire 
to say in reference to this amendment is, that while I believe that the 
Chair ruled rightly in regard to the point of order, and it is germane 
to the bill, I cannot support it. When this 5 ill was 
under consideration by a subcommittee we had Dr. Linderman, who 
ought to know what is necessary in regard to these matters, before 
us, and I violate no secret of the committee in stating, and I know 
that my two associates on the subcommittee will bear me out in the 
statement, that we gave Dr. Linderman for the mints every single 
dollar he asked for. 

I will state further that I oppose the amendment because it has not 
had the sort of consideration that I believe it ought to have had. 
Gentlemen may say that the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures have considered it and have come to the conclusion that it 
is important. I answer that this House has not so determined. If 
the House determines that it is necessary in the face of the recom- 
mendations in regard to mints made by Dr. Linderman, then I would 
be willing to vote for this appropriation. 

I would say furthermore that if I had the selection of a mint for 
the reasons given by the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. BUTLER] and others, I believe that of all points New Orleans is 
the very point where a mint ought to be located. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would ask the gentleman if Dr. Linderman, who 
is the head of the mints, is not opposed to the coinage of silver, and 
therefore is op to the increase of minting facilities ? 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not know about that, but I will say in justice 
to Dr. Linderman that he said he would make such recommendations 
for the mints that he could coin every single dollar that the law 
authorized, and that it was not necessary to reopen the mint at New 
Orleans. I would say that, being ‘‘ an ongoa silver man,” if I be- 
lieved it necessary to reopen the mint at New Orleans I would vote 
fox al r amount for the pu than that proposed by this amend- 
ment. I would vote for it now if I believed it were necessary, or if 
the House had upon the question. And when the House does 
say so, after the question has been presented to us by the proper 
committee, then, as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
I will be one of the first to make the appropriation needed. I oppose 
it not because of the rivalry between Cincinnati, Chicago, and Saint 
Lonis, but upon the ground that it is not nece at this time to 
pat in operation this mint. I repeat again, that if I believed it was 

would vote for this appropriation, or for a large sum for the pur- 
pose of reopening this mint. : 

I yield the residue of my time to my colleague upon the committee, 
(Mr. 10 1 

Mr. SPARKS, The proposition before the committee is not whether 
or not there shall be other mints established, but it issimply whether 
the mint at New Orleans shall be put in working order and run. 
must on this occasion differ from my friends on the Committee on 
Appropriations who have expressed themselves in opposition to the 
amendment. I think that the amendment is one eminently proper, 
and that the coining power of all of the mints ought to be put to 
work at this particular time in our country's history. Iam told that 
the power of all the mints we have have a capacity which will not 
exceed $40,000,000 per annum, and that the bullion of the country is 
perhaps in the neighborhood of 8100, 000,000. Now when our produc- 
tions of bullion are $100,000,000 and our capacity for coinage is but 
$40,000,000, it strikes me as very important that the whole capacity 
of the mints should be utilized. Hence, I am in favor of this amend- 
ment. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time to which the debate was limited has 
now expired. 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. FRANKLIN. I hope the time for debate will be extended by 
unanimous consent to allow the gentleman who represents Chicago 
to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no discretion in the matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only want two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot give the gentleman any addi- 
tional time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it only fair that after all the small towns 
have been heard from Chicago should be heard for a moment. It is 
proper that the large towns should come in after the small ones. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. Grsson.] 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. GIBSON ; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 66, noes 80. 

Mr. ELAM. No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. PATTERSON of Col- 
orado were appointed. ; 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 71, noes 96, - 

So the amendment was not 

The committee rose info: 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President was communicated to the House by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, informing the House that he had 
approved and signed bills of the House of the following titles: : 

n act (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of the executors of the estate 
of John S. Miller, deceased ; 

An act (H. R. No. 536) for the relief of W. C. Snyder, of Illinois; 

An act (H. R. No. 1411) to prevent the sale of policy and lottery 
tickets in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. No. 1432) providing for the recording of deeds, mort- 
ga Sei other conveyances affecting real estate in the District of 

olumbia; 

An act (H. R. No. 2291) for the relief of Thomas W. Collier; 

An act (H. R. No. 3712) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of in the State of Missouri ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3739) to prevent the introduction of contagious 
or infectious diseases into the United States ; 

An act (H. R. No. 4222) to provide for a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the publie printing and binding for the current fiscal year; 


and 
An act (H. R. No. 4658) for the relief of the public schools of the 
District of Columbia. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session and proceeded 
with the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill. 

The Clerk read the following: 


GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES. 


That the councils of each of the Territories of the United States shall not exceed 
nine members, and the honses of representatives of each shall not exceed eighteen 
members, and the members of each branch of the several territorial 


shall receive a compensation of $4 each during the sessions provided fur b 
— — Srovides: Provided, That the 


to. 
y, and Mr. SPRINGER took the chair 


led, That any of the Legislatures which may meet 
;/ SARE provided 


election may make the said districts and met peiee grew Further, 

That the yr ryote assemblies respectively of said Territories may readjust and 
ap! n the representation to the two houses thereof among the several counties 
and districts in such manner, from time to time, as they may deem just and proper 

but the members of either house as authorized herein shall not be in and 
all 7 of sections 1847, 1849, 1853, and 1922 of the Revised Statutes, in conflict 
with the provisions herein, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. JACOBS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Before any amendment is offered, I make a point 
upon the paragraph just read; that it is new legislation and does not 
retrench expenditures. I wish to say a word in regard to that. 

The CHA AN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, and will 
state that he desires that gentlemen shall confine their remarks 
strictly to the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not wish to discuss the provisions of this par- 
agrapb, but to state the grounds for my point of order. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CONGER. That this paragraph Pro to change the exist- 
ing law of course will be admitted by all. it repeals certain sections 
of the Revised Statutes and inaugurates new provisions of law in 
their stead. In i net to the question of retrenchment, I desire to 
say that there is but one territorial Legislature now provided for 
which has the number of members of the council and of the house of 
representatives, that is, nine and eighteen, that is provided for by 
this paragraph. Some of them have a less number, seven and four- 
teen instead of nine and eighteen, and one or two of them have a 
greater number. The a te number now provided for by law I 
think is less than the number which this paragraph provides for. 
Therefore in that respect this paragraph does not retrench expend- 
iture. 

Again, this paragraph provides no limitation upon the length of 
a sone of the territorial eee ; itis left practically u ted 
by this bill, and the per diem of the members of the Legislature, $4 
each, would of course run during the entire length of an unlimited 
session of the territorial Legislature. Of course in this respect, with- 
out any such limitation, there can be no retrenchment of expenditure. 

There is another change of law by this paragraph which has no 
reference to opinni In the law as it now stands there is a lim- 
itation upon the acts of the territorial lature; there is a pro- 
vision that Congress may revise the redistricting of the Territories. 
This paragraph proposes to change that law, and to re all laws 
in conflict with this Paragraph, thus giving the territo; 3 
the absolute power to fix the districts in the Territory, after they 
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shall have been first established by the governor of the Territory, in 
spite of any law of Congress and without any restriction upon such 
redistricting as now exists. 

I do not enumerate all the points particularly in which this para- 
graph is new legislation. There are many particulars in which it is 
new legislation, that have no reference to retrenchment whatever. 
at those respects this paragraph is evidently subject to a point of 
order. 

If the Chair had not limited me to five minutes, I should have 
given the points upon which this paragraph is subject to a point of 
order, without reference to the question of retrenchment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman on that 

int. 

Par. CORLETT. I would suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. ConGER] that sections 1847, 1849, and 1922 fix the number of 
members of the territorial Legislature. 

Mr. CONGER. There are several sections of the Revised Statutes 
to which I might call the attention of the Chair. Section 1922 pro- 
vides for the number of members of the Legislatures of the Territories 
of New Mexico, Utah, Washington, Colorado, Dakota, Arizona, Idaho, 
and Montana, The Legislatures of New Mexico and Utah are to con- 
sist of thirteen members of the council and twenty-six members of 
the house of representatives. The Washington territorial Legislature 
consists of nine members of the council and eighteen members of the 
house of representatives, which may be increased to thirty. Colorado 
and Dakota have legislatures consisting of nine members of the coun- 
cil, which may be increased to thirteen, and thirteen members of the 
house of representatives, which may be increased to twenty-six. 
The islature of Arizona consists of nine members of the council 
and eighteen members of the house of representatives. That is the 
only one of the Territories that has the number of its members of the 
Legislature fixed unchangeably by the Revised Statutes. In Idaho 
and Montana the council of each consists of seven members and the 
house of representatives of thirteen members, with poner to increase. 


Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman does Lot read that exactly right. 
Let him read it again. 
Mr. CONGER. “The councils of Idaho and Montana shall each 


consist of seven members, which may be increased to thirteen, and 
the house of representatives of thirteen members, which may be in- 
ereased to twenty-six.” 

Mr. DURHAM. Now you have it right. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I said before, seven councilmen and 
thirteen representatives, with the power to increase the number. 

Another committee in charge of this subject has had under con- 
sideration the ee of a bill 3 some uniform law for 
the Territories in regard to their legislative and judicial officers, That 
bill, which has received considerable attention, is somewhat different 
from this provision, and I think much better. I believe that this pro- 
vision is pl sete to a point of order, and I make it the more readily 
because I think the committee in charge of the subject should report 
their bill and let it be considered apart from an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CORLETT. I want to direct the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that a bill upon this snbject has already been reported and 
acted upon by the House, as will be seen by reference to the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, page 1236. That bill, which provided a uni- 
form rule as to the number of members of the Legislature in all the 
Territories, on this House and is now pending in the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. It has not been passed in the Senate. 

In addition to what I have already stated, this provision proposes 
a change of law in regard to the right of Congress to revise the dis- 
tricting of the Territories, which is, in my judgment, a very important 
reservation. That power would exist in Congress withofit the pas- 
sage of any of these laws; and it is a proper and salutary restraint 
upon the legislative bodies of the Territories. 

As I have said, there are several points in this provision each of 
which is subject separately to a point of order; aud to some of these 
the matter of retrenchment cannot by any possibility apply. As this 
provision contains no limitation upon the length of the session, and 
as it increases in several Territories the number of members of the 
council and representatives, if does not upon its face show retrench- 
ment ; on the contrary, it shows a necessarily increased expenditure. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I think that the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Michigan cannot be sustained. Congress has 
supreme control over the Territories. It has given to them territorial 
forms of government, and it can repeal these whenever it may desire 
to do so. The Territories are mere creatures of the General Govern- 
ment. Now, Congress has provided that the people of the Territories 
may be represented by a certain number of councilmen and a certain 
number of representatives, and on this subject it has fixed a sliding 
scale. These territorial governments, instead of adopting the mini- 
mum number or any intermediate number, have in almost every in- 
stance adopted the maximum number allowed by Congress. Now, it 
seems to me entirely within the province and the power of Congress 
to require these Territories to adopt an intermediate number of conn- 
cilmen and representatives or the minimum number already provided 
by law; and if we should do so there would of course be economy in 
it, expenditures would necessarily be retrenched. This proposition 
simply restricts these territorial governments, except perhaps in one 
or two instances, to the lowest number of councilmen aud representa- 


tives, and in doing so we retrench expenditures. Therefore, nnder 
Rule 120, the provision is entirely admissible and in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the gentleman claim that there is now any 
law paying the president of the council and the speaker of the house 
$6 a day each? This bill e ee that rate of pay, while the present 
law pays them only $4 a day. : 

Mr. ATKINS. The speaker of the house and the president of the 
council each receive under the existing law, as I understand, $10 a day. 
This bill proposes to reduce their per diem to $6. Again while rep- 
resentatives and councilmen get $6 a day each under the present law, 
this bill pro to reduce their per diem to $4. 

Mr, HANNA. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations whether he finds any statute providiug for 
achaplain. I see that this bill provides for one at a per diem of 
$1.50, which I think would not pay his board. 

Mr. ATKINS. We will talk about that directly. Ido not care to 
be diverted from the pending point of order. If the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hanna] does not want to have prayers for those people 
ont there, I do not know that I shall disagree with him. 

Mr. HANNA. I do want to have prayers; but I want to pay what 
they are worth. 

Mr. ATKINS. I submit that this provision of the bill is entirely 
in order because Congress has supreme control over this question 
and because this proposition contemplates a retrenchment of expend- 
itures. It seems to me that under Rule 120 there cannot be a doubt 
that the provision is in order, 

Mr. DURHAM. I suppose it will not be denied by any gentleman 
on this floor that the Territories are the creatures of the Congress of 
the United States. We may go so far as to annul entirely their whole 
territorial governments ; and in most instauces Congress has reserved 
to itself expressly the power to supervise all theirlaws. In the same 
manner Con prescribes the number and compensation of their 
members of council and their representatives. 

Now, I will say to my friend from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] that 
having had this matter especially in charge as a member of the sub- 
committee I adopted the law in regard to Arizona as the law appli- 
cable to every one of these Territories. Under the existing law there 
is with reference to each Territory except Arizona a sliding scale as 
to compensation, so that the pay of these representatives and coun- 
cilmen may be more than it isin Arizona. And consequently, if it is 
a reduction of one single one of these councilmen or these represent- 
atives, it is not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. CORLETT. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that this 
House at this session has passed a law providing that the Legislature 
of Arizona shall consist of thirteen members of the council and tweuty- 
six of the honse of representatives, and that that bill was reported 
from the Judiciary Committee of this Honse ? 
ea Serpe ings I understand that; but has that bill passed the 

mate 

Mr. CORLETT. Iam not aware that it has. 

Mr. DURHAM. Then it is not the law. Iam talking about the 
law. This House passes a great many things the Senate does not 
pass. Consequently there is no conflict of law excepting in so far as it 
affects the Revised Statutes. I say this House can as well pass this as 
to pass the other. Without discussing the merits of the proposition, 
but merely referring to what bears on the point of order, the reduc- 
tion ig will say, in the number of conncilmen and in the number 
of representatives shows on the face of the proposition itself that it 
is in the interest of economy, because the Congress of the United 
States has to make provision for each one of these representatives 
and each one of these councilmen. The face of the bill itself shows 
the matter of economy, and comes clearly, as my colleague on the 
committee has shown, within the provisions of Rule 120. 

When it comes to the merits of the question as to the propriety or 
impropriety of what is suggested I have a t deal to say about it. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me it is not ee the point of order. 
All the provisions about legislative powers in the Territories are 
clearly reductions in numbers in some cases and in salaries in others. 
The only thing which struck me as having any force in what was 
alluded to by the gentleman from Michigan is the power to redis- 
trict the Territories, which is undoubtedly an extension of the pres- 
ent law. The Chair will remember that is only an incident to the 
main proposition of the section, which is to reduce. Following that 
reduction it proposes, in order to adapt the reduction to the wants of 
the Territory, that this temporary redistricting may be made. For 
instance, if we made a reduction in the Treasury Department of so 
many divisions, clearly there may be by law another provision that 
the Secretary shall distribute the work, that is, that he should comply 
with the main provision, which is reduction. Therefore I do not 
think there is any point of order on that. Possibly one may lie in 
reference to the chaplain, which is a new office not provided for by 
law, but that could be easily remedied. 

Mr. DURHAM. That is not in the present section. 

Mr. HALE. As Iunderstand, that will be struck out by the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it in this section? 

Mr. DURHAM. It is not. 

Mr. ATKINS. If gentlemen do not desire a chaplain out there to 
pray for them it can easily be dropped out of the bill. 
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The CHAIRMAN. It is ap nt on the face of the paragraph that 
the number of members in the Assembly of the Territory is reduced 
and that their salary is reduced. The Chair is unable to see in the 

aragraph where it increases expenditures in any manner whatever. 
Therefore as the subject-matter is germane to the bill, and the change 
in the law retrenches expenditures, the Chair holds that itis in order. 

Mr. JACOBS. I move to strike out from line 998 to 1027, as follows: 

GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES. 


That the councils of each of the Territories of the United States shall not exceed 
nine mem and the houses of representatives of each shall not exceed eighteen 
members, and the members of each branch of the several territorial Legislatures 
shall receive a compensation of $4 per day each during the sessions provided for 
by law, and they shall receive such mileage as the law provides: Provided, That 
the president of the council and the speaker of the house of representatives shall 
each receive $6 per day for the same time. And the governors of each of said 
Territories are hereby authorized and directed, prior to the next election for mem- 
bers of the Legislature thereof, to divide their respective Territories into as many 
council and representative districts as they are herein entitled to, which districts 
shall be as nearly equal as practicable, taking into consideration ok gy scp except 


Indians not taxed: Provided, That any of the Legislatares which may meet before 


said next clection may make the said districts and apportionment: And provided 
Turther, That the 23 Assemblies respectively of said Territories may read- 
just and apportion the tation to the two houses thereof among the several 
counties and districts in such manner, from time to time, as they may deem just 
and proper; but the members of either house as authorized herein shall not be 
increased, and all parts of sections 1847, 1849, 1853, and 1922 of the Revised Statutes, 
in conflict with the provisions herein, are hereby repealed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is true, as was stated by the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, that the islatures of the Territories 
are now up to the full number, or the maximum number, provided in 
the organic acts. This is proposed to be changed by this bill, but 
are are certain reasons which I wish to present in opposition to that 
change. 

There are two objections to this proposed change which ought to 
have weight with this committee, 

First. The organic acts are the constitutions of the Territories, the 
fountain of their legislative, executive, and judicial powers. The 
same reasons that ought to be operative to prevent a hasty and incon- 
siderate change of the fundamental law in the States ought to be 
operative here in the prevention of this change. Upon those organic 
acts is built up the whole superstructure of local laws, If you remove 
a portion of the fonndation, you must of necessity destroy or disinte- 
grate a part of the superstructure. Such will be the inevitable result 
of this change. There is no subject-matter of legislation more deli- 
cate and more difficult of adjustment than the districting of a State 
or Territory so as to give a voice and representation to all its con- 
flicting interests in the Legislative Assembly. The whole system of 
laws upon this subject in the Territories, settled after mych con- 
troversy and by mutual compromise, is swept out of existence, here 
and now, and an absolute power given to one man, in many cases a 
stran or carpet- in the worst sense of the term, to redis- 
trict the Territories as he may deem right and proper. But it is an- 
swered that this is only to remain until the meeting of the Legisla- 
ture. But the objection still remains that the whole body of laws 
upon that subject are swept out of existence by the fiat of Congress, 
and the redistricting controversy is reopened with renewed bitterness. 
Carpet-bagism as applied to the Southern States was obnoxions and 
irritating, but do the gentlemen who have but recently been released 
from its dominion propose to re-establish it in the Territories with an 
added intensity, with the power of redistricting at pleasure ? 

But again, secondly, the t of legislative power to the Territo- 
ries has the same formula in all the organic acts; it extends to all 
rightfal subjects of legislation, limited only by the Constitution and 
the laws of Congress. The expression “all rightful subjects of legis- 
lation“ has been defined by the courts to include all the subject- 
matters over which the State Legislatures have jurisdiction. These 
interests are as diversified in the Territories as in the States, and in 
most of the Territories more so. Yet it is pro to commit all of 
these interests to the governor and what might be justly styled his 
privy council. This body would be just small enough to be dangerous 
and not large enough to be representative. Thirty men gathered 
from an area of seventy thousand square miles is not too large a num- 
ber to properly represent the fast developing interests and resources 
of such avast region. Again, the number of members in the Legisla- 
tive Assemblies of the Territories in most cases was fixed, maximum 
and minimum, years ago. While the settlements were confined toa 
small portion of the Territory, the smaller number was thought to be 
and was sufficiently representative. The power to increase the num- 
ber in the popular branch, as the settlements extended, so as to pre- 
serve its truly representative character, was given. This principle 
has been sanctioned and sanctified by the concurrence of years. Its 
soundness is ized to-day. It is embodied in the constitution of 
every State and is found in the Constitution of the United States. 
It is a part of the common and fundamental legislative law of this 
country, but is surrendered in this bill to satisfy the insatiate demand 
ofeconomy. Is there nothing so sacred, nothing so embodied in the 
wisdom of the past as to be exempt from the demands of this law? 
5 am solaced by the reflection that there is: it is the salary of a 

on an. 
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one particular feature of it, because I believe that it creates a change 


in existing laws relating to the constitution of the territorial is- 
latures which will hereafter produce unfortunate and, so far as the 
committee reporting this bill is concerned, unanticipated conse- 
quences. Commencing on line 1008 I find this provision in the bill, 
evidently inserted to provide for the new order of things: 

And the of each of said Territories are hereby authorized and directed, 
prior to the next clection for members of the Legislature thereof, to divide t 
respective Territories into as many council and representative districts as they 
are herein entitled to, which districts shall be as nearly equal as practicable, tak- 
ing into consideration population, except not taxed, 


Now what does this mean? It means nothing unless it is that the 
Territories hereafter shall be divided into nine council districts—one 
councilman to be elected in each district—and into thirteen repre- 
sentative districts—one representative to be elected from each dis- 
trict. Haye gentlemen in charge of this bill considered what this 
proposition involves? Take for instance the Territory of Wyoming 
where the settlements as a general thing are Mapay in towns. In 
the very nature of things a town if very large would have to be di- 
vided into several council and a still er number of representa- 
tive districts, one only to be elected from each district. Now I say, 
inasmuch as this law fails to provide the additional machinery where- 
by anelection could be conducted and held in each of these districts, 
the law is defective and does not provide for its own execution. 

Under the present existing order of things as fixed by section 1847 
and section 1849 of the Revised Statutes the governor in the first 
instance was authorized to divide the Territory not into as many rep- 
resentative and legislative districts as there are councilmen or mem- 
bers of the lower house, but simply to divide the Territory into coun- 
ciland legislative districts and assign to each district its proper rep- 
resentation in the Legislature in proportion to the population. 

If this law is adopted the effect of it will be this, that a new divis- 
ion will have to be made by which each Territory will have to be 
divided into nine districts for council p s and thirteen districts 
for representative purposes; and without a further provision in the 
law by which polls can be provided for in each district by which 
judges and clerks of election can be provided for in each district, I 
say this law could not be executed in its present shape. I allude to 
this at this time merely for the purpose of showing that in proposin 
this new legislation it seems to me that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations have considered only one matter; and that is the reduction of 


expenses, y proper reduction in the expenses of the Government 
I e the people of the Territories are willing to aid in makin 
80 ure their interests. But I submi 


ras it does eer or i 
in all candor to the Committee on Appropriations that in thus chang- 
ing substantial provisions of existing law, in thus changing the organic 
laws of our Territories it would be exceedingly proper that they should 
take into consideration other questions than those involving a mere 
reduction of expenses. ‘ 

Isubmit that there is no e ge of existing law under which 
members of the Legislatures in the Territories can be elected under 
the new apportionment which will have to be made if this bill passes 
in its present form. Can the governor of a Territory in the absence 
of authority given by express law designate the places in the legis- 
lative districts where the elections shall be held, and spons tho 
Judges and clerks of elections, or prescribe the manner in which they 
shall be meter or chosen? I ap rehend not. But we are told, or 
will be told, that the existing legislation is ample in providing for 
these matters, and that by virtue of such legal provision the governor 
of a Territory can provide for the difliculty which I suggest. I take 
occasion to say, however, that the difficulty is not thus to be avoided. 
Section 1847 of the Revised Statutes, before referred to, only confers 
such power on the governor of a Territory as to the first election held 
in a Territory after its organization, as will be seen from such por- 
tion of that section as I now read: 


SEC. 1847. Previous to the first election for members of the Legislative Assembly 
of a Territory in which Congress may hereafter poan a tem 
the governor shall cause a census of the inhabitants and qualifi 
several counties and districts of the Territory to be taken by such 
such mode as he may 12 Aud the first election be held at 
such time and places, and be conducted in such manner, both as tothe persons who 
superintend such election and the returns thereof, as the governor may direct. 


The Jaw just read is ample in conferring the requisite authority upon 
the governor of a Territory to furnish all the machinery by which 
elections could well be held and the results thereof canvassed and 

roperly returned where legal provision did not already exist there- 

or, but unfortunately the authority conferred by that law is by its 
own express terms confined to the first election held in such Terri- 
tories as should be organised ‘by Congress after the adoption of the 
Revised Statutes. the Territories now represented here were, I be- 
lieve, organized before the passage of the Revised Statutes. So that 
none of the now existing Territories will, I contend, be able to hold 
an election for members of their Legislatures without further action 
by Congress. I do not allude to this matter because it particularly 
concerns the Territory which I have the honor of representing here. 
Our Legislature does not convene until the year 1879, so that oppor- 
tunity will hereafter exist to remedy the defects of the pro 
legislation, when the a eee of the law shall have made 
them more apparent, but it is due to the people of those Territories 
whose Legislatures will have to be chosen dating the present year 
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that this glaring omission in this proposed new legislation should be 
pointed out now in order that it may be rectified. 

But there are features about this new legislation proposed for the 
Territories much more obnoxious than the one I have just adverted 


to. I did not anticipate that it would be necessary to in discuss 
in this House at this session the question which is involved in the 
proposition now before us, As I have already said in another connec- 
tion, the Committee on the Judiciary of this House have had the 
whole matter before them at the present session upon a bill intro- 
duced into this House early in the session by the gentleman from 
Arizona, [Mr. Stevens, ] which bill was intended to give to Arizona 
the right to increase its representation in its Legislature so as to be 
on an equality with the other Territories. 

The Judiciary Committee thus having this subject committed to 
it on the 21st of February last reported to this House a bill intended 
to remove this inequality. When, however, that bill was reported to 
the House, I observed that it had the effect of temporarily reducing 
the number of members in all the territorial rr e e I at once 
called the attention of the House and the gentleman reporting the 
Dill [Mr. HARTRIDGE] to what the effect of that bill would be, and 
the intention to effect any such action was at once disclaimed and 
the bill was amended in such a manner as not to interfere with the 
Legislatures of Territories as they then existed, with the exception 
of Arizona, and the bill was p: by the House, 

This bill expressly permitted Arizona to increase the number of 
members in her Legislature to correspond with the representation in 
the other Territories. I have thought that this action on the part of 
this House at this session indicated its deliberate judgment; but if it 
does not, then we must of course again consider the subject on its 
merits, and I therefore beg the attention of the committee for a short 
time while I endeavor to state some of the reasons why the Delegates 
from all the Territories feel constrained to protest against the very 
radical change in the fundamentatal law of the territorial organiza- 
tions, which is now proposed. 

The legislation heretofore adopted by Con, embraced in the 
organic act of each Territory, has usually pooma that the first Leg- 
islature in the Territory should consist of a certain small number, 
either seven or nine in the council and thirteen or eighteen in the 
house of representatives, with authority in the legislative authority 
thus established to increase its own number to thirteen members of 
the council and to span was or twenty-seven in the house. The 

power thus conferred on the local Legislature has usually been exer- 
cised by increasing the numbers of each house to the maximum per- 
mitted. The Committee on Appropriations now propose that the 
membership in these Legislatures shall be reduced to the number of 
nine and thirteen, respectively, in the council and house; that the 
compensation of members be reduced from $6 to $4a day; that the 
officers necessary to the expeditious dispatch of business in these leg- 
islative bodies be reduced as well as their pay, and in order that the 
new condition of things thus created may be in other respects pro- 
vided for, the governors of the Territories are authorized to divide 
them into new council and representative districts and apportion rep- 
resentatives thereto upon the basis of the supposed population and 
the new constitution of the Legislative Assembly. 

I believe that the Committee on Appropriations in thus proposing 
important modifications of the laws relating to the local concerns of 
the people of the Territories has usurped functions which more prop- 
erly and appropriately appertain to the Committee on Territories. 
Had the Delegates from the Territories supposed or had any reason 
to suppose that such legislation as this would be proposed by the 
Committee on by Mooi eres they would have sought a hearing be- 
fore that committee before the bill was presented to the House, 

But we submit that we were under no obligation to sup that 
such legislation as is now incorporated into this bill would be offered 
in an appropriation bill, for which reason we have had no hearing 
before the Appropriation Committee upon the subject. Indeed we 
have sought no such hearing; for, having no information of the con- 
templated action of the committee and having no reason to expect 
such action from a committee not having the subject specifically be- 
fore it, we did not anticipate what has been done. The consequence, 
then, is that a powerful committee of the House, in an appropriation 
bill over which they have the control in the House, have proposed 
legislation affecting the Territories, as we believe, in a vital manner, 
without giving us any opportunity to be heard. It is a mere mock- 
ery to say that we may be heard in the House. Under the practice 
of the House we may not be heard at all, and at best we are not 
likely to get any such hearing as will enable us to place the matter 
before members of the Honse in its proper light. 

Besides, the measures affecting our interests having been reported 
to the House with the approval of the committee will have all the 
prestige which such a condition of things gives any proposed legisla- 
tion, and with many members who may be indifferent upon the sub- 
ject, as not affecting their immediate constituents, such a report will 
of itself be controlling. The changes proposed in our organic laws are 
undoubtedlysonghtto be made in the iuterest of economy, and because 
the present condition of the business of the country anditsdiminishin 
revenues demand such economy. I fully appreciate this plea, an 
am entirely satisfied to submit to any cutting down of the expenses 
of the territorial governments where it can be dene without injury 


to our people.. But I do most earnestly object to the proposed legis- 


lation by which our Legislative Assemblies shall be so reduced in 
numbers as to make them mere mockeries so far as they are intended 
to be in any sense representative of the people. 

By reference to the map and to the facts concerning the Territories, 
it will be seen that they embrace vast areas of country generally suf- 
ficient to include several of tho older States of the Union. These vast 
areas of land are settling up with populations scattered over all parts 
of the Territories, the settlements being numerous and still at such 
distances from each other that there cannot be proper representation 
of the people at all if the membership is to be reduced as proposed. 
It is a fact well known to me that under the present condition of things 
the council and representative districts in the Territories are so large, 
embracing settlements so remote from each other, that the people find 
it very difficult and often impossible to have that conference and uni- 
son of action which is so nece: to the selection of proper persons 
as representatives who will clearly reflect and express the wishes of 
those whose interests are to be acted upon. 

As a consequence of this we often witness the spectacle of a horde 
of candidates being voted for for these pies and the result controlled 
far more by accident than by the deliberate choice of the voter. All 
must concede that such a condition of things ought not to be. Again, 
these districts are often so ee that they are occupied by different 
settlements and communities having diverse and antagonistic inter- 
ests. In such a condition of — 
and elected because of the locality in which they live rather than 
their fitness to discharge the responsible duties of an important trust. 
Here again we find a difficulty which constantly works to the disad- 
vantage of the people. The locality having a mere numerical pre- 
ponderance of numbers controls the district and elects its man upon 
a mere sectional consideration and motive. By lessening the size of 
the districts these motives would not enter into the mind of the 
elector, and he would be permitted to make his choice of a repre- 
tative upon considerations relating to the fitness of the man for the 
place he is to occupy. 

The proposition as contained in the new legislation now proposed 
oy, an increase instead of a diminution of the evil just men- 
tioned. 

in, I believe it is generally conceded that the more numerous is 
a legislative body, provided it be not so large as to be incapable of 
easy and expeditious action, the less liable is it to be controlled by 
those agencies which are ever active and which ever tend to corrupt 
and poison the 2 fountain of our free institutions. I allude to the 
efforts to control legislation in the interest of special, private, and 
unworthy interests to the detriment of the public good. 

Any proposition to reduce the present eon, fe number of our Legis- 
lative Assemblies excites our concern, and indeed grave solicitude, 
because such a project tends not only to afflict us with the evils just 
named, but diminishes the probability of our Legislatures being rep- 
resentative in their character by substituting accident and chance for 
choice in the matter of the election of members. At present our 

islatures are not so | as to be unwieldy or incapable of ex 
ditious action. Hence no advantage can come from diminishing the 
number, while every evil incident to the existence of a small Legisla- 
tive Assembly is likely to follow such reduction of numbers as is now 


proposed. 

I fear the e eave of a territorial Legislature to the people is 
but inadequately kept in the view of those whose good fortune it is 
to live under the permanent and fixed government of a State. I 
therefore beg to direct attention to the magnitude of the interests 
committed to the charge of these Legislatures. In the first place let 
me say that all rightful subjects of legislation with some slight limit- 
ation is necessarily conferred upon them. Gentlemen will perhaps 
understand it better when I say that what a State Legislature is to a 
State a territorial Legislature is to a Territory. In fact it may be 
said that the limitations placed upon the power of a territorial Legis- 
lature by Congress are less by far than those which are usually im- 
posed upon a State Legislature by its constitution. 

Except as to such crimes as are cognizable by Federal peg 
(which are precisely the same in a Territory as in a State,) the whole 
subject of criminal jurisprudence is controlled by those local Legisla- 
tures. Our Legislatures not only determine what shall constitute a 
crime but the procedure by which it shall be detected and punished, 
subject to nothing but the Constitution of the United States and 
such scanty legislation as Con has provided or may er 
Hence our lives and our liberties are in the keeping of these Legisla- 
tures. Again, subject only to the imitations already mentioned, 
all rights of property, the methods of its acquisition, Bch Bene and 
transmission, are in the control of these Legislatures, all questions of 
the inheritance of property and control over the same by will are also 
within the jurisdiction of the legislative power,which is sought to 
be reduced to a mere collection of a few persons having no resem- 
blance to a legislative body. 

All questions of rights and wrongs, so far as the same are not de- 
fined and secured to all the ce of the United States, with a very 
few exceptions, are under the control of these Legislatures. They 
regulate the 8 of the courts in all cases, by which rights are 
protected and wrongs redressed. They create corporations and pre- 
scribe their capacities, powers, and modes of actions, their duration, 
the rights and liabilities of their stockholders, and the remedies of 
third persons against them while living and after their dissolution, 


candidates are often supported 
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subject only to the limitations of the Federal Constitution and the 
legislation of Congress ; they regulate the right of suffrage, the right 
to hold office in the Territories, and all those rights which are de- 
pendent upon or crow out of the domestic relations of parent and 
child, guardian and ward, husband and wife, and master and appren- 
tice. ey may determine and fix the competency of witnesses in 
courts of justice, and in eral exercise a control over the people of 
the Territory so vast iù its proportions as to call imperatively for the 
best wisdom attainable in selecting the members thereof. 

The policy which would, in such a matter as the constitution of a 
Legislature having such power as is here mentioned, subordinate 
every consideration of the public good to the sordid matter of ex- 
pense could never, we apprehend, originate among men who had 
pren the subject that profound examination which it justly merits. 

fear that the Committee on Appropriations, in reaching a conclu- 
sion to cut down the Legislatures in the Territories, have allowed but 
a singlo consideration to have weight in the determination of the 

nestion: the mere matter of economy and the saving of expense to 
the General Government. If this be so, it illustrates the impropriety 
of a committee undertaking to legislate upon a subject not specially 
within its cognizance. I submit that the question ought as well to 
be considered in the light of its probable effect upon and among the 
people who necessarily will be affected by the proposed change. 

ill the proposed change in the law give the people of the Terri- 
tories better Legislatures and better legislation? ill it have the 
probable effect of selecting men with reference to their probity and 
their fitness to conceive and adopt such measures as will be conducive 
to the public rather than with reference to the question as to 
whether 12751 ive on one side of a river or mountain or on the other 
side? Will it be more likely to get men into the Legislature who are 
representatives of ideas rather than of localities? Will it be more 
likely to get a Legislature that will be more difficult to control by cor- 
rupt, corrupting, and private interests? Will it be likely to assemble 
legislators who will bring to the discharge of their duties a knowled 
of the wants of all sections of the vast country for which they legis- 
late and all the interests which are found therein, as well as a dis- 

ition to promote the well-being of the entire Territory? I appre- 
end that every one of these questions will have to be answered in 
the negative, and yet I cannot but believe that the Committee on 
Appropriations must have wholly ignored all these important inter- 
ests which, in my judgment, vastly outweigh the mere matter of 
expense to the General Government. 
he Territories of the United States are considered and treated as 
in a condition of childhood or pupilage, to be accorded an equal right 
and privilege in the Federal Union as soon as their respective 1 — 
lations and circumstances fit them for such right and privilege. Upon 
no other theory or reason could their equal right with other people 
in the Union to representation therein be denied, while we boast of 
living in a Government republican in form. If, therefore, the Federal 
Government exacts from us the obligations of a condition of pupilage 
and childhood, we may reasonably exact in return such protection 
and aid at all times as our dependent condition requires for our devel- 
opment and welfare. While this relation continues we insist that 
it is unfair and unjust on the part of the General Government to fur- 
nish us only with an inadequate form of local government, subject to 
all the evils which statesmanship in the construction of government 
labors to avoid, upon the ground and plea that it is done to save 
expense. But the General Government has no right to complain of 
the matter of the expense of the territorial governments, as we be- 
lieve the figures will show. 

I submit herewith a table showing what amount of taxes have 
been exacted from the people of the Territories in the form of inter- 
nal revenue since the establishment of that system of taxation. 


Amount of internal revenue collected from the present Territories, exclusive 
of adhesive stamps. 


From this table it will be- seen that the average amount collected 
from each Territory annually is $30,222. This includes nothing but 
internal-revenue taxes. Whatever the people of the Territories as 
consumers of imported goods pay to the General Government is a 
contribution in addition to the just named. Nowan examina- 
tion of the appropriations as made for the Territories during the same 
riod will show that the amount annually appropriated for each 
erritory does not exceed $25,000. Hence we may reasonably claim 
that taken all together we have not been such a burden upon the 
Treasury as some gentlemen may have been led to suppose. 

May we not at least ask in view of the showing that if we must 
submit to taxation without representation, which is sometimes said 
to be tyranny, if we cannot for a while have republican forms of 
government, we shall at least be furnished by those who insist upon 
caring for us with good governments, so contrived as, according to 
human experience and observation, to escape so far as ible the 
evils which lie in the way of proper protection to life, liberty, prop- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness? 

There are many minor oljections to special features of the legisla- 
tion against which we protest. I will content myself for the present 
by referring to one of them. 

If the new legislation is adopted the Territories must of course be 
newly districted and new bases of representation fixed. This the bill 
undertakes to provide for by invest ng the governors of the Terri- 
tories in the first instance with the authority to make the new appor- 
tionments and designate the new districts. 

No census being required the whole matter of the comparative 
representation of different portions of the Territory is practically 
absolutely in the hands of the governor, an official that does not rep- 
resent our people, and who is in no bs way responsible to them, 
His power to do injustice to a portion of the popie of the Territory 
for the benefit of another portion is therefore clear, without nay 
responsibility on his part to the 8 who may thus be wrong: 
and the wrong which may thus be done isin the first instance invested 
with the power to perpetuate itself; because if any section of a Ter- 
ritory found itself in ion of an undue proportion of the legis- 
lative power and at the same time invested with the ability to retain 
what it had, all experience teaches that a voluntary surrender of 
e 0 thus once tasted is not likely to be made. 

For the reasons which I have thus undertaken to recite I protest 
against those features of the bill now before the committee to 
which I have alluded, not with any large degree of 5 5 confess, 
that my protest or the ee of others similarly situated are likely 
to receive any very serious consideration. I say this because I no- 
tice on the part of poling members of this House a sort of fondness 
for iterating and reiterating the absolute and despotic power which 
Con possesses and may exercise over the Territories and their 
inhabitants. 

Gentlemen allude to the absolute power of Con over the Terri- 
tories as though it were something to be proud of under a republican 
form of government. But I wish to assure gentlemen that it is just 
as true now as it was when Jefferson wrote and Washington fought 
for the establishment of these free institutions that all governments 
derive their just powers from the consent of the governed; that taxa- 
tion without representation is tyranny; that a government without 
responsibility to the governed soon learns to disre; the interests 
of the governed, and that these maxims apply with redoubled force 
where the governors are numerous and powerful and the governed 
are few in number and weak in ability to resist injustice. any one 
doubts the value of the elective franchise us a substantial means of 
protection to the citizen, let him occupy a seat upon this floor awhile 
as a territorial Delegate and those doubts will surely be removed. 

Mr. FENN. It appears to me that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in looking around for some place where to exercise their spirit 
of economy have bees at they would experience the least difficul 
in exercising it upon the Territories, which have no power here an 
have no right to these appropriations except as doled out by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. But I am fearful that members of the 
committee have forgotten the fact that the Territories of this nation 
are themselves the great feeders of revenue in bet padre to their 
population. Now let me bring to their minds a fact which they do 
not seem to know: that what totay are Territories of this nation 
have paid to this Government while they have been Territories—leay- 
ing out those that have become States in the mean time—the enor- 
mous sum of $3,914,354.72 as internal revenue. 

Let me say to the tlemen of the Committee on Appropriations 
that my little insignificant Territory of Idaho, which in 1870 had a 
population of 14,999, as shown by the United States census, paid in 
that year between $65,000 and $70,000 internal revenue to this Gov- 
ernment—between $4 and $5 per capita. Let me say to these gentle- 
men also that the Territory of Montana, with her twenty thousand 

population, paid over $5 per capita. Let me say to the same 1 
tal ...... .. . segel men for I have not time to go through with all these facts as I would 
like to, but will print the tables as part of my remarks—let me say 
to the gentlemen that while Idaho paid that amount of internal rev- 
enue in proportion to population in that year, the State of Vermont 

aid only at the rate of $1.12 per head, the State of Maine $1.27 per 
ead, the State of Minnesota $1.06 per head, the State of Iowa $1.15 
per head, the State of Kansas ninety-four cents per head, the State 
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of South Carolina fifty-eight cents per head, and the Stateot Arkansas 

seventy-six cents per head. These tables will furnish valuable in- 

formation: 

TABLE No. 1.—Table showing the amount of internal revenue collected 
Jrom the present Territories, exclusive of (See 


stamps. report 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 1877, pages 133, 139, 140, 141.) 


reported, 


enue first reported, 


Number of years 
Amount collected. 


To which add approximate amount received from adhe- 
sivo stamp̃ss „% r ; 24 444. — 


Average collection of each Terri for each year that 
territorial revenue has 8 e 


TABLE No. 2.—Table showing the tion of several States and Terri- 
tories, as per census of 1870, and relative amounts of internal revenue 
paid in that fiscal year per capita. 


States and Territories. 


ulation in 
1870. 
ternal revenue 


collected. 


Amount of in- 


Se TP 


4,120 | $352,316 65 | $1 12 

8.300 632,407 88 191 

626,915 | 807,324 30 127 

364,309 | 343,931 15 94 

439,706 | 467,879 15 100 

55 1. 194, 020 1, 379, 981 34 115 
th Carolina 705, 606 | 412. 039 59 58 
ke 484,471 | 369, 284 10 76 
Idaho Terri 14,999 | 85,224 05 434 
een eee Bes Uae, 20,595 | 103.555 55 5 02 
C 2. 555 834.2 63| 345 


TABLE No. 3,—Table showing the amount of internal revenue collected in the 
Territories for the fiscal year 1877, exclusive of adhesive stamps, and ia 
some of the States for the same year. 


Utah 5 — 
Washington Territory 
Wyoming Territory 
Vermont 


* Population in 1870, 705,606. Population in 1870, 484,471. 

Now let it be borne in mind also that we are the great producers of 
the precious metals of this nation. By our industry and our enter- 
prise we produce the material which Spenn up every channel of trade 
and gives vitality to every branch of business in our country. 

I desire to say one word in regard to this provision which cuts us 
down to nine members of the council and thirteen members of the 
House and gives to the governor of the Territory the right to apportion 
the districts. Under our original organic acts it was always required 
that the governor should first have a census taken before he appor- 
tioned. But this bill leaves it entirely to his will. Now the Terri- 
tory which I have the honor to represent includes eighty-six thou- 
sand square miles; Dakota has nearly two hundred thousand square 
miles; and the people are scattered in settlements of one, two, or 
three hundred miles apart in different portions of the Territory. It 
is utterly im ible under these circumstances to have a summary 
reduction of legislative representation to nine councilmen and thir- 


erly represented. Let me say here that these ori 


teen representatives and have the varied interests of the people prop- 


al acts were fixed 
with a sound understanding of the fact that the Territories were 
going to increase and require increased representation. I wish to say 
this: that it is as impossible for the sun to rise in the west as it is 
for nine members in a territorial council to represent all the various 
interests of a Territory, diversified as they are and the settlements 
so widely apart. 

Another fact should be borne in mind. 

Here the hammer PE 
r. FENN. I would like to say a word or two further. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I offer a formal amendment and yield my five 
minutes to the gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. FENN. I have said already, our Territory embraces an area 
of eighty-six thousand square miles and the Territory of Dakota an 
area of two hundred thousand square miles. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to know whether the increase of the pay of 
chaplains in the Idaho Legislature and the general encouragement 
of chaplains in that Territory will not have a tendency to prevent 
Indian incursions? : 

Mr. FENN. Oh! my friend, we are not interested in the $1.50 a day 
for chaplains; we are not very thankful to the Committee on Appro- 
priations for extending that kindness to us. ; 

Let me state further in re; to this matter that the Legislature 
has but forty days to sit, and can hold only biennial sessions. Now, 
I leave it to the good sense of any man in House to say if he con- 
siders that a Legislature re mting the varied interests which are 
represented by those legislators can discharge the duties devolved 
upon them in a term of forty days once in two years and with this 
reduced representation? It is utterly as impossible to do so, as I said 


just now, as for the sun to rise in the west. 


Why, your little city councils which have only to deal with muni- 
cipal matters sit longer than that during the course of a year, while 
our ee has to deal with great and varied interests. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one thing more which I wish to say in ro- 
gard to the provision made by the committee, that the Government 
shall readjust and apportion the districts. We are under pupilage, 
we are minors and the wards of the Government; our governors are 
sent to us without our request or choice and without our knowledge. 
If the governor chooses to do so under this law he can so apportion 
the districts of his Territory as to keep power in the hands of him- 
self and a few individuals to the exclusion of the people of the whole 
Territory and perpetuate his power. 

Let me say one word in regard to the idea that we in the Territory 
have no rights. I have always supposed that every American citi- 
zen had some rights. True we have not the right to vote for Presi- 
dent, but we have some local rights, some rights nging to the peo- 
ple who go there and imperil their lives to advance the interests of 
the nation, but it seems to me that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions look upon the Territories as their servants, or very much as a 

rdian would who had been appointed as such over sonie half dozen 
emale infants, and when they had labored for his interests until they 
had reached the of fifteen We he drives them out into the 
re ts and makes t: submit themselves to prostitution to gratify 

s 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to say a word in reply to the argument 
made by my friend from Idaho who has just en hisseat. If he 
will look at sections 1847 and 1849 of the Revised Statutes he will 
find that in them is contained the precise ty Sa of the present 
bill, and when he makes the point that there is no provision made 
for an election in these various representative and council districts 
provided for in the bill, I would say to him that we do not repeal 
that much of those sections to which I have referred at all. 

Mr. CORLETT. This matter ought to be understood. If the gen- 
tleman will look at the first portion of the statute he will see that it is 
a provision relating exclusively to the first election in the Territo- 
ries and has no application whatever to subsequent elections. The 
whole matter in relation to subsequent elections has been regulated 
by territorial laws since the of that act of Con 

Mr. DURHAM. The gentleman must not interfere with me any 
longer. He is mistaken about it. This bill only provides for the 
first election, because it reserves expressly to the a nTe which 
may convene the power to apportion the Territory. e place a Ter- 
ritory precisely as it was created originally when it was in a state of 
chaos. We direct the governor to apportion it, taking into consid- 
eration 5 Ke. 

My friend says that the representatives and conneilors will all be 
apportioned to the towns. If the governor does that he will violate 
the plain provisions of the law, because he is required to take into 
consideration not only territory but population in the apportionment. 
Now, I would say to my friend who was last upon the floor that I 
think the Territories need a little ing myself. I believe they 
are children and ought to be regulated. He has talked about his own 
Territory payingso much. Do we not pay forthe governor, the judges, 
members of the Legislature their mil , and do we do it for Arkan- 
sas, Iowa, or for any State? Not at all. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Oregon. Do not the Federal authorities appoint 
the governors of the Territories ? 
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Mr. DURHAM. Oh, yes; you are children incompetent to take care 
of yourselves, as all of us have been; you are passing through the 
pupilage that every Territory ought to go through, but you are under- 
taking in some of the Territories to put on airs, and very extravagant 
ones, 

You in the Territories want to have more members of the house of 
representatives and of the council than many States of this Union 
have in their Legislatures. I will take my own great State, with a 
million and a half of population; its Legislature is composed of one 
hundred representatives and thirty-eight senators. The great State 
of Ohio has in its Legislature one hundred and ten representatives 
and thirty-two senators. Yet you in the Territories want almost as 
many members in your Legislature as the great State of Ohio has 
in its Legislature. Is that fair and right? And the Government 
is to be taxed for it. 

The idea upon which this bill has been framed is that the Terri- 
tories shall have a fair representation in both branches of their Legis- 
latures, and we say to them at the same time that they shall not be 
extravagant and give their representatives 50 per cent. more than 
1 in many of the Legislatures of the great States now 
receive. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah. New Mexico and Utah were organized as 
Territories twenty-eight years ago, and in the organic acts of those 
Territories the number of the council of the Legislature was fixed at 
thirteen, and of the house of representatives at twenty-six in each 
Territory. There was no sliding scale in either of the organic acts. 
The territorial Legislature in each Territory was organized with the 
number of members prescribed in the organic acts. 

By their organic acts, forty days annually was the time fixed for the 
length of sessions of the Legislature. A fow years ago Congress 
changed the law in this respect, probably in the interest of economy, 
and provided that the session of the Legislature in each of the Terri- 
tories should not exceed forty days biennially. That is the law at 
the present time. We can meet in our Territories every two years 
and continue in session for forty days only, for the purpose of trans- 
acting all the legislative business connected with the vast, growing, 
and varied interests in those Territories. 

I represent a Territory which has now a population of at least one 
hundred and fifty thousand. Taking the ratio of increase from 1860 
to 1870, as shown by the last census, and applying it to the past eight 
years, it would show that there is a population in Utah Territory to- 
Sy of one hundred and fifty thousand. 

few days ago I received a memorial adopted by the Legislative 
Assembly of my Territory and signed by the governor, asking Con- 
ga to increase the length of session of the territorial Legislature 
m forty to days, for the reason that a session of forty days 
in two years is entirely inadequate to enable our Legislative Assem- 
bly to perform the n duties devolved upon itin connection 
with the growing interests of the Territory. That memorial has been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. We need an extension 
of time; forty days in two years is entirely too short a time in which 
to transact the business that the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
tory has to attend to. 

I am of the opinion that every man acquainted with the Territory 
which I represent, with its condition, with the requirements and ne- 
cessities constantly arising for legislation upon various subjects, will 
say that sixty days in two years is little enough and that forty days 
is too short a time. 

by the paragraph of the bill now under consideration 
e number of members of the territorial Legislative Assem- 
blies. It is here proposed to have twenty-seven men do the work in forty 
days which thirty-nine men have heretofore done. The thirty-nine 
now 2 that they cannot do the necessary work in forty days, 
and ask for sixty to do the work in. Is it reasonable to suppose that 
twenty-seven men can do the work more efficiently and speedily than 
thirty-nine can? I am aware that there are times and circumstances 
when small bodies will transact business to better advantage than 
large ones; we all know that. But I question whether reducing 
the number of the council from thirteen to nine, and of the lower 
house from twenty-six to 1 be in the interest of the speedy 
and proper transaction of the legislative business. On the contrary, 
I think it will be found that the Legislature will be overburdened with 
work, and when the session shall close it will be found that the leg- 
islators have not been able to complete the labor devolved upon them. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah. I would like a few minutes more. 

Mr. POUND. I will take the floor and yield to the gentleman from 


Utah. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah. I thank the gentleman. I have a propo- 
sition in the interest of 5 this subject. As the law now 
stands, the salaries of the members of the Legislative Assemblies of 
the Territories for one session amounts to 89,360. By the pending 

ph of this bill it is propo to reduce this amount to $4,320, 
that is by making the salary $4 a day for forty days and for twenty- 
seven members. 

Now if the Committee on Appropriations desire only to save the 
money of the Government, I will propose that for the Territory of 


Utah the per diem of the members of the Legislative Assembly shall 
be reduced to $3 aday. At that rate, if the number of members of the 
Legislature of the 3 be left as at present, the cost to the Gov- 
ernment would be 84,680 or one session; a difference of only $360 
between the proposition submitted by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and the amount that would be required to lower the per diem 
of the members to $3 and to let the number of the members of the 
council and the house stand as at present and as they have been for 
twenty-eight years. 

Since this pa ph has been under consideration I have conversed 
with most of the Delegates from the Territories, and I find them nearly 
unanimous in the opinion that if any change has to be made they 
would much petr that the per diem of the members of the Assembly 
be lowered than that the number of members shall be changed. At 
the present time, there are in the a: te three hundred and two 
members in the eight councils and eight houses of representatives in 
the Na ee Territories of the United States. If their per diem were to 
be uced to $3 a day for forty days, it would require $36,240 to 
pay them. The Committee on Appropriations in the pending para- 
graph propose to reduce our councils to nine members and our houses 
to eighteen, making twenty-seven members of both bodies for each 
Territory, which in the ate would be two hundred and sixteen 
for the eight Territories. They propose to pay each member $4 a 
day for forty da This will amount to $34,560. Now, I submit that 
if economy be the object of the committee, by the plan I propose— 
reducing the per diem, and not the members—they can accomplish 
their object equally well and not disturb the condition of affairs which 
exists at the present time in the Territories, and save the necessity 
of the redistricting of this immense area of rain (ed for the differ- 
ence between the sum required, if the per diem be lowered, and the 
sum which the committee propose in the pending paragraph is only 
$1,680, and this divided among the eight Territories and only required 
every two years. If the Government cannot afford to pay this addi- 
tional $1,680 every two years I have no doubt the Territories them- 
selves would gladly make it up rather than this breaking up of all 
their districts and the labor involved therein should occur, . 

For my own Territory I may say that I am sure the legislators of 
that Territory would rather consent to that reduction of their per 
diem, if compelled to do so, and it be necessary in the interest of 
economy, than that the legislative business of the Territory should 
be crippled. I will not say anything as to the cost of the territorial 
government, although much might said in reply to the criticism 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. DURHAM] in that respect. I 
know that in my own Territory we would gladly bear all our legis- 
lative expenses and pay the salaries of our governor and ju if 
wehad the privilege of electing them. But so long as they are selected 
for us, and our legislation is supervised, and no bill can become law, 
however unanimously without the sanction of mead nts de 
then I think that the Government which 2 the men should pay 
horas Change this rule and we would gladly pay our officers our- 
selves. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted upon the pending 
amendment, 


Mr. DURHAM. I withdraw my forma amendment. 


Mr. KIDDER. I had not thought of making any remarks at all 
until I heard the gentleman from Utah, [Mr. CANNON, ] and 750 fol- 
t so far as 


lowing out a e which he has made I will say t 
the Territory of Dakota is concerned I will consent that the per diem 
of members of the Legislature shall be only $3. It may be enough; 
Ido not know but that it is. True the per diem has been $6 heretofore, 
but the Committee on Appropriations, undertaking to go upon the 
scale of economy, pro to reduce it to $4. Of course if we can re- 
duce the salary and allow the members of the territorial Legislature 
enough to pay fortheir bread and cheese while at the pee ere we might 
as well doit. It will perhaps give some of our clever fellows a little 
more opportunity to become great men as members of the Legislature. 
Of course they think as much of those positions as the honorable 
members of this committee do of theirs. Some of them, too, I wish 
to say, are very competent. A few years ago many gentlemen now 
on this floor were living in Territories and were perhaps no more re- 
spectable and, if I may be allowed to say it, no more competent for 
the official positions they then held than some of us who now reside 
in the Territories. 

Almost one-third, certainly one-fourth, of the entire area of the 
United States belongs to the Territories. Why is it that this Com- 
mittee on Appropriations desire to belittle us—to make us smaller? 
Out in that western country we are enlarging and expanding; and if 
these gentlemen would go ont there and see with their own eyes what 
has been done and what is now doing there, they would be aston- 
ished. I could show them one farm of ten thousand acres of wheat; 
another of eight thousand; others not much smaller. Why should 
the Committee on i ie gue undertake to cripple us? 

I will say frankly that it is very much more easy to learn to nurse 
than it is to be weaned. [Laughter.] When we have now our thir- 
teen members of the territorial council it strikes us as alittle uncivil 
that this number should be cut down to only nine. A few years ago 
when Dakota Territory was organized we had only six thousand peo- 
ple; now we have nearly one hundred thousand, and we have an 
extent of territory of one hundred and seventy thousand square miles, 
I find no fault with the Committee on Approprigtions because they 
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go upon the scale of economy; but I will say to them that when they 
can run this Government without paying anything it will be after 
this session, [Laughter.] 

I do not know what one distinguished gentleman representing the 
Committee on Appropriations meant by referring to the people of the 
Territory as “ putting on airs” and as needing “spanking.” Ido not 
know whether he intended to refer to the Delegates here ; but I be- 
lieve the territorial delegation have behaved about as well as almost 
anybody; I have never heard any fault found with them. Some of 
us have grown almost too old to be “spanked.” I do not 1 
the application of the phrase if the gentleman meant to apply it lit- 
erally. That gentleman and myself are warm friends and I would 
be the last one to undertake to tackle him; his arms are too long. 

Mr. DURHAM. I referred to members of the territorial Legisla- 
ao as “ putting on airs,” not to members of the Congressional dele- 
gation. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr.Chairman, I have no prejudices whatever against 
the Territories. I recognize them as the germs from which future 
States of this great Republic are to spring. I respect the hardy pio- 
neer; I respect the settler who goes out and braves the dan of 
the frontier. I respect the intelligence and the patriotism of all such 
men; and I have no criticism to make upon them in any way. The 
position which I took in arguing the pan of order was a ds a con- 
stitutional position. It was simply that under the theory of our Gov- 
ernment the Con, of the United States has supreme control over: 
the Territories. Twenty years ago, when I s. here as a member 
of the minority, that whole question was discussed more fully than 
it has ever been discussed before or since, and it was then settled by 
the popular mind that the Con of the United States has supreme 
control over the Territories. at position cannot now be denied. 
In view of this, I take the ground that it is perfectly competent for 
this House to decide how many representatives and councilmen each 
Territory should have. Why not, if we pay for them; if we foot the 
bills? I will say to my friend from Dakota [Mr. KippEr] that it 
does not come with very grace from him to sneer at the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations use we stand here advocating economy 
in the administration of the territorial governments when the Goy- 
ernment of the United States is called upon to provide the means for 
payin g those expenses, 

r. KIDDER. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. ATKINS, I cannot be interrupted now. As to population, I 
will say that in my own State, for instance, one representative rep- 
resents about twelve thousand le and one senator fifty thousand. 
Yet gentlemen here from the Territories complain that their council- 
men are to be reduced to nine and their representatives to eighteen, 
though not one Territory represented on this floor had as many as 
one hundred thousand people in 1870, The gentleman admits that in 
his Territory the population is only fourteen thousand, so that there is 
one councilman to almost every one thousand people, while in my 
State a senator represents fifty thousand people. As to extent of ter- 
ritory, what is true in regard to my State applies still more strongly 
to other States—New York, Ohio, and one or two others. One sena- 
torial district of my State is one hundred and fifty miles long, and a 
mountainous country at that. 

How does the pay we propose to allow to territorial Legislatures 
compare with the pay allowed in the States? In my State we give 
our members of the Legislature $4 a day; and I think it will be found 
that this is about the rate in most of the States. But in the Territo- 
ries the members of the Legislature have voted themselves $6 a day— 
out of our pockets. If they had voted it out of their own pockets 
there might have been some a aL init. Butas this money comes 
from the Treasury of the United States it does not seem improper 
that the Committee on Appropriations, arg aa with the ee on 
of the expenditures of Government, should have some humble voice 
in saying how much these members of the territorial Legislatures shall 
receive from the United States. 

Now, then, I intend to read in the single moment of time I have 
left something of the population of the different Territories. The 

ntleman from Utah says he represents 150,000 ple. How does 

© know he has 150,009 people in that Territory! We have taken no 
‘census of Utah and how does he know that? There were only 99,000 
under the census of 1870. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

e CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amendment. 

Mr. CANNON, of Utah. I move to strike out the last word to show 
how I know there are 150,000 people in Utah. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indi- 
1 5 [Mr. CALKINS. 

r. CALKINS, Now, Mr. Chairman, I rise to protest again, as I 
have on several occasions, against the Committee on Appropriations 
absorbing the entire le; tion of this House. I want to say to the 
younger members of this body the time has come when they will have 
to assert themselves, or will come before long. We have the Com- 
mittee on Territories specially onaga with the duty of seeing how 
many officers the Territories should have and all that sort of thing, 
and yet I find in the appropriation bill a committee charged exclus- 
ively with making appropriations to meet the n expenditures 
of the Government putting into their bill how many territorial offi- 


cers the Territories shall have. They have not only done that but 
they have gone into all sorts of legislation. There is not an appro- 
riation bill which comes in which is not loaded down with general 
egislation; not one. The time will come when the House will revolt 
against such things asthat. I thank the gentleman for that word. 

I have no objection to the House limiting the Territories and the 
number of senators and representatives they ought to have, but I 
rise simply to protest against this practice. If I were allowed a sug- 
gestion, being a young member of this hode; I would say to the ven- 
erable gentleman who is at the head of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee he had better go to the Appropriation Committee if he wants to 
pass his tariff bill and have it put on as a rider upon one of the 
a eh bills. I would suggest, too, to the chairman of the 
Military Committee, when he wants to extinguish the Army and blot 
it out, that he had better go to the Appropriation Committee and 
make arrangements with them to put it on an appropriation bill. And 
so with all these other committees. 

Here is the Committee on Territories charged with this duty. They 
are charged with investigation into it. They are charged to see to it 
in the interest of economy and every other interest that these Territo- 
ries are run in a proper manner and form, and yet upon this appro- 

riation bill there stands the substantive legislation, so many mem- 

rs of the Legislature and no more shall be allowed to each. I simply 

me to-day for the purpose of protesting against that sort of legisla- 
on. 

Mr. FOSTER. I agree, Mr. Chairman, with much that the gentle- 
man from Indiana has said about general legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills, but his speech ought to be addressed to another subject. 
It is well known to this House and to the gentleman from Indiana 
this Committee on Appropriations is invested with the power of legis- 
lation on ap] ropriation bills, 

Mr. CAL „And I will be glad when the House takes it away 
from that committee. ; 

Mr. FOSTER. That is where your speech should be made—to that 
point and that purpose. The Committee on Territories have not in- 
troduced a resolution or bill of any sort reducing the expenditures of 
running the Territories. All there is of this proposition is this: the 
Committee on Appropriations believe and feel, and I believe this 
House feel, these Territories have been exceedingly extravagant, and 
in times of reform they have felt it was their duty to put the knife 
in to reduce expenses. I think myself, after examination of all the 
subjects which have come before the committee, that not one ap 
to me to be so extravagant as these Territories. All the committee 

ropose to do is to reduce the number of representatives from about 

orty to about thirty. The Territory of Idaho has a representative 
for every three hundred of her people. Is not that extravagant? 
Ought not this House in some way to take hold of this matter? The 
Committee on Territories has not brought the proposition here. The 
Committee on a Phere under the rules of the House, have 
brought it here. I do not believe the rule is a wise one, and I voted 
against it and so did most of those on this side. It is within the 
rules when the committee reports this le; tion. It isin the inter- 
est of economy. It is right, and I hope the House will sustain it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw my formal amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr, Chairman, I would not have 
ventured to say a word in this connection except for the remark of 
the gentleman from Indiana when he expressed the hope that the 
House would soon alter the rules and strip the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the power it now possesses to reduce the expenditures of 
the Government in the interest of the people. 

Mr. CALKINS. Oh, no; the gentleman misunderstood me; it was 
to put general legislation upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the pote. ste I understand that. Thatrule, sir, 
was one of the most salutary ever enacted. The remarkable spectacle 
existed prior to the Forty-fourth Congress of the ability of the House 
to add any amendment changing existing law on appropriation bills 
os increased the number of employés or increased the salaries paid 
to them. i 

The Forty-fourth (irc abies at its first session changed the rule right 
about face, and said, “You may alter law in the direction of economy. 
but you shall not alter law in the direction of extravagance.” And 
that is one of the chief jewels in the crown of a democratic House. 

Mr. HAZELTON. The only one. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Perhaps it may be as su by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, that it is the only one. However, it 
is brighter than all others; for I tell the gentleman you would be more 
than $50 000,000 behind to-day in the revenues of the Government 
but for that very rule. And the democratic side of the House can 
well afford to stand literally and steadily by the enactment of that 
rule; and I hope they will always find enough on this (the repub- 
lican) side to aid them in the practical enforcement of it. 

And just let me say here what I dislike to see constantly. I dislike 
to see the republican side of the House whenever a question of ex- 
penditure is concerned voting for large amounts. There are men 
among you here who believe in reducing the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment; and when a fraction falls off from the other side instead of 
herding yourselves together and 13 extravagance you ought 
to discriminate, you ought to aid those who want economy. This 
is not a partisan question and you should not allow it to be made a 
political one. It is as much your duty as representative republicans 
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to go in behalf of economy as it is of democrats to go in the direction 
of economy ; and I do not believe you gentlemen on this side represent 

our constituents faithfully when you come here and herd together 
in behalf of extravagance. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Í renew the amendment. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
propose to say anything about this “ herding” together on this floor. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) That was said respectfully, of 
course. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Of course; but I had proposed to say that know- 
ing, as I do, the history of the 3 Committee and its 
struggles, and how naturally it calls down upon itself the fire of all 
the other committees, it was, in my judgment, a very heavy load to 
require that committee to carry in addition to the general antagonism 
they encounter, to make that the committee which was to rectify all 
the legislation of the country. I believe it was a fatal mistake to 
po into the hands of that committee the power to chases all the 

aws, any of the laws anywhere as they pleased. I have always be- 
lieved that. j 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Hine In the direction of economy. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In the direction of economy. But what will the 
5 say in case something comes up that makes it necessary 

or the public service to increase an expense? Ought not the com- 
mittee to be permitted to do thut if ne ? Are they to be shut 
up only to the business of cutting down? It is not the supreme end 
of a Con to be economical. It is the supreme end of a Congress 
to sustain the Government wisely. If economy can be had too, that 
is well; but if larger expenses are needed to carry on the Govern- 
ment wisely Congress 757 to have full liberty to do that. And to 
shackle a committee so that it can only reduce, without having any 
power to enlarge in case of necessity, is to say we are not fit to be 
trusted, and that we need to be shackled in advance. 

Now I believe that the rule to which the Speaker has referred has 
brought unnecessary odium upon the Committee on At riations. It 
has, as we have seen day by day, drawn out attacks by all the othercom- 
mittees. If the Committee on Appropriations undertakes to reform 
judicial expenses by cutting down courts, they antagonize the Judi- 
ciary Committee. If they undertake to reorganize the Army, they 
antagonize the Military Committee. And so they are compelled in 
pursuance of the playing of this rôle to antagonize every leading com- 
mittee of this House, ey have to antagonize the House in regard 
to expenditures. Iam glad to support them whenever I can in the 
direction of economy, and I am equally glad to support them in the 
direction of enlarged expenditures, if such enlargement is necessary. 
I did not at the time the rule was adopted believe it to be wise. I 
am more convinced by the experience of the last year it was unwise. 

I want to say another word. I think the Speaker is quite wrong 
when he says this side of the House is constantly resisting reduction 
of expenditures and resisting economy. I hold that statement is 
utterly incorrect and unwarranted by the facts of our legislation. 
Has not the Committee on Appropriations found my colleague [Mr. 
Foster] with them many and many a time in the reduction of ex- 
penses? Have they not found me, although not on the committee, 
generally willing to assist them in their reductions? It is a charge 
not to be borne on this side to say we herd together to op econ- 
omy. We do 5 the sort. I point with satisfaction to the 
fact that in 1872 and from that time forward the expenditures of this 
Government have been on a descending scale, and that, too, by the 
action of Congress, not only before the present party came into power 
in this House, but since. I give that party credit for continuing a 
work that was well, fairly, earnestly, and honestly begun while we 
were in power. 

It seems to me not the thing to lecture this side of the House as 
though we were resisting economy. We believe in two things: tho 
support of this Government, cost what it may ; and all the economy 
that is ible in connection with the honest, fair, and reasonable 
support of the Government. 

r. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I take issue on the facts distinctly 
with the gentleman from Ohio, and I refer to the observation of 
members on all sides of this House, whether in the main the repub- 
lican side of the House have not made their efforts as a against 
the economy demanded by the Committee on Appropriations, and I 
believe the record will show it on the yea-and-nay votes. I confess 
that I have from time to time chafed under such action by my polit- 
ical opponents in this House. I know that their motives are pure. I 
know that there are as good men upon one side as upon the other 
side of the House. I have heard the views of many of them on this 
subject, and manyar them have said we are, as it were, misplaced in 
this respect, I think that many republicans in this House believe 
their course proper, and it is with no disrespect that I appeal to 
such no longer to persist in their opposition to economy in expendi- 
t but that on the contrary they should co-operate with members 
on all sides and from all sections and of all political opinions in the 
work of . 

It is due that I should at the same time award praise, especially in 
this Congress, to the minority of the Committee on Appropriations 
for the manner in which they have co-operated in the committee and 
in the House with the full committee, and their reconimendation to 
reduce expenditures; but I say that in the main, as a general prop- 
osition, the republican members of that committee have not been 
sustained as they should have been sustained by their party associates 
upon this floor, 


Mr. HALE, I am obliged to the Speaker for the compliment he 
has seen fit to bestow upon the minority of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, but I am not willing as a member of that minority to take 
any credit at the expense of my party of an unjust criticism in the 
face of what I believe to be the record of this House. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (the Speaker of this House) is 
an honest economist; he believes in it, but he has never had upon 
his hands so hard a task as he has had this winter, not with this side 
of the House, but in controlling the other side of the House in their 
tendency toward bankrupting the Treasury. The whole machinery 
of this House is in the hands of its committees, and its committees 
were constituted by the Speaker after long experience in this body 
and knowledge of the gentlemen composing it, so that in making up 
the organization of the committees he should be presumed to know 
where he would find the representatives of his economy, There has 
not been a measure reported by any committee of this House that 
involves danger to the publie credit or to the public Treasury except 
at the hands of the majority of his party, and not of ourselves. 

Ours is the duty to follow and not to lead here. It was not a repub- 
lican committee that reported the river and harbor bill, about which 
so much has been said here, and which the gentleman so strongly 
0 23 
“i r. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) You voted for it. 

Mr. HALE. I did, but I was not responsible for its being reported. 
The gentleman does not believe in that bill. Why did he not stop it? 
I believe that there were great and good features in the bill; but I 
am talking now as to the responsibility of its report. Not a demo- 
crat on the Committee on Commerce opposing it. The republicans 
did not report it, and it would never have stalked into this House and 
received recognition but at the hands of the committee which he a 
pointed. It was not a republican committee that reported the bill 
giving pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war and the soldiers 
in the various straggling Indian wars upon our frontier, which would 
take millions and millions a year out of our Treasury, against all the 
precedents as to time set by all other pension bills. The opposition 
to that bill was lead by a gentleman upon this side of the House, my 
colleague, [Mr. Powxns, J a republican, and he was sustained by this 
side of the House; and when the vote comes up on that bill my friend, 
the Speaker, who is an honest economist, will be gratified to see that 
almost every man on this side of that dividing aisle will stand up 
against it, while a chosen few will oppose it on the other side of the 

ouse. The effort for economy upon that side of the House is of the 
cheese-paring kind, that pinches clerks in their salaries and turns 
out men and women needed for the work of the Departments. It 
was not npon this side of the House that an effort was made to force 
through the claims of southern mail contractors, It was not the 
republicans who insisted that the clause in that bill should be stricken 
out which provided that 5 should not be made when the con- 
federacy had already paid the claims. It was a democrat who made 
that motion, and it was a republican on this side of the House who 
detected and exposed the danger, and showed that these old southern 
mail contractors were trying to get pay a second time when they had 
been once paid. And so with everything that threatens danger to 
oe Treasury the opposition will be found here, and not upon the other 
si 


[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio, obtained the floor and yielded his time 
to Mr. HALE. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. The truth is that the expenditure of the strength and 
influence of the Speaker in the direction in which he is looking should 
be made upon his fellow-members on the other side of the Honse. 
It is not worthy of the dignity of his position to descend to the floor 
and lecture us because we do not believe in such imonious nib- 
blings as taking a clerk at $1,200 and cutting him down to $1,100, or 
for the sake of are a few thousands to cripple a Department of 
the Government which is honestly striving to do the public service 
and promote the publie good by its best endeavors so that his con- 
stituents and mine and those of every member shall have their proper 
business attended to properly. 

It is not proper economy to Dm Sanaa the work in the Pension 
Office, in the Surgeon-General’s Office, in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the Army, so that men who are suffering and have been 
for years for the want of their honest pensions, long since due them, 
shail be kept out of them until at last death strikes them down and 
nobody is left to represent them. In these things if is good econ- 
omy to give a fair, indeed an ample force, to perform the work 
which is required, and while we are doing that, to stand upon guard, 
as gentlemen upon this side stand and have stood early and late, to 
see that huge appropriations shall not be taken for the benefit of one 
section of the country, or that insidious laws do not creep into the 
statute-book which in an indirect way represent not $1,000, or $10,000, 
or $100,000, but millions upon millions, and in the end will bankrupt 
the Treasury. 

I say to a friend from Pennsylvania, the Speaker, and I use the 
word advisedly for he.has no better friend on this floor, and my hand 
joins with him in almost all his efforts—I ed to him that if he will 
visit some of his censure upon that side of the House in public, as I 
know he has often felt like doing in private, it will come with much 
better grace than any denunciations which he may feel inclined to 
pour upon this side of the House. We shall not sit still and bear thar. 

Mr. BEEBE. I will not detain the committee long; I worely desire 


2984 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 30, 


to draw the attention of my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] who 
has spoken of the great reduction of expenditures of the Government 
from 1872, and who took occasion to felicitate himself and the coun- 
try upon the fact that since the democratic party obtained control of 
this House it had only continued the work commenced by his party 
to the official figures upon that subject. By reference to page 16 of 
the last finance report gentlemen will find a statement of the expend- 
itures of this Government. In 1872 we find that the expenditures 
of the Army were $35,000,000 ; in 1873, under this extraordinary sys- 
tem of economy the expenditures of that branch of the servico rose 
to 846,000,000. When we look at the Navy we find that in 1872 its 
expenditures were $21,000,000; in 1873 they rose to $23,000,000, and in 
1874 they rose to $30,000,000. So we might go on through all the ex- 
penditures of the Government in detail. 

I will come now to the aggregate net expenditures of the Govern- 
ment. In 1872 the net expenditures of the Government as given in 
this official document were $153,000,000; in 1873 they were $180 000 
and in 1874, still under this novel system of economy, they had swelled 
to $194,000,000. 

The poopie of the country understand this thing; and when a dis- 
tingui member of the democratic party arises in his place in 
this House and states to his fellow-members on this floor and to the 
country that it was only with the advent of the democratic party in 
authority here that the era of economy dawned upon this country, 
he states what the people know, although the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. GARFIELD] may be ignorant of the fact. 

I am not here for the p of arraigning my fellow-members in 
this House. I believe that they all have a sincere, honest purpose to 
administer this Government in that direction which shall best sub- 
serve the interests committed to their charge. But when the atten- 
tion of the * — is called to the fact that the democratic party 
has addressed itself with all its great energies and with a devotion 
which merits the praise of democrats and republicans, and, in short, 
of the whole people, and has devoted its energies to the work o 
retrenchment of expenditures of the Government, I say it is not 
exactly the thing for a gentleman who holds so largely the public 
confidence as does my friend from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] to under- 
take to claim that it was while the republican party was in power 
that the doctrine of economy found support. I see that the estimates 
of the Departments and the official documents bear me out in the 
statement that prior to the accession of the democratic party to 

ower in this House the expenses of the Government were increasing 
Fon year to year. And while the republican House did in some de- 
check that tendency, it did not, as has the democratic p 
since it obtained control of this House, reduce those expenditures mill- 
ions upon millions. 

In order that the truth as to the expenditures of the Government 
during the closing years of republican rule in this House and since 
the accession of the democrats to power here nay be made entirely 
clear I submit, Mr. Chairman, the following tables taken from the 
official reports of the Secretary of the Treasury : 


Estimates of 
expenditures 
exclusive of 


Amount of in- 


terest on the 


The foregoing shows how the account stands as to the Department 
estimates. Now I submit from the same official sources a statement 
showing what the actual expenditures have been, less the amounts 
paid for interest and for pensions: 

. $123, 139, 932 70 
124. 668, 453 43 
— 161, 129, 210 04 
165, 080, 570 34 


. 3 * 116, 246, 211 01 
Thus it is apparent, that from 1870 to 1875 the expenses of the 
Government, exclusive of the pension and interest accounts, steadily 

«and enormously increased. And the difference between the expense 

zin 1874 ($165,080,570 34) and 1877 ($116,246,211 01) shows what dem- 

‘ocratic economy has done for the country. 

Mr. ATKINS, I would like to see this debate closed as soon as pos- 

‘sible, and I would like to have a vote on the pending proponon this 
evening. If it is ble to both sides of the House, I would sug- 

st that debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto 

‘be‘closed in thirty minutes. 


Mr. GARFIELD. All right. 

Mr. FINLEY. Make it forty minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Make it fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ATKINS. As there seems to be objection, I move that the 


committee rise for the purpose of obtaining an order from the House 
limiting debate. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I think the objection is to the length 
of time proposa by the gentleman ; if ho will say fifteen minutes I 
think it will be agreed to. 

Mr. FINLEY. Ob, no. 

Mr. ATKINS. Then I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN reported that pursuant to the order of the House 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 4104) making Abc eee for tho 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that when the House n resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole upon the e appropriation bill 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto shall 
be closed in thirty minutes. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to amend so as to make it forty minutes. 

The amendment was not erea to. 

The motion of Mr. ATKINS limiting debate was then a to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I now move that tho rules be suspended and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 

roceeding with the consideration of the legislative, executive, and 
Judicial ee bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. EDEN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend- 
i Peas Se and amendments thereto is limited to thirty minutes. 

r. FOSTER. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr.HOOKER. Irenewit. Inreplyto what has fallen from the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. aur in response to the remarks of the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. RANDALL, ] in which he claimed 

hat the compliment paid to the minority of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, because of their hearty union in the effort for economy on 
this side was not deserved, I desire to say that those remarks come 
with singular ill grace from a gentleman who himself voted in favor 
of the main proposition to which he has referred as evincing an 
indisposition on the part of the democratic side of this House to 
enforce economy; I allude to the river and harbor bill, for which he 
voted himself. It is well known to members of this House that the 
last river and harbor bill failed entirely, and that the river and 
harbor bill which was reported the other day from the Committee 
on Commerce by its chairman received the sanction of a two-third 
vote of the House of Representatives. Gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber, to the extent to which they gave their support to 
that bill, have conceded that the measure was no departure from the 
line of economy inaugurated on this side of the House. For myself, 
ee for the section of country which I represent, I voted some- 
what relnctantly for that bill, because I felt that the appropriation 
which it made in reference to the region of country I have the honor 
in part to represent was not a fair 9 for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors upon which the commerce of the country so 
largely depends. But that bill was sustained by many men on this 
side of the House, as it was doubtless sustained by gentlemen upon 
the other side, because they felt satisfied with the appropriations 
which it contained. 

Another measure has been alluded to by the gentleman from Maine 
as evincing an indisposition on the part of this side of the Chamber 
to enforce in truth and sincerity an economical administration of the 
affairs of the Government. I refer to the bill granting pensions to the 
soldiers of the war with Mexico. I was astonished to hear the intel- 
ligent gentleman from Maine say that this side of the Chamber had 
supported that proposition because it looked to pensioning the peo- 
ple residing in certain regions of the gnag On the Oa, it 
embraced in its provisions every soldier of that war, whether from 
the North or the South, the East or the West. It proposed Sap 
a tardy act of justice to those men who served our country in that 
contest. It proposed to pension the survivors of that war some thirty 
years after its termination. In this it cannot be said that there was 
any disposition on the part of the majority of this House to recede 
from the doctrine of economy and retrenchment which was inaugu- 


05 | rated in the Forth-fourth Congress for the first time in the adminis- 


tration of the affairs of the Government. 
Here the hammer fell. 

r. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, the tleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
HOOKER] says that the doctrine of economy and reform was first 
inaugurated in the Forty-fourth Congress. I have in my hand a 
table, the accuracy of which will not be doubted by any one who 
examines it. It shows that this reduction of expenses commenced 
in 1866 and ran along steadily through every qas except one until 
1877. In 1876 the uction of expenses over the previous year was 
more than $16,000,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the gentleman quoting from? 
Mr. FOSTER. From a table contained in a speech prepared by 
myself last year. 

r. BLO . What does it represent? Appropriation bills? 

Mr. FOSTER. It represents the whole expenses of the Govern- 
ment, 


1878. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Is it the statement of the Register of the Ten 

Mr. FOSTER. It is copied from the records of the Register of the 
Treasury, and is absolutely correct. 

Now, I make the statement that in every year from 1866 down there 
was a reduction of expenses below the preceding year, except the 
year 1873. For the year ending June 30, 1576—the last year for which 
the republican Congress ap Pf a reduction over the pre- 
3 year was more than $16, „000. 

Last year our democratic friends, and among them the gentlemen 
whose remarks to-day have brought on this debate, stated with a 

t flourish of trumpets that they had reduced expenses $30,000,000. 

t that time I declared and proved that this statement was a mis- 
take or a fraud, 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) If the 3 alludes to me, I 
never said that. I said we had reduced the appropriations—— 

Mr. FOSTER. I decline to yield. On every stump all over the 
country as well as on this floor the gentleman and all his party 
stated that they had made a reduction of expenses of $30,000,000 a 
yer, I can find the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
n which he said that if the country would give his party the control 
of this Honse for another term they would reduce expenses ten or 
twenty millions more. What are the facts? When the year was 
closed and the books posted there was exhibited a reduction of 
$19,000,000, But what next? Why, we have passed $3,000,000 of 
deficiencies, and perhaps there are $8,000,000 more to come I do not 
know how many. The Committee on Appropriations did well; but 
as has been stated by the gentleman from Maine, this extravagant 
House is to blame for these large expenditures, I say to the country 
that there never was in the history of this Government so extrava- 
gant a House as the last one and this one. Why, Mr. Chairman, if 
pakonn on the other side should be given loose rein, if it were not 

or the men on this side who “herd together” to oppose extrava- 

gance, the expenses would be so enormous as to break down the Gov- 
ernment, To-day members here * herded together” and prevented 
an appropriation of $75,000 being placed upon this bill. How was it 
two years ago? It is true this side of the House did“ herd together” 
against reductions then proposed. Why? Simply because they were 
carried to too great an extent. And what do you find now? The 
very bill we are considering to-day appropriates in the aggregate 
nearly $2,000,000 more than the bill . by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania two years ago. It provides for eight hundred more 
clerks than did that bill. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. HOOKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] will allow 
me to ask him how he voted on the river and harbor bill 

Mr. FOSTER. I was not here; but if present, I should have voted 
for it. Iwill ask, in reply, what committee reported it? 

Mr. MCMAHON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to go into any 
discussion of the comparative records of either side of this House 
upon the appropriation bills. I think the country is thoroughly well 
posted on that question. I think any man who reads the figures knows 
that the country has profited by the incoming of a democratic House. 
To offset this bad record on the subject of economy our friends on tho 
other side have recently been talking a great deal about certain claims 
against the United States Government coming from the Southern 
States ; and to apologize to the people for their own want of support 
of the economical policy of our party in the past, they constantly 
allude to what the democratic party is going to do with these claims 
in the future, That inevitable future, when the war claims are to be 
paid by us, even to the bankruptcy of the United States Treasury, is 
the great bugbear which is always held up in answer to that inefface- 
able past of extravagance and corruption which the gentlemen on that 
side are solely responsible for. An uninformed person would be led 
to believe that these war claims were something new and startling— 
utterly unknown to the virtuous and economical days of republican 
supremacy, and the result of a rebel conspiracy against the money 
5 ue North just to be inaugurated for the first time. What is the 


The truth is that war claims are held by “loyal men.” The law 
does not permit “rebels” to be paid. Proof of active, positive loyalty 
is an indispensable link in the proof. And the raid of war claims upon 
the Treasury has been made by “loyal men” exclusively, aided by 
their copartners of the North having an interest in the proceeds. 
But more than that: so far from being a new raid upon the Trea- 
sury, it is one of long standing. It was first organized by republicans. 
Its successes were greatest under radical rule. The Treasury was 
attacked on all sides, and the money of the people flowed from every 
quarter into the pockets of the pets of the republican party for ten 
long years. When the democratic party came into possession of this 
House in 1875 war claims at once to be at a discount. Com- 
aratively few came favorably 9 from the committee, and 
ewer still passed the House. And what has this House done? It 
has been in session more than six months. Not a single claim has 
passed as yet; nor are the chances good, This House has been in our 
power for three years. The “danger” ought to have ripened long ago. 
That I may not be suspected of wild talk upon this subject let me 
give gentlemen on that side of the House some good republican 
authority. I hold in my hand and show to the House an important 
little document. On the outside I find the following: Speech of 
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Hon. John Sherman, at Marietta, Ohio, August 12, 1876, on dangers 
of restoration of democratie party to power.” 

This speech was the key-note of the campaign in the famous elec- 
tion of 1876. It was carefully prepared; and the chief object of the 
illustrions Senator was to warn the country against the danger the 
Treasury was in from the success of the democratic party. Most of 
us received a copy from the honorable Senator just before leaving for 
our homes. The document which I hold in my hand is the original 
one sent me just before starting for the West, and was no doubt 
honestly intended to warn one of my youth and inexperience and 
economical tendencies against the support of the democratic party 
in the famous battle it was about to make in Ohio that year. Iread 
the speech carefully, Mr. Chairman, but the effect was different from 
that anticipated by the honorable Senator. 

On page 4 I found the following confession as to the record of his 
own party on this subject, and I lost all confidence in its honesty : 

When the war closed innumerable claims against the United States were made 
from the lately rebel States, and Congress in the most liberal i eee 
for the payment of all that by the well-settled rules of ci war could bo 
properly made st the United States. The officers of the Departments, tho 

upreme Court, the Court of Claims, and the southern claims commission were 
authorized to adjust nad pa diferent classes of claims, and Congress passed 
many acts for equitable wi so that it may with safety be said that more than 
$100,000,000 was paid after the war was over to citizens of the South for losses 
caused by the rebellion. 


Mr. Chairman, observe the figures as to the claims paid by the re- 

3 party, one hundred millions. Now if that document had 

indorsed upon the back of it “ Dangers of the restoration of the 
republican party to power,” I could have understood it. 

r. GIBSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio a question, 
and that is whether a dollar of that amount was paid to any south- 
ern people not in accord with the Government d ng the war? 

Mr. MCMAHON. No. The money all went to your “ loyal” citizens 
of co men who could prove that they were Union men” during 
the war. All that was necessary to be shown was that they were 
good republicans, and then their bills were paid, And they were 
paid to the tune of 100,000, 00 ! Now what honest or intelligent 
member on that side of the House will presume for one moment to 
claim that our troops destroyed even ten millions of property belong- 
ing to the Union men of the South? No one! It is a base slander upon 
the troops. Yet our Treasury was bled by republicans to the extent 
of $100,000,000, and for losses alone! Why, sir, in my judgment you 
could have purchased all the property of the true Union men of the 
South for one-fifth of that amount. 

Gentlemen on the other side must change their tactics, With this 
record they cannot expect to be credited with sincerity. And when 
they become so nervous and apprehensive as to the millions that the 
rebel“ may appropriate to pay the “loyal” men of the South, let 
them moderate their fears as to the future of the country by contem- 
plating the fact that it has survived even their corruption and ordi- 
nary extravagance. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to undertake to 
answer in a general way or a special way man hings said here on 
this subject. I want, however, to Few f that I should like to see this 
House and the Congress of the United States go one step further than 
has been advocated by the distinguished member from the State of 
Pennsylvania, the Speaker of this House; I should like to see the 
time, and I trust I will see the time when no appropriation bill will 
contain or be permitted to contain any gen legislation. I have 

recently looked at most of the constitutions of the States of the 
United States and I believe that in twenty-four of the States of this 
Union they have found it wise to say in their organic acts in effect 
that all legislation in an appropriation bill other than that which 
pertains directly to the matter of appropriation shall be void. It 
would be found to be the highest kind of wisdom to have a rule, 
a constitutional rule, that would inhibit all legislation in an appro- 
priation bill, save such as pertained directly to the appropriation of 
money. 

I want to say further that we should stop legislation of 8 char - 
acter in an appropriation bill, and then it would become the duty of 
an n committee to look to the existing laws of the land 


and ate with reference to them in their appropriation bills. I 
fess to e a word pee E am ee of covers that are classed here 
ay as belonging to a at are vot against economy, 
deny the es I deny it because I do not belive that atinted | leg- 
islation in the way of paying for what we ought to pay for, in tho 
way of making appropriations for the construction of public build- 
ings in this country is economy at all, I know that now weare pay- 
ing in the shape of rent in the city of Washington larger sums annually 


than would pay the interest at 20 percent. on all the money it would 
take to buil fire-proof eas to pace all the public rec- 
ords here, I know too that we could build these buildings here, and 


if needed elsewhere over the country, ət this time when material is 
cheap, when labor is being tendered all over the country and is going 
without a demand anywhere, and in so doing would relieve many thou- 
sands of people. And if any man says it is economy to say we should 
pay out largesumsin rent instead of gia | the e eee 
if any man says it is economy to let these hundreds of thousands of 
men go without work when we could furnish the work by erecting 
the necessary public buildings, I say it is not true economy; it is the 
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meanest kind of economy, if it can be called thatat all. That is 
what I think about it. Parsimony is not economy; in politics it is 
demagogery. 

The democratic 22 by failing to make the needful appropriations 
in the Forty-fourth Congress for public buildings threw out of em- 
ployment many thousands of laborers. I am in favor of economy, 
that is, paying only the proper and ordinary wages to men who are 
employed by the Government. I do not believe I would pay Con- 

en 3 than they are paid now. Yet the gentleman [Mr. 

DALL] who has spoken of the party I belong to asa“ herd” votin 
* economy, has stood on the floor of this House and advoca: 
the payment of $7,500 a year, including two years’ back pay, to him- 
self and others. [Applause from the republican side.] 

3 the hammer fell.] 

r. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] who has just taken his seat has been suddenly smitten with 
a feeling of objection to legislation on appropriation bills. I have 
had occasion within the last few weeks rather carefully to examine 
the giston upon appropriation bills when the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, I who does not now appear to be in his seat 
was the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations; and I find 
that if legislation on esis TK, dome fe bills is wrong then that gentle- 
man who now expresses his inveterate dislike to it is more responsi- 
ble for such legislation than any other man in public life; for I do 
not think that he ever reported an appropriation bill to this House 
which did not contain some special legislation. 

The appropriation bill for the support of the Army, passed in 1870, 
reorganized the Army in that year; and it is upon that appropriation 
bill only, thus reorganizing the Army, that the other side can claim 
any credit for economy whatever; for that is the year in which the 
great reduction was made in the expenses of the Army, and which I 
trust may be repeated by a similar process this year. 

The gentlemen on the other side who now object islation on 
appropriation bills in the direction of economy are doubtless not un- 
mindful of the fact that every Department of this Government is 
filled with their 3 and they object ponny to cutting down 
the salaries of these men because of the recent declaration of the 
President that he would be pleased to be permitted in spite of his 
civil-service order to contribute to the election 3 A gentle- 
man on that side of the House is reported in sere lic newspa) 
and it is not denied—to have gone to the dent of the United 
States and asked how the next campaign was to be carried on if they 
were not permitted to assess the office-holders, and thereupon the 
President came down from his lofty civil-service platform and said 
not only might the office-holders be assessed but he would be glad to 
put his hand into his own pocket and out of his $50,000 salary con- 
ae to the expenses of the next campaign. How are the mighty 

en 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of these gentle- 
men who are so afraid of claims to the comparative record which I 
hold in my hand and will make part of my remarks that they may 
sorer op hereafter As they see fit, morog Fees in the first ora 
of t ‘orty-third Congress—a republican Congress—a republican 
Committee of Claims reported favorably one hundred and —.— cases 
for damage in the Southern States, aggregating over $8,000,000. 
They are for horses, for cotton, for mills, for steamboats, for stores, 
for nursery stock, for damages under contract, for pay as pilot, for 
every conceivable thing on which aclaim could be Wee 
in the N to over $8,000,000. In fact, if the republicans h: 
carried t orty-fourth Ve Cony this list is very su ve of the 
rapid increase which might have been expected in the crop of loy- 
alty in the South under such a course of ample remuneration. Car- 
pet-bagging, although a profitable branch of ind must have 
sunk ae rg ive insignificance alongside of this “ new way to 
pay o ebts. 

Now, compare that with the record in the first session of the Forty- 
fourth Congress, when the democrats for the first held power. There 
were fifty-two cases favorably, involving the sum of $215,361 
only; and out of those fifty-two cases there were only 55 by the 
House seventeen, amounting to $74,453, against over $8,000,000 re- 
ported favorably by a republican Congress and all war claims 
most of them southern war claims. 

Mr. PAGE. How much was appropriated for that purpose by the 
Forty-third Congress ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The amount reported by the commit- 
tee favorably in the Forty-third Congress was over $8,000,000, 

Mr. PAGE. But how much was 83 appropriated ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. These are the amounts reported favor- 
ably by the republican committee of the Forty-third Congress. 

r. PAGE. Did any of them pass the House and become a law? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I cannot tell you, but a reference to 
the statutes will show the gentleman what is the fact. I will repeat, 
however, that favorable sand were made in cases amounting in the 

ate to only $215,000 by a democratic House. 

r. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from New York 
allow me to ask him from what he is reading? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I am reading from a statement care- 
fully prepared by the clerk of the Committee on War Claims of the 
Forty-third Congress, and the items are taken from the official records 


and 


— I will ask permission to attach the paper to my 
remarks. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PAGE. Ishall object to the gentleman printing the whole of 
that document in a five-minute speech. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask permission to print the table 


only. 

Mr. PAGE. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. HUMPHREY. I think the objection should prevail, as it is in 
the line of economy. 

There was no objection. 

The table referred to by Mr. HEWITT, of New York, is as follows: 
Bills reported favorably at the first session of the Forty-third Congress by 

a republican committee. 


For one horse. 
-| Pay as second lieutenant New 


C. C. Spaids* ......... sh fon second lieutenant 
Volunteers. 
Chas. J. McKinney*..| H. R.1583 Leather taken by United States 
Seth Lamb's heirs“ Meals! Furnished United States 
John T. Watson“ creme lost in United States 
Jane Northedge“ 5 nipping regiment 
ew Tork Voluniencs, 
John W. Divine Services as surgeon United States 
Volunteers. 
Robert F. Winslow“. H. R. 2223 pavon a colonel Illinois Vol- 
L. C. Risley*......-..-| H. R 7999 Services as second lieutenant In- 
diana Volunteers, 
Iron-clad contractors Claims for compensation over 
contract price, 
John Aldredge“ 3 ent of losses by 
rebol raid. 
Albert F. Terby“ Stores and supplies taken b 
United States troops in Vin 
Emile Lapage .. H. R. 288ò9• 29 For bales, taken 
United States troops. y 
W. J. McIntyre* ....| H. R. 311 |.............. Pay as second lieutenant Illinois 
olunteers. 
Mark Davis". << eee For reimbursement of rents im- 
popen collected by United 
Randall Brown“ For 55 we tak 
— en 
by rebels while in United 
Flora A. Darling* = bursement tak 
—U u.? —mi!ꝙh—2ßm— — on 
— her by United States sol- 
jers. 
Thomas Day*........ H. R. 1283 For nursery stock b; 
ek United States aimee s 
Sidney Tinker“ H. NI Pay as lieutenant Indiana Vol- 
un 
Robert Tilson & Co.“. H. R. 2699 Damages in fulfilling contract 
with United States 
B. C. Balley Damages for loss of vessel. 
John J. Hayden Extra services as United States 
Louisa Eldis* Demage to building by United 
. States troops. 7 
Daniel F. Dulaney“ eee destroyed by United 
George Cowles*...... destroyed by rebels. 
Cora A. Slocomb et Rents roperly collected by 
—.— Wiard be ron — tract with 
orman Wiard bre oe under con 
United States. 
Michael Mulholland 8 destroyed by United 
tes in Tennessee. 
Emma A. Porch“ Services and losses as United 
States scout. 
Daniel Wormer Losses on horse contract with 
George A. Schreiner* Pas 
3 ay as 
Thomas Niles Desai is on account of fort and 
works built on his farm. 
Selden Connor 


For horse lest in United States 
Pro destroyed by United 
States 4 


Refund of commutation money. 
For clothing taken by United 
States ers. 


Pay as pilot. 


White.* 

John S. Williams*.. For hay 8 e 

N. H. Dunphe For sugar taken by U 

Mary A. Thayer Services as nurse, United States 

volunteers. 

Jas. Barnett, heirs of H. R. 31882392—ẽKñ 0.0... Five years“ y as first lieu. 
t continental army. 

Se Dy HM doen acess Services as Union scout. 

SAFTA Schooner destroyed by rebels. 
Moni & Bur- Stores and supplies taken by 
ge. United States — 
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Bills reported favorably at the first session of the Forty-third Congress by 
a republican committee—Continued. 


Nolan S. Williams. ...) H. R. 3185 


Treadwell S. Ayres*.| H. R. 3186 
David R. Haggard ...| H. R. 2939 
A. L. H. Crenshaw*..| H. R. 3269 
John B. Tyler H. R. 1660 
Sewell B. Corbett ....| H. R. 3782 
Edward Gallagher . H. R. 3784 
Newman & Vanhoof. .. 
man. 

Thomas Hoard....-..| H. R. 329 
Emily Miller I. R. 900 
B. B. Conner & Bro. . H. R. 3785 
Charles W. Adams“. . H. R. 3781 
Harriet Tubman.....| H. R. 3786 
Harriet Haines“... . H. R. 3787 
Mary E. Purnell.....| H. R. 3788 
Joseph H. Maddox. H. R. 3789 
E H. R. 3790 

‘ennesses. 
Samuel Ruth et al H. R. 3791 
James M. Wells. H. R. 3792 
John E. Bauman... . H. R. 3794 
Robert J. Edelen ....| H. R. 3793 
Charles C. Gould. H. R. 3796 
Barbary Hurdle . . II. R. 3797 
R. T. 3 H. R. 3798 
Dr. Mary E. Walker H. R. 3799 
Joseph Anderson ....| H. R. 3800 

Buffington H. R. 3801 


II. R. 3802 
-| H. R. 3803 


8 & Ohio | H. R. 3804 
e H. R. 3805 
John Me Laughlin . . H. R. 3806 
William South.......| H. R. 3806 
John Herhson ......- H. R. 3807 
Charles Valle H. R. 3808 |. 
B. T. Swart .......-..| H. R. 4467 
War claims, New | H. R. 1505 
Wm. D. Striker H. R. 4840 
Henry Z. Eaton H. R. 4210 
W. W. Van Antwerp H. R. 
Sarah W. Jones H. R. 4145 
F. Sellick....| H. R. 2434 
. H. Amesburg..... H. R. 2360 
William L. Nance...| H. R.4338 
Charles H. Frank.. H. R. 4339 
D. W. McClung...... H. R. 4340 
Andrew Jackson H. R. 4341 
t — R. 85 
Walter q. Lee H. R. 4464 
ohn W. Gall’s heirs. H. R. 4465 
30 W. MeClur g H. R. 162 
H. R. 4726 


First National Bank, 
Saint Albans, Vt. 
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28, 650 00 


ß... ENEE Y Rrra: drat Congress by 
a republican committee—Con 


Nature of claim. Claimant. Nature of claim. 

Stores pplies taken John J. Anderson $6,103 00 For cotton taken and damaged 
Natel Se States tr troops in by United Beco ee sayy me for 
ana. ry id ennes- 

O of building in Mem- > 
b Tennessee, by United | Butler, Miller & Co., 7, 224 00 Yor ¢ cotton taken and 

tates troops. and Hawk, Miller by United States soldiers 
me 5 pay as colonel Ken- & Co. Nashville, Tennes- 
uc olunteers. 

Fifty-five mules taken by United | James Lindsey 874 00 | For three guns furnished United 

Horse lost In United States serv- lomew Agricul- 1,550 00 For occupation and damages to 
ice. tural Society. 

fences, and timber de- Sterling A. Martin. .. 86 00 eames 
stroyed, and damage to land 
and pod mae. dherot by William Phillips . . H. R. 1662 |.... — a= 14,029 3 
ie 
a — ted at 4 Pale Margaret Jane Burle- 15, 450 tak 3 used at De- 
ane en an 
Trae’ amon ; referred to 
tof mills in Alexandria, southern ern claims commission, 
ia. James Williams 2, 500 00 | Pay as 
and supplies taken by | Mrs. Eliza Porter. 10, 000 00 | For peat mes Union soldiers at 
— States Army in Ten- South Carolina. 
Isaac Taylor 10,000 00 For loss of bark Al al- 


Colton t taken by United States 

For land taken United States 
Treasury agents. 

Gold and ship's stores taken by 


United States Army. 
Services as Union — and 


i taken and used by 
States troops. 
Two ong and forty 


leged to have been 
United States naval aui 
ties ; southern claims commis- 


* House of Representatives. 


RECAPITULATION, 
One hundred sana nine cases 


ts 
States troops. bills and reported favorably is $5,881,000. 
* * N to by United not include the two bills making a) 
Wor sexvinew or as Union weet 
Stores and supplies taken 
Suites States troops in 


Cee and occupation of mills at 
Nashville, ee U 
. Stat ae z 


ites troops. 
of carriage for United 
tes quartermaster. 


United States bonds taken 
Pay as surgeon United States raiders from Canada. 
volunteers. 
Lumber taken for useof United 


troops. 
For 80 of United 
expen: raising 


Money paid y him for Gov't. 
For Seer 


Damage to real estate in Tenn. 
Bounty, United States soldiers. 


United States bonds taken by 
raiders from Canada. 


C. C. Campbell“ .- 


71, 500 00 
1 6, 000 00 


ä—— meen nee 


4 


States Army in Tennessee, tax sale.” 
Horse lost by Morgan raid. Services as Union scout. Re- 
55 on account of rted favorably in Forty- 
e. 
For wood taken by United Use of gronnds by United States. 
States Army in ayn Passed House, Forty-third 
Army. Rent of buildin, vince) Ji 
Pe Pisi cet ies Siar, Harris in or 
es coti en 
man’s army at ‘Atlanta, as first lieutenant in United 
re private Missouri vol vere 3 in Forty 
A as un- mon 
tears: third 
Do. Lumber furnished Government. 
Pa: ee hospital steward United Favorably in Forty-third Con- 
Pay as second lieutenant Illinois Horse lost in United States serv: 
olunteers. ice. Favorably in Forty- 
Use and occupation of land and third Congress. 
timber taken by United States | Almart Barnes Rations furnished United States 
soldiers. Fuvorably in Forty- 


For steamboat lost while in the 
United States service. 

88888 org Peed ow Ari enc 

To refund rents improperly col- 


lected. 
For supplies furnished United 
States 


*+ $5,000 00 „F 


„ 3, 500 00 | Rent of N United 

Harry E. Eastman* 55 palate ABI am erw.. 
consin Volunteers. 

Harry L. Clock 21 . in Unit- 

A. F. & N. C. St. John eee United States 

Marvin H. Amesbury 88 bounty, Cam. Volun- 


Refund of rents col- 
lected by United Babes. z 


States for e 
pe ora in re 
. Spotes. .. Stores and supplies for United 

. States pons 
George Calvert. For use by United States of 
Nowman & Van Hoff Rent of Pioneer Mills in Alex- 
Amelia A. H. Rich- Stores and supplies for United 

ards. States Army. 
Amanda Rains ‘or medical services rendered 


Use of saw and grist mill b; 
United States forces in Kan- 


Land tnpropecty seized, sold, 


and p into the 
United States 3 
Pay as United States detective. 
Services as U: 


Emma A. Porch as Union scout. 
= Rade Six months“ as captain of 
N 7 8 States vol — 
H French m claim referred to Court 
— . 
Gerald Wood... | H. R. 3798 <... À 
Protestant Orphan Rent of 1 States forces 
ruiner Natchez, during war. 
Pickrell ＋ iks... Tobacco improperly seized and 
sold by . . 
William Buckby . United 
Mrs. Ken- Stores and lies furnished 
8 555 
John T. i se of w 
A. G. Tebaul 8 eee d medio 
Dr. . t... joes ren and m 
furnished contrabands.” 
Thomas Burke be carrying United States 
m 


A. L. H. Cremham 
Dr. Mary E. Walker 


Moses F. Carlton 


Mules furnished United States 


—— 2 


RECAPITULATION. 


fisy Aaa cases reported favorably by a democratic committee, of which 
number forty-four were reported favorably by the republican Committee on War 
Claims of the preceding Congress; and of this number but seventeen cases passed 
the House, arajman An bami bill for $28,650. 

amount ved in the fifty-two cases reported favorably is $215,361, and 
RMU oe ee 

0 

The cases marked with a * were reported favorably by the Committee on War 


Claims of the last republican House; those with a t have passed the 
t House, and those marked with a; have either passed the Senate or are on 
© Senate Calendar with a favorable report. 


Mr. BLOUNT obtained the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood that the time allowed for debate was 
to be divided between the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan claims that there 
was an understanding that the time should be divided equally be- 
tween the two sides of the House. The Chair has not been follow- 
ing that rule but has heen recognizing the members of the Committee 
on 58 ah ape in preference to other gentlemen, no matter to 
which party they belon 
time was to be equally divided. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That was not the understanding, I think. 

Mr. MILLS, I desire to inquire if the Committee on Appro 


pria- 
Sonn haye any higher rights than other members to debate upon this 
oor 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the members of the 
committee having charge of a bill have a right to be recognized. 

Mr. CONGER. When the gentleman in charge of this bill asked 
the House to limit debate I supposed he asked it with the understand- 
ing that the time should be divided equally, otherwise it would not 
have been agreed to. 
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The Chair did not understand that the 85 


APRIL 30, 


Mr. ATKINS. I do not recollect whether I said anything abont 
that, but I am free to say that I expected that the general rule would 
be observed, iving half the time to each side. 

The C . The Chair will then ask the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to yield to the gentleman from Michi If 
there was any understanding that the time should be divided the 
Chair desires to carry it out. The Chair has not been acting upon 
that rule, but has been giving the floor to the members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in preference to others, but if that was the 
understanding the Chair hopes that the gentleman from Georgia will 
yield to the gentleman from Michigan and let the understanding be 
Ai. BLOUNT. I take pl ad gges 

£. . e pleasure in adopting any su tion of the 
Chair, and resign the 5 e 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I have one or two words to say to which 
I call the attention of the honorable Speaker of the House. It is not 
the first time within the recollection of many of us when the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has thought it to be his duty to come down from the 
Chair or to rise in his place on this floor and after making, as he is 
capable of gir an eloquent, earnest, and forcible appeal to the 
House, and especially to the country, showing his zeal for economy, 
a zeal which leads him beyond all consideration whatever in 
behalf of economy, to wind up the rhapsody by turning to this side 
of the House commentin npon their conduct and being their Speaker 
denouncing them collectively and individually to the country as lend- 
ing their influence and their votes and all the power they have against 
the onward glorious rush of democratic economy and democratic 


Sir, I had thought at times that if the gentleman would go and attend 
the frequent caucuses of his own party and say to them what he says 
here on the floor of the House—more to the country than for them or 
for us, if he has the influence he claims, if he has the influence with 
his party we believe he has, if he has the influence we believe he 
ought to have—one hour of private devotional labor in the caucuses 
of the democratic party, with his voice thundering in the ears of his 
colleagues there, as it does here, would promote the object he seems so 
earnestly to desire, 

Why should the Speaker of the House come down from his place 


to lecture me or you or any other man personally or as a isan. 
submit to it because the gentleman’s voice when he as a poli- 
tician is potent in this land; I submit to it because the overshadow- 


ing of a presidential nomination abi his voice power all over the 

land, and whips in his reluctant followers with that kind of gratitude 

Ton bas * defined to be “the expectation of favors to come.” 
ughter. 

Now, sir, the gentleman has admitted time and again, as the Globe 
and the RECORD will show, for years par and has stated that year 
by year the decreasing business of the Government, with the de- 
creased expenditures ne with the decreased industry, a reduc- 
tion of from $11,000,000 to $23,000,000 a year could be made in a year, 
and now he dare not claim here that there has been any greater pro- 
portionate reductions in the years when he has been the leader of the 
majority than in any preceding year. There has not been since the 
democratic party came into power any greater proportionate reduc- 
tion than there were in the preceding years, and that reduction, as 
every man who can read knows, has made mainly by clipping 
off from the salary of men drawing less than $1,800, 

Sir, I like to hear the gentleman’s voice, and I like to hear him 
preach economy; but it is not to control this House. Why did not 
the gentleman uplift his voice against the $75,000 appropriation to- 
da; He had not one word to say upon that subject. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL, tthe Speaker) en the rule under which all 
— 5 were was attacked, then I thought it was time 

ould s 

Mr. CONGER. To what does that remark apply mainly? [Laugh- 

ter, 


The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by the order of the House for 
debate on the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto has 


Het ate, 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. Jacons to strike 

out the Paragraph, and it was not agreed to; upon a division—ayes 
noes 101. 

e Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following: 


That the subordinate officers of each branch of said territorial 
consist of one chief clerk, who shall 


T per day each; and one chaplain, 
Said sums shall be paid only during the sessions of said Logis: 
number of nae i grag arra A ce or 


Mr. FORT. I move to amend in line 1034 by striking out, “$1.50” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “$4,” as the compensation of the chap- 
lain. It occurs to me that if the territorial Legislature needs a chap- 
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lain at all, it needs one that can pray four dollars’ worth a day. 
3 I think it is an invidious distinction to pay members of 
the territorial Legislature $4 a aiy and to pay the chaplain only $1.50. 
It would have been far better to have provided no pay whatever for 
the chaplain, than to give him only $1.50 a day in a country like that. 

These territorial Legislatures will sit but a very short time. In a 
country where the ministry, I have no doubt, is not very well sus- 
tained, if we ee for a chaplain at all, my b is that we 
ought to give him enough money to pay his board; and he cannot do 
that with 81.50 a day. I will not detain the committee longer than 
to ask that my amendment be adopted. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call fora vote. [Cries of “Vote!” “Vote!” 
ea CALKINS. I move to amend the amendment so as to make it 

5 a day. 

Mr. FORT. The pay of a member of the Legislature is $4 a day. 

Mr. CALKINS. I would not again claim the attention of this com- 
mittee upon this bill but for the fact that I was the gentleman re- 
ferred to as having attacked the rule which I protested against at an 
early period of this session of Congress and which I expect to pro- 
test against as long as Iam a member of Con That is the rule 
which gives the Committee on Appropriations power to ingraft new 
legislation on appropriation bills, 

As said by the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, the Speaker 
of this House, we are all in favor of economy. ere is not a mem- 
ber upon this floor if you put the question to him but what would 
say that he was in favor of economy. But economy as by poli- 
ticians is a relative term. What one man would call economy an- 
other would call parsimony, and not economy at all. 

Now, without desiring to be offensive, I send up to the Clerk's desk 
and ask to have read a paragraph from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
which I have marked, 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. RANDALL. When I went into this conference on this bill I found that 
there were three overshadowing onions beyond all others which were in contro- 
versy between the two Houses. The first one that met us in committee was this 
question of es. Upon that question I have uttered no doubtrul sound and 
have made no doubtful record in this Honse. I have declared to the country and to 
my constituents that I believed I have earned $7,500 a year since I have been in this 
Congress, and that I could not live here for less with my family with any sort of 
decency. I donot know how it may be with members from the rural districts to 
which my friend from Indiana [Mr. Niblack] has referred, but I could not go into 
a conference and suggest that there should be any difference in this respect between 
rural members and those who come from cities. 


Mr. CALKINS. I have no doubt that the honorable gentleman 
from Pennsylvania voted for the raising of the salaries of members of 
Congress from $5,000 to $7,500 a year in the interest of economy. I 
have no doubt that he voted to make the increase extend back over 
a year in the interest of economy. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Cains] has not the merit of originality in causing to be read the 
paragrap just read by the Clerk; it has been read more than once 

fore in this House. I have uniformly had one reply to make in 
respect to what has been read. I still think that my services were 
worth $7,500 a year. I advocated that 3 sincerely and hon- 
estly at that time. But when I went back to the people and they 
condemned it, as a faithfal public servant I gave up my opinion in 
that respect and adhered to their instructions. That is what I want 
the republican party to do. [Applause on the democratic side.] 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. RANDALL, (the S er.) That is what I want you to do, to 
adhere to the instructions of the people in behalf of economy. Be 
as straightforward as I think I have tried to be in regard to my salary 
vote, and give up as I did promptly my individual views in that re- 


spect. 

er CALKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ; 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. I was not allowed to finish what I had to say. I 
was not impugning your motives. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Oh, no; but you were impugning 
my consistency, and I was answering that assault. I say that when 
my conduct here as a Representative in this particular was con- 
demned by the penple I yielded to their authority and submitted to 
their control, as I am always ready to do. 

Mr. CALKINS. Did the gentleman cover back his increase of sal- 

into the Treasury ? 

„RANDALL, (the Speaker.) And the man who continues in 
error does more injury to himself than to any other, and does not 
realize the true character that a Representative should always occupy. 

Mr. CALKINS. Did the gentleman pay back the extra $5,000 into 
the ane t 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I never did. In looking over my 
whole record I can say truthfully that I have never cast in this House 
a vote which was prompted by any personal consideration. I say I 
did not pay back the money, because the law had given it tome; and 
I devoted it to the honest expenditures of myself and those connected 
with me. This is all I have to say on the subject of salary. Being 
condemned, I yielded like a man; and I would like to see the same 
spirit exhibited by republican Representatives here who claim that 
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they are in favor of economy but draw a distinction between “econo- 
mg and “ parsimony.” 
r. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin, Will you allow me a question ? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. When you had stated that you 
believed $7,500 was justifiable as salary for yourself and other mem- 
bers, why did you return to this House and move to cut down that 
salary to $4,500? Did the people demand that? 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) I will answer the gentleman. I 
did noe peo to cut the salary down to $4,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Forty-five hundred dollars, I said. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) The Committee on Appropriations 
recommended $4,500 as the aT members of Congress, and I 
took the ground that as the people condemned an increase of sala- 
ries, it was not consistent in members of Con; to be cutting down 
the salaries of other officers unless they reduced their own in some- 
thing like the same proportion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Why do you not cut down your 
salaries now! 

Mr. RANDALL, oe Speaker.) Whenever the gentleman makes a 
Ln) ape py to ent down salaries generally, I will probably be found 

ith him to cut my own. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Wisconsin. Why does not your Committee on 
Appropriations do it before you lecture us on economy ? 

Ir. DALL, (the Speaker.) I say deliberately that I believe 
rather in cutting down the number of employés than in reducing sala- 
ries. I believe to-day that if the law in regard to the hours of labor 
in the Departments is adhered to—seven hours a day during six 
months of the year and eight hours a day during the remainder—the 
number of employés in the Departments can be reduced 20 per cent. 

[Here the hammer 107 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentlman from 
Pennsylvania what party wasin the control of Congress when the bill 
increasing salaries was paac 

Mr. DALL, (the Speaker.) The republican party was in con- 
trol, but the measure was e by members on both sides; the 
vote was not 2 party vote. hile 8 exhibited a desire to 
have the salary increased, a great number had not the nerve to vote 
for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the last word, I make this motion for the Papes of saying a few 
words in reply to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foster] who has 
stated here to-day that we have appropriated $8,000,000 of deficien- 
cies. Of the three bills bronght into this House one was reported by 
the gentlemen from Ohio himself. That was House bill No. 3740, and 
upon its face it was “A bill providing for deficiencies in the appro- 

riations for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ouling 

une 30, 1878, and for prior years, and for other purposes.“ I desire 
to say that the greater part of that bill was for other purposes ;” 
and the gentleman from Tennessee, [ Mr. ef f. us the gen- 
tleman from Ohio well knows, moved to amend the title of the bill 
for the reason that the appropriations it contained were to a large 
extent not deficiencies. The gentleman admitted upon this floor that 
nearly one-half of that bill was not for deficiencies. Yet he comes 
upon this floor to-day and says, as he has done heretofore, that the 
democratic party has passed deficiency bills to theamount of $8,000,000, 

As to the other bills which have been referred to, 28 reported 
in this House from the Committee on Appropriations contained, 
to a large extent, appropriations other than deficiencies. When the 
gentleman rose here and proclaimed to the country that this demo- 
cratic House had reported and passed “ deficiency bills in the sum of 
$8,000,000 and God knows how much ueg k he took good care not to 
say that the bill reported by himself had for its purpose the makin 
of appropriations of nearly $2,000,000, more than one-half of whic 
was not in the nature of a deficiency. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Fort, it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to amend the aph by striking out 
the last word. I make this motion for the purpose of referring to 
some remarks of the gentleman from Maine because they are of such 
a character and on such a subject that it seemes to me they ought 
at some time to be responded to. The gentleman from ne 
cited, as others have done, as an evidence of democratic extrava- 
gance in this House, the fact that a committee of the House had 
reported a bill having for its object the pensioning of soldiers of the 
Mexican war. Who areto receive pensions under that bill? Soldiers 
in a war which ended thirty years ago—soldiers in a war against a 
foreign power—soldiers by whose valor our banners were carried vic- 
toriously through Mexico—soldiers by whose efforts we were enabled 
to consummate treaties which secured to us the cession of a vast 
region of territory, embracing most valuable deposits of the precious 
metals and other most important elements of material wealt 

That war resulted in achievements of material interest to this 
country. The men who participated in that war have now grown old. 
Whatever may be said of them it cannot be said they were not loyal 
to their flag which they carried in triumph into a foreign land. 

It has been said this bill ought not to pass because men who live 
in the South would be benefited by it. In order to execute ven- 


w.. 


geance against those in the South they would refuse to do justice to 
the men who served the country with equal valor in the North. They 
are willing to strike down the interests of the men of Pennsylvania, 
of Indiana, and other northern States who participated in this war 
and who achieved glory for themselves and for their country. Itis 
not sufficient that sectional hate should be carried to the point of re- 
fusing to do justice to men who happen to live in the South, but it 
must go to the point of refusing justice to northern men who stood 
by their side on the battle-field contending for their country’s right 
and promoting its honor and interest. 1 do not wish to the 
words so often repeated that it is — to the democratic party ; 
it has had honor enough to refuse to be sectional and honor enough 
to propose to do justice to all men in all localities, 

other point referred to as evidence of democratic 5 
is that a committee here reported a bill proposing to pay the claims 
of southern mail contractors. Is that wrong? Is it an object of 
reproach that the credit of the Government, that its jst debts, that 
its plighted honor shall be preserved and protected? If that be so 
we live in strange times. That bill only pro to pay those who 
had done service in times of peace to the Government under con- 
tracts. I do not know but that the gentleman from Maine himself 
voted for it, as gentlemen on that side very generally voted for it. It 
only proposed to pay men who had not been paid for their service. 
It N to pay those who had rendered service in time ot penen 
and who had not been paid for it. It was under a contract with the 
Government. The service was rendered and consideration was re- 
ceived by the Government and pay was asked by those who now pay 
their taxes to the Government and who then paid taxes to the Gov- 
ernment like other citizens. Is it a reproach to any party, is it a dis- 
honor to the Government to comply with its contracts ? 


Here the hammer fell.] 
. FENN. I move to strike out from the inning of line 1028 
to and including“ day each,” in line 1033. The words I move to 


strike out are 23 follows: 
That the subordinate officers of each branch of said territorial Legislatures shall 
consist of one chief clerk, who shall receive a compensation of $6 day; one en- 
clerk, ; Boorkeeper, at 8 
The statute allows for a clerk, an assistant clerk, an engrossing and 
enrolling clerk, a doorkeeper, a sergeant-at-arms, a watchman, and a 
porter. I propose to strike out the words in the bill and allow the law 
to stand as it now is. I will say that it is utterly impossible within the 
forty days of the session fora islature to attend to its duties with- 
out this small force allowed, of a clerk, an assistant clerk, and enrollin 
and engrossing clerk. There never has been a session in our Terri- 
201 for years but the people out of their own money have been com- 


ed to pay for additional clerical force in the last days of the session 
to properly finish up the work. Under the provisions of this act one 
officer will have to perform duties now rmed by two. Iamin 


favor, therefore, of striking it ont. 
A few words in addition in regard to the pittance which has here- 
tofore been allowed to the Territories. I have looked over the appro- 

riations for the last few 4 and I find that the average for the 
Jast three years has been between twenty-five and twenty-six thou- 
sand dollars appropriated for territorial officers, such as governor, 
secretary, judges, and members of the Legislature, and territorial con- 
tingent expenses. Allow me to say that every Territory in this Union, 
during their territorial existence, on an average has paid during the 
same time on account of internal-revenue taxation $35,000 per annum 
to the Government of the United States. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. DUNNELL. I have not taken any time to-day in the debate, 
but I wish to reply in pat a singe word to the remarks of pened pc 
tleman from Texas. I have for the gentleman from Texasa very igh 

nal regard, and I believe he is aware of that fact. I think 
as wholly mistaken the sentiment of the House upon the pending 
Mexican pension bill. I deny that hate characterized the debate on 
this side of the House. I am compelled, Mr. Chairman, to deny that 
there was exhibited anything like ill-will or ill-feeling on the republic- 
an side of the House toward the Mexican bill. The House has voted 
to restore to the pension list soldiers of the war of 1812 who ici- 
ted in the rebellion. The ition to the Mexican bill is not 
8 it ineludes those from Texas or from Alabama or from the 
Southern States. It embraces as many in the Northern States as in 
the Southern States. I have risen simply to correct the statement of 
the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. RxadAN. All o ition to that 
bill is not born of hate. There is not a feeling of hostility to that 
bill because it takes in men who were in the rebellion. 

Mr. FINLEY, Will the gentlemen yield to me for one question ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has not every gentleman on that side of the House 
Wha bees 8 on the subject assigned that as his reason for oppos- 
in © 

. DUNNELL. No, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. Did not the oo from Vermont [Mr. JOYCE] 
assign that as his chief reason 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will admit that the gentleman from Vermont 
took an extreme view. 

Mr. FINLEY. And did not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HAYES] 
take the same ground? ; 
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Mr. DUNNELL. I do not admit at all that hate in any way char- 
acterized the debate on this side of the House or on the part of anybody. 
On the con „there was manifested a broad, generous liberality 


on the part of republican side of the House; a large spirit of for- 
giveness. I am willing to-day to vote, as I did before, to restore men 
who were in the rebellion to the pension list. Ivo for the resto- 


ration of those who fought in the war of 1812; and when the time 
comes—I think it has not yet come—I am willing to pass the Mexi- 
can bill, as I believe as much as any man in giving pensions to sol- 


Mr. RIDDLE. Did not the gentleman from Minnesota and all the 
republican members on that 1 gentleman from Maine, 
vote for that bill without a dissenting voice ? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I presume I did. 

Mr. RIDDLE. The record so shows. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I have said all that I desire to say. I rose simply 
to correct the renee from Texas, [Mr. REAGAN. ! 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for a vote on pending amendment. The 
committee believe there is sufficient clerical force provided for these 
Territories. 

The amendment was not to. 

Mr. JACOBS. I offer the following amendment: 


In lines 1045 and 1046 strike out “ $2,500" and insert “$4,000 ;" so that it will read: 


And in no case shall the ture for publio printing in any of the Territo- 
ries exceed the sum of $4,000 any one year. 
The amount heretofore appropriated for public printing in the Ter- 


ritories has been about $4,000. Now, if Congress desires to make an 
appropriation to pay for the expense of the printing of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of a Territory, I ask any gentleman who is acquainted 
with that business whether the sum of $2,500 is sufficient to defray 
the expense of printing for a Legislature for forty days. Does not 
every man know that the amount is not sufficient? That is all I 


desire to E 
Mr. AT S. There is a groat deal of elasticity in this matter of 
rinting. The committee duly considered this matter and think 
Ee enough for any of the Territories. 
e amendment was not to. 
Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the committee rise. 
Mr. DURHAM. Let us go on to the end of this section before we 


rise. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Very well. I withdraw the motion. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read to the close of 
the paragraph making appropriations for the expenses of the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, line 1060. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN st A that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the special order, being the bill (H. R. No. 4104) makin 
3 for the bas Fera pb executive, and judicial expenses o 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ELAM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolu- 
ma of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1887) to extend the provisions of section 3297 of 
the Revised Statutes to other institutions of learning ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1780) ting a ion to William S. Davis, late 
private in Company E, Thirty-first Illinois Infantry Volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, postmas- 
ter at Bristol, Connecticut ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1639) making an e e for pags 
at the entrance of the jetties in the South Pass of the Mississippi 
River; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) for the erection of a monument 
over the grave of Thomas Jefferson. 

Mr. NEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, soporo that 
the committee had examined and found 92 85 enrolled a bill of the 
Senate of the following title; when the 8 er signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled “An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other 8 approved 
July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
July err in amendment of said first-named act. 

Mr. HITE, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now 


adjourn, 
LAND LOCATED WITH MILITARY WARRANTS. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. SAPP, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back, accompanied by a report in writing, the 
bill (H. R. No. 4239) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amount of land located with military warrants in the 
States described therein, and for other pu ; and moved that the 
bill and rt be recommitted, and that the report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1878. 
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PAVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the commissioners of the District of Columbia in response 
to a resolution of the House, transmitting tables giving information 
as required in the case of the bituminous and the wood-block pave- 
ments, together with maps of all the bids and awards requested; 
which was referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEYS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, in reply to a resolution of 
the House of the 8th instant calling for information in regard to the 
eological surveys conducted during the last ten years, wanen ing 
the report of Major J. W. Powell on the subject; which was refe: 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury relating to the public 
printing; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


EXTENSION OF HOMESTEAD ACT. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in relation to the ex- 
tension of the benefits of the homestead act of May 20, 1862; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting revised estimates 
from the Quartermaster-General’s Department, in accordance with the 
provisions of House bills Nos. 3941 and 4032, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the House; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

LEAVE OF ARSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. WIL- 

LITS for two weeks, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. OVERTON, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
50 the case of Zebulan Vincent, no adverse report having been made 

ereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A yg from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had a to the report of the committee 
of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes, 


MARY MITCHELL, 


Mr. WELCH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
4666) granting a pension to Mary Mitchell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARIES OF COLORADO AND NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. PATTERSON, of Colorado, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands as a substitute for the bill H. 
R. No, 4357 a bill (H. R. No. 4667) to provide for the survey of the 
boundary line between the State of Colorado and the Territory of 
Utah, with a report in writing, and moved that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was sprees to; and accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) 
the House adjourn 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions, &e., were presented at the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and refe as stated: 

By Mr. BANNING: The petition of 1,042 late volunteer soldiers, in- 
mates of the Central National Home for Discharged Volunteer Soldiers, 
at Dayton, Ohio, representing twenty-six States, for the appointment 
of Colonel Leonard A. Harris, of Ohio, as the resident manager of that 
home—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of manufacturers and other business 
men of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, for the establishment of 
steamship lines as asked for in the memorial of the national conven- 
tion of the United States export trade—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BURDICK: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, 
favoring the granting of arrears of pension to James A. Guthrie—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of C. R. Wallace, H. P. Brown, and 60 other citi- 
zens of Iowa, for the removal of the duty on quinine—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHALMERS: Papers relating to the war claims of R. D. 
Fort and of Seth R. and Charles W. Stroig—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. CLAFLIN: The petition of 57 merchants and other citi- 
zens of Massachusetts, against reviving the income tax—to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK, of Iowa: Joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Iowa, favoring the granting of arrears of pension to James A. Guth- 
rie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Iowa, 
of similar import—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Three petitions of citizens of Put-in Bay, North 
Bass, and Sandusky, Ohio, nst the passage of the bill establish- 
ing a board of fish com: oners, &c.—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HEWITT, of New York: The petition of the Maritime Asso- 
ciation of New York City, and other citizens, for the maintenance of 
the Signal Service, and for an increase of the number of signal sta- 
tions on the coast—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HUNTON: Papers relating to the war claim of Charles 
Kirby—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIDDER: The Ae of George W. Kellogg and others, 
against the division of Dakota Territory as proposed by the Saunders 
bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MANNING: Papers relating to the war claims of Thomas 
n Jarrett and Andrew M. F. Harding—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the war claim of Mrs. Jane 
R. Prince—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OLIVER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, 
favoring the granting of arrears of pension to James A. Guthrie to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O’NEILL: The petition of a number of officers of volun- 
teers of the State of Pennsylvania who were en in the battle of 
Gettysburgh, for the publication of the maps e by Colonel J. B. 
Bachelder—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, preamble and resolutions of General Marion Council, No. 117, 
order of United American Mechanics, indorsed by Eagle Council, No. 
19, of the same order, of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of the Wood tariff bill and against any attempt to make labor 
appear hostile to capital—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

y Mr. SAMPSON: Memorial of the Legislature of Iowa, asking 
that arrears of pension be granted James A. Guthrie, a soldier of the 
Mexican war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of George W. Watson, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Michigan: The petition of John Winchell, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Alabama: The petition of citizens of Henry 
and Dale Counties, Alabama, for a post-route from Columbia, by way 
of Pleasant Plains and Headland, to Newton, Alabama—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS, of Kentucky: The petition of importers of and 
dealers in foreign merchandise in Louisville, Kentucky, for a new 
immediate transportation law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Margaret A. Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 1, 1878. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Byron SUNDERLAND, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Equity 
Council, No. 5, Sovereigns of Industry, of the District of Columbia, 
praying for the enactment of a law by Congress to insure full weight 


to pure rs of coal, and compel coal-dealers to send the certificate 

of a properly appointed Government weigher with every load of coal 

1298 5 ; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
olumbia. 


Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of Council No. 238, Order 
of United American Mechanics, of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; the 
memorial of Council No, 74, Order of United American Mechanics, of 
Hamburgh, Berks County, Pennsylvania, and the memorial of Coun- 
cil No. 23, Order of United American Mechanics, of Olney, Berks 
County, bsg bho remonstrating against any change in the 

resent tariff laws; which were referred to the Committee on 

Linance. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I present a petition signed by a large 
number of merchants in Chicago, praying for the e of a law 
giving permission to any and all persons and companies, without 

reference, to land telegraphic cables on the shores of the United 

tates, and wirong them keep up telegraphic communication be- 
tween this and other countries, to abolish the monopoly. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GARLAND presented a memorial of the Choctaw Nation, ask- 
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ing for a settlement of their claims arising under the treaty of 1875 ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a resolution of the Board of Trade of Boston, 
Massachusetts, in favor of an appropriation to enable the Light- 
House Board to introduce into such harbors or other positions as they 
may deem best one or more of the Courtenay automatic signal buoys; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Claims, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1173) for the relief of R. W. 
Corbin. 

The Pat read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be prin 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 965) for the relief of Eunice J. Stockwell, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was ordered tobe printed, 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Mary Dove, of Utica, New York, praying compensation 
for the use and occupancy of her property in Nashville, Tennessee, by 
United States forces during the late war, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and the committee were 
Meiega from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 714) for the relief of Joseph E. Moore, have had the 
same under consideration and instruct me to make an adverse report. 
The bill was introduced by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
Pnznsox] who is not now in his seat. I should like to reserve to 
him the right to have the bill placed upon the Calendar if he should 
desire it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. But I am instructed to ask that it be indefinitely 


med. 
aA. BECK, Let it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adyerse report of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask that the same order be made with regard 
to the petition of Mrs. Mary Dove, which I hayo joys reported. 

The PRESIDENT Ft tempore. It is so ord 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 367) for the relief of Louisa 
Albertson, of Dallas, T submitted an adverse report thereon ; 
wilen was ordered to be printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 1044) granting a site for a dry-dock in the city 
of Baltimore, upon certain conditions, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Nannie Hall, a citizen of Yazoo County, Mississippi, 

raying compensation for cotton seized and appropriated by United 
Btates forces during the late war, submitted a report thereon, accom- 
panied a, a bill (S. No. 1174) for the relief of Nannie Hall. 

The bill was read twice by its title, and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1175) for the relief of the 
assignees of John Link, 8. J. Harper, Aaron Link, David Evens, and 
Thomas Loveless; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom rely pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. D asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, leave 
to introduce a bill (S.No. 1176) providing for a commission to examine 
into the subject of the tariff, with a view of facilitating legislation 
in reference thereto; which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. CONKLING (by request) asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1177) for the relief of Florian 
Grosjean; which was read twice by its title, and with the accompany- 
ing petition, referred to the Committee on Patents. ; 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BAILEY, it was 
Ordered, That the tion and accom papers of James H. Johnson, f. 
recruiting, lias be teen frets the flan the Aargh referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. tet establish post-roads in the 


several States therein named; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA A. SEMPLE. 
Mr. VOORHEES, The bill (H. R. No. 989) grantin a peran to 
Mrs. Eliza A. Semple was reported adversely on the 1 March b; 

the Senator from sas [Mr. INGALLS] and indefinitely postponed. 
1 wish to move that the indefinite postponement of it be reconsidered 
and the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. I do this 


because I am advised that there are additional facts which ought to 
be considered by the committee, and I do it with the concurrence of 


the Senator from 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Is there objection to the reconsid- 
eration of the vote by which this bill was indefinitely postponed f 
ope Chair hears none, and the bill is recommitted to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


TARIFF LEGISLATION. 


Mr. BLAINE. I move to take up the resolution which I offered a 
week since on the subject of the tariff. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to consider 
preci resolutions, submitted by Mr. BLAINE on the 22d in- 
s $ 


Resolved, That any radical change in our present tariff laws would, in the jud. 
ment of the Senate, Je inopportune, would needlessly derange the — toe 
5 of vg country, and would seriously retard that return to prosperity for which 

shoul: co-operate. 

Resolved, That inthe farman of the Senate it should be the fixed policy of this 
Government to so maintain our tariff for revenue as to afford n protection 


to American labor. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The pendin 
amendment of the 8 from Arkansas, (545. 
will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution: 

And the Committee on Finance is instructed to report a bill at as early a day as 
possible providing for a commission to examine into the subject of the tariff and 


report the result of such examination, with such suggestions as it may consider 
proper, at the next session of Congress. z 


Mr. BECK. Iask if discussion will necessarily close upon these res- 
olutions at the end of the morning hour? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Discussison will close at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. 

Mr. BLAINE. I was in hopes that the Senate might be willing to 
vote upon the question without any prolonged discussion. The very 
object of the resolutions was, as the Senator from Kentucky will 
observe, to really avoid discussion. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say that the resolution in my judgment 
ought to be discussed and fully discussed. I propose myself, before 
it is disposed of, to be heard as fully as I can upon it., I do not know 
that I can be heard in the morning hour, but I can in two or three 
morning hours. 

Mr. BLAIN E. DoI understand that the Senator from Kentucky has 
a speech three hours in length upon the 1 

any length; but I think 


Mr. BECK. I have no speech pre 
I can show very good reasons why there should be what I would call 


a very radical change made in the tariff, and I do not propose to have 
the resolutions through the Senate without giving those obser- 
vations as fully as I can. I would rather not go on with the discus- 
sion this — hok to-morrow morning I shall be prepared, and I 
will endeavor to be as brief as I can. 

Mr. BLAINE. Some arrangement can be made, of course, by which 
the Senator can be heard. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say that there are some authorities in the 
Library which I have not at my desk, and it would take me perhaps 
fifteen minutes to get them together. I doubt whether I could pro- 
ceed this morning in justice to myself, but to-morrow morning, if the 
Senate will allow me, I shall endeavor to state my objections to the 
resolutions as briefly as I can. I shall certainly seek to be heard be- 
fore the 77 77 is finally disposed of. 

Mr. B I should be glad if the Senate would make some 
arrangement by which the resolution could be placed where discus- 
sion would not be limited by the morning hour. < 

Mr. BECK. I would be very glad of that myself. 

Mr. BLAINE. Would there be any objection, Mr. President, to these 
resolutions coming up as the unfinished business immediately after 
the disposition of the bankrupt bill to-day f 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I would inquire whether to-day was 
not ae by general consent to consider what is called the resumption 

i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that there was 
no such formal expression on the part of the Senate. The present 
occupant of the chair stated that he would call up the bill at the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, at one o’clock to-day, for the purpose 
of proceeding to its consideration, and no objection was made, That 
might be considered as common consent. 

. BLAINE. Was that an understanding which is binding on the 
Senate? Of course if it was, I do not desire to interfere with it. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I desire to 
say that I received a dispatch this morning, dated West Philadelphia, 
in these words: 

Seen ane eee Saltire Ot train to connect prevents my reaching 
ile 5 1 JOHN B. GORDON. 


I understood that the Senator from Georgia desired to be heard 
upon that bill to-day but he will not be here, and therefore to-day 
the resumption bill will not be likely to be in the way. 

Mr. BLAINE. Then why not permit these resolutions to be pro- 
ceeded with? I ask that the resolutions may be made the order to 
succeed the disposition of the bankrupt bill. 

Mr. FERRY, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) I would say to the 


uestion is on the 
ARLAND,] which 
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Senator from Maine that last week several Senators urged the early 
consideration of what is known as the resumption bill. I then stated 
that there was no disposition on the part of any members of the Com- 
mittee on Finance to prolong the time before consideration, and so 
far as I am concerned 1 was ready to consider the measure last week. 
I availed myself of an early opportunity to apprise the Senate of my 
desire to ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration. I under- 
stood, there being no objection, that it was tacitly admitted the bill 
should be taken up to-day. So far as the Senator from Georgia is 
concerned, if the subject is taken up to-day there will be time here- 
after for him to be heard. I understand that the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. VOORHEES] desires to express his views upon the subject 
and will occupy more or less time. I hope the Senator from Maine 
will not press his objection, but allow the business to come up natu- 
rally as was understood. 

r, MORRILL, I will say that the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
FERRY] is prepared to go on this morning as soon as the untinished 
business is ont of the way, and I understand that the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] will follow him. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course if that be the understanding, I do not 
want to interfere with it. Then, Mr. President, I ask that if not pre- 
vious to that time disposed of in the morning hour, these resolutions 
may be considered by consent of the Senate to follow immediately 
the disposition of the resumption bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Can the question not be laid aside temporarily 
and not fix the time for its further consideration ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I think there had better be no such 
understanding. We have on the Calendar for some time, and 
there are a number of unobjected cases still undisposed of. I think 
we ought to go through with them before we enter on new questions. 
It is well known to all Senators that the Senator from Tennessee 1900 
BAILEY) gave way on some motion which he was about to submit to 
the Senate to take up a bill, with the understanding that we should 
go through with the Calendar and that his measure would come up 
asa ial order when the unobjected cases on the Calendar were 
di of. It was, however, believed at that time that before to- 
day we should get through with the Calendar; but other RE DATE 
prevented. At the same time the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferry] 
gave notice that to-day he would call up what is known as the re- 
sumption bill, and that was agreed to by common consent. I think 
it due to the unobjected cases on the Calendar that we should go on 
until the Calendar is finished, and that we should come to no general 
understanding until it is finished. The resumption bill is to come up 
to-day, and bankrupt bill is pending and will have to be acted 


upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
Senator from West Virginia objects to eg haere of the Senator 
from Maine, and it can only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have prepared a substitute for the resolutions 
of the Senator from Maine and the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas, which I ask to have printed, to be presented when the res- 
olutions of the Senator from Maine come up again for consideration. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the sug- 
gested amendment. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
„Resolved,“ where it first occurs, and insert 

That upon the subject of the tariff at the t session of Con 
is e pe ce 0 Eey va 

Mr. WALLACE. This, I think, would be sufficient in view of the 
fact that all of the memorials which have come to us on the subject 
of tariff legislation at the present session of Congress have prayed 
for a commission of inquiry, and we cannot legislate and legislate in- 
telligently until we have such an inquiry and report from a commis- 
sion. Besides that, the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. GARLAND, ] in 
accordance with his amendment, has prepared a bill providing for a 
commission, and this, it seems to me, ought to be a sufficient expres- 
sion of opinion upon the subject b the Senate. I hope weshall bas 
a vote without division on this subject when it shall be reached. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think one of the most mischievous measures in its 
effects, not of course so designed by the gentleman who may move it, 
would be to have a roving commission on the idea that when they get 
through running hither and thither over the country and examiniug 
this way and that way about the tariff, certain recommendations are 
to be made, and certain changes are to take place. Nothing would 
more effectnally unsettle the business of the country than that. That 
is only having the agitation of the subject which is now disturbing 
the country by its appearance in Congress transferred to a commis- 
sion. You only elongate the evil, you only increase it, you only keep 
drawing it out over a long time. There is no form, in my judgment, 
which the tariff discussion or tariff legislation could take that would 
be fraught with more mischief to the country than to have a com- 
mission sitting upon it. After they had made their report, it could 
not affect legislation here or influence the opinion of any person in 
either branch of Congress one way or the other. We have had a great 
many of these commissions upon divers and sundry subjects, and I 
have never known them to do a particle of good, so far as producing 
a result in practical legislation. It is the very measure which the 
honorable Senator from Arkansas has moyed as an amendment to 
mine which I should most entirely and thoroughly oppose, and I am 
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very sorry to hear the Senator from Pennsylvania indicate that he is 
in favor of it, because it seems to me, as I have said, to multiply and 
exaggerate the evils which this resolution of mine is intended to 


eradicate, 

Mr. WALLACE, It seems to me that we want information. Cer- 
tainly neither the Senator from Maine nor myself can say that we 
know all about this subject. We want men skilled in each vocation 
heard npon oath before a commission duly constituted to examine 
experts in that vocation, to report the testimony upon the subject as 
they know it from the one side and the other i the iron trade, 
the woolen trade, chemicals, whatever is to come before us for exam- 
ination. When the testimony is reported here, when we have it in 
print before us, we do not need to pay any attention to the conclu- 
sions they deduce from the testimony. On the contrary, we can draw 
from the testimony itself our judgment as to what the proper legisla- 
tion should be upon the subject. 

I want light. Although I presume I know as much as any gentle- 
man on the floor about the peculiar industry of my own State, I want 
the Senate to hear from men skilled in the art, from men who take 
different views upon the subject. I desire to bring here sworn testi- 
mony by which intelligent legislation may be upon the subject. 
How else can you get it? I do not want a roving commission. n- 
tlemen from this y and the House of Representatives conjoined 
with three or five other gentlemen to be selected by them would take 
up each branch of the subject and investigate it and obtain sworn 
testimony upon it, and report the testimony. If the Senate sees fit, 
there is no need that they shall report their opinion; but let us have 
the facts and the testimony upon which we can make up our judg- 
ment. This is my view with reference to a commission. 

Mr. EATON I shonld like to state in relation to what has fallen 
from the lips of my friend from Maine that I differ entirely with him. 
I believe the manufacturing interests of New England differ entirely 
with him upon this subject. I stated three months ago what in my 
judgment was the true course, and at the proper time, not now, when 
the measure to appoint a commission is before the Senate, I shall 
hope to be heard upon the subject, for I have no sort of question that 
if a proper commission is esta lished a great deal of valuable infor- 
mation could be obtained upon which legislation can be properly had. 
If any great subject of this character were agitating the people of 
Great Britain it would have been in a commission years ago, and the 
most intelligent manufacturers would have been heard for the pur- 
pose of enlightening Parliament upon all the great industries of the 
country. Ishall hope to be h at length on this subject by and 


by. 

Mr. GARLAND. In furtherance of the view expressed in the 
amendment which I offered the other day, I wish now to introduce a 
bill. Iask that it be read the first time at length and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and when it comes before the Senate I 
shall give my reasons in brief for proposing the measure. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 
No. ip providing for a commission to examine into the subject of 
the „with a view of facilitating legislation in reference thereto; 
which was read the first time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That a commission is hereby authorized and constituted, to 
consist of three Senators to be a H ate, three 


ppointed by the Sen members of the 
House of Representatives to be appointed by the 8 er of the House, and three 
others not members ot either House to be selec by and associated with them, 
with authority to determine the times and places of to employ a stenog- 


rapher, and to take evidence, and whose duty it shall be to inquire— 
irst. Into the relative effects of the under the existing law upen the dif- 
ferent industries of the 8 
Bie money Into the relative effects of the present tariff upon the consumer and 
necer; 
ji Third. As to the relative merits ae and the ad valorem systems ; 
Fourth. What, if any. improper d nations exist under the present laws ; 
Fifth. What, if any, changes are necessary to be made to insure a wholesome and 
3 law on the subject and to secure its proper enforcement; and ially, 
the law cannot be tly simplified, and the list of dutiable articles diminished, 
and the law executed at much 


meeting 


The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK. When the Senator from Maine introduced these reso- 
lutions the other day I objected to them. Ido not propose to make my 
argument against them now if I can help it. I objected then to the 
resolutions being acted upon without a full hearing before the Senate. 
It is a matter which must originate in the House and does not now 
belong here. I speak only for myself, not proposing to bind any 
member of the Senate, no matter to what party he belongs, by ony 
views I may entertain or by spy ening I may say. I believe that all 
the mischiefs that now press upon us in this country, the reason why 
we have no commerce, why we are a subsidiary nation on the 
high seas, almost without a ship on the ocean in the foreign trade of 
any consequence, the reason why we are paying foreign nations a 
hundred millions a year to do our carrying trade when they used to 
be and ought to be tributary to us, is because we have built a wall 
a Chinese wall, around ourselves and are confining our trade to and 
among ourselves. In ourefforts to exclude the so-called 


uper nations 
of Europe from trading with or selling to us we have 


ven up all the 
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trade of the world to these very paupers. The wall we have erected 
is just as high on one side as it is on the other. While we have kept 
them from reaching us with their goods we have prevented ourselves 
from reaching all the rest of the world with ours. With such a tariff 
tax as we now have it is impossible for us to compete with any other 
nation for the trade of any other people. While we are taxing our- 
selves so as to compel American citizens to produce everything they 
seek to export at the highest possible cost and make our own A 
pay 50 per cent. more than any other poems in the world for all they 
consume, we are by the same act debarring those very peons from 
seeking markets and having commerce and trade abroad Leddy 
ing the landing on our shores of everything which can had in 
exchange for our products. Until that system is changed there will 
be no prosperity to this country. I do not care what you may do 
about backs or gold or anything else, the restrictions on trade 
are tightening around us every day and we are becoming poorer and 
poorer while other nations are becoming steadily enriched at our 
expense. 


o are practicing a fraud upon our people. We are not protecting | Soti 


human labor by our protective tariff. We are protecting machinery. 
We are protecting machinery that is the slaves of the men who own 
it. That machinery is driving out of the manufacture of products 
hundreds and thousands of human beings every year. e have 
machinery to-day in this country that can do the work of one hun- 
dred and seventy-five million men. I think it can do the work of 
two hundred millions, but the report shows one hundred and seventy- 
five millions. Each machine that is invented and put in operation 
drives from the manufacture of the articles that it manufactures all 
the human labor that formerly did its work. I repeat that hundreds 
and thousands of human beings were at one time earning an honest 
living by doing the work that machinery now performs. That ma- 
chinery needs no protection. That machinery is equal to any ma- 
chinery in the world, and it is all owned by two or three thousand 
people who receive all the profits of the protection given. They have 
a monopoly to-day of the trade of this country, and when they have 
by their: machinery manufactured enough to supply the wants and 
demands of this country they stop until the stock is so far reduced that 
they can go on and manufacture more, or they run on half time and 
pay diminished wages and keep their poor laborers starving until 


they can start their slaves again. Why should all the people be taxed 
20 gt ctl Prone which neither eats, drinks, nor requires cloth- 
ng when idle. 


hat is what we are protecting, and a few men who are seeking to 
maintain the present protective system say it is against all the inter- 
ests of the country that we should modify our present tariff and take 
the burdens off trade and allow the people of this great country to 
deal as all other people deal, with the people of the world selling and 
buying on the best terms instead of being confined to our own opera- 
tions with each other. I, as a member of the democratic party, was in 
the Saint Louis convention in 1876, and when that great party met 
it unanimously declared that— 

Reform is necessary in the sum and modes of Federal taxation to the end that 
capital a set free from distrust and labor lig&ttly burdened. Wedenounce the 
levied upon nearly four thousand articles as a.master-piece of injustice, 

nequality, and false It yields a dwindling not a yearly rising revenue. 
It has impoverished many industries to subsidize a fow. It prohibits iar that 
might purchase the products of American labor. It has degraded A a 


meree from the first to an rank on the high seas. It has cut down 

sales of American manufactures at home and abroad and depleted the returns of 
American agriculture and ind followed by half our people. It costs the people 
five times more than it produces our ‘Treasury; obstructs the processes of pro- 


p 
duction and wastes the ts of labor. It promotes fraud, fosters smuggling, en- 
riches dishonest officials, and bankrupts honest merchants. We demand that all 
Custom-House taxation shall be only for revenue. 


Every word and syllable of that is true, and I can maintain its 
truth and make it 7 

Mr. WALLACE. Will the Senator answer me whether the same 
party, at its preceding convention, did not remit the whole subject 

to the con ional districts? 

Mr. BECK. It did, and I want it to remain so, to see if gentlemen 
are elected or defeated upon the question whether they are in favor 
of a few manufacturers and monopolies against the whole people. I 
am not interfering with the districts. But does the Senator mean to 
say that it could be remitted to the districts to legislate upon it? 
How could the districts legislate? Where can they act except in 
Con ? If an evil system is upon us, such as is set forth in the 
bill which was read a moment ago, can any any power but Congress 
relieve the Je le from its effects. 

Mr. SAR! T. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Did not the previous convention remit it to the 
districts because they were embarrassed by the fact that they had 
nominated the chief exponent and defender of protection in the 
United States? 3 

Mr. BECK. Oh, well, I do not want to go into a squabble about 
that; perhaps they did. We have been run for the last seventeen 
years under all sorts of rings and combinations of wealth. Bond- 
holders and national bankers and private monopolies and all sorts of 
rings have controlled the legislation of this country. It may be that 
they had power at one time in the democratic to make it hesi- 
tate on a great question like this. I would not be surprised if they 
had; but at the last convention they made the issue fairly, and in the 


resolution which I have just read, ne word of which I affirm is 
trae, they said that American labor ought to be protected, not these 
combinations. Ihave before me a statement which I cut out of a 
Paper, made, I will not say where, not in this hall, but by a very 
istinguished man, which I shall read. Perhaps Senators will see 


where it came from: 
Iam reminded in this connection of a single petition, signed by over one hundred 
thousand laboring-men of this country—coming from seventeen States of the Union, 
brought here by three of its own number, demanding an increase of at least 10 per 
cent, upon the present rates of duty. 
Mr. Chairman, I doubt if an: the gentlemen of this House have read the me- 
r by a single objection it was excluded from the 
time to read it: 


“To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United States of America in assembled : 
“We, citizens of the United States, believing that the permanent prosperity of 
the le of the United States can be secured sotection 


and, third, to permit all 
and 2 


coffee, to go to the 

* untaxed.” 
his, I say, was signed by over one hundred thousand laboring-men of the coun- 
try. And yon will observe that it does not demand a reduction of the duties upon 
imports, but it demands an increase, and in case of a revision of the tariff it an- 
nounees the true principles on which such revision should be made; and these 
pag solaria oyhan de ppg by tke committee which prepared this bill, as 

w 5 


That is the character of petitions which are obtained by manu- 
facturers from the laboring-men of this country, a petition to do 
what is absolute destruction to them, signed, I have no doubt, in 


many instances by the orders of theiremployers. There are petitions 
here, and I have presented some of them, by the hund where 
all the signatures were in the handwriting of one man, and he per- 


haps the manager of the manufacturing establishments. We have 
had protection. God knows we have had nothing else for the last 
twelve years. I would like to know where all the immense profits 
made by the manufacturers by virtue of the protection they have 
unjustly maintained in the last twelve have gone. It is obvi- 
ous that their employés have not been the beneficiaries. They are, it 
is claimed, in a starving condition. Thousands are reduced to beg- 
gar: , and have become tramps instead of industrious operatives. 

tection has not protected them. Each new protected machine 
which performs their work drives them out of the workshops in which 
they earned their prep perad, and their former employers care for 
them no more. But t > paisal residences, the magnificent equip- 
sew to princely style of living of these protected owners of that 
machinery attest where the profits of their sweat and toil and the 
money of the tax-payers all over the land has gone. And the clamor 
they are making in these halls, the lobbies they have organized, the 
new: pera they have subsidized, the arrogance with which they de- 
mand the maintenance of these bounties in perpetuity attest equally 
their insolence and their confidence in their power. 

They have the audacity to require their operatives, the victims of 
their , to petition the representatives of the people for a con- 
tinuation of the system which has produced these results, and they 
set themselves up as the special guardians of the laboring poor. 
Representatives in these halls are threatened with defeat if they dare 
to oppose and are lured by promises of promotion if they obey their 
orders. The poor are becoming poorer and the rich richer, extreme 
poverty and immense fortunes are brought in sharp contrast, and the 
masses are used by their masters to influence legislation to still fur- 
ther enrich the already over-protected few and to add to their own 
poverty and d tion. 

If the manufacturer, instead of 3 per cent., which he gets 
now by a tariff-tax upon the people of this country, had to content 
himself with 10 per cent. above the value of his goods in open mar- 
ket, which he could obtain by fair competition in the markets of the 
world, he could not close his establishments when he pleased, but his 
laborers would have employment day by day and evéry day in the 
year at full, fair, honest wages. It is because he can control a re- 
stricted market for his goods, which he can glut as often as he pleases, 
because our machinery has increased to such an extent that it can 
produce four times—yes, ten times—what the people of this country 
can consume, that when it has produced as much as can be safely 
held, without reducing the price below the foreign cost and the tariff 
added, the mills and ries can be closed and the workmen left to 
starve. ‘The laborers are the victims of protection; it does not pro- 
tect them. Å 

The clamor of protection to labor and home industry is all a fraud; 
the tariff is not in the interest of laboring peons; but in the interest 
of the owners of the machinery that manufactures all. The laborers 
only manage it and oversee it. When it stands idle it neither eats nor 
drinks nor requires clothing. The original cost is all the cost or ex- 
pense there is about it, and its owners can let it stand idle until the 
market is sufficient to enable them to get their profits again by ex- 
cluding competition with the people of all other nations, making the 
8 masses of this people pay for all. 

great parade was made the other day, and very properly, at the 
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launch of the City of Para. The President and his Cabinet were there; 
distinguished Senators and Representatives went. That will serve as 


an illustration of my position on the effect of tariff taxation. Mr. 
Roach may be able to build his ship as cheaply as it could be built on 
the Clyde, if you please, and Mr. Atkinson and others of Boston may 
be able to load her with cotton goods as cheaply as an English ship 
of equal size could be loaded from Manchester or Liverpool, if you 
choose; she and the English =P may meet at the capes of Delaware, 
and may sail side by side to Valparaiso in Chili, and they may offer 
their goods in the same market at the same price. The English 
would sell their goods promptly; but Mr. Roach cannot sell at all. 
Why? Because the people of Chili have no money, but they have 
copper ores and all other sorts of ores, they have wool and a thon- 
sand other things, all of which the English merchant is glad to get 
and exchange his goods for. All trade is barter; he takes what these 

ple have in exchange for his cotton reloads his ship, gets 
Bis frei ht both ways, and carries it to England and lands it free of 
duty. “What follows? He starts the mills in Birmingham and Man- 
chester, employs these very paupers that we are all so much afraid of 
and their products are started out again on a new adventure made 
out of the material thus obtained. 

Mr. Roach cannot sell his Why? Ihave said those people 
have no money and do not pretend to have. He cannot take what 
they have to sell because he can neither land his copper, his wool, 
nor anything else that he might obtain in exchange for his cargo at 
any port of the United States until he has paid 40, or 50, or 60, or 70 
per cent. in gold for the privilege of 3 it. Therefore our fac- 
tories which need all these things stand idle and our operators are 
beggars while the sp orem ae has returned with her and 
started the masses of their people to work. Chili is a small country 
with only two millions of people. Her trade is $73,000,000 a year. 
England sends her fifty-five million yards of cotton goods every year 

we send less than five million although we are much nearer that 
country. What is the case there is the case everywhere else. I only 
selected that as an illustration. or market in the world is closed 
to us by our own folly. You may build ships, you may send them out, 
you may tax the people to subsidize them, but they cannot bring re- 
turn cargoes home because of this infernal tariff. That is why our 
operatives are lying idle and starving; and yet Senators gravely rise 
up here and tell us that it is a great mistake to open up the trade of 
the world or to change a system which is producing such results. 

The time is rapidly arriving—it may not be here quite yet, but itis 
coming and co very soon—when the men on this floor and at the 
other end of the Capitol, who e as to protect the machinery 
of any set of monopolists and the people of this country pay 
for everything they need and are compelled to have nearly double 
what the e of any other 3 Pay, and then forbid them to 
sell them the markets of the world by refusing to take in exchange 
what other people have to give in exchange for them, will not be in 
their places any longer. Other men will come who will remove 
restrictions from trade and enact a revenue instead of a protective 
tariff. There is no justice, there is no equality, there can be no fair- 
nom in a tariff 7 750 aya me nobody 2 8 sgt there is. 

any years ydney Smith gave good advice to the American 
ple. y will pik it; it has been often read before. We are EE 
Geet the condition that he said we would be in. 

. President, I did not expect to proceed with this argument to-day. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. BLAINE] now asks me not to occupy 
all the residue of the morning hour, I will not, but as I started to 
do so I will read one or two extracts. I shall begin with that from 
Sydney Smithin which he was giving Brother Jonathan good advice, 
and as I said I will continue to resist the resolution of the Senator 
from Maine if I have to speak ten, twenty, or any other number of 
minutes each morning hour. The resolution shall not without 
opposition. I wish I could get a fair hearing. Sydney Smith said: 

We can inform Jonathan what are the inevitable consequences of being too fond 
of glory. Taxes upon every article which enters into the mouth, or covers the 
back, or is placed under the foot; taxes upon 3 which it is pleasant to 
see, hear, feel, smell, or taste; taxes upon warmth, light, and motion; taxes on 
everything on earth and the waters under the ea m everything that comes 
from abroad or is grown at home; taxes on the raw material; taxes on every fresh 
value that is added to it by the industry of man; taxes on the sauce which pampers 
man’s 2 and the drug that restores him to health—on the ermine which 

and the rope which hangs the criminal—on the poor man's 
jice--on the brass nails of the cofhn and the ribbons of 

the bride—at bed or couchant or levant, we must pay. The schoolboy whi 
his taxed top; the beardless youth manages his taxed horse, with a taxed brid: e, 
on a taxed road; and the dying Englishman, pouring his medicine, which has paid 
7 per cent..into as that has paid 15 cent., flings himself back upon a chintz 


bed which has paid 22 cent., and expires in the arius of au apothecary who has 
paid a license of a hun pounds for the privines of putting him to death. His 
whole property is then immediately taxed from 2 to 10 per cent. Besides the pro- 


te, fees are demanded for ng him in the chancel; his virtues are 
handed down to posterity on taxed marble, and be is then gathered to his fathers 
to be taxed no more. In addition to allthis, the habit of dealing with sums 
will make the government avaricious and profuse; and the system itself will in- 
sagad generate the base vermin of spies and informers and a still more pestilent 
race of political tools and retainers the meanest and most odious description ; 
while the prodigious patronage which the collecting of this splendid revenue w 
throw into the ds of government, will invest it with so vast an influence and 


hold out such means and temptations to corruption, as all the virtue and public 
spirit even of republicans wi 
dney Smith, pages 187, 188. 


My friend, Mr. Marshall, of Illinois, a few years ago presented the 
facts to the American people, in 


be unable to resist.—Wit and Wisdom of Rev. 


a speech made in the House of Rep- 


resentatives, in which the condition of our 2 is as truthfully 
described as in the epigramatic presentation of Sydney Smith. Mr. 
Marshall said: 


Take the strongest man, in the vi and health of a robust manhood; tap the 
smallest of his veins from which a drop of blood can be taught to flow; conceal 
the puncture from him, and day by day, drop by drop, let this imperceptible stream 
continue to flow, and the strong man, though unconscious of the loss, be ex- 
haust. on decay and death are inevitable. 
the West. They have been tapped by the protective 


et that has 250 per cent. 
He rises in the morning, puts on his humble shirt taxed 80 per cent., his 
coat taxed 50 per cent., shoes taxed 35 per cent., and hat taxed 70 per cent.; opens 
family worship by a chapter from his Bible taxed 25 per cent., and kneels to his 
God on an humble carpet taxed 150 p cent. He sits down to his humble meal 
from a plate taxed 40 per cent., with knife and fork 35 per cent., * * * with sugar 


70 per ceut.; seasons his food with salt taxed 100 per cent. 297 per cent., or 
spice 379 per cent. He looks around upon his wife and children all taxed in the same 
way, takes a chew of tobacco taxed 100 cent., or lights a r taxed 120 per 


cent., and then thanks his stars that he lives in freest and t Government 
under heaven. If, on the Fourth of July, be wants to have the star-spangled ban- 
ner on real bunting, he must pay the American Bunting Company of 9 
setts 100 per cent. for this g us privilege. No wonder, sir, the western 
farmer is struggling with parong mA y conscious of a tbe, Lane reper ge although 
he knows not whence the blow comes, that is chaining him to a life of endless toil 
and reducing his wife and children to beggary.—Hon. S. S. Marshall, of I on 
tariff, Marok 29, 1870: Congressional Globe, second session, Forty-first Congress, 
page 240. 


Hon. FERNANDO Woop the other day, in a speech which he made, 
gave a list of taxes paid by the farmer varying somewhat from those 
grn by 2 which are equally potent and very well pre- 
sented. He : 


The farmer, whose whole mind is bent on his agricultural pursuits, has neither 
the time nor opportunity to investigate the influence of the tariff tax on his house- 
hold expenses; it is a fact, however, that every article he uses is either directly 
subject to a tariff tax or enhanced by the tariff. Let us enumerate these burdens: 
the farmer's house in the West, where lumber is ese pa either a direct or 
enhanced tax of 20 cent. on the lumber his house is tof; a tax of 35 per 
cent. on the paint it is painted with; of 90 per cent. on his window-glass; of 35 
cent. on the nails; of 53 per cent. on the screws; of 30 per cont. on the deordocks ; 
of from 35 to 40 per cent. on the hinges ; of 35 per cent. . of from 
C of 40 per cent, on his crockery ; of 38 per cent. on 
his iron hollow-ware ; of 35 per cent. on his cutlery ; 40 per cent. on his glassware ; 
of from 35 per cent. to 40 cent. on the linen he uses in the household; of 51 per 
cent. on the common Castile soa; . When ho 
F op he will find that he pays 35 per cent. on the 
ron he uses; 53 per cent. on the halter-chains; 45 per cent on the files and rasps 
he 3 cent. on the backsaw; 49 per cent. on cross-cut saw; 38 
cent. on the w, and 35 per cent. on any sheet-iron he may require. On his 
medicines he pays 20 per cent.; on the quinine pills he swallows, 20 per cent.; on 
blue pile PH lee and 40 percent. on any medicinal pre The female 
portion of his house cannot even go into hysteria 8 of 20 per 
eant. on asafetida that may be required to quiet their excited nerves. On his sugar 
he pays a tax of at least 60 per cent. As for the clothing he and his family uses, 
let me enumerate the tax se; ly: on his wool hat he pays from 60 to 80 per 
cent.; 5 to 60 per cent.; on his suit of woolen clothes somo 
55 per cent.; on the leather for his boots and sl neh op e e 
per cent.; on his wife's and daughter's common dress he pays 65 to 70 per 
cent.; on spool-thread, 70 cent., ‘and on the mesdlan- 25 por ons If I were in- 
clined to pursue these topics further it would take up too much time; suffice it to 
say that the furnishing of his child's cradle and the coffin in which he is finally 
buried pay a direct tax or are enhanced in price by our tariff system. 


These illustrations show the condition of the people of the country. 
How, I ask, can we produce anything we are compelled to sell as 
cheaply as other people when the wages that the men of other coun- 
tries obtain will buy double what the wages paid to our people will 
buy for them. Men do not work for money; they work for what 
money will buy. The money they obtain is onl the pound weighs, 
the yard-stick, the bushel measure; if they pay $6 for a coat that is 
worth 83, or pay $3 for acalico dress, for their wives, worth $1.50, and 
so in proportion for all the thousands of articles necessary for fami] 
use, it takes double the wages to enable them to earn as much as it 
does piopio wre have the privilege of buying at what the thing is 
worth. at use is high w. if they will not buy what people 
must have? The whole trouble is in our high protective tariff system, 
maintained in order to build up and enrich the manufacturers, not 
em aps their machinery, their 

nor wear, to furnish this 
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time to discuss anything. Iwas forced into this without preparation, 
but it shall be 8 if I have to speak, as I said, every day. 

I intend, rather than this question shall without full discussion, 
to take the three reports made by Hon. Robert J. Walker, Secretary 
of the Treasury, and read them as of my remarks. 1 wish Sen- 
ators would read them—made in 1845 and 1846, and especially his 

t report of December, 1847. They show how in the midst of the 
arinaa war he overthrew by the force of his ments the pro- 
tective tariff of 1842 and inaugurated the tariff of 1846, which re- 
mained, with slight modification in 1857, until 1860, and was over- 
thrown only after the war began. He showed by those reports in a 
way that no man can answer how protection everywhere and at all 
times and in every form is fatal to the labor of the country; how re- 
duced tariffs increase the wages of the laborer and increase the reve- 
nue and prosperity of the country; nothing is more certain than 
this: that until we pull down all the barriers that prevent us from 
getting a fair share of the world’s commerce we shall be a poor, sub- 
sidiary nation. The wale statesmen of that day tried to make the 
country believe that in time of war it could not be done; yet it 
was done, and after a year’s experience he made the re of 1847, a 
portion of which I intend to read to the Senate before this resolution 
is acted on, so that it shall get on the record once more and the labor- 
ers who are now petitioning us to still further oppress them will see 
what is the truth and what is their true interest. His facts and 
arguments have never been answered, never will be answered, and 
never can be answered, for ey are founded upon truth and justice. 

Mr. President, I promised the Senator from Maine that I would 
quit speaking before the close of the morning hour and would leave him 
afew minutes of the hour; but I desire to say that I will resume this 
subject at the earliest opportunity and make good what I stated, that 
the democratie platform of 1876 contains the truth and nothing but 
the truth; that there can be no papers in this country until we 
adopt and maintain all its principles. I know the disadvantage of 
discussing questions like this by snatches, but I cannot help it and 
must ECA the most of it. 

Mr. BLAINE. The honorable Senator from Kentucky was to haye 
left me ten minutes; but in the ardor of debate he was carried a lit- 
tle beyond it. 

Mr. BECK. That is true; I beg pardon. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask the Senate simply for ten minutes. 

Mr. BECK. I expected to leave more time for the Senator. 


The Hedge Fh tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Maine bein owed to proceed? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. BLAINE. President, the honorable Senator from Kentuck 


Sr Beck] quite prematurely, and without my expectation, launched 
orth into an argument on the subject of the tariff; and very natu- 
rally, taking the side he does, he quarrels with the civilization of the 
nineteenth cen . He says it is the machinery that is to blame. 
We have got machinery in this country, he says, that will do the 
work of one hundred and seventy-five million men, and there is where 
all the trouble is. Of course the Seige result of the Senators argu- 
ment is to abolish the locomotive, the steam-engine, and all the mod- 
ern appliances of transportation and manufacture, and go back to 
the hand-loom and the wagon. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no; I beg pardon. 

Mr. BLAINE. I did not interrupt the Senator, and I hope he will 
allow me to get through my argument. 

. You surely will not say that I intended any such thing 
as that. 

Mr. BLAINE. I do not see any other result, The Senator says the 
whole trouble grows out of the fact that we have labor-saving ma- 


chinery. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to put the Senator right there. My argu- 
ment was that we need no protection, because we have machinery 
equal to any other machinery and that machinery can compete in the 
markets of the world. I wish we had more. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator said—he may correct his argument 
now—that-we had the machinery here, which was the slave of the 
owners of it, that they could command it to stand still or to turn 
when they chose, that the laborer was their servant, and that he had 
no independence outside of the machinery. I do not understand any 
logical result or see how the Senator can free the laborer from the 
position he puts him in, but by abolishing the machinery. 1 do not 
understand it otherwise. And I think among the anomalies that 
American politics turn up—and we meet many of them in this Cham- 
ber—among the strange contradictions that hi vf develops is that 
the seat of Henry Clay in the Senate of the United States should be 
the place from which a free-trade ent to overthrow the Amer- 
ican system and take the side of the free-trader should be made, It 
is one of the anomalies of American politics; and the argument of the 
Senator from Kentucky goes right back to what was said before the 
war by a distinguished southern man, that he hoped to see the day 
when the old barter between the English ship that was anchored in 
the Savannah or the Potomac or the Cooper or the Ashley should 
be resumed with the planter who shipped directly to England; and 
it is that spirit to-day which holds in manacles and paralyzes the 
development of the southern country. 

The Senator recalled to us the great tariff of Robert J. Walker and 
cited to us the vast achievement of political philosophy and economy 
that man presented to us in his three reports of 1845, 1846, and 1847. 


Well, the tariff of Robert J. Walker had abundant opportunity to 
“ran and be glorified” in this country, and it ran us into bankruptcy 
and want and ruin. It was modified in 1857, going still further in 
the same direction. The years 1857, 1858, 1859, and 1860 were years 
of prostration and financial ruin and wide-spread disaster and want, 
in which the laborer was not employed. Those four years were much 
more severe in many portions of this country than even the four past 
years which we have just gone through, 

So, when the Senator presents to us the fact that Robert J. Walker 
established the tariff of 1846, he presents it as a beacon of warnin 
to every man who remembers its effect throughout the length sat 
breadth of the manufacturing industries of this country. 

There we see developed a little collision between our friends on the 
other side. When the Senator from Kentucky was laying down the 
Simon Pure democratic doctrine as it was announced at the last 
national sanhedrim of that party, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
put in an exception, and the Senator from Pennsylvania said that it 
was fully understood that the free-trade side of the tariff ‘question 
was not to be a democratic doctrine, but that all the congressional 
districts were to be left to determine that matter for themselves, 
Everybody knows that was a contrivance got up for the benefit of 
ganne placed exactly in the delicate attitude of the Senator 

m Pennsylvania, who have ee constituents behind, 
allied with the free-trade party in the 8 at l and the guise 
which was made and attempted for the benefit of Mr. Greeley in his 
campaign was boldly thrown off at Saint Louis when Mr. Tilden 
became the standard bearer. 

The Senator from Kentucky warned us that the trouble is radical, 
and he called up the fact of an American ship being launched a few 
days since on the Delaware; and he said you may build that ship at 
the same rate that an Topin ship is, load her with s manufact- 
ured in this country as cheaply as in England, and send her to her 
Bont and the trouble is she has nothing to bring back. I wish the 

mator would give me his attention this momen 

Mr. BECK. lam oe 

Mr. BLAINE, The trouble is that we have nothing to bring back, 
the Senator says. Well, he was singularly unfortunate in his allu- 
sion, because of a total export annually from Brazil of less than 890, 
000,400 we take $40,000,000; of a total export from Brazil of $500,- 
000,000 within the last six ag we have taken well-nigh $250,000,000, 
The Senator says the trouble is that we may sail our ships wherever 
we piae but we can get no return cargo. I suppose the idea is that 
we better take our coffee and dyewoods and other things of 
that sort from Brazil in British bottoms. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to say that I referred to 
vessels sailing to Valparaiso and pg with Chili? and every fact 
I stated is true, and I hold evidence in my hand, compiled by Mr. 
Wells in a little work that the Senator from Maine would do well to 
read, giving exactly the facts that I stated. As to Brazil, we have 
more trade with her because coffee has been made free lately ; and 
that is the only reason we trade with Brazil. 

Mr. BLAINE, We took scarcely less coffee when it was taxed. 

Mr. BECK. I never mentioned Brazil in my remarks. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator mentioned the City of Para and the 

rt to which she was destined torun. The City of Para was lannched 

or a Brazilian line, and all the parade of Congress and the President 
that went over there was to inaugurate that line. Is not that the 
fact? You may mention any other South American port, but you do 
not change the argument a particle, We take a great deal more from 
all these countries than we send to them, and yet the Senator says 
the trouble is we can get no return cargo. His argument does not 
stand at all. 

Mr. President, there is no more hurtful agitation to-day in this 
e anen the agitation of the tariff. he Senator talks of a 
lobby being here. That is always the cry. When anything comes up 
“there is a lobby!” Has the Senator seen a tariff lobby here? 

Mr. BECK. I served upon the Committee of Ways and Means in 
the House under the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Dawes, ] and our room was full of them from the time we met until 
we adjourned demanding more protection. 7 

Mr. BLAINE. When the gentloman was on the Committee of Ways 
and Means the persons interested in the tariff were coming there to 
give testimony, they were coming to give just what you propose now 
to pet a commission to give. They were coming in there to give you 
voluntarily what you propose to get a roving 20mmission rambling 
all over the country to inquire into. 

Mr. BECK. Lam not amemberof the present Committee on Finance, 
and how far their rooms are filled I cannot tell, but I know that there 
pve ARA from all parts of the country resisting the reduction of 

e tariff. 

Mr. BLAINE. Very well. Now I ask the Senator from Kentucky 
another question. Does he know of, has he seen a petition presented 
in either Honse of Congress at the present session for a repeal or mod- 
ification of the present tariff? 


Mr. BECK. I will answer the Senator that the great unorganized 
mass of the people have nobody to speak for them. 
Mr. BLAINE. Ah! 


Mr. BECK. It is only the classes that are interested who come here. 
Did the Senator ever know of petitions asking for a reduction of taxes ? 
Mr. BLAINE. What is to hinder the great unorganized mass of 


1878. 


people out in Kentucky sending petitions to their distinguished Sen- 
ator to be presented here? 

Mr. BECK. Because they have to rely on their representatives on 
this floor and the other to speak for them; but it is men who want 
something, special protection, to tax all the people to give them more, 
that are always here asking for more. Of course the people who are 
in are scattered all over the country, and can neither organ- 
ize nor get ther. They have no clubs, they have no rings, they 
have no associations through which they can 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kentucky has alluded to his serv- 
ice upon the Committee of Ways and Means in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and said that the room of the Committee of Ways and 
Means was crowded with men demanding more protection. Does the 
Senator mean to say that there was one more man in the room of the 
Committee of Ways and Means eh Segue xo than there were 
men demanding that the tariff should reduced? Does not the 
Senator know that there were organizations represented before the 
committee, whose sole purpose it was to institute just such a tariff 
as the tariff of 1846? They had their organs here; they had their 
office in this city; they had their bureau; they had their men em- 

loyed on a pases fora who were in the room of the Committee of 
Ways and Means day in and day out urging their consideration upon 
the committee; and the result of it all was that they were discomfited 
and routed in the argument, and they have been quiet from that day 


to this. t 

Mr. BECK. I never heard of organizations of that sort. There 
may have been, and the Senator from Massachusetts may know of 
them. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator from Kentucky has forgotten the 
names of those who represented those organizations, I can give them 
to him. 

Mr. BECK. What organizations were they? 

Mr. DAWES. There was an organization represented by a man of 
the name of Grosvenor from Missouri here, who had a bureau on 
Pennsylvania Sven and who urged upon that committee a system 
of tariff which would put the manufactured article below the raw 
material in the duty; and when I suggested to him to make a tariff 
and bring it to the committee-room which would raise a revenue that 
would defray the expenses of the Government and pay the interest 
of the national debt upon his principle and I would submit it, he 
utterly failed and confessed his inability to do it. The Committee 
of Ways and Means had to meet this question to raise revenue for 
the S and pay the interest of the public debt and say whether 
they would put the duty for gel sey wos on the raw material or upon 
the manufactured article, and the Committee of Ways and Means 
came to the conclusion, after having heard all parties, that it was 
wiser to put it upon the manufactured article than upon the raw ma- 
terial ; and the policy of that committee was to put the raw material, 
wherever it was produced, at the door of the shop of the manufact- 
urer as cheaply as it was possible to do it, taking off the duty and 
reducing the transportation, putting it at the door of the manufact- 
urer as cheaply as possible, and put the duty upon tea and coffee and 
upon the manufactured articles to meet the exigencies of the country. 

Mr. BLAINE. But there was one very remarkable exception of 
raw material, and that was hemp, which was produced by the State 
of Kentucky. While they took good care to make almost all other 
raw materials cheap, I think the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
wisely looked ont for his own State and got avery large duty put on 
hemp, jate, and all kindred 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say to the Senator from Maine and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts that they are unfortunate in their facts, be- 
cause they are not true, That is a sufficient answer to them, and the 
record will show it; and I will show it here when I get an opportu- 
nity. 

Mr. BLAINE. All I know on that point is that the Senator from 
Kentucky was a member of the Committee of Ways and Means and 
that in the tariff bill re there was a very large protection, which 
I believe still exists,on hemp, It was ey terra large, as con- 
trasted with the other raw materials needed for the manufactures of 
this country, and I avae gave credit to the Senator from Kentucky, 
who is a watchful and able and zealous representative of his constit- 
uents, for getting that protection putin. He took good care to have 
his own door-step swept very clean, but seems to have cared very lit- 
tlo about what became of his neighbors. 

Mr. BECK. That is all very smart. I have answered that the facts 
are not so, and I will show it to-morrow when I get a chance. 

Mr. BLAINE. If the Senator can show that there has not been 
from the time he was a member of the Committee of Ways and Means 
an exceptionally heavy duty on hemp, then he can show that I am 


mistaken and I will very y, or as eee as I ean, acknowl- 
edge it; but I think the Senator from Kentucky will not be quite 
able to show that fact. 


I do not want to trench upon the time given to other measures 
before the Senate; but this matter I hope will come up when we can 
have a freer discussion. : 

Mr. HILL. Ithink we ought to have the regular order. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I call for the unfinished business. 

Widen eee Sis pro tempore. The unfinished business is before 

o Senate. 
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BANKRUPT-LAW REPEAL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the amendments of the 
587 of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 35) to repeal the bank- 
rupt law. 

CHRISTIAN CV. I move that the Senate concur in the first 
amendment of the House. H 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihad made a motion to refer that bill to a special 
committee, I believe. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont to refer the bill 
and amendments to a special committee of three. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Michigan, that the Senate concur in the first 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The first amendment is to insert after, “1867,” 
n line 4 of the printed bill, the words: 

Title 61, Revised Statutes, and an act entitled “An act to amend and supplement 
an act entitled ‘An act to establish a uniform omas of bankruptcy throughout 
Win States, approved March 2, 1867, and for other purposes, approved June 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I now move an amendment to the second 
amendment of the House. The amendment is printed already in con- 
nection with the bill. It is to come in immediately preceding the 
House amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the second House 
amendment by inserting before the word “and,” the first word in 
amendment, the following words: $ 


And all rights and proceedings incident thereto or growing osi of or dependent 
thereon, including all rights of debtors and creditors, and all rights of, and suits 
by and t, assignees, under any or all of said acts, in any case or 


now pending. 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I rise to a question of order, or rather to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is that proposed amendment in order? Does it 
purport to be an amendment of the House amendment or of the original 
text 


The PRESIDENT tempore. Of tho House amendment. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It is an amendment to the House amendment. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, It does not affect the language of the House 
amendment at all. It comes in the bill merely antecedent to it; but 
it does not amend the provision inserted by the House. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I understand that question very differently. 
8 e pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 

n order. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. The amendment made by the House con- 
sisted of enumerating a certain class of cases which, without that 
amendment, would, as I contend, have been covered by the general 
language. ey enumerate a certain class of cases, which renders it 
necessary to add the enumeration of some others in order to make 
the acre eg the amendment of the House entirely clear, as well 
as of the bill. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I do not yield to the opinion of the Senator 
from Michigan on the question I have raised. The House proposes 
an amendment to the text of this bill. That amendment is printed 
in italics, and is in lines 16 and 17, and consists in the insertion of 
these words: 

And all penal actions or criminal proceedings arising thereunder. 


Now, the proposition of the Senator from Michigan is not to change 
either in form or substance the proposition of the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before the Senator proceeds further 
the Chair will say that he is correct. The text of the bill cannot now 
be touched. The only question of difference between the two Houses 
is the amendment of the House of Representatives which is now 
pending. The Senator from Michigan will have to modify his amend- 
nen v attach it to the amendment of the House, not to the text of 
the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Doesit make any difference whether it is attached 
to one end or the other? 

it should be an 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not; onl 
amendment tothe amendment of the House. The Chair understands 
the Senator from Michigan to move to amend the bill. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. No; my motion was to amend the House 
amendment by inserting these words prior to it, at the beginning of it. 

Mr. SARGENT. It is just as much of an amendment as though the 
words followed it. 5 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. It is an amendment to the House amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let me illustrate it in this way: suppose the House 
amendment had left off the words “and all,“ so that it read“ penal 
actions or criminal proceedings,” could it be said it was not in order 
to attach the words “and all” before “ penal,” so as to make 
grammar and good sense? It makes no difference whether you prefix 
or affix. If the Chair will look at the bill, 3 the House amend- 

” which now precede 
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it, would it not have been proper to prefix those words to make good 


sense ? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan desired to touch the text of the bill. The Chair 
now understands that he proposes to amend the amendment of the 
House. It makes no difference whether the amendment is placed be- 
fore or after. The amendment of the Senator from Michigan is in order 
unless some other point be made. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I still insist on the point. It is no more an 
amendment to the House amendment because it epee to precede 
it, than it would be if it preceded it with an interval of another sen- 
tence and was put in another part of the bill. I admit that it makes 
no difference whether it is before or after. If it is either before or 
after, it is no amendment to the amendment; it is an amendment to 
the text of the bill. It is putting something into the bill other than 
that which is included in the amendment and otherwise than by 
changing the amendment of the House. If we Sas: gey to the House 
amendment, it inserts the words that are italicised in the print. It 
is proposed in addition to those words, without change of those 
words, to add a new amendment of a different character to the bill 
itself, not at all germane to the proposed amendment of the House. 
ALA I submit, if I understand the rules of order, that cannot be 

one. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, If the Senator will allow me, I will modify 
the amendment by proposing to insert it immediately after the words 
“and all” in the House amendment in line 16, and then to add the 
words “and all” at the end of my amendment, so as to put it in the 
body of the amendment of the House. 

. CONKLING. How would that read? Let us hear it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the 
amendment to the amendment, as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the words “and all,” in the House amend- 
ment 

Mr, CHRISTIAN CV. I will strike out the first words “and all” 
in my amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the words “and all.” in the first line of 
the second amendment of the House, which begins in line 16 of the 
printed bill, itis proposed to insert “rights and proceedings incident 
thereto or growing out of or dependent thereon, including all rights 
of debtors and creditors, and all rights of, and suits by aud against, 
assignees, under any or all of said acts, in any case heretofore or now 
pending, and all;” so that, if amended, the House amendment will 


And all pants and e. 
thereon, including all rights of debtors and creditors, and all rights of, and suits 
by and against, pci pro under any or all of said acts, in any caso heretofore or 
now pen: , and all penal actions or criminal proceedings arising thereunder. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Now, is it in order to move to amend the 
amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Then I move to insert after the word “pending,” 
in ee amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan, these 
words: 

This act, however, not taking effect until the ist day of January, 1879. 

And now, Mr. President 

Mr. THURMAN. Let my colleague’s amendment be reported. Is 
it an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. THURMAN. ILonly wanted to know where it comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word “pending,” in the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan, the proposition is: 

This act, however, not taking effect until the Ist day of January, 1879. 


Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Allow me to suggest to the Senator that 
that amendment could not possibly come in there without destroying 
the whole meaning of the amendment, because my amendment comes 
in before most of the amendment of the House. The amendment 
Toue 2 5 Senator wishes to propose would come in at the end of the 
whole bill. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. No, I do not wish it to come in there. I wish 
it to come in as a part of the amendment of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire whether this amendment to the 
amendment is in order. To point my inquiry, I call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that the text of the bill as agreed on by the two 
Houses contains these words: 

And all acts in dment I there’ lanation thereof, 
be, and ‘the same poor . — 3 N 8 ” 

We know what that means. The Constitution tells us what it 
means; the statutes tell us what it means. That provision having 
been agreed upon, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 5 
to change it entirely, and to provide that, in place of that being true 
immediately upon the approval of the act, as the act upon by 
the two Houses and the Constitution together declare shall be, it 
shall not be true until a year or some time hence. I submit to the 


incident thereto or growing out of or dependent 


on by the two Houses, that is one t 


Chair that if anything can change the text of the bill as agreed upon 
by the two Houses, that will do it; and the fact that the Senator 
offers it as an amendment to another amendment produces no impres- 
sion upon my mind except this: the erred te law and the attempt 
to repeal it seem to be by fate set apati as the occasion for accumn- 
lating all the confusion that can well surround one measure. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair rules that the Senator 
from Ohio has moved to amend the amendment proposed by the Sen 
ator from Michigan. The reason su ted by the Senator from New 
York would be a good reason for the rejection of the amendment to 
the amendment, but would not be proper ground for the Chair to rule 
the amendment out of order. The Senator from Ohio has a right to 
move to amend the amendment, and so he offers it, as the Chair under- 
stands. The Chair cannot rule upon construction 

Mr. CONKLING. May I understand, then, whether the Chair means 
that an amendment being offered which is in order because it does 
not change the text, the rule can be avoided which precludes the 
changing of the text by Sopy offering an amendment to that amend- 
ment? If I can make myself clear now, manifestly I think the Chair 
would agree with me that it would not be in order for me to move as 
an amendment to the bill that this act should not take effect until a 
year after the two Houses have said already it should take effect. 
That would not be in order. 

Mr. THURMAN. Why not? 

Mr. CONKLING. Because it would change the text as agreed upon 
already by the two Houses; and the one question before us now is the 
amendments made by the House. I hope my friend will not stop me 
a that, because I assume that as a premise which nobody will 

en 


M. THURMAN. Let us see. We pass a bill and send it to the 
House, The House sends it back with certain amendments. We may 
be T to concur in their amendments, provided the taking effect 
of the bill shall be ned to the 1st of January, 1879; but with- 
out such a provision as that, we might not be willing to agree to their 
eee e Therefore, it seems to me, with due deference, and 
with the repeated statement that I know nothing about the rules, 
that the amendment offered by my colleague might be put anywhere 
in this bill. I think it is clearly admissible as an amendment to tho 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan; but I say that it could be 

ut in anywhere, because we have not yet agreed to the last of the 
Fouss amendments. Thequestion now is, shall we amend that amend- 
ment, and we may say “ Yes, we can take that amendment, provided 
this bill shall not take effect until the Ist,of January, 1879. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Ohio, I think, was not quite 
as brave as he usually is in argument. I understood him to begin by 
taking issue with me upon this 8 that where the two Houses 
had os upon the text of the bill, they could not afterward amend 

e denied that; and then, in place of maintaining his denial, he 
proceeded to argue that such an amendment as he suggested would 
not be to change the text of this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. What does the Senator mean by speaking of 
changing the text of the bill? 

Mr. CONKLING. Now, the Senator comes back fairly to the ques- 
tion he put tome pk epee and I repeat what I said in the first place. 
I understand the rules of the Senate and the parliamentary law to 
declare that so much of the text as the two Houses have upon 
is no longer amendable. I attempted to state that position—I think 
I did—with some clearness, and the Senator took issue, and then pro- 
ceeded to argue, not his side of that issue, but that such an amend- 
ment as his colleague offered would not infringe upon that rule. He 
cannot very well argue the two things together. If the Senator de- 
nies that the rule precludes . the text of the bill us agreed 

ing; if he admits that that is 
the rule, and es that despite that rule this amendment is in order 
because it does not violate the rule, that is another thing. 

Resuming what I endeavored to present to the Chair, I maintain 
first that every part of this bill which the Senate adopted and which 
the House also adopted cannot be changed. I do not hear the Sen- 
ator from Ohio deny that; I do not think any Senator will deny it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do. 

Mr. CONKLING. Youdo? Well, Mr. President, I think we had 
better have that settled, if we can get it settled; because if the rule 
upon this particular bill is that the whole bill is now open to amend- 
ment, I should like to know that. It would enable me to see much 
more clearly than I see now a way out of the trouble in which tho 
Senate is involved, because I do believe, referring to this amendment 
which is now pending offered by the Senator from Michigan, that no 
member of this body can tell with any certainty what any court will 
say it means. I do not know what it means. I have conferred with 
several Senators in regard to it,and all the lights I have gained do 
notenable me at all to answer one way rather than the other ques- 
tions, naturally, in my judgment, to arise upon this so-called savin 
clause. Now, if the bill is open to amei ent, if we can go bac 
and substitute another bill for this, as the Senator from Ohio wonld 
argue when he says no part of the text is beyond our reach, then, I 
repeat, Ican see a much safer way out of this difficulty than I see 


now, hampered as I understand we are by the rules; because I think 
I may safely affirm that the Senator from Michigan or any other Sen- 
ator, certainly any lawyer in the Senate may sit down now de novo 
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and draw a bill which in the first place would repeal the bankrupt 
law, and which, in the second place, would save pending vested and 
existing rights. I myself think I could draw such a bill as that, but 
I am sure any other Senator could do it; and, if that is what we 
have aright to do, as the Senator from Ohio insists, let us know it, 
and let us substitute for what has come to be a very cumbrons and 
obscure bill for a purpose so plain, something brief and intelligible 
to everybody. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from New 
York to the question whether he is not in his argument taking as 
equivalents two things which are not equivalent; to wit: the chang- 
ing the text which the two Houses have agreed upon, and the in- 
troducing into the part of the text in dispute an amendment which 
affects the meaning of what the two Houses have upon. 

Now, the two Houses agreed upon a portion of the text of this bill, 
and you cannot strike out those words which have been to, or 
insert in those parts which have been agreed to other words. But 
the two Houses have not yet agreed spon a meaning, even when they 
have agreed upon that text, because the part of the bill which they 
have not agreed to provided to what extent this ropen should go, 
one House excepting one thing which the Senate did not originally 
3 and the Senate now proposing to except other things whic 
the House did not originally except from the effect of the repeal. 
Now, the Senate might well desire that the repeal should take effect 
at one time if it is to operate to a certain extent, and take effect ata 
later time if it is to operate to a larger or a smaller extent. Therefore 
it is perfectly competent within the rules, if you do not meddle with 
the text which has been agreed upon, to so frame the amendment, 
the extent of which is in dispute as shall qualify or control the mean- 
ing of the text upon. 

. CONKLING. Everybody must see the force of what the Senator 
from Massachusetts says. I „however, he had said it to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio to whom it belongs, and not to me. The Senator would 
see, had he attended before to this little nergy that I am not the 
Senator amenable to the criticism suggested by his remarks, I was 
in the act of proving, if I could, to the Senate that this amendment 
did go further than the Senator from Massachusetts now 3 In 
doing that I began by assuming that we had no right to change the 
text agreed upon. Thereupon the Senator from Ohio denied that, 
took issue with that, and he proceeded to state his view on the other 
side, and I was led into a 8 with him. I had supposed I might 
assume as my premise that of parliamentary law, but the Sen- 
ator challen it, and that led to a colloquy in that Now 
my answer to the Senator from Ohio, as far as I think one can be 
orp Bo this: I have no doubt he is right in the theory he suggests, 
limiting the disability of the Senate to change the text which the 
House and the Senate have upon; but in the text are found 
words agreed on by the two Houses which do explicitly deciare the 

resent repeal of the bankrupt law. Why do I say that? First the 
guage clearly imports that, as the Senator will see on line 11 of 
the tirst print before him; but in addition to that, the Constitution 
declares the meaning of those words; this repeal is declared to be 
one which shall take effect immediately when this bill speaks. Now 
it is proposed to change that and in lieu to declare that another 
year, a future one year or five years hence, this re shall 
take place. Does it not change the text? Does it not change the 
meaning not only, but the letter of the bill? 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I merely wish, right on that point, to say that 
I think there is a distinction which the Senator has overlooked. I 
do not believe that it does change the text in the sense of that par- 
3 rule, although it has the effect of changing the meaning 
of the toxt. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is the distinction which the Senator from 
1 points coat oe I Met te ssc Senators that if the 

anguage here w: re © re to go into o tion 
the moment this bill is ap „the bill would anton ay what 
it does now, because this is the formal mode of stating that, and if it 
were attenuated in that way there would not be one syllable here 
which the constitutional construction does not put upon the words 
as they stand. Sup these words were “ that this re shall take 
effect on the day and at the hour when the President signs this bill,” 
the argument of both Senators would be just as good as it is now; 
and would either of them say that to put a provision in the latter part 
of the bill that, despite those words, the reverse should be true, that 
the law should not take effect at that time and should not take effect 
until a subsequent Congress came here, or a subsequent date had 
arrived, would not change the text? e argument which would 
1 that would prove that you can make any possible change. 
hy not? If the whole purpose was to construe this, if there were 
an ambiguous phrase, and you proposed to supplement it by an amend- 
ment construing that phrase, there would be room for the argument 
made by both ators to take effect; but when you propose a flat 
contradiction, when you propose to overthrow entirely one of the pro- 
visions contained in the text that both Houses have agreed on, foe 
can you say you do not change the text? I do not see that. 

Now, Mr. President, as I am on my feet and do not mean to say 
anything about this matter again unless driven to it, which I do not 
expect to be, I venture to make one suggestion to the Senate and 


2 to the Senator from Michigan. It is within the rules to 


amend the House amendment by striking out the whole of it—I 

eak of the second amendment—and substituting something in its 
place; and it seems to me that instead of retaining these words of 
particularization, “and all penal actions or criminal proceedings aris- 
ing thereunder,” it would be safer to on with them. The pres- 
ence of these words imports into this bill a danger growing out of a 
doctrine which lawyers.express in the or “expressio unius est ar- 
clusio alterius.” Having put in a part of that they mean, it is deemed 
by Senators incumbent upon us to put in all the rest and residue; and 
in the attempt to put in all the residaum of desired reservation the 
Senator from Michi in a carefully drawn amendment has, in my 
fear, exposed himself and us to disappointment in the construction 
which hereafter may be given to that amendment; and he has been 
driven to that by the stress to which I have referred. He would not 
have felt called upon to propose such an amendment at all but for 
the particular nature of the amendment to which I refer made by the 
House. If now he will dis with that, if he will move to strike 
out these words of partic specification and substitute for them 
such general words as he will then be able, it seems to me that it will 
simplify the work and ly increase the assurance we shall have 
that the bill, when it comes to be tested in the courts, will mean what 
we intend it to mean, and not mean, as is already alleged by lawyers 
not of the Senate but who have pretty sharp discernment about mat- 


ters of this sort, a variety of things which would not be acceptable 
or approved probably by any single member who shall be upon 
to vote on it. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, it is very apparent that this bill, 
repealing this law, is a matter of very importance. Here are 
two able Senators upon the floor, not only able Senators but able 
lawyers, who di as to the construction of the amendment 
offered, and which will affect very seriously the character of this 
bill. It shows that it is very important that any matter of this kind 
should pass under the supervision of a committee of the Senate, and 
the appropriate committee. I therefore move that the bill be re- 
fe to the Judiciary Committee, with all the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Minnesota moves 
De reference of the bill and amendments to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to say one word in reply to the Senator 
from New York; and it seems to me that the point can be illustrated 
by a simple supposition. Sup the Senate pass a bill to repeal a 
certain chapter of the Revised Statutes, excepting the third, fourth, 
and fifth sections. That goes down to the House, a present repeal, 
The House passes the bill sadina sio sixth, seventh, and eighth sec; 
tions to the exception. Now it is manifest that the two branches 
have agreed to nothing in substance whatever. Nothing indicates 
that the Senate proposes the present re of that chapter if six of 
its sections are to stand, Nothing indicates that the House has as- 
sented to the present repeal of that chapter if three only of its sec- 
tions are to stand, or to stand for a fixed time, stand until certain 
2 under them have been completed. Then when it comes 

ack from the House, certainly there is no rule of substance which 
prohibits the Senate from concurring with the House amendment by 
saying that if that is to be added to the bill and that is to be the 
scope and effect of the repeal, the law shall stand twelve months 
instead of six, or stand twelve months instead of a present repeal. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is it not also true of the statement the Senator 
makes, taking it just as he makes it, that any possible amendment 
that would ever be in order would be in order then ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. I have no doubt that I should answer the 
question of the Senator from New York in the affirmative so far as 
relates to an amendment of this kind. I have no doubt whatever 
that where a bill contains a clause that it shall take effect at a par- 
ticular time, or its effect be med to a particular time, or oper- 
ate as a present enactment without postponement on its passage, the 
adoption of any amendment in the House whatever, makes it iu order 
to add to the bill when it comes back so amended, to add to that 
amendment a provision es ning the taking effect of the act, or 
fixing a time when it shall take effect if the bill otherwise did not. 

Mr. CONKLING. My question was wholly different from the one 
the Senator answers. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to finish the statement I cha. gone to make. 
The technical parliamentary law as to where you shall put that amend- 
ment and that you shall not put it in a part of the text which both 
branches have agreed to, is a different one; and that is a verbal rule. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
say a word just there? 

. HOAR. Iam under obligation to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. BLAINE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to get the distinction of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, if there is one, in this regard. He began by statin 
very clearly a case. The Senate has passed a bill proposing a repeal o: 
certain titles of the Revised Statutes excepting chapters. It 
to the House and the House adds other exceptions. The bill comes 
back, and his statement was that the two Houses have agreed upon 
nothing whatever, nothing of snbstance has been to. Now I 
ask him whether it does not result palpably from it, that the whole 
bill, every part of the text, is as open to amendment as it ever was; 
and if it does, why does the Senator say that the result of his argu- 
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ment is to show that you may change the time. In that case I sub- 
mit to him you might change anything that is ever changeable in 
the bill. Why? Because his statement is that nothing has been con- 
curred in by the two Houses, their minds have met upon no matter 
of substance; it is all open. But if he takes the other case before us 
and concedes that a portion of the text, including that now in ques- 
tion, has been a to by the two Houses, then I ask him to point 
out to me how it results that you may, despite the rule putting it 
beyond reach, not only alter it but change it radically as he suggests ? 
r. HOAR. Because the limitation on the right of the Senate to 
amend a bill when it comes back amended from the House is not 
simply because the two Houses have to something and that 
has passed beyond their power. Itis because there is nothing in 
order, nothing before the ate, except the question of concurrence 
with the House amendment, either with or without an amendment 
which the Senate adopts; and therefore any amendment which is 
in order on that question of concurrence must of course be something 
germane to the House amendment or naturally resulting from it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Is not this the way it stands; and as the original 
case isa 3 one, there is no use of looking for illustration? The 
Senate lutely repeal the law, to take effect on the approval of 
the bill. The House say “ We will agree that this repeal shall take 
effect on the approval of the bill if you will to this amend- 
ment.” The Senate takes it up and sees something in it that should 
change the time of taking effect, and it sends word back to the House 
“ We will agree to your amendment provided you extend the time.” 
They are as e as two propositionscan be. They hang so closely 

ther that they are absolutely inseparable. 
3 That is the precise argument I was making, better 
sta 

Mr. THURMAN. . Mr. President, what is the question ? 

The PRESIDENT 12 tem On the motion to refer. 

Mr. THURMAN. thought there was a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ruled on that. The 
debate is on the merits of the case. The pending motion is to refer 
the whole subject to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS. What has this recent discussion been about? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The subject of reference. 

Mr. INGALLS. On the subject of reference—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas wishes 
to speak on the ee of reference. 5 

Mr. INGALLS. On the subject of reference, I rise to say that the 
difficulty which has heretofore appears to me to have arisen 
out of a misunderstanding as to the meaning of the term “ text of the 
bill.“ My understanding is that the text of the bill at the present 
time is the bill as originally passed by the Senate with the amend- 
ments of the House, because the bill of the Senate as amended by the 
House is the only text of the bill that they have to. There- 
fore the text of the bill in the parliamentary sense of that term is the 
bill as amended now before us. Let me read in sapport of that, from 
Jefferson’s Manual, and I ask the attention of the ators whohave 
discussed this matter to that proposition : 

When on a bill from the originating House— 

That is the Senate in this instance— 
the other at its second reading— 

That is the House of Representatives— 

8 amendment; on the third reading this amendment is become the text of 


That is to say, when this bill was read the third time in the other 
House and to with that amendment, then as amended that was 
the text of the bill. Consequently it appears to me that wheu the 
bill comes here with the amendment, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Ohio paing ony in the second degree, is plainly receiv- 
able and can be placed in any portion of the bill. But as the matter 
has been decided and the question is on the motion to refer, I suppose 
this is superfluous, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has already so ruled. The 
question now is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. 
McMILLAN] to refer the bill and the amendments to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 
p 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeasand nays. 
5 and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e Toll. 
Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On this subject I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. PATTERSON.] If 
e were present, I should vote “ nay.” 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 22, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—2, 
22 —.— ki —.— 
n £ w 
Burnsid ie, Beery, MoMillan, Sargent, 
Cameron of Wis., Matthews, Windom. 
al a Hoar, errimon, 
Davis of Ilinois, Howe, Mitchell, 
NAYS—30. 
Ratley, Beck, Cameron of Pa., Cockrell, 
um, Butler, Shristiancy, Coke, 


Dennis, H Maxey, Tho 
. 
umb. 
a Kellogg, Randolph, al 8 
rover, oCreery, 
McPherson, . 
ABSENT—24. 

Armstrong, er, Kernan, Samd 
aeren, Davis of W. Va, Lamar, Sharon, > 
laine, munds, cer, 
Booth, rdon, Morgan, Te ler, 4 
Bruce, Jones of Florida, Oglesby, Whyte, 

Chaffee, Jones of Nevada, Patterson, Wi 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MatTrnrws] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY.] 

Mr.MATTHEWS. [call for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I feel it a duty to say in the present attitude of 
this question and in the state of imperfection that I feel sure these 
amendments are between the two Houses together with the amend- 
ments proposed here, that the correct thing to do, in my opinion, as 
the Senate is disinclined to send this to any committee of its own, is 
for the Senate to disagree to the House amendments and ask for a 
committee of conference. A committee of conference can then ad- 
just the amendments ectly and satisfactorily to the two Houses; 
and it will speed the bill more, although I do not want it sped my- 
self; but if this thing is to be done, I do not know any reason why 
it should be put off at all unless the day is extended. Everybody 
will understand that the report of a committee of conference here 
by courtesy is privileged and is acted upon at once, although not 
privileged by the rules; but a majority can take it up any time ; and 
in the House of Representatives by their rules it is a matter of high 
privilege. Ithink the friends of immediate repeal would make much 
more expedition in having this matter of these saving clanses put 
in perfect shape, by a committee of conference than in any other 
way; and therefore I shall vote against agreeing to any amendment 
in the hope that the Senate will be willing to send the bill to a con- 
ference which will end the bill quicker than anything, except agreeing 
to i House amendment, would do, which all agree would not be 
Ti 

. RANSOM. Did the Senator from Vermont make a motion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I cannot make the motion I 3 because 
the motion to concur with an amendment is entitled to preference 
over a motion to disagree and ask for a conference. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, the question now, I believe, is upon 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. RANSOM. That amendment provides that this act shall not 
take effect until the Ist of January next, in substance. I feel very 
great 1 upon the result of the vote of the Senate on this amend- 
ment. I had prepared this morning a similar amendment, but was 
anticipated by the Senator from Ohio. I am glad he has offered it. 

Every Senator must have some doubt in his mind as to the pro- 
priety of the re of a law which has been in operation since 1567, 
eleven y which has been of general effect upon the people of this 
country, and which has been of such great demand that it has stood 
now for eleyen years. I say, sir, that upon a general change of leg- 
islation of that sort there ought to be some hesitancy in the minds of 
Senators, some deliberation. But apart from that there is a peculiar 
reason affecting the representatives from North Carolina upon this 

uestion which compels me to appeal to the Senate, and I hope the 
Benata will pardon me a moment while I endeavor'to explain to them 
why it is that the Senators from North Carolina feel so much interest 
in this amendment. 


Before the war the people of North Carolina had no homestead or 
property 5 e laws of the State had exempted a few arti- 
property from execution. It is known to the whole 


cles of paron 
world that the results of the war destroyed everything like property in 
the Southern States, and upon no State did the calamities of that war 
fall more heavily than they did upon North Carolina. In 1808, by a 
constitutional convéntion a homestead-exemption clause for the first 
time was placed in our constitution. That clause allowed every head 
of afamily in the State to retain five hundred dollars’ worthof personal 
pro and a thousand dollars’ worth of real estate. The consti- 
tution was adopted by a large majority of the popular vote. In that 
clause of the constitution there was universal concurrence. Soon 
after it was adopted the question was carried before the courts of 
the State; and the 1 1 court, the highest court of appeals in 
North Carolina, decided that that clause of the constitution was good 
against old as well as against new debts; that it was an exemption 
against all indebtedness. The supreme court of North Carolina re- 
peated that decision of theirs in not less than four instances, and 
thousands of our people, the best people in the country, availed them- 
selves of this beneficence of the constitution, the homestead exemp- 
tion, So approved was it by all classes and all men in the State that 
there has not been a candidate for office in North Carolina since Au- 
gast 1868, who has not committed himself to the homestead exemp- 

ion. It has been a permanent plank in the platforms of both politi- 
cal parties. No man to-day in North Carolina could receive the vote 
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of the people for judge or for any other office in the State, of whom 
it was believed that he was even doubtful upon that question. 

There has always been doubt in the minds of the legal gentlemen 
of the State as to the correctness of the decision in point of law, 
most of them inclining to the opinion that has just been rendered by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. After our people have been 
relying upon that homestead exemption for ten years, week before 
last, in a decision which I shall not criticise, for I must say it stands 
upon the foundation of all the precedents, the Supreme Court of the 

nited States reversed the decisions of the State of North Carolina 
for the last ten years and has declared, perhaps properly, that the 
homestead exemption was not good as against old debts, What is 
the result? The hundreds, the thousands, the tens of thousands of 

ood men in North Carolina, good women, and children, who 
fiad these homes set apart to them by the law will be suddenly turned 
from their homes without a shelter. You know, sir, the world knows, 
that an execution at law has no mercy; it has no consideration; it 
marches to its duty over everything; and I know of no power in the 
State or out of the State (except the action of this Senate to-day in 
giving these good men until the Ist of January to save their home- 
steads by availing themselves of the bankrupt law) which can save 
our people from ruin. 

My distinguished coll and myself and our colleagues in the 
House have received application after application from all parts of 
the State to try to do something for the people. The papers are full 
of it; the mails are full of it. The whole State is crying out for relief, 
The State cannot give the people relief in this matter. The national 
bankrupt law does give them relief, essential, absolute, unmistakable 
relief. Am I wrong in asking the Senate that this act of great benefi- 
cence, however erroneous it may have been in some respects, which has 
already protected thousands and thousands of the people of the South, 
may be extended until the Ist of January, when these honest 
men in North Carolina can save their homes for themselves in their 
old age and for their wives and their children? What harm will it do 
to allow this act, which has been on the statute-book eleven 1. to 
continue six months longer? What harm can it do when here is a 

t piece of legislation affecting all the commercial and mercantile 
nterests of this country and all other interests to permit the present 
law to remain six months longer? Will it not give the country time 
to consider its effect? Will it not give Congress time to consider it? 
Will it not give us ali time to see whether the law should be abso- 
lutely repealed or not? I hope, sir, neither the conscience nor the 
sense of duty of Senators will prevent them voting for this extension. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Lask that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio be read in connection with my amendment and with 
the rest of the bill as amended, so as to show how it will read if all 
are inserted together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secre will re it. 

The Carer CLERK. The amendment of the House as follows: 

And all penal actions or criminal proceedings arising thereunder. 

If amended as proposed by the Senator from Michigan it will read: 


and Tee eee said aca in any oase heretofore or now 
by the Senator from Ohio, the amendment 
amendment of the Senator from Mich- 


If amended as pro 
of the House, amended by 
igan, will read as follows: 

And all rights and proceedings incident thereto or growing out of or dependent 
the including all rights of debtors and creditors, and all rights of, and suits by 
and t, assignees, under any or all of said va any case heretofore or now 
pending; this act, however, not taking effect until the ist — . January, 1879; 
and all penal actions and criminal proceedings arising thereunder. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. And then will follow the following language: 


The acts hereby repealed shall continue in full force and effect until the same 
shall be fully disposed of, in the same manner as if said acts had not been re- 


It makes the whole section nonsense to introduce the amendment 
at that particular place. That is what I wished to call the attention 
of the Senate to. I have not the slightest objection to taking the vote. 
I am perfectly willing to come to a vote at any moment on the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Ohio if he will present it where it will 
not thus make nonsense of the whole bill. he will offer it as an 
amendment at the conclusion of this section, I shall have certainly 
no objection to that. 

Mr. MATTHEWS, The interposition of the words which I have 
offered as an amendment in the place in which I propose to insert 
them, I admit makes an awkward sentence; but if 1 understand the 
meaning of the word “ no: ” it does not have that effect. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, What I wished to call the attention of the 
Senator to is that it comes in immediately before the words “ the acts 
hereby repealed shall continue in full force and effect.” The bill as 
it would be if amended as I propose will read : 


And all rights and er ee out of or dependent 
thereon, inclading rights of debtors and creditors, and ai rights of and suita 
UY ee ee eee under any or all of said acts in may cae heretofore or 
now pending ; and all penal actions or criminal proceedings ing thereunder, 

That is, as to those, “the acts hereby repealed shall continue in 
full force and effect.“ The previous language of the section shows 


that to be the meaning; and by inserting the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio here it does make nonsense of the whole section. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will explain, if the Senator will permit me, 
why it does not make nonsense. I admit that it would be better in 
a rhetorical point of view, and perhaps in a tical point of 
view, to insert the words at the end of the clause; and if there is 
unanimous consent to permit that to be done, I am Sie to do it; 
but I am not willing to risk the question of order by having the change 
made without that unanimity. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will permit me on that point, it is 
eee Sage than a question of order ; it is a question of privilege 
between the two Houses. The House of Representatives would have 
a right to say that whatever we may do unanimously has no effect on 
it, and is a violation of its privilege. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. The Senator from Vermont must undoubtedly 
be right on that point; so that I cannot yield the point. If the effect 
said to follow from this amendment being adopted is correctly de- 
scribed by the Senator from Michigan, still the Senate would have a 
perfect right to adopt it, and then reject the entire amendment as 
amended. But the Senator from Michigan and the Senate will per- 
ceive that the words which I propose as an amendment are in their 
natnre parenthetical, and when inserted they constitute a mere paren- 
thesis in the body of the text of the bill; so that there would be no 
difficulty whatever in the construction of the lang the fore part 
of the sentence being still grammatically connected with the latter 
part of the sentence, the parenthesis inserted in the mean time having 
no effect upon that construction. 

Mr. MERRIMON. I suggest tothe Senator from Ohio that he offer his 
amendment as an additional section. I see no parliamen rule or 
regulation that prohibits that. The House pro to the Senate to 
amend the bill agreed to in the Senate. The Senate, instead of de- 
clining to accept their amendment, says to the House “ We will agree 
to your amendment if you will accept another which we suggest ;” 
and what difference does it make logically whether it comes in at the 
point as designated or comes in as an additional section? It does not 
change the substance of the bill at all except as to the time when the 
law, if it becomes a law, shall take effect. It seems to me that in 
point of principle logically it makes no difference where it comes in, 
that the Senator can offer his amendment as an additional section, 
and then it will be orderly. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I will explain to the Senator from North Car- 
olina why I think that cannot be done. 9 question 
pending here, and the onis one that gives us j ction over this 
subject and measure at all, is this: we passed a bill in a icular 
form and sent it to the House requesting its concurrence. The House 
has returned the bill with a in which it informs us that it 
concurs in the bill with an amendment. Now, the question before 
us is whether we will concur in the amendment of the House. We 
may do that unconditionally, and that completes the circuit and 
closes the whole legislative operation upon the bill, and the minds 
of the two bodies have come to a perfect unanimity of ment ; 
or we may dissent and refuse to concur in the amendment of the 
House, and upon notice to the House the House may then recede or 
it may insist and ask for a committee of conference, and then, the 
whole subject being in that committee, as I understand, a committee 
of conference might a; upon a completely new substitute for the 
whole bill and report it back for the action of the two Houses. But 
whether that be so or not, if we take the only other course open to 
us, which is to concur in the amendment of the House with an 
amendment or amendments, then what are we limited to? We are 
limited to making amendments to the amendment of the House, and 
unless the sired ican made here and under discussion is properly an 
amendment to the proposed amendment of the House, I understand 
it not to be in order, 

Mr. MERRIMON. But the point I make is that this amendment is 
germane to the amendment made by the House, 

Mr. MATTHEWS. But it is not an amendment to the amendment. 
It is an amendment to the original bill. 

Mr. MERRIMON. It is not essential that it shall come immedi- 
ately after to be an amendment. 

Neots MATTHEWS. No, but it must be attached to it and be a part 
t. 
Mr. MERRIMON. I do not think so. 
Mr. MATTHEWS. That is my understanding of parliamentary 


law. 

Mr. HOAR. I had supposed, before the Senator from Ohio made 
his motion, that an amendment which would accomplish his end 
would obviate the objections made by several Senators, I should 
like his permission to read it for his information, that he may sce 
whether he will assent to it. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. With t pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. Add tothe words enumerating what is saved, namely, 
“but as to allsuch pending cases and all future proceedings therein, 
and all penal actions or criminal tits arising thereunder,’ 
the words “and all acts of bankruptcy which may be committed or 
ee which may be filed before the Ist day of January, 1879.” 

ut is what I propose that weuld save the act, keep the act in 
full force in regard to its effect on all acts of bankruptcy committed 
and all petitions filed before January 1, 1879. That would avoid the 
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verbal awkwardness which the present form of the-#enator’s amend- 
ment seems to involve. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I think it does meet the difficulty. Then the 
section as amended would read thus: 

But as 8 cases and all future proceedings therein and all rights 
and proceedings incident thereto or growing out of or dependent thereon, includ- 
ing all rights of debtors and creditors, and rights of, and suits by and 
assignees, under any or all of said acts, in any case heretofore or now pending, an 
all penal actions or criminal gs E thereunder, and all acts of 3 
ruptey which may be commi or petitions which may be filed before the Ist day 
of January, 1879, the acts hereby ed shall continue in full force and effect 
until the same shall be fully dis, of, in the same manner as if said acts had 
not been repealed. 

I am quite willing to adopt this as a substitute for my proposition, 
although I have been informed while on my feet, and since my last 
remarks to the Senator from North Carolina, by the senior Senator 
from Maine, [ Mr. HAMLIN, ] who is perfectly familiar with the prac- 
tice and law of parliamentary proceeding, that the Senator from 
North Carolina is undoubtedly right in his statement that it would 
be in accordance with that practice and law to add the provision as 
a new section, as an amendment to the House amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is correct that it is 
concurring in the House amendment to add to that amendment an 
amendment in the form of a section; but he cannot add a new sec- 
tion to the text of the bill. It must be an amendment to the House 
amendment, whether in the form of a section or otherwise. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. In order to obviate all question on the point, 
and because it entirely, as I think, in a very neat way, covers the 
whole case, I am quite willing, with the consent of the Senate, to 
substitute the proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts instead 
of my own, for it meets the case fully. 

Mr. SARGENT. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
if he is very clear that construing that amendment with line 11 the 
repeal is postponed until the time stated in the latter amendment. 
It seems to me there is a difficulty of construction. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I think it is a matter of construction. Of 
course the whole act will have to be construed as one and the sev- 
eral parts will have to be taken together; and the absolute and un- 
conditional repeal, as it would be standing upon so much of the act 
as occurs before the proviso, would be modified by the lan in 
the proviso, which excepts from the operation of that repeal all actions 
or 7 5 and bankruptcies Gaetan after the of the act 
and prior to the Ist of January, 1879. I think there can be no doubt 
about that 59 78517 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I ask that that portion of the bill commenc- 
ing with the proviso be read in connection with all the 
amendments, the House amendments and all other pro 
ments, as they would come in as now proposed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


amend- 


wing out of or depend- 
and cveditors, ad all Tights of and suits 
un. 

g, and or criminal proceedings arisin 

be committed or — W ch may be filed 

before the Ist day of January, „ the acts hereby ed shall continue in fall 

force and effect until the same shall be fully disposed of, in the same manner as if 
said acts had not been 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, Although that makes a somewhat cumber- 
pome 353 1 1 ef it fe guar e oe 2 van 

ng of the section, as it would as at first pro ; an it 
in as 77... tine 1s aad teak Abe Plane ot 
the Senate upon the point presented by amendment as any other. 
I therefore hope we may come to a vote. 

Mr. SARGENT. TI ask for the yeas and nays upon the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT ni tempore. Is there objection to this modifica- 
tion being made ? e Chair hears none. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, Lia. MATTHEWS, ] as modified, 
to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRISTIANCY, J 
upon which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. PADDOC Before I vote upon this amendment, I should like 
toinquire of the Chair whether, if the amendment of the House shonld 
be non-concurred in by the Senate and a committee of conference 
should result from that non-concurrence, it would be competent for 
that committee of conference to report a new bill as a substitute for 
this bill repealin the present law 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference would only be upon 
the matter in dispute between the two Houses. 

Mr. COCKRE What is the motion now? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from 9 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CV. 2 the act take effect on the 1st of Jan- 
nary next. That is the effect of it. 

r. COCKRELL. I hope it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not propose to continue the debate 
upon this question except to a in one word to Senators who are 
in the majority in regard to this question to consider what can be lost 
in accomplishing what they desire—the total destruction of the bank- 
rupt law—by consenting toa brief delay in the time of its taking 


ent the 


thereunder, and 


effect, Gentlemen have been informed by a Senator from one State 
that the effect of the immediate repeal of the bankrupt law is to de- 
stroy the humane provision of a homestead-exemption law, under the 
existing decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in that 
State for every debtor in the State of North Carolina. Now, what is 
to be gained by insisting upon the immediate destruction of this law, 
in contradistinction from a repeal to take effect in eight or nine months 
from 2 50 50 present time, which will counterbalance an evil of that mag- 
nitude? . 

Another evil of equal itude, it seems to me Senators must see, 
will be the result of this action; and that is this: every debtor in this 
country whose affairs are in the least embarrassed and to whom the 
question presents itself as a question of doubt whether or not he must 
gointo bankruptcy, must hurry in to take advantage of this act within 
the next few days or lose all benefit of the act forever. Between the 
time of the of this act through the Senate and its signature, if 
it receives the signature of the President, every person who otherwise 
if he had a few months might hope to make terms with his creditors, 
might hope to make favorable arrangements in regard to his property 
which would enable him to escape bankruptcy and disaster, must go 
into bankruptcy or lose his chance, In other words, the hurry with 
which this law is to be repealed—and this is a question entirely inde- 
pendent of the merits of the bankrupt law itself—is to bring infinite 
mischief and evil upon a most meritorious and most numerous class 
of our citizens, those who are em deeply by debt. 

I appeal to the distinguished Senator from Michigan himself, who 
I know has no other than a pure and patriotic purpose, and whose 
wisdom in regard to a matter of this kind I cheerfully bear my testi- 
mony to, that he should as having this bill in consent to the 
policy which I believe was approved by the Judiciary Committee of 
another beer who concurrence is necessary, and it is desired by so 

a number of the Senate that a brief delay shall be interposed 
until the Ist of January. 

Mr. BLAINE. I hope Senators will consent to that. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. In reply to the remarks of the Senator from 
Massachusetts 

Mr. HOAR. I will say I am not particular about the delay bein 
so long; but I think a brief delay, a few months, should be 8 

Mr. CHRISTIAN CT. In re ly to the Senator from Massachusetts 
and his ap for putting off the time when this act shall take effect, 
I will say briefly that I look upon the existence of the bankrupt law 
asa great evil to this country, as tending more than any other one 
thing to lyze the business and the commerce of the country 
to-day, and I look upon every day of its continuance as an evil and 
as tending to continue the same troubles in which we are now in- 
volved. To put this off one month or nine months or till the 1st day 
of January next will only be concentratiug within that short period 
the evil that would otherwise be spread over perhaps as many years. 
It is inviting all persons who have any doubt of their position and 
think they may. make anything by going into bankruptcy to rush for- 
ward and get the benefit of those proceedings and fet adischarge. On 
the other hand, creditors will do the same, and I say it will concen- 
trate what I consider to be great evils, which would otherwise be 
spread over a longer time, into a shorter period and make them still 
more intolerable, 


beneficial. The commencement of the revival of prosperity after 
our former bankrupt law was contemporaneous with the 


Mr. HOA Does the Senator from Michi mean to be under- 
stood as expressing the opinion that the credit of those citizens of 
the Western States who are bankrupt would be better if they did not 
get apron from their existing debts than if they did? 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I meant to refer to this fact, that the credit 
of men who seek to compromise honestly with their debtors is better 
than that of those who seek to compromise dishonestly, as they may 
every day under this bankrupt law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, my conviction that the demand for 
this repeal does not come from the debtors of this country, but rather 
from its creditors, has been very much strengthened by the events of 
the = two days. Iecut from the papers this morning some dis- 
patches from various quarters of the country showing what had been 
done since this agitation has been in progress here in Congress. I 
read a dispatch from Chicago dated the 29th day of April: 

The ater, Sempre were 

000 H. A. liabilities, $43,000. Upton T. Vose, liabilities, 
L. Mills & Co., liabilities, $17,000. Logan F. 
Bates, liabilities, $10 000. Hon 


A, 
$1,300; assets none. John N. Babcock, secured debts, $44,400 ; unsecured, $37,584.26 ; 
assets nil. 


W. G. Gould, liabilities, $6,012.36; assets nil. Lonis Rubens, secured 
debts, $10,000; unsec „ $3,000; assets, $14,600. 
Lawis Beck, of Englewood, filed a petition in bankruptcy to-day. Secured lia- 


bilities, $57,000; unsecured, $140,000. No assets beyond exemptions. 
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From Indianapolis come similar reports; from Chicago additional 
reports, as follows: 

H. H. Walker has filed a petition in bankruptcy. His preferred debts amount 
to $10,000; unsecured debt, $111,000; and secured, $681,000; discounted paper, 
$194,060. His assets are in lands, $21,000; claims against Samuel J. Walker, also 
in bankruptcy, $200,000. 


From New York: 
New YORK, April 29.—Benjamin Wood has been adjudicated a volun 
eh rot in real estate. 


rupt. His failure is said to be mainly due to dep 
bilities are peer and his assets are $103,600. 

medy, of 504 Third avenue, is in bankruptcy, with liabilities amount- 
ing to $540,000. His embarrassm depreciation in real estate. 


bank- 


Daniel J. Ken 
ents are the result 
IIis assets consist of real estate valued at $1,009,000, but heavily mortgaged. 
Theodore Reid, who is in bankruptoy, has liabilities amounting to $82,000, of 
which $46,535 are secured, and nominal assets. 
Michael Norton, ex-senator, has filed a petition in voluntary bankruptcy, with 
liabilities at $50,000 and assets about $2,200. 


From Indianapolis this morning: 


There were twenty-six petitions in bankruptcy filed yesterday, among which 
the following are the most important: A. Mitzar, liabilities 850,000, of which $42,000 
are secured ; assets $97,000, including $15,000 of unencumbered real estate. J.J. 
Palmer, liabilities $22,000, of which $18,500 arc secured; assets $22,500. A. Natner, 
liabilities $150,000 ; assets in real estate to the same amount. A. F. Rafert, liabili- 
ties 000 ; assets in real estate $100,900. 


From New York a special dispatch to the Washington Post says: 


New York, April eee failures are in this city dwing 
the month of April, with liabilities amounting to $7,658,276, and assets of $2,752,653. 
The expected repeal of the bankrupt law has had a good deal to do with making 
delinquent debtors file petitions in ruptey to get rid of old debts. 


Also there is sent by the Associated Press from Cincinnati a long 
list of failures and voluntary petitions in bankruptcy, amounting in 
the a ate to several hundred thousand dollars. 

Another from New York: 

New York, April 30.—The assignment of James Lawrence, Silbery Lawrence, 
George W. Lawrence, William Lawrence, and Henry Lawren posing the 
firm of Henry Lawrence & Sous, dealers and manufacturers of cor è at 192 Front 
Da Pabani ed to-day, The liabilities are set down at $250,000, and the assets at 

Now, Mr. President, if the bankrapt law is one that is not desired 
by the debtors of this country, why is it that when its immediate 
re is threatened they flock to the bankruptcy courts for relief? 
What is the reason that, unless this demand is made by the creditors 
for the purpose of enforcing their claims against the debtors of the 
country, the only instructions that have been made by islatures 
and forwarded to this body have been from States like New York 
and others in the East that are very largely creditor States? 

This country has had on two occasions, as has been before stated, bank- 
rupt laws. The first one lasted about three years. The second one, 
that of 1841, going into effect on the 2d of February, 1842, was repealed 
on the 3d of March of the following year, being in force about thirteen 
months. During that period of time, it is estimated that the number 
of voluntary bankruptcies was thirty-nine thousand, and that the 
amount of debis that were discharged by its operation was something 
in excess of $440,000,000. Now, we are in a condition very much like 
that, at this present time. The credit of this country is in a condition 
of unstable and uncertain equilibrium. It is tottering, and liable at 
any time to fall. The most critical period of our financial history, in 
my opinion, will be that between the present time and the date of 
the resumption of specie payments on the Ist of January, 1879. 

Now, sir, in view of what is being done at present, in view of the 
disclosures that have been made for the ae D a bankrupt law, 
why should any person, no matter what may be his opinion as to the 
method of administration, resist an amendment that offers a certain 
space of time within which, notice being given to all persons, debtors 
and creditors, a time may be had for those who desire to do so to avail 
themselves of the benefits of the present statute? No person claims 
that there is ek difficulty with this law except in its administration. 
It is alleged that is expensive; that when estates are thrown into 
bankruptcy there is a small return. But if that is true, it does not 
remove the fact that here is a great class of insolvent debtors who 
are unable to discharge their obligations, and if this law is repealed 
they will all be remitted to the operation of the voluntary assign- 
ment laws in the several States, varying in their provisions, the re- 
sults of which are that no matter what a man may receive by virtue 
of the operations of the law within the States, its jurisdiction does 
not go a single step os hea its territorial area. A man in Kansas or in 
Nebraska or in any other State availing himself of the provisions of 
a voluntary assignment or State insolvent law gets no dise what- 
ever from the payment of his debts that is worth anything beyond 
the area of the State where it is granted. The consequence will be 
that judgments will be obtained by the creditors against their debt- 
ors; they will be held over them, and no man who is unfortunate or 
who had been unable to pay his debts will ever be able to resume 
business again except with the assent of his creditors. 

Mr. President, it does seem to me, notwithstanding all that has been 
said against this law, and I admit that it is open to oljection, that 
there is every reason in the world for a time to be allowed within 
which the benefits of it can be availed of by those who desire to do 
so in 3 of the disclosures that have been made since this agita- 
tion n. 

Mr. President, there is one other subject to which I desire to allude 
in connection with this law. I said yesterday that my confidence in 
the infallibility of the Judiciary Committee had been somewhat 


shaken; that they had shown themselves either unablo or unwilling 
to ropom a bill that would repeal an existing statute. We have spent 
two days in endeavoring to cure the defects of an act reported by the 
Judiciary Committee, and one member of that committee yesterday 
in arguing against the continuance of this law made what seemed to 
me then to be an extraordinary statement, that in no other country 
in this world was the er or principle of voluntary bankruptey 
known. I will repeat his language. I refer to the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. THURMAN :] 

Why, Mr. Presid: it would ha h Englishma 
e of ona of tho. prd Nese 9 rien — Bee a — N 
have heard what has been said on this floor to-day in respect to a pt law 
to hear a bankrupt law spoken of as one of the beatitudes of the debtors of the 
country. Why, there is no such thing as a voluntary bankrupt law except in the 
United States, so far as I know or ever heard. 


England has had a 83 law in some shape ever since 1543. 
Its statutes are those upon which our bankrupt laws have ben en- 
acted, and from which they have been taken ; and, when the Senator 
from Ohio made that statement as a reason why this law should not 
be continued in force, I confess that I was very much surprised; and in 
order to ascertain whether this distinguished member of the Judiciary 
Committee was at all advised upon this subject, whether his opinions 
were valuable upon a measure confessedly of such vast 1 
I took the trouble this morning to go to the Lib and obtain the 
public general statutes of Great Britain of 24 and 25 Victoria, 1861, 
which contains the last enactment of the British Parliament upon the 
subject of bankruptcy. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
its provisions for the 7 01 sewing how utterly without founda- 
tion the statement of the Senator from Ohio was, that no country but 
ours ever had anything like a voluntary system of bankruptcy, by 
which I understand he meant to say that no country but ours allowed 
a bankrupt to penton himself into bankruptcy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see the Senator from Ohio is not in his seat. I 
think the Senator intended to be understood as applying to such 
a voluntary system as ours, which is not confined, as I believe the 
English acts are, to merchants, or traders, or some narrow class of 
individuals, 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam very glad the Senator from Ohio has a polyglot 
edition of his speech here, with marginal notes made by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must be excused from being considered an edi- 
tion of anything. But the Senator from Ohio himself is here now. 

Mr. INGALLS, Section 86 of chapter 134 of the statutes of 24 and 
25 Victoria, 1861, reads as follows : 

Any debtor ma; tition for udication of bankruptcy against himself, an 
the filing of such petition shall bem act of bankruptey Without any previous pron 
laration of insolvency by such debtor. 

The previous eighty-five sections provide for proceedings that are 
instituted by a creditor against a fraudulent debtor. Section 93 is: 

Every debtor petitioning spon himself shall file in court a full, true, and acen- 
rate statement, vorified by the oath of the petitioner, of his debts and liabilities of 
Wei ene vo meet hie engagomenta, within euch timo after ding hia dn asd 
in such form as general orders shall direct. 

Not only can a debtor in Great Britain go into bankruptcy volun- 
tarily and obtain his discharge, but the statutes go further even than 
that and allow a debtor who is imprisoned for debt and without the 
money to deposit for the payment of fees and costs to file this petition, 
as the statute says, in forma pauperis, and obtain his discharge. So, 
Mr. President, this provision of volun bankruptcy is not peculiar 
to the United States; it is a part of the bankruptcy system of Great 
Britain which goes a great deal further than ours and enables an un- 
fortunate debtor to go into bankruptcy upon his own motion and 
obtain his discharge without any reference whatever to the amount 
of his liabilities, aud if he is not able to pay permits him to sue in 
forma ae and obtain his discharge. 

If, then, any argument can be employed against the bankrupt law 
as it now stands I have yet to hear it advanced, and if any good rea- 
son can be given why, when its beneficent operations are shown to be 
so actively employed as ap A at present, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] should not prevail, I cer- 
tainly shall be very glad to hear it stated. 

Mr. McCREERY. Mr. President, this debate and the number of 
amendments seem to promise an interminable consumption of time. 
I will therefore express the hope that the amendments will be voted 
down and that the Senator from Michigan will withdraw his amend- 
ment, and that the Senate will disagree to the last amendment of the 
House and ask for a committee of conference. I think that is the 
speediest way of . a conclusion on this subject. 

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. President, the only reason why I shall oppose 
the proposition of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] consists 
in the fact that the bankrupt bill is in itself an obstruction to busi- 
ness in the State which I represent in part on this floor. Outside of 
the cities there there are numbers of men owning real estate of large 
value without incumbrance, and owing an indebtedness equal to 
from one-tenth to one-half of the value of that real estate. They 
are unable to obtain any money upon the security of that real estate 
either in the form of mortgage or Fasost: They are being carried 
by loans from the banks. If they attempt to obtain money on mort- 
gage they are confronted with the answer at once, “a mortgage given 
by you puts you under the ban of the bankrupt statute, and these 
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creditors of yours can put our obligations into the general pool; we 
cannot lend you any money.” 

Take the class of men who in that State constitute the connectin 
link between labor and capital, the active, energetic, live men of busi- 
ness, those who employ labor, and hire capital. This is a meritorious 
class who want freedom from this threat, in orderthat they may be able 
to borrow money and go forward with their enterprises and employ 
the labor of that State. The law now is an impediment in the way of 
oe star ap of 8 ; it is turning out of labor 

ousan men every month; it is giving us great, serious, and grow- 
iug difficulty in the . of going 155 the process of reconstruct- 
ing our material business interests. Money we have in abundance in 
the Commonwealth ; there is abundance of valuable real estate upon 
which that money would find security of investment; but the bank- 
rupt law stands in the way of the investor, and is a menace to his inter- 
est und his security. 

Now, if the amendment of the Senator from Ohio is to prevail, we 
are kept upon the rack for months. No, sir, the people whom I rep- 
resent, this class of people, the men who employ the laborers of that 
State, ask an open door to pledge their realty as security for money 
to carry them forward and to get rid of high rates of interest paid to 
the men who are bas the usiness life out of them through the 
banks and the shaving ops; they want to pledge their realty, they 
want to be able to say to those who are willing to lend money upon 
the security of their real estate, There is no bankrupt law in the 
way; my creditors cannot pot me into bankruptey, although I do owe 
one- or one-half the value of my real estate.” This is the cause, 
the practical cause, of the desire of the people that I represent for the 
repeal, the unconditional and immediate repeal, of the bankrupt 
statute. Ishall be but performing their behest when I vote for its 
unconditional repeal. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania what the peculiarity of the law of his State is which prevents 
that now; what there is in the bankrupt law which prevents it? 

Mr. WALLACE. A ge upon the real estate of a debtor that 
is indebted at once puts the debtor in the power of the creditor who 
has not a Pony It is a pledge of real estate which can be avoided 
within four months. 

Mr. HOAR. A mortgage made without intent to defraud for a 
present consideration moving at the time? 

Mr. WALLACE. ven o ; but the fact that a mortgage has 
been given is to be tested in court, and in a t many cases can be 
overthrown. Our practical experience is that to attack is to over- 
Lad it. That is the fault and vice of the administration of this 
aw. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if 
he can name any possible case or state of facts in which a mo 
of the kind he has mentioned would be void against the bankrupt 
law where it would not be void against the legal process of a sing 
creditor on common-law principles or in chancery, if there were no 
bankrupt law. 

Mr. WALLACE. I have only to zepon my statement that our 
practical experience is that the mere giving of a mortgage by a debtor 
who has a number of debts unsecured is that it is treated as a pref- 
erence, and the man who is called on to lend money on that security 
will not take the risk. That is the practical difficulty, 

Mr. HOAR. If I understand the law—and I suppose it is the same 
in Pennsylvania as everywhere else—a conveyance made in fraud of 
creditors, that is made with a view of diverting the property from 
the 75 6870 of pre-existing debts, is only void against the bankrupt 
law when it is void against the common-law remedy of a creditor w 
sues where there is no bankrupt law. A conveyance such as the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has described, a mortgage to borrow money, 
is not a preference. A new m age, anew transaction, a new loan, 
though it is, it would not be voi against a single creditor ; and it is 

na = fae red it tee not be void as — ne pa law. 
The only possible case of a mortgage given by a tor ennsyl- 
vania or anywhere else which the pai — law would interfere with 
is not the case 3 Senator from ee eee but is the case 
where a person, b. pt or insolvent, unable to pay all his cred- 
itors, proposes to prefer one to the exclusion of the ot In that 
caso T 1 that the Senator would not say that he desired it should 
be lawful. 

Mr. WALLACE. No, sir; I do not think I would, but the fact 
is that the bankrupt law in substance declares that any such con- 
veyance shall be void. In substance it so declares, while under the 
State law or in the administration of the common law it becomes a 
question of fact to be tried by a jury. In the case put by the Sena- 
tor of the mere loan, the creditor, the man who is about to put his 
money upon the security of real estate, has a questionable secur- 
ity tendered to him ; he will not take the risk. It is this that puts 
itself in the way. go far as our State laws are concerned our people 
are entirely satisfied with them, because the question of frand 
comes a question of fact to be tried by a jury, while, under the bank- 
rupt law, the issue is made up against them, the prima facies are 
against them, and practice there has demonstrated that to give such 
a preference in five cases out of six is to pnt them under the harrow 
of pantrang proceedings. 

Mr. HOAR. The only casein which such a mortgage as the Senator 
has described would be held yoid under the bankrupt law is where 


it is intended to 
conveyance. In that case the rights of the parties holding the mort- 
age debt as against the assignee representing the creditors would 
tried by a jury and be governed by precisely the same rules and 


ve a fraudulent preference or make a fraudulent 


proceedings as if there were no bankrupt law. I cannot conceive, 
therefore, how the abolition of the bankrupt lawor the delay of that 
abolition for & few months can in the least have the effect which the 
Senator describes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts recognize 
the fact that one of the attendant evils of the bankrupt law is to pre- 
vent a man in failing and embarrassed circumstances from receiving 
that precise aid which his exigency makes essential to him ? Such is 
the ee eee Every man who has been accustomed to con- 
sider the affairs of an embarrassed merchant or trader by the light of 
the existing bankrupt law, will see the great difficulty of a man ob- 
taining aid at the very moment that he most needs it. Any security, 
whether by way of mortgage conveyance or by way of confession of 
judgment, is so open to impeachment that he who proposes to lend 
aid to the struggling debtor finds himself faced by the fear of having 
his security questioned, and therefore he withdrawsit. I think the 
honorable Senator is himself but too well aware of the great difliculty 
that the bankrupt act as it now stands prang to a man struggling 
in embarrassment. It has the effect of making securities doubtfu 
that at common law would be without that doubt. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that the bankrupt lawimpairs or 
affects any security which the common law does not impair or affect, 
2 security for pre-existing debts, security intended not to enable 
the debtor to proceed with his business, but intended simply to give 
one creditor a preference. 

Mr. BAY. But does it not throw upon every loan made to a 
man in embarrassed circumstances the onus of proving that it was not 
within the description of the act ? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not understand that it has any effect on the bur- 
den of proof whatever. 

Mr. BAYARD, It seems to me very plain, and I have considered the 
subject by the light of practical experience, that where the question 
is presented to legal counsel whether it would be safe to advance 
money to an embarrassed man, the question to be decided at the risk 
of the proposed loaner is whether the man is absolutely insolvent at 
that time or not, and if it shall turn out to be that at the time this 
security was given for the sake of extricating the debtor from his 
temporary embarrassment he was insolvent, man who lends the 
money finds himself in the possession of a security which is open to 
qos on, subject to a lawsuit, and which thereforeimpels him to with- 

raw the very aid that he would haye given if the features of this act 
did not confront him. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts, I think, will 
certainly agree that there is nothing in the common law that pre- 
vents a debtor from ee preferences. He may pay a debt toone 
creditor and deprive himself of all means to pay his other creditors, 
and that may be known to the m who receives parmons of the 
debt. He may give a security to one creditor which will have the 
effect to prefer that creditor, and the person who takes the security 
may know that the debtor is insolvent and that taking that security 
will result in depriving the other creditors of the payment of their 
debts, All that is tted at common law. 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis 3 what I said and stated was the dif- 
ference. That was not what the Senator from Pennsylvania said. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is not the bankrupt law by a long way. 
The ene & law is very different from that. Let us see what it is. 

Mr. HO Before the Senator from Ohio proceeds I should like 
to state that I am afraid he does not understand the exact point. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania said that the continuance of the 
bankrupt law until next January would prevent a large and merito- 
rious class of peons in his State who desire to borrow capital with 
which to em labor from receiving such assistance in their busi- 
ness as they des piron ries for the money loaned to them for 
that purpose, which w stand upon their real estate or other prop- 
erty; to which my reply was that no security of that kind against 
the common law was in the least impaired or affected by the bankrupt 
law, but that the only thing the bankrupt law prohibited which the 
common law permitted was exactly what the Senator from Ohio now 
states, to wit, the giving by a man insolvent and unable to pay all 
his creditors pregones to one; and that was not of course what the 
Senator from Pennsylvania desired to secure for the meritorious class 
of persons to which he adverted. That was the point. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ido not quite comprehend the view of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I repeat that at common law it is perfectly 
competent for a debtor to prefer a creditor. The mere preferring a 
creditor does not constitute a conveyance with intent to defrand 
creditors under the statutes of frauds. We all know that. Neither is 
the payment of a debt out and out to ohe creditor, leaving the others 
unpaid, a transfer of property in contravention of the statute of 
frauds. That has been changed a great deal in some of the States; 
in my own State, for instance, where a man cannot make an assign- 
ment, if he is in contemplation of insolvency, with intent to prefer 
any one creditor before any other, and if he does it goes for the ben- 
efit of all his creditors. That is by statutory law; but the common- 
oy right to prefer creditors is really taken away by the bankrupt 
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Mr. RANSOM. That is what the Senator from Massachusetts says. 

Mr. THURMAN. I understood him to say that it was not. 

Mr. HOAR. Did the Senator from Ohio understand me to say any- 
thing in conflict with what he states? 

Mr. THURMAN. Did I understand the Senator to say that the 
common-law right of preferring creditors is not taken away by the 
bankrupt law? 

Mr. HOAR. Not in the least. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not in the least. 

Mr. HOAR. On the contrary I affirmed as clearly as I could the 

recise proposition that the Senator from Ohio now states. I suppose 
t is as 5 a K as could possibly be stated. 

Mr. TH é e still misunderstand each other, I fear. Does 
the Senator say that the right of a debtor in contemplation of insolv- 
ency or actually insolvent to prefer a creditor, which existed at 
common law, still exists notwithstanding the bankrupt law? 

Mr. HOAR. No, Mr. President, I said nothing of the kind, but the 
con á 

Mr. THURMAN. Then we agree. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Pen 
be unjust to the business men of his State who desire to borrow 
money, to employ laborers, and re-establish business, that the bank- 
rupt few should continue in force until the Ist of next January, be- 
cause so long as it continued in force the mortgages which they made 
to secure new loans, not in fraud of anybody, not giving a prefer- 
ence to anybody, but made to secure new loans for a new present 
consideration then advanced, would be void, or at any rate exposed to 
danger if the bankrupt law continued, while they would not be ex- 
8 to danger if the common law were revived, or the local law of 

ennsylvania; to which I replied that the bankrupt law did not in 
the least affect, impair, or endanger such a transaction ; that there 
was no difference whatever between the common law and the bank- 
rupt law in re; to a bona fide loan of money; and that the only 
mortgage security given by a debtor which the bankrupt law made 
void, which the common law permitted to stand, was the class which 
the Senator from Ohio alludes to, of a preference of one creditor by a 
man in insolvent circumstances; and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
of course would not contend that such a mortgage should be per- 
mitted. 

Mr. THURMAN. The proposition stated by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is no new one to me or, I think, to any person who has 
studied the bankrupt law, even as we amended it in 1874, and made 
it more favorable in this t than it was before; but I think that 
he will find upon a carefu) examination of sections 5128 and 5129 of 
the Revised Statutes that there is very great doubt whether his 
opinion is correct on that subject. What is section 51287 

If apy paraos) being insolvent, or in contemplation of insolvency, within four 
montbs before the filing of the petition by or inst him, with a view to give a 
preference to any creditor or person having a m inst him, or who is under 
any liability for him, procures or suffers any part of his property to be attached, 
sequest , or seized on execution, or makes any payment, pledge, assignment, 
transfer, or conveyance of any part of his property, either directly or indirectly, 
absolutely, or conditionally, the person receiving such payment, pledge, assign- 
ment, transfer, or conveyance, or to be benefited thereby, or by such attachment, 
Anak DATAE sistant sagan oe aa TASHA is mew in free Ai A 
men rey: 5 0 0 10 p 
Walch of this tikie, the — shall be void, — the assignee may recover ie pro: 
erty, or the value of it, from the person so receiving it, or so to bo benefited. 

EC. 5129. If any person, Leen ee in contemplation of insolvency or 
bankruptcy, wi six months before the filing of the petition by or against him, 
makes any payment, sale, assignment, transfer, conveyance, or other disposition 


of any of to any person who then has reasonable cause to belicve 
him to 55 actin in contemplation of insolvency, and that such 
sale, assignment, 


er, or other 8 is made with a view to 
22 from coming to his assignee in kruptey, or to prevent the 


buted under this act, or to defeat the object of, or in any 
way impair, hinder, oe erred or delay the operation and effect of, or to evade any of 

tle, the sale, assignment, „or conveyance shall be 
, and the assignee may recover the property, or the value thereof, as assets of 
the bankrupt. 


The first of these sections prohibits preference of existing cred- 
itors, and perhaps does not meet the case of an original loan such as 
was sug; by the Senator from Massachusetts; but the Senator 
will see that the next section, section 5129, does not relate alone to 
existing debts or existing creditors, but provides in general that who- 
ever “ makes any payment, sale, assignment, transfer, conveyance, or 
other disposition of any part of his property,” not to a creditor to 

refer him, but “to any m who then has reasonable cause to 
lieve him to be insolvent or to be acting in contemplation of insoly- 
bg and so on. 
55 HOAR. But the “and so on” is a very important part of the 
section, 

Mr. THURMAN. I know; and that he does that with the intent 
to put the porey out of the operation of the bankrupt law. That 
is all very true; there is that provision in the section ; but the effect 
of that may be to withdraw the property from the operation of the 
bankrupt law by the creation of a new debt, and the fact that it is a 
new debt, that he receives money for it, may be oneof the very strongest 
reasons in the mind of the judge adjudicating under the bankrupt 
law to show that the thing was done to prevent the operation of the 
bankrupt law, and therefore fraudulent; for it may be said, “here 
is a man insolvent, or in danger of becoming insolvent; he sees an 
opportunity to sell a piece of property, or to mortgage it and get the 
money for it, and put the money in his pocket and clear out and leave 
that property free from the operation of the bankrupt law.” 


lvania argued that it would 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to remind him 
of two things? First, that the title of the mortgagee in such ciroum- 


stances can only be affected by the verdict of a jury, (not that the 
judge has no power to settle the question of the validity of the con- 
veyance;) and, second, that what that statute declares is nothing 
more than the rule of law in every case where the common law exists 
under the statute of Elizabeth and which Lord Coke declared in his 
Third Institutes, I think, was the common law of England before the 
statute of Elizabeth, to wit, that a conveyance made for value to a 
third person, but made to enable the debtor to defrand, delay, or defeat 
his creditors, is void. 
Mr. THURMAN. I do not think that it would be of any service to 
pene. this discussion about what the law is now. Whatever may 
the actual fact of the adjudication, the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia never was more correct in his life than in saying that the law 
does operate to deter people from rendering that aid to debtors in 
distressed circumstances which otherwise they would be inclined 
to render; therefore, the practical effect of it is just as bad as the 
Senator from Pennsylvania thinks it is. Nevertheless, I do not say 
this for the purpose of opposing the motion of my colleague to make 
this proposed law take effect on the Ist day of January next. If I 


had been present in the Senate when the original bill was passed, it 
was my pu to move an amendment to provide that the act should 
not take effect immediately on its passage. Whether the lst of Janu- 


ary next is too far off, or whether a shorter day ought to be fixed, I am 
not ectly clear ; but the fact is that, until the passage of this bill 
by the Senate, I do not think the country generally expected the 
bankrupt law to be repealed at this session of Congress. I think it 
took the country somewhat by surprise. There had been nothing 
said in either branch of gg. Bice except the very able speach of my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. MCCREERY] in introducing the bill, that 
looked very much like a repeal of the bankrupt law. He introduced 
his bill and made a speech; the bill was referred to the Judiciary 
Committee; it lay there a long time—four months, I believe—before 
it was reported; and I think very few petitions came to us one way 
or the other—scarcely any. Therefore I am safe in pes Ln that before 
the Judiciary Committee reported the bill favora y and recom- 
mended a repeal of the law the country generally did not expect it 
to be repealed during this session. Under those circumstan I in- 
tended to move an amendment to the bill, if I had been in the Cham- 
ber when it passed, providing that it should not take effect immedi- 
ately, but fixing some future day. How long a period ought to be 
allowed I do not pretend to say. 

While I am on my feet I want to notice a criticism which I am told 
was made this morning by my friend from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] on 
some remarks of mine 8 I was out, and came in just at the 
close of the remarks of the Senator from Kansas, and did not hear what 
he said in reference to a statement made by me; but I have been told 
what it yes ane I beg leave to refer to it very briefly. I spoke yes- 
terday of what a bankrupt law was and per yet is on the con- 
tinent of Europe, and of what it was in Great Britain up at least to 
the time when we passed our voluntary bankrupt law of 1841; of 
what it was when our fathers put into the Constitution the clause 
that Congress should have power to pass uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcy, and I said: 


For, Mr. President, ever since the discovery made in 1841, that it was com 
%V60000õã ͤâ bw 
‘ore— 


That is, before 1841— 
in any country, that I am aware of—that it was competent for Congress 
9 allow not only traders, but everybody of his own deeb ony 
on the surrender of his effects, to be relieved from the payment of his debts, &. 

No one has disputed, I think, that that is a correct statement. The 
Senator from Kansas has read from a British statute twenty 
years after ward, which allows in certain cases a debtor to petition 
against himself. 

Mr. INGALLS. Shall I disturb the Senator if I interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 2960, 
where the Senator said: 

Why, there is no such as a volun bankrupt law ni 
E 2 5 * enen 

Mr. THURMAN, I did say that. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think that is a mistake. 

Mr. THURMAN. I said that; but when I said it I did not recollect 
for the moment this British act of 1861, or I should have made an ex- 
ception of that act. 

r. INGALLS. That is the one now in force. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is the one now in force. 

Mr. INGALLS. Our act of 1867 was based on that. 

Mr. THURMAN, Yes. What I said was that before the idea of 
voluntary bankruptcy was introduced by our act of 1841 there was 
no country that I was aware of in which any such system prevailed ; 
and I did say farther, on page 2960, as the Senator has read, that I did 
not know of any such country now, except the United States. In 
making that statement, in the haste of speaking, I forgot for the 
moment the act of 1861 of Great Britain. It would be very easy to 


show, if it were at all material and would not be a waste of the time 
of the Senate, that the act of the British Parliament of 1861 was very 
far less wide in its scope than is our act of 1841 or the present bank- 
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But it would be a waste of the time of the 


rupt law in this conn 
Senate to do that and I refrain from the attempt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY in the chair.) The 
question is on the amendment of the Senater from Ohio [Mr. Mar- 
THEWS ] to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHRIS- 
* which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

e 


reta roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, (when his name was called.) Iam 
paired on this question with the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. SPEN- 
CER.] If he were t, I should vote “ 1 9 

Mr. C , (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. OGLEsBY.} If he 
were present, I should vote “yea” and he would vote “nay. 

Mr. G D, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with my colleague, [Mr. DORSEY ;) who, if here, would 
vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WIrn ERS, I who is de- 
tained from the Chamber by illness. If he were present, I should 
vote in favor of this amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. DAWXS. ] If he 
were = he would vote “ yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. PAD K, (when the name of Mr. SAUNDERS was called.) I 
desire to say on behalf of my colleague [Mr. SAUNDERS] that he is 
detained from the Senate to-day by serious illness in his family. 

The roll-call haying been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 25, nays 22; as W8: 
YEAS—25. 
Alison, Davis of W. Va. Lamar, Ransom, 
Bayard.’ Ferry, : Makala, — 
Blaine, Grover, Matthews, Thurman, 
Burnside, Merrimon, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, tohell, 
Davis of Illinois, Howe, Paddock, 
NAYS—22, 
Bailey, Cok Hill, Roli 
Vok!k! e AE T 
Be Harris, M j 
axe’ 
Cockrell, ~’ Morrill, 
ABSENT —29. 
Armstron Dorse Kirkw 8 
Bruce, aa Garland, ene ‘eller, 
Butler, Gordon, Oglesby, Whyte, 
Cameron of Wis., Tapaa, Windom, 
Chaffee, J — Withers. 
Conkling, Jones of Florida, Randolph, 
Conover, Jones of Nevada, Saunders, 
Dawes, Kernan, Sharon, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question recurs upon the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michi (Mr. CHRISTIANCY] as amended. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY, If in order, I shall withdraw the amendment, 
(though I suppose it is not now in order to do so,) and move to non- 
concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. That question I suppose will be open after 
adopting the amendment as amended. 

r. EDMUNDS. What is the pending question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will not the effect of agreeing to that as amended 
be to agree to the House amendment with an amendment, and will 
not that end the question and leave the bill entirely imperfect ? 

Mr. BLAINE. It will go back to the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it goes back to the H but the Sen- 

ate agree to their amendment with our amendment to it. 
Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I do not know what the fact is, but I under- 
stood the amendment of the Senator from Ohio to be an amendment 
to my amendment. If it were an independent amendment the ques- 
tion, of course, would be a very different one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan as ä 

Mr, EDMUNDS, I should like to make a parliamentary inquiry 
before I vote upon this question. I voted in favor of the amendment 
8 by the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator 

rom Michigan, because I believe that if the law is to be repealed it is 
better to fix a future day. A majority of the Senate has so voted. 
What I wish to ask of the Chair is, 9 the Senate votes to 
agree to the amendment of the Senator from Michi to the House 
amendment, as amended, whether it will not finish the question on 
that House amendment and be a concurrence in the House amend- 
ment with that amendment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will then be on the 
amendment of the House as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Chair rules that way, then there is no diffi- 
culty, but I think the law is the other way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the House would 


then be amended by the amendment of the Senator from Michigan 
and by the amendment to that amendment which was moved by the 
Senator from Ohio, and which has been adopted. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the amendment of the Senator from Ohio has 
been to, there is now but one amendment pending to the 
amendment of the House; and as it strikes me, without looking at 
the books, a vote in favor of an amendment to the House amendment 
is a vote to to the House amendment thus amended. If I am 
right in that, then though the amendment proposed to the House 
amendment is imperfect, as I think it is, you have finished so far as 
the Senate is concerned the consideration of the question. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator is wrong. 

Mr. HOAR. Would it not be perfectly in order, after this amend- 
ment to the House amendment offered by the Senator from Michigan 
is agreed to, for other Senators to offer further amendments to the 
House amendments ? 

Mr. BLAINE. It must be entirely in order, after this amendment 
is a to, to offer other amendments to the House amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BLAINE. This is an amendment to the House amendment. 
That does not preclude other amendments to the House amendment. 
It does preclude these words which the Senate will now vote in from 
being further amended; but that any other part of the House amend- 
ment can be amended is perfectly apparent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What I desire to get at, although it does not con- 
cern me so much as it does those who wish to pass the bill and to pass 
it right, is, supposing no other amendment be offered, which is a dif- 
ferent question, and we agree to the amendment as it now stands, 
whether it is then competent to disagree to the House amendment as 
we have amended it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be so, then there is no difficulty in the 
question, which I very much doubt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHRISTIAN] as amended. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 30, noes 17. 

Mr. BECK. I ask forthe yeas and nai 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. CHAFFEE, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. OGLEsByY.] he were 


here, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GARLAND, (when his name was called.) On this question I 
am paired with my colleague, [Mr. DorsEy,] who, if here, would vote 
st 1 55 ” and I should vote “ nay.” 

. INGALLS, (when his name was called.) On this question Iam 
aired with the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. WITHERS.) If he were 
ere, I should vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. PLUMB, (when his name was called.) I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawxrs.] If he were here, I should 
vote “nay. 

Mr. TELLER, (when his name was called.) On this question I am 
e with the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Parrerson.] If 

e were here, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 

yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


29. 

Ferry, McPherson, t, 

3 Grover, 3 bury, 
yard, Hamlin, mo Saunders, 
Blaine, Hoar, Mitch: i Thurman, 
Burnside, Howe, Windom. 
Cameron of Wis., Kirkwood, Paddoc 
Davis of Illinois, Lamar Randolph, 
unds, MeMillan, 
- NAYS—23. 

Bailey, Cok: Hereford, Maxey, 
8 Conkling, Hill, Rollins, 
Beck, Dennis, Johnston, Voorhees, 
Booth, Eaton, Kellogg, Wadleigh, 
Christiancy, Eustis, Wallace. 

Harris, McDonald, 

ABSENT—24, 

Armstrong, Davis of West Va., Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Bruce, be Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sharon, 
Butler, Dorsey, Kernan, Spencer, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Morgan, T, 

Gordon, Oglesby, Wh 

Ingalls, Patterson, Wi 


amendment as amended, 

Mr. McDONALD. I desire to offer an amendment to No. 2 of the 
House amendments, in line 17. I move to strike out the word 
“arising,” and insert “now pending or that may arise ;” so as to make 
the House amendment read : 


And all penal actions or criminal proceedings now pending or that may arise 
thereunder. 


As the sentence stands in the House amendment, it only applies to 
criminal proceedings that may arise thereunder, and does not save 
pending cases. The object of my amendment is to save criminal 
prosecutions that are now pending under the law. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. Is it competent to amend the amendment which we 
have already a to, by inserting words? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second amendment of the House 
has not been agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I thought the House amendment had been agreed 
to as amended. 
Mr. INGALLS. There are two amendments. 
Mr. THURMAN. I am a little afraid that the amendment sug- 
ted by the Senator from Indiana might possibly have the effect to 
imit these words instead of to extend them. It strikes me that the 
amendment needed here is the one su ted by the Senator from 
Vermont, and which I should be glad if he would put in words, and 
that is to save causes of action as well as actions. The House amend- 
ment seems only to include actions or criminal proceedings, and the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana has the same scope only. I 
suggest to the Senator from Vermont, as it was his suggestion and 
not mine, that he formulate something to save both classes of 


actions. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe that the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana is open to the criticism which the Senator from Ohio 


has stated; but the suggestion which I have to make to the Senate 
and that I hope the Senate will agree to in the interest of finishing 
this bill at the earliest moment and finishing it right, is to now disa- 
gree to the House amendments as amended and ask the House for a 
conference on the subject, which can settle it. It would be a matter 
of high privilege in the House and could be disposed of more speedily 
in that than in any other way. 

Mr. McDONALD. If that motion is made I shall withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. I make that motion. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the full effect of that motion should be ob- 
served by Senators. It entirely destroys the action in regard to post- 
poning the operation of this bill until January next, and leaves no 
other action to be communicated by the Senate to the House, except 
that we disagree to their amendments, so that we shall have really 
marched up the hill simply to march down again. 

Mr. W. ACE. But would not the committee of conference take 
these votes as an instruction in the performance of its duty? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania think they 
ought to do so? 

Mr. WALLACE. Would they pay no attention to them! 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. This bill would then go to the committee 
of conference without our amendment to the House amendment ! 

Mr. BLAINE. Of course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So it would, anquestionably, because di 
ing to the House amendment as amended, of course the whole amend- 
ments of the Senate drop, and the conference committee is then put 
into exactly the same attitude that the Senate is now occupying. 
The Senate conferees can ask the House conferees to put in the very 
provision that cae Seka instructed by this vote of the Senate, and that 
a majority of the Senate wish to putin. If the House conferees are 
willing, they can assent to it; if they are not willing, represent- 
ing the views of their House, then they will fail to get it all. That 
is all there is to it. It does not hurt anybody. 

Mr. HAML It seems to me much the wiser course for the Sen- 
ate to pursue will be to agree to the amendment as amended, and then 
2 it to the House and allow them to ask for a committee of con- 

erence, 

Mr. INGALLS and others. That is it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. And then the provision would go before the com- 
mittee of conference as the Senate have adopted it. 

Mr. BLAINE, Then we should have something to insist upon. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If my colleague will allow me, then the committee 
of conference would have legitimately and directly before it the action 
of the Senate. If we di to the House amendment all the action 
of the Senate is set aside, and it will be new matter to be pro 
by the conferees on the part of the Senate for the consideration of 
the committee. A wiser course would be, I think, for the Senate to 
agree to it in its terms, and let the whole subject, as the Senate have 
perfected it, go to a committee of conference. That is my opinion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be perfectly trueif the other portion 
of this amendment that we have been on, the saving clauses of this 
bill which everybody agrees to be important, were in a proper condi- 
tion; but I think almost everybody sees that they are not. Suppose, 
then, that we to the House amendment with our amendment just 
as it stands in its imperfect shape, to take effect on the Ist of January. 
Suppose the House of Representatives agree to that; we have no 
Teason to sup that they will not or that they will; suppose they 
do; then we have become parties with the House of Representatives 
in asking them to unite with us in passing a law which does not have 
the proper saving clauses, and there is the end of it, and we are re- 
sponsible for this mischievous and vicious legislation as much as any- 
body else. The only way to perfect the 5 part of this 

rformonce is in a conference between the two Houses, as this body 

as refused to have any committee consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Vermont that 
the effect of the course he proposes is to put the bill still more into the 

power of the House, because if they recede from their amendment we 
aving disagreed to it, the bill passes unamended. The Senator cer- 
tuinly does not want that nobody wants it. In other words, if the 


course su ted by the Senator from Vermont is taken the Senate 
sends the bill back with its last formal declaration that it has changed 
its mind and does not desire the amendment to the bill that we have 


just voted to putontoit. If wesend it backin the mode su d by 
the Senator from Maine, [Mr. HAMLIN, ] then the committee of con- 
ference will be appointed in all probab lity. Practically everybod 


knows that it will. The House will disagree and confer, and the b 
then goes to a committee of conference with the expression of the 
Senate’s opinion adhered to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That suggestion has great force, I admit, but 
the answer to that would be at once, we have agreed to the House 
amendment with this amendment; therefore that part of the House 
amendment that we agree to becomes to between the Houses, 
and the conference committee cannot touch it, and you have tied up 
ur HOAR Thal. t the parliamentary result. í 

r. at is not the i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator from Vermont, I think, is suggesting 
some very novel parliamentary law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It may be. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I do not know whether a motion to refer 
is now in order; and I do not know whether the Senate is ready to 
trust the Judiciary Committee, but since this amendment has been 
put upon the bill 5 the operation of the repeal until the ist 
of January, I think that if the bill were referred to the Judici 
Committee they would report it back to-morrow; the chairman coul 
get it in proper shape about the saving clause, and there would be 
no trouble aboutitatall. We have voted upon this question of refer- 
ence once or twice, but that was before the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. MATTHEWS] was added. I think the Senate now 
is in a frame of mind to refer the bill to the Judiciary Committee to 
got it in shape so that there shall not be any dispute as to what the 

w has repealed, and that there may be a sufficient saving clause to 
it. Imake that motion now. 

Mr. BLAINE. With instructions to report it back to-morrow? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois. Not with instructions, but I think they 
will be able to report it to-morrow. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. My motion is pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves to 
refer the bill, with the amendment of the House, to the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. CHRISTIANCY. Does that take precedence of my motion ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It does. 

Mr. BECK. There have been a good many ips = a made as to 
the effect of sending this bill to a committee of conference and the 
limitations that would be put upon that committee by the action of 
the Senate. I should like to know whether there would be any 
obstacle now in the way of the House withdrawing its amendment 
in the committee of conference. We have merely amended their 
amendment, as I understand, If the question is to be made one of 
instructions, based upon the action of the Senate, and the House con- 
ferees should see fit to withdraw the amendment which they put to 
the bill, of course that would carry with it the amendment which we 
have now added to their amendment. I should like to read for the 
edification of the proposed conferees the number of Senators who 
voted for and against this bill originally. There were 37 yeas, bein 
Messrs. ARMSTRONG, BECK, BLAINE, BOOTH, BUTLER, CAMERON O 
sg tnia CAMERON of Wisconsin, COKE, CONKLING, Davis of 
West Virginia, EATON, Eustis, FERRY, GARLAND, GORDON, GROVER, 
Harris, HEREFORD, INGALLS, JOHNSTON, JONES of Florida, KERNAN, 
Lamar, MCCREERY, MCDONALD, Mc N, Maxey, MITCHELL, 
MORGAN, MORRILL, OGLESBY, PLUMB, ROLLINS, TELLER, WADLEIGH, 
WALLACE, and WHYTE. The nays were Messrs. ALLISON, ANTHONY, 
BURNSIDE, CONOVER, MCMILLAN, and SAUNDERS ; it being a vote of 
37 to 6. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to state to the Senator that although my 
name is not recorded I voted for the repeal of the law, and the next 
morning I stated the fact that my name was omitted, and the RECORD 
was corrected accordingly. 

Mr. BECK. Iam gladto knowthat. That makes 38 to 6. There- 
fore if the House should be obliging enough to withdraw their amend- 
ment, that we have now amended, our conferees would have very 
strong instructions from the Senate in this vote to tell them that the 
original bill was right. 

. ALLISON. ill not the Senator have read also the number of 
Senators who did not vote at all on this bill, showing that a majority 
did not vote for the bill? 

Mr. BECK. Those who did not vote at all were simply not doing 
their duty. We only know what those meant who voted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me 
one moment. I did not vote, but I had paired with the Senator from 
Michigan, [Mr. Curistrancy.] The senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
THURMAN] was paired also with the junior Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. 
MATTHEWS. ] 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I desire to say that I was paired with my col- 
league, and that I announced the pair while the vote was being taken. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I also was one of those who did not vote. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say that I intended to vote and should have 
voted in the affirmative, but somebody called me out of the Chamber 
for a moment, and the vote was taken while I was gone and sooner 
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than I expected. Iregretted it very much; but as there were thirty- 
seven who voted in the affirmative, I was satisfied, 

Mr. BECK. There were four pairs announced, which would have 
made 41 to 10. 

Mr. WALLACE. What is the Senator’s point? 

Mr. BECK. There was some su tion made to the effect that our 
action to-day would be an instruction to the House upon their action 
in conference. The House conferees might regard it that the Senate 
had givena pat Bc ad instruction to re thislaw. A good deal 
has been said about the effect of our action upon the conference pro- 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I desire to say to the Senator from Kentucky that 
I was one of the Senators who did not do their duty, and if I had 
been present I should have yoted “nay.” That would have made 
seven. 

Mr. SARGENT, I do not understand the logie of the proposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky. He says that the House conferees, 
in committee of conference, instructed by a former large vote of the 
Senate contrary to its present action and subsequent vote, would 
withdraw their amendment. I do not understand that when the Senate 
amends a House amendment the House has any power to withdraw 
its amendment. It can agree with the Senate in the matter which 
the Senate has put on as an amendment to the House amendment; 
but a committee of conference has no further power. The House in 
conference has not the power, neither has the Senate in conference 
the power. Anything that is done must be by the concurrence of 
both parties, or else there is a di ment. 

It may be true that on the 16th of April a ə number of Senators 
were in favor of repealing the bankrupt law absolutely. I find that 
my name is not recorded there. I daresay if I had been here I should 
have voted in favor of the re but I have seen enough in the 
journals of the country since that time, notice enough of men hurry- 
ing to take advantage of the law before it is repealed, to be satisfied 
that the law answers a present purpose of the country. I have fur- 
ther been satisfied by arguments brought forward by different Sena- 
tors notably by the remarks of the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. AL- 
AORN t there is a necessity that this law should be extended, 
especially in the unsettled state of the business of the country, espe- 
cially in view of the fact that the gradual approach tow: specie 
payment has left many a man who eee debts some years ago 
overwhelmed in such a position that some relief is n for him 
by a bankrupt law. If at any time during the last ten years such a 
law has been necessary now is the time, and the necessity is likely 
to continue during the next six months, when business is endeavor- 
ing to resume its normal condition, and these helps of the legislation 
of Congress are necessary in order to enable the debtor to free his 
shoulders of an overwhelming burden. 

These ents have come to my mind with great force, and that 
is the reason why I have now voted to postpone the time of the re- 
pealof this law. It seems to me that if the Senate now throws away 
all that it did yesterday and to-day, especially that which has been 


done to-day, and takes back the proposition that the re of this 
law shall delayed some months, and simply sends this bill back 
to the House of resentatives with amendment No. 1 concurred 


in and amendment No, 2 non-concurred in, the very natural action 
of the House, judging by its former course, would be to recede from 
its amendment, which is really one of form rather than substance in 
the view of those who desire this repeal, and then leave the law sub- 
8 ed from the passage of the bill. 

Now, sir, 1 want to avoid that. I want to see if in a reasonable 
conference of the two Houses there cannot be such a compromise made 
on this bill as that three or four or six months, if possible, shall be 
allowed before the bankrupt act is absolutely repealed. That is the 
logic of the attitude of the Senate to-day. It makes no difference what 
the attitude of the Senate was sixteen days ago; that is its present 

ition; and I do not want tosee itsurrendered, because it hus been 
‘ought up to by means of arguments upon the floor and among Sena- 
tors. The debates show that they have influenced Senators’ minds. 
Before this matter came up on the House amendments we had very 
little debate. There was a very able, thougha very short, speech made 
by my friend from Kentucky [Mr. MOCREERY] in favor of e 
wherein one side of the matter was presented with a t deal ot pie- 
turesqueness, and I might say with very considerable eloquence and 
ability; but the other side of the position was searcely debated at 

, certainly not so much as it should have been. I believe this 
is one of debates which sometimes take place that instruct 
the Senate and influence Senators’ minds; not written speeches read 
from their desks; not speeches prepared in Senators’ studies, but a 
conflict of mind against mind in the propositions involved, short, 
eris carrying conviction to the minds of Senators. After 
the influence of such a debate and after the vote of the other day, 
no doubt reversed in numbers, has been reversed in effect, I do not 
believe there is a Senator here to-day who has voted for the extension 
of time when this repeal shall take effect whois not prepared, in view 
of the light that has been thrown upon the question in this debate 
and in the state of the business of the country during the last two 
weeks to justify his vote in favor of extending the law, even though 
he may have voted the other way before. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to say a word before he 
sits down? 


Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. I made the remarks I did and read the record I did 
because I understood and still understand that the Senators who suc- 
ceeded in having the amendment passed regarded it as being some- 
what of a limitation apon the powerof the House or the power of the 
Senate conferees to a full and free conference upon the whole bill. I 
endeavored to show that the vote of the Senate was so absolute upon 
the bill as it passed the Senate, and I might have said the vote of 
the House, as shown by the RECORD, of 205 to 39, was so absolute in 
favor of the bill, that I did not desire it to be understood that the 
conferees would receive the impression of a change of mind on the 
pert of the Senate. I do not believe it exists, nor do I want the con- 

erees to do anything else than have a full, free, and fair conference 
upon all the questions of difference between the two Houses. 

But I rose particularly to say that when I was asked the question 
in regard to the number of absentees, and made the remark that 
those who were absent failed to do their duty to the Senate, I meant 
by that no disrespect. It was not a proper statement to be made, and 
I did not intend to make it in that sense. I meant simply to say they 
were absent and you could not tell what they 5 have done if 
miez ban been here. It is often impossible for Senators to be here, 
I not mean to reflect upon any Senator for being absent that day, 
whether by reason of business, sickness, or anything else. The mo- 
ment the su tion was made to me that there was im ropriety in 
that form o guage, I said I would rise and take it all back, and, 
if necessary, apologize to any Senator who was absent for using any 
such form of expression, as I now do. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I need not say that I make the motion to 
refer in good faith, not with any view to smother the bill and keep 
it in committee, but to report it back as soon as the chairman may 
call the committee together, and have a proper saving clause and a 
proper re ing clause adopted. 

r. McDON. That motion takes precedence over my motion 
to amend the amendment of the House, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not ask the Senate to refer this bill, but I 
simply wish to say that if the Senate choose to refer it I think I can 
state that they shall have a report to-morrow morning, if four mem- 
bers of the committee can be got Toet as I have no doubt they can. 

The PRESIDING OFFICE The question is on the motion to re- 
fer the bill and amendments to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, yesterday I voted against the refer- 
ence of this bill to the Judiciary Committee. My vote was cast then 
under the impression that we could very speedily dispose of all the 
questions that were then pending before the Senate. I myself be- 
lieved that the bill as originally passed by the Senate and as it was 
sent to the House protected all interests and all rights that depended 
upon the previous administration of the bankrupt law. The House 
chose, however, to put an amendment to it, out of more abundant 
caution, to save and protect these rights. I was willing myself to 
recognize that amendment and I believed that here we could in a few 
minutes settle all questions that arose upon it. But the experience 
of yesterday and to-day leads me to believe that, although practical 
men and lawyers as most of us are, while we might in a conversation 
of five minutes settle every question either of construction or of phra- 
seology that can properly arise in an endeavor to perfect this bill, 
still sitting as a legislative body it has seemed impossible to do so; 
and under the assurance that has been given to us by the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee I shall vote to send this bill to that com- 
mittee in order that it may be reported back in the morning in such 
see that the Senate can act intelligently upon it. 

. TELLER. I have said that I am 1 with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. PATTERSON] who voted several times yesterday 
for a reference of the bill to the Judiciary Committee. I fel at lib- 
erty, therefore, to vote as I shall vote to refer the bill to the com- 
mittee, althongh I am exeo ony anxious that the law should be 
repealed. I vote to refer upon the statement made by members of 
the committee that theDill shall not be smothered in the committee. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make what they call in the House a 
parliamen e If this bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary will that committee be in any way bound by the votes 
that have been taken to-day on amendments ? 

Mr. SARGENT. They will take the bill in its present state. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. THURMAN. Suppose, for instance, that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee should want to report the bill witha shorter time or a longer 
time than the Ist of January, 1879. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
that that is hardly a practical question. The Judiciary Committee 
have the sense of the Senate that the Ist day of January is the period 
fixed by the Senate for this bill to go into operation. They certainly 
would report that time; and the other question is simply a matter of 

hraseology. s 
ri Mr. ALLISON. Whatever the committee may report will be open 
to amendment in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion to refer the bill and amendments to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 37, nays 
16; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Allison, Davis of Illinois, Kirkwood, it, 
Anthony, Davis of W. Va., Lamar 7 
Bailey Eaton, Mo Saunders, 
Bay: Eustis, McPherson, ‘Teller, 
Blaine, Ferry, Ws, Thurman. 
Bruce, Grover, Me Wadleigh, 
Burnside, Ham Mitchell, Windom. 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Morrill, 
Christiancy, Howe, Ransom, 
Conkling, Rollins, 
NAYS—16. 
Beck, Coke, Hereford, Maxey, 
age — — 
Jameron o j 3 s pi 
5 McDonald, Voo 
ABSENT—23. 

Armstrong, Dorsey, Kellogg, Sharon, 
Barn Edmunds, Spaa 
FFF 

ohnston, Í 
Conover, Jones of Florida, Pati Withers. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 


So the motion to refer was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. GEORGE M. 
Apams, its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1887) to extend the provisions of section 3297 of 
the Revised Statutes to other institutions of learning; 

A bill ¢ . R. No. 3859) for the relief of Silas M. Norton, postmaster 
at Bristol, Connecticut; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1639) making an vid od ai pra 1 at 
the entrance of the jetties in the South Pass of the Mississippi River; 

A bill (H. R. No. 3822) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. No. 15) to alter and amend the act entitled“ An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and tosecure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other pono approved 
July 1, 1862, and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved 
July 2, 1864, in amendment of said first-named act; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 158) for the erection of a monument 
over the grave of Thomas Jefferson. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. WINDOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. No. 4286) to establish post-roads in the sey- 
eral States herein named; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RESUMPTION OF SPECIE PAYMENTS, 


Mr. MATTHEWS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator from Ohio, if he will give me his 
ear, to allow me to submit a motion to go into executive session for 
a few moments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That is better. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Maine to yield to me that I may call up the bill to amend the resump- 
tion act, in order that it may be the unfinished business at one o’clock 
to-morrow. Ido this at the request of the Senator from Michigan, 
[ Mr. 8 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me understand for what purpose? To enable 

some Senator to make a speech · or to press it to a vote? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not to press it to a vote to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. R. No. 805) to repeal all 
that part of the act approved January 14, 1875, known as the resump- 
tion act, which authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to dispose of 
United States bonds and redeem and cancel the greenback currency, 
will be regarded as before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
if no objection be made. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I insist on my motion for an executive session. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I give way to the Senator from Maine for that 


urpose, 
ig The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at four o’clock and twenty min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, ‘May 1, 1878. 


The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. Prayer by Rev. ALFRED H. 
Ames, of Washington, District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
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THE TARIFF. 


Mr. O'NEILL. I ask unanimous consent of the House to present 
a memorial from the operatives on textile manufactures in Phila- 
delphia and its vicinity, praying for the defeat of what is known as 
the Wood tariff. The memorial is signed by 5,553 male operatives 
and by 1,199 female operatives, making 6,752 petitioners. 

Mr. EDEN. Does the gentleman ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD? Why not introduce it through the box? 

Mr. O'NEILL. Oh, no, Ido not ask that it be printed, but I simply 
ask to be allowed to present it in open House. 

There was no objection, and the petition was received and referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT COLD SPRING HARBOR, LONG ISLAND. 
Mr. COVERT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution ; which was read, considered, andd agree to: 
Resolved, That the Secre! of the Treasury and he is hereby, nested to 
inform this House what e if any, is — in — — here- 


tofore appropriated, for the erection and completion of a and sufficient 
re on the middle ground at the 8 of Cold Boring Harbor, Long 


Mr. COVERT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRACTIONAL SILVER COIN. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 4663) providing for the exchange of fractional silver coin for 
United States notes; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BREWER. That bill should be referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, which has the subject now under 
consideration. 

Mr, STEPHENS, of Georgia. That subject is already before the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and the Committee 
have upon a bill which they are ready to report to the Honse. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. The Committee on Banking and Currency 
have this same subject under consideration, and this proposition is 
involved in a bill before that committee. It seems t it is emi- 
nently proper that the bill should be referred to that committee. My 
object is to get oat action upon it, for the bill is very much needed 
in some of our larger business cities. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It belongs eminently to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. We have the matter 
under consideration and a bill agreed upon which we will report at 
the very first opportunity. 

The SPEAKE The question will be first taken upon the motion 
to refer to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

The motion was to; and the bill was 8 referred 
“ik the e e on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 

printed. 


PROCEEDS OF SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES, 


Mr. WILLIS; of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, presented the 
petition of 10,000 citizens of the State of Kentucky, in favor of the 
educational bill now pending before Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 


DISABLED SOLDIERS IN THE DEPARTMENTS, 


Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secre of War, the Seeretary of the Treasury, and the Seo- 
retary ot the Interior, respectively, be directed to furnish this Hous with a list of 
the names of all persons holding positions in their respective Departments who 
were honorably discharged from the military ornaval service To of disabili: 
resulting from wounds or sickness incurred in the line of „and when 
service of such persons, respectively, commenced. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the word “re- 
quested ” be used instead of the word “ directed.” 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey. I have no objection, and will modify 
the resolution in accordance with the suggestion of the Chair. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 

Mr. CLARK, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bill No. 893 
be taken from the Speaker's table aud referred 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that he was about to sub- 
mit a request to the House that unanimous consent be given that 
Senate bills upon the Speaker’s table be read by their titles in their 
order and referred to their pepe committees. The Chair would 
say that under this request, if any member desires to have a bill re- 
main upon the 8 table, an objection to its reference would 
leave it there. There are a great number of bills on the Speaker's 
table which should be considered by the appropriate committees and 
the order of proceeding suggested by the Chair is in the interest of 
facilitating business. 

Mr. E. It will be a reference by unanimons consent. 
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The SPEAKER. A reference by unanimous consent, not to be 
brought back upon a motion to reconsider. The Chair does not pro- 
pose that the bills shall be taken up for consideration or action. 

Mr..WOOD. And to be referred without discussion ? 

The SPEAKER. Without discussion. 

Mr. PAGE. When will there be a morning hour? I am desirons 
that there shall be a morning hour. 2 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour can be had after this reference 
of bills on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. PAGE. Very well. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER’S TABLE. 


The following bills were then taken up, read a first and second 
time, and referred as indicated : 

A bill (S. No. 134) making further appropriations for continuing the 
improvements of Galveston Harbor, State of Texas—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. No. 859) for the relief of Charles L. Davenport—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 933) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to refund a certain tax erroneously collected—to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. No. 1021) for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 1047) regulating the appointment of cadet midship- 
men in the Naval Academy at Annapolis—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 927) to authorize the construction of a narrow- gau 
railroad from Bismarck to the Black Hills—to the Committee on Rall. 
ways and Canals. 

e Clerk read the following by its title; 
AAs oint resolution (Ss. No. 23) providing for the distribution and sale 
of the new edition of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this joint resolution will 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. ACKLEN. I desire that joint resolution to remain on the Speak- 
er's table. When I get the opportunity I shall ask unanimous consent 
that it be taken up and considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will remain upon the Speaker's table. 

The Clerk read the title of the nomna 

A bill (S. No. 148) to confirm the term for the period of seventeen 

ears from the date of its original grant of the patent of Thomas A. 
eston. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask that that bill remain upon the Speaker's table, 
as I propose in due time to ask consent that it be taken up and put 
on its ry 

The SPEAKER. It will require unanimous consent for its consid- 
eration, and it really will facilitate the passage of the bill to refer it 
at this time. 

Mr. VANCE. The committee have considered the subject of the 
bill, and are ready to recommend action upon it. - 

The SPEAKER. The bill will remain upon the Speaker's table. 

The following bills were read a first and second time and referred, 
as indicated : 

A bill (S. No. 258) to retrocede to the State of Florida jurisdiction 
over lands reserved for a dock-yard in the county of Escambia, in said 
State—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 259) to revive and extend the provisions of an act ap- 

roved June 8, 1872, granting the right of way through the public 
ds of the United States to the Pensacola and Louisville Railroad 
ompany—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

A bat (S. No. 330) explanatory of section 1819 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and to ratify and confirm certain territorial 
legislation, and fer other purposes—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 
A bill (S. No. 365) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau—to the Com- 


mittee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 398) extending the act of July 2, 1862, entitled“ An 
act donating public lands to the several States and Territories which 
may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts,” to the State of Colorado, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 394) to place the name of Daniel H. Kelly upon the 
muster-roll of Company F, Second Tennessee Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Military irs. 

A bill (S. No. 350) to enable citizens of the State of Florida to trans- 
fer a portion of their pre-emptions and homesteads to aid in the con- 
struction of rai to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

A bill (S. No. 455) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill. (S. No. 612) for the relief of John A. Torrence—to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 800) for the relief of the heirs of Major D. C. Smith 
to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 902) for the relief of Carl Jussen—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (8. No. 909) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept an 


absolute gift of land necessary for mili urposes—to the Com- 
mittee oe Mintary Affairs. PNR 

A bill (8. No. 51) for the relief of Albert Towle, postmaster at 
Beatrice, Nebraska—to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 242) regulating divorces in the Territories of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 490) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to determine claims, and for other pur- 
poses, at Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I ask that this bill lie on the table 
— the present. I want to have it put on its passage without any 
reference, 


The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 187) authorizing the 
Commissioner of Patents to rehear the application of Stephen V. 
Benét for a patent for cartridges. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to the reference of this bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 426) for the relief of the 
Masonic Hall Company of Atlanta, Georgia. 

Mr. CANDLER. Lask that this bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill, and has had no consideration 
by any committee of this House. 

Mr. CONGER. I think it should go to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that to refer the bill now to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar would be a step in 
advance of the regular proceedings. 

Mr. CANDLER. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
of Claims. It is not a war claim. 

Mr. CONGER. If I remember that bill correctly, it relates to pay- 
ment for dam growing out of the war. 

The SPEAK It is for the occupation of buildings since the 
war, and the Chair thinks it should properly be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

Mr. CONGER. It is for occupation of buildings by the military. 

Mr. CANDLER. I believe the buildings were occupied by the mil- 
itary ; but it was in 1866, and took place under a contract arrangement. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not insist upon the reference to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. $ 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 238) extending the time 
for the construction and completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I ask that this bill remain on the 
Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. uk sine being made to the reference, the bill 
will remain on the table. 

Mr. EE, of Massachusetts. I ask that the bill be ordered to be 
printed. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. LUTTRELL. I ask that this bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection to the reference, and, under the 
arrangement to by the House, it must remain on the table. 
The bill can be reached whenever the House goes to the Speaker’s 
table by motion under the rnle. The gentleman from California 
(Mr. LurrRELLI can make that motion. 

Mr. LUTTRE I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee onthe Pacific Railroad. 

The SPEAKER, That motion is not in order now; it will be 
whenever the House proceeds to the Speakers table under the rule. 
These ne are now being taken up by nnanimous consent for refer- 
ence only. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 655) to incorporate the 
1 and Black Hills Railroad and Telegraph Vesey gab 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this bill will be referred 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Mr. CORLETT. I ask that the bill be printed. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I ask that all bills referred under the present 
proceeding be printed. 

The SPEAKER. All bills referred under this arrangement will be 
ordered to be printed. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 185) to amend section 
2931 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow repay- 
ment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the tonnage tax where it 
has been exacted in contravention of treaty provisions. 

Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
by a resolution unanimously adopted to ask that this bill remain on 
the Speaker's table to be taken up and put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the reference, the bill 
will remain on the table. : 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 312) for the relief of 
Robert Coles. 

Mr. SAPP. I ask that this bill remain on the Speaker’s table. 
has been ee y examined by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the reference, the bill 
will remain on the table. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. No. 337) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Halsey, paymaster, United States Army. 


It 
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Mr. JOYCE. I ask that this bill remain on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the reference, the bill 
will remain on the table. 

The following bills were read a first and second time and referred 
as indicated: 

A bill (S. No. 260) for the relief of H. A. Myers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 312) for the relief of Robert Coles—to the Committee 
on Military irs. 

A bill (8. No. 334) for the relief of William Bowlin, late of Com- 
pany L, Second Arkansas Cavalry—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

A bill (S. No. 342) for the relief of Phœbe Henrietta Groesbeck—to 
the Committee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 471) for the relief of M. S. Draughn—to the Commit- 
tee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 520) to authorize the claimants to certain lands in 
Santa Barbara County, California, to submit their claim to the United 
States district courts for that State for adjudication—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8. No. 594) for the relief of William W. Speirs, late assistant 
surgeon United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 644) for the relief of Dwight W. Hakes—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 801) to amend section 2403 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in relation to deposits for surveys—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (8. No. 878) to disapprove and annul an act of the Legislative 
Assembly of New Mexico, passed on the 18th of January, 1 by a 
two-third vote of both houses over the veto of the governor of said 
Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. No. 906) releasing the title of the United States in a cer- 
tain parcel of land to the assigns of John Cutler—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 913) for the relief of Nicholas Wax, Michael Granery, 
and Moline 2 the Committee on the oian: 

A bill (S. No. 955) for the relief of the estate of John Waters, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 43) to provide for taking testimony to be used before 
Con, in cases of private claims against the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. No. 88) for the relief of James W. Richard and J. S. Brown 
& Brother, of Denver, Colorado—to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 288) for the relief of Gibbes & Co., of Charleston, 
South Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. No. 319) for the relief of the Metropolitan police force of 
the District of Coluambia—to the Committee of Claims. 

A bill (8. No. 797) for the relief of Acting Master Robert Platt, 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8. No. 824) ) establishing the rank of the senior inspector- 
general—to the Committee on Military 

A bill (S. No. 889) granting a pension to John Etzell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. No. 1031) for the relief of the estate of E. Rouff—to the 
Committee of Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 27) for the relief of Amos B. Ferguson—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. No. 893) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
examine the evidence of payments made by the State of Missouri 
since April 17, 1866, to the officers and N of the militia forces 
of said State for military services actually performed in the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion in full concert and co-operation with the author- 
ities of the United States and subject to their orders, and to make 
report thereof to Con to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 1066) for the relief of Doughty & Card—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. No. 1068) for the relief of T. B. Kelly—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (8. No. 1071) for the relief of settlers on the public lands— 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 1073) granting lands to the State of Minnesota in lieu 
of certain lands heretofore granted to said State—to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. No. 1096) for the relief of Samson Goliah. 

A bill (S. No. 3969) regulating the appointment of justices of the 
peace, commissioners SEREH and constables within and for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

STEPHEN V. BENÉT. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my objection to the reference of Senate 
bill No. 187. 

The bill (S. No. 187) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents to 
rehear the eee of Stepheu V. Benét for a patent for cartridges 
was then taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

FORECLOSURE OF MORTGAGES. 
Mr. LYNDE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


away ae he ae the foreclosure of mortgages and deeds of trust in 
the District of Columbia and to prevent fraudulent releases; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
PACIFIC MAIL STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 3009) to authorize the payment of balance due to the Pa- 
citic Mail Steamship Company; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

ROAD FROM DULUTH TO PIGEON RIVER. 


Mr. CALDWELL, of Tenn also, by unanimous consent, from 
the same committee, rted back petition for appropriation for a 
road from Duluth to Pigeon River; which was also referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. It is understood that all these references are not to 
be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER, Such has been the understanding. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. FULLER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back favorably a bill (H. R. No. 747) to amend the 
act entitled “An act to amend an act to construct a railroad and tel- 
egraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,” Re July 2, 1864; which, with the someones ing re- 

rt, was ordered to be printed, and recommitted, not to rought 

ack by a motion to reconsider. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I demand the regular order of busi- 
ness, so as to have a morning hour. 

Mr. ATKINS. I want the House to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, to proceed with the consideration 
of the erat Ko., appropriation bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask unanimous consent 3 to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to allow a morning hour y. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has had a YATRA day in court so far. 

Mr. AT. S. I myself allow nothing; it is the House which 
allows it. There are a great many gentlemen here pressing me to 
proceed with the appropriation bill. I propose to submit the propo- 
sition to the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will submit the proposition, which is 
a privileged one, and if the House wishes to have a mOng hour it 
will vote down the motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. ATKINS. Imove the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. EDEN in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 4104) making appropriations 
for 5 le 90 megan aoa 2 1 . the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The rearing of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Washington: 

For salaries of governor, chief-justice, and two associate judges, at $2,600 each; 
er 5 N For rent of secretary's office, hire of messenger, 
light, fael, — furnitare, repairs, and other incidentals, $1,000. 

‘or contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the governor, $500. 

Mr. JACOBS. I offer the following amendment: 

In line 1128 strike out “$500” and insert ‘$1,500; " so that it will read: 

For contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the governor, $1,500 


In section 1958 of the Revised Statutes, which is a law unrepealed 
and still in force, it is provided that there shall be 4, propriated 
annually $1,500 for Washington Territory, to be expended in like 
manner and for like p as are specified in section 1935, 

Section 1935 relates to other Territories but specifies the ng 
and object for which this appropriation shall be made. Te to 
provide a clerk for the governor and for rent of an office for the 
governor, and 8500 is not sufficient for that purpose. 

Mr. ATKINS. All the governors except this one originally got 
$1,000 apiece. I believe the governor of Washington Territory got 
$1,500; but we do not see why there should be any discrimination in 
his favor over the others. Besides, two years ago the amount was 
reduced to 8500. It is really an addition to the governor’s salary 
which he can dispose of as he chooses. That is the whole of it. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

One f clock, at 6a, eight — Cones draughtsman, at $1,800 

e rK, a. ; cier: ot e one Ai ; 
nine clerks of class 3; twenty clerks of class 2; for clerks of class 1; 5 ace 
clerks, at $1,000 each ; copyists, at $900 each ; one female messenger, at $30 per 
month; two assistant messengers ; one page, at $480; for laborers, $3,600; one en- 
gineer, at $1,200; one fireman; and for watchmen, $3,000; in all $158,400. ` 

Mr. ATKINS. I offer the following amendment: 


In line 1182, strike out twelve“ and insert twenty;“ in line 1183, strike out 
„thirty“ and insert “twenty,” and in line 1189, strike out 8158,00 and insert 
8157, 400; so that it will read: 

Twenty clerks at $1,000 each; twenty copyists at $900 each; in all, $157,400. 
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The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HAS I would like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on A priations why in line 1184 one female messenger 
is put down at $40 pe r month and immediately following two assist- 
ant messengers at a year and one page, meaning a boy, at the 


This woman has been a scrubber and cleaner in 
the Department, and this is the usual sum that has been given her. 
There is nothing new in it at all. She has been a scrubber and 
cleaner all the time and at the same pay. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph under the heading “Office 
of Commissary General:” 

For contingent e: „ namely: Rent of building, and miscellaneous 
s 80 ae xpenses, y g, repairs, 

Mr. ATKINS. Ï offer the following amendment: 

Strike out 86,000“ and insert “$5,000.” 

The amendnient was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


; twenty- 


one engi 
and for.watchmen and laborers, 800; in 180,920: Provided, That the 
of War, if the oe enh so ar may detail not 3 
twenty enlisted men for clerical service in this bureau. And the entire 
force now employed on the Medical and Surgical History of the War shall be em- 
ployed on the work necessary to the prompt payment of pensions. 

Mr. ATKINS. [I offer the following amendment: 

In line 1216, after the word force,“ insert ‘ three excepted.” 

I do not intend to debate this at all. This exception is made for the 
purpose of enabling the Surgeon-General to go on with the prepara- 
tion of the Surgical and Medical History of the War. The paragraph 
as it stands in the bill provides that all the force of the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office shall be employed on the work necessary to the payment 
of pensions, so as to bring up the arrears in the pension work. But 
the committee did not feel they were willing entirely to stop the 
work on the Surgical and Medical History of the War—a work which 
is so valuable to the country, to the medical profession, and to every- 
body, and of great importance to the interests of science. We did 
not feel willing to stop that work entirely, and therefore by this 
amendment we provide that the Surgeon-General may detail a force 
of three to keep up that work while the rest of his clerical force is 
detailed to bring up the arrears of pensions. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The proviso in this paragraph authorizes the use 
of enlisted men as clerks. I wish to ask the gentleman whether that 
is now being done in the office of the Surgeon-General or whether it 
is introduced here as anew feature? I make this inquiry for the pur- 
pose of calling the attention of the gentleman to fact that two 
years ago we sought to do away with the employment of enlisted 
men in that way, because it had grown into a t evil to such an 
extent that really in some of the divisions of the War Department 
there was given almost an unlimited power of employing clerks by 
detailing enlisted men. It seems to me there is some danger in enter- 
ing upon this plan. We would have the control of the appropriation 
more in our hands if we kept the force of enlisted men in the field 
and did not permit them to be detailed for clerical service. 

Mr. ATKINS. In reply to the gentleman from Ohio I will state 
that formerly the Surgeon-General had as many as two hundred en- 
listed men detailed for service in his bureau. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I know he had. 

Mr. ATKINS. But we have restricted him to twenty. This is sim- 
ply continuing the practice that has existed for many years and we 

ave cut the number down to twenty. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Has the Surgeon-General any men detailed now? 

Mr. ATKINS. . Yes; he 8 

Mr. GARFIELD. They are already there? 

Mr. ATKINS. Les, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would be in favor of putting an end entirely 
to this system. - 

Mr. ATKINS. I fully concur with the gentleman in the view he 
takes of this matter; and in much of this bill we have acted in ac- 
cordance with what he suggests. We did so in regard to the execu- 
tive department. The executive office was in the habit of having 
many details. We cut off all the details and appropriated directly 
for the force necessary to ran the office, and we have cut off the details 
in the War Department. There were one hundred and seventy details 
in the War Department and we have cut them all off. I concur 
entirely with the gentleman in his views, butin the present condition 
of the office of the Surgeou-General, the office being so far in arrears 
in regard to pensions, the 8 n-General is ex ing anxious that 
this system shall continue. e have increased the force considera- 
bly, some thirty-three clerks, and we did not feel willing to increase 
it still further, as it would have been necessary to do if we had cut 
off the details. ; 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. What pay do these detailed men get? 

Mr. ATKINS. The same pay that they would get in the Army. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. No more? 

Mr. ATKINS, No more. 

Here the hammer sep 
. FINLEY obtained the floor. 


hei CANNON, of Illinois. I want toask the gentleman if it be 
e — 

Mr. FINLEY. I decline to pon to the tleman. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I am not g the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield tome. Iam asking a question of the gentleman from 


Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS, ] who yielded to me for that purpose. 
h The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY ] has the 
oor, 


Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. But the gentleman from Tennessee yielded 
to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee had 
expired, and the gentleman from Ohio had been recognized. 

Mr. FINLEY. I move to strike out all after the word “ bureau,” 
in line 1216, to the close of the paragraph; as follows: 


And the entire clerical force now eats bu on the medical and 
of the war shall be employed on the wo: 


pensions. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio offer that as an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. FINLEY. Les, sir; and I desire to say in this connection that 
it has been repeatedly stated on this floor 

Mr. SAMPSON. L rise to a question of order. The gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. ATKINS,] chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
nons offered an amendment which has not been voted upon, I be- 

eve. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see has not been voted on, but the gentleman from Ohio offers an 
amendment, which, if adopted, would supersede the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. SAMPSON. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
is for the purpose of perfecting the text, and it seems to me that the 
question must first be taken upon that amendment, and no vote has 
yet been taken upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio is for the partons of perfecting the original text. 

Mr. SAMPSON, But the object of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee is to perfect that portion of the paragraph which the 
gentleman from Ohio pro to strike out entirely. Now, it seems 
to me that the question should first be taken upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order would have been well taken 
if it had been taken in time. The vote must necessarily first be taken 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, but the 
pans of order was not made until after the gentleman from Ohio 
: commenced to debate his amendment, and therefore it comes too 

ate. 

Mr. SAMPSON. That is the result of the fact that the Chair rec- 
3 the gentleman from Ohio before a vote had been taken on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. í 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair could not know what the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio was until it had been read. 

Mr. ATKINS. There was so much confusion on the floor at the 
time, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] addressing ques- 
tions to myself and the gentleman from Ohio claiming the floor, that 
really my attention was so distracted between the two that I never 
observed that the amendment had been offered by the gentleman 
from Ohio at all. 

Mr. FINLEY. 1 will then withhold my amendment, and move to 
strike out the last word, in order to say what I desire to say upon 
this question. 

It has been frequently asserted on this floor by gentlemen upon the 
other side that the democratic Congress reduced the force in the Sur- 

n-General’s Office, and that in consequence of that reduction of 
8 the payment of pensions has been delayed. That has been 
repeatedly asserted upon the republican side of the House. What 
influence that assertion, made so many times, may have had upon 
the committee in putting this clause in the bill I do not know; but I 
desire to say, in the first place, that the assertion is not true. I de- 
sire to say to the House that the reduction of the force in the Surgeon- 
General’s Bureau was made by the republican Congress in 1874. In 
that year thę force in the Surgeon-General’s Office was one hundred 
and eighty clerks, and at that time there were nine hundred and 
seventy-five cases unanswered; or, in other words, the current work 
of the office was within nine hundred and seventy-five cases of being 
complete. On the 30th of June of that year the ee Congress 
reduced the force in the Surgeon-General’s Office from one hundred 
and eighty to one hundred and thirty-four, within two of what it is 
now. The result was that at the end of that year the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office fell behind fifty-seven hundred and sixty-five cases, for 
want of sufficient clerical force to answer letters. 

At the close of the next year after that reduction was made by the 
republican Congres the Surgeon-General’s Office fell in arrears a 
little over ten thousand cases; that is to say, five thousand in each 


ear. 
= The 8 -General’s Office is now in arrears about eighteen thou- 
sand cases, which arrears extend over a period from 1874 to 1877; ten 
thousand of the cases having occurred from 1874 to 1876. It is true 


cal histo: 
necessary to the 8 


that the democratic House, in 1876, reduced the number of clerks in 
the Surgeon-General’s Office to one hundred and twelve; but in 1877 
they again restored the number to one hundred and thirty-four, where 


1878. 
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it now stands, Whatever falling off, therefore, there was between 
1876 and 1877, the democratic House is accountable for, and for no 
more. The bill under consideration increases the number of clerks 
from one hundred and thirty-two, as it now is, to one hundred and 
sixty-two, being an increase of thirty clerks. As I understand it, 
about six clerks are usually employed on the Medical and Surgical 
History of the War, sometimes not more than three. Suppose six are 
constantly employed for that purpose, there would be left one hun- 
dred and fifty-six clerks to examine the records in pension cases, a 
very much larger number than has been employed for that purpose 
since the first reduction by a republican Congress in 1874, and a suffi- 
cient number, as I am informed by persons connected with that de- 
partment, to finish up the pension cases now in arrears within a 
reasonable time; in t as many as can profitably be employed in 
that branch of the business as the office is at present conducted. 

If we pass this bill as reported by the committee and require all 
the force in the Surgeon-General’s Office to be employed on the work 
of the Pension Office, we will stop the work on the Medical and Sur- 
gical History of the War altogether, which, in view of what has al- 
ready been done toward its publication and the little additional 
expense required to complete it, together with the value of the work 
= a medical and scientific point of view, I think ought not to be 

one. 

This work, the printing the first part.of which was authorized b 
Con, in March, 1869, and its completion anthorized in June, 1872, 
is now more than half printed. It was to consist of three parts, each 
embracing a medical and surgical volume; that is, six volumes in 
all. Three volumes have been issued; a fourth is being printed and 
is nearly completed. The work of completing and printing the third 
part only will then remain, and I am told that the greater portion of 
the expense of the preparation and publication of the work has already 
been incurred, and to stop the work at the present time would destroy 
the value of a deal of work already paid for. 

The object of the work is to utilize not only for the Army but for 
the country and humanity the medical and surgical knowledge ac- 
quired during the recent civil war. 

We can form an idea of the usefulness of the completed work by 
observing the uses to which the parts hitherto published have been 
put in recent European wars. Professor Virchow, of Berlin, in an 
address delivered in August, 1874, declared that the very small losses 
by disease of the army in the war with France (1870-71) 
were due to a great extent to the fact that they enjoyed “ the price- 
less experience of the Americans,” and praised in the highest terms 
the parts of the American Medical and ene History issued up to 
that time, which he declared “had created a new epoch in military 
medicine and si In point of fact, guided by these publica- 
tions, the medica ministration of the German army during that 
war was revolutionized by the American experience; and so far as 
the experience of our war been made known by our publications, 
they profited by the American example, and did not hesitate to ac- 
knowledge their debt to us. 

The approval of European science has not been more marked than 
that of medical and other scientific men in our own country. 

Probably oy member of this House knows how favorably this 
work is regarded by such men in his own district, and is besieged by 
applications for forthcoming volumes. The medical press of this 
country has been unanimous in its approval of the parts of the work 
hitherto published and in the expression of wishes for its completion 
in the style in which it was commenced. It occurs to me, therefore, 
that it would be short-sighted policy in us to stop the publication of 
so valuable a work, now so far on its way toward completion, simply 
in order to save the salary of three to six clerks for the short time 
1 complete it; and Iam sure that in allowing the neces- 
sary clerks to be used by the Surgeon-General for this pu we 
Mee not in any manner impede or delay the work in the ension 

ce. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAMPSON. It is my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to offer an amend- 
ment at the proper time to a portion of the pending par: ph. 
Prior to the passage of House bill No, 3102, known as the bil í TO- 
viding for the employment of tempo clerks in the 3 

artment and providing means for the detection of trespasses upon 
overnment timber land, and for other purposes, the clerical force in 
the Surgeon-General's Office was one hundred and thirty-two. 

The Surgeon-General informed the Committee on Appropriations 
that the force he then had was insufficient. In a communication to that 
committee, dated February 12, 1878, he stated that there were about 
nineteen thousand applications unanswered for soldiers’ records in 
his office in connection with the subject of pensions. 

When that bill was under consideration in the Senate an amend- 
ment was offered and adopted adding to the force in the Surgeon- 
General’s Office one clerk of class 4, one clerk of class 3, two clerks 
of class 2, and twenty-eight clerks of class 1, increasing the force in 
the Surgeon-General’s Office to one hundred and sixty-four. 

On the Ist day of Apel, the report of the committee of conference 
on that bill being under consideration by this House, a motion was 
made to concur in that Senate amendment adding to the clerical 
force of the Surgeon-General’s Office. This House concurred in the 
Senate amendment by a vote of 184 yeas to 41 nays. 


By the operation of that amendment the clerical force in the Sur- 
3 Smee cane one sera is ane sixty-four, ne the 
urgeon-General is en organizing and arrangi is force 
under that bill. Final action was taken on that bill on the 24th day 
of April. I do not know whether it has yet been signed by the Pres- 
ident or not; if it has been signed by the President, it was within 
the last few days, so that the bill has just become law. 

The Surgeon-General is now engaged in examining applicants for 
clerkships and arranging and classifying the force in his office under 
the provisions of that bill which has just gone into effect. That bill 
was passed by the House, but some time ago the amendment to which 
I have referred was adopted, since this appropriation bill now under 
consideration was reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 
The question in my mind is whether we should change the law again 
before the Surgeon-General has had an opportunity to arrange the 
force in his office under the law just apt and get down to work 
under it for a period of less than sixty days, 

I am in favor of ere the Surgeon-General whatever force he 
says is n to enable him to properly conduct the business of his 
office. Every member of this House who has had occasion to look 
after pensions for his constituents realizes the fact that the work in 
the Surgeon-General’s Office has not been done promptly for want of 
a sufficient force. I believe it is the true policy to leave the Surgeon- 
General to organize, classify, and continue the force in his office as 
now authorized by law. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired and de- 
bate upon the pending amendment has been exhausted. 

Mr. FINLEY. I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I desire to submit only one or two remarks. In the 
deficiency bill which recently passed Congress forty-two additional 
clerks were given to the Surgeon-General to aid him in bringing up 
the work in his own office. By this bill we propo to give him thirty 
three additional clerks; or, instead of one hun and thirty-five, we 
propose to give him one hundred and sixty-eight for the next fiscal 
year. Besides the thirty-three additional clerks which we propose to 
give him, we authorize the Secretary of War to detail for service in 
that bureau twenty enlisted men. 

I have given a ES deal of attention to this subject. I have fre- 
quently been in the Surgeon-General’s Office; I have conferred with 
him and with his subordinates. We have had him and two or three 
of his subordinate officers before the Committee on Appropriations 
and have investigated this matter pretty fairly. 

I want to say to the House that there has been no evidence of the 
slightest disposition on the part of any member of the Committee on 
A doh area to curtail the force necessary to bring up the arrears 
of pension business in the different bureaus. Not one solitary whis- 
per have I heard in that committee in opposition to a sufficient force 
not only in the Surgeon-General’s Office but in the Pension Bureau 
and in the Adjutant-General’s Office. Wherever thesubject has been 
treated there has not been the first whisper of opposition to granting 
a sufficient force for that purposes 

Now, I might say one word more; I do not know that I ought to 
say it, but I will because it is not a secret. I do not make the state- 
ment for the purpose of provoking discussion; I hope it will not do 
so. I simply state it for the information of the House, not that I de- 
sire to make any criticism upon it at all, nor do I make the statement 
in a criticising mode. 

The Commissioner of Pensions has stated to the Committee on Ap- 
1 LODS that if the hospital books and all the papers connected 
with the subject of pensions he referred to the Pension Bureau, he 
would in one vear with the force provided for in this bill, without 
any additional force such as is proposed to be given to the Surgeon- 
General, bring up all the arrears of pension business. Upon that sub- 
ject there was some difference of opinion between the Surgeon-Gene- 
ral and the Commissioner of Pensions. How much pride ðf office had 
to do with that difference of opinion I do not pretend to suggest; but 
I have given the statement of the Commissioner of Pensions, whom 
Ihave found to be a very intelligent, very sensible, and very business- 
like man. Ido not pretend to say that the Surgeon-General is not. 
I know that he is wedded to this work of bringing up the medical 
and surgical history. 

Mr. 8 SON. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield for an inquiry. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I infer from the remarks of the gentleman that 
he suppos Iam contending for an increase in the force. Am I 
correct 

Mr. ATKINS. I did so understand. 

Mr. SAMPSON. No, sir. The amendment I propose to offer leaves 
the force just as it is, except that it adds two clerks only. It brin, 
the bill into conformity with the provisions of the law; that is 

Mr. ATKINS. I thought the gentleman was going to ask me a 
question. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope we shall have a vote on this proposition. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I wish to 1 few words with regard to the 
Medical and Surgical History of the War, and I take as a text this 


statement: that of all the scientific work which the Government of 
the United States is doing, and rightly doing, and to which it is ap- 
plying without stint, as it ought, 


undreds of thousands of dollars, 
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I believe absolute truth and verity would show that none of it is 
more vitally important to the people of this whole country than the 


very work now being done upon this Medical and S cal History 
of the War. This work is not at all a mere matter of interesting 
science. It is applying the vast stores of knowledge which were 
accumulated during the war to the preservation of the life and health 
of the people of every part of this country as well as to the improve- 
ment of the health of our Army. It has attracted the attention of 
scientific men all over the world, and has elicited from the first author- 
ities he N of admiration which are strong and unqualified. 

I hold in my hand the translation of part of an address made b 
Professor Virchow, of Germany, the editor of the leading medical an 
surgical review of that country, and who may properly be declared 
to if not the very first, one of the first scientific authorities on 
this subject. I send this extract to the Clerk to be read, and as it 
contains various references complimentary to this country and to its 
scientific medical men I hope the time which it may occupy will not 
be 0 by the House. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

5 of the increased rank and power assigned of late years in European 
eee eee py s4 

“Sach great changes, and many other examples might be brought forward, are 
the necessary results of the progress of science. It can truly be said that it has 
been bitter need, the sternest of all teachers, that by the severest punishments has 
opened the eyes of men and acre gre! them to see what they really did not wish 
to see. Yea, ind it is horrible to think what a school of suffering armies have 
had to pass through before the truth was generally acknowledged. In the Crimean 
war the French army lost one man in every three of its entire force, and it is esti- 
mated that of the 96,615 men, who lost their lives only 10,240 fell before the enemy. 
About the same number of wounded died in the hospitals. The rest, more than 
seventy-five thousand men, fell a sacrifice to pestilence. In the American war of 
secession ninety-soven thousand men were killed in battle and one hundred and 
eighty-four thousand died of tilence and disease, What immeasurable sorrow 
and suffering, what a sea of b and tears lie locked up in these figures! But 
also how many defective regulations, pokes, and understandings! It is 

r to sum up the long list of these errors and crimes; fortunately they 
are sufficiently well known to serve as a terrible warning to others. 

But here it must be stated that it was not the need alone which disclosed the 
evil and brought help. That the French learned little or nothing in the Crimea 
and the Ni Americans in their civil war so much that from that time a new era 


French en 

t, the common sense, the sound, practical intelligence which in America gradu- 
eee all circles of ony . with the wondi 
ance of an entire people, reached the highest degree of humane effort ever yet 
attained in a 2 war. Whoever takes up and examines the com ensive pub- 
lications of the American military m 


ject, embracing all sides of medi 
most San are manner possible and 
the knowledge purchased at so dear a price, 

“The German army had, during the last French war, out of a strength of 
913,967 men, a total loss of 44,980. Of th 17,572 fell before the enemy, 10,710 
died later of their wounds, 12,253 fell a sacrifice to disease and pestilence ; cer- 
tainly a very favorable in But we had before us the experiences of two 
— e weve V 

an . 
8 and, finally, we had German science.” 

[During the reading of the foregoing the time of Mr. Cox, of Ohio, 
expired, when Mr. GARFIELD obtained the floor and yielded hi- five 
minutes to Mr. Cox, of Ohio. The Clerk then concluded the reading. ] 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The high compliments which in the extract just 
read are paid to the medical staff of vur regular and volunteer Army, 
and to the value of what has already been done in our Medical and Sur- 

ical History of the War, are from the stand-point of general philan- 
ropy looking to the benefits received by the whole human race as well 
as to the assistance received in the sanitary administration of armies 
from the volumes of this great work already published. The portion 
of the work which is now going on is even more decidedly in that 
direction than anything we have done heretofore. The present labors 
of the medical staff have reference particularly to those diseases of 
the camp which are intimately connected with the current health 
of the people everywhere: diseases of the alimentary system, dysen- 
teries, and the large class of similar diseases, The experience of the 
camp and of our hospitals during the war furnished an unprecedented 
amount of most valuable data and material for observation which has 
been preserved in the admirable manner testified to by Dr. Virchow, 
and the gentlemen in charge of the history are now waking out the 
lessons of this vast experience in a manner promising results of the 
last degree of importance. j 

I ventare the assertion, from a rather careful examination of the 
matter and from 5 has come to me from widely varied 
sources, that what I said in the beginning is absolutely true there 
is no estimating the value of this work. Hence what I desire to 
urge upon the House is that we shall not cut down the little force 
now en in this duty. The persons thus engaged are trained 
and skilled ; some of them are medical men, who are acting as clerks 
because of the partial assistance they thus obtain in professional 
knowledge. This is not mere clerical labor; it is skilled, scientific 
work, done for clerk’s wages, but done with an earnest love of the 
labor that money cannot buy. I simply urge that we shall do what 
my colleague from Ohio [Mr. FINLEY ] has suggested—strike out this 
proviso which transfers this little force to other work. There are 
only eight or ten clerks engaged upon this duty. Let the work go 
on. The country wants it and the whole world wants it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I wish to say a word in reference to the 
organization and number of the force in the record and pension 
division of the office of the Surgeon-General of the Army. The re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio in reference to the aggregate 
number of clerks employed in the Surgeon-General’s Office are calcu- 
lated to convey an erroneous impression in reference to the actual 
needs in that division of the Surgeon-General’s Office which has rela- 
tion to the pension service. 

It is true that the republican party did in 1874 reduce the num- 
ber of clerks from ninety-four to sixty-six in that division which 
affected the pensioners of the country, the number having stood at 
ninety-four up to the Ist of July, 1874. It is also true that with 
knowledge of the fact that this reduction had caused during two 

ears an accumulation of 12,919 cases which were awaiting exam- 
ination, the Forty-fourth Congress went to work and cut down the 
force from sixty-six, to which it had been redaced by the republicans, 
to forty-six, so that on the Ist of July, 1878, the number of cases 
awaiting examination was 18,823, and to-day the number of cases is 
not less than twenty thousand. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I cannot yield, as I have but a moment. 
I want to say that the average number of cases examined annuall 
during the last seven years in that division of the Surgeon-General’s 
Office is 20,280, so that to-day there are enough unanswered requisi- 
tions on that department for information to employ the average num- 
ber of clerks, sixty-six, for one whole year in bringing up that service. 

It shows further, Mr. Chairman, instead of leaving twenty-three 
of the forty-six, as is now proposed, to keep the current work up, 
there ought to be at least thirty-six added to the present force to 
keep the current work up, and the Surgeon-General of the Army 
(and I refer to his report) says there ought to be fifty in addition for 
the purpose of bringing up the twenty thousand accumulated cases 
which await answer, I donot make these statements for the purpose 
of arraignin against party here, but I do want to say this: 
that if this House, controlled as it is by the democratic party, fail in 
this bill to make provision ample and sufficient for the speedy an- 
swer of the twenty thousand requests on file, and also fail in addi- 
tion to that to employ a sufficient clerical force to keep this work 
up, from this time forward at least they can be charged as wanton! 
and willfully obstructing the pensioning of these men who partion 
life and health in the service of their oante 

Mr. BEEBE. Did not the Commissioner of Pensions say he could 
keep up all this work with the present force employed by the Sur- 
geon-General ? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. He did not. 

I wish to say further, Mr. Chairman, these statistics of seven years 
show what can be done by a given number of clerks. It is seven 

ears’ experience, It is as plain a mathematical computation as can 

to ascertain to a man how many it will take next year to answer 
the requests, It can be demonstrated how many men it will take to 
keep up with the current business. It will average next year as for 
the seven pen past. 

BS the hammer fell.] 

. RIDDLE. In re to the increase of the force of the Sur- 
geon-General’s Office I have to say that I was appointed chairman of 
the subcommittee by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to look into 
the matter, and I can corroborate every word that has been said to 
the committee this morning by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, The Burgeon aena informed us that fifty addi- 
tional clerks would enable him to bring up this work within one 
year. In thedeficiency bill I believe thirty-eight clerks were allowed, 
and that will carry the work up to the 30th of June next, the termi- 
nation of the present fiscal year. Then we have an appropriation in 
this bill for thirty-three for the next year with the discretion on the 
part of the Secretary of War to increase it twenty more. So, then, 
according to his own statement, he would have ample force in the 
na twelve or fifteen months to bring up the entire arrears in that 
office. 

Before I take my seat, Mr. Chairman, I wish to supplement the 
authorities furnished to this House by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Cox, ] in regard to the value of the medical statistics contained in 
the Medical and Surgical History of the War, by the following,which 
have been translated from the German by Dr. Woodward, connected 
with the Surgeon-General’s Office: 


Opinions expressed by foreign savants with i mit to the Medical and Surgical History 
of the War. 


Professor E. Gurlt, of Berlin, in the Jahresbericht über die Leistungen und 
Fortschritte in der gesammten Medicin für 1876, Bd. II. p. 330, remarks of the sec- 
ond surgical volume of the Medical and Surgical of the War of the Rebell- 
ion: “ This manner of 8 gigantic material of the war, conjoined with the 
utilization of everything g thereto that can be found in literature, offers an 
inexhaustible mine for the stund; 


of all kinds of injuries that could hardly be more 

roductive,” He also refers, in Kriegerheil, Berlin, July, 1877, to the works issued 

m the Sur; -General's as the numerous epoch-making surgical pub- 
lications of the utmost valne for 


o science of surgery, 2 which the yet un- 
3 Medical and Surgical History of the War of the Rebellion takes the bhigh- 
est rank.” 

Prussian Stabsarzt (staff surgeon) Dr. Braberger, of Berlin, (Deutsche mil.-irztl. 
Zeitschr., 1877, Bd. VII. p. St,) remarks : We can designate this work as a treas- 
ure-mine of experiences with regard to injuries received in war, their treatment 
and results; and civil as well as military surgeons for all time to eome must con- 
stantly refer to it.” 

Professor Nussbaum, of Munich, (Rapport über die med. und chir. Geschichte 
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Munich, 1875, p. 4,) remarks: In fact, a subterranean 
testimony to man’s intellect and 33 
opinion, is of German science and in- 


moy I must confess that tbe such a work.” 

R. Virchow Die (Fortschritte der Kri: unde, besonders im Gebiete der 
Infectionskrankheiten. Rede gehalten zur Feier des 5 der militär- 
iirztlichen 1 J remarks: ‘‘Who- 
ever takes up and 

tary medical staff will 
recorded in them. T 


favorable proportion. recent wars, 
which had been well discussed and taken advantage of both scientifically and ad- 

inestimabl d, 
finally, we had German science.” 

Professor E. Spillmann, of the Medico-Mili' School at Val-de-Grace, in Etude 
analyt. ot crit. du rt sur la résection de la tete du fémur, Paris, 1870, p. 3, 
refers to the publications of the Surgeon-General’s Office: „ They constitute a 
series of memoirs in which the facts observed in practice are related with a science 
and good faith to which we cannnot accord too much praise.” 

Professor John Eric Ericksen, in his address, Impressions of American surgery,” 
delivered at University College Hospital, November 9, 1874, remarks: *- But there 
is one museum which is so 2 so admirably arranged, and so interesting that I 
must direct your attention to it for a few minut It is the Museum of the Army 
aeo 8 bo Base Š Pu magien soloa 8 

y every possible vari a arrow injury, bu ose diseases 
which aré more fatal thar the mullet to an army in the field or in camp, has been 
most admirably arranged and catalogued. * ~ The collection itself is well 
known in Europe throngh the medium of those beautifully illustrated and ably 
collated modica histories of the great war of the rebellion, which haye been pub- 
lished under the superintendence of the Medical Department of the United States 
Army. Many of the specimens in this museum are quite unique.” 


I think it is high] 3 this work should be continued. I 
have orders for the Medical and Surgical History of the War from 
nearly every z eee in ay district, and when the number to which 
I was entitled was exhausted I went to the Surgeon-General’s Office, 
if ible, to procure additional copies, and found it impossible to 
get them. It is a work of practical value. I hold in my hand a paper 
prepared also by Dr. Woodward, which shows that before the com- 
mencement of this work the mortality per thousand in our troops was 
twenty-six; that is, on the 30th of June, 1868, As the result of these 
medical statistics that mortality has been reduced to eight per thou- 
sand. As stated by the gentleman from Ohio, it is a work of philan- 
thropy. It is doing more to the country, perhaps, than any 


other book ee under the authority of the American Congress, 
sig I would exceedingly regret to see the discontinuance of its pub- 
cation. 


Here are Dr, Woodward’s figures. 
Deaths in the United States Army in ratio per 1,000 of mean strength. 


White troops. | Colored troops. 


Z ¢ | 4 

ele] 2 

a A a 
Year ending June 30, 1868 4 51 5 
Year ending June 30, 1869.. 3 13 5 
Year ending June 30, 1870. 4 15 4 
Year ending June 30, 1871. 5 11 8 
Year ending June 30, 1872. 4 18 4 
Year ending June 30, 1873. 7 18 3 
Year ending June 30, 1874 4 10 5 
Year ending June 30, 1875. a 13 3 
Year ending June 30, 1876. 16 8 5 
Year ending June 30, 1877 3 7 3 


* In this year epidemics of eee fever occurred, causing 12.5 deaths 
per 1,000 of mean stren among the white troops and 24 per 1,000 among the col- 
ored, which are included in the above figures. (From the annual reports of the 


) 

to the reportof Coolidge, (Statistical Report of the Sickness and Mor- 
tality in N of the United States, Washington, 1860, page 324.) the mortality 
of the United States Army during eighteen years of peace (not including, there- 
fore, the years of the Mexican war) was 23.9 per 1000 of mean strength annually 


and 2.3 per 1,000 annually from woun 


Accord: 


Mr. CONGER rose. 
The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on the pending amend- 


ent. 
Mr. CONGER. I move to strike ont the last word. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is the amendment now pending. 
Mr. CONGER. Let it be withdrawn as usual. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not withdrawn. 
Mr. CONGER. Then I demand a vote on it. 
Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I withdraw the formal amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee in ch of the bill. 

Mr. CONG That gentleman has spoken three times on this 
subject already. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is out of order. 
Mr. CONGER. Irise to a point of order. 
Mr. ATKINS. Does the gentleman from Michigan keep count how 


m 


many times I spesis I have not spoken upon this floor one-tenth of 
the 3 that gentleman from Michigan has spoken; no, not one- 
twentie 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan will state his 

int of order. 

ee SONGER I will so soon as the gentleman from Tennessee is 

through. 

Mr. ATKINS. But as the gentleman from Michigan is so anxious 
to occupy the floor, although the chairman had recognized me, I 
willingly yield to him. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that the rules declare that 
when a member has spoken once he shall not speak again on the same 
subject when another member desires to speak on it. 

Mr. ATKINS. “I thank thee, Jew, for that word.” 


ber. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman from Tennessee has spoken three 
times, and I desire to speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The 
gentleman from Tennessee had not spoken at all on the pending ques- 
tion and was recognized by the Chair in accordance with the uniform 
practice as ne charge of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINS. I did not rise for the purpose of speaking, but for the 
purpose of asking for a vote. If the committee is ready for a vote I 
should like to have it vote on this proposition. I avoid everything 
like political allusions or partisan allusions upon e ee . bills. 
Ido not intend to reply to the speech of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Baker, ] nor to any other political allusion made on this floor in 
connection with this bill. And I did not rise for the purpose of sponk 
ing at all. These remarks I am now submitting not on this bill, but 
in response to the gentleman who has raised the point of order, if in- 
deed there be a point of order before the committee. I call for a 
vote. 

Mr. CONGER. What isthe pending amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is that of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [ Mr. ATKINS, ] which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In line 1216, after the word force,“ insert “three excepted,” making it read: 
“and the entire clerical force, three excepted, now employed on the Medical and 
Surgical History of the War, shall be employed on the work necessary to the prompt 
payment of pensions." j 

ne CONGER. I move to strike out the last word of the amend- 
ment. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to take the floor at this time because I wish 
to impress upon the House and upon the country the admissions which 
have made here on all sides that twenty thousand applicants for 
pension, demanding to be heard through the regular organs where 
their applications are sent by law, are waiting action through those 
organs, and that the work is one year behind, and the assertion by 
many gentlemen and the admission by others that there is not force 
enough provided in all these propositions, or in any of them, to bring 
up that work in less than at least six months, 

Now, sir, I wish to intensify the remark of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [ Mr. FINLRV, J or the admission that he makes here, that there 
are twenty thousand poor, disabled, sick, maimed citizens of the 
United States who believe under the law they are entitled to pen- 
sions that have not been heard for the past year and cannot be heard 
for the next six months according to any proposition that has been 
submitted by the Committee on nah gh ations 

That is the condition of things. t the country know that there 
cannot be appropriated money w provide the means by which these 
twenty thousand men can be heard. 

Mr. BRAGG. I desire to ask the gentleman from Michigan a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not yield for a question. If the gentleman 
wants any time let him fight for it as I do. He has been a soldier 
and can do that. À 

Now, has it come to this, that the House of Representatives with 
all these facts before the House and before the country has to resort 
to the pitiful device of withdrawing from one branch of the Govern- 
ment six men to turn them over to the Surgeon-General’s Office, and 
from another branch of the Government twelve men for the same 
purpose? Has it come to this, that the Houseof Re ntatives has 
to resort to the pitiful device of borrowing clerks? My God! cannot 
this Congress furnish clerks to do the work to enable these soldiers 
to get 5 ? Must they borrow a few men from the Sur- 
geon-General’s Office from the work on the Medical and Surgical His- 
tory of the War? Must they borrow a few men from another branch 
of the Army for this purpose? Has it come to this, that the credit of 
the country is so poor that we cannot pay money for clerks to do this 
work, but must borrow the clerks from ourselves? That is what this 
amounts to. 

Now, I wish to have this question answered distinctly; not as by 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations by the statement 
that enough force has been given to bring up these cases in six 
months, but I desire to have it answered distinctly that enough force 
has been given to bring up the work in the speediest possible time. 
Sir, every month that passes by, ay, every day that passes by one 
and another of these poor, waiting, siek, disabled, wounded so diers, 


I will remem- 


losing the hope of life, goes down to his grave; and that is the relief 
the country from paying these pensions, Oh, that is the economy 
of this coer of Hopenas 0 We save money to e the 
by withholding pensions unti P poon protono ae ond the 
— 5 of our sympathy and beyond the reach of our assistance. 

Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DURHAM. Ido not want by any means to prolong this dis- 
cussien. But there is not a single gentleman upon this floor who can 
rise in his place and say this clerical force is not enough. Nov if you 
are determined to have the Medical History of the War completed in 
place of getting the work done which is necessary for the prompt 
payment of pensions, then vote for the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. RIDDLE. That does not interfere at all with the work on 

nsions. 

8. — DURHAM. If you adopt the proposition of the committee that 
is not interfered with at all. It gives you three clerks to carry on 
the medica) work and we admit the importance of that work. It 
ought to be done, but not in detriment to the bringing up of the 
pension cases. Now, if you do not take too much of the clerical force 
of the Surgeon-General’s Office and put it on the medical work, there 
is not aman who can rise and say that with the appropriation for 
the unexpired term of this fiscal year and the appropriation that we 
provide for the next fiscal year the force is not sufficient. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. How many clerks are now employed upon the 
Medical and Surgical History of the War? 

Mr. ATKINS. I would ask my colleague on the committee, from 
Kentucky, if the Surgeon-General did not state to the committee that 
there were two or three clerks, or that there were afew. I thinkhe 
aau soona go on very well with the Medical and Surgical History 
of the War. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I want an answer to my question. I ask it 
because I claim to be informed about this matter. I want to know 
how many clerks are now employed upon the Medical and Surgical 
History of the War. I want the House to know exactly what this 
issue is. 

Mr. DURHAM. The Surgeon-General was never candid enough to 
tell us. ; 

Mr. FINLEY, I understand that there are about six clerks em- 
ployed upon the medical report. 

Mr, DURHAM. When the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations waited upon the § n-General and asked him how 
many be wanted detailed upon this favorite work of his, a work 
which is admitted to be a work of great merit, he said two or three. 
That was all he asked for, and the question now is whether you will 
cripple the service of the office in regard to pensions in order to 
hurry up this work as cog fers the Surgeon-General desires to do. 

Mr. CONGER. Why not do both? 

Mr. DURHAM. If you detail three clerks for this service, as pro- 
vided in this bill, then the pension service is amply provided for b 
the force here provided, and the medical work can on, althoug 
it may not be completed in the hasty time that the -General 


may 3 

It is not the fault of the Committee on Appropriations if the Pen- 
sion Bureau is not brought up, because, as I stated, one hundred and 
sixty-eight clerks had been detailed for the purpose of bringing up 
the pension business, which we believe to be right and proper. We 
have been liberal and exceedingly liberal toward this bureau so far, 
and we desire to be so unless the friends of the medical work, for the 
purpose of rushing it through, should cripple the pension depart- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Irenewtheamendment. I have nothing par- 
tisan to say, no reflections, no criminations of any sort to make upon 
this subject; but when the Union was in danger, when the men who 
now ask for pensions honestly due were called upon to protect their 
flag, geet asked whether nine clerks or ninety-nine should be em- 
ployed. at I say is that we owe to these pensioners precisely the 
same fidelity which the soldiers who fought our battles rendered to 
their country in the time of its exigency. 

It is no answer to say that economy is n when men, women, 
and children—widows and orphans of dead soldiers—are dying for 
the want of this pittance which Congress owes th That is wholly 
independent of the question of this medical work. It is the duty of 
Congress, and the people demand of Congress, that this pension busi- 
ness shall be brought up. 

I had a case in my hand to-day, an appeal for information int re 
to a complicated case which requires thorough examination, and that 
appeal has been pending for six months. It is a shame and disgrace 
to the nation, to our flag, to Congress, and to the Committee on Appro- 
priations that men enough are not employed to bring to a conclusion 
such cases as that. f 

Mr. DURHAM. Do vou say that there is not enough force provided 
for in this bill for the Surgeon-General’s Office ? 

Mr, CHITTENDEN. I say there is responsibility somewhere for 
the delay. 

Mr. DURHAM. Do not lay it upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions when they have provided the force asked for. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Iam speaking in general terms. If we are 
called upon to-morrow to protect this capital we are to protect it, and 
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the pensioners to whom this pittance is due call on the Government 


which they protected and preserved to pay their honest dues. 

Mr. D Does the Surgeon-General ask for a single further 
clerk for his De ent? [Cries of “He 3 

Mr. CHITT EN. Lam not discussing the Surgeon-General; I 


am simply stating what is patent to the whole country, that for some 
reason or other somebody is responsible for the delay in solving these 
complicated qnestions in t to pensioners whose dues result 
from the t war for the Union. I ask that the question shall be 
8 in connection with this medical and surgical work. 
If that work is worth doing, do it. But that is a dead question as 
compared with the living souls who are starving and suffering for 
want of more efficient action on the part of the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. RICE, of Ohio. Does not the gentleman know that the force 
deemed necessary, after investigation by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions and recommended by them, has been given by the Committee 
on 2 9 71 7 9 77 ? 

Mr. CHITTENDEN, I have not discussed the Surgeon-General’s 
Office at all. 

Mr. BRAGG obtained the floor. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire, to say—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BRAGG] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRAGG. Iam not surprised to hear the most patriotic out- 
bursts coming from gentlemen who kept farthest away from the 
scenes of action during the war. Itis high time that gentlemen who 
represent the soldiers of Michigan should come to the front and par- 
Papae with them in the toils and sufferings of those who went into 

war. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Did you belong to those who 
“robbed the cradle and the grave?” [Laughter. 

Mr. BRAGG. I regret ingly to have disturbed my. friend 
from New York [Mr, TowNsEND] while Raving my respects to the 
distinguished soldier from Miohigne. [ Mr. Concer] whose war record 
seems to be made up of fighting the battles of the rebellion over again 
here in the House from a quiet and comfortableseat, where he is draw- 
ing $5,000 a year and where the bullets used are composed of wind 
and paper and of no more substantial material. [Laughter.] 

In determining this question as to what should be done for the 
Pension Office we must consider how many men can be practically 
and profitably used there. A given number of men in a given space 
can accomplish vastly more work than a much number who 
shall interfere with who otherwise would work to advantage. 

The number of men who can be profitably used for the purpose of 
answering letters must measurably correspond to the number of in- 
dexes that are furnished, so that those men can have proper facilities 
for doing their work. It is no answer to say that her must put on 
more men and more men to enable the office to supply the deficiency 
in replying to communications. 

Aten come to the real question you will find the difficulty to 
be this: this bureau, like all the other bureaus and Departments of the 
Government, when an attempt is made to reduce its patronage and 
expendi undertakes to carry out that order of Con by tak- 
ing the force off from the particular work which the public will feel 
the most in order that if may then come to Congress with the cry of 
the people at its back and say, see what is the effect of your reduc- 
tion of our force. Now, in my judgment, when the force of any bureau 
is reduced or decreased the reduction should be made as this bill 
provides, directing where the force left shall be used, as this bill does, 
so as to bring up arrears of pensions. When that is done the Sur- 
geon-General cannot misapply the force and apply it to anything else. 

I hold that it is of more co nence that the communications to 
the S m-General’s Office in relation to pensions shall be answered 
than it is that any book shall be prep and published, although 
it may result in the glory of the Surgeon-General’s Office and may 
contain information in regard to flesh wounds and other wounds 
which possibly may be of use in some future war. 

I have had an opportunity to examine most of these gentlemen 
under oath, as to the necessities of their bureaus and the reasons why 
these delays have occurred in the transaction of business, I have 
satisfied myself from the examination of the surgeon having this par- 
ticular division in ch: , that the delay in a great measure grows 
out of the lack of administrative ability. Theindexes have not been 
completed. Those indexes which relate to cases that have gone into 
the Medical History of the War are complete, but the indexes relat- 
ing to private soldiers who have suffered from diseases not of a suffi- 
ciently marked character to attract the attention of the surgeon 
engaged in this work have been passed over, so that when an appli- 
cation comes from the soldier for a pension the index does not show 
his name and the particulars of his case, and therefore the hospital 
record giving a history of his case cannot be turned to in order that 
the letter may be answered and the necessary information given. 

Now, these cases coming up in that manner obstruct all further 
communication. For instance,a pension case may come immediately 
after the one which is not indexed, in regard to which, by turning 
to the index which is prepared, the name may be found and the case 
can be examined and the answer given at once. But according to 
the rule of the office the letter in that case cannot be answered, be- 
cause the letter in the case preceding it in order has not been yet 
disposed of. I myself made this suggestion to the surgeon having 


1878. 
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that subject in charge, Surgeon Woodward: would it not be well 
when you find that these cases are not indexed to refer them to experts 
familiar with the business of looking up hospital records in order 
that they may answer them quickly, and thus reduce the volume of 
applications unanswered? He answered at once: “Certainly, that 
would be a glorious thing ; it never occurred to me before.” 

J also said to him: would it not be well to detail a force to com- 
plete these indexes, so that upon opening a general index showin 
the name of the regiments and of the men and the number of eac 
hospital report which is filed, you can turn toa icular page and 
there see, as you do in a law-book, the digest of all volumes upon the 
eaor all the references in connection with the case? He said in 
reply: “Certainly; we contemplate oe that.“ But when? I sup- 
pose when the history of the war is finished. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired and the 
debate npon the pan amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I renew the amendment. I do not know that there 
is any blame on the part of the Committee on Appropriations; I do 
not mean to ee any. Isimply want tostate a fact to the House. 
A soldier in . striet some three months ago sent me his papers for 
a pension and I sent them to the Pension Office. After waiting about 
three months the soldier thought he had waited long enough, and 
wrote me to know when his pension would be got. I referred that 
letter to the Commissioner of Pensions and received a reply from him 
that at the rate the work was going on then it would be about the 
Ist of May, 1879, before that case would be examined. 

Now, I do not know who is in the yr ne Lassi this. But I think 
it costs no more to employ a hundred clerks one day than it does to 
employ one clerk a hundred days. Iam in favor of having clerks 
enough to do this part of the work right at once. I wish the Com- 
mittee on 4 hy wearin would manage that. If the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral will not be frank with them, then let them ascertain in some 
other way what force is required and supply it, so that these pen- 
sioners may be aed ong attended to. 

Mr. ATKINS. We have given all the force they asked. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. TOWNSEND. ] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I wish tosay one word in regard to 
this matter, and I desire to > give it a political turn. [Laughter.] The 
political majority in this House have the responsibility e n 
them. The same political party has had the control here for the Tast 
twoyears; and the state of things now exhibited in the Pension Office 
and in the § n-General’s Office existed then, and it will exist 
unless the political majority of this House shall furnish force suffl- 
cient and devise ways and means suffleient to hasten the examination 
of applications for pensions. The responsibility rests upon the polit- 
ical majority in this House; and while I do not want to say one unkind 
word in regard to it, I hope this responsibility will be shouldered and 
that the work will be done. I want to commend it to that portion of 
the political majority here who are disposed to vote pensions to the 
able-bodied men that participated in the war with Mexico. Let us 
at all events take care of the sick, the wounded, those who have be- 
come enfeebled in the service of the country, whether we take care 
of the able-bodied or not. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment which I think 
will test this last question which has been raised. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has said that he would offer or has offered an amendment pro- 
viding for the transfer to other work of the whole of the present 
clerical force except three. I wish to amend that amendment b 
striking out “three” and e Agi which after some exami- 
nation I am prepared to state is about the number actually necessary 
to make . p with this work. 

Mr. DURHAM. May I ask a question ?- 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Yes, sir; and before I sit down I am going to 
answer for the gentleman a question that I asked him. 

Mr. DURHAM. Does the Department pretend to say that that is 
the number employed on this work ? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I have my information from the head of one 
of the bureaus in the Department, where I have made personal in- 
quiry. 

Mr. DURHAM. Iam asking what the Surgeon-General says. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I insist that to go on with this work with the 
same rapidity as in the past would require a force of eight or ten. 
You might as well take off the whole force as reduce it to three. 

Mr. DURHAM. Will the gentleman answer my question? Does 
the Surgeon-General state that six clerks are all that are employed 
on this work now! 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. No, sir. 

Mr. DURHAM. Does he tell you how many there are? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I have not asked the Surgeon-General. I say 
that I have been to the heads of bureaus 

Mr. DURHAM. The Su n-General will not tell you so. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. And I assert upon official information as a mem- 
ber of the Honse that to allow less than six clerks for this work will 
be equivalent to stopping it altogether and to carry on the work as 
it has gone on heretofore would require nine. I insist that there never 


was anything so absolutely petty as to stand upon this question of 
nine clerks in a matter of this importance. I insist that this is ex- 
actly the kind of thing that is disgracing this House in its pretense 
of economy. We have plenty of propositions for the appropriation 
of l sums. We vote without tation $100,000 for a survey or 
to send a ship to the north pole; but a matter of this kind you treat 
as of small Pk expen and attempt to get rid of it by trying to lead 
the people of the country to believe that the pensions cannot be paid 
unless you do it. Gentlemen do not come here boldly and say “ We 
want tostop this Medical and Surgical . the War;” but they 
insert in an appropriation bill a clause like this:“ Provided that ail 


the force now employed upon the Medical and Surgical History shall 
be put upon pension work.” The question asked N Goes gentleman 
whether the Surgeon-General could go on with work with the 


clerical foree which the Committee on Appropriations proposed to 
give him can only be answered in this way: if you give him the 
whole of this force to work at pensions, he can get the work up within 
some reasonable time, unless the business should increase with unex- 
pected rapidity. But I assert it here as within my own know 

that the Surgeon-General never said to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations that he did not ask to have this work upon the Medical and 
Surgical History continued by proper appropriations, 

Mr. DURHAM. You did not understand us as saying so, did you? 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I understood it to be stated on behalf of the 
committee that the force here given, and in the manner here given, 
was all that the 8 wanted. That is not so. 

Mr. DURHAM. You did not understand aright. 

. COX, of Ohio. Then let the House understand the real state of 

è case. 

Mr. DURHAM. The 8 shall not misrepresent me. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Ido notso intend, but the gentleman shall not 
escape from the actual fact. 

Mr. DURHAM. I stated that the force here given for work upon 

usions was enough and that no gentleman on this floor could deny 
it, but that if you took a part of this force away and put it upon the 
Medical and Surgical History there would not be enough. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. We are not taking it away; that is where the 
misrepresentation is. The committee are proposing to take force awa 
from this work on the Medical and Surgical History, and it is that 
am trying to oppose. I am not opposing the allowance of a proper 
force for work on ions. I say give all the clerks that ought to be 
given for that work, but at the same time J insist that it is an injury 
to the public service to stop the work on the Medical and Surgical 
History of the War, and that is what the Committee on Appropria- 
tions are proposing to do. 

[Here the er fell.] 

Mr. ATKINS. Lask for a vote. i 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I want to answer a suggestion made by 
the gentleman. 

Mr. ATKINS. If anybody is to discuss this question further, I 
would like to say something myself. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I deny that the present bili furnishes 
enough clerks for the work in the Pension Office and the Surgeon- 
General’s Office, and, if permitted, I can sustain my position by the 


record. 

Mr. ATKINS. I cannot permit the gentleman to make a speech in 
my time. How many men were ‘employed in the n-General’s 
0 i ce in the last session of the Forty-third Congress under republican 
ru 


o? 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I will state to the gentleman 

Mr. ATKINS. I did not ask the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. You asked the question, and I will an- 
gwer it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Ido not desire an answer from the gentleman. I 
will answer myself. I do not want this debate to degenerate into a 
3 discussion. I have no desire whatever to make any capital 

‘or the democratic party out of this bill so far as pensioners are con- 
cerned or any other feature in it. We have brought this bill forward 
for the purpose of administering the civil affairs of this Government. 
We believe we have appropriated enongh in this bill for that pur- 
pose. This bill falls below in its general te the present law 
of between six and seven ae thousand do e have not 
cut off in one single instance in this bill, hoping or expecting the Sen- 
ate will increase the amount either of money or of force, We have 
presented this bill as we desire it to become a law. That is not the 
sentiment merely of the chairman of the committee or of the demo- 
cratic members of the committee, but it is the sentiment of the en- 
tire committee, unless perchance it may be the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, whose course this morning I do not exactly understand. 

I asked how many clerks were in the Surgeon-General’s Office dur- 
ing the last session of the Forty-third Congress. The regular force 
was one hundred and thirty-six. 

Mr. FINLEY. One hundred and thirty-four. 

Mr. ATKINS. What is the regular force now? One handred and 
thirty-five. What kind of course, then, is pursued by the gentleman 
from New York and the gentleman from Michigan, or any other gen- 
tleman who desires to make petty, party, political capital out of this 
brie’ ? jn lg 2 a 8 is it Sos ore Srn to = . 
charges as they have done, and espec o gentleman from New 
York who talked without knowing n =y all about what he 
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He said, “I am not talking about the Surgeon- 
General’s Office ;” and that was the very subject before the House 
under consideration. He is as wild asa March hare. [Laughter.] 
We have given the foree which the Surgeon-General asked. What 
has he asked? He has asked an increase of his force. We have given 
it to him. Why? I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, I hope the commit- 
tee will come down quietly to hear what Iam going to say here on 
this ponk I say it was a A yee before the committee as to how 
much additional force should be given the Surgeon-General. Why? 
Because all the high fanctionaries in charge of this pension business, 
the Commissioner of Pensions and the Surgeon-General, differed as to 
how this matter should be administered. 

Mr. BURCHARD rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I cannot yield ; the gentleman can speak in his own 
time. I wish to say the Surgeon-General and the Commissioner of 
Pensions differed in regard to this matter, and it was a question with 
the committee as to whe was right. 

I repeat what I stated in my opening remarks on this subject, that 
the Commissioner of Patents said to the Committee on Appropriations 
in open session that it was in his power, in hisjudgment, within one 
year’s time to bring up the entire arrear of pensions without the in- 
crease of a single additional man, provided the medical records could 
be transferred from the Surgeon-General’s Office to the Pension Bureau. 
I state that as a fact, and no man on this floor will gainsay it. The 
gentleman from Indiana will not gainsay it. Then when the Com- 
missioner of Pensions has made this statement before the Committee 
on Appropriations I wish to know if any fair-minded gentleman on 
that side—I ask whether. the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, 
whom I respect as highly as any gentleman on this floor, I wish to 
know whether he w uestion it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Fresh BLOUNT took the floor and yielded his five minutes to Mr. 

TKINS. 

Mr. race Be Ohio. If the goum will permit me it will give 
2 p easure to answer > 

. ATKINS. I will. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I will say this to the gentleman: I have my- 
self seen the co! mdence to which he refers, and no one thing 
which has been said here to-day so astounds me as the conclusion 
which the gentleman seems to draw from it. 

Mr. AT. S. Very good. I cannot help the operations of the gen- 
tlemen’s minds. When the Commissioner of Pensions states to the 
Committee on Appropriations that if the medical records are trans- 
ferred from the Surgeon General’s Office to the Pension Bureau he 
could bring up these arrears of pension in one year, if the gentle- 
man cannot understand that, I am not responsible for it. 

One word more. It is a fact that there are forty-five clerks in the 
office, whose duty it seems to be to paste vellum on the backs of the 
muster-rolls of the Army which have become worn. Forty-five have 
been detached from bringing up the arrears of parq for the pur- 

as I have stated of pasting vellum on the backs of the muster- 
rolls of the Army. If there is such a redundancy of force, who is 
responsible then for these arrears? As was well said by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, [Mr. Bnadd, I my own opinion is, and I do not 
as the gentleman from New York did make it as a political remark, 
but I offer it as my honest conviction, that the great trouble in this 
matter has been the administration of this force. I am authorized 
to state right here in my place, and I do state it on the authority of 
the able Commissioner of Pensions, that it is the fault of the admin- 
istration of this force that there are these arrears in these pension 
matters. 

Mr. BAYNE, Mr. CHITTENDEN, and others rose. 

Mr. ATKINS. I have not yielded the floor. I hope these gentle- 
men will allow me to go on until I finish my five-minute speech. 

Now, with these facts before this committee what is the use, I ask, 
of gentlemen presenting this question in any other light than the 
facts will justify? Ido not believe, on my honor I do not believe, 
that there is a man upon this floor, let him hail from the East, from 
the West, from the North, or from the South, let him have followed the 
Stars and Stripes, or let him have followed the conquered banner— 
I do not believe there is a man on this floor who desires to obstruct 
in the least degree the bringing up of the arrears of pensions so that 
every man who fought beneath the Stars and Stripes and is entitled 
to A sg may promptly have it. 

[Ees the hammer fell. 

. SAMPSON. I desire to make one inquiry of the gentleman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 


ired. 
HA FINLEY. I desire to submit a substitute for the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio before the vote is taken. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. BAKER. ‘ 
Mr. BAKER, of Indiana, I renew the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 


said? [Laughter.] 


Iam amazed that anybody should be of the opin- 


ion that I have said anything to-day for the purpose of making party 


Sapia 
. ATKINS. When you see your speech you certainly will not 
be amazed at that. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I trust I shall never be compelled for 
party purposes to intrench myself behind the graves of the dead or 


behind the maimed and diseased frames of those who served in the 
war. And I want to pb another thing. I utterly disregard the 
charge that was made on the other side that they were unable to com- 
prehend my course this morning. I want to say that my course this 
morning is the same as my course always will be; that I go for the 
appropriation of only so much ont of the public Treasury as is needed 
for the honest and faithful administration of the Goverument—80 
much and no more. 

I say now that I hope to be able in the five minutes allotted to me 
to demonstrate to the chairman of the committee that there are not 
enough men provided for in the whole of the Surgeon-General’s de- 
partment to bring up the workin the division of recordsand pensions 
within the whole twelve months. There are provided for in this bill, 
including the chief clerk, one hundred and forty-two clerks. These 
one hundred and ferty-two clerks are assigned to the three or four 
divisions of the Surgeon-General’s Office. Now, then, I hold the re- 
port, the last one, revised recently by the Surgeon-General for me, 
with interlineations, which shows that with ninety-four clerks that 
department during the coyrse of four years was on the average able 
to answer less than twenty thousand inquiries, namely, about nine 
teen thousand ; ninety-four clerks could do that. Farther, I hold the 
information here in my hand, in this 8 of the Surgeon-General 
that on the Ist day of January, 1878, there were 18,823 unanswere: 
cases; so that, according to the experience of that office for four years, 
it would take at Jeast ninety clerks one whole year to answer the 
letters that are now MANDE answers. It would take on the same 
basis to carry on the current work another ninety; making one hun- 
dred and eighty clerks in order within one year to bring up this work 
and keep up the current work. These are deductions from official 
data, Now, gentlemen may say they are astonished. I insist it is 
economy to employ men to do this work and to do it at once. 

Mr. DURHAM. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. DURHAM. If that be true, why did not the Surgeon-General 
ask for an increased force? We have given him all he asked for. 

Mr. BAKER, of Indiana. I cannot say. But I will say that this 
information was before our committee and I urged, as the gentleman 
knows, that money should be appropriated long, long ago for this 
service to put on at least fifty additional clerks; and Tbe ieve I was 
met by a point of order by my friend from Kentucky when I offered 
the progoniion here in the House; I am not permitted to say what 
occurred elsewhere. We have an official document before us which 
shows the position of this work for years and years, and we ought to 
have sense enough to draw deductions from it and reach a conclusion; 
and I say we ought to-day to put on the records and pensions divis- 
ion forty more clerks than are provided for in this bill for all the 
divisions in the Surgeon-General’s Office. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARF I always regret when W like party dis- 
cussion arises upon an 5 bill. I deeply regretted that 
the Speaker, the Speaker of the whole House, saw fit to come down 
and rather begin that sort of discussion yesterday. But I had thought 
we had disposed of that and that this morning we would be able to 
proceed with the consideration of the appropriation bill without in- 
troducing these party discussions. 

I shall not deal with that phase of the matter any further. But I 
will say this: there are two suggestions about this particular clause 
which I think the House ought to think of. The gentleman in charge 
of this bill or some gentleman on that side says if the rolls of the 
Surgeon-General’s Office were in the Pension Office they could get 
along with the force they have; that it is the fault of administration 
and not of legislation. I think 1 must see at a single glance 
it will be utterly impossible and impracticable to turn over the rolls 
of the Surgeon-General’s Office to the Pension Bureau. They are 
needed for other purposes than pensions and are part of the archives 
of the War Department; they are Dee for the back pay of sol- 
diers, for the bounty of soldiers; they n to be consulted about a 
variety of matters, and cannot be separated. 

Mr. ATKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that we provide an 
additional force of thirty-three. 

Mr. GARFIELD. These records which were gotten up originally 
for scientific purposes were found to be incidentally valuable for the 
decision of pension cases. You cannot disjoin the archives of the 
War Department by tearing them out and transferring them to the 
Interior Department. If the Pension Office were attached to the War 
Department you might get on better and with less force, but it will 
not do to say that we can with any propriety take them away from 
the War Department and put them in the Pension Bureau. 

There is another thing that I desire tosay. We have passed bills 
this session that have enlarged the number of pensioners. I am told 
that already since we passed the bill in reference to the soldiers of 
the War of 1812 seven thousand applications have been filed, and 
that they are coming in all the time. That, of course, increases the 
work of the office, and all we do in the way of enlarging the pension. 
list adds to the labors of the office, and I hope that we shall add 
enough to the appropriation to enable that office to discharge its 
functions. 

Mr. ATKINS. That does not apply to the Surgeen-General’s Office, 
but to the Pension Office. 

Mr. GARFIELD. We have the whole subject before us, 
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Mr. ATKINS. When we reach the appropriations for the Pension 
Office we propose to offer an amendment to increase the force in that 
offi 


ce. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Another thing. There is now no general index, 
no list of the pensioners. This morning I received a letter from a 
pensioner in my district, who wrote to me stating that there had been 
a mistake in a reply made in the Pension Office and wanted me to 
rectify it. I sent his letter to the Pension Office, supposing that the 
case would be remembered and that I should receive a prompt reply, 


\and they wrote me back that it was utterly impossible for them to do 


so, unless the ioner wrote again, and stated the number of the 
case or his ee and company. If we had that one work done, 
namely, the preparation of a perfect general index of all the pension 
claims, it would facilitate the work 20 per cent. and I think we ought 
to put on a sufficient force to index the list of pensioners, and when 
that is done we shall save more in a single year than the amount of 
the whole additional appropriation that would be required. 

; Mr. DURHAM. I will state that we have given all that was asked 

or. 

Mr. RANDALL, (the Speaker.) Mr. Chairman, except for a re- 
mark of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] I should not again 
be on the floor. He expresses regret that on yesterday I should have 
come down on the floor and introduced politics. Let me remind the 
House we were then in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, as we now are. The gentleman misplaces me entirely. I 
neither introduced politics nor personalities. If I had done the latter 
I might, as I was under great pereon to do, have ripped up some 
of the legislation of the past that would have shown that my record, 
taking it all in all, is quite as good as that of some who might have 
been alluded to more pointedly. 

Now, as to the question of politics, I say deliberately that there 
ought not to at politics when it comes to the expenditure of money, 
that we should all unite, one with the other, in seeking to save as far 
as possible the public funds. 

As to the matter immediately under consideration, I think that this 
work of the Medical and Surgical History of the War should be con- 
ducted without interruption. I think so far as pensions are concerned 
that eee proves to my mind clearly that the Pension Bureau 
should be transferred to the War Department; but, if it is not so trans- 
ferred, then all the books in the possession of the Surgeon-General’s 
Office should be handed over to the Commissioner of Pensions, In 
that way the number of clerks may be decreased and the work will 
be done in greatly less time, and current applications would be an- 
swered 8 and we should not be, as we are, continually receiv- 
ing letters of the same character from two bureaus giving the same 
information. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE, I rise toa ce of order. A few gentlemen seem 
to be allowed to carry on all the debate here. The gentleman from 
New York has made one speech upon the question before the House 
and now the Chair izes him again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. CHITTEN- 
DEN] has not spoken on the pending amendment; therefore the Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make a statement before the Chair over- 
rules the point of order. The gentleman from New York has spoken 
substantially upon the question involved in the paragraph under con- 
sideration. There may be some technical point by which you may 

t priser that fact, but the fact remains that he has spoken upon 

is question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not seeking any technical point to 
give the gentleman from New York the floor, but the gentleman has 
85 sporen upon the pending amendment and is therefore entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations will move that the committee rise and close this debate. 

Mr CHITTENDEN. When I rose before I sincerely and explicitly 
stated that I had no partisan views to express; I brought no reflec- 
tion upon anybody, and if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ar- 
KINS] in the use of the word “ demagogue” meant to apply it to me 
he does not know what he is talking about, and it is wholly unneces- 
sary for me to reply to that. 

Mr. ATKINS. I used no such word in reference to the gentleman. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. You certainly used the word “demagogue.” 

Mr. ATKINS. I did not positively. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. Then I beg your pardon. I certainly under- 
stood you to use the word “ demagogue.” 

Mr. ATKINS. No; I do not consider the gentleman a demagogue 
by any means. A 8 is a friend of the people. 

Mr. CHITTENDEN. e gentleman used the word “wild” in ap- 
plication to my remarks. Now I will show him, if I have the time, 
that he is wild, and that I did know what I was talking about. 1 
said substantially that there was not force enough in the Pension 
Bureau to do the work faithfully and promptly. I did not apply 
censure to the Committee on Appropriations alone; I applied it to 
Congress and to the country for thus neglecting the men and the 
remains of the men who fought for their country. I did know what 
I was talking about, and the 13 himself unwittingly has con- 
firmed my position. I ask to listen to me to convict him of it 


before the House. He said that two years ago there were one hun- 
dred and thirty-five clerks in the bureau and that now there are 
one hundred and thirty-six. Asif the fact that there were one hun- 
dred and thirty-six clerks proves that there has been no failure on the 
part of the Government of the United States to doits duty to its pen- 
sioners promptly. I convict the gentleman here on his own statement 
and prove everything that has been charged against Congress and the. 
Government in is Fe to the delay. 

One hundred and thirty-five men were not enough; they permitted 
the business to fall so far in arrears that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BUTLER] in answer to a letter from an honest pensioner 
is obliged to write him that his case would not be investigated until 
May, 1879. I have a parallel case to that in my pocket, received this 
morning. í 

I say to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that I am 
3 to take back what I said. There is serious fault somewhere. 

t is preposterous to stand here before the country with two years’ 
work undone and say that there were one hundred and thirty-five 
clerks two years ago and there are one hundred and thirty-six now, 
and give that as a reason why this work should be longer delayed. I 
am ashamed of my country before God; Iam ashamed that these 
pensioners are put off with weak, unmeaning apologies like these. 

I say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ATKINS] that I have 
never, unless unconsciously, uttered a partisan word on this floor. I 
may have given votes which A yeraee partisan ; undoubtedly I have; 
but God is my witness that I do not care for party; 1 have never 
cared for party in discussing questions of this sort. I stand here to- 
day absolutely independent and free to do what my conscience dictates. 

(Hero the hammer fell.] 

. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ATKINS. If the gentleman will allow me a minute, I wish to 
ask the Committee of the Whole to consent to limit debate upon the 
8 N Ne and all amendments thereto. 

Mr. G. Before the gentleman submits his proposition I 
have an amendment to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. No farther amendment is now in order. 

Mr. BANNING. I desire to offer an amendment and to explain it. 

Mr. ATKINS. Will the Committee of the Whole consent to limit 
debate to ten minutes ? 

Mr. ee Before any arrangement is made I would like to 
say a word. 

. ATKINS. I am willing to give all that time to that side of the 
House if they want it. 

Mr. BREWER. Make the limit twenty minutes; I think that will 
be satisfactory. 

Mr. ATKINS. If twenty minutes will be sufficient, I will to 
divide it.so that ten minutes shall be given to that side of the House 
and ten minutes to this. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Ohio. Say thirty minutes. 

Mr. BANNING. Lask consent to submit an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is now in order. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will ask if consent is given to limit debate on the 
pending eee to twenty minutes? 

Mr. SAMPSON. Before that consent is given I would like to say a 
word. The Committee on Appropriations evidently do not under- 
stand the object of the amendment which I propose to offer, but 
which I have not yet had an opportunity to offer. My amendment 
is to make this paragraph conform to the law as we have enacted it 
within the last ten days. That is the only purpose of my amend- 
ment, to let the office of the Surgeon-General go on under existing 
law as he now has it. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman will have ample time to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I want an opportunity to explain it. 

Mr. FINLEY. Is the Committee of the Whole the place to fix the 
limit upon debate ? 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that the committee now rise for the purpose 
of obtaining an order from the House limiting debate upon the pend- 
ing paragraph. 

Se cee was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 92, 
noes 11. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. EDEN re that pursuant to the order of the House 
the Committee of the ole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. No. 4104) making red Oi Rawson for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June, 30, 1879, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move that when the House again resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole upon the legislative appropriation bill 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto shall 
be closed in twenty minutes, ten minutes on each side. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I move to amend so as to make it thirty minutes. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. Arkixs limiting debate was then agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. RAINEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title ; when the Speaker signed the same : 

An act (H. R. No. 3822) 1 riations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ATKINS. I now move that the rules be suspended and the 

House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of 
roceeding with the consideration of the legislative, executive, and 

h udicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. EDEN in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House debate on the pending 
paragreph and all amendments thereto is limited to twenty minutes. 

bate upon the amendment to the amendment, offered by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] is exhausted. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. I withdraw the amendment, with the under- 
standing that it shall be renewed. 

Mr. C ON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, as debate has been lim- 
ited on this paragraph, I desire dit 94) notice that when the pending 
amendments are disposed of I will offer an amendment to authorize 
the Secretary of War to detail a number of enlisted men for clerical 
service in this bureau sufficient to perform the work necessary to in- 
sure the prompt hearing and disposal of claims filed for pensions, and 
the payment of the same. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been much said by the gentleman from 
Ohio and others on both sides of the House as to the reason why claims 
for pension have to wait fourteen months from the time they are 
filed before they can be heard. The facts are that a democratic House 
of Representatives, which always originates appropriation bills, was 
elected nearly four years ago, and that House was succeeded by the 

resent democratic House, and the further fact is that this business 
fallen behind since that time for want of a sufficient clerical force 

in the offices to pass upon the pension claims. But I do not desire to 
talk further as to whom the fault rests upon; but it is the duty of the 
House to give a sufficient force to promptly do this work and enable 
the pensioner to get his claim allowed in this life. The gentleman 
from Tennessee tells us that these enlisted men when detailed for this 
duty get the same pay they do when on duty in the Army proper, and 
haps there are more than enough who are disabled from active serv- 

ice in the field to do this clerical service; ifso, the Government is not 
outanything. But whether it costs or not, the law gives disabled sol- 
diers, their widows and orphans, pensions, and it is a shame for us to 
refuse the pittance necessary to pay the clerks to file and pass upon 
their claims when penton, I hope my amendment will be adopted. 
I now yield the ce of my time to the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 


r, 
Mr. § N. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied from the remarks 
which have been made by members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and several other gentlemen that the amendment I propose to 
offer has not been understood. 

Mr. ATKINS. Let it be read. 

Mr. SAMPSON, I send it to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the word “dollars,” in line 1203, down to and the 
word “each,” in line 1207, and insert in lieu thereof the following: Eight clerks 
of class 4; six clerks of class 3; nine clerks of class 2; one jaden, — and twenty 
clerks of class 1, twenty-eight of whom shall be temporary.” 


Mr. SAMPSON. This amendment will leave the force in the Sur- 
3 Office precisely as it is to-day re ted by law and 

y the bill which has passed both Houses within the last ten days, 
and which I have no doubt by this time has received the approval of 
the President. The Surgeon-General is now arranging and adjusting 
the foree in his office in accordance with that enactment. That action 
was taken by this House after the present bill was reported. Now I 
ask that the arrangement made in that bill may continue; that we 
may have permanence in the administration of that office for at least 
ninety days. Let the force as arranged and classified by the Surgeon- 
General under our legislation remain. 

Under this arrangement only two additional clerks are allowed to 
that office. It may be said that it increases the compensation; that 
is true, but it is only the compensation of those men who are now 
receiving $1,200 a year and which the committee proposed to reduce, 
some to $1,000 and some to §900. Who on this floor will say that an 
annual salary of $1,200 is more than is absolutely necessary with the 
strictest economy to support a family in the city of Washington? I 
am aware that the committee pro to reduce the salaries of clerks 
in the Executive Departments now receiving only 81.200. But even 
if they intend to adopt that course with every other office and bureau, 
Task them to let this office remain as it has been adjusted during the 
present session. 

On examination of a letter dated Feb: 12, and addressed to the 
Committee on r I find that this amendment adjusts the 
force and fixes the number of clerks precisely as the Surgeon-General 
has requested in that communication. The Committee on Appropri- 
ations express themselves as willing to give the force required by the 
Surgeon-General, and I ask why not let him adjust it? In other De- 
partments and bureaus clerks of class 4 and class 3 are given in greater 
proportion than in this, and the Surgeon-General in his letter claims 


that the service of this bureau is as important as that of the other 
bureaus, requiring as high an order of talent and experience, and Iam 
disposed to believe he is entirely correct in this, and I do not see why 
we should allow to other bureaus so much larger proportion of clerks 
of classes 3 and 4 than we allow here. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
. BANNING. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is already pending an amendment to the 
amendment. F 

Mr. CANNON, of Ilinois. Irenewed the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] on the express condition that I would 
not withdraw it unless somebody else renewed it. 

Mr. BANNING. Then I will renew that amendment; and I desire 
to read for information an amendment which I will offer whenever 
it is in order. It is to strike out all after the word “that,” in line 
1213, down to and including “and,” inline 1216; and, in line 1206, to 
strike out the words “ twenty-eight” and insert “ forty-eight.” 

This detailing of men from the Army for civil duty should be 
stopped. We have now forty regiments of all arms, embracing in all 
about twenty-one thousand men. Of these only about fourteen thou- 
sand are privates on duty with their regiments. So that some com- 
panies in the service are reduced below twenty men. I am opposed 
to making these details, particularly under the bad organization we 
now have. This amendment strikes ont the provision for detailing 
twenty men from the line of the Army, and increases the twenty- 
eight clerks to forty-eight, putting clerks in place of the detailed 


men. 1 

I think this provision which I submit ought to be adopted. There 
is no economy in detailing these men from the Army. They are no 
cheaper and no better than citizen clerks; and when we take into 
consideration the weak condition of the companies and regiments at 
present, we certainly ought not to make these details. 

When General Gibbon, who had commanded a corps in our Army, 
went to 15 Joseph, he took a regiment with one hundred and forty- 
six men. Now it is proposed to take away twenty more men from 
the Army and use them as clerks in this bureau. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the House will adopt this amendment. 
All are in favor of giving enough men to the Medical Department to 
push forward the application for pensions. I am glad to be able to 
say to the House that since the agitation of the question in Con 
the work has been pushed more rapidly forward in the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral's Office, and the applications sent there now are returned to the 
Pension Office much sooner than before the agitation was begun. 

One word, Mr. Chairman, in addition. I quite agree with gentle- 
men on the other side. We should push forward the claims of these 
men who were wounded and disabled in the seryice of the country. 
The gentleman from New York says this side of the House is respon- 
sible for this work. If that be so, and the Surgeon-General says, as 
has been alleged here, that if the provisions of this bill are carried 
out, then all these claims of pensioners can be brought up and settled 
and satisfied in the next year, why not add the amendment I propose 
and let the bill go rong} ; 

Gentlemen say the publication of the Medical History of the War 
is an important matter. Soitis. Iam in favor of continuing this 

ublication. But, Mr. Chairman, when I find it necessary to choose 
ee publishing this medical history now or pushing rapidly along 
with all the force of clerks in the Department these claims of disa- 
bled soldiers, which I understand are some twelve thousand behind, 
or awaiting the action of the Medical Bureau, I am for suspending 
for the time being the publication of this work and putting all the 
clerks of the Department at work upon the applications for pensions. 
This is the proposition of the committee. Those whosustain the com- 
mittee are in favor of the early settlement of the claims for pensions. 
Those who are inst the committee are against the claims of the 
sick and disabled soldiers. I stand with the committee and the sol- 
diers, and so does this side of the House. 

Mr. WAIT. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee if the twenty men are not now detailed from the Army and 
acting in the office of the S n-General, and whether the effect of 
his amendment will not be to throw these men out who are experi- 
enced and trained men and put in men who are not trained and who 
will not be as efficient. 

Mr. BANNING. These are twenty additional men. 

Mr. ATKINS. The gentleman is mistaken; they are already there. 
I will say to the House they are generally crippled and disabled men. 

Mr. WAIT. Very well; I the chairman of the committee 
whether the result of the amendment will not be to send those men 
to the ranks of the Army and put new and inexperienced men in 
their places. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not know about sending them to the ranks of 
the Army. But it will turn them ont. 

Mr. WAIT. I hope the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will take the floor and yield four of my five min- 
utes to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. BEEBE. ] 

Mr. BEEBE. I am much obliged to the gentleman from Tennessee 
for his courtesy. I simply desire, Mr. Chairman, to call attention to 
what seems to have been overlooked by our friends on the other side. 
I hold in my hand House Miscellaneous Document No. 93, Forty- 
fourth Congress, first session. In it I find detailed in the report of 
the Committee on Pensions to that House some of the reasons why 
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this work of examining pension claims has fallen off in the Pension 
Bureau. I will read: 


puos the 4th day of March, 1875, there have been one hundred and twenty- a er et 
ice, aay Ea of them among the most experienced, whose political 


és of this 
— had “stepped and out,” removed to make way for ninety-six new 
ones or reappointments. The chiefs of the bureau are 2 on the same prin- 
ciple. With great frankness late Commissioner, Mr. Atkinson, in his testi- 
mony before your committee, stated that prior to his appointment he had no expe- 
rience whatever or knowledge of the duties of the office to which he was appointed, 
and yet the President informed him that he had selected him because he thought 
there was some one needed to straighten the bureau out. 


Now, as to matter of frands: 


Soon after the appointment of the late Commissioner, he issued an order to John 
Stiles, who was a in the Pension Bureau, drawing an annual salary of $1,200 
per year from the Government, detailing him to act as clerk for the 

congressional committee. In obedience to this detail, Stiles, from the 13th day of 
Mas, 1875, to the 4th or Sth day of November, devoted 8 umo to the clerical duties 
of the committee, with the exception of from thirty days during which 
he worked a part of his time at his desk, did not S cote the ension Office at all, 
except to draw his pay monthly, and on the Ist of January, 1876 was promoted to 
the position of appointment clerk in the Interior Department, at a salary of $2,000 
per year, which he now holds. Another, William Caffrey, during the last summer 
was enrolled on the pay-roll of the bureau, and from June till September drew pay 
at the rate of $100 per month and did no duty in the bureau, bat was exnployed by 
the republican congressional committee. 

That is what is the matter with this burean. 

Now, in order that our republican friends may understand that the 
sworn testimony taken by that committee fully sustains the report 
from which I have read, I will give a few extracts from the testi- 
mony. Mr. Atkinson, the former Commissioner of Pensions, testified: 


Question. How did you acquire your position as Commissioner of the Pension 
Bureau; was it at your own Solicitation or at the request of somebody else? 
Answer. I weed I was to to know it 1 by the President. I knew n about it 
3 1 pa kgn pet ow if — 5 accept the office. The ident 
. ere that he had selected me because he thought there 
was gomo en ö out, and he desired me to under - 
eit 


Q. After you were appointed, did you pay any compensation toward the political 


9 a 
Notas of Pensions. I paid it voluntarily as an individual. 


Commissioner 
Q Do you know General Stes} 
Q Was ho sa grind M Pension Bureau last summer? 
5 r. 
ž Was he not clerk of the 


congressional committee last summer 
. He was emplo; that committee, I pelieve. 
Q. Do you know WO C! named Darling and Soulé? 
A. 
Q. Were they not engaged in oditing a departmental journal last summer f 
A. 


È Xo Has 3 any connection with the Pension Bureau ? 


Tale pe per, then, was an — 
. Entirely., The office to 5 with: it. That is my understanding. 
md fact that is the case. It is pe a privats enterprise of their own, which they 
t to make a little something out o 
vou Doolan ? 


. Yes. 
rer Did he do any work last summer 
F ; he is an examiner. 
Q: Dia be do any rs examination · room 
He was a of the time detailed . soe 


of his time he was off on the 
have been at his examining-desk ? 


a man named 


perator at headquarters. 
jens Pa and one-half ke should should 


Now, here is “ richness :’ 


Ss De you know Wiliam Cafe 
Answer, 
Vie) Was the ba: the employment of the Pension Bureau at that time? 


Q. Wiat work did he do? 

A. He was ere by the eee committee, and, by the verbal direc- 
tions of the Assistant Secretary, he and Stiles wereso as that was custom- 
understood by all and hence was not considered improper. 
. from the Pension Office ? 


For what length of tim 
I think from June to 83 
And this we are coolly told is customary! Then, as showing the 


utter disregard of law prevailing in this bureau under this Commis- 

sioner, I submit again his own testimony: 

Bi parr In the grading of clerks, or in their number, you were not guided by 
wi 


sir. 
Q. Did zou not Bek clorks of a different grade from that fixed by law and a larger 
number t la 


~ The only difficult; 


. Ves; he did work on the special service. 


. What special service! 
He was in Ohio di J 
In the political cam: 
. He an election lea Yo for the campaign, X 8 
Q Aud tho expense of his returning and going was paid by the Govern- 
men 
A. Yes, sir; T 
Q; Aro yon acquainted wi with Mrs. Throckmorton? 


Yes, sir; I think there were originally five of those ladies who did 
Shaa ut hou bint om the Tearganizetion of the Buren thay wes AAI 


. bean sast out ana, with a soli- 
ch thirteen clerks previously 


were maintained sanau tons e at the while did no work, 
tor a considerable ye pay- RSA they 
Tes. 


The foregoing, as I have said, is taken from the testimony of Ex- 
Commissioner of Pensions Atkinson. Now I invite the attention of 
the committee, and particularly of those republicans who have so 
touchingly wailed over democratic neglect of the “poor pensioners,” 
— the: following testimony given before the same committee by John 

tiles: 

Wasnmorcx, D. C., February 15, 1876. 


JOHN STILES sworn and examined, 
By the CHAIRMAN: 
a. State whether you were in the employment of the Pension Bureau last 
„ sir. 
From what date to what date? 
From the 1st January, 1875, bo ob fi, the year. 
. yee tes Gove 4 
During a portion e summer I was on special 
2 „A= not clerk of the republican detailed on special duty, 
I was writing for committee. 


Q. How —_— — so time did you consume in writing for the republican cen- 


A. 3 tok frm the 13th May to tho dth or Sth November, 
all that time you were pete for the republican 


congressional com- 
ends — a detail from the office ? 


Q. After the 4 4th of November, wae 
toa clerkship of a higher grade in the 


Stent hershey iiai ah ae at wd 
A. Tes, sir. 


ent! 


mmi 
A. The order came to me, I think, from Mr. Atkinson. It came in the form of 
a telegram for me to report to Mr. Atkinson, and I believe it was signed by him. 


Then we have the following from the testimony of one O. P. J. 
Clark, also an employé of the bureau: 
uestion. Do you know Mr. Richards? 
wer. Yes. 
-M 8 sort of general utility he 18 pt clerk and 
r. a -u man; an aj 
is qualified for almost an oe aa 
Q: What position does 
. He is 
— VCC hand; isa 


Nie bai has no specific duties assigned him 

"g No. de aes think thon Tou ony thet ba ih an eiamieer ox abything ston? 

The foregoing I think will be sufficient to indicate the real reason 
why the payment of the pensioners’ claims is so long delayed. While 
these employés were detailed for service to the republican sie eS 
sional campaign committee work and for ORDRET I service in 
and other “doubtful” States the work in the Pension Office was, 
as Mr. Atkinson himself testified, so far behind that over eighty- 
two thousand claims were pending and awaiting settlement. Let 
the truth go forth to the country. Clerks paid out of the National 
Treasury are put to work for republican | PE pe service or kept 
dangling around idle, and even en vate newspaper and 
other enterprises. Yes, sir, the truth is, the alayi in adjusting pen- 
sion accounts is attributable rather to republican corruption and mis- 
management than to the parsimony of a democratic House, and the 
pron Syria | I have read from proves it. 

PAGE. What document did the gentleman read from ? 

Mr. BEEBE. Miscellaneous Document No. 93, House Representa- 
tives, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, part 1. These are state- 
37 ] ð2ꝙu otitis DALOS Tits 
0 th investi, g the pr ings of t u - 
tlemen on the 9 side of the House, is what is the 8 
the bureau must be deprived of its working force in order to run 
per congressional campaign committee! Remember, it was repub- 
ican Representatives and Senators who connived at this, and for 
shame’s sake let us hear no more of your charges against us for the 


delays in pension claims. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does Does the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 5 


desire to occupy the five minutes to which he was entitled? 
Hox S ake . Yes, sir, and I yield to my colleague, [Mr. Cox, 
0 io. 8 


to vurious 
scholar and a 
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Mr. COX, of Ohio. There are two or three things which have been 
referred to and which I would like to notice. It has been stated here 
that it is the fault of administration in the Surgeon-General’s Office 
that the records of the Army hospitals, &c., have not been indexed. 
I have made personal inquiry into that matter with this result: the 
vast number of volumes of records there, I presume, have been seen 
by very few members of this House. I made special ay as to 
what would be the labor required to go through the whole of those 
reeords of hospitals and regiments and index them, and I was in- 
formed that it would take more than one hundred clerks more than 
two years to do the work, and that Congress has never begun to make 
the 3 necessary for the p It will thus be seen 
that the force employed upon the Medical and Surgical History of the 
War, which I believe has never exceeded eight or ten, could have done 
but a small part of what is required. 

Then, sir, in to the work actually done by the Pension Office 
and the Surgeon-General’s Office 5 there is really little or 
no loss of labor between the two offices. ow me to state that a 

rinted form is filled up, making the inquiries to which the Pension 
Bete needs answers; this is sent to the Surgeon-General’s Office with 
no more loss of time or labor than would be expended if the inquiry 
were sent from one room to another in the same bureau. The answers 
are also returned upon a printed form, showing the various items of 
information required, 8 up by the clerks in charge of the 
several divisions of the records; so that if you transfer the records of 
the Surgeon-General’s Office to the Pension Bureau, you could not 
dispense with a =p man who is doing that work, unless you are 
able to prove that the clerks are not doing their work industriously, 
which I am sure is not the case. 

I have looked into that matter and I am satisfied that the men are 
working industriously. They have to look at the records to find what 
is recorded there in regard to the medical history of the man whose 
case is presented, or whether anything is recorded there, for some- 
times there is nothing. This work is so extensive, running through 
so many volumes of records that I understand that one clerk can only 
report upon from one to three cases a day. 

wish to say further, that I saw myself the dence between 
the head of the Pension Bureau and the head the Department 
which has been referred to, and I know that when he came to speak 
of his own knowledge he did not pretend to know what was the work 
done in the Surgeon-General’s Office nor did he affect to judge of the 
extent or necessity of the work in another bureau. He is too just and 
too intelligent an officer to do that in a case where he had made no 
personal investigation. 

He relies AES a subordinate of his, who does his own work well, 
no doubt, and I think highly of both these gentlemen. He gave the 
opinion of that subordinate, that in his opinion the work might be 
done more economically if the records were transferred, but it turned 
ont upon investigation that it could not be done in the manner pro- 
poeg and that the Surgeon-General’s records could not leave the 

ar Department. I should be exceedingly glad to have an intelli- 
gent committee of the House give the time n to find out ex- 
actly how the whole work is done. I am satisfied from my knowl- 

e of the Interior Department and from personal observation of 
this part of the Surgeon-General’s Office that the labor is well per- 
formed there. The question before us simply is, shall a few gee 
from eight to ten, be taken for the important work referred to, an 
not at all whether the Surgeon-General’s Office shall be transferred 
to the Pension Bureau, or the latter tothe War Department. I trusi, 
therefore, that what we shall do will be to strike out the last clause 
of this paragraph and let the matter stand as it is now and has been 
since the end of the war. 

Mr. ATKINS. I will state in reply to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BAN xIxd] that these soldier clerks are already detailed, and 
many of them are one-legged men and Army men and not fit for Army 
service. I will state that the committee propose in this bill that only 
sixty men shall be detailed, whereas the War Department has at this 
time one hundred and eighty-seven. 

In regard to the administrative discharge referred to by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GARFIELD] I would state that when I spoke of 
that I spoke upon the authority of the Commissioner of Pensions. 
I now for a vote. 

Mr. COX, of Ohio. Iwithdraw my amendment so that the question 
may be taken upon striking out the last clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is first upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, to insert after the word “ force,” in 
line 1216, the words “ three excepted.” 

The question was taken; and on a division there were ayes 69, 
noes not counted. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. FINLEY. I now move to strike out the clause as amended, as 
follows: 

And the entire clerical force, three excepted, now employed on the Medical and 
Surgical History of the War, shall be employed on the work necessary to the prompt 
payment of pensions. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 88, 
noes 52. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN, No quorum having voted, the Chair will appoint, 
tellers. 


Mr. ATKINS and Mr. FINLEY were appointed tellers. 

abet committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, 
noes 67. 

So Mr. Frxtey’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ATKINS. I give notice that I shall demand a vote upon this 
question in the House by yeas and nays. 

Mr. SAMPSON. I now move the amendment which was read a few 
minutes since by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out of the ding paragraph words:“ ; 
clerks of class 3; 5 class 2; DR clerks = or yiia beten 
egs, at $1,000 each; twenty-eight clerks, at $900 each,” and insert in lieu thereof 

Eight clerks of class 4; six clerks of class 3; nine clerks of class 2; one hun- 
dred and twenty clerks of class 1, twenty-eight of which shall be temporary. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. SAMPSON; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 80, noes 62. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. ATKINS said: No quorum has voted, and I call for tellers. 

ae were ordered ; and Mr. ATKINS and Mr. SAMPSON were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 87, noes 75. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DURHAM. I give notice that I will call for a separate vote 
upon this amendment in the House. 

Mr. ATKINS. I hope the gentleman will not call for a separate 
vote; I request that he will not. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. I move to amend the pending paragraph 
by adding to it the following: 

That the Secretary of War, necessi 
number of enlisted men for Veria] 9 Dorsa — — e . 
necessary to the prompt examination of claims for pensions and payment of the 


Mr. DURHAM. I rise to a point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DURHAM. It changes existing law, and does not upon its face 
show that there is any economy in it. The pa: ph now provides 
that the Secretary of War may detail twenty enlisted men; and by 
the last amendment adopted just now six or seven more clerks have 
been given to this bureau than was asked for. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. If I caught the amendment of the - 
tleman from Iowa, [Mr. SAMPSON, ] it struck out the provision pathos! 
izing the detail of twenty enlisted men. 

Mr. DURHAM. That clause was not stricken ont. 

Mr. CANNON, of Illinois. Then I will withdraw that amendment 
and offer the one which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Strike out of the proviso the words “ twenty enlisted men for clerical service in 

bureau and insert in lieu thereof the fo! $ 

A number of enlisted men for clerical service in this bureau sufficient to do the 
ork necessary to the prompt examination of claims for pensions and payment of 


Mr. DURHAM. Ido not make any point of order upon that amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ATKINS. I call for tellers on the amendment. 

‘The question was taken upon ordering tellers; and there were 43 
in the affirmative, more than one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were ordered, and Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, and Mr. ATKINS 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
ayes 82, noes 65. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.SAMPSON. Lask consent that the Clerk be authorized to change 
the total of this paragraph so as to correspond with the amendments 
which have been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be done if there is no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following 
in relation to the building occupied by the Paymaster-General : 

For rent of the building, $3,500. 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend by striking out “$3,500” and in- 
serting “$4,500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read the following : 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 


e eee e clerical — 7 AE 

the y upon the public buildings and grounds of the Government of United 
the District of Columbia for office for records and for transaction of busi- 

ness relating to the same. 


Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend the paragraph just read by strik- 
ing out the words“ and the Secretary of State is hereby directed to 
cause rooms in the wing of the building occupied by the Department 
of State to be assigned,” and to insert in lieu thereof the words“ for 
rent of buildin, own as the Towson House; also, to add to the 


paragraph “ i 
Mr. WHITE, of Pennsylvania. How will the clause read if so 
amen ; 
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The Clerk read the clause as proposed to be amended, as follows: 


For rent of building known as the Towson House for the use of the clerical force 
e pe under the Chief of Engineers of the Army upon the public buildin 
and grounds of the Government of the United States in the District of Colom 
for ottico for records and for transaction of business relating to the same, $900. 


Mr. ATKINS. The Committee 8 riations originally intended 
to put the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds for the 


District of Columbia in the State Department building. The Secre- 
tary of State objected ; did not think there was room enough in the 
building for him, and this amendment is made for the purpose of 
renting another building for him. 

The amendment was s d to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, aud read the following: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, 38,000; for compensation of the 
chief clerk of the Navy Department, $2,500 ; one disbursing cler $2,000; three 
clerks of class 4; 3 — of class 3; one clerk of class 2; 1 of class 1; 
four clerks, at $1,000 each; one t messenger; one page, 8480; and for 

rs, $1,200; in all, $33,700. 

Mr. GOODE. I move to add to the paragraph just read that which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secre of the Navy shall have authority, whenever in his opinion 
the public interest shall uire it, to assign to the chief clerk of the Navy Depart- 
ment the — of assisting him in the affairs of his office; and whenever he shall 
perform such duty his compensation shall be at the rate of $3,000 per year, and 
the clerk assigned to perform the duties of snch chief clerk shall be entitled to 


compensation at the rate of $500 per year in excess of his — 2 as fixed by law; 
and the sum of $1,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary is hereby appropri. 


ated therefor. 

Mr. ATKINS. That amendment, I believe, is subject to a point of 
order; it creates anew office and is not in the line of retrenchment. 

Mr. GOODE, I offer that amendment by direction of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. We were aware that it might be liable to the 
point of order raised by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, [Mr. ATKINS. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order, not upon the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. GOODE. The Committee on Naval Affairs believe that the 
prope I have submitted is really in the line of economy. The 
Secretary of the Navy, being now perhaps the most overworked man 
in the Government, certainly one of its most Jaborions officers, is 
obliged to have assistance, and we had indul the hope that this 

int of order would not be raised. I submit the question to the 

écision of the Chair. 

Mr. ATKINS. I do not think the subject needs any debate on our 


side. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may ibly be in the line of economy to 
create new offices and affix salaries to them; but the Chair is bound 
by what appears from the face of the amendment, and this amend- 
ment does not appear on its face to be in the line of economy. The 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. GOODE. I know that if the peni should be raised the Chair 
would be obliged to sustain it; but I felt bound to offer the amend- 
ment by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Construction and Repair: 

For chief clerk, $1,800; draughtsman, $1,800; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of 
class 3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; and one clerk, at $1,000; one 
assistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, $11,920. 


_ Mr. ATKINS. I move to amend the paragraph just read by strik- 
ing out, in lines 1374 and 1375, the words “and one clerk at $1,900,” 
and by striking out, in line 1376, the word “eleven ”and inserting “ten ;” 
so as to make the total correspond. 

The amendment was * 

Tbe Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Steam-Engineering : 

For chief clerk, $1,800; one draughtsman, at $1,800; one assistant draughtsman, 
at $1,600; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one assistant messenger; and 
one laborer; in all, $9,120, 


_ Mr, ATKINS. I move to amend the paragraph just read by insert- 
ing, after the word “one” where it first occurs In line 1383, the words 
“one clerk, at $1,000,” and by changing the total so as to read “$10,120.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

z 8 of 8 8 Interior: eh 

‘or compensation ð Secretary o Interior, $8,000; Assistant Secretary, 
$9,500; chet clark 88 700) aie clerks, nt 89,000 euch tine ot 97 Far at eae: 
ing clerk; four clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; four 
clerks of class 1, one of whom shall be the telograph operator of the Department; two 
clerks, at €1,000 each; five copyists; two assistant messengers ; two pages, H80; for 
laborers, §2,400; for one Spain of tho watch, $1,000; and for watchmen, $20,400, 
= be allotted to day or night service, as the Secretary of the Interior may direct; 


$79,000. 
Mr. ATKINS. I ask the Clerk to read an amendment, which I offer 
on behalf of the committee, to this paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In Une 1413, after the word “dollars” where it first occurs, Insert $200 addi- 
tional as superintendentof the Patent-Office building; in linea 1416 and 1417, strike 


out the words “ono of whom shall be the telegraph operator of the Department ;" 
in line 1417, strike out “two” and insert ™ threes” 4 1418, sirika ont “fiva” 
and insert “six; in the same line, strike out “two assistant messengers" and 
insert“ one assistant messenger ;" in line 1419, insert the word “each” after the 
word “dollars ;” in line 1421, insert four after the word twenty; in line 1422, 


prepa the words four hundred; in line 1424, strike out $79,900" and insert 


Mr. ATKINS, This somewhat enlarges the force and makes a 
slight increase in the amount of appropriation. It is somewhat of a 
rearrangement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHALMERS. I move to amend by striking out “ four clerks of 
class 4” and inserting “three clerks of class 4.” I make this motion 
with the view of moving to amend a subsequent paragraph by restor- 
ing the pay of the superintendent of packin, en dixeabuting public 
documents, which has been changed from $2,500 to $1,400, an addi- 
tional clerk of class 4 having been given, as I understand, to perform 
the duty now assigned to this superintendent. This officer has charge 
of the Spi vedas of what is known as the Blue Book, and, if I 
am correctly informed, his duties are such as to entitle him to the 
compensation now allowed under the Revised Statutes. In order 
that there may be no increased appropriation in this bill, that on the 
contrary it shall effect a retrenchment of expenses, I ask to strike out 
the provision for one clerk of class 4 at $1,800, in order that we ma 
restore the officer I have named to his ition and salary at $2,500. 
There will thus be & saving of $700 to the Government. I make this 
statement that gentlemen may understand the object of my present 
motion. 

Mr. ATKINS. When we have proceeded two or three paragraphs 
further with this bill we shall reach the office for which the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] desires to provide. He pro- 
poses to dispense with one clerk of class 4 in order to increase the 
salary of the superintendent of packing and yee icon, e 
Ithink we had better stand by the text of the bill. e have pro- 
vided for four clerks of class 4, and we do not desire that there shall 
be but three. Nor do we wish to give $2,500 salary to this superin- 
tendent of packing and distributing documents; we pro to give 
him $1,800, I do not think we should strike down one clerk in order 
to increase the salary of another man to whom we propose to give 


$1,800. 

Mr. CHALMERS. In order to reply to the gentleman, I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the last word. I want tosay 
that the Committee on Appropriations have increased these clerks of 
class 4 from two to four, and this is not the only increase of clerical 
force; there are other additions all through this part of the bill. 
The law as passed by the last Congress allowed but two clerks of 
class 4: the committee now pro to authorize four, Three clerks 
were just now added in line 1417; and in line 1418 the committee 
haye added two messengers not included under the law as adopted 
by the last Congress. examination of this bill will show that the 
committee have increased expenditures in this Department $20,000. 

Now, I insist that my motion is in the interest of economy. If 
one clerk will do the duty now e ted to be done by two, and will 
receive $700 less than will be paid if the work is done by two, I see 
no reason why we should stick to the text of the bill. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER, I wish to ask a question of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I see no provision for a solicitor of 
the Interior Department, and I observe that the committee in pro- 
viding for the office of the Attorney-General have reduced by one 
the number of assistant attorneys-general. There is an assistant 
attorney-general provided by law, I think, who is Solicitor of the 
Interior Department. I inquire whether it is intended to abolish that 
office? 

Mr. DURHAM. There has never been a solicitor for the Interior 
Department; 

r. CONGER. But there is an assistant attorney-general who acts 
as solicitor. 

Mr. DURHAM. And he still remains there. 

Mr. CONGER. But I understand there is a reduction of one. I 
did not know but that it had reference to this Department. 

Mr. DURHAM, The committee recommended the restoration of 
three instead of two. r 

Mr. ATKINS. It is provided for in another part of the bill. 

The Clerk read, under the heading of “Department of the Interior,” 
as follows: T 

For superintendent of the same, $1,400; and sections 507 and 450 of the Revised, 
Statutes are hereby repealed. 

Mr. ATKINS, Iam instrtcted by the committee to move to strike 
out what has just been read and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 

ntendent of the same, $1,800; and so much of section 507 
Pi gk shy php} gape 3 for such salary and section 450 of the Revised 
Statutes are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows : f 

For rent of one building for use of the Pension Office and for the Bureau of Edu- 
cation, $14,000. 0 

Mr. ATKINS. I move to insert, after line 1436, the following: 

For rent of the building at the northeast corner of Eighth and G streets, known 
as Wright's building, $7,200, 

Mr. WAIT. Do you change the location? 

Mr. ATKINS. Not at all. 

The amendment was adopted. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


General Land Office: 

For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 4,000 ; chief clerk, $2,000 ; law 
clerk, $2,000; recorder, $2,000; three principal clerks, at 81.800 each; five clerks of 
class 4, cighteen clerks of class 3. thirty-five clerks of class 9, sixty clerks of class 
1, twenty-six clerks, at$1,000 each ; one dranghtaman,$ 1,600; one assistant draughts- 
man, $1,400; three assistart messengers, two pages, at $480 each ; eight laborers and 
two packers; in all, $212,560: Provided, That the Scorctary of the Interior, in his 

tion, shall be and he is hereby authorized to use any portion of said appro- 
priation for plece-work, or by the day, month, or year, at such rate or rates as he 
may deem just and fair, not oxceeding a salary of $900 per annum. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I move to strike ont in line 1452, after the word 
„four,“ down to line 1453, to the word “one,” and in lieu thereof to 
insert “twenty-two clerks of class 3, forty clerks of class 2, and 
seventy clerks of class 1,” 

Mr. Chairman, the bill now pending reduces the clerical force in 
the Land Office, in the three classes named in my amendment, nine- 
teen clerks. There were in the last appropriation bill twenty-two 
clerks of class 3, forty clerks of class 2, and seven clerks of class 1, 
this bill making, as 1 have already stated, a reduction of nineteen 
clerks in the General Land Office. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the very great wrong which will be done to the ma- 
terial interests of the country if this bill is allowed to pass with the 
large reduction here proposed to be made. 

1 was amazed to ascertain, as I did this morning at the office of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, that to-day we have about 
twenty clerks Jess than we had in the Land Office in 1855. They have 
twenty clerks less force than they lad in 1853. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with me you will realize the immense increase 
in the business of the General Land Office in the last twenty-five 
years, and Lam utterly astonished that this department is able to 
ran with the small force now there when I consider the amount of 
business it has todo. I have a statement of the number of clerks 
who have been there since 1855. We had in that year one hundred 
and eighty-one clerks; and I desire the gentlemen who have charge 
of this bill shall give attention to these statistics. In 1855 the admin- 
istration of the Government was with the other side of the House, 
and there were then one hundred and eighty-one clerks in the Gen- 
eral Land Office. Consider the fact that in 1853 but three land grants 
had been made, while since then there have been made eighty-four. 
There are one hundred and fourteen acts of Congress relating to pub- 
lic lands passed since 1853 when the office for which we are now legis- 
lating had one hundred and eighty-one clerks. It isnow proposed to 
give it one hundred and forty-two, In no branch of the Govern- 
ment has there been such a reduction in clerical force as in the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and to-day, while a great deal has been said about 
the Surgeon-General’s Office, and rightfully perhaps, but it is a little 
more popular, and about which more have desired to speak for home 
consumption, but there is no department to-day that is suffering from 
the want of clerical force as this. 

There are gentlemen from the Southern States who know this as a 
result of the act of the last Congress throwing open certain public 
lands for settlement and sale in the Sonth. That act was rendered 
inoperative and absolutely void until this House passed a ial pro- 
vision to help the Department out. The current correspendence with 
the Department y is six months bebindhand ; that is, letters 
written six months ago cannot be answered because there is such lack 
of clerical force. 

I desire to make these tables a part of my remarks. They show 
that in 1855 there were one hundred and eighty-one clerks. The 1 915 
est number was in 1867, one hundred and eighty-four. Now this b 
reduces the number down to one hundred and forty-two. 

I desire also to call the attention of the committee to this fact: 
since 1855 there never has been such an immigration into the West as 
during the present year, In the single State 6f Minnesota, within the 
last six months, two million five hundred thousand acres of railroad 
and public lands have been entered under the homestead and pre-emp- 
tion acts, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. JOYCE obtained the floor and yielded five minutes to Mr. 
DUNNELL. ; 

Mr. DUNNELL. Within the past month of March in the land office 
of the State of Minnesota five hundred and fifty thousand acres of the 
public lands have been entered under the homestead, pre-emption, and 
timber-cnlture laws. Now it can very readily be seen that this large 
settlement of the Territories and of the frontier States will devolve 
upon the General Land Office a large amount of increased business. 
Within the past fifteen years the Territories of the country—and you 
have only to turn your eyes to the map on the wall to see how vast 
the territorial section of the country is—have been surveyed and are 
now being surveyed. Thero is work to-day in this office that ought 
to have been done fifteen years ago. There are unsettled matters re- 
lating to the swamp-land acts that affect to-day the State of Illinois; 
and the Commigsioner of the Land Office says that he could employ 
a hundred men for an entire year in adjusting matters that have 
been left entirely alone for the last fifteen years for the want of 
clerical force. 

Further than this, the committee should remember that the miog 
acts of Congress which have passed since 1853 call for clerical wor 
equal to at least one-third of the work in the entire office in 1853. 
Again, the land grants to States and Territories daring this period 
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amount to over two hundred millions of acres, when prior to that 
time they were but twenty millions of acres, Again, the great home- 
stead act has been passed since 1853 and under it hundreds of thou- 
sands of quarter sections have been entered, calling for adjudication 
of claims and the issuance of patents. Time fails me to draw a com- 
parison between the work of the General Land Office in 1853 and 1858. 

Mr, Chairman, it ought to be realized by this House that a vast 
army of men, heads of families, who are holding their title to their 
homesteads issued by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
cannot get out their patents, Iam in receipt every day of letters 
begging me to go to the Land Office and get a patent for a piece of 
land that was proved upon one, two, and three years ago. They have 
not the ability to answer the demands made upon them in that De- 
partment, and there is no Department in which there is better work 
and harder work done, 

And I say, Mr. Chairman, that it is not quite right for the gentle- 
man from Tennessee or the gentleman from Sept | to say that the 
business of the committee is to see with how small an amount of 
money the Government can be run. That is not the question. The 

uestion, I would say to the gentleman, is how well it can be run. 
dif it takes one hundred and ninety clerks to run that Depart- 
ment, why reduce the force to one hundred and forty-two! 

The gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from Tennessee 
will admit with me to-day that the business in the General Land 
Office in 1853 was as nothing compared with the land-oflice business 
at the present time. They Stowe it. They cannot deny it. It can- 
not bedenied byanybody. And yet they had one hundred and eighty: 
one clerks then, and it is now proposed to give them one hundred and 
forty-two. 

I have here also some other statistics in connection with this to 
which, before the hammer falls, I would like to call the attention of 
the committee. In 1858, under a democratic administration, the con- 
tingent expenses of the Land Office were $83,600. In the next year, 
1859, the contingent expenses of the office were $76,000. Last year 
they were $27,500, and this year $21,500; only 25 per cent. of what 
they were in 1858 and 1859. No one who knows the present oflicers 
of that Department will say that they are not competent or faithfal 
to their trust. 

joey the hammer fell. 

e following are the tables referred to in Mr. DUNNELL’s remarks: 


Statement showing number of employés of the General Land Office from 
1855 to 1877. 


es and salaries of the General 
Land Office from 1858 to 1878, as derived from United States Statutes. 


Statement showing the contingent 


United States Statutes, | Contin- 
volume and page. 


Volume 11, page 211. 
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Volume 11, page 301. +090 

Volume 11, page 415. 223, 090 

Volume 12, page 96.. 2392, 200 
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Volume 13, page 431... 236, 840 
Volume 14, page 197.. 234, 


Volume 14, page 447.. 
Volume 15, page 100. . 
Volume 15, page 2901 
Volume 16, page 243. .-. 
Volume 16, page 487 
Volume 17, page 753. 
Volume 17, page 500 
Volume 18, page 103 
Volume 18, page 304.... 
Volume 19, page 18 
Volume 19, page 313.... 
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Mr. ATKINS. I have but a word to say in regard to this matter. 


I am aware that the work of the Land Office is growing. I will 
admit that; and we have in this bill proposed to give the Land Office- 
seven additional clerks and laborers together over and above what 


